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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES C¥ THE FIFTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS. 


SECOND 


SESSION. 





SENATE. 


Monpay, December 7, 1908. 


The first Monday of December being the day ae by the 
Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Con- 
o- hee second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress commenced | 

is € . 

The Sane assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Wr.114M P. Frye, a Sen- 
#om the State of Maine) called the Senate to order at 12 
noon. 


a PRAYER. 

ev. F. J. PretryMay, of the city of Washington, offered the 

owing prayer: 

- Almighty God, Thou hast touched our poor human life with 
an infinite purpose. Those who have desired to behold Thy glory 
have seen ft. not in forms of power, but in the face of Jesus 
Christ, who is the image of theinvisible God. In a human face, 
fashioned like our own, Thou hast shown forth the infinite glo- 
ries of Thy nature. 

We thank Thee for the supreme purpose which comes to us 
through Thy revelation in Him. We praise Thee that the power 
and the influence of His life has found a place in all of our civil 
institutions; that it is the pledge of the permanency of our Goy- 
ernment, the standard of our morality, the highest hope and as- 
piration of the citizenship of this land. hs 

We pray that more and more the influence of Thy divine revela- 
tion may be seen and felt in all of our national life, and to this 
end do Thou breathe the spirit of peace and yee will, of wisdom 
and of power upon Thy servants in places of authority. Where 
authority is exercised may it have the sanction of divine guidance 
and wisdom, and where power resides may it be chastened and 
sweetened and sanctified by divine grace. 

Grint, we pray, that all of the work of this session of the Senate 
maystand the approval of God’s law,and may bring to the peoplein- 
creased peace and prosperity. "We ask for Christ’ssake. Amen. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will call the roll | 
of the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 
swered to their names: 
From the State of— 
Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus. 
Arkansas—James H. Berry. 
California—Thomas R. Bard and George C. Perkins. 
Colorado—Thomas M. Patterson and Henry M. Teller. 
Connecticut—Orville H. Platt. 
Florida. Stephen B ot and L. Heisler Ball. 
or en R. ory. 
Georgia—Au O. Bacon and Alexander 8S. Clay. 
Idaho—F red T. Dubois and Weldon B. Heyburn. 
Iilinois—Shelby M. Cullom. 
Indiana—Charles W. Fairbanks. 
Jowa—William B. Allison and Jonathan P. Dolliver. 
Kansas—Joseph R. Burton and Chester I. Long. 
Kentueky—Joseph C. 8. Blackburn and James B. McCreary. 
Louisiana—Samuel D. McEnery. 
Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 
Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and Louis E. McComas. 
Massachusetts—George F. Hoar and Henry Cabot Lodge. 
ichigan—Russell A. Alger and Julius C. Burrows. 
Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell. 
Montana—Paris Gibson. 
Nebraska—Joseph H. Millard. 
Nevada—Francis G. Newlands and William M. Stewart. 





New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham and Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—John F. Dryden and John Kean. 

New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Thomas C. Plait. 

North Carolina—Lee 8. Overman and Furnifold McL. Simmons, 

North Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and Porter J. McCumber. 

Ohio—Joseph B. Foraker and Marcus A. Hanna. 

Oregon—Charles W, Fulton and John H. Mitchell. 

Pennsylvania—Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P, Wetmore. 

South Carolina—Asbury C. Latimer and Benjamin R. Tillman. 

South Dakota—A. B. Kittredge. 

Tennessee— William B. Bate. 

Texas—Joseph W. Bailey and Charles A. Culberson. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Redfield Proctor. 

Virginia—John W. Daniel and Thomas S. Martin. 

Washington—Levi Ankeny apd Addison G. Foster. 

West Virginia—Nathan B. Scott. 

“isconsin—Joseph V. Quarles and John C. Spooner. 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-three Senators have 
responded to their names. There is a quorum present. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o’clock merid- 
ian until otherwise ordered. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives thata 
“—— of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
o business. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed by 
the Chair to ;oin such committee as may be appointed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to 
receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the committee Mr. 


| Hatz and Mr. CocKRELL. 


REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a full and complete statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of the Senate; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, transmitting a full and complete account of 
all property, including stationery, belonging to the United States 
in his possession on the 7th day of December, 1903; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting a statement of 
the receipts from the sale of condemned property in his possession 
since December 1, 1902; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, giving a full and complete account of all property 
belonging to the United States in his possession December 7, 1903; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lis cn the 
table, and be printed. 
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REPORT OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Comptroller of the Currency for the year ended 
October 31, 1903; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Public Printer on the operations of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 
; — PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions and memorials are 
in order. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire if it is customary to transact 
business of any kind until the President has had an opportunity 
to send in his message? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is as familiar with the custom as the Chaircanbe. Will he 
inform the Chair as to that? 

Mr. HOAR. I had supposed that it was the almost unbroken 

custom of the Senate from the beginning to transact no business | 
until the President of the United States has had an opportunity 
to send in his message and that that act of respect has always | 
obtained toward the executive department of the Government. 
We have not yet heard from the other House that they are organ- 
ized, and my impression (subject to the better recollection of the 
Chair) is very strong that it has been our universal custom to 
transact no business under such circumstances. 

Mr. BERRY. We can not hear the Senator on this side of the | 
Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate take a recess for one hour. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not in this part of the Chamber hear a | 
word the Senator is saying. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator from Colorado will correct 
me if Il amwrong. My impression is that it is the unbroken cus- | 
tom of the Senate to transact no business whatever at the begin- | 
ning of a regular session until the President has had an opportu- 
nity to make his communication. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me | 
@ moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should not attempt to correct the Senator | 
from Massachusetts if I knew he was wrong, but he is not wrong 
in this particular, I am very sure. 

RECESS. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate take a recess for one hour. | 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 1 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a further recess | 
until 1.40 p. m. | 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess | 
(at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Mr. WILLIAM J. BROWNING, the Chief Clerk of the House of | 
Representatives, appeared below the bar of the Senate and deliv- 
ered the following message: 

Mr. President, i am directed by the House of Representatives to | 
inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representatives | 
has appeared and that the House is ready to proceed to business. 

I am further directed to inform the Senate that the House has 
passed the following resolution: 


’ | 

Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed on the part of | 
the House, to join the committee ———- by the Senate, to wait upon the 
! 








} 
} 
} 
} 
| 


President of the United States and inform him that a quorum of the two 
Houses has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communi- 
cation he may have to make. 


I am also directed to inform the Senate that the Speaker has ap- | 
inted Mr. Hepsurn of Iowa, Mr. HemENWAY of Indiana,and Mr. | 
ILLIAMS of Mississippi as the committee on the part of the House. | 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. | 


Mr. Hate and Mr. CockreE tt, the committee appointed in con- | 
junction with a similar committee of the House of Representa- | 
tives to wait upon the President of the United States, appeared | 
at the bar, and 

Mr. HALE said: Mr. President, the committee appointed by | 
the Senate to join a like committee on the part of the House of 
Representatives to wait upon the President and inform him that | 
a quorum of each House of Congress is in session and ready to re- | 
ceive any communication from him, have attended to that duty, | 
and have been advised by the President that he wil! shortly com- | 
municate in writing to Congress. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. | 

Mr. B. F. Barnes, one of the secretaries of the President of the 
United States, appeared below the bar and said: 
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Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate several messages in writing. 

The messages were received from the Secretary and handed to 
the President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the annual message of the President of the United States, 
which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read the message, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


The country is to be congratulated on the amount of substan- 
tial achievement which has marked the past year both as regards 
our foreign and as regards our domestic policy. 

With a nation as with a man the most important things are 
those of the household, and therefore the country is especially to 
be congratulated on what has been accomplished in the direction 
of providing for the exercise of supervision over the great corpo- 
rations and combinations of corporations engaged in intérstate 
commerce. The Congress has created the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, including 
: : the Bureau of Corporations, with for the first 
time authority to secure proper publicity of such proceedings of 
these great corporations as the public has the right to know. It 


Corporations. 


| has provided for the expediting of suits for the enforcement of the 


Federal antitrust law; and by another law it has secured equal 


| treatment to all producers in the transportation of their goods, 


thus taking a long stride forward in making effective the work of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The establishment of the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
with the Bureau of Corporations thereunder, marks a real ad- 
vance in the direction of doing all that is possible for the solution 
of the questions vitally affecting capitalists and wage-worke.s. 

The act creating the Department was approved 
ae on February 14, 1903; and two days later the 
Saher. head of the Department was nominated and 

confirmed by the Senate. Since then the work 
of organization has been pushed as rapidly as the initial appropri- 
ations permitted, and with due regard to thoroughness and the . 
broad purposes which the Department is designed toserve. After 
the transfer of the various bureaus and branches to the Dapart- 
ment at the beginning of the current fiscal year, as provided for 
in the act, the personnel comprised 1,289 employees in Washing- 


| ton and 8,836 in the country at large. The scope of the Depart- 


ment’s duty and authority embraces the commercial and indus- 
trial interests of the Nation. It is not designed to restrict or con- 
trol the fullest liberty of legitimate business action, but to secure 
exact and authentic information which will aid the Executive in 


| enforcing existing laws, and which will enable the Congress to 


enact additional legislation, if any should be found necessary, in 


_ order to prevent the few from obtaining privileges at the expense 


of diminished opportunities for the many. 

The preliminary work of the Bureau of Corporations in ths 
Department has shown the wisdom of its creation. Publicity in 
corporate affairs will tend to do away with ignorance, and will 
- a afford facts upon which intelligent action may 
Gonpeoutiens. betaken. Systematic, intelligent investigation 

is already developing facts the knowledge of 
which is essential to a right understanding of the needs and duties 
of the business world. The corporation which is honestly and 
fairly organized, whose managers in the conduct of its business 
recognize their obligation to deal squarely with their stockholders, 
their competitors, and the public, nothing to fear from such 
supervision. The purpose of this Bureau is not to embarrass or 
assail legitimate business, but to aid in bringing about a better in- 
dustrial condition—a condition under which there shall be obedi- 
ence to law and recognition of public obligation by all corporations, 
great or small. The Department of Commerce and Labor will be 
not only the clearing house for information regarding the business 
transactions of the Nation, but the executive arm of the Govern- 
ment to aid in strengthening our domestic and 
foreign markets, in perfecting our transporta- 
tion facilities,in building = our merchant ma- 
rine, in preventing the entrance of undesirable immigrants. in 
improving commercial and industrial conditions, and in bringing 
together on common ground those necessary partaers in industrial 
progress—capital and labor. Commerce between the nations is 
steadily growing in volume, and the tendency of the times is to- 
ward closer trade relations. Constant watchfulness is needed to 
secure to Americans the chance to participate to the best advan- 
tage in foreign trade; and we may confidently expect that the new 
Department will justify the expectation of its creators by the ex- 
ercise of this watchfulness, as well as by the businesslike admin- 
istration of such laws relating to our internal affairs as are'in- 
trusted to its care. ' 

In enacting the laws above enumerated the Congress proceeded 
on sane and conservative lines. Nothing revolutionary was at- 
tempted; but a common-sense and successful effort was mado in 


Fanctions of new 
Department. 








as 
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the direction of enaing that corporations are so handled as to sub- 


he public The legislation was moderate. It was 
ST oaan thaveghat by the idea that we were not attacking 
corporations, but endeavoring to provide for doing away with 
any evil in them; that we drew the line misconduct, not 
against wealth; gladly recognizing the great good done by the 
capitalist who alone, or in conjunction with his fellows, does his 
work along proper and legitimate lines. saa beeper of the legis- 
lation, which purpose will undoubtedly be ed, was to favor 
such a man when he does well, and to supervise his action only 
to prevent him from doing ill, Publicity can do no harm to the 
honest corporation. The only corporation that has cause to dread 
it is the corporation which shrinks from the light, and about the 
welfare of such corporations we need not be oversensitive. The 
work of the Department of Commerce and Labor has been condi- 
tioned upon this theory, of securing fair treatment alike for labor 
and for capital. 

The consistent policy of the National Government, so far as it 
has the power, is to hold in check the one man, whether 
employer or employee; but to refuse to weaken individual initia- 

tive or to hamper or cramp the industrial de- 
Capital and labor. velopment of the country. We recognize that 

this is an era of federation and combination, in 
which great capitalistic corporations and labor unions have be- 
come factors of tremendous importance in all industrial centers. 
Hearty ition is given the far-reaching, beneficent work 
which has Tote accomplished through both corporations and 
unions, and the line as between different corporations, as between 
different unions, isdrawn as it is between different individuals; 
that is, it is drawn on conduct, the effort being to treat both or- 
ganized capital and organized labor alike; ing nothing save 
that the interest of each shall be brought into harmony with the 
interest of the general public, and that the conduct of each shall 


. conform to the fundamental rules of obedience to law, of indi- 


vidual freedom, and of justice and fair dealing towards all. 
Whenever either corporation, labor union, or individual disre- 
gards the law or acts in a spirit of arbitrary and tyrannous in- 
terference with the rights of others, whether corporations or 
individuals, then where the Federal Government has jurisdiction, 
it will see to it that the misconduct is stopped, paying not the 
slightest heed to the position or power of the corporation, the 
union or the individual, but only to one vital fact—that is, the 
question whether or not the conduct of the individual or aggre- 

ate of individuals is in accordance with the law of the land. 
Nery man must be guaranteed his liberty and his right to do as 
he likes with his property or his labor, so long as he does not in- 
fringe the rights of others. No man is above the law and no man 
is below it; nor do we ask any man’s permission when we require 
him to obey it. Obedience to the law is demanded as a right; 
not asked as > <avor. 

We have cause as a nation to be thankful for the steps that have 
been so successfully taken to put these principles into effect. The 
progress has been by evolution, not by revolution. Nothing rad- 
ical has been done; the action has been both moderate and resolute. 
Therefore the work will stand. There shall be no backward step. 
If in the working of the laws it proves desirable that they shail at 
any point be expanded or amplified, the amendment can be made 
as its desirability is shown. Meanwhile they are being adminis- 
tered with a. but with insistence upon obedience to them; 
and their need been emphasized in signal fashion by the events 
of the past year. 

m. all sources, exclusive of the postal service, the receipts of 
the Government for the last fiscal year aggregated $560,396,674. 
The expenditures = “ ee pone _ eee te , the sae 

us for the year being .297,667. The 

Se fadloations are thes the surpies for the present 
fiscal year will be very s , if indeed there be 

any surplus. From July to November the receipts from customs 
were, approximately, nine million dollars less than the receipts 
from the same source for a corresponding portion of last year. 
Should this decrease continue at the same ratio throughout the 
fiscal year, the surplus would be reduced by, approximately, 
thirty million dollars. Should the revenue from customs suffer 
much further decrease during the fiscal year, the surplus would 
vanish. A large surplus is certainly undesirable. Twoyearsago 
the war taxes were taken off with the express intention of equal- 
izing the governmental receipts and expenditures, and though the 
first year thereafter still showed a surplus, it now seems likely 
that a substantial equality of revenue and expenditure will be at- 
tained. Such being the case it is of great moment both to exer- 
cise care and economy in appropriations, and to scan sharply any 
change in our fiscal revenue system which may reduce our in- 
come. The need of strict economy in our expenditures is empha- 
sized by the fact that we can not afford to be parsimonious in 
pra for what is essential to our national well-being. Care- 
economy wherever possible will alone prevent our income 
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from falling below the point required in order to meet our genu- 
ine needs. 

The integrity of our currency is beyond question, and under 
present conditions it would be unwise and unnecessary to attempt 
a reconstruction of our entire monetary system. The same liberty 
should be granted the Secretary of the Treasury 


Needs of anancial == to deposit customs receipts as is granted him in 
the deposit of receipts from other sources. In 
my Message of December 2, 1902, I called attention to certain needs 


of the financial situation, and I again ask the consideration of the 
Congress for these questions. 

During the last session of the Congress, at the suggestion of a 
joint note from the Republic of Mexico and the Imperial Govern- 
ment of China, and in harmony with an act of the Congress appro- 

priating $25,000 to pay the expenses thereof. a 


Somtennnes, . commission was appointed to confer with the 
standard and silver- Principal European countries in the hope that 
standard countries, some plan might be devised whereby a fixed rate 


of exchange could be assured between the gold- 
standard countries and the silver-standard countries. This com- 
mission has filed its preliminary report, which has been made 
public. I deem it important that the commission be continued, 
and that a sum of money be appropriated sufficient to pay the 
expenses of its further labors. 

A majority of our people desire that steps be taken in the in- 
terests of American shipping, so that we may once more resume 
our former position in the ocean carryingtrade. But hithertothe 

differences of opinion as to the proper method 


Merchant marine. of reaching this end have been so wide that it 
has proved impossible to secure the adoption of 
any particularscheme. Having in view these facts, I recommend 


that the Congress direct the Secretary of the Navy, the Postmaster- 
General, and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, associated 
with such a representation from the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives as the Congress in its wisdom may designate, to serve 
as a commission for the purpose of investigating and reporting to 
the Congress at its next session what legislation is desirable cr 
necessary for the development of the American merchant marine 
and American commerce, and incidentally of a national ocean 
mail service of adequate auxiliary naval cruisers and naval re- 
serves. Whilesuch a measure is desirable in any event, it is espe- 
cially desirable at this time, in view of the fact that our present 
governmental contract for ocean mail with the American Line 
will expire in 1905. Our ocean mail act was passed in 1891. In 
1895 our 20-knot transatlantic mail line was equal to any foreign 
line. Since then the Germans have put on 23-knot steamers, and 
the British have contracted for 24-knot steamers. Our service 
should equal the best. If it does not, the commercial public will 
abandon it. If we are to stay in the business it ought to be with 
a full understanding of the advantages to the country on one 
hand, and on the other with exact knowledge of the cost and 
proper methods of carrying it on. Moreover, lines of cargo ships 
are of even more importance than fast mail lines; save so far as 
the latter can be depended upon to furnish swift auxiliary cruisers 
in time of war. The establishment of new lines of cargo ships to 
South America, to Asia, and elsewhere would be much in the 
interest of our commercial expansion. 

We can not have too much immigration of the right kind, and 
we should have none at all of the wrong kind. The need is to de- 
vise some system by which undesirable immigrants shall be kept 
out entirely, while desirable immigrants are 
properly distributed throughout the country. 
At present some districts which nced immi- 

grants have none: and in others, where the population is already 
| congested, immigrants come in such numbers as to depress the 
| conditions of life for those already there. During the last two 
| years the immigration service at New York has been greatly im- 
‘eltsieintiin ws proved, and the corruption and inefficienc y 
| Immigration Service which formerly obtained there have been eradi- 
at New York. cated. This service has just been investigated 

by a committee of New York citizens of high 
standing, Messrs. Arthur v. Briesen, Lee K. Frankel, Eugene A. 
| Philbin, Thomas W. Hynes, and Ralph Trautman. Their report 
deals with the whole situation at length, and concludes with cer- 
tain recommendations for administrative and legislative action. 
It is now receiving the attention of the Secretary of Commerce 
| and Labor. 


Immigration. 








The special investigation of the subject of naturalization under 
the direction of the Attorney-General, and the consequent prose- 
cutions, reveal a condition of affairs calling for the immediate 
Nabéireliestion attention of the Congress. Forgeries and per- 
Seoteie. juries of shameless and flagrant character have 

been perpetrated, not only in the dense centers 
of population, but throughout the country; and it is established 
beyond doubt that very many so-called citizens of the United 
States have no title whatever to that right, and are asserting and 
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enjoying the benefits of the same through the grossest frauds. 


It is never to be forgotten that citizenship is, to quote the words 
recently used by the Supreme Court of the United States, an 
‘inestimable heritage,’’ whether it proceeds from birth within 
the country or is obtained by naturalization; and we poison the 
sources of our national character and strength at the fountain, if 
the privilege is claimed and exercised without right, and by 
means of fraud and corruption. The body politic can not be 
sound and healthy if many of its constituent members claim their 
standing through the prostitution of the high right and calling of 
citizenship. It should mean something to me a citizen of the 
United States; and in the process no loophole whatever should be 
left open to fraud. 

The methods by which these frauds—now under full investiga- 
tion with a view to meting out punishment and providing ade- 
quate remedies—are perpetrated, include many variations of 
procedure by which certificates of citizenship are forged in 
their entirety; or genuine certificates fraudulently or collusively 
obtained in blank are filled in by the criminal conspirators; or 
certificates are obtained on fraudulent statements as to the time 
of arrival and residence in this country; or imposition and sub- 
stitution of another party for the real petitioner occur in court; 
or certificates are made the subject of barter and sale and trans- 
ferred from the rightful holder to those not entitled to them; or 
certificates are forged by erasure of the original names and the 
insertion of the names of other persons not entitled to the 
same. 

It is not necessary for me to refer here at large to the causes 
leading to this state of affairs. The desire for naturalization is 
heartily to be commended where it springs from a sincere and 
permanent intention to become citizens, and a real appreciation 
of the privilege. But it is a source of untold evil and trouble 
where it is traceable to selfish and dishonest motives, such as the 
effort by artificial and improper means, in wholesale fashion to 
create voters who are y-made tools of corrupt politicians, or 
the desire to evade certain labor laws creating discriminations 
against alien labor. All good citizens, whether naturalized or 
native born, are equally interested in protecting our citizenship 
against fraud in any form, and, on the other hand, in affording 
every facility for naturalization to those who in good faith desire 
to share alike our privileges and our ibilities. 

The Federal grand jury lately in session in New York City 
dealt with this subject and made a presentment which states the 
situation briefly and forcibly and contains important suggestions 
for the consideration of the Congress. This presentment is in- 
cluded as an appendix to the report of the Attorney-General. 

In my last annual Message, in connection with the subject of 
the due regulation of combinations of capital which are or may 
become injurious to the public, I recommended a ial appro- 
priation for the better enforcement of the antitrust lawas it now 
stands, to be extended under the direction of the Attorney- 
General. Accordingly (by the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation act of February 25, 1903, 32 Stat., 854, 904), the 
Congress appropriated, for the purpose of enforcing the various 
Federal trust and interstate-commerce laws, the sum of five hun- 
dred thousand dollars, to be e ed under the direction of the 
Attorney-General in the employment of special counsel and 
agents in the Department of Justice to conduct proceedings and 
prosecutions under said laws in the courts of the United States. 
I now recommend, as a matter of the utmost importance and 
urgency, the extension of the purposes of this appro riation, so 

that it may be available, under the direction of 


Extension recom- the Attorney-General, and until used, for the 


mended of purposes 


of appropriation for due enforcement of the laws of the United 
enforcing trustand States in general and especially of the civil and 
lnterstate-commerce c>iminal laws relating to public lands and the 


laws relating to postal crimes and offenses and 
the subject of naturalization. Recent investigations have shown 
a deplorable state of affairs in these three matters of vital concern. 

By various frauds and by forgeries and perju- 
Public-land frauds. ries, thousands of acres of the public domain, 

em ing lands of different character and ex- 
tending through various sections of thecountry, have been dishon- 
estly acquired. It is hardly n to urge the importance of 
recovering these dishonest acquisitions, stolen from the people, and 
of promptly and duly punishing the offenders. I speak in another 
part of this Message of the widespread crimes by which the sacred 
right of citizenship is falsely asserted and that ‘‘ inestimable herit- 


age’’ perverted to baseends. By similar means—that is, through 
frauds, forgeries, and perjuries, and by shame- 
Postal frauds. less briberies—the laws relating to the proper 


conduct of the public service in general and to 
the due administration of the Post-Office ent have been 
notoriously violated, and many indictments have been found, and 
the co uent prosecutions are in course of hearing or on the eve 
thereof. For e reasons thus indicated, and so that the Govern- 
ment may be prepared to enforce promptly and with the greatest 





effect the due penalties for such violations of law, and to this end 
may be furnish ed with sufficient instrumentalities and competent 
legal ae ce ~ = vee and to Nae will pe 
necessary at many different points of the country, I urge upon the 
Congress the necessity of sian the said peter available 
for immediate use for all such purposes, to be expended under the 
direction of the Attorney-General. 

Steps have been taken by the State Department looking to the 
making of bribery an extraditable offense with foreign powers.. 
The need of more effective treaties covering this 


wise Lee wn crimeismanifest. The and prosecu- 
St tions of official corruption in St. Louis, Mo., and 


other cities and States have resulted ina number 
of givers and takers of bribes becoming fugitives in foreign lands. 
Bribery has not been included in extradition treaties heretofore, as 
the necessity for it has not arisen. While there may have been as 
much official corruption in former years, there has been more devel- 
oped and a tolight in the immediate past than in the preced- 
ing century of our country’s history. It should be the policy of 
the United States to leave no place on earth where a corrupt man - 
fleeing from this country can rest in . There is no reason 
why bribery should not be included in all treaties as extraditable. 
The recent amended a. with Mexico, whereby this crime was 
put in the list of extraditable offenses, has established a salutary 
precedentin this regard. Under this treaty the State Department 
has asked, and Mexico has granted, the extradition of one of the 
St. Louis bribe givers. 

There can be nocrime more serious than bribery. Other of- 
fenses violate one law while corruption strikes at the foundation 
ofalllaw. Underour form of Government all authority is vested 
in the people and by them delegated to those who represent them 
in official capacity. There can be no offense heavier than that of 
him in whom such a sacred trust has been reposed, who sells it. - 
for hisown gain and enrichment; and no less heavy is the offense 
of the bribe giver. He is worse than the thief, for the thief robs 
the individual, while the corrupt official plunders an entire city 
or State. He isas wicked as the murderer, for the murderer ma 
only take one life against the law, while the corrupt official an 
the man who corrupts the official alike aim at the assassination 
of the commonwealth itself. Government of the people, by the 

ple, for the people will perish from the face of the earth if 
ribery is tolerated. The givers and takers of bribes stand on an 
evil preeminence of infamy. The exposure and punishment of 
public corruption is an honor to a nation, not a disgrace. The 
shame lies in toleration, not in correction. No city or State, still 
less the Nation, can be injured by the enforcement of law. 
long as eee plunderers when detected can find a haven of refuge 
in any foreign land and avoid punishment, just so long encourage- 
ment is given them to continue their practices. If we fail to do 
all that in us lies to stamp out corruption we can not escape our 
share of responsibility for the guilt. The first requisite of suc- 
cessful self-government is unflinching enforcement of the law and 
the cutting out of corruption. 

For several years past the rapid development of Alaska and the 
establishment of growing American interests in regions thereto- 
fore unsurveyed and imperfectly known brought into prominence 
the urgent necessity of a practical demarcation of the boundaries 
between the jurisdictions of the United States and Great Britain. 
Although the treaty of 1825 between Great Britain and Russia, 
the provisions of which were copied in the treaty of 1867, whereby 

Russia conveyed Alaska to the United States. 
Alaskan boundary. | Was positiveas tothe control, first by Russiaand 

later by the United States, ofa ye of territory 
along the continental mainland from the western shore of Port- 
land Canal to Mount St. Elias, following and surrounding the 
indentations of the coast and including the islands to the west- 
ward, its description of the landward margin of the strip was 
indefinite, resting on the supposed existence of a continuous ridge 
or range of mountains skirting the coast, as figured in the charts 
of the early navigators. It had at no time been ible for either 
party in interest to lay down, under the authority of the treaty, 
a line so obviously exact according to its provisions as to command 
the assent of the other. For nearly three-fourths of a century 
the absence of tangible local interests ns the exercise of 
positive jurisdiction on either side of the border left the question 
dormant. In 1878 questions of revenue administration on the 
Stikine River led to the establishment of a provisional demarca- 
tion, crossing the channel between two high peaks on either side 
about twenty-four miles above the river mouth. In 1899 similar 
questions growing out of the extraordinary development of min- 
ing interests in the region about the head of Lynn Canal brought 
about a — modus vivendi, by which a Pied Carols 
tion was eat the watershed divides of the White and Chilk 
passes and to the north of Klukwan,on the Klehini River. Th 
partial and tentative adjustments could not, in the very nature 
of things, be satisfactory or lasting. A permanent disposition of 
the matter became imperative. 








After unavai attempts to reach an understanding through a 
Joint High ee. Snooan by prolonged negotiations, con- 
cmarente sat Britain signed, J. 24, 1903, providing 
tes rea was , Jan : \ 
septal ert soy np by a mixed tribunal of six 


mem . on @ side, a view to its final disposition. 
Ratifications were exchanged on March 3 last, whereupon the two 
Governments @ ted their respective members. Those on behalf 


of the United were Elihu Root, Secre of War, Henry 
Cabot Lodge, a Senator of the United States, George Turner, 
an ex-Senator of the United States, while Great Britain named 
the Right Honourable Lord Alverstone, Lord Chief Justice of 
England, Sir Louis Amable Jetté, K. C. M. G., retired jodge of 
the Supreme Court of Quebec, and A. B. Aylesworth, K. C., of 
Toronto. This Tribunal met in London on September 3, under 
the Presidency of Lord Alverstone. The gs were expe- 
ditious, and marked by a friendly and conscientious spirit. The 
respective cases, counter cases, and ments ted the issues 
clearly and fully. On the 20th of October a ee of the Tri- 
bunal reached and signed an agreement on all the questions sub- 
mitted by the terms of the Convention. this award the right 
of the United States to the control of a inuous strip or border 
of the mainland shore, skirting all the tide-water inlets and sinu- 
osities of the coast, is confirmed; the entrance to Portland Canal 
(concerning which legitimate doubt a ) is defined as pass- 
ing by Tongass Inlet and to the westward of Wales and 
Pearse islands; a line is drawn from the head of Portland Canal 
to the fifty-sixth degree of north latitude; and the interior border 
line of the stripis fixed by lines connecting certain mountain sum- 
mits lying between Portland Canal and Mount St. Elias, and run- 
ning along the crest of the divide separating the coast slope from 
the inland watershed at the only part of the frontier where the 
drainage ridge approaches the coast within the distance of ten 
marine leagues stipulated by the treaty as the extreme width of 
the strip around the heads of Lynn Canal and its branches. 

While the line so traced follows the provisional demarcation of 
1878 at the crossing of the Stikine River, and that of 1899 at the 
summits of the White and Chilkoot passes, if runs much farther 
inland from the Klehini than the temporary line of the later 
modus vivendi, and leaves the entire mining district of the Por- 
cupine River and Glacier Creek within the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 

The result is satis in every way. It is of great material 
advantage to our e in the Far Northwest. It has removed 
from the field of discussion and possible danger a question liable 
to become more acu accentuated with each passing year. 
Finally, it has furni a signal proof of the fairness and good 
will with which two friendly nations can approach and determine 
issues involving national sovereignty and e their nature incapa- 
ble of submission to a third power for adjudication. 

The award is self-executing on the vital points. To make it 
effective as regards the others it only remains for the two Gov- 
a each on its own behalf, one or more scientific 
experts, who , with all convenient speed, proceed together to 
lay down the boundary line in accordance with the decision of the 
majority of the Tribunal. I recommend that the Congress make 
adequate oe for the appointment, compensation, and ex- 
penses of members to serve on this joint boundary commission 
on the of the United States. 

It be remembered that during 
Con 
for the 


the second session of the last 

Great Britain, Germany, and Italy formed an alliance 

purpose of be: apn wy the ports of Venezuela and using 
suc 


chat means of pressure as would secure 
mere ame a settlement of claims due, as they alleged, to 
certain of their subjects. Their employment of 


force for the collection of theseclaims was terminated by an agree- 
ment t about the offices of the diplomatic repre- 


brough t through 

sentatives of the United States at Caracas and the Government at 
Washington, thereby ending a situation which was bound to cause 

friction, and which j ed the peace of thecontinent. 
Under agreement Venezuela a to set apart a certain per- 
centage of the customs receipts o gw 60 Inet poxte to be apetied 
to the payment of whatever obligations might be ascertained by 
mixed commissions appointed for that purpose to be due from her, 
not only to the three powers already mentioned, whose proceedings 
against her had senate’ te a state of war, but also to the United 
States, France, Spain, Belgium, the Netherlands, Sweden and Nor- 
way, and Mexico, who had not employed force for the collection 
of the claims alleged to be due to certain of their citizens. 

A demand was then made by the so-called blockading powers 
that the sums ascertained to be due to their citizens by such mixed 
commissions should be accorded payment in full before anything 
was paid upon the claims of any of the so-called peace powers. 
Venezvela, on theother hand, insisted that all her creditors should 
be paid apon a basis of exact equality. During the efforts to ad- 
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this dispute it was suggested by the powers in interes‘ that it 
it a — = —— to —— — but I was 
Claims subm! clearly o: © Opinion t a far wiser course 
the Permanent Court would be to submit the question to the Perma- 
The Hague. nent Court of Arbitration at The Hague. It 
seemed to me to offer an admirable opportunity 
to advance the practice of the peaceful settlement of disputes be- 
tween nations and to secure for the Hague Tribunal a memorable 
increase of its practical importance. e nations interested in 
the controversy were so numerous and in many instances so pow- 
erful as to'make it evident that beneficent results would follow 
from their appearance at the same time before the bar of that 
a tribunal of peace. 
hopes in that regard have been realized. Russia and Aus- 
tria are represented in the persons of the learned and distinguished 
jurists who compose the Tribunal, while Great Britain, Germany, 
France, in, Italy, Belgium, the Netherlands, Sweden and Nor- 
way, Mexico, the United States, and Venezuela are represented by 
their respective agents and counsel. Such animposing concourse 
of nations presenting their arguments toand invoking the decision 
of that high court of international justice and international peace 
can hardly fail to secure a likesubmission of many future contro- 
versies. The nations now appearing there will find it far easier to 
appear there a second time, while no nation can imagine its just 
de will be lessened by following the example now presented. 
This triumph of the principle of international arbitration is a 
subject of warm congratulation and offers a happy augury for the 
peace of the world. 

There seems good ground for the belief that there has been a 
real growth among the civilized nations of a sentiment which will 
permit a gradual substitution of other methods than the method 

of war in the settlement of disputes. It is not 


Advancement of pretended that as yet we are near a position in 
cause of tnttration. Which it will be possible wholly to prevent war, 


or that a just regard for national interest and 
honor will in all cases permit of the settlement of international 
disputes by arbitration; but by a mixture of prudence and firm- 
ness with wisdom we think it is possible to do away with much of 
the provocation and excuse for war, and at least in many cases to 
substitute some other and more rational method for the settlement 
of disputes. The Hague Court offers so good anexample of what 
can be done in the direction of such settlement that it should be 
encouraged in every way. 
Further steps should be taken. In President McKinley’s an- 
nual Message of December 5, 1898, he made the following recom- 
mendation: 

“The experiences of the last year bring forcibly home to us a 
sense of the burdens and the waste of war. We desire, in com- 
mon with most civilized nations, to reduce to the lowest possible 
point the damage sustained in time of war by peaceable trade and 
commerce. It is true we may suffer in such cases less than other 
communities, but all nations are damaged more or less by the 
state of uneasiness and apprehension into which an outbreak of 
hostilities throws the entire commercial world. It should be our 

object, therefore, to minimize, so far as practi- 


Exemption of sa cable, this inevitable loss and disturbance. 
Pri irom ceptuxe by ‘This purposecan probably best be accomplished 
peltigerent powers. by an international agreement to regard all pri- 


vate property at sea as exempt from capture or 
destruction by the forces of belligerent powers. The United 
States Government has for many years advocated this humane 
and beneficent principle, and is now in a position to recommend 
it to other powers without the imputation of selfish motives. I 
therefore suggest for your consideration that the Executive be 
authorized to correspond with the governments of the principal 
maritime powers with a view of incorporating inte the permanent 
law of civilized nations the principle of the exemption of all pri- 
vate at sea, not contraband of war, from capture or de- 
struction by belligerent powers.” 

I cordially renew this recommendation. 

The Supreme Court, speaking on December 11, 1899, throngh 
Peckham, J., said: 

“Tt is, we think, historically accurate to say that this Govern- 
ment has always been, in its views, among the most advanced of 
the governments of the world in favor of mitigating, as to all non- 
combatants, the hardships and horrors of war. To accomplish 
that object it has always advocated those rules which would in 
most cases do away with the right to capture the private property 
of an enemy on the high seas.’’ 


I advocate this as a matter of humanity and morals. It is: 


anachronistic when private property is respected on land that it 
should not be respected at sea. Moreover, it should be borne in 
mind that shipping represents, internationally speaking, a much 
more generalized species of private property than is the case with 
ordinary property on land—that is, property found at sea is much 


oo 





rty found on land really to 
Under the modern system of corporate 
ownership the flag of a vessel often differs from the flag which 
would mark the nationality of the real ownership and money con- 
trol of the vessel; and the cargo may belong to individuals of yet 


less apt than is the case with pro 
belong to any one nation. 


a different nationality. Much American capital is now invested 
in foreign ships; and among foreign nations it often happens that 
the capital of one is largely invested in the shipping of another. 
Furthermore, as a practical matter, it may be mentioned that 
while commerce destroying may cause serious loss and great an- 
noyante, it can never be more than a subsidiary factor in bring- 
ing to terms a resolute foe. This is now well recognized by all of 
our navalexperts. The fighting ship, not thecommerce destroyer, 
is the vessel whose feats add renown to a nation’s history, and 
establish her place among the great powers of the world. 

Last year the Interparliamentary Union for International Arbi- 
tration met at Vienna, six hundred members of the different leg- 
islatures of civilized countries attending. It 
was provided that the next meeting should be 
Daten Ger tater in 1904 at St. Louis, subject to our Congress 
national Arbitration, extending an invitation. Like the Hague 

Tribunal, this Interparliamentary Union is one 
of the forces tending towards ‘ among the nations of the 
earth, and it is entitled toour support. I trust the invitation can 
be extended. 

Early in July, having received intelligence, which happily 
turned out to be erroneous, of the assassination of our vice-consul 
at Beirut, I dispatched a small squadron to that port for such 
service as might be found necessary on arrival. Although the 
attempt on the life of our vice-consul had not been successful, 
yet the outrage was symptomatic of a state of excitement and dis- 
order which demanded immediate attention. The arrival of the 
peas - vessels had the happiest result. A feeling of 
i security at once took the place of the former 

alarm and disquiet; our officers were cordially 
welcomed by the consular body and the leading merchants, and 
ordinary business resumed its activity. The Government of the 
Sultan gave a considerate hearing to the representations of our 
minister; the official who was regarded as responsible for the dis- 
turbed condition of affairs was removed. Our relations with the 
Turkish Government remain friendly; our claims founded on 
inequitable treatment of some of our schools and missions appear 
to be in process of amicable adjustment. 

The signing of a new commercial treaty with China, which took 
place at Shanghai on the 8th of October, is a cause for satisfac- 
tion. This act, the result of long discussion and negotiation, 

places our commercial relations with the great 
~~ — Oriental Empire on a more satisfactory footing 
than they have ever heretofore enjoyed. It 
provides not only for the ordinary rights and privileges of diplo- 
matic and consular officers, but also for an important extension 
of our commerce by increased facility of access to Chinese ports, 
and for the relief of trade by the removal of some of the obstacles 
which have embarrassed it in the past. The Chinese Government 
engages, on fair and equitable conditions, which will probably be 
accepted by the principal commercial nations, to abandon the 
levy of ‘‘liken’’ and other transit dues throughout the Empire, 
and to introduce other desirable administrative reforms. Larger 
facilities are to be given to our citizens who desire to carry on 
mining enterprises in China. We have secured for our mission- 
aries a Seinable privilege, the recognition of their right to rent 
and lease in perpetuity such wey as their religious societies 
may need in all parts of the Empire. And, what was an indis- 
pensable condition for the advance and development of our com- 
merce in Manchuria, China, by treaty with us, has opened to 
foreign commerce the cities of Mukden, the capital of the province 
of Manchuria, and Antung, an important port on the Yalu River, 
on the road to Korea. The full measure of development which 
our commerce may rightfully expect can hardly be looked for 
antil the settlement of the present abnormal state of things in the 
vom a0 but the foundation for such development has at last 

m laid. 

I call your attention to the reduced cost in maintaining the con- 
sular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, as shown in 
the annual report of the Auditor for the State and other Depart- 
ments, as compared with the year previous. For the year under 
consideration the excess of expenditures over 
oo chen receipts on account of the consular service 
Consular Serekee, amounted to $26,125.12, as against $96,972.50 for 

the year ending June 30, 1902, and $147,040.16 


for the year ending June 30, 1901. This is the best showing in 


Meeting of 
Interparilamentary 


Reduction in cost 


this respect for the consular service for the past fourteen years, 
and the reduction in the cost of the service to the Government 
has been made in spite of the fact that the expenditures for the 
year in question were more than $20,000 greater than for the pre- 
vious year. 
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The rural free-delivery service has been steadily extended. The 
attention of the Congress is asked to the question of the compen- 
sation of the letter carriers and clerks engaged in the postal serv- 
Baral Pree-éelt ice, especially on the new rural free-delivery 
Service. = Toutes. More routes have been installed since 
the first of July last than in any like period in 

the Department's history. While a due regard to economy must 
be kept in mind in the establishment of new routes, yet the exten- 
sion of the rural free-delivery system must be continued, for rea- 
sons of sound public policy. No governmental movement of recent 
years has resulted in greater immediate benefit to the people of the 
country districts. Rural free delivery, taken in connection with 
the telephone, the bicycle, and the trolley, accomplishes much 
toward lessening the isolation of farm life and making it brighter 
and more attractive. In the immediate past the lack of just such 
facilities as these has driven many of the more active and restless 
young men and women from the farms to the cities; for they 
rebelled at loneliness and lack of mental companionship. It is 
unhealthy and undesirable for the cities to grow at the nse of 
the country; and rural free delivery is not only a good thing in 
itself, but is good because it is one of the causes which check 
this unwholesome tendency towards the urban concentration of 
our population at the expense of the country 


Good roads. districts. It is for the same reason that we 
sympathize with and approve of the policy of 
building good roads. e movement for good roads is one fraught 


with the greatest benefit to the country districts, 

I trust that the Congress will continue to favor in all proper 
ways the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. This Exposition com- 
memorates the Louisiana purchase, which was the first great 
iis, ial in the e sion which made us a continen 
Exposition. nation. The e tion of Lewis and Clark 

across the continent followed thereon, and 
marked the beginning of the process of exploration and coloniza- 
tion which thrust our national boundaries to the Pacific. The 
acquisition of the Oregon country, including the present States 
aie, of Oregon and Washington, was a fact of im- 
Exposition. mense importance in our history; first giving 

us our place on the Pacific seaboard, and mak- 
ing ready the way for our ascendency in the commerce of the 
greatest of the oceans. Thecentennial of our establishment upon 
the western coast by the expedition of Lewis and Clark is to be 
celebrated at Portland, Oregon, by an exposition in the summer 
of 1905, and this event should receive recognition and support 
from the National Government. 

I call your special attention to the Territory of Alaska. The 
country is developing rapidly, and it has an assured future. 
The mineral wealth is —_ and has as be hardly been tapped. 

The eries, if wisely handled and kept under 
national control, will be a business as perma- 
nent as any other, and of the utmost importance 
to the people. The forests if properly guarded will form another 
great source of wealth. Portions of Alaska are fitted for farming 
and stock raising, although the methods must be adapted to the 
peculiar conditions of the country. Alaska is situated in the far 
north; but so are Norway and Sweden and Finland; and Alaska 
can prosper and play its part in the New World just as those 
nations have prospered and played their parts in the Old World. 
Proper land laws should be enacted; and the survey of the public 
lands immediately begun. Coal-land laws should be provided 
whereby the coal-land entryman may make his location and secure 
patent under methods kindred to those now prescribed for home- 
stead and mineral entrymen. Salmon hatcheries, exclasively 
under Government control, should be established. The cable 
should be extended from Sitka westward. Wagon roads and 
trails should be built, and the building of railroads promoted in 
all legitimate ways. Light-houses should be built along the coast. 
Attention meena Se pom to the needs of the Alaska Indians; aa 
vision should be e for an officer, with deputies, to study their 
needs, relieve their immediate wants, and help them adapt them- 
selves to the new conditions. 

The commission appointed to investigate, during the season of 
1908, the condition and needs of the Alaskan salmon fisheries, has 
finished its work in the field, and is preparing a detailed report 

iil thereon. A preliminary report reciting the 
Se measures immediately required for the protec- 
tion and preservation of the salmon indus 
has already been submitted to the Secretary of Commerce an 
Labor for his attention and for the needed action. 

I recommend that an appropriation be made for building light- 

houses in Hawaii, and possession of those already built. 

The Territory should be reimbursed for what- 
ever amounts it has already expended for light- 
houses. The governor should be empowered to 
suspend or remove any Official appointed by him, without se bmit- 
ting the matter to the legislature. 


Development of 
Alaska. 


Hawall. 






























Of our insular ons the Philippines and Porto Rico it is 
gratifying to say that their steady progress has been such as to 
make it unnecessary to spend much time in discussing them. 

Yet the Congress should ever keep in mind 
Se that a obligation rests upon us to fur- 
ther in every way the welfare of these com- 


unities. The Philippines should be knit closer to us by tariff 
arrangement: It oral, of course, be impossible suddenly to 
raise the e of the islands to the high pitch of industrial 
prosperity of governmental efficiency to which they will in 
the end by degrees attain; and the caution and moderation shown 
in developing them have been among the main reasons why this 
development has hitherto gone on so smoothly. Scrupulous care 
has been taken me choice of ronan ae and the one 
tire elimination o: cs e pu service. 
condition of the oh material aioe far better than 
ever before, while their governmental, intellectual, and moral 
advance has kept with their material advance. No one 


e ever ben: another ere awe have benefited 

the Filipinos by taking ion of the islands. 
ote canned ts of the General Land Office for the last fiscal 
year were $11,024,743.65, an increase of $4,762,816.47 over the pre- 
ceding year. Of this sum, approximately, 
pote coe $8,461,498 will go tothe credit of the fund for 
the reclamation of arid land, making the total of 
this fund, up to the 30th of June, 1903, approximately, $16,191,836. 
A gratifying disposition has been evinced by those having un- 
wful inclosures of public land to remove their 
Removal of fences fences. Nearly two million acres so inclosed 
about weet rublie ave been thrown open on demand. In but 
lands. comparatively few cases has it been necessary 


to go into court to accomplish this p se. 
This work will be vigorously prosecuted until all unlawful in- 
closures have been removed. 

Experience has shown that in the western States themselves, as 
well as in the rest of the country, there is widespread conviction 
that certain of the public-land laws and the resulting administra- 

tive practice no longer meet the present needs. 


hee a The character and uses of the remaining public 
Fite ye lands differ widely from those of the public 


lands which Congress had y in view 
when these laws were passed. The rapidly increasing rate of 
disposal of the public lands is not followed by a co: ing 
inerease in home building. There is a tendency to mass in large 
holdings public lands, especially timber and grazing lands, and 
thereby to retard settlement. I renew and emphasize my recom- 
mendation of last year that so far as they are available for agricul- 
ture in its broadest sense, and to whatever extent they may be re- 
claimed under the national irrigation law, the remaining public 
lands should be held a for the home builder. The attention of 
the Congress is especially di to the timber and stone law, the 
desert-land law, and the commutation clause of the homestead law, 
which in their operation have in many respects conflicted with wise 
pees licy. The discussions in the Congress and elsewhere 
ve made it evident that there is a wide divergence of opinions 
between those holding opposite views on these subjects; and that 
the opposing sides have strong and convinced representatives of 
weight both within and without the Congress; the differences be- 
ing not only as to inatters of opinion but as to matters of fact. 
In order that definite information may be available for the use of 
the Congress, I have appointed a commission composed of W. A. 
Richards, Commissioner of the General Land Office; Gifford Pin- 
chot, Chief of the Bureau of oes of the Department of Ag- 
riculture, and F. H. Newell, Chief are ate ae of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, to rt at the earliest practicable moment upon the 
condition, operation, and effect of the present land laws and on 
the use, condition, disposal, and settlement of the public lands. 
The commission will report especially what changes in organiza- 
tion, laws, regulations, and practice affecting the public lands are 
needed to effect the largest practicable disposition of the public 
lands to actual settlers who will build permanent homes upon 
them, and to secure in permanence the fullest and most effective 
use of the resources of the _ lands; and it will make such 
other reports and recommendations as its study of these questions 
may sus The commission is to report immediately upon 
those points ee its judgment is clear; on any point 
upon which it has doubt it will take the time necessary to make 
investigation and reach a final judgment. 

The work of reclamation of the arid lands of the West is 
gressing steadily and satisfactorily under the terms of the law 
setting aside the proceeds from the ee public lands. The 
corps of engineers known as the tion Service, which is 
conducting the surveys and examinations, has been thoroughl 
organized, ns aoe taken to secure under the civil- 
service rules a body of skilled, experienced, and efficient men. 
Surveys and examinations are progressing 


throughout the arid 
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States and Territories, plans for reclaiming works being prepared 
and passed upon by boards of engineers 
Secretary of the Interior. In Arizona and Nevada, in localities 
where such work is preeminently needed, construction has already 
been begun. In other parts of the arid West various projects are 


Irrigation. 


of arid land shows 


fore approval by the 


well advanced towards the drawing up of con- 
tracts, these being delayed in part by necessities 
of reaching agreements or understanding as re- 


gards rights of way or acquisition of real estate. Most of the 
works contempla 
involving interstate 
sup 
land. 
tion of these homes, adding as they do to the wealth and stability 
of the country, and furnishing a home market for the 
of the East 
ideal, appears at present to answer the larger needs 
is design: 
necessities of change are more apparent. 


for construction are of national importance, 

ames or the securing of stable, self- 
rting communities in the midst of vast tracts of vacant 
The Nation as a whole is of course the gainer by the crea- 


roducts 
_ aps not 
or which it 
ed. Further legislation is not recommended until the 


and 


South. The reclamation law, while 


The study of the opportunities of reclamation of the vast extent 
t whether this reclamation is done by indi- 
viduals, corporations, or the State, the sources of water supply 
daen et must be effectively protected and the reservoirs 
pe - guarded by the preservation of the forests at 
the headwaters of the streams. The engineers 

making the preliminary examinations continually emphasize this 
need and urge that the remaining public lands at the headwaters 
of the important streams of the West be reserved to insure per- 
manency of water supply for irrigation. Much progress in for- 
estry has been made during the past year. The necessity for 
tuating our forest resources, whether in public or private 
ds, is recognized now as never before. The demand for forest 
reserves has become insistent in the West, because the West must 
use the water, wood, and summer range which only such reserves 
can supply. Progressive lumbermen are striving, through for- 
estry, to give their business permanence. Other great business 
interests are awakening to the need of forest preservation as a 
business matter. The Government’s forest work should receive 
from the Congress hearty support, and especially support ade- 
uate for the protection of the forest reserves against fire. The 
orest-reserve policy of the Government has passed beyond the 
experimental stage and has reached a condition where scientific 
methods are essential to its successful prosecution. The adminis- 
trative features of forest reserves are at present unsatisfactory, 
being divided between three Bureaus of two Departments. It is 
therefore recommended that all matters pertaining to forest re- 
serves, except those involving or pertaining to land titles, be 
consolidated in the Bureau of Foresty of the Department of 


iculture. 
The cotton-growing States have recently been invaded by a 
weevil that has done much damage and threat- 
ens the entire cotton industry. I suggest to 
the Congress the prompt enactment of such 
remedial legislation as its judgment may approve. 

In granting patents to foreigners the proper course for this conn- 
try to followis to give the same advantages to foreigners here that 
the countries in which these foreigners dwell extend in return to 

our citizens; that is, to extend the benefits of 
Seles our patent laws on inventions and the like where 

in return the articles would be patentable in the 
foreign countries concerned—where an American could get a cor- 
responding patent in such countries. 

The Indian agents should not be dependent for their appointment 
or tenure of office upon considerations of partisan politics; the 
practice of appointing, when possible, ex-army officers or bonded 
superintendents to the vacancies that occur is 
working well. Attention is invited to the wide- 
spread illiteracy due to lack of public schools in 
the Indian Territory. Prompt heed should be paid to the need of 
education for the children in this Territory. 

In my last annual Message the attention of the Congress was 
called to the necessity of enlarging the safety-appliance law, and 
it is gratifying to note that this law was amended in important 
respects. With the increasing railway mileage 
of the country, the greater number of men em- 
ployed, and the use of larger and heavier equip- 
ment, the urgency for renewed effort to prevent the loss of life 
and limb upon the railroads of the country, particularly to em- 
ao is apparent. For the inspection of water craft and the 

ife-Saving Service upon the water the Congress has built up an 
elaborate body of protective legislation and a thorough method 
of inspection and is annually spending large sums of money. It 
is encouraging to observe that the Congress is alive to the inter- 
ests of those who are employed upon our wonderful arteries of 
commerce—the railroads—who so safely transport millions of pas- 
sengers and billions of tons of freight. The Federal inspection 
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of safety appliances, for which the Congress is now making ap- 
propriations, is a service analogous to that which the Govern- 
ment has upheld for generations in regard to vessels, and it is 
believed will bye of great practical benefit, both to railroad 
employees and the traveling public. As the greater part of 
commerce is interstate and exclusively under the control of the 
Congress the needed safety and uniformity must be secured by 
national legislation. 

No other class of our citizens deserves so well of the Nation as 
those to whom the Nation owes its very being, the veterans of the 





civil war. Special attention is asked to the excellent work of the 
Pension Bureau in expediting and disposing of 
Pensions. pension claims. During the fiscal year ending 


July 1, 1903, the Bureau settled 251,982 claims, 
an average of 825 claims for each working day of the year. The 
number of settlements since July 1, 1903, has been in excess of last 
year’s average, approaching 1,000 claims for each working day, 
and it is believed that the work of the Bureau will be current at 
the close of the present fiscal year. 

During the year ended June 30 last 25,566 persons were appointed 
through competitive examinations under the civil-service rules. 
This was 12,672 more than during the preceding year, and 40 per 

. cent of those who passed the examinations. This 
an eivil- abnormal growth was largely occasioned by the 
extension of classification to the rural free-de- 
livery service and the appointment last year of over 9,000 rural 
carriers. A revision of the civil-service rules took effect on April 
15 last, which has greatly improved their operation. Thecomple- 
tion of the reform of the civil service is recognized by good citizens 
everywhere as a matter of the highest public importance, and the 
success of the merit system largely depends upon the effectiveness 
of the rules and the machinery provided for their enforcement. A 
very gratifying spirit of friendly cooperation exists in all the De- 
partments of the Government in the enforcement and uniform 
observance of both the letter and spirit of the civil-service act. 
Executive orders of July 3, 1902; March 26, 1908, and July 8, 1903, 
require that appointments of all unclassified laborers, both in the 
Departments at Washington and in the field service, shall be made 
with the assistance of the United States Civil Service Commission, 
under a system of registration to test the relative fitness of appli- 
cants for appointment or employment. This system is competi- 
tive, and is open to all citizens of the United States qualified in 
respect to age, physical ability, moral character, industry, and 
adaptability for manual labor; except that in case of veterans of 
the civil war the element of age is omitted. This system of ap- 
pointment is distinct from the classified service and does not clas- 
sify positions of mere laborer under the civil-service act and rules. 
Regulations in aid thereof have been put in operation in several 
of the Departments and are being gradually extended in other 
parts of the service. The results have been very satisfactory, as 
extravagance has been checked by decreasing the number of 
unnecessary positions and by increasing the efficiency of the em- 
ployees remaining. 

The Congress, as the result of a thorough investigation of the 
charities and reformatory institutions in the District of Columbia, 
by a joint select committee of the two Houses which made its 
report in March, 1898, created in the act ap- 
proved June 6, 1900,a board of charities for 
the District of Columbia, to consist of five resi- 
dents of the District, appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, each for a term of three years, to serve without com- 
pensation. President McKinley appointed five men who had been 
active and prominent in the public charities in Washington, all 
of whom upon taking office July 1, 1900, resigned from the different 
charities with which they had been connected. The members of 
the board have been reappointed in successive years. The board 
serves under the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
The board gave its first year to a careful and impartial study of 
the special problems before it, and has continued that study every 
year in the light of the best practicein publiccharities elsewhere. 
its recommendations in its annual reports to the Congress through 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia “‘ for the econom- 
ical and efficient administration of the charities and reformatories 
of the District of Columbia,” as required by the act creating it, 
have been based upon the principles commended me the joint select 
committee of the Congress in its report of March, 1898, and ap- 
proved by the best administrators of public charities, and make 
for the desired systematization and improvement of the affairs 
under its supervision. They are worthy of favorable considera- 
tion by the Congress. 

The effect of the laws providing a General Staff for the Army 
and for the more effective use of the National Guard has been 
excellent. Great improvement has been made 
in the efficiency of our Army in recent years. 
Such schools as those er at Fort Leaven- 
worth and Fort Riley and the institution of fall maneuver work 
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accomplish satisfactory results. 
neuvers the National Guard is marked, and __ appro- 
riation should be made to enable the guardsmen of the several 
tates to share in the benefit. The Government should as soon 
as possible secure suitable permanent camp sites for military ma- 
neuvers in the various sections of the country. The service 
thereby rendered not only to the Regular Army, but to the 
National Guard of the several States, will be so great as to repay 
many times over the relatively small expense. We should not 
rest satisfied with what has been done, however. The only peo- 
ple who are contented with a system of promotion by mere 
seniority are those who are contented with the triumph of medi- 
ocrity over excellence. On the other hand, a system which en- 
couraged the exercise of social or politicalfavoritism in promotions 
would be even worse. But it would surely be -<— devise a 
method of promotion from grade to grade in which the opinionof 
the higher officers of the service upon the candidates should be 
decisive upon the standing and promotion of thelatter. Just such 
a system now obtains at West Point. The quality of each year’s 
work determines the standing of that year’s class, the man being 
dropped or graduated into the next class in the relative position 
which his military superiors decide to be warranted by his merit. 
In other words, ability, energy, fidelity, and all other similar quali- 
ties determine the rank of a man year after year in West Point, 
and his standing in the Army when he graduates from West Point; 
but from that time on, all effort to find which man is best or worst, 
and reward or punish him accordingly, is abandoned; no bril- 
liancy, no amount of hard work, no eagerness in the performance 
of duty, can advance him, and no slackness or indifference that 
falls short of a court-martial offense can retard him. Until this 
system is changed we can not hope that our officers will be of as 
high grade as we have a right to expect, considering the material 
upon which wedraw. Moreover, when aman renders such service 
as Captain Pershing rendered last spring in the Moro campaign, 
it ought to be possible to reward him without at once jumping 
him to the e of brigadier-general. 

Shortly after the enunciation of that famous principle of Ameri- 
can foreign policy now known as the “‘ Monroe Doctrine,’’ Presi- 
dent Monroe, in a special Message to Congress on January 30, 
1824, spoke as follows: “‘ The Navy is the arm 
from which our Government will always de- 
rive mostaidinsupportofour * * * rights. 
| Every power engaged in war will know the strength of our naval 
| power, the number of our ships of each class, their condition, and 

the a with which we may bring them into service, and 
will pay due consideration to that argument.” 

I heartily congratulate the Congress upon the steady progress 
in building up the American Navy. Wecan not afford a let-up 
in this great work. To stand still means to go back. There 
should be no cessation in adding to the effective units of the fight- 
ing strength of the fleet. Meanwhile the Navy Department and 
the officers of the Navy are doing well their part by providin 
constant service at sea under conditions akin to those of actua 
warfare. Our officers and enlisted men are learning to handle the 
battle ships, cruisers, and torpedo boats with h efficiency in 
fleet and squadron formations, and the standard of marksmanship 
| is being steadily raised. The best work ashore is indispensable, 
but the highest duty of a naval officer is to exercise command at 


sea. 

The establishment of a naval base in the Philippines ought not 
to be longer postponed. Such a base is desirable in time of peace; 
in time of war it would be indispensable, and its lack would be 
ruinous. Without it our fleet would be helpless. Our naval ex- 
perts are agreed that Subig Bay is the proper place for the pur- 
pose. The national interests require that the work of fortification 
and development of a naval station at Subig Bay be begun at an 
early date; for under the best conditions it is a work waich will 
consume much time. 

Itis eminently desirable, however, that there should be provided 
a naval general staff on lines similar to those of the General Staff 
lately created for the Army. Within the Navy Department itself 
the needs of the service have brought about a system under which 
the duties of a general staff are partially performed; for the Bureau 
of Navigation under its direction the War College, the Office 
of Naval Intelligence, and the Board of Inspection, and has been 
in close touch with the General Board of the Navy. But though 
under the excellent officers at their head; these boards and bureaus 
do good work, they have not the authority of a general staff, and 
have not sufficient scope to insure a proper readiness for emer- 
gencies. We need the establishment by law of a by 6 of trained 
officers, who shall exercise a systematic control of the military 
affairs of the Navy, and be authorized advisers of the Secretary 


concerning it. 
By the act of June 28, 1902, the Con authorized the Presi- 


The good effect of these ma- 
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dent to enter into treaty with Colombia for the building of the 
canal across the Isthmus of Panama; it being ded that in 
the event of failure to secure such treaty after 
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sonable time, recourse should be had to building a canal through 
Nicaragua. It has not been necessary to con- 
sider this alternative, as I am enabled to lay be- 
fore the Senate a treaty providing for the build- 
ing of the canal across the Isthmus of Panama. This was the 
route which commended itself to the deliberate judgment of the 
Congress, and we can now acquire by treaty the right to construct 
the canal over this route. © question now, therefore, is not by 
which route the isthmian canal shall be built, for that question 
has been definitely and irrevocably decided. The 
simply whether or not we shall have an isthmian can 
hen the Congress directed that we should take the Panama 
route under treaty with Colombia, the essence of the condition, of 
course, referred not to the Government which controlled that 
route, but to the route itself; to the territory across which the 
route lay, not to the name which for the moment the territory 
bore on the map. The purpose of the law was to authorize the 
President to make a treaty with the power in actual control of 
the Isthmus of Panama, Sais euspetin dine hoen tuidiiod. 

In the year 1846 this Government entered into a treaty with 
New Granada, the predecessor upon the Isthmus of the Republic 
of Colombia and of the present Republic of Panama, by which 
treaty it was provided that the Government and citizens of the 
United States should always have free and open right of way or 
transit across the Isthmus of Panama by any modes of communi- 
cation that might be constructed, while in turn our Government 
guaranteed the ect neutrality of the above-mentioned Isthmus 
with the view that the free transit from the one to the other sea 
might not be interrupted orembarrassed. The treaty vested in the 
United States a substantial property right carved out of the rights 
of sovereignty and property which New Granada then-had and 
over the said territory. The name of 


Isthmian Canal. 


Review of relations : : 

ew Granada has passed away and its territory 
6 eat to : has been divided. Its successor, the Govern- 
mae of eee ment of Colombia, has ceased to own any p 


rop- 
erty in the Isthmus. A new Republic, that of 
Panama, which was at one time a sovereign 
state, and at another time a mere de t of the successive 
confederations known as New Granada and Colombia, has now 
succeeded to the rights which first one and then the other formerly 
exercised over the Isthmus. But as long as the Isthmus endures, 
the mere geographical fact of its existence, and the iar in- 
terest therein which is required by our position, perpetuate the 
solemn contract which binds the holders of the territory to respect 
our right to freedom of transit across it, and binds us in return 
to safeguard for the Isthmus and the world the exercise of that 
inestimable privilege. The true interpretation of the obligations 
upon which the United States ente in this treaty of 1846 has 
been given repeatedly in the utterances of Presidents and Secre- 
taries of State. Secretary Cass in 1858 officially stated the position 
of this Government as follows: 

‘The progress of events has rendered the interoceanic route 
across the narrow portion of Central America vastly important 
to the commercial world, and especially to the United States, 
whose possessions extend along the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, 
and demand the speediest and easiest modes of communication. 
While the rights of sovereignty of the states occu g this 
region should always be a we shall expect that these 
rights be exercised in a spirit befitting the occasion and the wants 
and circumstances that have arisen. Sovereignty has its duties 
as well as its rights, and none of these local governments, even if 
administered with more regard to the just demands of other 
nations than they have been, would be permitted, in a spirit of 
Eastern isolation, to close the gates of intercourse on the great 
highways of the world, and justify the act. by the pretension that 
these avenues of trade and travel belong to them and that they 
choose to shut them, or, what is almost equivalent, to encumber 
them with such unjust relations as would prevent their general 
use.”” 

_ Seven years later, in 1865, Mr. Seward in different communica- 
tions took the following position: 

‘“* The United States have taken and will take no interest in any 
question of internal revolution in the State of Panama, or any 
State of the United States of Colombia, but will maintain a perfect 
neutrality in connection with such domestic altercations. The 
United States will, nevertheless, hold themselves ready to protect 
the transit trade across the Isthmus against invasion of either 
domestic or foreign disturbers of the peace of the State of Panama. 
* * * Neither the text nor the spirit of the stipulation in that 
article by which the United States engages to preserve the neu- 
trality of the Isthmus of Panama, im an obligation on this 
Government to comply with the requisition [of the President of 


the United States of Colombia for a force to protect the Isthmus 
of Panama from a body of insurgents of that country]. The pur- 
pose of the stipulation was to guarantee 

seizure or fepealea 


the Isthmus against 
by a foreign power only.”’ 
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Attorney-General , under date of November 7, 1865, ad- 
vised Secretary Seward as follows: 

‘From this treaty it can not be supposed that New Granada 
invited the United States to become a party to the intestine 
troubles of that Government, nor did the United States become 
bound to take sides in the domestic broils of New Granada. The 
United States did guarantee New Granada in the sovereignty and 
property over the territory. This was as against other and for- 
~~ governments.”’ 

or four hundred years, ever since shortly after the discovery 
of this hemisphere, thecanal across the Isthmus has been planned. 
For two score years it has been worked at. When made it is to 
last for the ages. It isto alter the geography of a continent and 
the trade routes of the world. We haveshown by every treaty we 
have negotiated or attempted to negotiate with the peoples in 
control of the Isthmus and with foreign nations in reference 
thereto our consistent good faith in observing our obligations; on 
the one hand tothe peoples of the Isthmus, and on the other hand 
to thecivilized world whose commercial rights we are safegvard- 
ing and teeing by our action. We have done our duty to 
others in letter and in spirit, and we have shown the utmost for- 
bearance in exacting our own rights. 

Last spring, under the act above referred to, a treaty concluded 
between the tatives of the Republic of Colombia and of 
our Government was ratified by the Senate. This treaty was 
entered into at the urgent solicitation of the people of Colombia 
and after a body of experts appointed by our Government espe- 
cially to go into the matter of the routes across the Isthmus had 
ronounced unanimously in favor of the Panamaroute. In draw- 
ing up this treaty every concession was made to the people and 
to the Government of Colombia. We were more than just in 
dealing with them. Our generosity was such as to make it a 
serious question whether we had not gone too far in their interest 

at the expense of our own; for in our scrupu- 
eet by Cciemhie, lous desire to pay all possible heed, not merely 

to the real but even to the fancied rights of our 
weaker neighbor, who already owed so much to our protection 
and forbearance, we yielded in all possible ways to her desires 
in drawing up the treaty. Nevertheless the Government of Co- 
lombia not merely repudiated the treaty, but repudiated it in such 
manner as to make it evident by the time the Colombian Congress 
adjourned that not the scantiest hope remained of ever getting a 
satisfactory treaty from them. The Government of Colombia 
made the treaty, and yet when the Colombian Congress was 
called to ratify it the vote against ratification was unanimous. 
It does not appear that the Government made any real effort to 
secure ratification. 

Immediately after the adjournment of the Congress a revolu- 
tion broke out in Panama. The people of Panama had long been 
discontented with the Republic of Colombia, and they had been 

kept quiet only by the prospect of the conclu- 
= = sion of the treaty, which was to them a matter 
of vital concern. When it became evident 
that the treaty was hopelessly lost, the people of Panama rose lit- 
erally as one man. Nota shot was fired by a single man on the 
Isthmus in the interest of the Colombian Government. Nota life 
was lost in the accomplishment of the revolution. The Colom- 
bian troops stationed on the Isthmus, who had long been unpaid, 
made common cause with the people of Panama, and with aston- 
ishing unanimity the new Republic was started. The duty of the 
United States in the premises was clear. In 
strict accordance with the principles laid down 
by Secretaries Cass and Seward in the official 
documents above quoted, the United States gave notice that it 
would permit the landing of no expeditionary force, the arrival 
of which would mean chaos and destruction along the line of the 
railroad and of the proposed canal, and an interruption of transit 
as an inevitable consequence. The de facto Government of Pana- 
ma was recognized in the following telegram to Mr. Ehrman: 
‘The people of Panama have, by apparently unanimous move- 
ment, dissolved their political connection with the Republic of 
Colombia and resumed their independence. When you are satis- 
fied that a de facto government, republican in form and without 
substantial opposition from its own people, has been established 
in the State oF Vanessa. you will enter into relations with it as 
the responsible government of the territory and look to it for all 
due action to protect the persons and property of citizens of the 
United States ahd to keep open the isthmian transit, in accord- 
ance with the obligations of existing treaties governing the rela- 
tions of the United States to that territory.” 
The Government of Colombia was notified of our action by the 
following telegram to Mr. Beaupré: 
“The people of Panama having, by an apparently unanimons 
movement, dissolved their political connection with the Republic 
of Colombia and resumed their independence, and having adopted 
a Government of their own, republican in form, with which the 
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Government of the United States of America has entered into re- 
lations, the President of the United States, in accordance with 
the ties of friendship which have so long and so happily existed 
between the respective nations, most earnestly commends to the 
Governments of Colombia and of Panama the peacefuland equi- 
table settlement of all questionsat issue betweenthem. He holds 
that he is bound not merely by treaty obligations, but by the in- 
terests of civilization, to see that the peaceful traffic of the world 
across the Isthmus of Panama shall not longer be disturbed by a 
constant succession of unnecessary and wasteful civil wars.”’ 

When these events happened, fifty-seven years had elapsed since 
the United States had entered into its treaty with New Granada. 
During that time the Governments of New Granada and of its 
successor, Colombia, have been in a constant 
state of flux. The following is a partial list of 
the disturbances on the Isthmus of Panama 
during the period in question as reported to us by our consuls. 
It is not sible to give a complete list, and some of the reports 
that speak of ‘‘ revolutions ’’ must mean unsuccessful revolutions. 

May 22, 1850.—Outbreak; two Americans killed. War vessel 
demanded to quell outbreak. 

October, 1850.—Revolutionary plot to bring about independence 
of the Isthmus. 

July 22, 1851.—Revolution in four southern provinces. 

November 14, 1851.—Outbreak at Chagres. Man-of-war re- 
quested for Chagres. ; 

June 27, 1853.—Insurrection at Bogota, and consequent disturb- 
ance on Isthmus. War vessel demanded. 

May 23, 1854.—Political disturbances; war vessel requested. 

June 28, 1854.—Attempted revolution. 

October 24, 1854.—Independence of Isthmus demanded by pro- 
vincial legislature. 

April, 1856.—Riot, and massacre of Americans. 

May 4, 1856.—Riot. 

May 18, 1856.—Riot. 

June 3, 1856.—Riot. | 

October 2, 1856.—Conflict between two native parties. United | 
States forces landed. 

December 18, 1858.—Attempted secession of Panama. 

April, 1859.—Riots. 

September, 1860.—Outbreak. 

October 4, 1860.—Landing of United States forces in conse- 
quence. 

May 23, 1861.—Intervention of the United States forces required 
by intendente. 

October 2, 1861.—Insurrection and civil war. 

April 4, 1862.—Measures to prevent rebels crossing Isthmus. 

June 18, 1862.—Mosquera’s troops refused admittance to 

a. 

March, 1865.—Revolution, and United States troops landed. 

August, 1865.—Riots; unsuccessful attempt to invade Panama. 

March, 1866.—Unsuccessful revolution. 

April, 1867.—Attempt to overthrow Government. 

August, 1867.—Attempt at revolution. 

July 5, 1868.—Revolution; provisional government inaugurated. 
a 29, 1868.—Revolution; provisional government over- 

rown. 
: April, 1871.—Revolution; followed apparently by counter revo- 
ution. 
ae. 1873.—Revolution and civil war which lasted to October, 
1875. 

August, 1876.—Civil war which lasted until April, 1877. 

July, 1878.—Rebellion. 

December, 1878.—Revolt. 

April, 1879.—Revolution. 

June, 1879.—Revolution. 

March, 1883.—Riot. 

May, 1883.—Riot. 

June, 1884.—Revolutionary attempt. 

December, 1884.—Revolutionary attempt. 

January, 1885.—Revolutionary disturbances. 

March, 1885.—Revolution. 

April, 1887.—Disturbance on Panama Railroad. 

November, 1887.—Disturbance on line of canal. 

January, 1889.—Riot. 

January, 1895.—Revolution which lasted until April. 

March, 1895.—Incendiary attempt. 

October, 1899.—Revolution. 

February, 1900, to July, 1900.—Revolution. 

January, 1901.—Revolution. 

July, 1901.—Revolutionary disturbances. 

September, 1901.—City of Colon taken by rebels 

March, 1902.—Revolutionary disturbances. 

July, 1902.—Revolution. 

The above is only a partial list of the revolutions, rebellions, in- 
surrections, riots, and other outbreaks that have occurred during | 
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the period in question; yet they number 53 for the 57 years. It 
will be noted that one of them lasted for nearly three years before it 
was quelled; another for nearly a —_ In short, the experience 
of over half a century has shown Colombia to be utterly incapable 
of keeping order on the Isthmus. Only the active interference of 
the United States has enabled her to preserve so much as a sem- 
blance of sovereignty. Had it not been for the exercise by the 
United States of the police power in her interest, her connection 
with the Isthmus would have been sundered long ago. In 1856, 
in 1860, in 1878, in 1885, in 1901, and again in 1902, sailors and 
marines from United States war ships were forced to land in order 
to patrol the Isthmus, to protect life and property, and to see that 
the transit across the mus was kept open. In 1861, in 1862, 
in 1885, and in 1900, the Colombian Government asked that the 
United States Government would land ~~ to protect its inter- 
ests and maintain order on the Isthmus. Perhaps the most ex- 
traordinary uest is that which has just been received and 
which runs as follows: 

‘** Knowing that revoluticn has already commenced in Panama 
{an eminent Colombian] says that if the Government of the 
United States will land troops to preserve Colombian sovereignty, 
and the transit, if requested by Colombian 
chargé d'affaires, this Government will declare 
martial law; and, by virtue of vested consti- 
tutional authority, when public order is dis- 
turbed, will approve by Jecree the ratification of the canal treaty 
as signed; or, if the Government of the United States —_ 
will call extra session of the Congress—with new and friendly 
members—next May to approve the treaty. [An eminent Colom- 
bian] has the perfect confidence of vice-president, he says, and if 
it became necessary will go to the Isthmus or send representative 
there to adjust matters along above lines to the satisfaction of 
the people there.”’ 

This dispatch is noteworthy from two standpoints. Its offer of 
immediately guaranteeing the treaty to us is in sharp contrast 
with the positive and contemptuous refusal of the 
which has just closed its sessions to consider favorably such a 
treaty; it shows that the Government which made the treaty 
really had absolute control over the situation, but did not choose 
to exercise this control. The dispatch further calls on us to re- 
store order and secure Colombian supremacy in the Isthmus from 
which the Colombian Government has just by its action decided 
to bar us by preventing the construction of the canal. 

The control, in the interest of the commerce and traffic of the 
whole civilized world, of the means of undisturbed transit across 
the Isthmus of Panama has become of transcendent importance to 
the United States. We have repeatedly exercised this control by 
intervening in the course of domestic dissension, and by protecting 

the territory from foreign invasion, In 1853 
Mr. Everett assured the Peruvian minister that 
we should not hesitate to maintain the neutral- 
ity of the Isthmus in the case of war between 
Peru and Colombia. In 1864 Colombia, which 
has always been vigilant to avail itself of its 
privileges conferred by the treaty, expressed its expectation that in 
the event of war between Peru and Spain the United States would 
into effect the guaranty of neutrality. There have been few 
administrations of the State Department in which this treaty has 
not, either by the one side or the other, been used as a basis of 
more or less im t demands. It was said by Mr. Fish in 1871 
that the Department of State had reason to believe that an attack 
upon Colombian sovereignty on the Isthmus had, on several occa- 
sions, been averted by warning from this Government. In 1886, 
when Colombia was under the menace of hostilities from Italy in 
the Cerruti case, Mr. Bayard expressed the serious concern that 
the United States could not but feel, that a European power should 
resort to force against a sister republic of this hemisphere, as to 
the sovereign and uninterrupted use of a part of whose territory 
we are guarantors under the solemn faith of a treaty. 

The above recital of facts establishes beyond question: First, 
that the United States has for over half a century patiently and 
in good faith carried out its obligations under the treaty of 1846; 
second. that when for the first time it became ble for Colom- 
bia to do anything in requital of the services thus repeatedly ren- 
dered to it for fifty-seven years by the United States, the Colom- 
bian Government Lao tap 3 and offensively refused thus to do 
its _— even though to do so would have been to its advantage 
and immeasurably to the advantage of the State of Panama, at 
that time under its jurisdiction; third, that throughout this od 
revolutions, riots, and factional disturbances of every kind have 
occurred one after the other in almost uninterrupted succession, 
some of them lasting for months and even for years, while the 
central government was unable to put them down or to make 
peace with the rebels; fourth, that these disturbances instead of 
showing any sign of abating have tended to grow more numerous 
and more serious in the immediate past; , that the control of 
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Colombia over the Isthmus of Panama could not be maintained 
without the armed intervention and assistance of the United 
States. In other words, the Government of Colombia, though 
wholly unable to maintain order on the Isthmus, has nevertheless 
declined to ratify a treaty the conclusion of which opened the 
only chance to secure its own stability and to guarantee perma- 





read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred te tae Com- 
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I submit herewith, with my approval thereof, rules and regulations for 
the sale, or other di ition of the public lands, other than timber or 
mineral ds, in the Philippine Islands, made by the government of said 
S islands, pursuant to the provisions of section 13 of the act entitled “An act 
nent peace on, and the construction of a canal across, the Isthmus. rovide for the administration of the affairs of civil govern- 


temporarily OP 

Under such circumstances the Government of the United States | ment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1902. 
would have been guilty of folly and weakness, amounting in their woh iso transmit therewith « letter from the Secretary of War, dated De- 
sum to a crime against the Nation, had it acted otherwise than it THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
did when the revolution of November 8 last took place in Panama. 
This t enterprise of building the interoceanic canal can not 
be held up to gratify the whims, or out of respect to the govern- 
mental impotence, or to the even more sinister and evil political 
peculiarities, of people who, jm a they dwell afar off, yet, 
against the wish of the actual dwellers on the Isthmus, assert an 
unreal supremacy over the territory. The possession of a terri- 
tory fraught with such peculiar capacities as the Isthmus in ques- 
tion carries with it obligations to mankind. The course of events 
has shown that this canal can not be built by private enterprise, 
or by any other nation than our own; therefore it must be built 
by the United States. 

Every effort has been made by the Government of the United 
States to persuade Colombia to follow a course which was essen- 
tially not only to our interests and to the interests of the world, 
but to the interests of Colombia itself. These efforts have failed; 
and Colombia, by her persistence in repulsing the advances that 
have been mare. oe gern us, for the one of our own oem, — 
of the interest and well- g, not merely of our own people, but o . . . , 
the people of the Isthmus of Panama and the people of the civi- ee te meen These reports will be printed with the 
linedl coumdiles of the world, to take decisive steps to bring to an | President's SIDENT ‘i They wil ; ‘ 
end a condition of affairs which had become intolerable. The | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed with the 
new Republic of Panama immediately offered to negotiate a treaty | Me554s°- 
with us. This treaty I herewith submit. By it our interests are | REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
better safeguarded than in the treaty with Colombia which was | The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 

ratified by the Senate at its last session. It is | report of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia for the 
pang op ll better in its terms than the treaties offered to us | year ended June 30, 1903; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
Republic of Panama, Py the Republics of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. | and be printed. 
le ae “ last the ae to en 9 os manera g TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 

made available. Panama one her remains ‘ 
is for the American Congress to do its part, and forthwith this | . The ERESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Republic will enter upon the execution of a project colossal in its — oune » known as the Cuban bill. It will be 
size and of well-nigh incalculable possibilities for the good of this The $ ARY. A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a con- 
country and the nations of mankind. , aoa the United Stat bli 

By the provisions of the treaty the United States guarantees | Vemtion re i f tates and the Repub ic of Cuba, 
and will maintain the independence of the Republic of Panama. Aes oS STanT y of December, in the year 1902. 

There is granted to the United States in perpetuity the use,occu- | __ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate 
pation, and control of a strip ten miles wide | 951” LOM ” I af pent oe ; 
Provisions of treaty, and extending three nautical miles into the sea | , Mtr. CULLOM. ave agreed to yield to the Senator from 
at either terminal, with all lands lying outside Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] to secure the adoption of a resolu- 
of the zone necessary for the construction of the canal or for its | tion.,if there 1 = ae it, and I understand there 
auxiliary works, and with the islands in the Bayof Panama. The | Wil be none. I yield to allow the Senator to call it up. 
cities of Panama and Colon are not embraced in the canal zone, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 
but the United States assumes their sanitation and, in case of Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
need, the maintenance of order therein; the United States enjoys | ent consideration the resolution reported this morning from the 
within the granted limits all the rights, power, and authority | Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
which it would possess were it the sovereign of the territory to | Senate, in reference to an investigation of the Post-Office Depart- 
the exclusion of the exercise of sovereign rights by the Republic. | ment. 
All railway and canal property rights belonging to Panama and | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
needed for the canal pass to the United States, including any | vania asks unanimous consent that the Senate shall proceed to 
property of the respective companies in the cities of Panama and | the consideration of a resolution which will be read at length. 
Colon; the works, property, and personnel of the canal and rail-| The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PenRosE 
wry are exempted from taxation as well in the cities of Panama | on the 1st instant and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
and Colon as in the canal zone and its dependencies. Free immi- | Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 
gration of the personnel and importation of supplies for the con- | Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in view of 
struction and operation of the canal are granted. Provision is | the charges of corruption, extravagance, and violations of law in the admin- 
made for the use of military force and the building of fortifica- | stmstion of the aftairs of the Bost Oics Lecpartment, Js herahy authorized 
tions by the United States for the protection of the transit. In | ail papers connected with the recent investigation of his Department, and, if 
other details, particularly as to the uisition of the interests of | necessary,to make further inquiry into the administration of the said De- 
the New Panama Canal Company and the Panama Railway by —__ to make report thereon to Congress upon completion of said 
the United States and the condemnation of private property for Resolved, That said committee shall have power to send for persons, books, 
the uses of the canal, the stipulations of the Hay-Herran treaty | and papers, examine witnesses under oath, employ a stenographer, and sit, 
are closely followed, while the compensation to be given for these by subcommittee or otherwise, during the sessions of the Spnate or during 


Z 4 the periods of its adjournment, at such times and places as the committee 
enlarged grants remains the same, being ten millions of dollars | may determine; and the actual and necessary expenses of said investigation 


we > on exchange of ratifications; and, beginning nine years shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved 
rom that date, an annual payment of $250,000 during the life of | Y the chairman of the committee. 











Waite Hovuss, December 7, 1908. 

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Secretary of War for the year 1903; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Navy for the year 1903; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
| report of the Attorney-General for the year 1903; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 














REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Secretary of Agriculture for the year 1903; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 





the convention. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to tne pres- 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. “ eg ora - the sent 
Wuire Houss, December 7, , ere being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
T og 2 ‘ 3 . resolution, which had been reported from the Committee to Audit 
he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Famsanxs in the chair). | and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate with an 
@ message will be printed, and lie on the table. amendment, on page 1, line 14, after the word ‘‘ Senate,”’ to strike 
LANDS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. out “‘ or during the periods of its adjournment.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- Mr. GORMAN. I offer the amendments to the resolution 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was ' which I send to the desk. 
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DECEMBER 7, 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by 
the Senator from Maryland will be stated. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed, on page 1, line 4, after the 
word “‘ hereby,” to strike out the words “authorized and;”’ in 
line 7, after the word “‘ and,” to strike out the words “‘if neces- 
sary to”’’ and to insert ‘said committee shall;”’ in line 8, after 
the word “‘ administration,’ to insert “ and e ditures;’’ in line 
9, after the word “to,” tostrike out “‘ Congress” and insert “‘ the 
Senate,’’ and at the end of line 10 to insert ‘on or before the ist 
day of May. 1904.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the ques- 
tion on the first amendment proposed by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMaAN], which will be again stated. 

Mr. PENROSE. Idesire tosay that Iam perfectly willing toac- 
cept the amendments proposed by the Senator from Maryland and 
hope that they will be adopted by the Senate without objection. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if I understand 
the amendments, I am not disposed to accept them, and I should 
like to have the resolution read as it would be if so amended. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. The resolution will be read as 
proposed to be amended by the Senator from Maryland. 

The Secretary read the resolution as proposed to be amended, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in view of 
the charges of corruption, extravagance, and violations of law in the admin- 
istration of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, is hereby instructed to 
request the Postmaster-General to send to the committee all papers con- 
nected with the recent investigation of his Department, and said committee 
shall make further inquiry into the administration and expenditures of the 
said Department, and to make report thereon to the Senate upon completion 
of said ave on or before the ist day of May, 1904. 

Resolved, That said committee shall have power to send for persons, books, 
and papers, examine witnesses under oath, employ a stenographer, and sit, 
by subcommittee or otherwise, during the sessions of the Senate, at such 
times and places as the committee may determine; and the actual and neces- 
sary expenses of said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, upon vouchers approved by the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if I understand 
the effect of these proposed amendments it is that the Senate shall 
now decide, and so declare, that the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads is instructed to institute an investigation into 
what have been termed the “ scandals” in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. The resolution as it came from the committee provided 
that the papers connected with the investigation, or the report, as 
it has been called, of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, 
should be sent to the committee, and then, upon perusal of that 
report, if they found it was necessary or proper, they might insti- 
tute further ae I think that resolution was just right. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him to which 
committee he refers when he says the resolution came from the 
committee? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Irefer to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator from Connecticut is mis- 
taken. I do not think the resolution was ever referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. It came from an- 
other committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was referred to | 


President. It seems to me entirely out of order and out of char- 
acter that we should at this time determine that there should be 
a further, and, indeed, an original, investigation of this matter 
by this branch of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
to the question whether this resolution pursues the usual course 
in such matters. AsI understand it, the two Houses of Congress 
have the right to require any Department of the Government to 
lay before them the public records and papers in their archives 
which are needed for the information of the Legislature. The 
only exception we make to that is in cases where it is supposed 
the public interests may be harmed by making such things public, 
and then we address a request to the President to have the proper 
information conveyed if, in his judgment, it be not inconsistent 
with the public interests. 

If I understand this resolution correctly, it directs a committee 
of the Senate to request the Postmaster-General to do so and so. 
| ldo not think that puts usin quite the proper relation to that 
| Department. We should direct the Postmaster-General to send 
| in such papers; or, if there is any doubt, because of some legal 
| proceedings which are pending or otherwise, we should ask the 

President for the information, if, in his judgment, it be not incon- 
sistent with the public interests. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, when I gave way to allow this 
| resolution to be considered I was led to understand that there 
| would be no opposition whatever to it and that the chairman of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was anxious to get 
to work. I yielded with that expectation. If there is going to 
be any further discussion about the resolution, I hope it will be 
either referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
or laid over until some other day. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not understand that there will be any 
discussion. There is noopposition to the resolution. It issimply 
a matter of altering the wording here and there. I hope the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will permit the matter to be disposed of now. 
It will not take long. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam perfectly willing to allow the Senate to 
vote upon the resolution if it is ready to do so. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think the Senate is ready to vote upon the 
resolution now. So far as I am concerned, as the author of the 
resolution, Iam perfectly willing to accept the amendments which 
have been proposed, altering the wording. If the Senator from 
Massachusetts feels better satisfied with the use of the word “‘ di- 
rect’’ instead of ‘“‘request,”” I shall cheerfully accept such an 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the resolution be amended so as to 
read that the Postmaster-General be directed to send to the Senate 
so and so, and that the committee do so and so. 

Mr. PENROSE. I accept that amendment, and I ask fora vote 
on the resolution as proposed to be amended by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. NELSON. I object tothat without having an opportunity 
to say something about the resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the resolution will be recommitted to 





the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of | the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, if it came from 


the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The resolution was introduced by 
the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
To that extent it is supposed to represent the conclusions of that 
committee. It was then referred, as it called for the expenditure 
of money, to the Committee on Contingent Expenses and has been 
reported back by that committee. But my statement was that 
the resolution as introduced by the chairman of the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads called for the papers to be sent to 
the Senate, and, of course, to the committee, and then instructed 
the committee, if it found it or proper upon a perusal 
of that report of the Fourth Assistant tmaster-General, as we 
all understand it to be, to go further in the matter and to insti- 
tute further inquiry and investigation. 


The effect of the proposed amendments, therefore, is to ask the | 


Senate now, without that report having been laid before it, with- 
out knowing to what extent the investigation has already gone 
and whether there is really any occasion for further investigation, 
to decide that a further legislative Senatorial investigation of the 
affairs of the Post-Office Department shall be made. 
Mr. President, I am not in favor of that. This is not the time 
to determine that question. It will be time to determine that 
uestion when the papers have been sent to the committee and 
the whole scope and extent of the investigation is before the 
Senate and the committee, To say now that a legislative investi- 
gation of this subject shall be had is, as it seems to me, acting in 
the dark—acting without knowing whether there is any occasion 
to pursue the matter further than it has already been pursued by 
the investigation set on foot in the Post-Office Department by the 
direction of the Postmaster-General and with the approval of the 


that committee. 

Mr. BACON. It has never been referred to that committee. 

Mr. NELSON. I will move to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I understand from the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] that the resolution has not 
been considered by that committee. Unless it is so referred, I 
shall ask the privilege of submitting a few remarks upon this 
question before it passes. 

Mr. BATE. The amendments proposed by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] should be acted upon before the resolu- 
tion is referred to the committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I merely want 
to say that, althongh I accepted the statement of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] that the:e was no opposition 
to this resolution, I still maintain in my own mind that there is 
opposition of at least one Senator to the resolution. 

@ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] moves that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I do not know that there is 
any use in referring the resolution to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. If the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Negtson] desires to be heard on the resolution, Iam willing that 
it shall go over until he can have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. NELSON. If the resolution has not been considered by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads I thinkit is highly 
appropriate that it should be referred to that committee and con- 
sidered by them. I was under the impression to-day, when the 
resolution was reported, that it had come from that committee, 
but it seems that it has only been referred to another committee 



















which has to deal with the expenses incident to such investiga- 


Or. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minne- 


sota yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. It is true resolution was referred, if I remem- 
ber correctly, to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 

nt Expenses of the Senate, and was reported back to the Senate. 
This is simply a resolution instructing the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads to make an investigation. I can not see 
why a resolution of this kind ought to be referred to 4 committee 
atall. It is a resolution by the Senate instructing a certain com- 
mittee to investigate a branch of the Government with which it 
deals. It does seem to me that if we want to discuss the resolu- 
tion we ought to let it go over and discuss it, and then act upon 
it. Ican not see the need of referring it to any committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
allow the resolution to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. A motion to refer is always in order, and the 
Senator from Minnesota can make that motion to-morrow as well 


as —— Ros 

Mr. NELSON. Very well; I have no objection to the resolu- 
tion going over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe, Mr. President, that the resolution is 
out of the way for the time being. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has gone over. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1921) to into effect a convention 
between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on 
the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire, in pursuance of the 
understanding which was reached during the last called session 
of Congress, to proceed to the discussion of the bill known as the 
‘‘Cuban bill,’’ I wish to say in the outset that there seems to be no 
occasion for a discussion of the constitutional questions which 
may be involved in it. I shall not, therefore, take up any ques- 
tion of that kind, but simply direct the few remarks that I shall 
make as a beginning of this discussion to the merits of the ques- 
tion of the ratification of the treaty and the passage of the pend- 


ing bill. 

The bill to carry into effect the reciprocity treaty between the 
United States and Cuba, having the House, has been fa- 
vorably reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
is now before the Senate for consideration. 

This bill in terms authorizes the President, after receiving 
evidence that Cuba has made provision to give full effect to the 
reciprocity treaty between the two countries, to issue his procla- 
mation declaring that he has received such evidence, and there- 
after the products of Cuba now admitted free of duty by the 
United States shall continne to be soadmitted, and all other prod- 
ucts of the Republic of Cuba shall during the life of said conven- 
tion be admitted at a reduction of a cent. 

That is the real substance of the bill, although it undertakes to 
recite all the provisions of the treaty in which the United States, 
on its part, makes concessions to the Republic of Cuba. 

The only clause in the bill which is not found in the treaty is 
that provision which says: 

And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be held or con- 
strued as an on on the part of the House of Representatives that cus- 
toms duties can be changed otherwise than by an act of Congress originating 
in said House. 

This clanse was inserted in the bill, as —- from the report 
of the committee of the other branch of Congress, because the 
treaty says that no sugar the product of any other foreign coun- 
try shall be admitted by treaty or convention into the United 
States, while this convention is in force, at a lower rate of duty 
than that ee by the Dingley Act. This provision being in- 
serted in the bill, it was thought by the other branch that it b 
implication advanced the idea that by treaty or convention tari 
duties could be changed, and the committee having the matter in 
charge desired that if the question should ever come before the 
Supreme Court it should not go to that court with the admission 
on the part of the House that, even by implication, the House 
admitted that the President and Senate could by treaty change 
the tariff law. 

I do not desire at this time, at least, to discuss the constitutional 
question whether the President and Senate have the power to 
make and ratify reciprocity treaties which of their own force, 
without Congressional action, repeal revenue laws in conflict with 
them. That is a question on which there is a grave difference of 
opinion even among Senators, and on which the authorities are 
in conflict. However, a discussion of that important constitu- 
tional question is made unnecessary by the fact that the Senate 
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itself, in order to facilitate the ratification of the treaty, in order 
to avoid controversy, and in view of the fact that similar provision 
had been inserted in our previous reciprocity treaties with Can- 
ada, with Hawaii, with Mexico, adopted an amendment to the 
Cuban treaty which provided that it should not take effect until 
= by the Congress. 

will only say in passing that the declaration in the bill under 
consideration that ‘‘ nothing herein contained shall be held or con- 
strued as an admission on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives that customs duties can be changed otherwise than by an 
act of Congress ’’ is inno way binding a the Senate. Itis only 
a declaration of the views of the other branch of Congress. It is 
only a declaration which in different forms that branch of Con- 
gress has been resolving upon, and which it has maintained for 
the past one hundred years, but which has never received the 
sanction of the Senate or perhaps of the Executive. 

Now, in reference to the form of the bill, which substantially 
reenacts the treaty in the form of a law: In my opinion a bill or 
resolution simply approving the treaty in so many words, with- 
out eae its various provisions, would have been sufficient. 
However, the form of the approval is immaterial. Anenactment 
of the various terms of the treaty is probably a sufficient approval 
of it, though not in terms. 

I believe, Mr. President, that is all I desire to say in reference 
to the bill itself. Now, a few wordsin reference to our trade with 
oo and the treaty which the passage of this bill will carry into 
effect. 

As Senators fully appreciate, Congress has now but a negative 
action over the treaty. The treaty having been ratified by both 
Governments, it can hardly now be amended or changed in the 
slightest particular. It must be approved as it stands or rejected 
asa whole. If this bill is not passed, the treaty, according to its 
terms, will never go into effect. 

Statistics very clearly demonstrate that the products of the 
United States must be given special concessions in the ports of 
Cuba or we can not hope to secure a fair proportion of the Cuban 
market. The factis that England, Germany, and European coun- 
tries are underselling us in the Cuban market. Our products 
must have special concessions. The result has been that the bal- 
ance of trade between the United States and Cuba is nowin favor 
of Cuba. We purchase her entire crop of sugar and a large part 
of her tobacco and cigars, as well as of every other article which 
she exports, and yet we do not supply one-half of Cuba’s imports. 
Situated within a few miles of our own coast, we should control 
the Cuban market. England and European countries generally 
are making great efforts to secure that market. These efforts 
were commenced immediately after Cuba was recognized as an 
independent government. 

Illustrating the methods which are used to place the products 
of England and Europe in Cuba ata lower price than the United 
States can afford to do, it has been authoritatively stated that the 
carrying rates between European ports and Habana are lower than 
they are between New York, oreven Mobile, and Habana. Euro- 
pean ships can afford to carry the goods to Cuba at a sacrifice, be- 
cause they are reimbursed by carrying the Cuban sugar and tobacco 
to New York and by charging comparatively high rates for carry- 
ing American products to the European market. 

The late statistics show that while Cuba is constantly sending 
to the United States more of her sugar she is buying less of our 
products. Spain has lost most of her large trade with Cuba, but 
that trade has gone to Great Britain, France, and Germany, and 
not to the United States. 

During the year 1902 the total imports of Cuba were $62,135,000, 
of which but a little over $26,000,000 worth were supplied by the 
United States. Other American countries supplied over eight mil- 
lion; Germany supplied nearly four million; Spain, ten million; 
France, two million; England, over nine million, and other Euro- 
pean countries about a million and a half. 

Our consul-general at Habana says that, comparing the trade of 
Cuba in the first three months of the year 1899 with that of the 
first three months of 1903, the loss and gains in supplying the im- 
ports of Cuba are as follows: United States, loss of 16 per cent; 
England, gain of 24 per cent; France, gain of 14 per cent; Ger- 
many, @ gain of 146 percent. That great gain of Germany re- 
sulted from the fact that she had until recently very little trade 
with Cuba. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, Cuba’s total im- 
ports amounted to $62,620,279, of which amount the United States 
supplied but $21,769,572. During the previous fiscal year, 1902, 
Cuba’s total imports were about the same, and we supplied 
$26,623,000. In other words, we sold to Cuba during the last fiscal 
year, 1903, nearly $5,000,000 less than we sold her during the fiscal 

ear 1902, and at the same time Cuba’s imports have not decreased, 
ut she has purchased more from England and Europe. 

These figures speak for themselves, and certainly show that we 
are rapidly losing even the small part of the Cuban market which 
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we formerly controlled. If our exports to Cuba continue to de- 
crease as rapidly in the next few years as they have decreased 
since 1899, it will be but a few years when the United States will 
have lost the entire Cuban market, assuming, of course, that we 
fail to make a reciprocity treaty with Cuba. We must enter into 
reciprocal relations with Cuba or we will lose the greater part of 
the 21,000,000 worth of merchandise we are now selling her. 

Now, as to Cuba’s exports to the United States. During the 
last fiscal year, ending June 30, 1903, Cuba’s exports to the United 
States amounted to $62,341,000, as against $34,695 for the previous 
fiscal year, 1902. Cuba sent us, therefore, over $27,000,000 worth 
of her product during the year 1903 more than she sent us during 
the year 1902. It is not probable or possible that there will be 
such an enormous increase in the exports of Cuba to the United 
States in the next few years as there was during the past fiscal 
year. The increase during the past fiscal year is caused by the 
fact that during that year Cuba sold us forty-two and a half 
million dollars’ worth of raw sugar, while in 1902 she sold us but 
a little over $18,000,000 worth. Cuba did not double her crop of 
sugar in one year. While she substantially increased that crop, 
the fact is that much of the sugar which she sent us last year 
was sugar which had been held in Cuba from the crops of pre- 
vious years, waiting for better prices and perhaps for the ratifica- 
tion of a treaty of reciprocity between the two countries. The 
price of sugar for the past two or three years has been very low, 
and naturally the Cuban planter held his sugar just as long as 
he possibly could, hoping to obtain the benefit of the reduction 
provided for inthistreaty. Therefore Cuba, during the past fiscal 
year, sent us several hundred millions of pounds more of sugar 
than she actually produced. 

It is true, of course, that the production of sugar in Cuba has 
very largely increased within the last few years, and it is prob- 
able that it will increase in the years tocome. But that can not 
be used as an argument against the treaty at this time. Our con- 
sumption of sugar is enormous, and we last year imported from 
foreign countries, strictly speaking, over $70,000,000 worth, of 
which Cuba supplied last year more than cne-half. 

What the United States desires by this reciprocity treaty is to 
secure the great Cuban market for the products of our farms and 
factories. We want to supply the forty or fifty million dollars’ 
worth of merchandise which Cuba is now buying from Europe. 

For a few minutes I will talk about the treaty itself, especially 
the concessions on the part of Cuba, discussing those concessions 
in the light of the latest statistics. 

General Bliss, collector of the port of Habana during the Ameri- 
can occupation, negotiated this treaty. Thoroughly versed in all 
the details of the Cuban market and the Cuban trade, he obtained 
from Cuba concessions on our products varying from 20 to 40 per 
cent, with the end in view of obtaining the highest concessions 
on the imports of Cuba now supplied by European countries, be- 
ing satisfied with small concessions where we are already supply- 
ing the Cuban market. In other words, the object which General 
Bliss had in view in negotiating this treaty was to obtain the most 
he could from Cuba in return for the least concessions on our part. 
With General Bliss it wasacold business proposition. He wanted 
to negotiate a treaty that would expand the trade of the United 
States, not having in view particularly the benefit which such a 
treaty might prove to Cuba. ‘ 

Article I of the treaty provides that everything now on the free 
lists of both countries shall remain on the free lists of both coun- 
tries. 

During the last year Cuba admitted from the United States 
articles free of duty to the value of $4,000,000, which included 
$1,294,000 worth of coal and nearly a million and a half dollars’ 
worth of pine lumber. 

During the last fiscal year the United States admitted from 
Cuba free of duty articles to the value of $3,114,807, which in- 
cluded over a million dollars’ worth of cabinet woods, mahogany, 
as well as a large amount of such articles as cocoa, bananas, 
cocoanuts, etc., which are not raised in this country. 

So by this first article Cuba agrees to continue toadmit into 
her ports from the United States, free of duty, articles which 
last year amounted to $4,000,000; and the United States agrees to 
admit into our ports, free of duty, from Cuba articles which last 
year amounted to a little over three million. 

Article Il of the treaty contains the principal concession on the 
part of the United States, we by that article agreeing to admit 
all of the products of Cuba not now admitted free at a reduction 
of 20 per cent. Last fiscal year, ending June 30, 1903, we ob- 
tained from Cuba $59,827,000 worth of dutiable merchandise, 
upon which we collected $49,998,067 in duties. Upon these arti- 
cles, principally sugar and tobacco, we will make a 20 per cent 
reduction. 
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fair basis, as Cuba so very largely increased her sales of sugar 
and tobacco to the United States, selling us very much more than 
she actually produced—that is, sending us = See quantity of 
sugar and tobacco which she had been holding in store. 

Based on our imports of Cuban products for the fiscal year 1902, 
our concessions in revenue would amount to hardly $6,000,000. 

And then, again, it must be remembered that our duty on both 
sugar and tobacco is very high, amounting to 102 per cent ad 
valorem on refined sugar and 97 per cent on raw sugar; being on 
leaf tobacco over 78 per cent; on cigars over 100 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Cuba in return for this concession of 20 per cent gives us con- 
cessions of 20, 25, 30, and 40 per cent, respectively, on the products 
of the United States. An examination of that treaty will show 
that she actually gives us a concession on every single product 
which we send her, except those on the free list, because she 
gives us a concession of 20 per cent on everything on which she 
does not give us a greater concession. 

Some of the articles on which we will obtain a 20 per cent con- 
cession, together with Cuba’s import of those articles during the 
last fiscal year, are: Oils, over $700,000; manufactures of wood, 
nearly $800,000; machinery and apparatus, $1,733,000; meats and 
meat products, $1,688,746; lard, $3,175,000; coffee, over a million 
dollars; oats, beans, pease, potatoes, as well as a large number of 
other articles. 

Some of the articles on which we obtain a 25 per cent conces- 
sion, together with Cuba’s import of those articles during the 
last fiscal year, are: Cast iron, wrought iron and steel, the trade 
of Cuba in which last year amounted to $2,968,519, of which the 
United States supplied one-half. 

Brandies; the trade amounts to half a million dollars, of which 
we supply one-fifth. 

In fish the trade last year was $927,739, of which we supplied 
$237 000. 

Some of the articles,on which the United States obtains a 30 
am cent concession, together with Cuba’s trade in those arti- 
cles, are: 

Butter. We supplied but $30,000 worth out of $125,000. We 
ought to supply all the butter they consume. 

Flour of wheat. We supply the entire Cuban market, amount- 
ing to $2,231,000. We supply also her entire import of corn, 
amounting to a million dollars. 

So far as obtaining a greater part of the Cuban market in flour 
and corn is concerned, it was unnecessary to have any concession 
at all; but this 30 per cent concession will go into the pockets of 
our millers. 

In beer we have but a small proportion of the trade, amounting 
to a half million dollars. 

In chemical and pharmaceutical products, on which we obtain 
a 30 per cent concession, we supplied in 1902 a little over $600,000 
worth out of a total of $1,455,000. 

But the most important article in the whole treaty upon which 
we get a concession from Cuba is our concession of 30 per cent 
on cotton and manufactures thereof, which includes all kinds of 
cotton goods except knit goods. This concession of 30 per cent 
will enable us to control the Cuban market in the cheaper and 
medinm-priced cotton goods, of which the great bulk of the trade 
consists. The trade in cotton goods is a constantly increasing 
trade, amounting last year to $6,178,645, of which the United 
States supplies but $319,983. 

Another important concession of 30 per cent is the concession 
on boots and shoes. Last year Cuba imported $1,791,000 worth 
of boots and shoes and we supplied less than $600,000 worth. 
This concession will enable us to control the Cuban market if our 
manufacturers of shoes will show some regard for the cular 
needs of the Cuban people. They will not wear and will not. buy 
such shoes as are manufactured for use in the United Staves. 

Another important 30 per cent concession obtained from Cuba 
is the concession on wines. Last year the Cubans imported 
$1,698,031 worth of wines, of which we supplied but a little over 
$3,000 worth. Our California wine manufacturers should be able 
to supply Cuba with a large part of the cheap wine which is con- 
sumed on the island. 

On knitted goods Cuba gives us a 40 per cent concession, her 
$10.0 in those goods amounting to $600,000, of which we supplied 

16,000. 

She gives us a 40 per cent concession on wool and manufactures, 
her trade in these articles amounting to $674,748, of which we 
supplied but $30,000. This concession should give us that trade. 

Cuba gives us a 40 per cent concession on rice. Last year she 
tempeanel $3,126,000 worth of rice, of which we supplied but a 
couple of hundred dollars’ worth. If we can raise sufficient rice 
here in order to be able to export, the 40 per cent concession will af- 


Our concession, therefore, based on last year’s imports, would | ford us a great market in Cuba for our rice. I desire to say, Mr. 


amount to nearly $10,000,000. 


CC CL 


President, that of late I have been getting letters from Americans © 


But the last fecal year is hardly a year upon which to make a | showing an interest in this matter, and a purpose to go into the 
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rice business, andI hope they will enter upon it and it on 


to such an extent that they will be able to export to Cuba and | he would like to go on to-night? 
other countries. Mr. TELLE 


= R. I will do whatever the Senate thinks best 
I not into more of these figures. I will only say | about it. 

eat a ams of Gnastidies on which Cuba gives us concessions it Mr. CLAY. It is late, Mr. President, and I suggest that the 
will increase our trade, and in many of them it will give us the | Senator from Colorado go on to-morrow. 










Mr. CLAY. I wish to ask the Senator from Colorado whether 






entire Cuban market in those articles. Mr. TELLER. Iam quite willing that the Senate should go 
During the last year the United States sent to Cuba $18,352,- | on with any other business. I will retain the floor. 
532 eer. 8 of dutiable merchandise, upon which Cuba collected DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE HENRY BURK. 


$5,006,147. Under the terms of the treaty her revenue concessions, | 4 message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

based om Inet pease tapers, would asncunt to $1,109,087. |, | BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intel- 
The respective pet mad pyaar ye vill aren A aa > | ligence of the death of Hon. HENRY Burk, late a Representative 

based on last year’s trade, and they th ce ue to de, In MY | from the State of Pennsylvania, and transmitted resolutions of the 

judgment, unless we pass the pending bill, carrying into effect | Honse thereon. 

the treaty, and in that way control the markets of that country | Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 

as against Germany, Great Britain, and France. But there are | »..5)utions of the House of Representatives relative to the death 

a number of cone eS a — ae are 7 — of the late Representative BURK. 

and ours so large. e first p er is very much lower a 

than ours. Im fact, as soon as this ‘treaty goes into effect she The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen 


must raise her tariff on @ great many articles, of course the — pee of the House of Representatives, which will 


United States retaining our 20 to 40 per cent lower rates of duty : a 
than any other nation in the world. Mlustrating the difference | The Secretary read the Soe a cmb ae 




















































in the two tariffs, our average ad valorem duty on Cuban prod- December 7, 1908. 
ucts amounts to over 84 per cent. Cuba’s average ad valorem | _ Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
duty on American products amounts to but 30 per cent. | Hon. Henry BuRK, @ Representative from the State of Pennsylvania. 
Cuba's revenue concessions willl very largely increase, The | it at oe ee rd otiiad the teneeak 
she talaae bate Und EEE Olin be aaaMndaly Greater. | eel Sae eek entero he cores eee 
e raises her tar 0 2 eater. | rec e such § as may necessa. or carrying ou 6 provisions 
Mr. PLATT of Connectiaul Tn amount. — <a on and that = oe ‘expenses in connection therewith 
$ “ae 1 ut o e contingent fund o.: e house. 
ee Cay SN esha or Ss ae i | we ee ee es goo te Bean ed 
u 6 impo C ‘ reaty 1s the nsmit a copy thereo: © family of the deceased. 
great market for our products, including farm and manufacture. | Mr, PENROSE. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
The Cuban market will, with prosperity, continue to increase. | sond to the desk, and ask for their present consideration. 
Conservative authorities estimate that the Cuban imports will The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
amount to Sears in . few years. If = estimates are | yania submits resolutions which will be read. 
nearly eee a rye our producers succeed in| The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
ott of the United es Siccneane oneal in revenue on the ge ae Prost has eee tg Benge ee | Se apenas. 
J A b | we é to . ment o e death o on. HENRY BURK, a Representative from the 
From the investigation and examination of our situation with gg a ey nll TT ae 
i : ; esolved, at a co ; int e Presid- 
reference to Cuba, our trade relations, etc., which i have. been ing Officer to join a committee appointed on the gertat the louse of Repre- 
able to make, I state without hesitation that this treaty is the | sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased. 
most advantageous one to wo fom States which we could ask ; Booed ved, — the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
or expect, considering our small 20 per cent concession. pi REICH AAI s : 
Reciprocity with Cuba will not be a new experiment. In1892,| The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
under the reciprocity section of the McKinley Act, we entered unanimously agreed to. : 
into a reciprocity treaty with Cuba which remained in force for | The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed, under the second. 
three years. It resulted in the greatest benefit both to Cuba and | resolution, as the committee on the part of the Senate, Mr. PEn- 
the United States. After that treaty went into effect our ex- | ROSE, Mr. Quay, Mr. Batt, Mr. Hopkins, Mr. Latimer, Mr. 
ports to Cuba increased almost 70 per cent. NEWLANDs, and Mr. CARMACK. 
The subject of reciprocity with Cuba has been before Congress | Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect 


for three years or more. estly supported by that great pro- | to the memory of our late colleague, I move that the Senate do 
tectionist, the late President McKinioy, it has been no less | now adjourn. : 
ardently advocated by his successor, President Roosevelt. | The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 


While it is true that the United States desire to and will ex- | 17 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
pand our trade and increase our markets by the ratification of day, December 8, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
this treaty, yet, as has been submitted to us, when the acceptance SS 
of the Platt amendment was required from Cuba by the action 





of the Congress of the United States this Government thereby HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
definitely committed itself to the policy of treating Cuba as oc- . 
cupying a unique position as regards this country. Monpay, December 7, 1908. 


No other nation in the world stands in the close relation to us te bei : onstituti 
: ; This being the day designated by the Constitution for the an- 
eat ee eee of po _ an aeaeeeeteel to ndent gee, | Bual meeting of Congress, the Members of the House of Repre- 
nea She one lees a pw . yar ta tic = ae me _— sentatives assembled in their Hall for the second session of the 
< . ewe us Coamng Srations on her isand. | Fifty-eighth Congress, and at 12 o’clock m. were called to order 
Under these circumstances we can afford to and will treat Cuba by the Speaker 
as we treat no other nation inthe world. If by the ratification of | "> = : 
this treaty we give to Cuba permanent prosperity I am sure it will PRAYER. 
meet with the unanimous approval of the people of the United Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., Chaplain of the House, offered 
States. The treaty will not injure in the least the United States | the following prayer: 
or any portion of our people, but on the contrary will help us, Father of life, and light, and love, mercy, truth, and justice! 
and at the same time it will prove of benefit to Cuba. Pour out, we beseech Thee, upon these Thy servants, plenteously 
In the language of President Roosevelt: of Thy spirit, that the issues of this House to-day and always may 
oak th pave _ Uberty, we are knit to hee by the memories, ot the blood | be to the pene = ee =~ ne to Thy glory. Re- 
solc who fougat tor per in war, by the memories | member, O Lord, the colleagues, friends, and sorely bereaved 
Sod ae ee ane Senerte free Oerse 1S saitasemant ee family in the removal, by death, of one of the Members of this 
must help her onward and upward, and in helping her we shall help ourselves. | House, honored, respected, and beloved by all who knew him. 
of the nie edged etinae legistn es would come perilously near a repudiation | Comfort them, we beseech Thee, by the blessed hope of immor- 
_ Mr. President, I do not care to say anything more at the present Se ee 
time. As Senators are aware, under the arrangement in refer- SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 
ence to the treatment of this subject, the bill is to be brought be- Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce 
fore the Senate after the morning business every day, if anybody | that Hon. John M. Pinckney, Member-elect from the Eighth dis- 
desires to speak on it, until the 16th instant, when it will be voted | trict of Texas, is present and desires to be sworn in. 
upon. The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will lay 
Mr. TELLER. I desire to take the floor on the bill and to sub- | before the House a telegram which he has received from the gov- 
mit some remarks upon it. ernor of Texas. 
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Hon. Josepn G. CANNON, 





The Clerk read as follows: 
AvusTIN, Tzx., December 6, 1908. 


Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Iam reliably informed that ata special election held in the Eighth Con- 
gressional district of Texas on the 1/th of November last Hon. J. 
ney was elected as Member of Congress tosucceed Hon. Thomas Ball, resigned. 
I am also advised that Pinckney’s election is conceded by _his opponents. 
Under our laws, the official returns can not be opened and counted until 


forty days after the election. 


8. W. T. LANHAM, Governor of Texas. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague, Judge Pinckney, may 


now take the oath of office. 


There being no objection, Mr. Pinckney came forward and was 
duly qualified by taking the oath of office prescribed by law. 


CALL OF THE ROLL, 


The SPEAKER directed that the roll be called, when the fol- 


lowing-named Members and Delegates responded: 


George W. Taylor. 
Henry D. Clayton. 
Sydney J. Bowie. 


Robert Bruce Macon. 
Stephen Brundidge, jr. 
Hugh A. Dinsmore. 


James N. Gillett. 
Theodore A. Bell. 
Victor H. Metcalf. 
Edward J. Livernash. 


Franklin E. Brooks. 
John F. Shafroth. 


Nehemiah D. Sperry. 
Frank B. Brandegee. 


Stephen M. Sparkman. 
Robert W. Davis. 


Rufus E. Lester. 

Elijah B. Lewis. 
William C. Adamson. 
Leonidas F. Livingston. 
Charles L. Bartlett. 


Martin Emerich. 
James R. Mann. 
William W. Wilson. 
- Philip Knopf. 
Henry 8S. Boutell. 
George E. Foss. 
Howard M. Snapp. 
Charles E. Fuller. 
Benjamin F. Marsh. 
George W. Prince. 


James A. Hemenway. 
William T. Zenor. 
Francis M. Griffith. 
Jesse Overstreet. 


Thomas Hedge. 
Martin J. Wade. 
Benjamin P. Birdsall. 
Robert G. Cousins. 
John F. Lacey. 


Charles F. Scott. 
Charles Curtis. 
Justin D. Bowersock. 


Ollie M. James. 
Augustus O. Stanley. 
John 8. Rhea. 

David H. Smith. 


Amos L. Allen. 
Edwin C. Burleigh. 


Frank C. Wachter. 
James W. Denny. 


George P. Lawrence. 
Frederick H. Gillett. 
Charles Q. Tirrell. 
Butler Ames. 
Augustus P. Gardner. 


ALABAMA. 


John H. Bankhead. 
William Richardson. 


ARE ANSAS. 


John 8. Little. 

Joseph T. Robinson. 

Robert M. Wallace. 
CALIFORNIA. 

William J. W 

James C. N: 

James McLachlan, 

Milton J. Daniels. 

COLORADO. 
Herschel M. Hogg. 


CONNECTICUT. 
Ebenezer J. Hill. 


FLORIDA. 
William B. Lamar. 


GEORGIA. 


John W. Maddox. 
Farish Carter Tate. 
Thomas W. Hardwick. 
William G. Brantley. 


IDAHO. 
Burton L. French. 
ILLINOIS. 


Joseph V. Graff. 
John A. Sterling. 
—_ G. — 
espasian Warner. 
Henry T. Rainey. 
Ben F. Caldwell. 


INDIANA. 


Gearies 3. Landis. nae 
rD. Crum ‘e 
James M. eblaben. 


IOWA. 


John A. T. Hull. 
William P. Hepburn. 
Walter I. Smith. 
James P. Conner. 
Lot Thomas. 


KANSAS. 
Philip P. Campbell. 
Wm. A. Calderhead, 
Victor Murdock. 


KENTUCKY. 
Swagar Sherley. 
George G. Gilbert. 
James N. Kehoe. 
W. Godfrey Hunter. 
LOUISIANA. 
Robert C. Davey. 


MAINE. 
Liewellyn Powers. 


MARYLAND. 
Sydney E. Mudd. 
George A. Pearre. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Ernest W. Roberts. 
Samuel W. McCall. 
William S. McNary. 
John A. Sullivan. 
William C. Lovering. 
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Alfred Lucking. 
Charles C. Townsend. 
Washi m Gardner. 
Edwa . Hamilton. 
Wm. Alden Smith. 
Samuel W. Smith. 


James T. McCleary. 
Charles R. Davis. 
John Lind. 


Ezekiel 8. Candler, jr. 
Thomas Spight. 
Benjamin G. Humphreys. 


James T. Lioyd. 
William W. Rucker. 
John Dougherty. 
William 8. Cowherd. 
David A. De Armond. 
Courtney W. Hamlin. 


Elmer J. Burkett. 
Gilbert M. Hitchcock. 
John J. McCarthy. 






MICHIGAN. 
peney McMorran. 
Joseph W. Fordney. 


Roswell P. Bishop. 
George A. Loud. 
H. Olin Young. 


MINNESOTA. 
Andrew J. Volstead. 
J. Adam Bede. 
Halvor Steenerson. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Wilson 8. Hill. 
Frank A. McLain. 
John 8. Williams. 
MISSOURI. 
Champ Clark. 
Richard Bartholdt. 
John T. Hunt. 
Edward Robb. 
Mescenas E. Benton, 
Robert Lamar. 
MONTANA. 
Joseph M. Dixon. 
NEBRASKA. 
Edmund H. Hinshaw. 
George W. Norris. 
Moses P. Kinkaid, 
NEVADA. 


Clarence D. Van Duzer. 


Cyrus A. Sulloway. 


Henry C. Loudenslager. 
John J. Gardner. 
Benjamin F. Howell. 
Willi M. Lanning. 
Charles N. Fowler. 


Townsend Scudder. 
Geo H. Lindsay. 
Charies T. Dunwell. 
Frank E. Wilson. 
Edward M. Bassett. 
Robert Baker. 

John J. Fitzgerald. 
Timothy D. Sullivan. 
Henry M. Goldfogle. 
William Sulzer. 
George B. McClellan. 
Francis B. Harrison. 
Ira Edgar Rider. 
William H. Douglas. 
Jacob Ruppert, ir. 
Frank E. Shober. 


John H. Small. 
Claude Kitchin. 


-Charles R. Thomas. 


William W. Kitchin. 
Thomas F. Marshall. 


Nicholas Longworth. 
Herman P. Goebel. 
Robert M. Nevin. 
Harvey C. Garber. 
John 8. Snook. 
Charles % Hildebrant. 
Thomas B. Kyle. 
William R. Warnock. 
James H. Southard. 
Charles H. Grosvenor. 


Binger Hermann. 


Henry H. Bingham. 
Robert Adams, jr. 
Reuben O. Moon. 
George D. McCreary. 
eee ee: 
ving P. agen. 
H. Burd Casse 
George Howell. 
Henry W. Palmer. 
Marcus C. L. Kline. 
Elias Deemer. 
Charles H. Dickerman, 
Thaddeus M. Mahon. 
Marlin EB. Olmsted. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Frank D. Currier. 
NEW JERSEY. 


William Hughes. 
Richard Wayne Parker. 
William H. Wiley. 
Allan Benny. 
Allan L. McDermott. 
NEW YORK. 
Joseph A. Goulden. 
Norton P. Otis. 
Thomas W. Bradley. 
John H. Ketcham. 
William H. Draper. 
George N. Southwick. 
George J. Smith. 
Lucius N. Littauer. 
James S. Sherman. 
Charles L. Knapp. 
John W. Dwight. 
Sereno E. Payne. 
James Breck Perkins, 
Charles W. Gillet. 
William H. Ryan. 
Edward B. Vreeland. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


Robert N. Pa 

Theodore F. Kluttz. 

Edwin Y. Webb. 

James M. Gudger, jr. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 


Burleigh F. Spalding. 
OHIO. 


DeWitt C. Badger. 
Amos H. Jackson. 
William W. Skiles. 

He C. Van Voorhis. 
Ca L. Weems. 

John W. Cassingham, 
James Kennedy. 
Jacob A. Beidler. 
Theodore E. Burton. 


OREGON. 
John N. Williamson. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Alvin Evans. 


George F. Huff. 
Allen F. Cooper. 
Ernest F. Acheson. 
Arthur L. Bates. 
Joseph H. Shull. 
William O. Smith. 
Joseph CO. Sibley. 
George Shiras 
John ell. 
Henry Kirke Porter, 
James W. Brown. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


David L. D. Granger. 


George 8. Legare. 
Geo W. Croft. 
Wyatt Aiken. 


Charles H. Burke. 


Henry R. Gibson. 

= 7 Fitzpatrick. 
organ C. 

Teams D. ‘dichertioon. 

John W. Gaines. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Joseph T. Johnson, 
A. F. Lever. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Eben W. Martin. 
TENNESSEE. 


Lemuel P. Padgett. 
Thetus W. Sims. 
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"Albert 8. Burleson, 


Morris Sheppard, 

Gordon Roswell, Oscar W. Gillespie, 
Choice B. Handell. John H. Stephens, 
Jack Beall. James L. Slayden, 
Scott Field. John N. Garner. 


Alexander W. Gregg. William R. Smith. 


George F. Burgess. 


VERMONT. 
David J. Foster. Kittredge Haskins. 
VIRGINIA. 
William A. Jones. James Hay. 
John Lamb. John F. Rixey. 
Robert G. Southall. Campbell Slem 
Claude A. Swanson. Henry D. Flood. 
Carter Glass. 
i WASHINGTON. 
Wesley L. Jones. William E. Humphrey. 
Francis W. Cushman. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Harry C. Woodyard, 
James A. Hughes, 


Blackburn B. Dovener. 

Alston G,. Dayton. 

Joseph Holt Gaines. 
WISCONSIN. 


Charles H. Weisse. 


Henry A. Cooper. 
John J. Esch. 


Henr <. Adams. 


Joseph W. Babcock, Edward 8. Minor. 
Theobald Otjen. Webster E. Brown. 
William H. Stafford. John J. Jenkins. 


WYOMING. 
Frank W. Mondell. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Bernard 8. Rodey. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Bird S. McGuire. 
HAWAII. 
Jonah Kalanianaole. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the presence of 306) . 


Members—a quorum. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
= announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 
utions: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a | 


quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
to business. 


Also— 


Resolved, That a committee, consisting of two Senators, be appointed by | 
the Chair to join such committee as may be —— by the House of Repre- 
sentatives to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to re- 
ceive any communication he may be pleased to make. 

And that in cx ympliance with the foregoing the Presidiag Officer had | 
appointed as said committee Mr. HALE and Mr. COCKRELL. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. HEPBURN offered the following resolution; which was | 
read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed on the part of 
. the House, to join the committee appointed by the Senate, to wait upon the 








RECORD—HOUSE. 


President and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses is assembled, and 
that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may have to make. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HEepsurn, 
Mr. Hemenway, and Mr. WILLIAMs of Mississippi as the commit- 
tee on the part of the House, under the resolution just adopted. 














NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE, 












































Mr. PAYNE offered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House inform the Senate that a quorum of 
the House of Representatives has appeared, and that the House is ready to 
proceed to business. 


ELECTION CONTESTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communics 
the Clerk of the House; which was read, as follows: 


CLERK’sS OFFICE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., November 10, 1903. 


S1r: I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives a list of 
contests for seats in the House of Representatives for the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress of the United States, notices of which have been filed in the office of 
the Clerk of the House, and also transmit therewith all or iginal testimony, 

rs, and documents relating thereto, as follows, to wit: 
state of California, Fourth district. 

State of Colorado, First district. 

State of Illinois, Sixth district. 

State of Massachusetts, Ninth district. 

State of Missouri, Eleventh and Twelfth districts. 

State of North Carolina, Tenth district. 

Territory of Oklahoma. 

State of Pennsylvania, Tenth district. 

State of South Carolina, First and Seventh districts. 

State of Tennessee, Eighth district. 

The Clerk has opened and printed the testimony in all of the above cases 
excepting the Sixth district of Illinois. 

In compliance with the act approved March 2, 1897, entitled “An act relat- 
ing to contested elections,”’ suc t portions of the testimony in the above cases 
| (with the exceptions referred to) as the parties in interest agreed upon or as 

seemed proper to the Clerk after giving the requisite notices, have been 
printed and indexed, together with the notices of contest and the answers 
thereto, and such portions of the testimony as were not printed with the 
original papers have been sealed up and are ready to be laid before the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 

Two copies of the printed testimony in each case have been mailed to the 
contestant and the same number to the contestee. The law in reference to 
the briefs of both the contestant and contestes in each case has been com- 
plied with as far as possible upon. receipt by the Clerk of said briefs. 

In the case of the Sixth district of Mlinois, the testimony has not been 
| printed because the testimony for contestant was not filed with the Clerk 
until October 26, 1903, and no testimony has yet been filed by contestee 

In the case of the Tenth district of North Carolina, Hon. James M. Mo dy 
died before taking of testimony was completed, but the case was continued 
| by attorneys for contestant. 
| So far as the briefs have been furnished to the Clerk, they are ready to be 
laid before the Committee on Elections upon the order of the House, together 
with a tabulated statement which has been prepared by the Clerk, showing 
the number of pages of testimony and the present status of each contested 
election case and all papers in connection therewith. 

Very respectfully, 


ation from 





A. McDowWELL, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


Hon. JosEPH G. CANNON, 
| Speaker House of Representatives. 





| 

















District. Contestant. Contestee. | mony B 
| Rak 

Fourth California. Julius Kahn ..... Benepe. Liver-| Jone June 11 2a | ae June 25 
First Colorado ..... | Robert W. Bo- | Jon. Shafroth |....do...} July 18 
Sixth Illinois....... Allen’. Dur- | WilliamLorimer|..........|.........- 
N ee. Massachu- | Sad. Conry.| John A. Keliher June 8 | Aug. 22 | 
Eleventh Missouri.) Charles F. Joy...| John F.Hunt...-'.........-|..-..---.- 
Twelfth Missouri -- George D. Rey- | James J. Butler : June 9 | Sept. 29 
—_ North Caro- | James M. Moody. 7 Gud- |----do... July 6 
weet of Okla- | William Ce... Bird &. Maguire | June 12 | July 2% 
TenthPennsylvania, William Connell.| George Howell ..| June 30 | July 
— South Caro- | AaronP.Prioleau) George 9. Legare, June 12 | June 27 
Seventh SouthCar- | A.D. Dantzler ...| Asbury rages ome .--| June 25 
Eighth Tennessee..| F. M. Davis....... Jo fe June 7 | June 20 


























Printed pages of t -sti- | Con- |... 
mony and briefs. | Contest- Contest- Con- Con- testee’s ; ontest- 
. antnoti-| ant’s |testeeno- testee’s| brief ®2* 5Te 
Testi- } fiedto | brief | tified to) brief sent to rene 
tome | Briefs. Total. file brief.| filed. (file brief.| filed. | contest-| 37" 
ny. ont. filed. 
1908. 1908. 1908. 1903. 1903. 1908. 
365 68 433 | June 2 25 | July 25 | July 2% | Sept. 4| Sept. 4 Oct. 7 
1, 752 562 | 2,314 | | July 18 | Aug. 17 | Aug. 17 | Sept.18 | Sept.19 | Oct. 41 
Re Acs Bi.) Batti live Peete aE) 3 
Eee 
364 44 408 | Aug. 22 | Sept.25 | Sept.26 | Oct. 23 | Oct. 23 
| | 
1,071 | 90 | 1,141 | Sept.29 | Nov. 9 | Nov. 10 |-27072-000/777772222: 
Gd} Sl] 784 |.......... | Aug. 8|.......... Sept. 25 | 8 Aoki 
155 | 127} 22| Suly 23) Ang. 22| Aug. 24 | Oct. 3| Oct. 3} 
8,824 57 | 4,381 | Aug. 24 | Sept.25 | Sept.25 | Oct. 28 | Oct. 28 
126 121 247 | June 27 | Aug. 24 | Aug. 24 | Oct. 2! Oct. 2) Nov. 2 
100 88 188 | June 25 | July 29 | July 29 | Aug. 24 | Aug. 24 
161 162 323 | June 20 July 21 | July 22 | Aug. 19 Aug. 20 | Sept. 19 
10, 441 | | | 





The SPEAKER announced the reference of the election contests | Ninth district of Massachusetts; Moody v. Gudger, 


in the followi ing cases to the committees designated: 


To the Committee on Elections No. 1: Kahn v. Livernash, from | 
the Fourth district of California; Dantzler v. Lever, from the | 
Seventh district of South Carolina; Conry v. Keliher, from the 


XXXVIII——2 


—— 








from the 
| Tenth district of North Carolina. 
Tothe Committee on Elections No. 2: Bonynge v. Shafroth, from 
the First district of Colorado; Rey nolds v. Butler, from the 
Twelfth district of Missouri; Davis v. Sims, from the Eighth dis- 
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trict of Tennessee; Durborow v. Lorimer from the Sixth district 
‘of Tilinois. 

To the Committee on Elections No. 3: Connell v. Howell, from 
the Tenth district of Pennsylvania; Joy v. Hunt, from the 
Eleventh district of Missouri; Prioleau v. Legare, from the First 
district of South Carolina; Cross v. Maguire, from the Territory 
of Oklahoma. 

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be authorized 
to have such printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction 
of its business. 


TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be con- | 


sidered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE OF MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present comideration of the following resolution, which I send | 


to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be authorized to have 
= printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction of its 
usiness. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be con- 


sidered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 


the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be authorized to have | 


printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of said commit- 
tee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered, or to 
be considered, by the said committee during the Fifty-eighth Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be con- | 


sidered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 2. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 


the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
- Clerk’s desk and ask to have read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 2 be authorized to sit dur- 


ing the sessions of the House and to have such printing and binding done as 


may be necessary in the transaction of its business. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 


rinting will likely be necessary for the use of a Committee on 
Elections. I understand the records are already printed. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, we sometimes have printed the 
rules for the use of the members of the committee and of counsel 
and contestants, and on occasion, in important cases, the printing 
of the a ents of counsel. 

Mr. $ of Kentucky. Is the adoption of a resolution like 
this for the benefit of a Committee on Elections usual? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is the customary resolution. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. | 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] to include the printing of the 
arguments of counsel. My understanding of the law is that the 
contestants and contestees are compelled to print the arguments 
of counsel, and I do not think that the House ought to be called 
upon or requested to permit the printing of the arguments of 
counsel at the expense of the Government. I never before heard 
of such a thing, and I happen to have served on a Committee on 
Elections for three Congresses. = 

Mr. OLMSTED. The only printing that is usually done by a 
committee is in important cases to have reported and —s the 
verbal arguments of counsel, which course has often been found 
of great assistance to the House itself. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to object to 
any usual resolutions, and it is not my purpose to object to this, 
but the gentleman from P lvania, in answer toa question by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Smiru], stated that one of the 
purposes of the resolution was to print the arguments of counsel 
= made before the committee. I never before heard of that being 

one. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will state that it was done at the last ses- 
sion, and this resolution has been introduced every year for the 
last twenty years or more, probably for half a century. 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to | 
object, I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania what | 
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The SPEAKER. ls there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? The Chair nears none. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 1, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk's 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 1 be authorized to sit dur- 
| ing the sessions of the House and to have such printing and binding done as 
may be necessary in the transaction of its business. 


| TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution, will be con- 
| sidered as agreed to. 
| There was no objection. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized to have such 
printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction of its busi- 
ness. 


TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 
There was no objection, 


COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be author- 
ized to have such printing and binding done as may be required in the trans- 
action of its business during this Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be con- 
| sidered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
| ent consideration of the resolutions which I serid to the Clerk’s 
| desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to have 
| printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of said committee 
as it may deem necessary in connection with the subjects considered or to be 
considered by the said committee during the Fifty-cighth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will becon- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommittee 
| thereof, be authorized to sit during sessions of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be con- 

sidered as agreed to. 
| There was no objection. 


} 


COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO, 8. 


| Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 
| The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 3 be authorized to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House, and to have such printing and binding done as 
may be necessary in the transaction of its business. 


The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the resolution will 
be agreed to 


There was no objection. 
COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS, 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a resolution, 
for the consideration of which I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, or such subcom- 
mittee as may be ted by it, shall have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the House for the Fifty-eighth Congress, and during the recess. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will 
be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURTON. Also another resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be authorized to 


have such printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction 
of its business during the Fifty-eighth Congress. 


| COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
} 


} 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Mr. r, 1 ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Pe ee ee ccltokarpogs pricing emt teeing dons ne coor te 
and the for the transaction of the business coming before. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolwed, That leave is hereby given to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency to have matter pertaining tothe business of the committee printed 
on order of the chairman. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Parrerson of Tennessee, for thirty days, on account of 
important business. 

o Mr. BRowNLow, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. DARRAGH, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. KeLmer, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MrtuEr, for six days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. DRESSER, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. Cooprr of Texas, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Bowers, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TaLzorr, for one week, on account of important business. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in connection with my remarks on the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition a ground plan and bird’s-eye view of the 
exposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to have printed in connection with the remarks that 
he made at a former sitting of the House a ground plan and bird’s- 
a —_ of the exposition grounds at St. Louis. Is there objec- 

ion ’ 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. §$ er, I do not care to make any ob- 
jection, but I understand the law to be that these matters can 
only be printed after they have been submitted to the House Com- 
mittee on Printing. That committee has to upon the matter 
before it is authorized to be printed, under the rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and I shall object if the gentleman from Geor- 
gia does not. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not by me, sir; but by some one else. 

rr BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I want to make an expla- 
nation, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not desire to object captiously to any- 
thing, but I know it to be the rule of the House, and that here- 
tofore Members who have desired to have these things printed in 
the REcorD have been obliged to submit them to the Committee 
on Printing of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. The 
gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I will withhold the objection for a moment if 
the gentleman from Missouri wants to make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri asks unanimous consent to submit a statement to the House. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, I ask unanimous consent for the purpose 
of having this ground plan printed at my expense—not at the ex- 
pense of the Government, but at my expense—and it is merely to 

secure the franking privilege, that the plan be inclosed in the 
envelope with my remarks, that I ask this privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would a. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Printing 
has already been appointed, with the privilege of reporting at any 
time, Their reports are privileged when they come into the 
House, and I must insist on my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 
_Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now take a recess un- 
til thirty minutes after 1 o’clock. 
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The SPEAKER. The centleman from New York moves that 
the House take a recess until thirty minutes after 1 o’clock. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 1 o’clock p. m.) the House was declared 
in recess. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Speaker at 1 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed by 
the House to act with a similar committee appointed by the Sen- 
ate to wait upon the President and inform him that a quorum of 
each House was now present and Congress was ready to receive 
any communication he might have to make have performed that 
duty, and report that the President will speedily communicate to 
the House of Representatives in writing. 

INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask unanimous consent that it may 
now be considered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce be 
authori have printed and bound such papers and documents for the 
use of said committee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects 
considered, or to be considered, by the said committee during the Fifty- 
eighth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

REFORM IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I present the 
following resolution, and ask unanimous consent for its consid- 
ion: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Serviee be authorized 
to have such printing and binding done as may be required for the transac- 
tion of its business. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
agreed to. [After apause.] The Chair hears no objection. 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
Several messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House by Mr. BaRNEs, one of his 
secretaries, 












































































ANNUAL MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the annual message from 
the President, which was read. 
For text of message see proceedings of Senate, p. 2.] 
Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

r. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the message and the 
accompanying documents be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the following message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I submit herewith, with my approval thereof, rules and regulations for 
the lease, sale, or other d sition of the public lands, other than timber or 
mineral lands, in the Philippine Islands, made by the government of said 
islands, pursuant tothe provisions of section 13 of the act entitled “‘An act 
ly to provide forthe administration of the affairs of civil govern- 


temporari 
e Islands, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 


—_ in the Philippin 
Talso transmit therewith a letter from the Secretary of War, dated De- 
cember 5, 1908, with inclosures. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuuire Hovse, December 7, 1908. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the following change 
of reference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. RB. eens increase of pensions to soldiers and widows of 
the Indian wars under act of July 27, 18%, and act approved June 27, 12— 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CHARLES B, Lanpis,for six days, on account of important business. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BURK OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosubmit the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Henry Burk, from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That a committee of seventeen Members of the House, with such 
Members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral. 





jee an seenaipanemeres 
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Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di- 


’ rected to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the provisions 


of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in connection therewith 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BInGHAM, Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, Mr. MoRRELL, Mr. MCCLEA: : 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania, Mr. DEEMER, Mr. PATTERSON 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. Ststey, Mr. Powers of Massachusetts, Mr. LouDEN- 
SLAGER, Mr. GAInes of West Virginia, Mr. LLoyp, Mr. DicKERMAN, Mr. 
RoBrnson of Indiana, and Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of respect, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 0’clock 
noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

anaes were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
OLLOWS: 

A letter from the Clerk of the House, transmitting a report of 
the names of clerks and other persons employed, the time of their 
actual employment, the sums paid to each, a detailed statement 
of the expenditures of the contingent fund, the cost of stationery, 
etc.—to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting | 
his annual report for the year ended October 31, 1903—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. | 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, transmitting 
a list of property in his charge on December 7, 1903—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, | 
transmitting a statement of the expenditures for International 
Exchanges, American Ethnology, National Museum, Astrophys- 
ical Observatory, and National Zoological Park—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, submitting a 
statement of the sums of money drawn and disbursed by him un- | 





der the law—to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be | 
printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from | 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5348) for the relief of Franklin Buchanan Sulli- | 
van—Comunittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5361) granting an increase of pension to Lucilius | 
C. Moss—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 
follows: 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 5751) providing for a coast- | 
wise canal in Texas—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 5752) directing the Secretary | 
of the Treasury to purchase State, city, or county bonds—to the | 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 5753) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in the | 
city of North Platte, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on | 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5754) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of 
Kearney, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Build- | 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 5755) for the relief of small-hold- 
ing settlers within the limits of the grant of land to the Atlantic | 
and Pacific Railroad Company in the Territory of New Mexico— | 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 5756) to provide for the medical 
examination of pensioners and claimants for pension—to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5757) granting 
the use of water privileges in the Tennessee River at Muscle 
Shoals to N. F. Thompson and associates—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 





By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5758) to pension widows of offi- 
cers and enlisted men in certain cases—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 5759) to incorporate the Lake 
Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal Company, to define the powers 
thereof, and to facilitate interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5760) granting pensions to soldiers and sail- 
ors confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the Committee 


| on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5761) to authorize the Charleroi.and Mones- 
sen Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5762) providing for 
a survey, plan, and estimate of the costof improving the Sandusky 
(Ohio) River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5768) to further amend section 3 of the act 
for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late 
war and the war with Mexico, approved March 2, 1889—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 5764) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Belvidere, Iil.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 5765) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Columbia, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 5766) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to fix the salaries of the deputy collectors of 
customs at the subports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of 
Washington, and repealing all laws inconsistent therewith—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5767) giving the consent of Congress to the 
removal of the restrictions on the sale of Puyallup allotted lands, 


| and confirming and legalizing sales thereof since March 3, 1903— 
| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5768) to establish a dwelling for keeper of 
fog signal at Robinson Point, State of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5769) awthorizing the construction of new 
buildings at the New Dungeness light station, State of Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5770) making an appropriation for the im- 


| provement of the Puyallup Indian School plantat Tacoma, Wash.— 
| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5771) to establish a mint of the United States 
at Tacoma, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5772) providing for the establishment of a 
life-saving station in the vicinity of Cape Flattery, or Flattery 
Rocks, on the coast of Washington—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5773) making an appropriation for the ad- 
ministration and improvement of the Mount Rainier National 
Park, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5774) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Aberdeen, in the 
State of Washington—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5775) providing a public building at Olym- 
pia, State of Washington—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5776) increasing limit of cost for public 
building at Spokane, Wash.—to the Committee on Public Build- 


| ings and Grounds, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5777) increasing limit of cost for public 
building at Tacoma, Wash.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5778) providing for the election of a Delegate 
from the Territory of Alaska to the House of Representatives of 
the United States, and defining citizenship and the qualifications 
of electors in said Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5779) providing for the election of a Delegate 
from the Territory of Alaska tothe House of Representatives—to 
the Commiitee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5780) to appropriate $150,000 for the promo- 
tion of salmon culture in Alaska—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5781) to prohibit location of placer-mining 
claims by power of attorney in Alaska—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5782) for the promotion and 


| retirement of noncommissioned officers of the United States Ma- 


rine Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5783) providing for the adjustment and pay- 
ment of the accounts of letter carriers arising under the eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 5784) granting certain lands be- 
longing to the United States and situated in the State of Alabama 
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to the State of Alabama for the use and benefit of the common 
schools of that State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5785) for improving, repairing, 
and the erection of an addition to the public building at Peoria, 
Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5786) 


authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to fix the salary of the 
deputy celica of customs at Seattle, Wash.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 5787) for temporary relief of 
the overcrowded accommodations in the post-office building at 
Detroit, Mich., by the erection of a one-story addition—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 5788) to provide for site and 

ablic building at Chambersburg, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 5789) for the extension of Seven- 
teenth street northwest from Florida avenue to Columbia road— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5790) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Grand Rapids, in the State 
of Michigan—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5791) to establish a steam fog-signal station 
at the entrance to Holland Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5792) making the anniversary of Abraham 
Lincoln's birthday a legal holiday—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5793) to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5794) creating a national board of pardons— | 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 5795) to determine and fix the necessary proof 
and procedure to be required of claimants for pensions, and to es- 
tablish the proper officers to determine the rating thereof—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5796) to determine the term of service of all sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines serving in the war of the rebellion for 
a ro of ninety days or more—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5797) end 
McKinley’s birthday a legal holi 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R.'5798) to increase the pension of totally deaf 
soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5799) for the erection of 
a monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox at Thomas- 
ton, Me.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5800) for the erection 
of a public building at Calais, Me.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

ee Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 5801) for the erection of a 
public building at Bar Harbor, State of Maine—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 5802) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Griffin, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 5803) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Salisbury, N. C.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5804) for the ex- 
tension of M street east of Bladensburg road, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5805) for the opening of R street northeast 
to Twenty-eighth street and of Twenty-eighth street northeast 
— = street to M street—to the Committee on the District of 

Solumbia, 


Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 5806) authorizing the Secretary | 


B 
of War to sell stone from quarries on Fort Sill Reservation—to 
the Committee oo Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 5807) to extend the privilege 


of immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise to various | 


subports in customs collection district of Puget Sound, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_ By Mr. DWIGHT (by request): A bill (H. R. 5808) to estab- 
lish a system of postal currency—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5809) for the erection of a 
public building at Pittsburg, Kans.—to the Committee on Public 
uildings and Grounds. 

_ By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 5810) authorizing certain exten- 
sions to be made in the lines of the City and Suburban Railway, 
of Washington,and of the Washington Railway and Electric 
Company, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 5811) to 
authorize the Norfolk and Western Railway Company to bridge the 


the anniversary of William | 
ay—to the Committee on the | 
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Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at certain points where the same forms 
the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Ken- 


tuck 
and 


merce. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5812) increasing the rate 
of pension under the act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5813) granting pensions to ex-prisoners of 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 5814) for the enlargement 
of the post-office building at Youngstown, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 5815) fixing the rate of 
pension for persons eligible under section 2, act of June 27, 1890— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension of 
$12 per month to Union soldiers who served ninety days or more— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 53) making appropriation for the opening and improvement 
of streets in connection with the construction of the union railroad 
station in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on sa 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 54) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election 
of Senators of the United States—to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 55) pro- 
viding for the publication of the reports of the Board of Managers 
and Inspectors of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
| diers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 56) provid- 
ing for a survey of the Ohio River from the mouth of the Big 
Miami to the mouth of the Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 57) author- 
izing George H. Bridgman to accept from the British Govern- 
ment a silver inkstand, in recognition of his services to British in- 
terests while minister of the United States to Bolivia—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
| By Mr. McCLELLAN: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 14) 
| providing for the printing and binding of 40,000 copies of the re- 
| vised edition of the American Library Association Catalogue of 
Five Thousand Best Books—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 42) that the Select 
Committee on the Examination and Disposition of Documents of 
o Fifty-seventh Congress be continued—to the Committee on 
| Rules. 
| By Mr. DE ARMOND: A resolution (H. Res. 43) that the rules 
of the House be amended and House committees be enlarged—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A resolution (H. Res. 60) authoriz- 
ing the chairman of Committee on Private Land Claims to ap- 
point a clerk of said committee—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 61) authorizing the 
chairman of Committee on Indian Affairs to appoint an assistant 
| clerk—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FULLER: A resolution (H. Res. 62) for the appoint- 
| ment of a standing committee on expenditures in the Department 
of Commerce and Labor—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A resolution (H. Res. 63) au- 
| thorizing the chairman of Committee on Pacific Railroads to ap- 
| point a clerk—to the Commitice on Accounts. 
| Also, a resolution (H. Res. 64) concerning constructions of war 
vessels on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 65) 
| concerning clerk and messenger to minority room—to the Com- 

mittee on Accounts. 


or the boundary line between the States of West Virginia 
irginia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
| follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 5817) granting an increase of 
_ pension to James Bane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
|  Also,a bill (H. R.5818) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
| Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5819) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Herrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5820) granting a pension to 
Delia White—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension to Mary A. Johns— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





‘Eveline V. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5822) granting an increase of pension to | Also, a bill (H. R. 5860) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5823) for the relief of Nathan Van Beil, of | 
Philadelphia, and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 5824) granting an increase | 
of pension to Casper J. Schoer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5825) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 5826) granting an honor- 
able discharge to William Davis—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5827) granting an honorable discharge to 
J. C. Ponceler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5828) for the relief of Charles Flanders—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5829) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Ellmaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5830) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5831) granting an increase of pension to 
John Tyler—to the Committee on InvalJid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5832) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5833) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan P. Tarrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5834) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5835) Sa pension to Lucy A. Hop- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5836) granting a pension to Jessie M. Bea- 
dell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 5837) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Melvin Green—to the 
Committee on Military :Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5838) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John W. Terwilliger—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5839) for the relief of Zilla A. Ingerick—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5840) for the relief of David W. Robbins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5841) for the relief of Abram Wilson—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5842) for the relief of Frances G. Elderkin— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5843) for the relief of Isaac D. Knicker- 
bocker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5844) for the relief of John King—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5845) for the relief of Michael McCormick— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5846) granting a pension to Carrie K. Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5847) granting a pension to Patrick Doyle— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) granting a pension to Nancy McAvoy— 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to 

| liam H. Swinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5850) to reimburse Charlotte E. Brennan, | 

widow of D. D. Brennan, for expenses incurred in travel from | 


Catharine R. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Yokohama, Japan, to Haverstraw, N. Y., after the summary dis- 
charge of said D. D. Brennan as paymaster’s clerk in the United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5851) to refer the claim of Louis A. Guerber 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 5852) for the relief of the 
estate of Eliza A. White—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 5853) for the relief of the 
—_ representatives of Mary Counts—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5854) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Wedelstedt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 5855) granting an increase 
of pension to Herbert M. Blackwell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5856) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
A. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5857) oa a pension to Martha J. Flem- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5858) granting a pension to Pembroke 8. 
Staples—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5859) for the 
relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, administratrix of the estate of the 
late Alfred B. Mullett—to the Committee on Claims, 





| United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5861) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades, 
assistant engineer United States Navy, retired—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 5862) granting an increase of 
pension to John Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5863) granting a pension to Zora Hagerty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5864) granting a pension to Lavina Schry- 
ver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 5865) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joshua Harlan—tothe Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5866) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Colby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5867) granting a 
pension to Ina D. Burdick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 5868) granting an increase of 
pension to William Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 5869) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5870) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel D. V. Rose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5871) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) granting a pension to Mary L. Ford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5873) granting a pension to William E. 
Palmer—to the'Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5874) granting a pension*to Edward Mc- 
Queen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5875) for the relief of St. Genevieve Talifaro, 
alias Neat—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 5876) granting an increase of 
pension toElijahS. Carleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 5877) granting an increase of 
pension to Eli Avery—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5878) granting an increase of pension to J. 
C. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to 
Bennett Putnam—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 5880) a. an increase of pension to 
Dennis Dunn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5881) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cary—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5882) regen, thas increase of pension of 
Thomas Fern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5883) granting an increase of pension to 
David Warentz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5884) granting an increase of pension toS. K. 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5885) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5886) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5887) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5888) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Irene Rosenthal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5889) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Reilly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5890) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5891) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Reasoner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 5892) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester G. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5893) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet J. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5894) granting an increase of pension to 
Theophilus W. Milligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5895) ting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lawson—to the Committee un Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5896) grantin:;r an increase of pension to 
William Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Petisions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5897) granting an increase of pension t» John 
W. Ijams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5898) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Heldey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5899) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam L. Hurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5900) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill H. R. 5901) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Grewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5902) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
B. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5903) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5904) granting an increase of pension to Al- 


bert G. Cluck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5905) granting an increase of pension to 
James Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5906) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. P. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5907) granting an increase of pension to Cy- 
rus W. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5908) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
ther L. L. Clark—to the mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5909) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5910) granting an increase of pension to J. H. 
Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5911) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5912) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander S. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Mrs. John B. 
Waldrupe—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5914) granting a pension to Agnes Reilly— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5915) granting a pension to James Mathew— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5916) granting a pension to Mrs. Samuel 
Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5917) granting a pension to Perry Abbett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5918) granting a pension to Allen Walker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5919) granting a pension to Mary A. Wamp- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 5920) ting a pension to Sina Underwood— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5921) granting a pension to Eliza P. Targert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5922) granting a pension to Luke Morrissey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to Isaac C. Hogue— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5924) granting a pension to J. S. Henry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5925) as a pension to J. H. Frantz—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to Betty Elmore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5927) granting a pension to Jane Cowan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5928) granting a pension to Daniel W. Bout- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5929) granting a 
Branner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5930) to restore the pension of Oliver H. 
Grubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5931) for the relief of Henry D. Macomber— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5982) for the relief of John S. Crites—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5988) for the relief of John Brewer—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5934) for the relief of J. Ware Butterfield— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5935) for the relief of Eric E. Walgren—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5986) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine Ratch- 
ford—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5937) for the relief of James Farrell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5988) for the relief of Byron E. Sheffield—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5939) for the relief of J. W. Phillips—to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5940) for the relief of Zelina Michael—to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


nsion to Mrs. John S. | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5941) for the relief of Elijah T. Hurst—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5942) for the relief of Catherine Greelish—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5948) for the relief of William F. Denmuer— 
ms. 


to the Committee on War Clai 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5944) for the relief of Curtis M. Benton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5945) for the relief of L. H. Boyle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5946) for the relief of William Hayes—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 5947) granting an increase 
of pension to John G. P. Eberhart—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5948) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Cummins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5949) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5950) granting an increase of pension to 
Mason H. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5951) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph M. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5952) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5953) granting az increase of pension to Mar- 
cel Gagnon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5954) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5955) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Sanford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5956) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5957) granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5958) granting a pension to Mrs. James Grif- 
fin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5959) granting a pension to Rudolph Kals— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to Charles W. Kyle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5961) granting a pension to Jerome M. White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5962) to reimburse Royal L. Sweany, late 
deputy collector of internal revenue at Tacoma, Wash.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5963) for the relief of George Jennings, alias 
George Fish—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 5964) granting an increase of 
pension to E. H. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5965) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and 
others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5966) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 5967) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert Sriver—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 5968) granting a pension to 


| Charles B. Chestnut—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5969) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander W. Holley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5970) granting an increase of pension 
George M. Whittier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5971) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. Satterly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5972) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward A. Wilbur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5973) granting an increase of pension 
Henry J. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5974) granting an increase of pension 


to 


| Robert T. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5975) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Marble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 5976) for the relief of Louisa 
Lindenstruth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5977) for the relief of Jose J, Valdivia and 
wife, authorizing the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission to take 


| jurisdiction of their claim now on file in the Department of 


State—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5978) granting an increase of pension to 
Myers Uhlfelder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 5979) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry B. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5980) granting a pension to Jacob Piles—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5981) for the relief of Francis M. Bennett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 5982) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Galen E. Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 5983) granting an increase of 


‘pension to John W. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5984) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward La Fuley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5985) granting an increase of pension to | 


James M. Staples—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5986) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances Cowie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5987) granting an increase of pension to | 


Philip Deremer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5988) granting an increase of pension to Eva- 
line S. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5989) for the relief of Margrett Underhill | 


and Mary Clark—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5990) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Samuel Schiffer—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5991) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Clara E. Daniels—to the Committee | 


on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 5992) to remove 
the charge of desertion against David T. Hayton, Company F, 
oa Uuited States Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 5993) to remove charge of de- 
sertion and grant honorable discharge to John De Witt—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5994) for the relief of Com- 
mander Augustus G. Kellogg, United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5995) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph Fulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ByMr.GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 5996) granting an increase of | 
pension to Alfred Howser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5997) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hammonds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HARDWICE: A bill (H. R. 5998) for the relief of Capt. 


Archibald W. Butt, quartermaster, United States Army—to the | 


Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ann J. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6000) to pension John B. 
Salzman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 6001) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles Mitchell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6002) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. D. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6003) granting an increase of pension to John 
Heitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6004) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6005) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6006) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Supinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6007) granting a pension to James E. Berry- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6008) granting a pension to Cleo Grady—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6009) granting a pension to Peter O. Ben- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6010) granting a pension to Irene Penning- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6011) granting a pension to Elizabeth | 


Thom:son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6012) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Colvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6013) granting a pension to Lovina Helser— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6014) granting a pension to William N. 
Witham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 6015) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Viel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6016) granting a pension to Magdalena 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 6017) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to William Ralston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6018) for 
the relief of the Vulcan Iron Werks, of Seattle, Wash.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6019) to provide 
for the payment to the heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for 
certain improvements relinquished to the United States for use 
of ihe Nez Perce Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 6020) granting an increase of 
| pension to William P. Conner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

| By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 6021) granting a pension to 
| Mary Florence Davenport—to the Committee on Pensions. 

| By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6023) granting an increase of pension to 
| Charles Wigert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6024) granting an increase of pension to Ca- 
| listro Castro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Herzog—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 6026) for the relief of Lieut. 
James B. Fowler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 6027) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Flich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6028) granting an increase of pension to Anton 
Heffron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Thomas H. Carpenter— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 6030) granting an increase of 
pension to W. 8. Addington—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 6031) granting an increase of 
| pension to John V. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6032) granting an increase of pension to 
| Charles 8. Bellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 6033) granting an increase of pension to Siloam 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6034) granting an increase of: pension to Oscar 
| 8. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6035) granting an increase of pension to John 
V. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6036) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6087) granting an increase of pension to W. 
| T. Parrham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
| jamin George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6039) granting a pension to Franklin Ban- 
| non—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6040) granting a pension to Turner Hol- 
| comb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6041) granting a pension to Caroline Morti- 
/ more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6042) granting a pension to Teressa Jane 
| Hoyt—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. €043) granting a pengjgn to Sarah Burch— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. t 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to Anna C. Wal- 
quist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6045) granting a pension to Emily Hayes— 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to Anna Lenk— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6047) granting a pension to D. J. Reber—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6048) granting a pension to William John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6049) granting a pension to Peter B. Phil- 
lips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6050) granting a pension to D. W. Mar- 
| shall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6051) granting a pension to Maggie Daw- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6052) for the relief of E. N. Smith—to the 
_ Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6053) for the relief of John 8. Friend, of E1l- 
_ dorado, State of Kansas—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6054) for the relief of Lizzie Lieurance—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 6055) granting a pension 
| to Moses Joyce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 6056) granting an inerease of pen- 
sion to Blanche L. Chunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6057) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
cena ©. 8. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 6058) directing the Commissioners of the 
| District of Columbia to refund certain moneys received by the col- 
| lector of taxes of the said District—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6059) authorizing the Court of Claims to hear 
and pass upon the claim of Thomas P. Gray for property taken and 
_ used by the troops of the United States during the war of the re- 
' bellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6060) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Douglas, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 6061) granting an increase of 
pension to Alphus D. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ions. 
: Also, a bill (H. R. 6062) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 6063) for the relief of Stephen 
§. Staring—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 6064) granting an increase of 
pension to William R. Glisan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6065) granting a pension to David P. Ar- 
nold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6066) for the relief of the heirs of John D. 
Clemson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 6067) for the relief of Ste. Gene- 
vieve County, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6068) for the 
relief of J. E. Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 6069) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Sorrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferguson M. Carnahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6071) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham C. Null—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 6072) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Der- 
rick and Wrecking Company and making an appropriation of 
$1,800, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to satisfy such 
claim—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6073) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Derrick and Wreck- 
ing Company and making an appropriation to satisfy such claim 
of $237.36 or so much thereof as may be necessary—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6074) to reimburse Henry B. Bristol for 
mor 2y paid to the United States for certain real estate at Little 
Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 6075) granting a pension to 
Thomas B. Roark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6076) for the relief of Jesse M. Blue—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6077) granting an increase of pension to 
John Keys—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6078) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6079) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah J. Loop—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6080) granting an increase of pension to 
Orla E. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6081) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6082) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Mohn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 6083) for the relief of Isaac 
Sutton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Emanuel Peck—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to Anna M. Maier- 
Moyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6086) granting a pension to David Everett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6087) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony F. Bracklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshall Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Louisa Nagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 6090) granting an increase of 
pension to F. C. Wickham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6091) granting an in- 
crease of pension toJohn W. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6092) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6093) granting an increase of pension to 
Alford A. Fulford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6094) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert C. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6095) granting a 
pension to Rhoda A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

_ By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 6096) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Hezekiah Thompson—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 6097) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Dugger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 6098) granting a pension to 
Hugh Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6099) to remove 
charge of desertion from record of Henry Fuller—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6100) to reimburse Nelson H. Walbridge— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6101) for the reimbursement of the heirs of 
James Anderson for transportation and expenses in recruiting 
—— for service in the Union Army—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6102) granting to Sumner H. Tarbell pay for 
bearing military dispatches for headquarters of the District of 
Minnesota, St. Paul, during the Sioux outbreak of 1862—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6103) to correct the military record of Henry 
Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6104) to correct the military record of Day- 
ton 8. Peck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6105) to correct the military record of Har- 
vey Cluff—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6106) to correct the military record of Fre- 
mont C. Downing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6107) granting a pension to Henry Stock- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6108) granting a pension to Josephine Phil- 
lips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6109) granting a pension to Maggie Barker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6110) granting a pension to Aaron M. Dal- 
rymple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Edward A. Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6112) granting a pension to Dellamarr Wade— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6113) granting a pension to Henry G. Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6114) granting a pension to James F. Baker— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6115) granting a pension to Benjamin S. 
Whitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6116) granting a pension to Frank W. Mor 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6117) granting a pension to Addaile C, 
Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6118) granting a pension to Adrian Musty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6119) granting a pension to Emma L. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6120) granting a pension to Abraham Gei- 
ser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6121) granting a pension to Anna E. War- 
den—to the Committee on Pensions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6122) granting a pension to William H. 
Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6123) granting a pension to Henry Hull—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6124) granting a pension to James Warren— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6125) granting a pension to Perry C. Older— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6126) granting a pension to Lillie Mancha— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6127) granting a pension to Louis H. Leland— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6128) granting a pension to Birdie M. Wedge— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6129) granting a pension to Edwin M. Ray- 
mond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6130) granting a pension to John Van Horn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6131) granting a pension to Emily M. Low- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6132) granting a pension to Samuel B. Tib- 

| bets—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6133) granting a pension to Mary A. Lossing— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6134) granting a pension to Peter Weber—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6135) granting a pension to Charles M. Tib- 
betts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6136) granting a pension to Susan Weider- 
wax—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








26 CONGRESSIONAL 


_ Also, a bill (H. R. 6137) granting a pension to George Cook—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6138) granting a pension to Mercy Cluff—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6139) granting a pension to Dolly Burger— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6140) granting a pension to Sarah Stevens— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6141) granting a pension to Charles H. Van 
Liten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6142) granting a pension to Hannah C. Rich— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Ellen E. Wilson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6144) grantinga pension to Cliarles E. Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6145) granting a pension to Adelaide C. 
Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6146) granting a pension to Mary B. Jen- | 
nings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to Phila A. Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Electa McLean | 
French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6149) granting a pension to Jane C. Cornell— | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6150) granting a pension to William Choate— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6151) granting a pension to Sylvia H. Lamo- 
reaux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6152) granting a pension to William A. John- | 

son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6153) granting a pension to Phebe B. 
Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6154) granting a pension to Eliza Burcaw— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6155) granting a pension to Henry Cook—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a b'll (H. R. 6156) granting a pension to Elizabeth Yates— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6157) granting a pension to Raynor H. New- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6158) granting a pension to Mary A. Ever- 
hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 6159) Sore ee gma to Harriet Mesecas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6160) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6161) granting a pension to Lucinda J. 
Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6162) ting a pension to Frank Hiler— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6163) granting a pension to Walter 8. Cole— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6164) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fitz- 
patrick-eto the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6165) granting a pension to Mary Butler—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Levi Goodrich— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6167) granting a pension to Caroline Draper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6168) granting a pension to Sarah Robert- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6169) granting a pension to Martin J. Pain- | 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6170) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. 
Champlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6171) granting a pension to J. P. Livermore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6172) granting a pension to Thomas Scar- 
vell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6173) granting a pension to Ann Lynch—to | 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6174) granting a pension to Henry Fuller— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6175) granting a pension to Alanson Beebe— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 6176) granting a pension to Ralph Steffens— | aes 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6177) granting a pension to Stephen T. Wil- 
cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6178) Slit Bono to John R. Wyck- 
off—to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6179) a pension to Charles F. Bal- 
lazd—to the Committee on valid ions. 
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a pension to Decatur Har- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6180) —_ ) 
nvalid Pensions. 


mon—to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6181) sr pension to Benjamin Hol- 
ben—to the Committee on alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6182) granting a pension to J. C. Horton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6183) granting a pension to Lucinda J. 
Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6184) granting a pension to Henry Star—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6185) granting a pension to Julia A. Rosen- 
berger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6186) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6187) granting a pension to George Eckles— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6188) granting a pension to Hattie Ballou— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6189) granting a pension to George W. 
Heator—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6190) granting a pension to Lester Wheeler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6191) granting a pension to General M. 


| Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6192) for the relief of Lucas P. Retterstonf, 
alias Joseph Gray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of Mary J. Warner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6194) for the relief of F. E. Rosenkrans—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6195) for the relief of Walter Culver—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6196) for the relief of William Leech—to the 


| Communities on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6197) for the relief of Charles W. Irwin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6198) for the relief of Lebens G. Landon—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6199) for the relief of Rodman Hart—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6200) for the relief of Silas Guernsey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6201) for the relief of Clark 8. Frazier—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6202) for the relief of William Barber—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6208) for the relief of W. R. Barrett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6204) for the relief of John Gracy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6205) for the relief of Eli W. Marble—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6206) for the relief of William O’Donnell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6207) for the relief of George W. Lindley, 
alias George W. La Pratte—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6208) for the relief of Matthew Bier—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6209) for the relief of Augustus Dudley Hub- 
bell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6210) for the relief of Warren Shepard—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6211) for the relief of Richard 8. Gill—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6212) for the relief of George W. Hathaway— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6213) for the relief of James Conway, late of 
C rs - ge New York Volunteers—to the Committee on 


_ Military A 


Also, a bill (Hi. R. 6214) for the relief of John Shields—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6215) for the relief of John J. Waters—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6216) for the relief of Alfred H. Van Vliet, 
late adjutant Eleventh Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6217) for the relief of William Leech—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also,a bill (H.R. 6218) for the relief of Mary E. Wilkinson, widow 
of Mortimer Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 6219) for wag relief of Adrian Yates—to the 
Committee on Military Affai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6220) for a relief of L. W. Bon—to the Com- 

mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6221) for the relief of William Henry Staple- 
ton, alias William Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6222) for the relief of Carlton Neal—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6223) for the relief of Lemon Barnes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6224) for the relief of Hiram Winas, late of 
Company G, Fifteenth Michigan Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. — the relief of David Houk—to the 
Committee on Military Aff 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6226) ry ‘the relief of Persons T. Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6227) for the relief of George W. Bannan— 
to th he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ioe a bill (H. R. 6228) for the relief of James F. Baker—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, & bill (H. R. 6229) a the ‘relief of Jacob Black—to the 
Committee on Military Affai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6230) for r the relief of Chauncey Boyce—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6231) for the : relief of Warren P. Wood—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6232) for the relief of Frances E. Childs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6233) for the relief of James Moore—to the 
Committee on ann Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6234) for the relief of James K. Davie—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6235) for the relief of George W. Blakeslee— 
to the Committee on wees Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6236) for the relief of Frank B. Cros- 
thwaite—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6237) for the relief of John W. Beatty—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill oF Sixth Machi the relief of ee ye oo me 
tain Compan i Cavalry, now nia, Mich.— 
to the Sunaina on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6239) for the relief of Jane Ann Wheeler— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6240) for the relief of William H. H. Davis— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6241) for the relief of George W. Zanty—to | 
the Ge Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6242) for the relief of Elizabeth Fortier—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6243) for the relief of Z. E. Allen and C. C. | 
Allen or heirs—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6244) for the relief of Peter Duchane—to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6245) for the relief of Samuel H. Keifer—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6246) for the relief of Caesar Dixon—to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6247) for the relief of Chester Narragan—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6248) gran an increase of pension to 
J. W. Forbes—to the Committee on valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6249) granting an increase of nsion to. 
Frederick J. Fairbrass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 6250) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
riet V. ’ Gridley—to to the ittee on Pensions. 

ee bill (H. R. 6251) granting an increase of pension to | 

— te 4 sans) aratin on Invalid a 
pill { granting an increase of pension to R. 
Remi ae the ooo on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6253) granting an increase of pension to | 

Morris M. , Comatoeh to the vena on oe Lo ere 
0, & 6254) granting an increase of pension to yrus | 
M. Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6255) granting an increase of pension to | 
Waldo W. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid: Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. a on an increase of pension to | 
* aE GIT ceigting an teantgen et poche 40 | 

granting an o to 
J ohn} Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Se 

Also, a bill (H.R, 6258 anting an increase of pension to 

Theotaes yoy ye : e ore - Invalid Benstons. 
a 59) gran an increase of pension to 
Magan nee aH, R.. the e200) granting — age po 
a an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. ee ey the Commitie <Sane ferme 
SO, & granting an increase pension to 
— ea the Commatates on Invalid frame , 
SO, & 6262) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris M. Comstock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 6263) granting an increase 
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of pension to Martha A. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. WARNOCE: A bill (H. R. 6264) granting an increase of 
pension to HylasS. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6265) to correct the military record of Jchn 
Walsh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of MPlinois: A bill (H. R. 6266) granting 
a pension to Nancy J. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6267) granting a pension to John T. Cotton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6268) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Cover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6269) for the relief of James J. Bennett—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 6270) granting 
an increase of pension to John Foley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6271) granting a pension to Catherine Won- 
derly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 6272) granting an increase 
of pension to Zadock McBee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTi, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion can Mary A. Johns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Delia 
White—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the standing committees of the National 
Business League, urging a enlargement of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affai 

Also, resolution of Post E B, Pennsylvania Division, Travelers’ 
Protective Association of America, relative to a 35-foot channel 
for the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the Committee 


| on Rivers and Harbors 


By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Resolution of the standing committees 


| of the National Business League, favoring enlargement of the 


Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Sunday-school editors and publishing societies, 
protesting against increase of postal rates on Sunday-school peri- 
odicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the American Beet Sugar Association, pro- 


testing against the enactment of Senate biJl 21—to the Committee 


on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter of San Luis Obispo County (Cal.) Board of Trade, 
favoring Nacimiento ranch as a site fora military post—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Southwest- 
ern Lumbermen’s Association, urging amendment to Senate bill 
1261—to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the executive commit- 
tee of the Southwestern Lumbermen’s Association, offering an 
amendment to Senate bill 1261—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of John Brown Post, No. 44, Belleville, De- 
partment of Kansas, favoring the passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: Petition of citizens of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
urging amendment to Constitution of United States prohibiting 
oe nel and polygamous marriage—to the Committee on the 

udici 

By Mr. ir. DAYTON: Papers to accompany bill to increase pension 
of Martin Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 


| sion of Henry B. Harries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Jacob Piles—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 2979, to pension Mary E. 
Radcliffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Francis M. Bennet— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accom —— H. R. 2973, granting pension to 
oe Antena mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 940, to pension Oscar M. 
Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the board of trustees of the 
Sanitary District of Chicago, favoring waterway connecting the 
Great Lakes with the Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexico— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the standing committees of the National Busi- 
ness League, favoring enlargement of the Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 
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_ Also, resolution of the New York State Pharmaceutical Asso- 
ciation, favoring reduction of rate on alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, favoring the appointment 


by the President of a permanent nonpartisan tariff commission— | 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, resolution of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Com- | 


merce, asking cooperation of the Federal Government with New 
York State for deep waterways through New York State—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Sunday-school editors and publishing societies, 
protesting against increase of postal rates on Sunday-school peri- 
odicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Board of Trade of La Crosse, 
Wis., favoring the revival of the American over-sea marine by 
legislation—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the board of trustees of 
the Sanitary District of Chicago, favoring a waterway connecting 
the Great Lakes with the Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mex- 
ico—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the standing committees of the National 
Business League, urging enlargement of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Sunday-school editors and publishing societies, 
protesting against increase of postal rates on Sunday-school peri- 
odicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the city of New York, for the reimbursement 
of certain moneys expended in 
civil war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Papers toaccompany bill 


to pension Clara E. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of business men of Varna, IIl., pro- | 


testing against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of business men of Washington, IIl.. protesting 


against the passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the | 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Henry Sauer and 32 other business 
men of Morrison, IIl., against the passage of the parcels+post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUFF: Paper to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension to William Ralston—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolution of the United Presbyterian Synod 


of lowa, favoring the passage of the Hepburn bill relating to | 


liquor traffic—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolution of Baker Post, No. | 


20, Grand Army of the Republic, Goldendale, Department of 
Washington, favoring passage of service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, resolution of Custer Post, No. 6, Department of Washing- | 
ton and Alaska, favoring passage of bill H. R. 90, known as the | 


** service-pension bill ’’—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of J. A. Wood and 205 others, 
favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LANNING: Resolution of the General Synod of the | 


Reformed Church of America, urging an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to prohibit ging the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Papers to accompany concurrent reso- 
lution No. 14—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. PEARRE: Paper to accompany bill to pension David | 


R. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of New York State Pharmaceutical 


Association, favoring reduction of tax on alcohol from $1.10 to 70 | 


cents per proof gallon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
asking national cooperation with New York State for a 21-foot 
canal from the Great Lakes to New York—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the National 
German-American Alliance, against the interstate liquor bill, 
known as the ‘Hepburn bill’’—te the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Paper to accompany bill to 
pension Lester Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SNOOK: ape to accompany bill H. R, 4044, to pen- 
sion William H. Slough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 4045, ting a pension to 
Minnie Gusler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to remove charge of desertion 
from the record of Hezekiah Thompson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of Woodford County, Hl., urging 
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amendment to Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ford County, Ill., urging amend- 
ment to Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on the 

| Judiciary. 
Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, urging amendment to Con- 
| stitution against polygamy—to the Committee on the pier 

Also, ee of merchants of Pontiac, Latham, Heyworth, 

| New Holland, Washburn, Piper City, McLean, and Danvers, IIl., 
| protesting against the passage of parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of [linois: Papers to accompany bill to 
increase pension of Daniel Woodruff—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of William 
A. Cover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension James J. Bennett—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolution of the New York 
| State Pharmaceutical Association, asking for a reduction on al- 
coholic tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 8, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. G. F. DupLEy, of the city of Washington. 

Mr. Murpnry J. Foster, a Senator from the State of Louisiana, 
| appeared in his seat to-day. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
| ceedings, when, on request of Mr. PENROSE, and by unanimous 
| consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal year 


| ended June 30, 1903; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES IN ‘‘ THE OREGON COUNTRY.”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 27th ultimo, a statement of the 
amount of revenue paid in to the General Government in what 
| was originally known as the ‘‘ Oregon Country;’’ which, with the 
accompanying paper, was, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, referred 
| to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered 
to be printed. 





REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Librarian of Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
annual report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua; 
| which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

LAWS OF THE TERRITORY OF ARIZONA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a copy of the acts, resolutions, and memorials of 
the twenty-second legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, 
1903; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

LAWS OF THE* TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
| suant to law, one copy each of the journals of the senate and the 
house of representatives of the Territory of Hawaii for the second 
regular session, 1903, and the extra session of 1903, and the laws 
of the Territory of Hawaii, second and extra session of 1903; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

LAWS OF THE TERRITORY OF NEW MEXICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, one copy each of the journals of the house and 
council of the thirty-fifth legislative assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

LAWS OF PORTO RICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting one 














copy each of the journal of the executive council and the minutes 
of the house of delegates of the first session of the second legis- 
lative assembly of Porto Rico, 1903, together with a copy of the 
acts and resolutions passed at the session of the legislature, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Thomas; of the Christian Endeavor Soci- 
ety of Lebanon; of the congregation of St. Paul’s Episcopal 
Church, of Lebanon; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of North Clarendon; of the congregation of the 
Centenary Methodist Episcopal Church, of Lebanon; of the con- 
gregation of Trinity Church, of Lebanon; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Wrightstown; of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Clarendon; of the congregation of the 
Messiah Reformed Church, of Philadelphia; of sundry citizens of 
Dicksonburg; of the Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary 
Society of Bangor; of the Epworth League of Lebanon; of the 
congregation of the Memorial United Brethren Church, of Leb- 
anon; of the Young People’s Christian Union of New Holland; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Kingston; of the 
congregation of the First Baptist Church of Nanticoke; of the 
New Century Club, of Philadelphia; of the Epworth League of 
Clarendon; of sundry citizens of Mars; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Ulysses, and of the congregations of 
the Methodist Episcopal and United Presbyterian churches of 
Houston, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp Smoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Baker 
Post, No. 20, Department of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Goldendale, Wash., and a petition of Custer 
Post, No. 6, Department of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
@ service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the board of trustees of the 
Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade of Tacoma, Wash., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for a draw- 
back of the duties equa) to the amount of duty paid in cases 
where the manufacturer uses imported raw materials, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the American League of Inde- 
pendent Workmen, of Spokane, Wash., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and also the anti- 
injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He*also presented a petition of the Federation of Woman’s 
Clubs, of Seattle, Wash., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priy- 
ileges and Elections. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Custer Post, No. 44, De- 


partment of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Roches- | 


ter, Minn., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Clerks’ Union of Brainerd, 
Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and 
also the anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of ‘State Council, Junior | 


Order of United American Mechanics, of San Francisco, Cal., 


praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also prcegnies petitions of the Vernon Mission of Los An- 
geles, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Corning, 
and of the congregation of the Christian Church of San Bernar- 
dino, all in the State of California, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 230, American Federation of Labor, of Millville, N. J., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity 
treaty: which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of San Luis, 
Cal., praying for the establishment of the Nacimiento Ranch asa 
wee post; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. , 

He also presented a petition of the Sanitary District of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to construct a water- 
way connecting the Great Lakes at the north with the Missis- 
sippi River and the Gulf of Mexico at the south; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Sunday School Editors and 
Publishers’ Association of the United States, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to increase the postal rates 
on Sunday-school periodicals; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 7, Saw Smiths’ 
National Union, of Newark, N. J., praying for the passage of 
the so-called eight-hour bill and also the anti-injunction bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Somerset 
County, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Pen- 
nington, of the Ladies’ Aid and Home Missionary Society of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Haddonfield, of the Epworth League 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Lumberton, of the congre- 
gation of the New York Avenue Reformed Church of Newark, of 
the Ladies’ Golden Eagle Club of Tuckerton, of the congregation 
of the Baptist Church of Bloomfield, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Succasunna, of the Woman’s Home and 
Foreign Missionary Society of Camden, of sundry citizens of Mont- 
clair, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Little Falls, 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Elmer, 
of the congregation of the St. George’s Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Camden, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Haddonfield, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Bayonne, of the congregation of the First Reformed Church of 
Bayonne, of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Stan- 
hope, of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Little Falls, of the Civic Association of Irvington, of sundry citi- 
zens of Uppee Montclair, of the Woman’s Guild of the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Elizabeth, of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Trenton, of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Atlantic City, of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Rutherford, and of 
the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Ocean Grove, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Advent Christian Church, of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Central Presbyterian Church, of Denver, Colo., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the congregations of 
the Universalist, the Congregational, and the Methodist Episcopal 
churches, all of Winchester, in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of the congregations of 
the Presbyterian and Methodist Episcopal churches of Bayfield, 
Wis., remonstrating against the restoration of the army canteen; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Young Ladies’ Missionary 


| Society of the Presbyterian Church of Appleton, of the Woman's 


Christian Temperance Union of Whitehall, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Packwaukee, and of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of La Crosse, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of Tyler Post, No. 5, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Maryland, of Cumberland, 
Md., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Missionary Society 
of the Second Presbyterian Church of Baltimore, Md., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed agaiust Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Cigar Makers’ 
International Union of America, remonstrating against the ratifi- 
cation of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fort 
Dodge, Iowa, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against the Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fort Dodge, 
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- Towa, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- | the first session of the present maki i 


tion to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Eagle Grove, 
Iowa, praying for the repeal of the bankruptcy law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Senet of the United Presby- 
terian Church of North America, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred tb the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented a memorial of the German Kreiger Verein of | 
Davenport, Iowa, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- | 


lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented petitions of the Synod of the United Presby- 
terian Church of North America of Des Moines; of the congrega- 
tion of the United Presbyterian Church of Goldfield; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Terril; of sundry citi- 
zens of Le Mars, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Algona, all in the State of Iowa, praying for an investi- 


gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a | 


Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac of Sioux City, Iowa, praying for the establishment of a 


national park within the limits and site of Fredericksburg, Va.; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of Custer Post, No. 6, De- 
partment of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of the Federation of Woman's 


Clubs, of Seattle, Wash., and a petition of sundry citizens of | 
Charleston, Wash., praying for an investigation of the charges | 


made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 


Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Philip F. Castleman, | 


of Oregon, praying that he be granted an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON presented petitions of General Bailey Post, No. 
49, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, of 
Girard; of the Long-Bell Lumber Company, of Sedan, and of 
Lew Gove Post, No. 100, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Manhattan, all in the State of Kansas, praying 
for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Perry, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Catholic 
Cathedral of Concordia, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Con- 
cordia, the Baptist Church of Concordia, the Presbyterian Church 
of Concordia, the Christian Church of Concordia, the United 
Brethren Church of Concordia, the Presbyterian Church of Wash- 
ington, the First Baptist Church of Burlingame, of the Missionary 
Society of the Pr ian Church of Chetopa, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Burlingame, of the Woman’s 
Missio Society of Iola, of the congregation of the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Manhattan, of the congregation of the Bap- 


tist Church of Harveyville, of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 


ance Union of Harveyville, of the Travelers’ Club of Kansas 
City, of the Centralia Reading Circle of Centralia, and of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Concordia, all in the 
State of Kansas, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Cigar Makers’ Inter- 
national Union of America, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign ions. 

He also — a petition of Frankford Prohibition Alliance, 
No. 6, of ord, Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed i on. ReEep Smoot, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT IN WASHINGTON CITY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a letter from Gen. John C. 
Black, the commander of the Grand Army of the Republic, ear- 
nestly favoring the enactment of a bill which Lintroduced during 


~ 


DECEMBER 8, 


= : , of om equengt- 
, tion for the erection of a monument in the city of Washington 
| the private soldiers of the Union Army. I desire this letter to 
to the Committee on the Library, and I bespeak for it the ounetal 
consideration of that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be so referred. 


REPORTS OF GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK COMMISSION, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 17) 
to provide for the printing of 8,000 copies of the consolidated re- 
ports of the Gettysburg National Park Commission, 1893 to 1904, 
inclusive, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


i 


INDEX OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Claims I submit a 
| report. It is made in compliance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved July 1, 1902, to enable the Committee on 
| Claims to _—. a record and index of private claims introduced 
| in the Senate during the Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh Congresses; 
and in compliance with the provisions of an act of Congress ap- - 
proved February 25, 1903, to enable the Committee on Claims to 
complete the preparation of a record and index of private claims 
introduced in the Senate during the Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh 
Congresses. In this connection I beg to say just a word. 

In the last Congress an appropriation was made oe for 
| the preparation of an index of all private claims bills introduced 
| in the Senate of the Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh Congresses. 
| Provision was made that the work be done in the recess and that 

the index should be printed. It has been so printed and I have it 
in my hand. It embraces some 19,500 claims, not only those 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims, but to all other 
committees of the Senate, including the Committees on Appro- 

riations, Commerce, District of Columbia, Finance, Foreign Re- 
ations, Indian Affairs, Indian Depredations, Military Affairs, 
Naval Affairs, Patents, Pensions. Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
| Public Lands, Private Land Claims, Education, and others. 
This index, and those which have preceded it, are necessary—in 
fact, almost indispensable—in order to secure the orderly work of 
Senators and committees, as they serve to prevent the passage of 
duplicate bills. 

1 wish to call the attention of the Senate to this work of index- 
ing and the published volumes, and suggest that they may be 
found useful to Senators and their clerks in preparing claims 
bills for introduction. 

The Committee on Claims already has before it, introduced in 
the few days of the called session, over 700 bills, and, judgin 
from the past, this is a mere beginning of the number which wil 
be introduced and referred to that committee. A rather hurried 
examination of this number of bills already introduced develops 
the fact that about 10 per cent of them, or some 75 bills, are 
either for — amounts already provided for and paid 
under earlier legislation or are duplicate and triplicate bills for 
the relief of identical parties seeking adjudication one earent 
of identical amounts. If those desiring passage of relief bills 
would make an examination of the indices already printed, and 
| which are now brought up to the opening of the Fifty-eighth 
| Congress, it would greatly facilitate the work of Senators and 

committees, would prevent much extra printing on the part of the 
Government, and would lessen the burden and pressure on the 
| Claims Committee's files and dockets. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be printed un- 
_ der the rule, 








BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
| on the District of Columbia: 
| A bill (S. 2181) to provide for the abatement of nuisances in 

= prope of tees b issioners of said District, 
and for other purposes (with an accompanying pa) ; 

A bill (S. 2132) authorizing certain extensions ert, made in 
the lines of the City and Suburban Railway of Washington and 
of the Washington Railway and Electric Company in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill oe 2133) to change the name of Madison street to Samson 
street; 

A bill (8. 2134) to connect Euclid place with Erie street. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2135) for the relief of 
the State of New Hampshire; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 











He also introduced a bill (S. 2136) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to May Mosher Chase; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S, 2137) raising the rank 
of Chief Engineer Robert Potts on the retired list of the Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. : ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2138) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Margaret A. Russell, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 2139) for the relief of 
Sarah E. Callahan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (8. 2140) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jane Moore Faircloth; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 2141) granting a pension to Ella Hatfield; 
A bill (S. 2142) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 


Couse; 

A bill (S. 2143) granting an increase of pension to Amelia Stout 
MacIntosh; . 
~ A bill (S. 2144) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth B. 
French; and 

A bill (S. 2145) granting an increase of pension to Jennie Long 
(with accom aying meee). 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 2146) for the relief of 
George Serrell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 2147) to provide for the 
enlargement and improvement of the public building at Fort 
Worth, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2148) to provide for the enlarge- 
ment and improvement of the public building at Tyler, Tex.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2149) to provide for filling 
a vacancy created by the detail of the head of a department or 
corps of the War Department to the General Staff or other duty; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2150) for the relief of Kate 
R. Sharretts and Edward A. Sharretts, administrators of George 
E. W. Sharretts; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2151) for the relief of Richard T. 
Gott, administrator of Thomas N. Gott, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2152) authorizing the President of 
the United States to nominate Lieut. Samuel Lindsey Graham, 
now on the retired list, to be a lieutenant-commander on the re- 
tired list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 2153) to afford protection to 
exhibitors of foreign literary, artistic, or musical works at the 
Louisiana Purchase ition; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2154) to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, to induce the preferable employment of American 
ships, to extend the postal service by mail and naval steamers, 
and to promote intercourse with foreign countries; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 2155) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Dulien (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 2156) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Mathes (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 2157) granting a pension to George W. Miller; 

A bill (8. 2158) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Thomas (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2159) granting an increase of pension to William Com- 
stock (with an accompanying r); 

. A = (S. 2160) granting an increase of pension to William 
unnell; 

A bill (8S. 2161) granting a pension to Herman H. Ahlers; and 

A bill (8. 2162) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Search (with accompanying papers). 
Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the See bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and ref to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs: 
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A bill (S. 2163) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, United 


avy, retired; 

A bill (8. 2164) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades, assistant 
engineer, United States Navy, retired; and 

A bill (S. 2165) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to cede 
certain lands to the city of New York. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2166) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Terry (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2167) granting a pension to Joseph Gardner; 

A bill (S. 2168) granting a pension to Edward Minnie; and 

A bill (S. 2169) granting a pension to Mary Coats. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8.2170) providing for the 
adjustment and payment of the accounts of letter carriers aris- 
ing under the eight-hour law; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2171) for the relief of Laura A. 
Wagner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2172) for establishing further aids 
to navigation in Delaware Bay and River; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills: which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2178) for the relief of Edmund F. Steckel; 

A bill (S. 2174) to correct the military record of L. L. Bedell, 
alias Latero Degroat; 

A bill (S. 2175) to correct the military record of Aaron Luman. 
(with an accompanying paper); 

— bill (S. 2176) to correct the military record of Edward T. 
wis; 

A bill (S. 2177) for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder; and 

A = (S. 2178) to correct the military record of Edward <A. 
Smith. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2179) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Harki- 
son (with accompamying papers) ; 

— (S. 2180) granting an increase of pension to Washington I. 
Cook; 

A bill (S. 2181) granting a pension to Hannah Tomlinson; 

A bill (S. 2182) granting a pension to Amos Horning; 

A bill (S. 2183) granting an increase of pension to David L. Mil- 
ler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2184) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Thomas; 

A bill (S. 2185) granting a pension to Allison F. Kohler; 

A bill (S. 2186) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Moyer; 

A bill (S. 
| A bill (S. 
| Ferguson; 
A bill.(S. 
| Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 2190) granting a pension to William V. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 2191) granting a pension to Deborah E. Green-Childs 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2192) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stackhouse; 

A bill (S. 2193) granting a pension to William Penn Mack; 

A bill (8. 2194) granting an increase of pension to Phoebe Buch; 

A bill (8. 2195) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Foust; 

A bill (8. 2196) granting an increase of pension to John J. Car- 





2187) granting a pension to James D. Gay; 
2188) granting an increase of pension to Eveline V. 


2189) granting an increase of pension to Joseph K. 


berry; 

A bin (S. 2197) granting an increase of pension to Griffis Bach- 
man; and 

A bill (8. 2198) granting a pension to Thomas Irvin (with an 
accom in r). 

Mr. DOLLIVER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2199) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Simon A. Bendon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 
os bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 

ins; 

A bill (S. 2201) granting a pension to Thomas Allen; 

A bill (S. 2202) granting an increase of pension to Hosea 
Knowles; 

> bill (S. 2203) granting an increase of pension to Henry Blake; 
an 
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A bill (S. 2204) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Coryell. 
Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2205) for the relief of the 


legal representatives of John D. Thorne, deceased; which was | 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2206) for the relief of the First 


National Bank of Newton, Mass.; which was read twice by its | 


title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2207) to fix the compensation of 
criers and bailiffs in the United States courts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- | 


sions: 
A bill (S. 2208) granting an increase of pension to Philip T. 
Greely; 


A bill (S. 2209) granting an increase of pension to Carlton M. | 


De Land (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2210) granting a pension to Patrick Dolan; 

A bill (S. 2211) granting a pension to Kate S. Church; 

A bill (S. 2212) granting a pension to Charles N. Wood (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2218) granting an increase of pension to Robert T. 
Goodwin (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (8. 2214) granting a pension to 
Hester Angelina Marshall; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie | 


H. Hoffecker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 2216) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Reed; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2217) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry C. Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on | 


Pensions. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 2218) granting | 


an increase of pension to Amanda B. Tisdel; which was read 

twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2219) authorizing national 

banking associations to make loans on real estate security in cer- 


tain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Finance. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2220) providing for the increase of | 


the circulating notes of national banking associations, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2221) granting a pension to | 
Carlotta E. Hooper; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


A. Kendall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2223) providing a means of acquir- 
ing a title to two groves of Sequoia gigantea, in the State of Cali- 


fornia, with a view to making national parks thereof; which was | 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2224) toauthorize the President to 


appoint Col. Henry Lippincott, United States Army, retired, to | 
‘the grade of brigadier-general, United States Army, on the retired 


list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2225) to provide a depot for the | 


Revenue-Cutter Service; which was re: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2226) to ratify an agree- 
ment with the Indians of the Klamath Indian Reservation, in 
Oregon, and making appropriations to carry the same into effect; 
which was read twice fy its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2227) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Philip F. Castleman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bijl (S. 2228) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion from the military record of George Abbott, alias 
Andrew C. Adams; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2229) to 
amend chapter 4952 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2230) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Lothrop; 


twice by its title, and 
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A bill (S. 2231) granting an increase of pension to Bessie M 
Dickinson; and 
. - bill (S. 2232) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 

olles. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2233) for the 
relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. 
Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (for Mr. HAWLEY) introduced a bill (S. 2234) granting 
an increase of pension to Enea Brenna; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 


| pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 2235) granting a pension to Norris H. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2236) granting an increase of pension to James Reed; 
: A a (S. 2237) granting an increase of pension to Louise Chand- 
er; an 
‘ A bill (S. 2238) granting an increase of pension to William 


trawn. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2239) granting an increass 
| of pension to Theodore E. Chatfield; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2249) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
| Mann (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2241) granting an increase of pension to Sampson T. 
Grove (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2242) granting a pension to Pearson N. Clifford: 

A bill (S. 2243) granting a pension to Henry Mott (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (S. 2244) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Davis (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 2245) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2246) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
Graham (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 2247) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fike; 

A bill (S. 2248) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Sommers; 

A bill (S. 2249) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 





Stanley; 

A bill (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
| Pritchard; 
| A bill (S. 2251) granting an increase of pension to E. W. Ben- 
nett; 

A bill (8. 2252) granting an increase of pension to David Inches; 

A bill (8. 2253) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester C. 
Limbocker (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2254) granting an increase of pension to George O. 
| Wright; 

A - (S. 2255) granting an increase of pension to John I. Small- 
|} wood: 

4 bill (S. 2256) granting an increase of pension to John Spriggs; 
anc 

. 4 bill (S. 2257) granting an increase of pension to J. P. Camp- 

| bell. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 2258) to provide for the im- 

_ provement and enlargement of the Fort Scott, Kans., National 

_ Cemetery, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 

| title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 

| ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

, Commerce: 

A bill (8. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade between ports of 
| the United States and ports or places in the Philippine Archi- 
| pelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, 
and for other purposes (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2260) to remove discriminations against American 
sailing vessels in the coasting trade; 

A bill (S. 2261) to amend section 4607 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (8. 2262) to provide for the removal or destruction of 
derelicts; and 

A bill (8S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels of the 
United States for public purposes. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2264) granting an increase 
of eee to Edward Davidson; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT IN OREGON. 

Mr. FULTON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 

which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to causo a 


ee 














survey be made of Youngs Bs and of that portion of the Columbia River 
Petween ye ype age Ted —e, 
nae? and permanently impro said harbor, and to submit a plan and 
estimate for such improvement. 


COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. PENROSE. Isubmita resolution for reference to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
werd oes, te Commies on Fork Ome sat Sets Wand 
stenographer from time to time as may be necessary to report such hearings 
as may be had by the committee and subcommittees in connecti 
Bt 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to state that this resolution has no 
bearing on the resolution introduced by me to investigate the 
Post-Office De ent, but it is the usual resolution for taking 
testimony and hearings, and particularly applies to a hearing 
which the committee will have next Thursday. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

COLON FIRE CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOAR. I submit a resolution, for which I ask immediate 
consideration. Before the resolution is read, for information, I 
ask leave to say that it relates merely to a private claim and has 
nothing to do with any matter of public interest. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and that he is hereby, requested, if not in 
his opinion incompatible with the public interest, to furnish the Senate with 
copies of all correspondence and papers since March 20, 1902, in regard to the 
public debt of Colombia, or the claims against the Colombian Republic known 
as the “Colon fire claims,” and to the alleged liability of the Republic of 
Panama, in whole or part, for the payment of the same, whether under the 
treaties of 1846 and 1857 between the United States and New Granada (Colom- 
bia) or upon general principles of international law. 


RULES OF COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee.on Pensions be authorized to have printed 
8,000 copies of the rules of the committee governing the introduction and 
consideration of pension bills. 


DISASTERS TO MERCHANT VESSELS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I submit a resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas disasters to documented vessels on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts 
number each year nearly an 

Whereas the values of said vessels and their cargoes aggregate net far 
from $10,000,000; and 

Whereas said disasters imperil the lives of 3,000 cr more persons; and 
Whereas it is alleged that many of these disasters are due to overloading 
or improper loading of ae Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate, t the Secre of Commerce and Labor be, and 
he is hereby, directed to transmit to the te a statement showing the 
losses at sea reported by collectors of customs during the last fiscal year of 
American merchant vessels, sail and steam, over 100 tons gross registry, in 
so far as there may be reason to believe that said losses were ca by over- 
loading or improper loading of cargo. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. +s 

Ls SPOONER. Why will not the Senator strike out the pre- 
amble? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection to striking out the pre- 
amble, but I thought it nae that I should give the reasons why 
Iask for the adoption of the resolution. It is self-explanatory, 
and I see no icular objection to striking out the preamble. 

Mr. SPOO. . The preamble calls upon the Senate to resolve 
as toa pon many statements that they are facts. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam willing to out the preamble. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will accomplish all he desires 
without it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let the preamble by stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to 
amend the resolution. It is amended accordingly by striking out 
the preamble. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

PURE FOOD BILL. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolred, That there he pprtniet for the use of the Senate document room 
1,000 copies of Senate bill No. 198, commonly known as the “ pure food bill.” 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning businessis closed. 
The Chair lays before the Senate House bill 1921, which will be 


The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry intoeffect acon- 
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vention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
signed on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the reso- 
ean introduced by me to investigate the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution submitted by 
= PENROSE on the ist instant, as amended yesterday by the 

nate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania understand that the amendments offered by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] were made a part of his resolution? 

Mr. PENR I donot so understand. The resolution went 
over Mee | a discussion of those amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are simply pending. 
The resolution will be read as amended yesterday by the Senate. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the reso- 
lution, which is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in view of 
the charges of corruption, extravagance, and violations of law in the admin- 
istration of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, is hereby instructed to 
direct the Postmaster-General to send to the committee all papers connected 
with the recent ‘investigation of his Department, and, if necessary, to make 
further inquiry into the.administration of the said Department, and tomake 
report thereon to Congress — SS of said investigation. 

Resolved, That said committee shall have power to send for-persons, books, 
and papers, exantine witnesses under oath, employ a stenographer, and sit, 
by subcommittee or otherwise, during the sessions of the Senate, at such 
times and places as the committee may determine; and the actual and neces- 
sary expenses of said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. What is the pending question, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Oncertain amendments offered 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman}. 

Mr. HALE. I understood that a motion was made to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 

Mr. NELSON. The question now is whether the resolution be 
considered or not. It is open to objection, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair put the request and 
announced that no objection was heard. That brings the resolu- 
tion before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask what is the pending question, because 
I understood it was a motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] moved a reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Did the Senator with- 
draw that motion? 

Mr. NELSON. I withdrew the motion yesterday and intend to 
renew it to-day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Then the pending question is 
on the first amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GoRMAN]. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to refer the resolution and the pending 
amendments to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
The resolution as originally introduced had my entire approval, 
but the amendments radically alter it, and I do not think it ought 
to be dealt with here until there has been an opportunity to bring 
it before the full committee, there to be considered. 

Mr. GORMAN.. Mr. President, I trust the motion made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will not prevail. Some ten days 
ago the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] offered a 
resolution providing for an investigation of the affairs of the 
Post-Office Department. It was broad and sweeping, and in- 
structed the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expendi- 
tures of the Executive Departments to make the examination. The 
Senator from’ Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose}, the chairman of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, moved that the reso- 
lution be referred to that committee. Subsequently the Senator 
from See offered another and different resolution pro- 
viding for this investigation in the discretion of the Post-Office 
Committee, which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, because it pro- 
vided for the employment of clerks and stenographers. It was 
reported back from that committee on yesterday with one amend- 
ment, and in addition I have offered two amendments—one that 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads may, in their dis- 
cretion, make this investigation to a direction, requiring-them to 
make the investigation, and the other that the report should be 





I think we had better see what their in is before we 
committee of Congress to give up its winter in trying to 
{ouver again what has been a thousand times better done Tet 


that has been gathered be spread before the public. I 
ted. 


I favored the resolution as it was first introduced. I sincerely 
hope the Senate will not think of compelling the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads to enter upon such a senseless busi- 
ness as this would be at this time without having had at least an 
es to see for itself what has been done. 

r.N ° 


N. Mr. President, when this resolution was called 
up yesterday I said that when it was up for consideration I in- 
ten to discuss it and state its ob; ble features. I also 


made a motion yesterday torefer the resolution to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, but afterwards withdrew it and 
stated that I would again renew the motion . The junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@z] has kindly relieved me 
of that duty, so that I can now proceed briefly to state the serious 
objections to the resolution in all its parts. 

The resolution consists of two distinct remem The first 
proposition is to call upon the Post-Office Department to furnish 
a report of all the proceedings, documents, and papers in connec- 
tion with the investigation. : 

Now, to my mind, the serious objection to that feature of the 
resolution is that under the circumstances it amounts to aiding 
the defendants in making their defense. In the course of that 
investigation facts have developed from time totime; and, in pur- 
suance of those discoveries, the prosecuting officers of the Gov- 
ernment have been enabled to secure indictments against many 
of the officials who have been guilty of malfeasance and mis- 
feasance in office and some of their outside conspirators. These 
cases are all, with one exception, which has been tried in Ohio, 
still pending in court. To take this evidence now out of the files 
of the Post-Office Department and publish it to the world and 
make it known is simply aiding the defendants and furnishing 
them ammunition to ais their defense. 

A similar attempt was made when the postal frauds were inves- 
tigated in Cuba. An effort on that occasion was made to have 
the Government furnish the result of that investigation to aid 
the guilty culprits in that case to secure evidence with which to 
defend themselves. 

Mr. President, this investigation has brought forth a multitude 
of detailed facts, chiefly from the records and files and books of 
account and correspondence of the Post-Office Department. This 
testimony is now under the control of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. ey ought to have the opportunity to use it in the most 
effective way to carry on the prosecutions against the guilty 
parties. The part. of the report which was published in the As- 
sociated Press the other day was a mere syllabus, a mere epitome 
of the result of the investigation. At this time to have all those 
facts sent to the committee, to have all the developments of that 
investigation laid before the committee, would be in effect to 
make them public oe them in the hands of the attorneys for 
the defendants. We all know how in cases of such prosecutions 
the Government labors under a disadvantage. The defendants 
asarule get the ablest and most efficient attorneys. In many 
cases the culprits or the defendants have the sympathy of their 
neighbors, and it is difficult to procure conviction. 

If we are interested in the public welfare, if the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is interested in purging the public serv- 
ice of fraud and corruption, he ought to be interested in securing 
the conviction of as many of the indicted defendants as possible. 
In view of that fact he ought to be utterly unwilling to furnish 
them with the evidence on file in the Post-Office Department as 
to their guilt so that they can prepare themselves to get around 
the damaging effect of that testimony. 

Mr.CLAY. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to ask 
hima atet ; ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. : 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator whether it is not true 
that the result of the investigation that was made has already 
been published to the country? 

: ~~ NELSON. Only a mere synopsis of it; not the detailed 
acts. 

Mr. CLAY. It has gone to the country; and is it not true that 
if this investigation is made by the Committee on and 
Post-Roads, presumption is that Senators will do their duty, 
and not give out any evidence to the parties indicted? not 
an in zation be made by the committee without furnishing 
the facts to the defendants? 

Mr. NELSON. I do not care what the presumption is. We 
know how secrets of executive sessions and from committees 
come out, and the moment that evidence is sent from the Post- 
Office Department to this Capitol it will be practically under the 
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control of the country. We know that is true in the case of 
executive sessions. 

Mr. PENROSE and Mr. TILLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. NELSON. a I yield to everybody. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to state, for the information of 
the Senator from Minnesota, that, although I do not consider it 
necessary, I do not sup’ there will be any objection to adopt- 
ing the amendment to this resolution suggested by the senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar],expressly providing that 
the investigation shall not interfere with the due administration 
of justice or the detection of offenders. 

Mr. NELSON. That would not help it. It would be mere 


i . 
“~— HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, that was not the 
onImade. Isu thatif the resolution were passed 
the Postmaster-General should be warranted in withholding any 
fact or document the disclosure of which, in his judgment, would 
interfere with the due administration of justice. 

Mr. NELSON. That would be more reasonable and to the 

int. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota, 
who has just made allusion to the Cuban frauds and the benefits 
the defendants received from publicity, how many of those de- 
fendants have been punished? The Cuban investigation was an 
executive investigation, just as this has been, and the rnen who 
stole money down there are walking the streets, parading around 
here and there and everywhere; and you want to do the same 
thing again. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to say to the Senator that some of the 
chief culprits in that case were tried and convicted in the courts; 
and that so far as their being afterwards at liberty is concerned, 
they got their liberty through the pardoning power—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Of another Government. 

Mr. NELSON. And through the laws and acts of the Cuban 
Government. That action in relieving those culprits in that 
manner can not be chargeable to our Government or to the Re- 
publican party. It must be charged up against the Government 
and the officials of Cuba; and the Senator should direct to that 
Government and those authorities his inquiry why they saw fit 
to grant an omnibus pardon in all those cases. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will pardon me again, I donbt 
whether this body has any functions in this Government at all. 
My idea that it has is being obliterated. With the other end of 
the Capitol and the other end of the Avenue pressing upon the 
Senate as they are doing to obliterate us, how much longer will 
it be before we shall be here merely as ‘‘ me toos ”’ to ratify and 
indorse and slavishly submit to this dictation from outside, while 
ignoring our own duties and failing to diseharge our functions as 
Senators? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me at 
this point to make one observation in reply to the Senator from 
South Carolina? I do not wish to take part in this debate, but we 
have one function, and that is to sit as a court for the trial of all 
impeachments; and I submit to the Senate whether it must not 
be a very extreme and unusual case indeed which would warrant 
the Senate in investigating matters that belong to the grand in- 
quest of the country, the House of Representatives, and especially 
in ding that investigation with heated expressions of the 

. t of possible defendants on whom afterwards we are to sit as 
judges? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Minnesota pardon me 
a@ moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. NELSON. ———_. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Imerely wish to read a sentence or two from 
the President’s message which we received yesterday. He says: 

By similar means—that is, a frauds, forgeries, and perjuries, and by 
shameless briberies—the laws relating to the proper conduct of the public 


service in general and to the due administration of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment have notoriously violated. 


Now, when the Executive calls our attention to this condition— 
and only one subdivision of the Post-Office Department has thus 
far been investigated by its own officers; the entire Department 
may be permeated by fraud for all we know—and when we, the 
minority of the Senate, who are no more honest than yon are, ask 
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for the passage of a resolution providing that a committee of the 
Senate shall simply take up this investigation and proceed sys- 
tematically to go through the whole Department, we are met 
with whitewash brushes. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me, speaking for one 
alone, that if there be a condition of things in the Department 
such as was described by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN], it is extremely likely that somebody ought to be impeached, 
and that the investigation belongs wholly to the House of Repre- 
sentatives and not to us. 

- Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will par- 
on me—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt that the Senate may, with pro- 
priety, make certain special investigations with a view of inform- 
ing itself in its legislative capacity as to what amendments of 
existing law are desirable. But where the main object of the in- 
vestigation is to disclose and punish guilt we have no more to do 
with it than a judge who is to sit in a criminal court has to do 
with the investigations of the grand jury. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want tocorrect the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, if he will permit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I made no statement that it would involve an 
officer who was impeachable. The Senator misunderstood me 
if he so understoodme. What Ididsay was that those who have 
been charged with this guilt now make the statement—and I be- 
lieve it from the written evidence that I have seen—that other 
and higher officers than those who have been indicted are in- 
volved in this scandal. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With the kind consent of the Senator from | 
Minnesota, I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts what | 
would be the effect if the House of Representatives should refuse 
to do its duty and should refuse to investigate and to send the evi- 
dence here? Would it be entirely unconstitutional and contrary 
to all orders of decency and dignity and Senatorial courtesy for 
us to lay the facts before the country, and then say to the House 
of Representatives, ‘‘Gentlemen, you can bring articles of im- 

hment for us to try or not?”’ 


Mr. HOAR. I aoaeeee the situation would be the same if a 


grand jury in Massachusetts refused to indict somebody charged 
with an offense. What would be the duty of the judge in the 
remises? 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Minnesota permit me an 
inquiry? 
¢ PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iunderstood the Senator from Minnesota to say 
the people implicated in the postal frauds in Cuba had been re- 
leased by the Cuban Government; but will the Senator from Min- 
nesota tell the Senate whether the men who were charged with 
those frauds were in the employment of the Government of the 
United States or the Government of Cuba? 

Mr. NELSON. I will answer the question by stating to the 
Senator from Texas that while in one sense they were under the 
employment of the Federal Government which we temporarily 
maintained in Cuba, yet, as a matter of fact, they were not prose- 
cuted under Federal laws, but under Cuban laws. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that, but —— : 

Mr. NELSON. They were tried and convicted under the laws 


of Cuba. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand, but at the same time it is true | 
that every man amet wi offenses there was appointed 
to his position by the United States Government; he was responsi- | 
ble to the United States Government for his conduct. He was 

id—— 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think we could have tried them 
here for their acts committed in Cuba, outside of the jurisdiction 
of the United States, in a country which afterwards set up its own 
Government and which was recognized by us? 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Maine had asked me that 

uestion before the Supreme Court of the United States decided | 
that you could ae man ina foreign ee without a jury, I might 
have answered ‘‘ No,’’ but since the decision in that case I take 
it the Federal Government can punish any man anywhere act- 
ing under its authority who offends against its law. 
r. SPOONER. “Its law.” 

Mr. BAILEY. That is exactly what I am trying to ascertain; 
and I asked the question of the Senator from Minnesota more 
from the purpose of information than for the purpose of argu- 
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ment. My understanding is that all of the men charged with this 
dishonest conduct in the Cuban postal service were sent to that 
country by the United States—were appointed to the positions 
they held under the authority of the United States—and I hardly 
think it a sufficient answer to say that having sinned against the 
rules of common honesty while in that en this Govern- 
ment was absolved from its responsibility for their guilt when by 
some means, unknown to me but professed to be known by oth- 
ers with better information, the Cuban Government was induced 
to grantan amnesty tothem. Their offense was committed while 
in the service of the United States, and it was greater for them to 
oppress and steal from a —_ over whom they had been ap- 
pointed without that people’s consent, and while acting under the 
authority and in the name of the United States, than if they had 
remained at home and committed the peculations that seem to 
have characterized the entire postal service of this country. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the bill to carry into effect the Cuban treaty was 


| laid before the Senate by the President of the Senate, and this 


resolution came in afterwards. 

Mr. LODGE. It is up by unanimous consent, 

Mr. CULLOM. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. PENROSE. Unanimous consent has been given, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. CULLOM. What I desire to say is that under the original 
arrangement made between the parties in the Senate the Cuban 
bill was to take the preference over everything else after the 
morning business; and I think I must insist that it shall be taken 
up and adhered to until it is disposed of, unless no one desires to 
talk on it. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] had the 
floor last evening when the Senate adjourned, and I hope he will 
be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say that owing to the interruptions 
I have not had an opportunity to conclude what I desire to say on 
this resolution, but, in view of the request of the Senator from 
lilinois, I will defer my remarks until the resolution again comes 
up for consideration. Then, when I can obtain the floor, I will 
discuss these questions so far as I can. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask whether unanimous con- 
_ has not already been given for the consideration of the reso- 

ution? 

Mr. CULLOM. It was given, but I think one objection—— 

Mr. LODGE: At anytime. 

Mr. CULLOM. At any time will set aside a measure when it 
istemporarily under consideration by unanimous consent. and the 
Senate will be required to resume consideration of the main ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GORMAN. I concur wits the Senator from Dlinois who 
He correctly states the unani- 
But I ask, in view of the importance 
of the pending resolution, that unanimous consent may be given 
that it may be taken up to-morrow in the morning hour, and with 
that understanding that it may go over without being displaced. 

Mr. TELLER. So far as I am personally concerned. I have no 
objection to this debate continuing until 2 o’clock.if the Senate 
can get through with it by that time; but if it can not—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope there will be no delay in the considera- 
tion of the Cuban bill unless no one is ready to talk upon it at 
That was the understanding. Let us adhere to it. 
Mr. TELLER. I believe there are others besides myself who 
on the Cuban bill, if there is an opportunity, 
but I do not desire for myself to interpose any objection to the 
further consideration of the pending resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I renew my request that the resolution go 
over until to-morrow morning without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over 
without prejudice. The regular order is demanded, which is the 


| unfinished business. 


Mr. LODGE. The resolution goes over, taking the motion 


| with it? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Taking the motion with it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Colorado proceeds, I 
should like to know just what the understanding is respecting 
this resolution. Is there any understanding other than that it 
goes over without objection? 

Mr. HALE. _ It goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. It goes to the Calendar? Ve 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It goes back to the Calendar. 


well. 
already on the 








1903. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It back to the Calendar, 
with the motion of the Senator from husetts [Mr. LopGE} 


refer. 
wie TELLER. Mr. President, if that is the proper disposition 
to be made of the pending resolution, I will proceed to discuss the 
Cuban bill. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention 
between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on 
the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I desire before entering into a 
discussion of the merits of the question to call attention to the form 
of the bill. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
yesterday disposed rather summarily of the legal andconstitutional 
questions involved in this case. I do not know why he did so; 
whether it is because we have reached a point in the history of the 
country when legislation clearly a violation of the provisions of the 
Constitution may proceed unchallenged, or because he is of the 
opinion that such legislation is not within the constitutional pro- 
vision that gives to the House of arose the power to 
initiate legislation to raise revenue. hatever may be his reason 
for supposing the legal question is not here involved, I do not 
believe he can thus summarily dispose of this legal proposition. 
At some other time I will touch s the legal question more 
elaborately than I shall attempt to do this morning. 

I merely want to refer to it this morning sufficiently so that 
the opposition to this bill at least can not be charged with having 
admitted what the chairman of the committee asserted, that the 
constitutional question was not in controversy. Whether the 
Senate and the sident can enact laws concerning the revenues 
of this country it seems to me ought not to admit of any contro- 
versy whatever. The Constitution ee to the House 
of Represeritatives the right to originate this kind of legislation, 
and all legislation is given to Congress, and for myself I desire 
to say that I do not believe it can be maintained as a legal propo- 
sition that the President and the Senate may go on, without any au- 
thority from the House of Representatives, and legislate by treaty 
and change and destroy the entire system of revenue raising in 
this country, and subsequently come in and say, ‘*We have entered 
into a treaty, which we made under the Constitution of the 
United States, and therefore it becomes the duty of the House of 
Representatives to acquiesce in it.’’ 

It may be presumed that when the President of the United States 
and the Senate have made a treaty the Senate will concur when a 
movement is made to legalize or approve such treaty by having 
the House of Representatives send to the Senate a bill. Sucha 
bill will be by coercion. It will be said the Administration pre- 
sented the treaty to the Senate and that the Senate has approved 
of it. Under those circumstances the House of Representatives 
would practically be coerced into approval of it, or else put them- 
selves in Opposition to the Executive and the Senate and, in the 
present ae ition, with the political party in control of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment, I will say that what I stated was that the treaty 
itself provided that it should not take effect until approved by 
Congress, and therefore I said that unless it was approved by Con- 
gress it fell. . 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr.CULLOM. Hence it was I said the constitutional question 
involved in that a was not pertinent to the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. at does not remove the objection. Suppose 
the treaty came here with that provision in it—which was not the 
fact in this case; that provision was putin by the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. But suppose a treaty does so come from the 
President of the United States and we affirm it with a provision 
in it that the treaty shall not have effect until Congress shall ap- 
prove it, the methods for securing that approval, which I have 
said are objectionable and contrary to good government, still re- 
main, 

In this case, Mr. President, it seems to me the executive depart- 
ment of the Government asserted its right, if it could secure the 
approval of this body, to ignore the House of Representatives ab- 
solutely on a question of this kind, for the Executive could not 
have had it in mind that there was to be approval by the legis- 
lative de ent of the Government of this treaty. 

Now, I address myself to the American Senate, toa body the 
great majority of which at least are men of legal learning. ny 


of them are men who have spent their lives in the practice of the 

es on y of them vere oer te et benches of the 
e resent. ere n ©: 

trove about = 


of the 


body any con- 
the right, the exclusive right, absolute right, 
ouse of Representatives to initiate every measure touch- 
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ing, creating, reducing, collecting the revenue of this country? 
There ought not to be a question of this kind here, but there is. 

Mr. President, the fathers of the Republic when they came to 
this question of revenue had in mind that the country from which 
they were being separated had in its growth and in its evolution 
and its development found it absolutely necessary to keep the 

wer of creating revenue in the hands of the people. Long be- 

ore this constitutional declaration of ours it had been declared by 
Parliament that the House of Commons, and it alone, could initiate 
taxation of the subjects of Great Britain; that the King could not 
do it. That is what distinguished that Government, although a 
monarchy, from many other governments where the King him- 
self could under certain conditions lay burdens upon the people. 
They said, ‘‘ Only the people of Great Britain themselves can tax 
themselves; ’’ and so our forefathers declared that the House of 
Representatives, representing the people of the United States and 
not the sovereign States (the only body that does represent the 
people of the United States is the House of Representatives), 
should originate every attempt toraise revenue. It was provided 
that it should originate every effort to relieve the people of bur- 
dens of taxation. 

And while the chairman of the committee seemed to indicate 
in his speech yesterday that that has been a controversy in this 
country over this right of the House, I assert that it has not been 
a controverted question for many years. From the early history 
of this Goverment that constitutional provision, plain and ex- 
plicit in terms, has been the governing rule with reference to 
taxation. 

A féw moments since I heard the Senator from South Carolina 
{[Mr. TILLMAN] talk about this body being sheared of its -power. 
Mr. President, it may be that this body will be sheared of some 
of its power, but it will not be done by the House of Representa- 
tives; it will not be by any law, constitutional or statutory. It 
may be sheared of its rightful power when we, in obedience to 
the demand of the Executive, shall abdicate and abandon the pre- 
rogatives that the Constitution gives us, but it never will be done 
in any other way than by the cowardice, subserviency, and obedi- 
ence of this body to the dictation of executive power. The other 
branch of Congress will never do that nor attempt to do it. 

Mr. President, it was said a hundred and fifty years before Con- ° 
gress was created that every Englishman in England sat by his 
representatives in the Commons. I say here to-day, under the 
theory of this Government of ours, every-man in the United 
States who holds citizenship sits by his Representative in the 
House of Representatives and speaks his will through that body; 
and any attempt on the part of the Executive, with this body as- 
sisting or conniving or approving, to take that power out of the 
hands of the people arid to say how the people shall be taxed will 
fail unless the principle on which this Government was founded 
is destroyed. So this constitutional question is here. 

Mr. President, it is as important a question as has been pre- 
sented to us in a generation. Twénty-five years ago no manin 
this body, in my judgment, would have stood up and claimed the 
right of the Executive and this body to create legislation of the 
character included and provided for in the Cuban treaty, for if 
this‘can bedone there is nothing withheld frorfithe Executive and 
the Senate. 

The men who were in these bodies when the civil war closed 
were somewhat inclined, in the emergency presented in the great 
new questions which came before them, to enlarge the powers of 
this body and to enlarge the powers of the Executive. Yet I do 
not believe amongst the great men who were here thirty years ago 
you could have found any approval of the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that this is no longer a question to be discussed 
in the American Senate when the right of the House of Represent- 
atives to initiate revenue laws is assailed. 

Mr. President, I presume some of my associates here will say 
this is a technical question. We are having very many questions 
 aoerys eo nowadays that appear to be technical in character; at 

east they are so called by Senators who want to accomplish cer- 
tain things, which are after all vital and material. This Repub- 
lic, although a government of the people, for the people, and by 
the people, is a government of limited power. 
en the armies of Great Britain were withdrawn from the 
American continent there were thirteen sovereign powers on this 
continent. Every oneof them, from little Rhode Island to Virginia 
with her greater population, was a sovereign in all the attributes 
of sovereignty equal tothe motherland. Whatever Great Britain 
could do as a nation Rhode Island could do. Whatever Great 
Britain could do as a nation Virginia could do. We tried the ex- 
riment of a union of sovereigns, with each one reserving to 
itself the right of absolute sovereign power. We tried it fora 





while, and why did we quitit? Because the fathers of the Republic 
saw that you could not maintain a government of the people, for 
the people, and by the people with thirteen sovereign States acting 
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‘ together in national affairs—affairs in which all had an interest— 
so we formed this Government, a Government with a constitu- 
tion; not an unwritten constitution like that of Great Britain, 
but a written constitution, and every line of it meaning something 
when it was written. 

That Constitution was the law for the government of this body, 
the House of Representatives, the President, and all the people. 
‘* Certain powers were surrendered by the States and given to the 
General Government.’’ They were careful, however, to make 
this a government of the people by providing the House of Repre- 
sentatives as the representative of the people and this body as the 
representative of the States. For that reason this Government 
has two phases—one a government of sovereignties, and one a 
government of the people. They said the people shall speak 
through the House of Representatives on the question that was 
nearest to the people of the world then and is now—the question 
what burden the Government shall put upon the people by way 
of raising revenue by way of taxation. They even wentso far as to 
say that none of the sovereign States could declare war, except the 
people through the House of Representatives, and this body repre- 
senting the States. 

Mr. President, I will not spend any further time on the question 
of the right of the House of Representatives, or the lack of power 
on the part of the Executive and this body to do what the Con- 
stitution has given to the House of Representatives—that is, the 
control of the first steps in the question of raising revenue; or, to 
put it in another way, the question of taxing the people, for there 
is no way by which revenue comes into the Treasury of the 
United States except it may be from the sale of public lands, 
which is not a tax upon the people. Whether it comes by the 
way of duties on imports or from what we call internal taxes, it 
is, after all, the people of the United States who are paying, and 
the fact that the taxes are paid in a way so that they do not feel 
it makes it none the less a tax. 

Mr. President, I hope somebody here who believes in the new 
doctrine of the power of the Executive and the Senate will not 
conclude, as the Senator from Illinois did, that this is not a live 
question here now, and if any Senator feels that that power exists 
in the Executive and in this body I trust he will present some 
arguments here to sustain it. 

I come now to the bill itself, because I do not wish to be too 
lengthy, and that brings me to the history of this controversy. I 
need not go back to the Spanish war. 
within the memory and recollections of everybody here. I will 
commence the discussion of this question with the history of the 
first bill for reciprocal relations with Cuba, which was introduced 
in the House of Representatives at the close of what we have been 
in the habit of calling the a war. On April 18, 1902, there 
was passed by the House of Representatives a bill a copy of which 
I hold inmy hand. That bill passed the House of Representatives 
and came to the Senate of the United States and was referred to 
the Committee on Relations with Cuba, and there it died the 
death of many a bill introduced into this body by the members of 
this body and of some bills that have come to us from the House 
of Representatives. It never received the — of areport from 
the Committee on Relations with Cuba. committee took 
testimony on some questions touching on affairs in Cuba which 
seemed to be connected with this bill, and that was the end of it. 

Mr. President, I want to see, because it will become material 
in this debate, what that bill was. Therefore I call attention to 
it. It passed the House of Representatives on the 18th day of 
April, 1902, and, coming here, on the 19th day of April, 1902, was 
referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. That year 
we adjourned in June some time, I think. At all events the bill 
is still in the Committee on Relations with Cuba. Let me reada 
part of it: 

Proddeet is beteoe oe as soon as may be after the eee ne 
an in dent government in Cuba and the enactment by eet 
of tion, exclusion, and contract-labor laws as fully ctive of im- 
ted States, to enter into negotiations with 

tofa agreement 

in favor < 


upon such ucts and than the rates 

articles when imported into Cuba from the most fa 

Now, I wish to read and call attention to the bill which is before 
the Senate. It also has passed the House of ives, and 
it has come here with the approval of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of this body. ae Oey eee Sree: ae ae 
which I have partially read. This is the present bill: 

U 


That whenever the President of the United States shall receive satisfac- 
fogrorscenen hae he Sapeee et Wie eee ive full effect 


articles of the convention the United States 
of Cuba, signed on the llth day of December, in the year 1902— 


That is the treaty— 


the Republic 


his proclamation that he has re- 
on the tenth da of rati- 


9 thereupon after exchange ti 
tions of such convention between the United States and the Republic of 
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Cabs, ands» long enthe enh ecnvention chal remain in force, all articles of 
merchandise being the product of thesoil or industry of the Republic of Cuba, 
which are now im into the United States free of duty, shall continue 
to be soadmitted freeof duty, and all other articles of merchandise 

roduct of the soil or industry of the Republic of Cuba imported 
Soap aeeaceeabaeiel te te oat eae ‘of the ' nited States approved 
July 24, 1897, or as may be provided by any tariff law of the United States 
subsequently enacted. 

Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact, because I think it becomes very material before we get 
through this discussion, that the bill of the last Congress provided 
that in order to have the benefit of the reciprocal reduction of 
duties there should be enacted —— Government of Cuba immi- 
gration exclusion and contract labor laws as fully restrictive of 
immigration as the laws of the United States, and that was acon- 
dition ere to their receiving any benefits under the bill. 

Mr. President, that is not in this bill. Why is it not in the bill? 
It is well known that there is a very large interest in Cuba held 
by people of the United States. I will venture to say here (and 
if anyone chooses to challenge it I believe I shall be able to make 
good my assertion) that three-quarters of all the sugar lands 
and the tobacco lands in Cuba—t mean those now being used for 
the raising of sugar and tobacco—are held either by citizens of the 
United States who reside in the United States, or citizens of 
the United States who reside in Cuba. In addition to that there 
is a very large amount of land held by people living in France, 
England, and Spain. 

That provision of the bill of the last Congress is exceedingly 
objectionable to the citizens of the United States who own plan- 
tations in the island, whether they live there or whether they live 
here, because they claim the right, as they do now in the Philip- 
pine Islands, to raise sugar or anything else with just such labor 
as they choose to employ, without any legal restriction. The de- 
mand has been made upon the Government of Cuba that they 
shall not restrict the class of immigration that shall come into the 
country, and they have not done so. As it stands to-day Cuba 
may import Chinamen or Japanese or any other Asiatic servile 
labor that they see fit in any numbers they may wish. 

Mr. President, if there was no other objection to the pending 
bill, I should have this objection to it, that it is a proposition to 
put the laboring people of the United States into actual competi- 
tion with the already 20,000 Chinamen in theisland of Cuba, with 
as many more as they can induce to come, who will for a mere 
pittance perform the labor of raising sugar on that island, and 
thus place them in competition with the men who are making 
— in Louisiana and Texas, and sugar from beets in the great 

est. 

I do not intend toextend my remarks upon that subject, except 
to say that it is our policy here, and it has been for many years, 
by positive enactment to exclude Chinese and all other contract 
labor from coming into this country to enter into competition 
with American labor. It is true that we do not have control 
over the legislative department of Cuba, but when we say to 
Cuba, ‘‘ We are going to make _ a concession,’’ we have a right 
to say it shall be made upon the theory that the men who raise 
sugar to come in competition with the freemen of our country shall 
also be freemen and not serfs. 

We have a law in the United States under which, if I should go 
to Great Britain or any other country and hire the wisest and 
best of their laborers to come here, I can not land them if they 
come here to perform labor in this country under a contract. 
The Government authorities recently excluded on the Pacific 
coast two men who were of high standing in their line of busi- 
ness—not colored men, not Chinese, but Anglo-Saxon men—be- 
cause of the fact that they had been told, ‘ ou come to the 
United States we will hire you at such and s figures; ”’ that 
was, in fact, making a contract for their labor. 

Does anyone believe that when Cuba attempts to loit her 
sugar lands, as she will, it will be done with Cuban labor or 
Spanish labor? I do not know how many immigrants they have 
brought into the country since the departure of the American 
army from there, but I s man ds. In 1902 it was 
said that already 60,000 laborers come from Europe, mainly 
from Spain. Last year 9,000 came, and almost 8,000, I think , were 
Spaniards. aon iat have all come under contract. I do not 
know that they did. Will some one tell me why, if it was proper 
re 1902 a provision of that kind, why it is not 
in no 


Mr. President, it may be said that we have the right to amend 
this bill. I have no doubt of our legal right so to do, although I 
know that in a debate which we had here some time since that 
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taking this bill, which is to put the treaty 
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power to pass such a bill as the judgment of this body 
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approves. We have the _— to say under what conditions this 
aty may become operative. : 
* a sor unedl believe that our power over this bill is a nega- 
tive power. I do not think we have to take the bill as it is, and 
if we have not to take the bill as it is we have not to take the 
treaty as it is. Wecan amend the bill and create conditions in 
Cuba entirely different from what they are now by saying to 
Cuba, “The treaty can not be put into operation until it is a 
roved by Congress, and it is approved by Congress on the fol- 
Sowing conditions: You shall enact a labor law that will be just 
to the United States. You shall not attempt to raise — in 
Cuba with cheap Chinese labor and put that sugar in the United 
States markets to compete with the sugar that is raised by the 
American laborers.” 

Mr. President, I know we shall not do it. We may try, but as 
I said once before I repeat, the edict has gone out that no amend- 
ment must be made; the treaty must be approved as it is now and 
not as the sentiment of the Senate is that it ought to be. 

Mr. President, I wish now to ~ something about what benefit 
will accrue to the American —_ by the of this bill. 
That is a ent question to whenever a bill is before this 
body. t benefit will it be, do you im e? What evil will 
it avoid or what benefit will it confer? + will it confer, not 
upon the people of Cuba, not upon ae else, but what benefit 
will it confer upon the people of the United States? 

It seems to me that the inquiry now is not what benefit will 
arise from its passage, but whether any interests will be injured 
by the passage of this bill. The President of the United States 
tells us on repeated occasions that no American interests will 
suffer by the of the bill. Mr. President, I challenge that. 
The President of the United States has a right to his opinion on 
that subject. I have the right tomy opinion. I am here not to 
take his word for it, but to act upon my judgment. I believe it 
will injure, and seriously injure, the interests of a great number 
of people in the United States, and that no benefit whatever can 
come to the people of the United States by ne The ad- 
vocates of the bill do not pretend that there will be any benefit to 
the consumer of sugar. , 

I saw recently in a newspaper the statement that the bill was 
intended to make cheaper the sugar used by the American con- 
sumer. Of all connected with the bill, from the President, who 
has sent repeated messages to us concerning the bill, to anyone 
who has advocated it on this floor, no one has suggested that the 
American public would be benefited by its a Se he 
would get cheaper —_ On the con , it has repeated 
over and over again that the chief merit of the bill is that it will 
benefit the Cuban. He is the man who is to be benefited, as he 
is to be relieved from 20 per cent of tariff he now pays. 

Mr. President, I know it is a question whether it will be the 
Cuban or somebody else who get the benefit of the reduc- 
tion of duty. I have said before, and I re , that in my judg- 
ment the great power which has been back of this sort of legis- 
lation for more than two years, known as the sugar trust or 
the sugar combination, having its headquarters in the city of 
New York, is after all the party to be benefited more extensively 
by the bill than anybody else. Everyone here must admit that 
it is not intended to benefit the citizens of the United States, giv- 
ing them cheaper sugar, but to benefit Cuba. Two years ago we 
had from every portion of the country ad nauseam the claim that 
as an act of humanity we must do something for Cuba; that we 
must make some commercial relation with Cuba different from 
what we were having with any other nation in the world, and 
then it was said, and repeated, not only from public lips and those 
holding official position, but in all the great press of the country, 
that the American honor was concerned. That our honor de- 
manded this kind of legislation. 

Mr. President, I followed carefully the chairman of the com- 
mittee yesterday. I have gone over his speech a couple of times 
this morning. I looked in vain for any declaration on his part 
that the American honor was to be sati or maintained by the 
pa of this bill. He did not even suggest our honor was con- 
cerned. The claim that our honor wasconcerned was good enough 
for the country, it was good enough for the papers, it was good 
enough for the populace at large, but the Senator is too wise to 
make that claim in the American Senate. He knows, as I know, 
and as everyone else knows here, that it is not a question of 
American honor; that our honor is in no wise involved. 

We have been told again and again in the public press that we 

ea ise which we must make good. There has been an 
undefined, uncertain pretense that the late Executive, whose loss 
we all mourn, made come eee to Cuba that there should be 
some legislation of this 

Mr. President, I challenge every man who is going to vote for 

; I challenge e 


this bill; I connected with it, from the Execu- 
tive down, to show a e word uttered by President McKinley 
which will sustain that ., It is true he said that while our 
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armies were still in Cuba we ought to have special and close po- 
litical and commercial relations with Cuba, but there he stopped. 

It is said that this is a reciprocal arrangement in line with Mr. 
McKinley’s repeated declaration of the value and necessity of ss 
reciprocal treaties with the nations of the world. I challenge 
anyone here to show that he ever proposed a reciprocity treaty or 
reciprocity legislation except upon the plan that we would agree 
with the nations of the world with which we do business that we 
would let into this country the things that they created and we 
did not create, and he said again and again in so many words, 
“who produce the things that we do not produce.’’ I have not 
myself been able, and I do not believe anyone else will be able, 
to find a line or a word of his which would indicate that he pro- 
posed by reciprocal treaties to put the American people in com- 
petition with the men who were producing exactly the same thing 
that they produced, and that, too, under conditions much more 
favorable t we can tne them here. 

Mr. President, strip this proposition of all pretense that Cuba 
needs this help; look at it just asitis. What is the proposition 
in this bill? Isubmit it now to the men who profess at least to 
still maintain their ideas that the protective system was a valu- 
able system and should be maintained especially to foster and 
stimulate the infant industries of this comitry. Is this consistent 
with the protection idea? 

We have an infant industry called “‘ beet sugar.’’ If there is 

any industry in the United States now which can be called an 
“*infantindustry’’ thatisit. All the other industries have grown 
hoary headed and have had protection for a great many years, 
and they have had it to the utmost limit. They have had it as 
high as they demanded or wished for. The men who have been 
manufacturing in this country have made the tariffs of the 
country, and they made them to protect their interests and not 
the general interests of the public. 
What is this proposition? Weare making sugar in the United 
States. We have made for a good many years some sugar. All 
at once we found that there was a method of making sugar from 
beets. We found that this country was particularly and specially 
adapted to the beet culture; that at least a portion of the country 
was much more favorable to the growth of beets than the coun- 
tries of Europe, where the beet industry first grew up. The beet 
industry has increased the consumption of sugar. I think it is 
safe to say that since the beet industry came into existence there 
have been in the consumption of the world ten pounds of sugar per 
capita where there had been one before, and to-day two-thirds of 
the sugar consumed by mankind is the product of beets. 

Mr. President, we have had in the West what is known as the 
arid region and the semiarid region. It is immensein area. It 
has not much population. It has the greatest possibilities and the 
greatest probabilities of any section of the American continent. 

I know something of the arid West. I went there when it was 
a desert. I went there when every pound that we consumed came 
aon teams and mule teams from the Missouri River, 650 miles. 

at arid region to-day in the State of Colorado will make 100,000 
tons of sugar and will pay to the laborers of that State more than 
$5,000,000 in the raising of beets and making the sugar. 

I picked up the other day one of the great magazines of this 
country, and I found an article by a man not unknown to the 
reading public who spuke of the beet-sugar industry as “‘ that in- 
iquitous beet-sugar scheme.’’ It would seem that the adminis- 
tration of public affairs and the Republican party as a party here 
have become infected with the idea that the raising of sugar beets 
and the making of sugar for the American consumer is a disre- 
spectful and disgraceful industry or iniquitous scheme. Thisis 
the first time in more than twenty-five years that I have been 
here at the national capital that an attempt has been made by 
legislation to destroy a great industry that promises to do more 
for this country than any other single industry, unless it may be 
the manufacture of textiles and of iron and steel. 

What, then, is this proposition? What do you propose to the 
beet-sugar men of Michigan, of Nevada, of Montana, of Nebraska, 
of Kansas, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and Colorado? You say 
to them, “We will give to the Cuban one-fifth of the duty upon 
sugar. We will to that extent encourage him to bring his sugar 
here and sell it in competition with you. We will give him six 
to eight million dollars to enable him to produce sugar at a price 
that will enable him to compete with you.”’ 

It is the first time in the history of the world where any nation 
undertook to pay a bounty to the competitors of its own pecple 
for the production of anyarticle. You can not disguise it. You 
can not deceive the American people. They will know some day 
if they do not to-day what you have done and what you intend to 
do, because every man is presumed to intend the logical results 
of his act. You intend to oon the American people from 
creating an industry that will provide all the sugar they need by 
putting them in competition with Cuba, where sugar can be 
raised and put on shipboard free for at least a dollar and thirty 






































































































spy Bk Pa Ie ae 









AQ 





= gee atic na---i giannis eaehianrentacamaiel 


cents a hundred, and I can prove, if it becomes necessary so to do, 
that it has been done and with a profit. 

One of the newspapers of the city of Habana within the last 
three months declared that all they wanted was 1 cent and 
four-tenths of a cent to raise sugar and raise it with a profit, and 
yet you fill every department of this Government with men who 
write what they the statistics of this country and make the 
declaration that os can not raise sugar down there for less than 
2centsa pound. The officials of this Government have uttered 
the false declaration again and again, and put it in print, that 
Cuba lost last year $6,000,000 on her sugar crop. This year she 
doubled very nearly the crop of last year. 

Do I need to spend any time to convince you or to convince the 
American people that that is a pretense? It is a part of the pre- 
tense with which the bill of the last Congress was ushered into 
the other House and brought into the Senate. It was upon the 
pretense that Cuba was in distress; that Cuba, having just 
emerged from a great war, in which they had performed but very 
little part and we a great deal, appealed to us that while we had 
given them, as they said, political liberty, we must now give 
them commercial liberty. 

Mr. President, I have said once before in the Senate, and I re- 
peat it now, there has never been in the history of this country 
any legislation pe that has had such great powers back of 
it as this. It had the eighty-odd million dollars of sugar 
lands held by American citizens in Cuba, according to the Cuban 
Club declaration which they made here two years ago: It has 
had the great sugar trust, with its $100,000,000 capital, that con- 
trols absolutely to-day the price of sugar in the United States; 
and, if we can trust the public press, they are making every year 
a _— on their $100,000,000 of at least 15 or 20 per cent. 

t has had all those, Mr. President. They were not enough. 
There was another element of strength. The advocates of this 
measure could appeal to the kindness and the charity of the 
American people, and aor They filled the public press with 
the claims of poverty in Cuba. They assailed practically every- 
body here with telegrams from Cuba and telegrams from New 
York: ‘ Industrial destruction in Cuba; unless you come to our 
immediate relief there will be revolution in Cuba.”’ 

Witnesses went before the House committee and swore with 
their hands uplifted that unless there was a remission of duty 
upon sugar there would be political convulsions in Cuba, and be- 
fore they went off the stand admitted that they were paying a 
price for labor equal or greater than that paid in many sections 
of the United States, and that they could not get labor to do the 
necessary work, to raise the sugar that they wanted to raise and 
to harvest what they had raised. They said to us again and again 
through the press, ‘‘ We shall not be able to grind our cane. We 
are too poor.”’ This was in the fall, when the ding began. 
eed week and every day we were bombarded, I may say, with 

t cry. 

Now, Mr. President, I propose for a few minutes to show how 
absolutely worthless that cry was. . I propose to show that there 
was inaugurated down in Cuba a scheme to deceive the American 
people on this question, because the authors of it knew that the 
could not rely upon the merits of their case to pass the bill throug 
the American Congress. 

In 1901 we were in command of Cuba. We had a general of 
the Army down there. He was supreme. I do not know whether 
he himself originated the scheme or whether he was the victim of 
property holders—of men who had gone down to Cuba and bought 
cheap lands and wanted to exploit them and get the Government 
of the United States to e some concessions to Cuba that 
would enco e the people of the United States to go there and 
raise sugar, and thus increase their land values. But I am going 
to make this charge, that this movement was ina ted by 
General Wood, the military governor of Cuba; that the demand 
that came from Cuba did not come from the people of that island, 
but came from the American le who were down there and 
who could influence General , and did influence him; and 
General Wood may be said to be the author of this legislation, in 
which he has been very steadily supported by the Chief Execu- 
tive to a degree that I have never known any other measure sup- 
ported since I have been in public life. 

Mr. President, I mean to exonerate the President from any 
knowledge of the conditions in Cuba; but I will not exonerate 
General Wood. He was there; he knew what the conditions in 
Cuba were, as every man did who went there, and he knew when 
telegrams came to us stating that labor was out of employment 
that that was not true in any part of the island of Cuba, but, on 
the contrary, that labor in island had never been so well paid 
in its history as it was at the time that he commenced this cam- 
paign, and that there was employment for all Cuban labor. 

For fear I shall ae it I want to say that the general in com- 
mand—General Wood, the military governor—not only attempted 
to stimulate and urge the Cubans to demand this, but he did what 
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I think no other officer ever did in the history of this country. I 
venture to say that every Senator on this floor received a letter 
from General Wood as to the necessity of this kind of legislation. 
I know that I did. Out of regard for General Wood and be 
sition, this is the first time I have ever mentioned it to anybody. 
A more indefensible thing for an army officer to do could not be 
conceived of. I venture to say that under ordinary conditions 
ony eee who would have written such a letter would have been 
cashiered. 
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Now, I make this charge, that in 1901—commencing in Septem- 


ber, my record shows—I do not know that I shall be able to 

back of that—General Wood began to send out letters and tele- 
grams to the alcaldes of the different towns all over Cuba, urging 
them to take steps to demand of us concessions of this character. 


I am going to read some of the proceedings on the of com- 


munitiesdownthere. I have none of the General’s telegrams, but 
I have the proceedings of the various municipalities in Cuba. I 
may not begin with the best, but I am going to begin at the be- 
ginning of a eee, following it through. 


Mr. SPOO From what is the Senator going to read? 

Mr. TELLER. Iam going to read from the publication of the 
roceedings of the different towns of Cuba, commencing Septem- 

r 30,1901. Thatis the first one I have, I believe, although I 


can not state positively; but every one of them is on file in the 
War Department. I have been so informed, although I have 
never myself examined. It is evident there is no question about 
this being genuine. 


Mr. SPOONER. I only made the inquiry of the Senator from 


Colorado so that I might be able to obtain the book. 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator will not be able to get many cop- 


ies of it. 


Mr. SPOONER. I will borrow the one the Senator has. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator can borrow this at any time. I 


had to borrow it myself. This book was very promptly sup- 
pressed—I do not say by the War Department—but it was 
promptly suppressed after it got into circulation. I know of no 
other copy except this one, but I know there were a good many 
of them at one time. I have in this publication, I suppose, a 
hundred of these proceedings. . Some of them refer to General 
Wood and some do not. Now I desire to read. 


SIGNAL CORPS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Santa Cruz Del Sur, October 1, 1901. 


PRESIDENT OF THE ASSOCIATION OF 
MERC 


HANTS AND BusINEss MEN, 
Habana. 


I will say that organization sent out letters to the towns, asking 


them to participate in getting up petitionsand bombarding us for 
this relief. 


Under this date I advise Colonel Scott, adjutant-general to the military 


governor, as follows— 


This is a report made to this association— 


Municipal council having met last night at an extraordinary session, your 
telegram of September 28— 


That is, Adjutant-General Scott’s telegram— 


referring to the amendmentsto the tariff of the United States relative to the 
products of this island, tobacco and sugar, was read, and it was resolved that 
this council concurs in a ee in the well-known views of the Association 
of Merchants and Business Men and of the Association of Agriculturists of 
the island resi at the capital in to the matter under considera- 
tion. The council would be under obligations if the statements of the repre- 
sentatives of said economic associations were taken into consideration. And 
this I communicate to you in accordance with the resolution mentioned. 

What I have read is what they sent to Adjutant-General Scott. 
And he communicated also with the association of Habana. Be- 
fore I get through I will show that their proposition was very dif- 
ferent from 20 per cent. They did not intend to rest with 20 per 
cent, but they wanted free trade, and if they could not get that 
they wanted at least 50 per cent reduction. 

MUNICIPALITY OF GUIA DE MELENA, October 2, 1901. 
PRESIDENT OF THE SOCIETY OF 
MERCHANTS AND BusINESS MEN OF THE ISLAND OF CUBA, 
Habana: 

In view of your esteemed communication of September last, I have the 
honor to advise you that at an extraordinary meeting of the municipal coun- 
cil, of which I have the honor to be president and which has been called for 
the purpose, it was resolved unanimously to first congratulate the military 

overnor for his work and efforts with the Government of the United States 
secure a reduction of the duty on sugar, tobacco, and other Cuban prod- 
ucts; to urge him at the same time not to falter in his efforts until he shall se- 
cure the reduction sought, this being the sole means of saving the difficult 
economic situation of the country,and suggesting to him also, in view of your 
esteemed communication, that the most acceptable measure, in the culties 
of this corporation, which the Government of the United States could adopt 
to protect those products is that pro by the General Society of Mer- 
chants and Business Men of theIsland. It also resolved toadvise you thatas 
it fully concurs with the memorial which is being addressed to the President 
of the United States by the society whose worthy president you are, and in 
the reasons which you adduce in support of = it is pleased to no- 
tify you in the most expressive manner that council joins you in the 


n. 

"7 take pleasure in communica’ this to you and in advising you at the 
same time that the merchants, ness men, and the people in general, who 
met in large numbers in the council rooms, resolved to take part in the dem- 
onstration of your society in honor of General Wood and to appoint a 


Ranches, and Joaquin Hedess, presided by the undersigned, to represent | either direct or indirect knowledge: 
That is addressed to the municipal president of the General So- ae oe eee 


ciety of Merchants and igo we : 
the milita overnor for his wor particular. 

aN “f ought to read, so that we may have it with 

rs, what their original 

re 


Now 


rhaps 
these abe 


have been sent out by the me 


agreed to this: 


First. That all molasses and crude su 
Dutch standard, be admitted into the 


any tariff duties. 


that Republic, pay $1 per pound— 


commission composed of Messrs. Enrique Odrioxola, Astenio Rodriquez, José 


d. That of the tobacco produced in Cuba classified in paragraph No. 
213 of the United States tariff, wrappers shall, upon their importation into 
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larly of which the military governor himself seems to have had 





This is addressed to the president of the Society of Merchants. 
After reciting what has been going on in the meeting, it says: 

At the same time, and in reply to a communication of the 27th of last 
month from the military governor, in which the latter uests a true and 
direct expression of the wishes of the people of this island as to the amend- 
ment of the tariff laws in the United States in relation to our products, sugar 
and to , this municipal council resolved, at the same meeting and in 
the presence of a nope number of residents of this place who took the mat- 
ter under consideration, to make the following reply. 

Then they make a reply which is at some length, practically 
asking for what the others had asked for. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, is there in that 
communication any statement as to the industrial condition in 


en. They wish to congratu- 
es was. This seems to 
ts’ society, and all of them 


produced in Cuba, up to No. 16 
nited States absolutely free from 





I think they pay $4 now— 
ified and unstri fillers shall 20 cents pe? pound. 
one . That cigars, wok and Snenaieeed all kinds decehatevdl in 
Cuba and specified in paragraph 217 shall pay $2.50 per pound, and that the 
ad valorem duty of 25 per cent which they Pay at present shall be abolished. 

Fourth. That alcohols, spirits, and rum, direct products of sugar cane, and 
sweets manufactured with fruits of Cuba and of the products of industries 
of this island, shall be granted a reduction of 40 per cent in the respective 
paragraphs of tariffs in the United States— 

This is a very modest demand— 

Fifth. That no internal tax shall be levied in the United States on tobacco 
of any produced in Cuba which would nullify the reductions asked for 
above. 

It was also resolved that this approval be duly communicated in writing 
to the president of the said Society of Merchants and Business Men for their 
action. And in compliance with this, and by orders of the aicalde, and with 
25 CREST, I sign the present, certified at Jaguey Grande on October 2, 


Tomas Tro. 

(Countersigned: The municipal alcalde, J. A. Rodriguez.) 

That shows you what they wanted, and if you take the pains to 
go through this book you will find it run along in that line all 
the way through. 

REMEDI08, October 3, 1901. 
FrRANcIscO GAMBA, President of the Society of Merchants, Habana: 

The merchants, business men, landowners, and people of Remedios, at an 
enthusiastic demonstration just being held, ask the alcalde and the members 
of the council to express to the military gowernor their unanimous support 
of the aims of the society of which you are president in relation to the re- 
duction of the duties on sugar, tobacco, and other products depending there- 
from, as well as to congratulate you upon your noble stand favor of the 
interests of this island. 


I take it that congratulation is intended for the military gov- 
ernor. Hereis another. It is not dated at all, but it is addressed 


Antonio L, Gavilan, secretary of the municipality of Caibarien, certifies: 

That at an extraordinary session held by the council on October 3, 1901, 
the following was conside and the resolution given below was adopted: 

The president called attention to the fact that the difficult economic con- 
dition in which the country finds itself owing to the paralyzation to which 
its two principal sources of riches—tobacco and sugar—are subjected had 
aroused public opinion into requesting from the Government of the United 
States the means of salvation from the misfortunes threatening us, and that 
everyone who knows of the efforts which are being made by various com- 
mercial and agricultural bodies of the island to achieve that end. 

That the honorable military governer has taken the initiative in this im- 

rtant matter with the —_ zeal, energy, and efficiency by working for 

t, not only in Cuba, but also with the Government of the United States. 


I can testify thet that is true, so far, at least, as the letter he 
wrote to me, which I have already mentioned, is concerned. 

Then they practically ask the same ie 

Now, I am not ang to read all these. This is to the military 
governor of Cuba, at Habana, in which they make a report: 


In consequence the council, by a unanimous vote, resolved to give its sup- 
port to the memorial for the reduction of the tariff presented by the eco- 
nomic bodies of Cuba as the sole means of avoiding the most abject misery 
=e re this country will unquestionably fall unless such reforms are 

oO at once. 

This corporation hopes that the decided andefficient action of the military 
governor of the island will contribute powerfully to the granting of these 
reforms, and for this spewpens Irespectfully beg for your cooperation in the 
efforts to normalize the conditions of the country and to assure the economic 
life of Cuba, to the glory of the great Republic of North America. 


That is from the alcalde of the town. As that is addressed to 
the military governor I have no doubt he promptly responded 
that he would do all he could. 

Mr. President, this may seem tedious to some, but I think we 
ought to get at the genesis of this whole proceeding if we can. 

he next resolution to which I care to call attention is one 
passed at a meeting held at Sagua la Grande on October 3, 1901: 

The alcalde said that he would at once telegraph to the military governor 
advising him of the petition of the people here and of the representatives 
from the district for the prompt adoption of ample commercial privileges 
which would save this island from imminent ruin. 

_ Then, again, at another place the same day another communica- 
tion was sent to advise the governor of the same condition. 

I find here that at one of the meetings the governor was au- 
thorized to telegraph to General Wood about their meeting. I 
find that in several instances; but I am not going to try to read 
them—it takes too much time. I will read those more particu- 


ba? 
Mr. TELLER. There is occasionally a vague reference like the 


one I read a moment ago as to what would happen if they did not 
get a reduction of the tariff on their imports into the United 
States. I do not find anywhere that anybody claims that there 
was any great distress. They did say that if we did not grant 
them something there would be distress. The same thing was 
said also by those gentlemen who came before the committees of 
the House and Senate—that at that time there was not any great 
distress, but would be if they had to pay duties on sugar. 


Here is a communication that is dated October 3, signed by 
Miguel A. Garcia. This is a report: 

Kigeal A. Garcia y del Castillo, secretary of the municipality of Alquizar, 
certifies: 

That in the book of minutes of this municipality, in the part correspond- 
ing to the — which was held yesterday, there is among others the fol- 

owing entry: 

“The president stated that the principal object of this session is to call 
attention to the invitations which it received from the governor-general 
and from Sp retin of the General Society of Merchants and Business 
Men of the Island of Cuba, for the consideration and support of the munici- 
pality of the economic movement started at the capital, the object being to 
secure for the Government of the United States the immediate reduction of 
the tariff duties paid in that country by sugar, tobacco, and other products 
of Cuba. The said communication having been read, the matter was dis- 
cussed at length, and all persons present being convinced of the advantages 
which would accrue to the coun and especially to this locality, so largely 
a tobacco-growing one, if the objects of the petition were secured, it was 
unanimously resolved: 

* First. To give the fullest euppest to the petition which is being addressed 
to the President of the United tes by the present Society of Merchants 
and Industrials of the Island of Cuba in favor of various products of this island 
to secure oT. entry for them into American ports. 

“Second. To transmit this resolution to the military governor of the 
islands, to the civil governor of the province, and to the president of the 
General Society of Merchants and Business Men of the Island of Cuba.” 


Then I have another, where they simply sent the resolution 
which had been adopted by the municipality. They sent a sim- 
ple resolution to the military governor. There are other cases of 
that kind, but I shall not read them. 

I ought to say that occasionally some of these proceedings laid 
great stress upon the advantage it would be to us to make these 
arrangements, as well as to them, but as a general thing they seem 
to have had their own benefit in view. 

Now, I have from the municipality of Managua, dated October 
8, 1901—not reading all of it because it is too lengthy: 

The corporation took under consideration also a communication from the 
general headquarters of the division of Cuba. In it it is stated that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is ready to do something in favor of our prin- 
cipal products—tobacco and sugar—and the writer asks for an opinion of this 
municipality on such an important matter. It was resolved to reply to the 
authorities that the municipality of Managua supports energetically and en- 


thusiastically every step which would tend to relieve it from the terrible 
economic crisis through which we are passing. 


That is about the way they put it. 

That the people of Managua hope that the Administration of the United 
States will not allow them to die of hunger since the country is under its 
temporary protection, and that this municipality notes with great pleasure 
that the representative of the Government in this island, ffajor General 
Wood, is See an interest in the Cubans asa loyal friend. It was also 
decided to advise said General Wood of the passage of the above resolutions. 

That is the most severe of anything I think I have found as to 
their distress, where they say that they hope we will not allow 
them to die of hunger, etc. 

I have heard a good deal about promises made. I have tried 
for more than two years to find where they were made and who 
made them, but that is the nearest to any promise that I havé 
been able to find that anybody holding any position in the United 
States has made. So I assume that if there has been a promise 
made by anybody it has been made by General Wood. When 
General Wood shows authority for that promise I may possibly 
feel it incumbent upon me to attempt to carry it out; but the 
undefined and voluntary promise, the unauthorized promise of 
General Wood, certainly can not count anything in the affairs of 
this great nation. Neither would a promise by the President. 
Congress is the only body which can make a promise of that kind. 

Here is another: 


At Cabanas, on the 3d day of the month of October, 1901, the council hav- 
ing met at the office of the municipality to hold an extraordinary session to 











































presiding alcalde opened the meet by having the secretary read an offi- 
a se from the adjutant-general, Mr. Scott, a translation of which reads 
as follows: 

“For the purpose of securing a direct expression of the wishes of the peo- 
ple of this flend in regard toamendments to the United States laws or 
tariffs on our princi roducts—tobacco and sugar—the military governor 
earnestly requests that the matter be carefully considered at the next meet- 
ing of the municipal council, whose president you are, and that you give an 
expression of your views as to the decisions to be taken by the Uni States 
in favor of said products which would be acceptable and satisfactory to the 
people of Cuba.’ 


I do not know how that strikes Senators. It does not sound to 
me very much like a people in a starving condition. They could 
not ask much more, it seems to me, than that. If they had been 
in distress, it seems to me they would have been a little more 
humble. Perhaps tbey would have been satisfied with a little less. 

Under the same article they say they had directed that a tele- 
gram be sent to Adjutant-General Scott, stating that they approved 
of this attempt to change our laws. It would seem very natural 
that they should, as they were to be so much benefited it. If 
there are any people anywhere in the world who do not want us 
to change our tariff laws, I do not know who they are. 

Here is another telegram: 

ScortT, Adjutant-General, naa Habana: 

At an extraordinary m i i 
September 28 was en io maison to ene ee Ocleek Setee cae 
on products of this island—tobacco and sugar—and it was resolved to advise 
you as follows: This council is entirely in accord withthe well-known views 
of the Society of Merchants and Business Men and of the Association of 
Farmers of the Island of the capital in regard to this matter. ‘It is hoped 


that the views expressed by the representatives of the aforesaid economic 
associations will be taken into consideration. 


Mr. President, there is more here which I will read. Then Iwill 
leave that subject, and if anybody wants to challenge what I 
have said of General Wood they will have an opportunity and | 
- at liberty to do so. I find this in a communication with no | 

te: 


That in the minutes of the meeting held by this council on the 5th of the 
present month there a the following resolutions: A communication 
was read from the utan meral to the j vernor, dated the 
27th of last month and received on the 2d instant, in which he states that in 


United States upon the a ucts of the islands, sugar and tobacco, 
he recommends that the matter considered by the council at.a meetin 
ided by the alcalde, and that a decision wil! be taken and reported. ‘And 
e corporation resolved ppeqgmendy to approve in full the telegrams which 
have been sent in d to the public demonstrations held at this place in 
the afternoon of the 3d instant to the renee and to the neral | 
Society of Merchants and Business Men of Ha ,and in which said council | 
“ in the memorial addressed by the society to the President of the United | 
tates and advises him at the same time that it considers the granting of the 
five —_ composing said memorial as the sole means of coving the coun- 
try from the depressing economic situation in which it finds itself. 


Again: 


PRESIDENT OF THE GENERAL SOCIETY OF 
MERCHANTS AND Business MEN OF THE ISLAND OF Cys. 
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NUvEVITAS, October 11, 1901. 


na. 


Sir: Under this date I advised the military governor as follows: 

“At the meeting held by the council of which Iam president, on the 9th 
instant, I called attention to your telegram of September 28 last.” 

So it does seem beyond any question that not only was the ad- 
jutant-general telegraphing, but that the ee him- 
self was telegraphing. I believe [ have made g the declara- 
tion I started with, that General Wood was the originator of this 
so-called attempt to assist Cuba in her distress. How far General 
Wood is responsible for the misrepresentations that followed, I do 
not pretend tosay. I dosay that the indorsements—and I am go- | 
ing to read a few of them—were bought and purchased and paid 
for partly by the Government of Cuba, partly by the Government | 
of the United States, partly by the great sugar trust, and partly | 
by the men who came here from Cuba at the expense of the Cu- | 
ban Government, as can be shown by the documents I have here, | 
to influence public thought, and who came up with a declaration 
in their mouths that they appeared in the interest of a suffering 
and distressed people. 

Mr. President, I mean to read but a few of these, but they are 
so remarkable that they are worthy of a little attention. I said | 
there was no distress. I want to call attention to what Major 
Bliss said before the House committee when asked if there was 
distress in Cuba. He was the collector of the revenue. It is 
under date of January 25, 1902: 

Is there any distress at the present time in the island of Cuba— 


The House was then considering the bill to which I first directed 
attention— 

Q. Is there any distress at the present time in the island of Cuba, Colonel?— 
© See ——~ a loyed?—A. Yes, sir; I should say there was no 
distress . baver. from. all [ have seen. : 

Any Senator who chooses can turn to General Bliss’s testimony, 
which has been printed, and find that that is a correct statement, 
and that he said much more. He continues: 


I have not of distress except to deny that any existed so far as I 
knew. It isa time since I have seen anyone ng on the streets, or 
anyone who wanted work who was not at work at wages. 
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- which it had been duly called in the form and method prescribed by law, the 


| tions of the island get as much 








DECEMBER 8, 


General Bliss, then Colonel Bliss, was here in the interest of se- 


curing this legislation, but he stood up like the man that he is 
and told the truth, which some of his confréres did not do. 


JANUARY 24, 1902. 


9. And anybody who comes there will be a competitor in the field of labor; 
an an 


as all these people are now employed, how can they be dis 


a Who has said they are? ( ‘e 372.) 


(Extract from testimony of ex-Governor R.B. Hawley, interested with 


Howells and Post, of tr in 75,000-acre Cuban su plantation, who 
appeared before manatees on — 
for Cuban tariff reduction on sugar.) 


aysand Means on January 24, 1902, to ask 


He was formerly, I believe,a Member of the House from Texas, 
was he not? 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 
Mr. TELLER. I read further: 
JANUARY 21, 1902. 


Q. Then there is no suffering panene he laboring classes, is there?—A. No; 
that is not the case, because living in Cuba is very high; it is very expensive. 
enn ep its) Cuba to-day is that they have not enough laborers to do 
ework. (P. 5 
(Extract from testimony of L. V. de Abad, of the Cuban delega- 
tion in Washington, whoa before the Goummniténcen Ways and Means 
January 21, favoring tariff concessions to Cuba.) 


Further: 
JANUARY 15, 1902. 


Q. Then this condition of hunger or starvation which you have just out- 
— “om here does not exist to-day, does it?—A. Not yet; it will 
exist. . 67. 

There is plenty of work for the workmen in Cubato-day. (P. 66.) 

(Extract from ay S Miguel Mendoza, owner 27,000-acre Cuban 

lantation, who appeared ore mittee on Ways and Means January 15, 
‘avoring tariff concessions to Cuba.) 


Mr. Atkins testified: 
JANUARY 15, 1902. 


In ate I pay about $23 for a month of twenty-six working days. 
Mr. Kelley has to pay $1 a day. 
= = price of labor in Cuba is in excessof the price of labor in the Southern 

a le 

(Atkins, owner of 14,000-acre Cuban sugar plantation, in testimony before 
Committee on Ways and Means, January 1b, pe. 18 and 29.) 
. aoe or unskilled labor in Cuba is 90 cents to $1.10 per day, United 
States gold. 

In our end of the island we are paying an average of $30 per month. 

(Kelley, owner 9,000-acre planta , in testimony before Committee on 
Ways and Means, January 15, pp. 51 and 57.) 

We are paying $22 to $24 a month. 

Mr. Atkins, commenting upon the lack of labor, said: 

JANUARY 15-24, 1902. 

The men are not to be had, and in order to increase the cane =. of Cuba 

t think a would have to import the labor to make it. (Atkins, p. 15, 
anua 5). 

Under normal conditions, sir, the labor in Cuba is not sufficient to go 
around. (Atkins, p. 36, January 15.) 

Since the American occupation there has been a Spanish immigration of 


| 60,000 laborers. (Rabidan, p. 75, eee 


15.) 
To double our crop we must have 300,000 laborers in the fields, working only 
ineane. (Machado, p. 445, January 28.) 
We would like to get the laborers from Spain or the Canaries. (Place, p. 
97, January 15.) 
Colonel Bliss also said in his testimony: 
JANUARY 25, 1902. 
The men themselves get va wages, but many of them in many por- 
ae Bn a month, American gold; others iach 
less than that. Isay much less, I mean $4, $5, or $6 less. (Colonel Bliss, 
in testimony, January 25, p. 398.) 
Now, while that condition existed in Cuba, here is the pathetic 
cry made to the American people: 
JANUARY 27, 1902. 
The public misery is terrible. Municipal council requests your support for 
speed Nobetion economic problem, to avoid awful condition of hunger and 
calamities which will occur if efficient remedy is not furnished. Laborers 
without work; there are no industries; commerce is 1 .. Cuban people 
expect that the United States, the arbiter of this situation, will make of Cu 
a happy country and not a land of mendicants. 


(New York Tribune, February 2, 1902.) 
Again: 


Cantos E. Lyx. 


ABREUS, February ?, 1902. 
Starvation threatens Cuba. United States can not allow our le to die 
of hunger. Immediate reduction of duties on sugars to extent of 50 per cent 
will insure Cuba exuberant life. An era of p -— would ng 2 
stantly, pushing island te a bright future for the benefit and w of 
nations. In representation of planters in this rich zone. 


FERMIN DE SOLA. 
(New York Tribune, February 4.) 


Further: 
HABANA, January 21. 
Cuban workmen's situation more pressing than ever, o to economic 
is. Tariff concessions much wanted. ban Workmen com- 


crisis. 
posed of 10,000, appointed Commissioners Gamba, Placé, Mendoza, their re 
mere te Boos ip y urge ‘ou Pitas @ Ger'eh Cenarle 
in order to remedy uamodintely evils before ar 2 

‘ose Rrvas, 


President Cuban Workmen League. 
(New York Tribune, February 2.) 


Also: ; 
GuInEs, January 10, 1902. 
Owner and planters of ‘‘ Nombre de Dios" and farmers of this locality beg 
ou to uest this American Congress to make immediate concessions in 


vor of Cuban products. Situation desperate, menacing ruin. 
PEDRO Pons ORTA. 
(New York Tribune, February 4.) 
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Tae ; ABREDS, January 11, 1902. 


Ruin most horrible threatens our principal fountains of wealth if the tariff 
reforms are not an immediately. In the name of the tenants and farm- 
= ‘ FERMIN DE LOLA. 

(New York Tribune, February 4.) 

I now read this: 

JANUARY 15, 1902. 
diate relief to Cuba situation absolutely necessary. Your most en- 
ergotie cooperation solicited. Condition of affairs so serious prompt solution 


has become a question of humanity. 


BEA, 
President Matanzas Board Merchants. 
(Testimony, p. 63, January 15.) 


Also this: 
SAGUA LA GRANDE, January 27, 1902. 
that you info: ngress 
ptt ee ee ae aoe af Mestinhle ears 
most reduced wages, rendering continuation crop impossible. 
AMEGAGA COMPANY. 

(New York Tribune, February 2.) 

Mr. President, there are many more of these which might be 
read. I myself have received, as ap other Senators did, 
telegrams New York and different parts of the country, 
some of them urging me to withdraw my opposition to the pas- 
sage of the pending some of them denouncing mein most un- 
measured terms because of my o ition to it. I knew what 
very few men perhaps did fuente true condition of Cuba. I 
sent a man to Cuba, who went there and stayed for some consid- 
erable time, to find out what the true situation was, and I knew 
that every one of the statements made in the great press of the 
country was absolutely false. Notonly did the newspapers attack 
us, but the Christian ministry of this country in the pulpits de- 
nounced every man who had the courage to stand here and object 
to the bill of which I have spoken—the bill of two years ago. 

I myself was denounced as a man unfit to sit in this body be- 
cause it was charged that I was lacking in that humanity which 
every American respects; that I was not willing to allow an in- 
terest in my country to be slightly interfered with when thou- 
sands of men were starving and suffering in Cuba, who would 
be relieved by the passage of the bill. 

Mr. President, there was no time in the history of the island, 
after our flag went up, when Cuba was not better off than she 
had ever been before. There was no time when thousands and 
thousands of American citizens were not in greater suffering and 
destitution than the people of that island. 

Cuba is the richest island under the sun. It is a place where 
men with less labor, with less care, with less thought, can get a 
vase than in any other place that man has ever reached in this 
world, 

Talk about the sufferings of Cuba! Mr. President, the Cubans 
were living absolutely in luxury compared with tens of thousands 
of American men, and men who had discharged all the duties of 
American citizenship in the ees manner—men who 
had carried our flag in timeof war. Turn your attention to them 
if you want to relieve suffering. Let alone the people who are 
taking care of themselves and who, uninfluenced by your military 
commander, would never have thought of making this demand 
on us. 

I have said that Cuba is the richest island in the world. If it 
were in the hands of Americans, who can labor there as well as 
they can in any of the Southern States, if instead of a population 
composed in part of i and other races we energetic 
Americans there, they would produce, as the inhabitants of that 
island do now, more wealth per capita than you can produce in 
any part of the United States. Talk about our great exports, of 
which we have boasted! We have boasted for a few years of our 
greate to the countries of the world; and of course a nation 
grows rich with its exports, provided other matters are properly 
regulated. Our greatest export is $18.80 per capita. 

Think of it! In all our long line of history we have never sold 
to the world more than $18.80 for every individual inside of this 
country. A good deal of the time we have sold, in later years, 
even under our boasted exports, about $15 per capita. Recover- 
ing from a great war, recovering from three years of devastation, 
Cuba sent out last year and the year before an average of $35 for 
every man, woman, and child on the island, and they buy more 
in proportion to their population than we buy here. I am not 
one of those who believe that great wealth comes from imports 
from other countries, but when you find an excess of exports over 


the imports per person which is equal to our exports, and it is 
nearly that, and will be quite that this year, you can see that the 
people of the island are getting rich. 


Just before the war they had Pr of $65 of their products for 
every man, woman, and child. they be poor? Can they be 
in distress? they need our helping hand? 

These facts ought to have been known when the American 
people were in arms, you may say, in sympathy with suffering 





Cuba. They would have been known but for the false declara- 
tions of Government officials, made either through ignorance or 
vice. 

Mr. President, I am willing to consider here any kind of legis- 
lation; I am willing to consider any kind of political proposition 
on a fair basis of truth; but when the premises are absolutely 
false there can be no such thing as fair and honest consideration 
of such legislation, and that has been the condition for two years. 
The public is still under the impression that Cuba is in distress, 
although while our exports this last year are $17.59, her exports 
for this year are $54.55. Compare $17.59 with $54.55! The Cubans 
can live cheaper than we live. Theircivilization does not call for 
taxation in the way of family supplies and education as ours does 
here. Theyarea hundred per cent better off than they ever were 
before, because they have not only made this great industrial 
pro; , but they have the freedom and liberty which we gave 
to hom by our effort; and when we got through and the Spanish 
flag disappeared and they appealed to us we took $3,000,000 out 
of the Treasury and gave it to them to pay their soldiers. When 
the great American Army paraded Pennsylvania avenue at the 
close of the war there were thousands and tens of thousands in 
the ranks who only got home to their families because the Gov- 
ernment sent them there, and they had nothing to live on when 
they got there; but we did not puta dollar into their hands. Yet 
we put $3,000,000 into the hands of Cuba to pay her small army. 

Still gentlemen tell us that we must enact this legislation in 
order that Cuba may know we are friendly. I heard it said the 
other day by one high in authority: ‘‘ 1 want to see this legislation 
enacted so that Cuba may know that we are friendly disposed.”’ 
What kind of people must they be in Cuba if they do not know 
that we are their friends? Do they not know that we departed 
from a policy that has been in existence ever since the Govern- 
ment was founded and interfered to relieve them from the distress 
they were in because of the wickedness of the Government under 
which they lived? Must we keep pampering them always? Must 
we feed them and clothe them? We discharged by war their great 
debt to Spain. 

Mr. President, if this bill had merit, if this proposition had back 
of it justice and right, the advocates of it would not need to make 
false representations. 

They could secure its enactment if it was just and righteous. 
This proposition, as I have said once before, is the most wicked 
that has ever been submitted to mankind. It is an unheard-of 
thing. Search history from the time it began, and you will find 
that this is the first time a great nation has built up a competitor 
against its own people—has given them a bounty of six millions 
a year or more that they may compete with the men who are 
upon the great plains of the West trying to raise sugar beets and 
make sugar. 

Is it of any benefit to us that we should make our own sugar? 
How have you men, who have been making a fight ever since I 
can remember in favor of protection of American industries and 
American labor, changed front? How dare they now turn aroand 
and say, ‘‘ Not only will we withdraw from the producers of beet 
sugar that protection which we gave them, and boasted that we 
had given them, but we will give to the men who are their com- 
petitors a bounty to stimulate them to create more sugarand ata 
cheaper rate, and we will meet all objection to such legislation by 
the cry ‘No American interest is injured by this legislation?’ ”’ 

I have said, Mr. President, that Cuba is the richest country in 
the world. I want some one on the other side todenyit. I want 
some one to question it. I want some one to point me to any peo- 
ple in the world so well off as are the Cubans. Of course, you 
may go to the Netherlands and find a greater per capita export; 
you may go to Belgium and find a greater export; but you can 
not find a greater profit on that export. You may find where 
Belgium and Sweden and Norway and some other nations send 
out more and buy more, but the margin between the export and 
the import, which tells the tale, is greater in Cuba than in any 
other nation on this earth. Great Britain, in all her glory of great 
exports, has never reached by $20 a head what Cuba reaches this 

ear. 
5. I have brought here proof. I havea great many figures and 
facts to show that this statement of mine is true. But nobody 
challenges it, I think. 

Mr. President, it is asked, What harm will this do? Is that the 
question when you come to legislate—What harm will it do? I 
say theinquiry is, What good willitdo? Itwilldoharm. IfCuba 
gets this six or seven million dollars—it will be nearer seven, 
although the chairman of the committee says six; it will be more 
than seven if she sends us as much of her products as she sent 
last year—where will it go? Into the hands of men who raise 
sugar. Does it go to the suffering Cubans, the men who fought 
Spain? No; it goes into the hands of the 100,000 Spaniards who 
ically own the wealth of theisland; into the hands of Amer- 
citizens who live there, or live here, or live in Paris or in 





At 


-London. Do you suppose that if Cuba raised last year in round 
number 800,000 tons of sugar, and this year 1,250,000 tons, she is 
raising it atalosss? If she has increased her output from 600,000 
tons two years ago to 1,250,000 tons now, and even beyond that, 
many say, do you not think this bounty will stimulate them to 
increase it next year and the following year? Can you defend 
this before the American people when they say to you, “‘It has 
never been the policy of the Republican or any other party to put 
us in competition with the cheap labor of the world by paying 
a bounty to our competitors, as you are doing by this legislation?”’ 

And when the sugar coming from Cuba shall be made with 
Chinese labor and the American freemen of the plains ask you 
wr you allow that to be done, what are you going to answer? 
Will you say to them, ‘‘$80,000,000 of American capital went down 
there and we wanted to help it?” 

Mr. President, there is not a man who has paid a dollar down 
there who will not tell you to-day that he can get a better return 
for it than he can on any investment he can make on the Ameri- 
can continent. We have in the Central West almost an unbroken 
continent. If he wants cheap land as a profitable investment he 
can find it there. But he goes to Cuba, and he ought to take his 
chances there, and the Government of the United States ought 
not to be stepping in to help him out. That is what you are do- 
ing, and that is the only possible excuse you can make, for you 
can not longer continue the deception that the Cubans needed 
your generosity or your charity. 

Mr. President, I have said somethings about the way this senti- 
ment has been worked up. I spoke of it generally, but I want to 
say something indetail. Let me say that the military commander 
of Cuba admitted that he had spent $15,000 of Cuban money to 
exploit this sentiment. His records show that he sent the Cuban 
committee here at the expense of the Cuban Government. . It can 
be proved that the War Department employed a man to traverse 
this country and preach the poverty of the Cubans, and that he 
received a salary for some months. Mr. Havyemeyer is the head 
of the great sugar trust representing to-day $100,000,000, not in 
actual capital, but in stock that has gone up every time there ap- 
peared to be achance to pass this bill, and it has gone down every 
time it appeared. that it might not pass. If to-day this bill passes 
that stock will go up, and if this bill should fail the stock would 
go down. It isin proof that that concern paid for a large num- 
ber of circulars that went out and Mr. Havemeyer contributed 
$2,500 to Mr. Thurber. It isin proof that the Cuban committee 
spent $20,000 here. 

Here, Mr. President, I have a statement which I will put into 
the REcoRD from the War Department, showing that Cuban 
money was paid to papers in the United States, as well as in 
Habana, to oP blish these stories about the distress in Cuba. 

I mean, Mr. President, before we get through, to strip this case 

of any sympatheticclaim. Ido not mean that it shall be possible 
for any man to be so ignorant on the subject that he can satisfy 
his conscience by voting for this bill upon the theory that he is 
doing God’s service by the way of charity. That can only be 
done on the facts, and it shall be done on the facts. 
__ Mr. President, if you are willing to take it upon any other plan, 
if you want to consider it on a commercial basis, take it that way, 
and then why all this haste? Why are we to be denounced be- 
cause we did not agree to vote at once after it came from the 
House? Why have we been assailed by the public press for inat- 
tention to the demands of Cuba? Simply because the people still 
believe that there is distress down there and that legislation is 
necessary to relieve such distress. 

We tried reciprocity with Cuba. We tried it for three years or 
more, and I can demonstrate, but I shall not try to do it to-night, 
ae the advantage was 90 per cent to Cuba and about 10 per cent 

us. 

Is it important that we should raise cur own sugar? We are 
not the greatest sugar-consuming people in the world per capita, 
but we are the greatest consuming nation of sugar. With our 

t population we consume more than any other nation in the 
world, Great Britain not excepted. Every year we add to our 
ee steadily, not only by the growth of population, but 
by the fact that we are using sugar in our industries. We are 
using it to make preserves and marmalades and things we have to 
make, and as the American laborer gets better wages and better 
conditions around him he uses more than he did before. 

It has been demonstrated by the scientists of Europe that 
is not simply a luxury, as our fathers thought it was. Itisa food 
product of great value. Everyman who uses a proper amount of 
saccharine matter adds to his strength and vigor. The French 
army are now being supplied with sugar as one of the rations, 
after a long trial to see what the effect would be upon the en- 
durance of men who had sugar and men who did not have it. 

It is to our interest that the American people should consume 
sugar as a food product, and it is to our interest that sugar should 
be made as cheap as it can be made. All new industries like the 







CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


beet sugar must go through a formative state, through. ; 
state, and that is what this industry has been doing in this 
coun 





and we can produce in this country in ten years all the sugar that 
we need. You need not wait a generation. We cansupply every 
American table with this necessary food article if we see to it 
that the American who raises it is not by vicious legislation 
brought in competition with the people of Cuba or the 
of any other section of the world. Fair competition this indus- 
try can stand. It asks no special favor. 


inure to the benefit of the American people by a reduction in 
price. I say as a representative of one of the sager-growing 
States, as I said two years ago, when you get ready to take o 
the tariff on many articles which need reduction we will not 
object, at least the 
reduction on the things they are interested in. But here you 
select the real oe of the people who make sugar, and say 
to the man who is t. 

ing it, and we will pay to a population of 1,600,000 six or seven 
million dollars a year for fear you may quit er. sugar.”’ 
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Yet it is apparent that we can produce all the sugar we want, 
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If this was a general reduction of the tariff on sugar it would 







ple of Colorado will not object, to a proper 







tening their industry, ‘‘ Keep on threaten- 







Thirty-seven dollars per head for all Cubans during the life of 
this convention if the sugar trust does not steal it. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a few other things to my friends who 
sit on the otherside of the Chamber. The Republicans of this coun- 
try have appeared as the special champion of the laboring people 
of the country, and especially have they appeared of late years as 
the champion of the farmer; and very rightly they should, for 
their continuance in power is dependent to-day upon the farmer’s 
vote. You lost that when the last Democratic candidate was 
elected. But you have been claiming that you — repre- 
sented them ever since you returned to power. You have been 
claiming that in your Saag and in your campaign documents 
and in your campaign k that you issue every year. You have 
appeared as their special champion on all occasions when you 
want their votes. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but in another place the party 
appeared as the farmer’s special champion, and that, too, upon 
this question of sugar making. It was declared to the American 
people through Republican representative men in public life that 
the party was the ree guardian of the infant industry of rais- 
ing beet sugar.. Why you. have changed front on that it would 
not be polite, perhaps, for me to attempt to explain. I will leave 
it for you to explain. | 

Mr. President, Iam going to read something here as to what 
has been said by Republicans on this question. It will not be 
forgotten that under the McKinley Act, when we thought we 
were getting a little too much money out of the people, thére was 
a call for 4 new tariff to supersede the Wilson tariff, and one of 
the difficulties that committee wrestled with was this: 

They said, ‘‘ If we put such a tariff on all these things as is de- 
manded by the several industries and interests of the country we 
shall get so much money that we will not be able to maintain it,”’ 
so it was finally concluded that a put sugar on the free 
list in order not to have too much revenue. In every country 
that I know anything of sugar has been one of the chief means of 
raising revenue. - In Germany, where sugar in large quantities is 
made, in.France, in Russia, there is an internaltax on it. There 
is a very astonishing condition of internal tax on sugar in sev- 
eral sections of the world, for at the same time there is, or was 
until recently, a bounty on the product that they exported. So 
Congress, in 1890, put on the statute books free sugar. Then 
Congress ——— a bounty to be A ye to the men who made 
ong hen the tariff was changed by the Administration that 
followed they returned sugar to the dutiable list and repealed 
the bounty act. 

Now, in 1896, this is what the Republican party said in its na- 
tional platform: _— - 

We condemn the ye Administration for not keeping faith with the 
sugar producers of this country. 

That meant the bounty they had taken. 

The Republican party favors such protection as wil! lead to the production 
on Ameri soil of all the sugar which the American people use, and for 
which the y other countries more than $100,000,000 ann y- 

Do you subscribe to that? I subscribed toit. While I did not 
support your ticket nor your platform on some other things, I 
subscribed to that. There was no Sree it. It went 
into the platform with the approval of every . We believed 
that to be a Republican doctrine. 

In 1900 you said this: 

We renew our faith in the policy of protection to Americanlabor. In that 
policy our industries have been established, diversified, and maintained. By 
protecting the home market, competition has been stimulated and produc- 
tion cheapened. 

You issued acampaign document that year. At thattime there 
had been some question about sugar. Itis the Republican campaign 































































book for 1900. I have the book. lying on,my table in the 
ean room. Iam not going to quote all of it, but a little 


of it: 
bject interests the farmers of the United States more than that of 
ea 1 eo hatity of their being able to supply the $100,000,000 worth of sugar 
which our people Some Sthaipeth ied ‘acts which have recently 
been showi e percen 

ccpplying of the world’s sugar show that they are justified 


oy ee of the country have been encouraged by the Republican party 


in their ambition to produce the sugar of the country— 


es h ti d of oth rts of the te te 

f other nations and of other oO e tem zone 
pees cuane can be produced from tas great quantities and at 
very small cost, and can successfully compete with cane sugar under the most 
favorable circumstances— 

It was not necessary to throw any sop to Louisiana. You did 
not hope to carry Louisiana, and so your attention was directed 
to beet sugar, to secure if possible the western vote— 

Under the stimulus given to the beet-sugar productiou by Republican 
legislation— : ; 

I suppose that refers to the new tariff— 
beet-sugar factories sprang up all over the United Sta’ and the production 
of beet sugar has ear reached large prcncestere and is increasing with 
wonrterfa rapidity, own by the table on page, etc. 

Qn another page: 

Fhe first thought which came to the minds of the farmers when the events 
following the war for the liberation of Cuba brought under our control cer- 
tain tropical areas was whether or not the on or control of tropical 
territory by the United States would injure, or perhaps destroy, the oppor- 
tunities which they believed they had almost within their for supply- 
ing the $100,000,000 worth of sugar which the people of the United States an- 
nually consume. : . 

Now, I want to say that was a little misstatement. We have 
been buying about $100,000,000 worth, and we have consumed a 


great deal more. than that; 4wice that amount.. Of course we 


have raised a large amount of sugar ourselves, especially since. 
we got Porto Rico and Hawaii. 

This fear—if it reached the stage in which it could be called by that name— 
was answered in the negative by the Republican pert when it passed the 
Porto Rican bill. The Democratic pa: 7 ought withall its power to prevent 
the enaetmentof that measure, wh laced a duty upon articles coming 
into the United States from Porto Rico. That duty was small, but it was an 
explicit declaration by the Republican party that it pro to retain the 
power to fix such as it might deem judicious against the products of 
cheap tropical labor, wherever ted and under whatever conditions. In 
other words, it was a distinct sprees to the farmer. that he need not-fear 
that the renee per we d permit the cheap labor and cheap sugar of 
any tropical territory to be broughtin in a manner which would destroy the: 
infant industry of beet-sugar’ tion which the farmers of the United 
States have, under the fostering care of the Republican party, béen building 
up during the Jast few years. 

Mr. President, I want to say a word or two there as to what 
the effect. of this levislation was. The proposition to pass the 
bill that had through the House at the last Congress ahso- 
lutely all efforts in the way of factory building in the 
United States, for some time at least, and practically up to the 
present time. There are some factories being built, but very few. 
A large number had been planned and they stood still, waiting. 
Some concerns have been in distress, bu ‘most: of, the sugar 
factories, I. think, have mde. a reasonable profit and have no 
great right to complain up to the present time. 

I am -goimg to read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD what 
was said by Mr. Dingley, the author of the annatey bill. July 19, 
1897, Mr. Din gley made a speech in the House of Representatives, 
in which he said: a 

It should be borne in mind that the general increase of duty on sugar 
made in the eat tariff has been made not only to increase the revenue, 
but also to er encourage the production of beet sugar in this country 
and furnish a new crop for our farmers, who are being sorely p as to 
our large wheat oanee by Russian and South American competition.. I be- 
lieve that the time come when the production of our own sugar from the 
beet ‘ht to be and can be successfully entered upon, and thus the seventy- 
five mi to be one hundred millions—sent abroad for the purchase 
of our sugar ultimately distributed here to our farmers. Already, indeed, 
it has been demonstrated that we can successfully produce beet sugar here, 
and the proposed duty placed on that article will gradually bring about, 
while for the time affording increased revenue. 

Certainly.nothing can be done to so suecessfully — wings of the sugar’ 
trustas to develop our beet-sugarindustry. Sugar-beet factories turn out 
their produet ina refined form, and thus become the efficient competitors of 
other refiners: successful establishment of the sugar-beet industry in 
even half of the twenty-six States which can and will successfully grow 


sugar beets under the fo meee tariff would speedily end any sugar tr 
and would at the same e confer immense benefit on our darencte and al 


of our people, 
Mr. Payne, chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House of Representatives, on the 25th of March, 1897, said: 
Mr. Ohairman, I would tell the House how we propose to reduce revenue 


when it becomes to do so, but I can only hint at it now, as my re- 
maining time is so limited. We maspees to take off five or six millionsa year 
of duty on the linen that we import by producing itin this country and not 
having to pay-any Cane: epee it, because it will not be imported. [Applause 
on the can. side.} We pro to raise 


a beet sugar and cane su: 
enough in this country to supply all our 73,000,000 peo le, who must have tho 
best in the world, an $00, 


in that way we will take o 000,000 in the course of 
a few years. , 


On the 19th of July, 1897, Mr. PAYNE said: 

What shall be done with the trust? ~ Well, I will tell you what, in 
my opinion, is the. best; way of with it. a beet-sugar fac- 
cory In every Congressi district in the United States. [Applause on the 
Republican ‘side.}’ Give competition, and lots of it,everywhere. Put the 

passing this bill, and reduce the price of 


farmers over against the trust by 
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sugar so that German raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined here. 
Gentlemen on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the farm- 
ers out. Receiet and applause. ] You ngers over there, come and help 
us. You Pop that go up and down the streets day after day proclaim- 
ing your devotion to the interests of the farmers, help us out now when we 
are g to help the farmers in this ee et Ran we can establish so suc- 

. Inthis way you will do somethin ward demolishing the trust. 
You acenenpiich more in this way than by mere invective—by running 
windmills and all that. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Why should we not produce all of our sugar in thiscountry? Why, it 
costs us, Mr. 8 er, about one hundred millions. We were looking around 
for proper subjects for taxation. We knew that sugar would produce an 
enormous revenue; and besides all that, we knew that an adequate protec- 
tive tariff would build up the industry in this country, and as it was gradu- 
ally built uP the revenue from that source will be reduced. By and by the 
revenue come in more largely from other sources, and when this indus- 
try is fully established and revenue from sugar ceases, the reduction will 
—— pace with the increase. The thing will regulate itself; we will not dis- 
turb our tariff in the next quarter of a century. 


I think I shall refer to that when I come to another feature of 
this bill, the pledge that you have made in it that there shall not 
be any change in this tariff business for five years. I believe at 
the very next session of Congress from the committee there came 


in some proposition to change the tariff. Mr. GROSVENOR said 


on the 24th of March of that year: 


There is not a principle involved in its formation, not a condition sug- 

ted in its ramifications, not a rate or duty, not a principle of tariff taxa- 

fion that has not been protested against by the sugar trust and fought tothe 
bitter end before the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Upon the same day Mr. GROSVENOR said: 

We yuan that instead of sending $125,000,000 a year to the foreign coun- 
tries of the world, most of which goes to pay labor in the production of sugar, 
we will make it possible for every pound of sugar that we want to be produced 
in the United States of America. (Ap lause. | - 

he Republican party comes and offers to the agriculturists of this coun- 
try this magnificent boon. We will protect the industries of the country in 
all directions from further demoralization; and we ask you to turn aside 
hundreds of thousands of acres of the splendid lands of all of these States 
from the preduction of corn, oats, wheat, potatoes, and cotton, to be put into 
an already overstocked market; to the production of sugar, and give to the 
farmers upon the farming lands of the country a better market, with less 
competition,.than they now have. 


Mr. Steele, of Indiana, on March 25, said: 


With to sugar, I predict that if the tariff fixed by this bill is un- 
changed for a period of ten years we will at the end of that time be preduc- 
ing not only enough for our own consumption, but as much as we care to 
export, and at very little additions! cost to the consumer. 


Mr. David B. Henderson, in an interview published in a news- 
paper in the State of Illinois, put himself on record as strongly in 
favor of the beet-sugar industry. He said: 


One of the great questions before Congress is, ‘‘ What are we going to do 
for Cuba?” Those contending for Cuba want a reduction of 50 per cent or a 
clean sweep of duties between us and that-country. Contending for thisdoc- 
trine is, first, the Ameriean sugar trust, which.is here in the person of its 
ablest managers. Second, the money, the capital, that has been put into the 
construction of railroads in-Cu where a system of railroads extending 
along-what'may be termed the backbone of the island, with arms extending 
from the backbone into each part of it, is in process of construction. All the 
money in this enterprise, of course, is anxious to build up the commerce of 

uba. Third, there are millions of dollars that have gone into Cuba buying 
up plantations, cheap lands, , with large syndicates formed, are seeking 
to make fortunes out of the sugar industry. Then, again, there are Ameri- 
cans over there with vast sums of money in various enterprises who are all 
anxious for this. Then, again, the Cubans, themselv°s who have the capital 
i ions with the United States. These all 


are anxiots to have free-trade 
touch elbowsand are working together. 

On the ether hand, the beet-sugar industry of the United States and the 
cane-sugar industry are fighting most vigorously against any reduction. 

.The beet-sugar industry has develo to.a wonderful extent, and so much 
o, Nebraska, Wisconsin, and Michigan 
that the delegations from those States have their faces set vigorously, firmly, 
and most determinedly against any reduction, their contention being that for 
the first time in the history of the country the farmer finds a most direet in- 
terest in protection. They.stand. upon the doctrine of protection. The Sec- 
retary of Agriculture tells me that every acre of land in Iowa is capable of 
raising the swtgar eee this is true of every State throughout the West 
and in the Mississippi Valley. 

I have never expressed an opinion 
possibly can, to strengthen the hand of Cuba. 

I have stood side by side with the President and the Ways and Means Com- 
mittoe, trying to devise some plan to do this without injuring the farmers of 
our country and at the samo time give encouragement to Cuba. Theconten- 
tion is brought to.us from our own people that we have shed blood and money 
enough for Cuba now—an independent Government, so to speak—without 
slaughte the farming-interests of our country, and the most intense feel- 
ing exists. I doubt if with all the combined influences we have to bring to 
bear we can dislodge or change the views of the States that I have named 
that are operating in the beet-sugar industry without sufficient force to carry 
the House. It may be that we can hit upon some other plan and harmonize 


matters. (Moline Mail, March 12.) 


~— CULLOM. Did the Senator state that that was from IIli- 
nois 

Mr. TELLER. It is from an Illinois paper, published at Mo- 
line. The Senator knows where Moline is? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; close to Iowa. I was going to ask the 
Senator who wrote it. 

Mr. TELLER. Moline is on the river. 

It may be said that we shall not suffer by giving this bounty to 
the Cuban sugar growers because they can not raise sugar that 
willthreaten ourindustry. Weshall use this year nearly 2,600,000 
tons of sugar. The world’s product this year will not, I suppose, 
exceed 10,000,000 tons. 

_ Weare using quite one-fourth of the sugar of the world. Cuba 
is raising this year 1,250,000 tons, according to the Government 
report. According to the estimates made in Cuba by those wh» 


doing something, whatever we 
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ought to know the crop is greaterthan the Government figure by 
100,000 tons. The Government sent down an expert to see how 


rich it was, and his report is that r is being raised on from 
400,000 to 450,000 acres, and that Cuba has 5,000,000 more acres 
of sugar land as good as the land upon which they are now rais- 
ing sugar. It has been estimated by those who know that Cuba 
can practically raise the world’s sugar if she can get a market to 
that extent. proportion to her present production, if she should 
put all her sugar d under cultivation she would come very 
nearly producing as much as the world’s production of sugar is 
at the present time. 

We shall need every year more sugar. We shall need, accord- 
ing to Professor Wiley, in seven years at the present rate of the 
growth of consumption not $100,000,000 worth of sugar, but 
$268,000,000 worth of sugar. 

Mr. President, I do not care to proceed further to-day. I will 
complete my remarks to-morrow. 

Mr.CLAPP. Mr. President, there is one phase of this matter 
which it seems to me, in my humble judgment, has not received 
sufficient consideration; and I shall trespass for a short time upon 
the patience of the Senate in entering briefly my humble protest 
against the policy of submitting treaties to the approval of the 
Congress. It may be said, sir, that this is an academic discussion; 
but the trouble is that the action of the Senate in this case, and the 
action of the Senate in the passage of the Dingley bill, which con- 
ferred upon the Senate and upon the President powers that are 
clearly and distinctly conferred upon the ident and Senate 
by the Constitution, have tended to create and strengthen an im- 
pression that a clause of the Constitution, found in Article I, 
purely and absolutely administrative in its character, in some 
way reaches over into Article II and operatesasa limitation upon 
the plain power there conferred upon the Senate in conjunction 
with the ident. 

It therefore seems to me, in view of the growing importance of 
the question of reciprocity, that the time has come when this pro- 
test ought to be made. I wr “= that it is not made by some 
one whose longer service in this y would give to his protest 
more weight here and more weight outside. 

In the discussion of this of the question I want to call 
attention to the fact that there are three rules which ought to 
govern our construction of that instrument which confers these 

wers upon the House in the one instance and upon the Senate 
in the other. 

The first is that the American Constitution was made for the 
people rather than the people being made for the Constitution. 
Another rule is that the several parts of this instrument, like the 
several parts of every instrument, — if possible, to be so con- 
strued that they may all stand and have force and effect. The 
third rule is that by the sledge-hammer logic of sequence, where 
there are two ee repugnant provisions in an instru- 
ment, unless there is something in the former provision which so 
relates it to the subject-matter that the subject-matter would fail 
without giving it paramount weight it must yield to the latter 
conflicting provision. 

Let me , sir, that there is absolutely nothing in the pro- 
vision found in Article I of the Constitution that measures for 
revenue must originate in the House that bears any relation to 
the great matter of government, which was the subject under 
consideration when these various provisions were framed and 
adopted. Itis purely and simply an administrative matter. That 

wer might just as well have Soon vested in the Senate as in the 

ouse of resentatives. The Constitution would have been 
just as complete if it had been lodged in either House. As Mr. 
ison well observed at the time, if each body was to have the 
right to say an and to say “‘no,’’ it became a matter of no 
consequence which body said “‘ yes”’ first. 

This provision at one time came near being enlarged to embrace 
not only bills for revenue, but bills making appropriations. At 
another time it was sought to so limit the Senate with reference 
to bills, both for appropriation and for revenue, that the Senate 
could not alter or amend such bills. It was finally decided that 
the power to originate tax measures should be vested in the House, 
with power in the Senate to amend or modify them. 

Under these circumstances, I repeat, there is nothing in the rela- 
tion which that provision bears to the plan and scope of govern- 
ment itself that gives it any a weight or force when we 
come to analyze this instrument in the light of other and conflict- 


ing provisions. True, it was borrowed from the old ish rule 


that had grown up in the long effort of the English to pre- 
serve their rights by limiting the of taxation to the House 
of Commons, but the conditions made this important in the 


formation of the English constitution did not, in fact, exist in the 
form of government con by our Constitution, under 


templated 
which President and Senators hold their offices by election. 
said by Madison—it mattered not 
the House or upon the 
either House. 


d,I eneete 
eae ocala wae Ss upon 


Senate, or whether by silence it was committed to 





The provision found in Article II of the Constitution that the 
President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall have 
power to make treaties is also a purely administrative matter, 
and in this view of the character and tion of these provisions 
to the subject-matter: under consideration, which was govern- 
ment itself, neither of them —_ superior relation to govern- 
ment, the rule obtains that that which comes later must prevail 
over that which comes first. 

It has been suggested, at least in the press and in the discussions 
of this question, that when this instrument was adopted it was 
not contemplated that treaties should involve the matter of tariff 
schedules, and that if the Senate has this power it could materially 
modify tariff legislation. Imagination can always conjure the 
possibilities of power. 

But, unfortunately for that contention, while this subject was 
under consideration it was proposed to give the House power, 
jointly with the Senate, to ratify and co treaties, because, it 
was urged, the treaty-making power would enable the Senate to 
interfere with the tariff schedules and reverse in some instances 
the policy of the framers of the Government in placing a limita- 
tion upon the power to levy export duties. 

But notwithstanding that attention was thus at that time called 
to the possibilities involved in the exercise of this power, there 
was but one State that voted in favor of uniting the House with 
the Senate in the exercise of the power; and afterthe Revolution 
and at the time of the treaty with Great Britain, made, I think, 
in 1794, Washington, when he refused to comply with the re- 
quest of the House to furnish the papers in that case, said that 
he knew—evidently referring to his association and connection 
with the convention that formulated this instrument—that it was 
not intended to place a limitation upon this power and that a 
treaty made in pursuance of the constitutional power was the 
higher law and recognized as such by that provision of the Con- 
stitution which declares: 

This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made 
in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under 
the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land. 

Now, sir, it has been claimed that while this rule applies to in- 
struments generally, it does not apply to constitutions. I should 
like to ask, if there are two irreconcilable provisions, what other 
theory or rule can be adopted oe to determine which of 
those provisions shall ail. t the rule of construction by 
which superior weight is to be given the latter of two irrecon- 
cilably repugnant provisions applies to the construction of a con- 
stitution has been recognized by the courts of this country. But 
we do not have to depend upon judicial construction; we can 
summon here to-day the authority of one who helped to frame 
this instrument, who in discussing it, while it was before the peo- 
ple for their ratification, declared that where there were two pro- 
visions in it, the one irreconcilably eur to the other, the 
one last in point of time and location should il, because, as 
he said—and that authority was Alexander Hamilton—that was 
the latter declaration of the power that made and framed this in- 
strument. 

But, Mr. President, it does not seem to me necessary to invoke 
this rule. It appears tome that these two provisions each can 
stand by itself. As was well said by Mr. Story in commenting 
upon the provision relating to the origin of tax bills, that term 
must be taken there in its strict sense; a measure that is distinc- 
tively a revenue measure must originate in the House. 

The Constitution expressly provides that a bill for raising reve- 
nue must originate in the House. The same instrument provides 
that the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
may make treaties. One deals with the subject of revenue, the 
other with treaties. There is nothing necessarily irreconcilable 
in the two provisions, although, if there is, by the rule 
of construction, as viewed by one of the authors of the instru- 
ment itself, paramount force must be given to the latter provision. 

I do not share with some the apprehension that between the as- 
sumption of power in the other House and the assumption of 

wer in other houses in this seat of government the ite is 

iable to be obliterated; but it does seems to me that every 
time this body acquiesces in this proposition it strengthens the 
claim and strengthens the impression that in some way—inex- 
plicable, I must admit—a provision found in Article I of the 
Constitution, purely administrative in its features, reaches over 


and operates, as I have said, as a limitation upon the provision 
found in Article II. I say these provisions should be construed 


together; and while it may be said it is immaterial in this instance, 
it would be said in the next case that it was immaterial in that 
instance, until finally by this construction we shall have developed 
and strengthened an impression that it seems to me clearly has no 
support in view of the declarations of the Constitution itself. 

wish to repeat that in my humble judgment, and, if I may be 
pardoned the , it seems to me that the time has come 
when the Senate, not in any of power nor in 
any spirit of conflict calm and deliberate 


arrogant assum 
of power, but simply in 








exercise of a power conferred upon it by 
insist upon the maintenance of its right, 
subjecting treaties made by the President to an act of 
should be no longer continued; but, in the language of W; g- 
ton, “A treaty ratified by the Senate becomes the supreme law of 
the land, and requires no act of for its ” 
Senate as in 


The P tempore. bill is in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If no one is ready to proceed, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Rhode Tsland. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 


and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, December 9, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 















NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 8, 1908. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be major-general. 
Brig. Gen. Leonard Wood, United States Army, August 8, 1903, 
vice Young, appointed Lieutenant-General. 
To be brigadier-generals. 
Col. Charles A. Coolidge (since retired from active service), 
pacer Infantry, August 8, 1908, vice Wood, appointed major- 
eneral. 
. Col. Cyrus 8. Roberts (since retired from active service) , Second 
Infantry, August 8, 1903, vice Babcock, retired from active 


service. 

Col. J. Milton Thompson (since retired from active service), 

Twenty-third Infantry, August 9, 1903, vice Coolidge, retired 
: from active service. 

Col. Calvin De Witt (since retired from active service), assist- 
ant surgeon-general, August 9, 1903, vice Roberts, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Carle A. Woodruff (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice Thompson, retired from 
active service. 

Col. David H. Kinzie (since retired from active service), Artil- 
lery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice De Witt, retired from active 
service. 

Col. John L. Tiernon (since retired from active service), Artil- 
lery Corps, August 11, 1903, vice Carle A. Woodruff, retired from 
active service. 

Col. James Miller (since retired from active service), Twenty- 
second Infantry, August 11, 1903, vice Kinzie, retired from active 
service. 

Col. David J. Craigie (since retired from active service) , Seven- 


teenth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice Tiernon, retired from active | 


service, 

Col. Alpheus H. Bowman (since retired from active service), 
Twenty- Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice Miller, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Edmund Rice (since retired from active service), Nine- 
teenth Infantry, August 13, 1908, vice Craigie, retired from active 
service. 

Col. Charles G. Penney (since retired from active service), 
Twenty-ninth Infantry, August 18, 1908, vice Bowman, retired 
from active service. 

Col. Jesse C. Chance (since retired from active service), Fourth 
Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice Rice, retired from active service. 

Col. Theodore F. Forbes (since retired from active service), 
Twenty-seventh Infantry, August 14, 1908, vice Penney, retired 
from active service. 

Col. Daniel D. Wheeler (since retired from active service), 
assistant quartermaster-general, August 15, 1903, vice Chance, 
retired from active service. 

Col. Leon A. Matile (since retired from active service) , Twenty- 
fourth Infantry, August 15, 1908, vice Forbes, retired from active 


service. 
Col. Charles L. Cooper (since retired from active service) , Fifth 
Cavalry, August 16, 1903, vice Wheeler, retired from active service. 


Col. John A. Kress (since retired from active service), Ord- 
nance Department, August 16, 1908, vice Matile, retired from 
active service. 

Col. John Simpson (since retired from active service) , assistant 
quartermaster-general, August 17, 1903, vice Cooper, retired from 
«Col, Casali C. C. Carr, Fourth Cavalry, August 17, 1908, vi 

AL, 0 * . . ’ , ? vice 
Col Thole Ht Dany, eedlstont adjutant-general, August 18 
1903, vice Simpson, retired from active service. , ; 
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assistant q 
15, 1908, vice Wheeler, a 


to be assistant quartermaster-general wi 
August 17, 1903, vice Simpson, appointed brigadier-general. 








PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
Lient. Col. William A. Simpson, assistant adjutant-general, to 


be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel, August 18, 
1908, vice Barry, appointed brigadier-general. 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
Lieut. Col. John L. Clem, deputy quartermaster-general, to be 
i t quartermaster-gen with the rank of colonel, August 
— brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. William S. Patten, deputy quartermaster-general, 
the rank of colonel, 


Maj. William H. Miller, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 


master-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, August 15, 


1903, vice Clem, — 

Maj. Samuel R. Jones, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, August -.17, 
1903, vice Patten, promoted. 

Capt. John Elston Baxter (heretofore borne on the Army Regis- 
ter as ‘“‘ John Baxter, jr.”’), quartermaster, to be quartermaster 
with the rank of major, August 15, 1903, vice Miller, promoted. 

Capt. Moses G. inski, quartermaster, to be quartermaster 
with the rank of major, August 17, 1903, vice Jones, promoted. 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. Charles B. Byrne, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel, August 9, 
1903, vice De Witt, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Timothy E. Wilcox, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel, September 22, 
1903, vice 9 retired from active service. 

Maj. Louis W. Crampton, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen- 
eral with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, August 9, 1903, vice 
Byrne, om: 

Maj. Edwin F. Gardner, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 22, 1903, vice Wil- 
cox, promoted. 

Capt. Henry C. Fisher, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, August 9, 1903, vice Crampton, promoted. 

Capt. Henry A. Shaw, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, September 22, 1903, vice Gardner, promoted. 

ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. John G. Butler, Ordnance Department, to be col- 
onel, August 16, 1903, vice Kress, appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. Heath, Ordnance Department, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, August 16, 1903, vice Butler, promoted. 

Capt. Frank E. Hobbs, Ordnance Department, to be major, Au- 
gust 16, 1903, vice Heath, promoted. 

First Lieut. Thales L. Ames, Ordnance Department, to be cap- 
tain, August 16, 1903, vice Hobbs, promoted. 

CAVALRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. Clarence A. Stedman, Fourth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
August 16, 1903, vice Cooper, Fifth Cavalry, appointed brigadier- 

neral. 

Fie. Col. Edgar Z. Steever, United States Cavalry, assistant 
adjutant-general, to be colonel, August 17, 1903, vice Carr, Fourth 
Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. George H. Paddock, Fifth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, August 16, 1903, vice Stedman, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

Maj. Samuel W. Fountain, United States Cavalry, assistant ad- 
jutant-general, to be lieutenant-colonel, August 26, 1903, vice 
Parker, Thirteenth Cavalry, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 

Capt. Franklin O. Johnson, Third Cavalry, to be major, August 
16, 1903, vice Paddock, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Herbert J. Slocum, United States Cavalry, quartermaster, 
to be major, August 26, 1903, vice Swift, First Cavalry, detailed 
as assistant adjutant-general. 

First Lieut. Frank R. McCoy, Tenth Cavalry, to be captain, 
August 16, 1908, vice Johnson, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Chalmers C. Hall, Fifth Cavalry, to be captain, 
September 19, 1903, vice Fenton, Thirteenth Cavalry, detailed as 
paymaster. 

First Lieut. Clarence R. Day, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, September 28, 1903, vice Fleming, Fifth Cavalry, detailed as 
quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. Granville R. Fortescue. Fourth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant, August 16, 1903, vice McCoy, Tenth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. John Alden Degen, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 17, 1903, vice Brees, Twelfth Cavalry, de- 
tailed in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Arthur N. Pickel, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 17, 1903, vice Johnston, Fifteenth Cavalry, 
detailed in the Signal Corps. 
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Second Lieut. Brice P. Disque, Fifth Ca , to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 17, 1903, vice Hemphill, Third Cavalry, de- 
tailed in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Alvin 8. Perkins, Eleventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 17, 1903, vice Butler, First Cavalry, de- 
tailed in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Robert M. Barton, Ninth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, oyun 19, 1903, vice Hall, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walter J. Scott, Tenth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
— September 28, 1903, vice Day, Fourteenth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Richard W. Walker, Eighth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 15, 1903, vice Foley, Fifth Cavalry, dismissed. 


ARTILLERY CORPS, 


Lieut. Col. Asher C. Taylor, Artillery Corps, to be colonel, Au- 
gust 10, 1903, vice Woodruff, —- brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Henry W. Hubbell, Artillery Corps, to be colonel, 
August 10, 1903, vice Kinzie, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. William F. Stewart, Artillery Corps, to be colonel, 
August 11, 1903, vice Tiernon, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Anthony W. Vogdes, Artillery Corps, to be colonel, 
November 1, 1903, vice O’Hara, retired from active service. 

Maj. Alexander D. Schenck, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, August 10, 1903, vice Taylor, promoted. 

Maj. Sedgwick Pratt, Artillery Corps. to be lieutenant-colonel, 
August 10, 1903, vice Hubbell, promoted. 

Maj. John McClellan, Artillery Corps, to be lientenant-colonel, 
August 11, 1903, vice Stewart, promoted. 

Maj. Harry R. Anderson, Artillery oe to be lieutenant- 
a August 14, 1903, vice Taylor, detail assistant adjutant- 
general. 

Maj. Robert H. Patterson, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, November 1, 1903, vice Vogdes, promoted. 

Capt. Eli D. Hoyle, Artillery Corps, to be major, August 10, 
1903, vice Schenck, promoted. 

Capt. Granger A s, Artillery Corps, to be major, August 10, 
1903, vice Pratt, promoted. 

Capt. Frederick Marsh, Artillery Corps, to be major, August 
11, 1908, vice McClellan, promoted. 

Capt. Charles G. Woodward, illery Corps, to be major, Au- 
gust 14, 1903, vice Anderson, promoted. 

Capt. Edward E. Gayle, Artillery Corps, to be major, August 
14, 1903, vice White, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 

Capt. Hamilton Rowan, Artillery Corps, to be major, Novem- 
ber 1, 1903, vice Patterson, promoted. 

First Lieut. John T. Geary, Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
August 10, 1903, vice Hoyle, promoted. 

First Lieut. Guy T. Scott, Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
August 10, 1903, vice Adams, promoted. 

First Lieut. Morrell M. Mills, Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
August 11, 1903, vice Marsh, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles R. Lloyd, jr., Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain, August 14, 1903, vice Woodward, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edward Carpenter, Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
August 14, 1903, vice Gayle, promoted. 

First Lient. Henry M. Merriam. Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
August 27, 1903, vice Chase, detailed as paymaster. 

First Lieut. Oliver L. Spaulding, jr., Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain, August 27, 1903, vice Bottoms, detailed as commissary. 

First Lieut. Hanson B. Black, Artillery Corps, Ordnance De- 
partment, to be captain, August 27, 1903, vice Cole, detailed as 
quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Conrad H. Lanza, Artillery Corps, to be captain, 
November 1, 1903, vice Rowan, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles E. N. Howard, Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant, August 10, 1903, vice Geary, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edwin C. Long, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
tenant, August 10, 1903, vice Scott, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Augustus B. Warfield, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant, August 11, 1908, vice Mills, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Howard L. Landers, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant, August 14, 1903, vice Lloyd, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Claudius M. Seaman, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant, August 14, 1903, vice Carpenter, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Hugt J. B. McElgin, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant, August 27, 1903, vice Merriam, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur L. Fuller, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant, August 27, 1903, vice Spaulding, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Francis H. Lomax, ‘Artill ery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant, September 20, 1903. vice Green, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William H. Burt, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant, November 1, 1903, vice Lanza, promoted. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Daniel Cornman, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
colonel, August 8, 1903. vice Coolidge, Seventh Infantry, ap- 
pointed brigadier-general. 


DECEMBER 8, 


Lieut. Col. Charles -B. Hall, Thirtieth Infantry, to -be colonel, 
August 8, 1908, vice Roberts, Second Infantry, appointed brigadier. 


neral. 
Lieut. Col. Joseph W. Duncan, Thirteenth ary to be 
colonel, August 9, 1903, vice Thompson, Twenty-third Infantry, 
er brigadier-general. 

ieut. Col. Henry Wygant, Sixth Infantry, to be colonel, August 
11, ae vice Miller, Twenty-second Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. Francis W. Mansfield, First Infantry, to be colonel, 
August 12, 1903, vice Craigie, Seventeenth Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. P. Henry Ray, a Infantry, to be colonel, Au- 
gust 12, 1903, vice Bowman, Twenty-fifth Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Benjamin C. Lockwood, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to 
be colonel, August 13, 1903, vice Rice, Nineteenth Infantry, ap- 
pointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Philip Reade, Twenty-third Infantry, to be colonel, 
August 13, 1903, vice Penney, Twenty-ninth Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. John T. Van Orsdale, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
colonel, August 14, 1908, vice Chance, Fourth Infantry, appointed 

igadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. James A. Buchanan, Eleventh Infantry, to be colonel, 
August 14, 1903, vice Forbes, Twenty-seventh Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph F. Huston, Nineteenth Infantry, to be colo- 
nel, August 15, 1903, vice Matile, Twenty-fourth Infantry, ap- 
pointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. William H. W. James, Twenty-fifth Infantry (since 
retired from active service), to be colonel, October 31, 1903, vice 
Rodman, pe tg Infantry, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. ph W. Hoyt, United States Infantry, assistant 
adjutant-general, to be colonel, December 3, 1903, vice James, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, retired from active service. 

Maj. Charles A. Booth, Seventeenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
eens, BASS 8, 1908, vice Cornman, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Maj. Henry A. Greene, United States Infantry, Assistant Adju- 
tant-General, to be lieutenant-colonel, August 8, 1903, vice Hall, 
Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Edwin B. Bolton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, August 9, 1903, vice Duncan, Thirteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Maj. James S. Pettit, United States Infantry, Inspector-General, 
to be lieutenant-colonel, August 14, 1903, vice Wygant, Sixth In- 
fantry, — 

Maj. Charles L. Hodges, Twenty-third Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, August 12, 1903, vice Mansfield, First Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Robert H. R. Loughborough, Sixth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, August 12, 1903, vice Ray, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. John G. Ballance, United States Infantry, Assistant Ad- 
jutant-General, to be lieutenant-colonel, August 18, 1908, vice 


| Lockwood, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 


Maj. Frank Taylor, Fifteenth Infantry. to be lieutenant-colonel, 
August 13, 1903, vice Reade, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Richard T. Yeatman, Twenty-second Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel, August 14, 1903, vice Van Orsdale, Seventeenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Thomas F. Davis, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
on August 14, 1903, vice Buchanan, Eleventh Infantry, 
promoted. 

Maj. Daniel H. Brush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
= August 15, 1903, vice Huston, Nineteenth Infantry, pro- 


moted. 

Maj. Charles J. Crane, United States Infantry, assistant adju- 
tant-general, to be lieutenant-colonel. August 21, 1902, vice Pettit, 
detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 

Maj. Hobart K. Bailey, United States Infantry, inspector-gen- 
eral, to be lieutenant-colonel, October 31, 1903, vice James, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry. promoted. 

Capt. Frank B. eels Seventeenth Infantry, to be major, 
August 8, 1903, vice Booth, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Elias Chandler, First Infantry, to be major, August 9, 
1908, vice Bolton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Charles R. a , Ninth Infantry, to be major, August 
12, 1903, vice H ; enty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Charles W. Abbot, jr., Twelfth Infantry, to b> major, 
August 12, 1903, vice ougenomase Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Richard M. Blatchford, Eleventh Infantry, to be major, 
August 13, 1903, vice Taylor, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. John H. Beacom, Sixth Infantry, to be major, August 14, 
1903, vice Yeatman, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Willis T. May (heretofore borne as “ Will T. May’’), 
Fifteenth Infantry, to be major, August 14, 1908, vice Davia, 
Twenty-eighth try, promoted. 















Capt. Henry W. Hovey, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be major, 
August 14, 1903, vice Nichols, Twenty-first Infantry, detailed as 
inspector-general, : 

Capt. Lawrence J. Hearn, Twenty-first Infantry, to be major, 
August 15, 1903, vice Brush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Walter K. Wright, Seventh Infantry, to be major, Au- 
gust 26, 1903, vice Evans, Twentieth Infantry, detailed as assist- 
ant adjutant-general. c ‘ J 

Capt. Charles B. Hardin, Eighteenth Infantry, to be major, 
August 26, 1903, vice Starr, Twenty-fifth Infantry, detailed as 
assistant adjutant-general. ; ; 

Capt. Edwin P. Pendleton, Twenty-third Infantry, to be major, 
August 26, 1903, vice Dunning, Twenty-ninth Infantry, detailed 
as assistant adjutant-general. 

Capt. Harry A. Leonhaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be | 
major, September 8, 1903, vice Liggett, Twenty-first Infantry, de- | 
tailed as assistant adjutant-general. 

First Lieut. George M. Grimes, Twentieth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, August 8, 1903, vice McCoy, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Thomas R. Harker, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap- | 
tain, August 9, 1903, vice Chandler, First Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. John F. Wilkinson, Sixth Infantry, to be captain, 
August 12, 1903, vice Noyes, Ninth er, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frank D. Wickham, Twelfth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, August 12, 1903, vice Abbot, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William B. Folwell, First Infantry, to be captain, 
August 18, 1903, vice Blatchford, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Bryan Conrad, Fifteenth Infantry, to be captain, | 
August 14, 1908, vice Beacom, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William K. Naylor, Ninth Infantry, to be captain, 
August 14, 1903, vice May, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William H. Oury, Twelfth Infantry, to be captain, 
August 14, 1908, vice Hovey, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Austin F. Prescott, Seventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, August 15, 1903, vice Hearn, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edgar A. Fry, Thirteenth Infantry, to be captain, 
August 15, 1903, vice Brown, Fourth Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Harry A. Eaton, Eighth Infantry, to be captain, 
August 22, 1903, vice Weigel, Eleventh Infantry, detailed as | 
quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Campbell King, First Infantry, to be captain, Au- 
gust 26, 1903, vice Wright, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Tenney Ross, Third Infantry, to be captain, August 
26. 1903, vice Hardin, Eighteenth anes A soarsoutg od. 

First Lieut. George C. Martin, Second antry, to be captain, | 
August 26, 1903. vice Pendleton, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. | 

First Lieut. Robert O. Van Horn, Twelfth Infantry, to be cap- | 
tain, August 27, 1903, vice Creary, Twelfth Infantry, detailed as 
paymaster, 

First Lieut. Ezekiel J. Williams, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
Sonaee 8, 1908, vice Leonhaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Moor N. Falls, Twelfth Infantry, to be captain, | 
September 14, 1903, vice Perry, Thirtieth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Joseph W. Glidden, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
captain, September 23, 1903, vice Lowe, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

First Lieut. John R. R. Hannay, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
captain, September 28, 1908, vice Wren, Seventeenth Infantry, | 
detailed as quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. Julian L. Dodge, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, August 8, 1903, vice Grimes, Twentieth Infantry, | 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Herman Glade, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- | 
— August 9, 1903, vice Harker, Fifteenth Infantry, pro- 
motec 

Second Lieut. Frank 8. Bowen, Sixth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, August 12, 1903, vice Wilkinson, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Ward Dabney, First Infantry, to be first lieuten- 
ant, August 12, 1903, vice Wickham, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

_ Second Lieut. Paul M. Goodrich, Ninth Infantry, to be first | 
Kouta August 13, 1903, vice Folwell, First Infantry, pro- 

moted, 

_ Second Lieut. Frank H. Kalde, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, August 14, 1903, vice Conrad, Fifteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. William W. Taylor, jr., Twenty-second Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, August 14, 1903, vice Naylor, Ninth Infan- | 
try, promoted. 

_ Second Lieut. Russell C. Hand, Tenth Infantry, to be first | 
Houenahy August 14, 1903, vice Oury, Twelfth Infantry, pro- | 

0 ° | 

Second Lieut. Henry A. Bell, Twenty-second Infantry, to be | 
od Houtenemt, August 15, 1903, vice Prescott, Seventh Infantry, | 

moted. 
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Second Lieut. Bruno T. Scher, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, August 15, 1903, vice Fry, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George A. Herbst, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, August 22, 1903, vice Eaton, Eighth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Philip J. Lauber, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
first ey August 26, 1903, vice King, First Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Hunter, Tenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, August 26, 1903, vice Ross, Third Infantry, promoted, 

Second Lieut. Gad Morgan, Fifteenth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, August 26, 1903, vice Martin, Second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Elverton E, Fuller, Twelfth Infantry, to be first 


| lieutenant, August 27, 1903, vice Van Horn, Twelfth Infantry, 


promoted. 

Second Lieut. William 8S. Neely, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, September 3, 1903, vice Williams, Fifth Infantry, 
promoted. | 

Second Lieut. Frank H. Adams, Sixteenth Infantry, to be first 
eae September 14, 1903, vice Falls, Twelfth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. George C. Lewis, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 17, 1903, vice Voris, Eighth Infantry, detailed 


_ in the Signal Corps. 


Second Lieut. William H. Patterson, Tenth Infantry, to be first 


lieutenant, September 17, 1903, vice Kumpe, Twenty-eighth In- 
| fantry, detailed in the Signal Corps. 


Second Lieut. David A. Lindsay, First Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 17, 1903, vice Jeunet, First Infantry, detailed 
in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Leonard J. Mygatt, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, September 17, 1903, vice Goodale, Nineteenth In- 


| fantry, detailed in Signal Corps. 


Second Lieut. Elliott M. Norton, Sixth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 17, 1903, vice Briggs, Fourteenth Infantry, de- 
tailed in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Roscoe H. Hearn, Sixteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 17, 1903, vice Fitzpatrick, Ninth Infantry, 
detailed in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Nels Anderson, Seventh Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 23, 1903. vice Glidden, Nineteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

PAY DEPARTMENT. 


Capt. George T. Hotloway, paymaster, to be paymaster with 


| the rank of major, November 30, 1903, vice Kilbourne, deceased. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. Francis H. Schoeffel, Ninth Infantry. to be judge-advo- 
cate with the rank of major, December 2, 1903, vice Dunn, to be 
promoted. 

Capt. John S. Grisard, Seventh Infantry, to be judge-advocate 
with the rank of major, vice Schoeffel, to be appointed and re- 
tired from active service. 

First Lieut. Blanton Winship, Sixteenth Infantry, to be judge- 
advocate with the rank of major, vice Grisard, to be appointed 
and retired from active service. 

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY, 
CAVALRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. Charles W. Stewart, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 9, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Emil Engel, Nineteenth Infantry, to be second 


| lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 9, 1903. 


econd Lieut. Emmett Addis, Twentieth Infantry, to be second 


| lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 9, 1903. 


Second Lieut. Harry L. King, Twelfth Infantry, to be second 
lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 9, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Arthur G. Hixson, Eighth Infantry, to be second 


| lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 10, 1903. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 
Ensign James L. Ackerson to be an assistant naval constructor 


| in the Navy (subject to the examinations required by law) from 


the ist day of December, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade on that date. 

Midshipmen Donald R. Battles and Richard D. Gatewood to be 
assistant naval constructors in the Navy (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law) from the ist day of December, 1903, to fill 
vacancies existing in that grade on that date. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 

A. W. Gowan, of Burns, Oreg., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Burns, Oreg., vice Charles Newell, term expired. 

Thomas V. McAllister, of Vicksburg, Miss., to be receiver of 
pubiic moneys at Jackson, Miss., vice Isaiah T. Montgomery, 
resigned. 
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Mr. McAllister was appointed September 3, 1903, during the 
recess of the Senate, but his nomination failed of confirmation 
during the past session. 

SECRETARY OF HAWAII, 

A. L. C, Atkinson, of Hawaii, to be secretary of Hawaii, vice 
George R. Carter, appointed governor. 

Mr. Atkinson’s nomination was originally sent to the Senate 
December 1, but failed of confirmation during the past session. 

JUDGES OF THE POLICE COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Ivory G. Kimball, of the District of Columbia, to be judge of 
the police court of the District of Columbia. A reappointment, 
his term expiring January 13, 1904. 

Charles Fletcher Scott, of the District of Columbia, to be judge 
of the police court of the District of Columbia. A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring January 9, 1904. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William D. Crum, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, in 
place of Robert M. Wallace, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 

Theophilus G. Fowler to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the 
county of Perry and State of Alabama, in place of Theophilus G. 
Fowler. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Wiley F. Kennamer to be postmaster at Demopolis, in the 
county of Marengo and State of Alabama, in place of Wiley F. 
Kennamer. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

ARKANSAS. 


R. L. Floyd to be postmaster at El Dorado, in the county of 


Union and State of Arkansas, in place of Jacob F. Shuler, de- | 


ceased. 
CALIFORNIA. 

John Adams to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county of 
Santa Barbaraand State of California, in place of Madison Thorn- 
burg. Incumbent’s commission expires mber 13, 1903. 

Arthur G. Fisk to be postmaster at San Francisco, in the county 
of San Francisco and State of California, in place of Wilfred W. 
Montague, resigned. 

Mary S. Rutherford to be postmaster at Truckee, in the county 
of Nevada and State of California, in place of W. M. Burckhalter, 
resigned. 

COLORADO. 

Henry T. Sutherland to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county 
of Logan and State of Colorado, in place of John C. Scott, resigned. 

Edward L. Trounstine to be postmaster at Walsenburg, in the 


county of Huerfano and State of Colorado, in place of Frederick | 


G. McHarg, resigned. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Charles A. Potter to be postmaster at Danielson, in the county 
of Windham and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles A. Potter. | 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

INDIANA. 

Edward L. Mandlin to be postmaster at New Carlisle, in the | 
county of St. Joseph and State of Indiana, in place of Edward L. 
Manudlin. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Francis M. Savage to be postmaster at Hartshorn, in the Choc- | 
tow Nation and Indian Territory, in place of Frank D. Ungles. | 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

KANSAS. 

Jacob B. Boyer to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the county 
of Cherokee and State of Kansas, in place of Jacob B. Boyer. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 


} 


Robert T. Jellison to be 
of Republic and State of 


tmaster at Belleville, in the county | 
, in the place of Madge E. Long. | 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 
A. L. Utterback to be postmaster at Caney, in th 
Montgomery and State of Kansas, in place of Joseph E. Stone, 
removed. 


e county of | 


KENTUCKY. 

Colmore L. Barnes to be r at Elizabethtown, in the 
county of Hardin and State of Kentucky, in place of Colmore L. | 
Barnes. Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. | 

Coleman C. Wallace to be ‘at Richmond, in the 
county of Madison and State of Kentucky, in place of Coleman C. 
Wallace. Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. 

John B. Weller to be postmaster 
of Nelson and State of Kentucky, in place of John B. Weller. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

LOTTSIANA. 

Laura Bondurant to be 
of Tensas and State of Louisiana, in place of Albert Bondurant, 
deceased. 


| of Union and State of Mi 


Eureka and State of Nevada, in place of Charles L. Broy. 


at Bardstown, in the county | 


at St. Joseph, in the parish | 


DECEMBER 8, 


Joseph R. Domengeaux to be postmaster at Lafayette, in the 
parish of Lafayette and State of Louisiana, in place of Paul De- 
manade. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 

Edward E. Fitzgerald to be postmaster at Minden, in the parish 
of Webster and State of Louisiana, in place of John N. Sandlin, 
resigned, 

Benjamin F. Ford to be postmaster at Natchitoches, in the 
parish of Natchitoches and State of Louisiana, in place of Jean E, 
Breda. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Caroline G. Lyman to be postmaster at Franklin, in the parish 
of St. Mary and State of Louisiana, in place of Caroline G. Ly- 
man. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

John W. Miller to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the parish of 
Rapides and State of Louisiana, in place of Robert P. Hunter. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 

Mildred P, T. Prescott to be postmaster at Lutcher, in the parish 
of St. James and State of Louisiana, in place of Mildred P. 
Tompkins. (Name changed by marriage. ) 

S. F. Steere to be a at Shreveport, in the parish of 
pow a and State of Louisiana, in place of Leon M. Carter, de- 
ce . 

Jessie B. Wells to be postmaster at Leesville, in the parish of 
Vernon and State of Louisiana, in place of Edward L. Wells, de- 
ceased. 

MAINE. 

Sidney G. Haley to be postmaster at Phillips, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Maine, in place of Sidney G. Haley. 
cumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

Guy W. McAlister to be postmaster at Bucksport, in the county 
_of Hancock and State of Maine, in place of Guy W. McAlister. 
| Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

MICHIGAN, 

William P. Stiles to be postmaster at Coopersville, in the county 

| of Ottawa and State of Michigan, in place of William B. Stiles, 

to correct name. 

| MINNESOTA. 

| Justin Berkin to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of Ste- 
| vens and State of Minnesota, in place of Justin Berkin. Incum- 
| bent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

| Frank Dillingham to be postmaster at Granite Falls, in the 
| county of Yellow Medicine and State of Minnesota, in place of 
| Theodore H. Sorlien. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 


| ber 12, 1903. 

| John Frisch to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county of 
Winona and State of Minnesota, in placeof John Frisch. Incum- 
| bent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

| Mons Hauge to be postmaster at Benson, in the county of Swift 
and State of Minnesota, in place of James H. McCune. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Eilert Koefod to be postmaster at Glenwood, in the county of 
Pope and State of Minnesota, in place of Eilert Koefod.. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

Fred E. Wheeler to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county of 
Swift and State of Minnesota, in place of Fred E. Wheeler. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Samuel R. Braselton to be postmaster at Gulfport, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas A. Cleary, 
removed. 

Wade H. Phyfer to be postmaster at New Albany, in the county 
issippi. Office became Presidential 


| 
i 


October 1, 1903. 
MISSOURI. 
William J. Godt to be postmaster at New Haven, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 


Louis V. Bogy to be 
Choteau and State of 
1, 1901. 


MONTANA. 
tmaster at Chinook, in the county of 
ontana. Office became Presidential July 


NEVADA. 

Charles L. Broy to be postmaster at Eureka, in the peer ot 

le- 

cumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

John H. Bartlett to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 


| of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in place of John H. 


; 
| 


Bartlett. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

Charles Eaton to be aster at Littleton, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of Charles Eaton. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

Prescott B. Kinsman to be postmaster at Somersworth, in the 
county of Strafford and State of New Hampshire, in place of Pres- 
| pon B. Kinsman. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 

1903, 
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Natt. F. Roberts to be a at Farmington, in the oon 

of Strafford and State of New Hampshire, in place of Natt. F. 

Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 19038. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Henry R. Tatem to be postmaster at Collingswood, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey, in place of Henry R. Tatem. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

NEW YORK, 

Henry R. Bryan to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York, in wines of Henry R. Bryan. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

George D. Davis to be postmaster at Mount Kisco, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in place of George D. 
Davis. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

George E. Marcellus to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county 
of Genesee and State of New York, in place of George E. Mar- 
cellus. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Charles G. Norton, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Chenango and State of New York, in place of Charles G. Nor- 
ton. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

Webster M. Richardson, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the 
county of Oswego and State of New York, in place of Webster 
M. Richardson. 
1903. 

Mortimer R. Tefft, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York, in place of Mortimer R. 
Tefft. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


John E, Albright to be postmaster at Mount Airy, in the county | 
of Surry and State of North Carolina, in place of Richard K. Mar- | 


shall, Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 

Hans A. Alm to be tmaster at Hankinson, in the county of 
Richland and State of North Dakota, in place of Hans A. Alm. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Thomas B. Hurly to be 
of Ward and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1908. 

Mathew Lynch to be postmaster at Lidgerwood, in the county 
of Richland and State of North Dakota, in place of Mathew 
Lynch. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Jonas E. Laubenstein to be postmaster at Minersville, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Jonas 
E. Laubenstein. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1903. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Lyman J. Bates to be postmaster at Lake Preston, in the county 
of Kingsbury and State of South Dakota, in place of Lyman J. 
Bates. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Victor C. Wass to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 


of Turner and State of South Dakota, in place of Victor C. Wass. | 


Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Alfred R. N. Folger to be postmaster at Gaffney, in the county 
of Cherokee and State of South Carolina, in place of Alfred R. N. 
Folger. Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. 

TENNESSEE. 

William M. Bray to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county 
of Chester and State of Tennessee, in place of William M. Bray. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. 

TEXAS, 


Dallas Harbert to be postmaster at Commerce, in the county of | 


Hunt and State of Texas, in place of Charles W. Rush. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

D. A. Robinson to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county of 
— and State of Texas, in place of William M. O’Leary, de- 
ceased, 

Gertrude Taylor to be postmaster at Llano, in the county of 
Llano and State of Texas, in place of James L. Taylor, deceased. 
UTAH. 

Edwin R. Booth to be postmaster at Nephi, in the county of 
Juab and State of Utah, in place of Edwin R. Booth. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

WASHINGTON. 

Grant C. Angle to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Nese am State of Washington, in place of Albert J. Munson, 

moved. 

John Black to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the county of 
Whatcom and State of Washington, in place of Samuel P. Tap- 
ping. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1902. 

William M. Clemenson to be postmaster at Clarkston, in the 
county of Asotin and State of Washington. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1903. 


Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, | 


tmaster at Bowbells, in the county | 


Richard Connell to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 

George Porterfield to be postmaster at Charlestown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia, in place of Louis 
D. Getzendaner. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 


1903. 
WISCONSIN. 

Wilbur H. Bridgman to be postmaster at Stanley, in the county 
of Chippewa and State of Wisconsin, in place of Wilbur H. 
Bridgman. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Emile C. Duval to be postmaster at West De Pere, in the 
oe of Brown and State of Wisconsin, in place of Emile C. 
Duval. Incumbent’s commission expires December 14, 1903. 

Kirby Thomas to be postmaster at Superior, late West Superior, 
in the county of Douglas and State of Wisconsin, in place of 
Kirby Thomas, to change name of office. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 8, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
John Adams to be tmaster at Santa Maria, Cal. 
Arthur G. Fisk to be postmaster at San Francisco, Cal. 
Mary 8S. Rutherford to be postmaster at Truckee, Cal. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Jonas E. Laubenstein to be postmaster at Minersville, Pa. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
| Lyman J. Bates to be postmaster at Lake Preston, S. Dak. 
| Victor C. Wass to be postmaster at Centerviile, S. Dak. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 8, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
| lution, and ask for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and an 
Se thereof, be allowed to sit during the sessions of the Fift y-cighth 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and without objection, the resolution will be 
| agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I also offer, Mr. Speaker, the following 
| report and resolution from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
| Post-Roads. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 41. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to which has been re- 
| ferred House resolution No. 41, has had the same under consideration and 
recommend theadoption thereof by the House. Theinformation which papers 
referred to in the resolution contain will be of much value to the committee 
in the consideration of the bill providing appropriations for the postal serv- 
ice, and other legislation affecting such service which may properly come 
before the committee for action. In view of this the committee considers 
the adoption of the resolution wise, and recommends its passage. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads is hereby 
authorized to request the Postmaster-General to send to the committee all 
papers connected with the recent investigation of his Department. 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to hear some explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that on examining the 
resolution it seems to be a report from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads of a resolution of inquiry, and, in the 
opinion of the Chair, does not require unanimous consent. The 
| question therefore is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. WANGER. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I understand the gentleman asked for 
an explanation? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is unani- 
mously reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
It authorizes that committee to request the Postmaster-General 
to submit to the committee all papers connected with the recent 
investigation of his Department. The Committee on Post-Offices 











| 





and Post-Roads is charged with the preparation of the largest 
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appropriation bill that will be considered by Congress, with one | be found that their publication would not embarrass the Depart- 
single exception. It is prudent that the committee in the prepa- | ment of Justice in the discharge of its duties, I shall have no ob- 
ration of that bill should have before it all possible information | jection to their publication. 
which would be of advantage to it in the framing of that appro- Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman accept an amendment to 
priation bill. If there have been extravagant uses of former ap- | his resolution striking out all after the word *‘Resolved”’ and in- 
propriations and mismanagement under the administrative | serting the following 
authority of the Department, it is important that the committee Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to my friend, before he reads 
having charge of such legislation should be advised of the sug- | his proposition, that this resolution bears the unanimous indorse- 
gestions contained in the report of the Postmaster-General involv- | ment of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. In 
ing these investigations, in order that it may recommend to the | view of that, I should not feel at liberty to accept any amendment 
House needed legislation. at this time. 

It is proper, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the House to Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield a mo- 
the fact that public notice has been given of the indictment of a | ment? 
large number of individuals growing out of the investigation re- Mr. OVERSTREET. I will yield for a question. 
ferred to in this resolution. It is also well known to the House Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to ask the gentleman 
that a committee of the importance of the Post-Office Committee | whether he is going to furnish any opportunity cant I may ask 
could not await the action of the executive department of the | for a statement from the minority of the Post-Office Committee? 
Government before it shall begin the preparation of its bill which | Mr.OVERSTREET. Why, the committee unanimously reports 
shall provide for the expenses of the great postal service. It is | this resolution. 
therefore necessary, in the judgment of the committee, as evi- Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman says it is a unani- 
denced by its unanimous indorsement of this resolution, that this | mous report. That is true; but we have,as the gentleman knows, ~ 
information should be before it at the earliest practicable date, | such an organization of the committees that the majority of the 
in order that it may know how far the recommendations of the | House has 11 members out of 17, or 6 ont of 9. And who knows 
various heads of the Departments have been influenced by the | that the Democratic members have passed on this proposition, 
discoveries which are disclosed in this investigation and how far | without a statement from the Democratic side, which I do in- 
the committee should go in its recommendations to the House for | sist on? 
needed legislation or in the recommendation for appropriations Mr. OVERSTREET rose. 
for the next fiscal year. Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that this request of the committee is | bnt—— 
entirely foreign and separate from any purpose to inaugurate, or Mr. OVERSTREET. As the gentleman appears to doubt my 
even at this time to recommend, any general investigation of the | word, I appeal to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], the 
Post-Office Department. Upon that subject the committee in | senior member of the minority on the Post-Office Committee; let 
this recommendation has given no expression of opinion. If any | him testify as to whether I have told the truth. 
necessity may exist for a further inquiry that necessity will| Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the gentleman ought not to 
be disclosed after the papers have been examined by the com- | place me in that attitude or strike me out in this fashion. 








mittee. Mr. OVERSTREET. You placed yourself in that attitude. 
Mr. ROBB. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will give me 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I will yield for a question. | three minutes I will os myself in the proper attitude. 
Mr. ROBB. I desire to ask the gentleman whether he intends | Mr. OVERSTREET. I yielded to the gentleman for a ques- 


by this resolution that his committee shall usurp the powers and | tion. and I am now yielding to the gentleman from Tennessee 
jurisdictions of the Committee on Expenditures in the Post- | that he may answer the question. 

Office Department, which committee, under the rules, is charged | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman [ad- 
with “‘ the examination of the accounts and expenditures’’ of that | dressing Mr. Moon of Tennessee] to yield me a little time 1 ater on. 
Department ** and the manner of keeping the same, the economy,| Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman from Tennessee has not 
justness, and correctness of such expenditures,’’ and so forth? | any time to yield. 

[ Laughter. | Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to my friend that there is no | Post-Office and Post-Roads was unanimously of the opinion that 
thought on the part of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | the information sought for in this resolution was absolutely nec- 
Roads to tread within the territory which properly belongs to the | essary to the proper making up of the appropriation bill. It is 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department. Our | impossible for us to say, in view of occurrences in the Post-Office 
committee has no desire to enter that field atall. Weshall leave | Department, whether some of the estimates submitted are too 
to that great committee the discharge of its duties as it may call | large or too small. Information is needed all along the line by 
them to the attention of the House. the committee. The only purpose of this resolution is that the 

The purpose of the resolution is to obtain information for one | committee shall be Ss informed so that it may properly 
of the committees of the House—information which it can properly | discharge its duties to this House. I think there ought to be no 
use in the discharge of the duties which the House has imposed | objection to the passage of this resolution. [Applause‘on the Re- 
upon it. | publican side. 

Mr. WANGER rose. | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield to the gentleman for a question. | the gentkeman from Tennessee a question. 

Mr. WANGER. Is it the purpose of the gentleman and his| Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
committee to have this information kept private or isitto be made | man from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] to yield to me for a few 
public? minutes, in order that I may present the proposed amendment. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to my friend from Pennsylva- The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 
nia [Mr. WANGER] that the sole purpose of the committee is to Mr. OVERSTREET. No, Mr. Speaker, I must decline to yield 
get the advantage of this information for our use in the framing | to the gentleman for that purpose. 
of legislation which comes before us, especially the great Post- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana declines to yield. 
Office appropriation bill, in order to enable us to act wisely in Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman permit me to say just a 
framing those measures. word? 

The question of publishing these reports has not yet been con- Mr. OVERSTREET. I think there has been sufficient explana- 
sidered. Speaking for myself, I know of no objection to the pub- | tion of the Ps of this resolution. 
lication of these reports or all of the papers connected with that Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, my only desire is that the House 
investigation, so far as such publication will not embarrass the | shall have this information and that every Member of the House 
proper prosecution of cases pending under the control of the De- | shall be able to inform himself of what is necessary for reform, 
partment of Justice. and so forth, in the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. WANGER. Then. as I understand my friend, he does not The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 
know of any reason why the House should not have the papers Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I think that the resolution 
and information. [Applause on the Democratic side. } has been fully explained and I ask for a vote. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have no objection to the House having The SPE R. The gentleman from Indiana declines to yield. 
all of that information; but I see no occasion for making all of it Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not un- 
public now. Speaking only for myself, it may be proper at a fu- | derstand that the tleman declines to yield to me. 
ture date—possibly at an early date—that all that report should Mr. OVERSTREET. I demand the previous question. 
be given the utmost, the most extensive publicity. t for the Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 
reasons I have stated, the committee feels that it needs all this in- The SPEAKER. For what p does the gentleman rise? 
formation for its own p now. If,after the papers included Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. 8 er, I will withdraw that de- 
in the investigation have been laid before the committee, it shall ' mand for a moment. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise for parlia- 
mentary information. ; : 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is there or will there be an 
opportunity to amend the resolution as it now stands? If so, I 
want to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That-will depend on whether the House orders 
the previous question. = 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I hope that the previous 
question will be voted down, so that the resolution may be 

mended. 
X The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi understands 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. ROBB. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question. 

' The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the 
previous question. $a 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WituiAMs of Mississippi) the Speaker announced that there were 
167 gentlemen voting in the affirmative and 113 gentlemen voting 
in the negative. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WANGER. To inform the Speaker that I voted in the 
negative, but that I do not think the Speaker saw me. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and fourteen gentlemen voting 
in the negative. Spr gone and laughter. | 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 

yeas and nays. 

Mr. WANGER. Oh, I hope my friend will not do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and was interrupted by 
Mr. WiLu1AMs of Mississippi, who rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise for the purpose of sub- 
mitting a request for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER, The roll call can not be interrupted for that | 
purpose. 

: Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But, Mr. Speaker, the unan- 
imous consent involves doing away with the roll call. 

The SPEAKER. That is in line with the roll call. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi asks unanimous consent to dispense with | 
the roll call. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 





Upon certain conditions. 
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So the previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the pairs. 









NAYS—121. 
Adamson, Goldfogle, Livingston, Shober, 
Aiken, Goulden, Lloyd, ‘Shull, 
Baker Granger, Lucking, Sims, 
Bankhead, Gregg, McClellan, Slayden, 
Beall, Tex, Griffith, McLain, Small, 
Bell, Cal, Gudger, MeNary, Smith, Ky. 
Benny, Hamlin, Macon, Smith, Tex. 
Benton, Hardwick, Maddox, Snook, 
Bowers, Harrison, Miers, Ind. Southall, 
Bowie, Hay, Padgett, Spight, 
Broussard, Hill, Miss. Page, Stanley, 
Brundidge, Hitchcock, Patterson,N.C. Stephens, Tex. 
Burgess, Houston, Pierce, Sullivan, Mass. 
Burleson, Hughes, N.J. Pinckney, Sulzer, 
Caldwell, Humphreys, Miss. Rainey, Swanson, 
Candler, Hunt, Randell, Tex. Tate, 
Cassingham, James, Ransdell, La. Taylor, 
Clark, Johnson, Richardson, Ala. Thomas, N. C, 
Clayton, Kehoe, Richardson, Tenn. Van Duzer, 
Davey, La. Kitchin, Claude __— Rider, Wade, 
Davis, Fla. Kitchin, Wm. W. Rixey, Wallace, 
De Armond, Kline, Robb, Wanger, 
Dougherty, Lamar, Fla. Robinson, Ark. Webb, 
Emerich, Lamar, Mo, Robinson, Ind. Wiley, Ala. 
Fitzgerald, Legare, Rucker, Williams, Il. 
Flood, Lester, Ruppert, Williams, Miss. 
Gaines, Tenn. Lever, Russell, Wynn, 
Garber, Lewis, Ryan, Zenor. 
Gilbert, Lind, Shafroth, 
Gillespie, Lindsay, Sheppard, 
Glass, Little, Sherley, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ’’—9. 

| Bartlett, Currier, Dickerman, Garner, 

| Brantley, Denny, Dinsmore, Thomas, Iowa, 
Cassel, 

NOT VOTING—&4. 

Bassett, Foster, Il. Lorimer, Robertson, La. 
Bowersock, Gillet, N. Y. Lovering, Scarborough, 
Breazeale, Gooch, McAndrews, Scudder, 
Brick, Griggs, McDermott, Shackleford, 
Brownlow, Hearst, McLachlan, Smith, N.Y. 

| Burleigh, Henry, Tex. Mahoney, Spalding, 
Burnett, Hermann, Maynard, Sparkman, 

| Butler, Mo. Hitt, Metcalf, Sullivan, N. Y. 
Byrd, Holliday, Meyer, La. Talbott, 
Capron, Hopkins, Miller, Tawney, 
Cochran, Howard, Mondell, Thayer, 
Cooper, Tex. Howell, Pa. Morrell, Thompson, 

| Croft, Howell, Utah Mudd, Trimble, 

| Cromer, Jackson, Md, Olmsted, Underwood, 
Crowley, Jones, V2. Patterson, Pa. Vandiver, 
Darragh, Keliher, Patterson, Tenn. Wachter, 
Davidson, Lacey, Pou, Wadsworth, 
Dayton, Lamb, Pujo, Watson, 
Dresser, Lilley, Reeder, Weisse, 
Finley, Littlefield, Reid, Woodyard, 
Flack, Livernash, Rhea, Wright. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the request. 


The Clerk resumed and completed the roll call. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 170, nays 121, 


answered ‘‘ present’’ 8, not voting 84; as follows: 


YEAS—170. 
Acheson, Dovener, Jackson, Ohio Pearre, 
Adams, Pa. Draper Jenkins Perkins, 
Adams, Wis, Driscoll, Jones, Wash, Porter, 
Alexander, Dunwell, Kennedy, Powers, Me. 
Allen, Dwight, Ketcham, Powers, Mass. 
Ames, Esch, Kinkaid, Prince, 
Babcock, Evans, Kluttz, Roberts, 
Badger, Field, Knapp, Rodenberg, 
Bartholdt, Fee, Knopf, Scott, 
Bates, Fordney, Kyle, Sherman, 
Bede, Foss, Lafean, Shiras, 
Beidler, Foster, Vt. Landis, Chas. B. Sibley, 
Bingham, Fowler, Landis, Frederick Skiles, 
Birdsall, French, Lanning, Slemp, 
Bishop, Fuller, Lawrence, Smith, Ml. 
Boutell, Gaines, W. Va. Littauer, Smith, Iowa 
Bradley, Gardner, Mass. pagrerm, Smith, Samuel W. 
Brandegee, Gardner, Mich. Loud, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brooks, Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager, Smith, Pa. 
Brown, Pa, Gibson, McCall, Snapp, 
Brown, Wis. Gillett, Cal. McCarthy, Southard, 
Buckman, Gillett. Mass, McCleary, Minn. Southwick, 
Burke, Goebel, McCreary, Pa. Sperry, 
Burkett, Graff, Me Morran, Stafford, 
Burton, Greene, Mahon, Steenerson, 
Butler, Pa. Grosvenor, Mann, Sterling, 
Calderhead, Hamilton, Marsh, Stevens, Minn, 
Campbell, Haskins, Marsha Sulloway, 
Conner, Haugen, Martin, Tirrell, 
Cooper, Pa, Hedge, Minor, Townsend, 
Cooper, Wis. Hemenway, Moon, Pa Van Voorhis, 
Cousins, Henry, Conn, Moon, Tenn. Volstead 
Cowherd, Eagearn, Morgan, Vreeland, 
Crumpacker, Hildebrant, Murdock, Warner, 
Curtis, Hill, Conn. Needham, Warnock, 
Cushman, Hinshaw, Nevin, Weems, 
Dalzell, Hogg, Norris, Wiley, N. J. 
Daniels, Howell, N. J. Otis, Williamson, 
Davis, Minn. Huff, Otjen, Wilson, Il. 
Deemer, Hughes, W.Va. Overstreet, Wilson, N. Y. 
Dick, Hull, Palmer, Young. 
Dixon, Humphrey, Wash. Parker, 
Douglas, Hunter, Payne, 





| gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Fistey]— 





Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the 





The SPEAKER. This is not in order. Under the rule the 


| pairs must be announced from the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. CURRIER. I desire to have my name called, to change 
my vote. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The pairs will first be an- 
nounced and then opportunity will be given the gentleman. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. LAMB, 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. Henry of Texas, 

Mr. LiILLey with Mr. Rew. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Denny, 

Mr. CassEL with Mr. Goocnu. 

Mr. WoopyarpD wlth Mr. GARNER. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. DiInsMorgE. 

Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. DICKERMAN, 

For the session: 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLey. 

Mr. DayTON with Mr. MeyYER of Louisiana, 

For this day: 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Foster of Illinois, 

Mr. LAcry with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. MONDELL with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. Griaas, 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 

Mr. MorRRELL with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. MayNarp, 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. HEARST. 

Mr. Giuuet of New York with Mr. McANDREWs, 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. RHEA. 

Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. Parrerson of Tennessee, 
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. Howe. of Utah with Mr. McDrermort. 
. HOLLIDAY with Mr. KELIneEr. 
. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Jongs of Virginia. 
. FLack with Mr. Howe. of Pennsylvania. 
. DRESSER with Mr. Howarp. 
. WACHTER with Mr. WEISSE. 
. CROMER with Mr. CocHRan. 
. CAPRON with Mr. BuRNETT. 
. BOWERSOCK with Mr. BREAZEALE. 
. WRIGHT with Mr. CROWLEY. 
. DARRAGH with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
. WATSON with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
. SPALDING with Mr. THompson. 
. Smita of New York with Mr. TALBort. 
. REEDER with Mr. THAYER. 
On this vote: 
Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. McLACHLAN with Mr. SPARKMAN. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire | 


desire to have his name called? 
Mr. CURRIER. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman voted? 
Mr. CURRIER. 
to ‘* present.”’ 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. CuRRIER, and he voted *‘ pres- | 


ent.”’ 

Mr. DICKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. DICKERMAN. I voted and am paired. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. DICKERMAN, and he voted 
**present.”’ 

Mr. DINSMORE. I voted ‘‘no.’’ Mr. Speaker. 
dinary session. The extraordinary session has adjourned, but 
nevertheless I desire to preserve the pair until the return of the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Dinsmore, and he voted 
** present.”’ 

Mr. BARTLETT. I voted, but I find I am paired with the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNEy]. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. BARTLETT, and he answered 
** present.”’ 

r. DENNY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Henry]. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman voted? 

Mr. DENNY. I voted “‘no.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. Denny, and he voted “‘ pres- | 
ent.”’ 
Mr. BUCKMAN. Mr. Speaker, my pair has been dissolved. I | 


desire to vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote? 
Mr. BUCKMAN. I voted *‘ present.”’ 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. BucKMAN, and he voted ** yea.”’ 
Mr. GARNER. Iam recorded as voting ‘‘no.’’ I am paired 
with the gentleman from West Virginia, Mr. Woopyarp. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. GARNER, and he voted ‘* pres- 
ent.”’ 
“Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire—— 
The SPEAKER. One moment. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to | 


make a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point of order | 


that this resolution is not 
the point comes too late, 
indulge me a moment—— 

The SPEAKER. No: not pending the announcement of the 
vote. Afterwards the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the previous question 
is ordered. 


ee and if it be considered that 
desire only to say, if the Chair will 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to concede that it 


might be contended that the point of order against that resolu- 


tion is now too late; but inasmuch as the Chair misled the House | 


of Representatives, unintentionally, I assume, in the statement | Bankhead, 
that this was a resolution of inquiry, it seems to me that the | 

Chair would not preclude the House now from the consideration | Daseste, y 
} , +ex. 
ANGER] objected to the | Bol, *- 


of the resolution by not entertaining the point of order. When 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


I have voted, and I desire to change my vote | 


I had a pair | 
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] during the extraor- | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


resolution or reserved the objection, the Chair said that it was 
not necessary that unanimous consent should be had for its con- 
sideration, because the Chair said it was a resolution of inquiry 
addressed to the head of a Department. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Chair, [ have no doubt, from a cursory 
and hasty examination might have supposed that it was a resolu- 
tion of inquiry provided for under the rules. But it is not sucha 
resolution. The statement of the Chair was accepted by gentle- 
men, and the point of order was not then made which otherwise 
would have been. 

Mr. WANGER. The point of order was reserved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania reserved the point of order. I think if the 
Chair will examine the resolution he will find that itis not a reso- 
lution of inquiry under the rules of the House of Representatives. 
It is not a resolution addressed to the head of a Department for 
information that is contemplated under the head of resolutions of 

| inquiry. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this all comes too late—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I said it comes too late. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). And the House has acquiesced. 

| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the Chair—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to hear further dis- 

| cussion. If the point of order were well taken, it comes too late; 

_and the previous question having been ordered, it is not necessary 

for the Chair to rule. But the Chair is of opinion at this time 

| that if the point of order had been made in apt time the Chair 
would have overruled the point of order. The resolution comes 

| in an unusual form, it is true, but the object of the resolution is 

| to obtain information—‘‘ the letter killeth, but the spirit giveth 

ae therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, the resolution is 
in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have 
been recognized. 

The SPEAKER. Nobody is recognized. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask to be recognized, then, 
| to move to recommit with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will forward his motion. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WILu1AMs of Mississippi moves to recommit with instructions to the 
committee to vont with an amendment striking out all after the word 
** Resolved” and insert the following: 

“That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, uested to transmit to 
the House of ee all the papers and evidence touching the in- 
vestigation of all alleged frauds and irregularities in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and postal service.” 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Upon that I derfand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. On that the gentleman from Indiana asks the 
previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for that —— ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It comes from the Republican 
side, I will state to the gentleman. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for that purpose? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not yield for that purpose, and in- 
| sist upon my demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
yield and insists on his demand for the previous question on the 

| motion to recommit the resolution with instructions. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
| the Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 
| Mr. OVERSTREET. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker. is there not de- 
| bate for ten or twenty minutes on a side when the previous ques- 
| tion is ordered? 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 159, the noes 
are 119, and the previous question is ordered. The question is on 
the motion to recommit. There is no debate on a motion to re- 


commit. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In order to save time, let us 
have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 161, 


DECEMBER 8, 


I wish to submit a request for 


| answered ** present ’’ 8, not voting 86, as follows: 


YEAS—129. 


Adamson, Cowherd, 


Benton, 
Aiken, 


Bowie, 
Brundidge, 


—. 


Caldwell, 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Garber, 
oie 

i ie, 
Gi 
Goulden. 
Granger, 
Gregg, 
Gu 5 


De Armond, 
Dickerman, 
Dougherty, 
Flea 
tzgera 
Fitzpatrick, 
Flood, 


Bartlett, 


Benny, 
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‘ Richardson, Ala. Spight, The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on agreeing to the 
Hardwick, Lindsay, sama — - Sm resolution. 
Harrison, as Riser: Sullivan, Mass. The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
Hill’ Miss Livingston, Robb, Sulzer, On motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, a motion to reconsider the last 
: Llo Robinson, Ark. Swanson, vote was laid on the table. 





hes,N.J. McClellan, Rucker, THE ISLE OF PINES. 
eephreys, Miss. McLain, uppert, veer. 
Hunt, MeNary, ussell, vm. r, Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I send a resolution to the 
James, ee Broider, alla Clerk’s desk which I ask to have considered as a privileged 
shoo Miers, Ind froth Wanger, matter. 
Kitchin, Claude, Moon, Tenn. Sheppard, Wee’ pte The Clerk read as follows: 
— we. ©: Pa = * Shobes, ms, ll. Whereas it is commonly reported that a treaty negotiated between the 
Kluttz Patterson, N.C. Shull, Wil M President of the United States and the Republic of Cuba, granting and ced- 
Lamar, Fla. Pierce, 8 i Wilson, N. Y. pa, She _ = ge & ned Republic S Cuba, . pending in the Senate of the 
pamae, 3) ia" Smith hor. OnWh by the terms of the treaty of Paris the Kingdom of Spain reli 
Legare, Raine Smith, Ky. Zenor, . _— y ° — . ~y ty oO ris . °) fing. — : ox re —" 
Lester, Randell, Tex. Smith, Tex. quished sovere y over X 20 nes as part of the island of Cuba; anc 
Lever, Ransdell, La. Snook, Whereas by the action of t cereranatet in establishing and recognizing 
Lewis, Rhea, Sou the independence of the Republic of Cuba it was expressly provided that the 
NAYS—161 ae = ae should not be within the constitutional boundary of that Re- 
ee public; an 
iscoll, Humphrey, Wash. Payne, Whereas this Government has been administering the affairs of and exer- 
ae ee enter, ve me cising sovereignty over the Isle of Pines ever since the treaty of Paris was 
Adams, Wis. Dwight, Jackson, Ohio Perkins, ratified; and stan Rbk Abttiie TE of ten Conatinntl ‘ ae 
‘Alexander, Esch, Jenki Porter, Whereas section 3 0 cle IV of the Consti ution of the United States 
Allen, Evans, Jones, Wash Powers, Me provides that ‘the Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all 
Ames, Field, Kennedy, Powers, Mass. needful rules and r lations respecting the territory and other property of 
Babcock, Fordney, Ketcham, seem eet EE Ges eeiiinn ot the Selictery bo teatranted t0 inquire 
Bartholdt, ‘088, Kin Roberts, esolved, mee mmitt mo on ihe udiciar rt e ins ructed to inquire 
Bates, Foster, Vt. Knapp, Scott, into the facts here ‘ore reci and report to this House as soon as prac- 
Bode, Ne mnopty a Fires. Whasthhe the lato of Pines to “tersitory or other property belonging 
Beidler, French, Kyle, Shiras, ne. oon Sonn e then te = ory or 0 : F gp y belonging 
Bingham, Faller, Lafean, Sibley, to the Uni es"* within the sense and meaning of the Constitution. © 
Birdsall, Gaines, W. Va. Lanning, Skiles, Second. Whether a wweaty granting and coting tarritc wry of or belonging 
Bishop, Gardner, Mass. Lawrence, Slemp, to the United States to a foreign government without action on the part of 
Boutell, Gardner, Mich. Littauer, Smith, Iowa the Congress is authorized by the Constitution. 
Bradley, Gardner, N. J. Longworth, Smith, Samuel W. Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary may report at any time 
Brandegee, oe Ooi Y oud. = ) tear Alden | under the foregoing resolution. 
ks, ie 5 ei udenslager mith, Pa. Sea be \ : 
cate Pa. Gillett, Cal. McCall, 7 Snapp, Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To that, Mr. Speaker, I re- 
Brown, Wis. Gillett, Mass McCarthy, Southwick, serve the point of order. 
Buckman, Gostvel, Morar Pe” | Boer” Mr. CRUMPACKER. May I inquire what is the point of 
urke, ’ , . , 
Burkett, Greene, McLachlan, Stafford, order? aoe 
Burton, Grosvenor, McMorran, Btosnerson, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi can do that 
Butler, Pa. amilton on erling, _. i mt. Of course he can make the poi ’ 
Calderhead, Haskins, Mann,’ es Mian. satel ae eanenee it will require ~ ne emo Sausie Pere 
Campbell, Haugen, Marsh, Sulloway, now, bu eq ‘ i. 
Conner, Hedge, Marshall, Tawney, Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman 
Cooper’ Wi esr -y, Conn Moon.’Pa Tre from Indiana ask unanimous consent to introduce this resolution? 
Sooner i—_, Morenn Van Voorhis, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana does not ask 
Crumpacker, ee Mur. ock, Yolstend, unanimous consent. The gentleman offers the resolution as a 
Curtis, ebran ee reelan ivi : lestesinnd : 
Sebibehis Hill, Conn. Nevin, Waeme ae = the gentleman from Mississippi asks to 
Dalzell, Hinshaw, Norris, Warnock, rese 2 re . 2 Fa 
Daniels, Hogg Otis, comme, Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Asto its being privileged. 
Deemer, | Ss da eg wins ae The SPEAKER. Ani the gentleman from Mississippi can do 
ae wt Sener, = that by unanimous consent. Is there objection to the gentleman 
Dovener, Haghes, W.Va. Parker, from Mississippi reserving the point of order? [After a pause. ] 
Draper, Hull, Patterson, Pa. The Chair hears none. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—8. Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the resolu- 
Brantley, Cassel, Garner, Lamb, tion is quite clearly shown on its face. The political status of the 
Broussard, Denny, Griffith, Thomas, Iowa. Isle of Pines is unique indeed. Originally it was regarded as a 
NOT VOTING—86. part of the island of Cuba, and by the terms of the treaty of 
Bowers, Dresser, Lovering, Slayden Paris the Kingdom of Spain relinquished sovereignty over the Isle 
Bowersock, gunley, sopeews, = i of Pines as a part of the island of Cuba. 
—— Pee mu. Seheney, a. By subsequent action on the part of this Government the Cuban 
Brownlow, Gooch, Martin, Sparkman, Republic was established, and it was expressly provided in the 
patie riggs, one aes, nc: hoy N.Y. negotiations between this Government and the Cuban authorities 
Butler, Mo Henry, Tex. Meyer, La. Taylor,” that the Isle of Pines should not be included in the constitutional 
Byrd,| Hitt,’ er, Thayer, boundaries of the Republic of Cuba. And ever since the Paris 
(eprom, Hopkins, once, qcwepent, treaty was ratified the United States has exercised sovereignty 
Cooper, a! Howell, Pa. Mudd,” Hedereved, over the Isle of Pines, it has administered its affairs, and the ob- 
Croft, Howell, Utah Olmsted, Wachter, ject of this resolution is to ascertain or to take the opinion of the 
Cromer, Jackson, Md. Patterson, Tenn. Wadsworth, Committee on the Judiciary in respect to the title of the United 
Corey , a Pad, Wwe States Government to that island. 
Darragh, Lace, ae . Beoder, we It often ee as the result of — operations between 
vidson, Landis, Chas. B. Reid, yar nations, that territory is occupied by a power as a military pos- 
pee, See Len 7 Frederick ee a ve “ee session, and there is no question about the power or the right of 
Dinsmore, Littlofield, Scarborough, the treaty-making authority to relinquish such possession and 
Dixon, Lorimer, Shackleford, allow the original sovereignty to be reasserted over the territory 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. RoDENBERG with Mr. Broussarp. 
Mr. Sirs of Illinois with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 


so temporarily occupied. But in this case the original sovereign 
absolutely relin nished all power and sovereignty over the Isle of 
Pines—the island was not included in the Republic of Cuba—and 
the Government of the United States has been exercising control 
over the island under those unusual and anomalous conditions. 










Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I was present in my place, Mr. 


| Itis known throughout the country that a treaty has been ne- 
Speaker, and listening when my name should have been called, | 


gotiated between the President and the authorities of the Repub- 


but did not hear it. lic of Cuba granting and ceding the Isle of Pines to that Republic. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name | It is possible under the circumstances of this particular case the 
should have been called? treaty-making power has that right. But the Constitution of the 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and | 


United States expressly declares that the Congress shall have 
power ‘‘ to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory and other property of the United States.”’ 
When territory has been acquired within the sense of that con- 
stitutional provision, the treaty-making power, in my judgment, 


he answered ‘‘ no,”’ as above recorded. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
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has no constitutional authority to cede it to any foreign govern- 
ment. 

In view of the fact that we have a large number of outlying 
possessions, and in view of the uncertainty of our future tenure 
of some of those possessions, it seems to me that the House, con- 
temporaneously with the proposed action on the part of the Sen- 
ate, ought to investigate this question, and if it shall conclude 
that our possession of the Isle of Pines is simply that of a military 
occupant, that the island has never become territory of or belong- 
ing to the United States within the meaning of the Constitution, 
that fact ought to be found and put upon record, thereby justify- 
ing the acquiescence of the House in ceding the territory by treaty; 
but if, on the other hand, the Committee on the Judiciary should 
conclude that it is territory of the United States within the sense 
of the Constitution, then the House ought to assert its constitu- 


tional right and privilege to participate in the disposition of that | 


territory. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow mea word right there? 
I understood one of the preambles to recite that the Isle of Pines 
had actually been by treaty transferred to the United States. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. As it was read by the Clerk, I understood it that 
way. 
to take at this time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman misunderstood. The 
preamble of the resolution declares that the Kingdom of Spain 
relinquished sovereignty over the Isle of Pines as a part of the 
island of Cuba, and that is a proposition we all agree upon. 

Mr. PAYNE. I thought the third or fourth preamble went a 
little further than that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, on this side 
we can not hear what the gentlemen are saying over there. 


Mr. PAYNE. My question was whether one of the preambles | 


did not recite that the Isle of Pines was ceded to the United States. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You mean the preamble to 
this resolution? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir. The gentleman from Indiana says 
such is not the case. I was going to suggest that we have the 


— and resolution read again for the information of the | 
ouse 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the Clerk report again in this con- 
nection the preamble to the resolution, so as to settle the question 
that has been raised by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hamitton). The Clerk will 
again read the preamble. 

The preamble of the resolution was again read. 

Mr. PAYNE. Isee I was mistaken on the point I suggested; 
but the preamble does recite that the United States has been ex- 
ercising jurisdiction and authority (or words to that effect) over 
the Isle of Pines. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now,Ido not understand that that has been 
done except while we were in the military occupation of Cuba. 
With my present understanding, I do not want to vote for that 
preamble. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My understanding is that the Govern- 
ment of the United States now holds over the Isle of Pines all 
the power of sovereignty and control that is held by any govern- 
ment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. By what authority? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. By the authority of a military occu- 

ant. 
, Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. By what authority do we occupy 
it? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. By the authority of a military occu- 
pant. Under the treaty of Paris, Spain, the rightful sovereign, 
relinquished sovereignty over Cuba, including the Isle of Pines. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. To whom? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. To nobody. She simply relinquished 
sovereignty over the island of Cuba, including the Isle of Pines, 
and the United States assumed and continued control ro 
the military occupant, and subsequently established the Republic 
of Cuba, excluding the Isle of Pines from its boundaries. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentlemen allow 
me to read to him one article of the treaty? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. [yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RicHarpson]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have in my 
hand Article II of the treaty between the United States and Spain 
concluded on the 10th day of December, 1898, at Paris. Article 
II reads as follows: ; 

Spain cedes to the United States the island of Porto Rico and the other 
islands now under Spanish sovereignty in the West Indies. 

I contended in the last Congress that the Isle of Pines was then 
under the sovereignty of Spain, and under this second article of 





I think that would be an unfortunate position for the House | 


| 

_ the treaty of December 10, 1898, that Spain ceded to the United 
States the Isle of Pines. 

| Mr. CRUMPACKER. My judgment is that the Isle of Pines 
did not come to the United States under that cession. The Isle of 
Pines has been regarded throughout all history as practically 

| within the territorial waters of the island of Onba and a part of 

_ the island of Cuba, and has so been treated politically and his- 

| torically, excepting when the United States established the Repub- 

| lic of Cuba, when it was expressly excluded from the boundaries 
of that Republic. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit 
| me to read a letter from the War Department on this very sub- 
| ject? It is only a few lines. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I quote now froma speech 
I made during the last session of Congress: 


On the 14th day of August, 1899, one of the persons now interested in this 
property in the Isle of Pines desired a further assurance from our authori- 
ties as to the title to this island, and at that time he addressed a communica- 
tion to the War Department. This was Mr. George Bridges, and the memo- 
rial sets out these facts. Mr. Bridges said: - 

‘*T am seeking information respecting the Isle of Pines. Does it come inas 
Porto Rico or under the same conditions as Cuba? I expect to go there in 
November, and for this information I would thank you in advance.” 

This was addressed, as I understand it, to the Secretary of War. The 
War Department replied under date August 14, 1899, as follows: 

‘Referring to your communication of August 10 instant, soliciting infor- 
mation respecting the Isle of Pines, I am directed by the Assistant Secretary 
| of War to advise you that this island was ceded by Spain to the United States 
and is, therefore, a part of our territory, although it isattached at present to 
the Division of Cuba for governmental purposes. A copy of The Isle of Pines 
is inclosed for your information, and you are advised that the disposition of 
public lands must await the action of Congress. 

‘* Very respectfully, 


“JoHN J. PERSHING, 
*“ Assistant Adjutant-General,.” 

So I think that the War Department held at that time that the 
Isle of Pines had been ceded to the United States. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam familiar with that correspondence, 
but it does not conclude the question inanymanner. The object 
of this resolution is to refer the matter to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with the expectation that that committee will go into 
_a careful investigation of the records only, because that is all that 
is required, and report, first, whether the Isle of Pines is territory 
| or other property of the United States within the meaning of the 
| Constitution. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
|man. I do not object to his resolution. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And, second, whether the treaty-making 
power has the right to dispose of it, if it be territory or other 
property of the United States, without the consent of Congress. 
That is the very object of the resolution. My judgment is that 
the treaty-making power has the right to dispose of this particu- 
lar island, and, in my opinion, the island ought to belong to the 
Republic of Cuba. That, however,is my individual opinion upon 
the subject. The House ought to prepare the record upon this 
question in order that no precedent may be established that would 
embarrass the administration and disposition of territory in fu- 
ture years. The House ought to have the facts before it, and it 
ought to either act or acquiesce intelligently and leave a record 
behind it, so that its constitutional rights and privileges may not 
be impaired by silence and nonaction without even inquiring into 

| the question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I agree with the gentleman. 
| The resolution ought to ps but I think it ought to pass for dif- 
| ferent reasons. I insist thatthe Isle of Pines belongs to the United 
| States, and that the resolution ought to pass in order that the ques- 
tion may be put at rest. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the whole subject 
of the resolution is simply to investigate the question without tak- 
ing sides on it one way or the other. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the object of the resolution. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me 
| just one word at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. yield to the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iam in favor of the resolution, and I think 
all the light we can have, especially legal light, on this question 
would be acceptable to the House and to the country. Since the 
resolution will now go to the committee, it may be well to have 
this statement, which I desire to submit, go with it. Of my own 
personal knowledge I know that it was the last wish of President 
McKinley, after carefully looking into the question as to the 
ownership of the Isle of Pines and as to the right we acquired 
from Spain to that domain, that it should be understood to belon 
to the United States under the treaty; and he was so emphatic— 
may say sensitive—as to that conviction that he gave specific in- 
structions to the Department that the Isle of Pines should be 
noted upon the large cession map of the United States that shows 
the different acquisitions of public domain to our country from 
the various sources through which we derive original title, and 





I agree with the gentle- 
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that this isle should be placed there as inuring to the United 
States under the Paris treaty. — 

That was done, and publication has been made upon each an- 
nual issue of that map since that time, and our claim and owner- 
ship of the Isle of Pines has thus been proclaimed through one of 
the great Executive Departments of the Government to all the 
world, and by and with the approval, the wish, and the direction 
of the Chief Magistrate of thiscountry. For one, I think the con- 
clusion is irresistible as to our right and title to that province, 
and I sympathize with the citizens of our nation who have gone 
there and acquired property and have engaged in various indus- 
trial occupations under the assurance of American protection and 
American control and, indeed, upon every reasonable interpreta- 
tionof the Paris treaty, and now are about to be held to be inhab- 
itants and property owners under Cuban jurisdiction. It may be 
well, however, that the Committee on the J ee | have this op- 
portunity of examining into the questions involved, and hence I 
favor the resolution. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PaYNE] seemed to have some solicitude respecting one ae 
in the preamble of the resolution, reciting that the United States 
had exercised sovereignty over the Isle of Pines ever since the 
ratification of the treaty of Paris. I understand that to be nec- 
essarily the fact. Spain relinquished sovereignty over the island. 
The Republic of Cuba, by express arrangement with the United 
States, never acquired sovereignty over the island. There is no 
local government on the island that can exercise sovereignty, and 
therefore the only vestige of sovereignty that rests anywhere is 
in the United States, under whatever title it may be, whether by 
cession from Spain or as a military occupant. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question or two. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. All right, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I came into the House during the progress 
of this debate. I understand that the subject-matter of this reso- 
lution is now under consideration in the Senate in the form of a 
treaty. 

Mr CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, is it proposed to cooperate with the 
Senate or to furnish some information to the Senate? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio 
that the object of the resolution is to have the Committee on the 
Judiciary investigate the political status of the Isle of Pines, and 
by what, if any, title the United States exercises control over it, 
in order to determine whether it is territory belonging to the 
United States within the meaning of the Constitution, and to 
determine further whether the treaty-making power can consti- 
tutionally cede or grant away territory belonging to the United 
States without the concurrent action of Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, would it not be wise for us, recog- 
nizing as we do that the Senate, in conjunction with the Presi- 
dent, is the treaty-making power as provided in the Constitution, 
not to assume that the Senate needs any light that we can give it, 
and not to assume that it is going to improvidently and wrong- 
fully dispose of any territory of the United States. I desire to 
say that in my opinion this is an inopportune time to make the 
inquiry proposed in the resolution, in view of the fact that the 
Senate is considering the very same question and acting within 
the legitimate scope of a jurisdiction that is limited to it and 
about which we have nothing to do, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman altogether misunder- 
stands the scope and purpose of this resolution. The very object 
of the resolution is to ascertain whether the treaty-making power 
of the Government has the right to take from the Congress, if it 
constitutionally belongs there, the privilege of ceding territory. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ought we not to assume that the Senate 
will do the right thing about that? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Well, the gentleman may indulge in 








that assumption, if he chooses. We have been assuming that | 


year after year, and yet there have been occasions in the political 

istory of this country when the House of Representatives has 
been called upon to assert its right against what was deemed to 
be the encroachment of the Senate. Some of our people fear—— 
_ Mr.GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman assume now that there 
is going to be any encroachment? . 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I assume nothing. I simply ask that 
the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to investigate this 
question and lay the result before the House, so that the House 
can act intelligently and in accordance with the record; so that 
action by the treaty-making power will not stand as a dangerous 
precedent against the rights of the House in future years. The 
gentleman is a lawyer, and he knows something about the value 
of a record and the importance of keeping the record straight in 
order that rights may not be embarrassed in the future. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know something about the value of a 
question of jurisdiction, too. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And we have no jurisdiction in this case 
until the Senate has shown some signs of a disposition to violate 
some of our rights. 

Mr. DALZELL. _Is not that the very question that is involved? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I can cite the gentleman from Ohio to 
cases where resolutions were proposed and acted upon in the House 
under practically similar circumstances; and if we wait until the 
work is done perhaps it will be too late to act at all. We ought 
to act contemporaneously with the Senate, if we take any action. 
In my judgment, it is likely that the treaty-making power has the 
right to do what it contemplates, but let the facts fixing that 
righy go into the record, and let the House acquiesce, if it does 
acquiesce, because it ascertained that the question is a proper sub- 
ject to be di ed of by treaty. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Suppose the Senate decides one way and 
we the other? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I suppose, of course, the House will 
have to surrender. [Laughter.} I suppose there is no alterna- 
tive; but we will settle that question when we meet it. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. How long? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Oh, only a minute or two. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield a minute or two to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I donot want to make a speech 
in my own time on the motion; I merely want to state to the 
House that I shall vote for the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. I am in favor of the resolution, because I am 
exercised to know from whence we have derived title to the Isle 
of Pines. The gentleman from Indiana has correctly said that 
the Isle of Pines was ever held to belong to the territory of Cuba, 
though not contiguous, and has been considered a part of Cuba, 
and that it was so considered in the treaty with Spain. But after 
the treaty with Spain the Administration—the Government—with 
its coadjutors in Congress, having committed itself to a policy of 
nonannexation as to Cuba, and not having satisfied its voracious 
appetite for islands, by the Platt amendment excluded the Isle of 
Pines from the boundaries of Cuba and seemed to desire to take 
it to ourselves. I am glad that the Government now concedes 
that it should belong to Cuba, and I am curious to see what the 
Committee on Judiciary will report to the House with reference 
to the source whence we derived title. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 
Does not the fact that this treaty has been prepared and sub- 
mitted now to the Senate for ratification rather carry with it an 
implication that our Government regards the Isle of Pines as be- 
longing to the Government of the United States? Otherwise could 
we try by a treaty to recede what does not belong to us? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a difficult question to answer. 
Now, as I said in explaining this resolution, the status of the Isle 
of Pines is anomalous. I do not know how its sovereignty and 
| control could be disposed of in any other way than by treaty, un- 
less it should be property of the United States, and then, in my 
judgment, it must be disposed of by an act of Congress. That is 
the question I am calling on the Committee on the Judiciary to 
ascertain and report upon. If the sovereignty of Spain had never 
been relinquished it would have been an easy proposition; but 
this case is without historical parallel—at least I know of none at 
this time. I now move the adoption of the resolution, and ask 
for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will withhold that request 
| for a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I wish now to 
make the point of order which I reserved. There is nothing in 
this resolution, it seems to me, that entitles it to privilege. Itisa 
matter that can take the ordinary course of other business. So 
far as the House is concerned, whatever charge the House has of 
it can be asserted in the ordinary way. It is not a party question 
in any sense; it is not a practical question of any sort, but an 
academic question. 

Now, the truth about itis this: In the treaty with Spain the Isle 
of Pines was regarded and treated as a part of the dominion of 
Cuba, and later along, in the arrangement which we made with 
Cuba, by the Platt amendment and otherwise, it was agreed 
practically and substantially that the Isle of Pines should be left 
for the time “in the air,” to be disposed of later on by agreement 
between Cuba and the United States. That was substantially 
and from a common-sense standpoint just what was done. The 
sovereignty over the isle was never ceded to the United States. 
It was never asserted by the United States. All that was ever 
asserted by the United States was the fact of occupancy, just as 
that fact had been asserted in Cuba itself, 

Then when the time came to give up occupancy the United 
! States left the Isle of Pines in a rather anomalous sort of way, 
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differing from that in which we left Cuba itself, and the under- 
standing was that the island would be left en arriére, to be dis- 
posed of later on by agreement between the two countries, Cuba 
and the United States. 

I make the point of order that it is not a privileged question, 
and that it should come up, if at all, in some other manner. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. Of course the 
point of order goes to the standing of the resolution—the pro- 
priety of the introduction of the resolution. What the facts may 
be if the inquiry is made is no part of the duty of the Chair to 
inquire. The first whereas recites that— 

By the action of this Government in establishing and recognizing the 
independence of the Republic of Cuba it was expressly provided that the Isle 
of Pines should not be within the constitutional-boundary of that Republic. 

The next whereas recites that the government existing in the 
Isle of Pines is by the United States. The next whereas quotes 
— 8 of Article IV of the Constitution of the United States, 
that— 


The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory and other property of the United 
States. 


And then comes the resolution: 





That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire into the | 


facts hereinbefore recited and report to this House as soon as practicable. 

Then follow ‘“‘ first’? and ‘‘second.’’ The Chair will read the 
second paragraph, which is all that is necessary to enable the 
Chair to rule: 


Second. Whether a treaty granting and ceding territory of or belonging 


to the United States to a foreign government without action on the part of 
Congress is authorized by the Constitution. 

Now, it seems, upon the face of the resolution, that this pre- 
sents a question, in the opinion of the Chair, of the highest privi- 
lege. What the House may do with the resolution, or, if it be 
agreed to, what that committee may find to be the facts, and 
after the finding what the House may do with the report, is no 


order. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, Mr. § 


question. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 
The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


vote was laid on the table. 
COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following commit- | 


tee appointment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. LAFEAN, of Pennsylvania, is appointed a member of the Committee on 
Manufactures. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
McDermott, for one week, on account of important business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. WILLiAMs of Illinois was given leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Henry Glass, Fifty-seventh Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the following change of reference was 
made: The bill (H. R. 4693) to amend the Bowman Act, volume 
22, Statutes at Large, page 485—from the Committee on War 
Claims to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was _—— to; and accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 4 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock 
noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
ie menanng were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of preliminary examination 
and survey of Wrangell Narrows, Alaska—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

The annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1903—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com- 
bined statement of receipts and expenditures of the Government 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submit- 


| of a communication from 
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ting a statement of expenditures for contingencies for the period 
from February 18, 1900, to June 30, 1903—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of acommunication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub- 
mitting modifications in estimate of appropriation—to the Com- 
mittee on ey eam and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
report of the contingent expenses of the Department for the fis- 
cal year ended June 30, 1903—to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit- 
ting a statement of expenditures in the Bureau of Fisheries for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903—-to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of the report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A letter from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting his report 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903—to the Committee on the 
Library, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 


| of the journals of the house and council of the thirty-fifth legis- 


lative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 
of the acts, resolutions, and memorials of the twenty-second leg- 
islative assembly of the Territory of Arizona—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 
of the journals of the senate and house of representatives of the 
Territory of Hawaii for the second regular session, 1903, and the 
extra session of 1903, and the laws passed at said sessions—to the 


part of the business of the Chair in ruling upon the question of | Cpnenase oh She eneean. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 


| of the journal of the executive council and minutes of the house 
tion of the resolution, and upon bial T aeaadl the peorios | OF Canes Se RES ee Slane oe SRT Meee 


the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for remodeling of and 
addition to the keeper’s dwelling at Conneaut Harbor, Ohio—to 


On motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, a motion to reconsider the last | the Comantites on Lppregeiaticns, que chperns 80 be peeen 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
a modified estimate of appropriation for salaries in the General 
Land Office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Aletter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the secretary of Hawaii submitting an 
estimate of appropriations for the service of the Territory for the 
year ended June 30, 19083—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the ye | of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 

e ielamaneeTianseal submitting a 
supplemental estimate of appropriation for the salary of an addi- 
tional clerk in his office—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting acopy 
of a communication from the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia ans an estimate of increase of appropriation for 
writs of lunacy—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting 
an estimate of increased limit of cost for the post-office at 
at Burlington, lowa—to the Committee on Appropriations, an 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting a sup- 
plemental estimate of appropriation for salaries of officers and 
clerks for enforcement of the antitrust law—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 

transmitting an inventory of property under his charge belonging 
to the Government—to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered 
to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for payment of claim of Gallatly, 
Hankey & Co,—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for settlement of claims of the 
ae de los Ferrocarriles de Porto Rico—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. ' 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4349) for the relief of Charles R. Hooper—-Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

A bill (H. R. 529) granting a 
Committee on Military Affairs 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


nsion to Emma L. Higley— 
ischarged, and referred to the 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6273) to further 
define the duties and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 6274) to establish a fish 
hatchery and fish station in the State of North Dakota—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6275) to supplement 
and amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Grays Point, 
Missouri’ approved January 26, 1901—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6276) to provide for the pay- 
ment of interest on all money now deposi 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6277) to 
the erection of a public bui 


ings an 1 Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6278) to amend section 5136 of the Revised 


Statutes of the United States, permitting national banking asso- | 
ciations to make loans on real estate as security, and limiting the | 


amount of such loans—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6279) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 


tion of a public building thereon at Cordele, in the State of | 
Georgia, and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee on | 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill ( 
for—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6281) to provide for the purchase of a site | 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Fort Valley, | 


in the State of Georgia, and appropriating money therefor—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 6282) to provide for emer- 
gency requirements at the post-office, Columbus, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6283) to create a new Federal judicial dis- 
trict in Ohio, to be called the central district—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

: By ae TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 6284) to provide for the erec- 
10n of a 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 6285) to authorize the Com- 
niussioners of the District of Columbia to remit fines and grant 
pardons—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 6286) to prevent the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in buildings and upon premises owned or 
controlled by the United States Government—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6287) granting an allowance 
of $300 per year to rural mail carriers for horse feed and other 
expenses—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6288) to provide for the en- 
largement and improvement of the public building at Tyler, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 6289) to eng cy for the 
abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia by the Com- 
missioners of said District, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 6290) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Sewickley, Pa.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 6291) to provide for the 


improvement and enlargement of the Fort Scott (Kans.) National | 


Oren and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 
airs, 
By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 6292) to provide 
Popeepente for distribution, and so forth—to the Committee on 
nting. 





, or hereafter depos- | 
ited, in national banks of the United States—to the Commitiee on | 


ane for the purchase of a site and | 


ding thereon at Americus, Ga., and | 
appropriating money therefor—to the Committee on Public Build- | 


. R. 6280) for the erection of a public building | 
at the city of Hawkinsville, Ga., and appropriating money there- | 


ublic building at Marlboro, Mass.—to the Committee | 


By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 6293) to revise and codify 
the criminal and penal laws of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6294) to detach certain coun- 
ties from the United States judicial district of Washington, and 
to create a new judicial district, to be called the southern dis- 
trict of Washington—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the 
adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, can- 
dies, drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic therein, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6296) to authorize the pur- 
chase of the standard small arms used in the United States mili- 
tary service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 6297) to prevent and punish the 
desecration of the flag of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6298) to pro- 
tect antigambling laws from nullification through interstate 
gambling by telegraph—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 6299) for the completion of 
the Bronx River improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6300) for the completion of the Harlem River 
Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6301) for the deepening and widening of the 
Bronx Kills—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6302) for the completion of the Westchester 
Creek improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6345) for the relief of the State 
of Iowa—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
58) providing for the editions to be printed of the annual and 
special reports of the Librarian of Congress—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A resolution (H. Res. 70) pro- 
viding for immediate inspection of Holland Harbor, Michigan— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (H. Res. 71) referring to the 
House committees the message of the President—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A resolution (H. Res. 72) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to appoint an 
assistant clerk and stenographer to said committee—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 73) authorizing the 
chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
to appoint an additional clerk to said committee—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A resolution (H. Res. 74) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
to employ an assistant clerk to said committee—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
| the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
| follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 6303) granting an increase of 

pension to John McCartney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6804) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. McCabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6305) granting an increase of pension to 
| Lewis Lennox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 6306) granting a pension 
| to Conrad Strasser—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hop- 
per—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 6308) granting an increase of pension to Rine- 
| hart A. Bausman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 6309) to reimburse A. J. Cauf- 
| man, Girard, Erie County, Pa., in the sum of $300 together with 
| interest thereon from October 16, 1862, for soldier furnished 
| United States, being the amount paid by him to one Charles 
| Morton, as a substitute—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6310) granting a pension to Robert Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6311) granting a pension to Mary E. Fisk— 
to.the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6312) granting a pension to Emma A. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6313) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra M. Northrup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6314) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6315) for the relief of the | 
legal devisees of James W. Schaumburg—to the Committee on | 
Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 6316) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Brannan—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6317) granting an increase of pension to | 
Maggie Du Bois—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6318) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Bax—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6319) granting an increase of pension to | 
Daniel P. Babb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6320) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 
liam A. Whitcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6321) granting an increase of pension to H. J, | 
Shcey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6322) granting an increase of pension to Balt- | 
zar Mowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6323) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
E. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6324) granting an increase of pension to J. H. 
McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6325) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6326) granting an increase | 
of pension to Charles Lapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bil] (H. R. 6327) granting an increase of pension to Delos 
Van Deusen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6328) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 
place the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls of Company 
C, One hundred and twenty-second Illinois Volunteer Infantry, | 
and issue him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6329) granting a pension to Robert W. Shel- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6330) to authorize the | 
President of the United States to appoint William F. de Niedman 
captain and quartermaster in the Army—to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 6331) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6332) granting a pen- | 
sion to Rachel Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6333) for the relief of John | 
L. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 6334) granting an increase of | 
pension to George W. Gyger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of 
pension to James A. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of Col. James N. Wheelan, 
United States Army, retired—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6337) granting a pension to 
Adelbert Livingston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Antoinette I, | 
Sawyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6339) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 
liam H. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 6340) for the relief of Sarah | 
E. Randolph—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6341) granting an increase of pension to | 
Edward Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6342) granting a pension to 
Thomas Springer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 6343) granting a pension 
to Harry Hirschensohn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 6344) granting an increase 
of pension to Clara M. Gihon—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6346) for the relief of Philip 
Strickler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 6347) granting an increase | 
of pension to Zedekiah McNew—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 6348) conferring on the 
Court of Claims authority to rehear and render judgment in the 
case of William Donnelly and Patrick Egan—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 6349) for the relief of Joseph 
Segraves—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of the 
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estate of William B. Todd, deceased—to the Committee on the 


| District of Columbia. 


By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 6351) to pay J. B, 
McRae $99, for services as hospital steward, and so forth—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to 
Mary Huff and her five children—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUVER: A bill (H. R. 6353) for the reference of 
the claim of the estate of Isaac P. Tice against the Government 


| of the United States to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
| on Claims. 


By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 6354) granting a pension to 


| George M. Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 6355) for the relief of William 


| J. Langston—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 6856) granting a pension to 


| Frances E. Maloon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6357) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 6858) granting an increase 


| of pension to William A. Bentley—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6359) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew C. Ranard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6360) granting an increase of pension to 
Melkon H. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 6361) granting an increase of 
pension to Arthur Linn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 6362) to correct the military 
record of John McKinley—t6 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6363) for the relief of James E. Byram—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 6364) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward F. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns, 


By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 6365) granting an increase of 


| pension to John W. Hay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 6366) granting an 
increase of pension to Elbridge A. Ring—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 6367) granting an increase of 
pension to Vincent Dancer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6368) granting an increase of pension to W. H. 


| Carte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6369) granting a pension to Mary E. Wal- 


| lace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6370) granting a pension to 


| Elizabeth Fesler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SCUDDER: A (bill H. R. 6371) for the relief of Gatt- 
lieb Schlecht and Maurice D. Higgins and for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of William Bindhammer and 
Valentine Brasch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6372) ior the relief of Lieut. 


| David H. Cortelyou, United States Army—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6373) granting 
an honorable discharge to William J. Miller—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6374) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Henninger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 6375) for the relief of the ex- 
ecutors of the estate of Henry Lee, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 6376) granting an increase 
of pension to Erick N. Barsnes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6377) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’ 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6378) granting a 
pension to Lewis Kraus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6379) for the relief of James E. Johnson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 6380) granting a pension 
to Patrick Deneen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6381) granting a pension to Chester Heiner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6382) granting a pension to Will Dillon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6383) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6384) granting a pension to Jacob Jackson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6385) granting a pension to Thomas T. 
Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6386) granting a pension to Garrett M. Brock- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6430) granting a pension to Cornelius J, 
Ballou—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6431) granting a pension to Uda- 
riah English—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6432) granting a pension to Ellender C. Mil- 
ler—to to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6433) granting a pension to Cynthia Jones— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to Adaline Simons— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6387) granting a pension to George Baxter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6888) granting a pension to W. J. Prater—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6389) granting a pension to William Wilson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6390) granting a pension to John Carroll— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to John F. Phillips— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 









Also, a bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to Wesley Johnson— Also, a bill (H. R. 6435) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Matilda Burks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6398) granting a pension to Moses Groom— Also, a bill (H. R. 6436) for the relief of the legal representa- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tives of Thomas W. Johnson, deceased—to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6394) granting a pension to Jackson Pfeis- | Claims. 
terer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6437) for the relief of the legal representa- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6395) granting a pension to K. D. James—to | tives of C. M. Bozeman, deceased—to the Committee on War 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6396) granting a pension to Tom Brewer—to; Also, a bill (H. R. 6438) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Tabitha W. Reese, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6397) granting a pension to James McFall— By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6439) granting a pen- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | sion to Malinda McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R 6398) granting a pension to Lewis David— | __ Also, a bill (H. R. 6440) for the relief of George A. Exline—to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6399) granting a pension to David A.;| Also,a bill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to 
Creason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Peter Fillion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. BR. 6400) to remove charge of desertion from | Also,a bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase of pension to 
military record of Aaron Norris—to the Committee on Military | James P. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Affairs. | Also, a bill (H. R. 6443) granting an increase of pension to John 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6401) granting an increase of pension to | R. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Moses C. Culver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 6444) granting an increase of pension to John 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6402) granting an increase of pension to G. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Henry F. Peery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 6445) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6403) granting an increase of pension to | James A. Harper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

George A. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 6446) for the relief of John 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6404) granting an increase of pension to | J. Bell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Lorenzo D. Valkenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6447) for the relief of Phillip Miller—to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6405) granting an increase of pension to W. Committee on Military Affairs. 

P. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6448) granting a pension to Charles E. Barry— 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6406) granting an increase of pension to to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Martha E. McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also,a bill (H. R. 6449) granting a pension to Spencer M. Case— 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6407) granting an increase of pension to to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
T. W. Washington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 6450) to remove the charge of desertion 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6408) granting an increase of pension to Hay- | against the name of Melanchton Borst—to the Committee on Mili- 
wood W. Weathington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | tary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6409) granting an increase of pension to, Also,a bill (H. R. 6451) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 


Moses C. Hutchings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ert Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6410) granting an increase of pension to; Also,a bill (H. R. 6452) granting an increase of pension to Burr 
James M. Cornelison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6411) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | Also, a bill (H. R. 6453) granting an increase of pension to 
liam A. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Franklin Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 6412) to correct the military Also, a bill (H. R. 6454) granting an increase of pension to Leah 
record of Amos Abbott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Bedford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6413) for the relief of Daniel E. Kimballand | Also, a bill (H. R. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 





John H. Alphin—to the Committee on Claims. ham W.Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6414) for the relief of Daniel E. Kimball—to Also, a bill (H. R. 6456) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
the Committee on Claims. | clus Q. Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6415) for the relief of John H. Alphin—to| Also, a bill (H.R. 6457) granting an increase of pension to De- 
the Committee on Claims. | witt C. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6416) for the relief of Anna S. Dunn—to the |_ Also, a bill (H. R. 6458) granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Thomas Trabilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6417) for the relief of John A. Harris—to| Also,a bill (H.R.6459) granting an increase of pension to Mur- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ray W. Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6418) for the relief on J. H. McDaniel—to Also, a bill (H. R. 6460) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Ann Deline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6419) for the relief of William L. McClure— Also, a bill (H. R. 6461) granting an increase of pension to John 
to the Committee on Claims, F. Woodard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Pie bill (H. = od =. the relief of Frederick Mehring— ae bill eee) granting = og we of pension to Ja- 
e Committee of Invalid Pensions. cob T. Wise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
o ane bill e a b ei for the relief of Henry Ritter—to the 
ommi on Inv. ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6422) for the relief of Andrew B. Webster— PETITIONS, ETC. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6423) for the relief of Harrison Norris—to | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. BADGER: Memorial of the United Brotherhood of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6424) granting a pension to Harvey Thomp- | Leather Workers, No. 34, Columbus, Ohio, urging the passage of 
“= ~. NHR 6225) Pensions. ie a = — law and anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
80, a bi . R. 6425 nting a pension to Daniel Walker— 00r. 
to the Committee on Tnvalla Pensions By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Turngemeinde Society of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6426) granting a pension to David J. Beidler— | Davenport, lowa, composed of 681 members, protesting against 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the passage of the Hepburn bill relating to liquor traffic—to the 


nathy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, resolution of the national executive committee of the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6428) granting a pension to Thaddeus P. National German-American Alliance, protesting against the 

Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. passage of the Hepburn bill relating to liquor traffic—tu the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to John E. Page— | Committee on the Judiciary. 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , letter from American Association of Masters and Pilots 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6427) granting a pension to Abijah B. Aber- | Committee on the Judiciary. 
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of Steam Vessels, of St. Louis, Mo., offering amendments to the | Allentown, Pa., relative to immigration—to the Committee on 


Revised Statutes, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter of R. W. Pratt, of St. Louis, Mo., relating to regis- 
tration of checks, etc.—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, letter of John Weisert, tobacco manufacturer, urging the 
passage of the Otjen bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter of Ernest Mueller, relating to damage done by the 
Missouri River tofarming lands—to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, resolution of the Business Men’s League of St. Louis, fa- 
voring the passage of the Lodge bill, relating to the reorganization 
of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Laborers’ Protective Union, No. 10998, of 
the American Federation of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring 
the passage of an eight-hour law and anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Harris Shoe Company, of St. Louis, Mo., 
against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Harry P. Harding Post, No. 107,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of St. Louis, Department of Missouri, favoring 


the passage of a bill to restore the canteen for the Army—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a resolution of the Southwestern Lumbermen’s Associa- 
tion, recommending an amendment to Senate bill 1261, relating to 
denying the use of the mails to certain literature—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BENTON: Petition of John A. Rollins Post, No. 387, | 


Grand Army of the Republic, Pierce City; Tiff City Post, No. 416, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Tiff City; Marionville Post, No. 
141, Grand Army of the Republic: W. H. L. Wallace Post, No. 177, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Moundville, and O. P. Morton Post. 
No. 14, Grand Army of the Republic, Joplin, favoring passage of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 5824) 
granting an increase of pension to Caspar J. Scheer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Resolution of Henry Dobson Post, No. 182, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Fremont, Department of Michigan, 
favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Paper to accompany bill to pension Mag- 
gie Du Bois—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of citizens of New Berlin and 
Irving, Ill., protesting against the passage of a parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of Eldred Post, No. 174, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Medicine Lodge, Kans., favoring 
the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, recommendations of S. M. McCowan, superintendent of 
Chilocco Agricultural College, Chilocco, Okla.—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Southwestern Lumberman’s Associa- 
tion, relating to an amendment to Senate bill 1261—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Dickey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of George W. Gygep—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of New York State Phar- 
maceutal Association, favoring the reduction of the tax on alco- 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, urging the cooperation of the Federal Government with 
the State of New York to deepen Erie Canal to 21 feet—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Thomas Springer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of citizens of Winnebago, Ill., protesting against 


the of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Sunday school editors and publishing societies 
against increase of postal rates on Sunday-school periodicals—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of T. 8. Gerry Post, No. 463, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Shabbona, Department of Dlinois, favoring passage of 
@ service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Philip 
Strickler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT (by request): Resolution of Carr B. 
White Post, No. 232, Grand Army of the Republic, of George- 
town, Department of Ohio, protesting against the placing of a 
statue of General Lee in Statuary —to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. KLINE: Resolution of Emil Zola Lodge, No. 186, of 


Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also, resolution of Charles A. Gerash Council, No. 1004, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, against existing immigra- 
tion laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. MARSHALL: Resolutions of Sykeston Prohibition Al- 
| liance, No. 18, and the Christian Endeavor Society of Southeastern 
Wells County, of North Dakota, favoring the passage of the Hep- 
reo bill relating to liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary. 
| By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill granting 
| increase of pension to James A. Harper—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to James P. 
Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
| John G. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Peter Fill- 
, ion—to the Committeé on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Adam Ault, of Washington 
County, Md., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jacob Snydar, of Frederick County, Md., pray- 
ing reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Caroline E. Keller, deceased, late 
of Frederick County, Md., praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the National Association of Agri- 
cultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, favoring the ap- 
pointment by the President of a permanent nonpartisan tariff 
commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers relating to irrigation—to | 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolution of the board of trustees of the Sanitary District 
of Chicago, Ill., favoring a waterway from the Great Lakes to 
the Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHULL: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 6089) grant- 
ing increase of pension to Emma Louisa Nagle—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, nope to accompany bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension 
to Anna M. Moyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolution of First Ward 
Citizens’ Association of St. Paul, Minn., against the passage of a 

paeenaye bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads, 

Also, resolution of Custer Post, No. 44,Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Rochester, Department of Minnesota, favoring the pas- 
sage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of E. B. Gibbs Post, No. 76, Grand Army of 
the Republic, White Bear, Department of Minnesota, favoring 
the passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of H. L. Bozeman and 
others, of Carmi, Ill., protesting against the sale of liquor at Sol- 
diers’ Homes and Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accom 
Melton—to the Committee on Invali 


ny bill to pension David 
Pensions. 
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pore WT Rev. Ervin 8. Coapman, D. D., LL. D., of Los An- 
geles, Cal. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. FAIRBANKS, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ee PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a list of judgments rendered in favor of claimants against 

_ the United States and defendant Indian tribes not heretofore ap- 
ropriated for; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

| printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of Wolcott, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Elli- 

cottville, of the Portia Club of New York City, of the Woman’s 

| Missionary Society of the Fourth Presbyterian Church of Albany, 












of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Brookhaven, of 
the Board of Home Missions of Stony Brook, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Cato, of the Missionary Society 
of the Presbyterian Church of Cato, and of the congregation of 
the Church of Christ of Cato, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the congregation of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Salem, Ind., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. i ' 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Salem, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation oo pees the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Fort Wayne, of sundry citizens of Kentland, and of 
the Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Princeton, 
allin the State of Indiana, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming presented a petition of the Board of 
Trade of Saratoga, 
to restore the merchant marine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Daretown, of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Liberty Corner, of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Hightstown, and of the Woman’s Research 
Club, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp Smoot, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of A. H. Reider, of | 


Alaska, praying that relief be 


ted him for loss of outfit by 
fire while in the employ of the 


nited States military telegraph 


line at Summit Station, on Good Pasture River, Alaska, on July | 


12, 1903; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Forest Grove, Oreg., and a petition of the con- 


gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Forest Grove, | 


Oreg., pregyang Se an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. | 


Mr. LONG presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sterling, 


of the Woman’s Missionary Soviety of Iola, of sundry citizens of | 


Wichita, and of the congregation of the West Side Presbyterian 
Church of Wichita, all in the State of Kansas, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Beloit Post, No. 147, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Beloit, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER presented petitions of the congregation of the Cen- 
tral Presbyterian Church of Detroit; of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Erie; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Adrian; 
of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Adrian; of sun- 
dry citizens of Monroe County; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Lansing; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 

nion of Cheboygan; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Scottsville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Mount Clemens; of the Epworth League of Adrian; of the congre- 
pie of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Adrian; of sun- 

ry citizens of Burt; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Wyandotte; of sundry citizens of Plymouth, and of the 
Westminster Woman’s Missionary Society of Detroit, all in the 


State of Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges made | 


and filed a t Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM presented oo of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Roseville, Ill., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against the Hon. REED SMoorT, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Peterboro, N. H., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges a1, Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
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yo., praying for the enactment of legislation | 


Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to authorize the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to change the names of streets in any existing subdivision 
of land in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the congregation of the Sec- 
ond Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg, Pa., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia Turngemeinde, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

PETER P. DOBOZY. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the affidavit of Dr. H. C. Shutte, 
being the medical evidence in the claim of Peter P. Dobozy. I 
move that the affidavit be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
to pooomened the bill (S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter P. Dobozy. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted yesterday by Mr. PENROSE, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized to employ during the Fifty-eighth Congress a 
stenographer from time to time as may be necessary to report such hearings 
as may be had by the committee and subcommittees in connection with any 
matter that may be before the committee, and to have the same printed for 
its use,and that any expense in connection with the foregoing shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill (S. 2259) to regulate 
shipping in trade between ports of the United States and ports or 
places in the aoe Archipelago, between ports or places in 
| the Philippine Archipelago, and for other purposes, was directed 





to be sent yesterday to the Committee on the Philippines. The 
Recorp shows that it was sent to the Committee on Commerce. 
| If there be no objection, that, action will be reconsidered, and the 
| bill and accompanying papers will be referred to the Committee 
| on the Philippines. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 2265) for the relief of Jo- 
seph A. Cox; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. DILLINGHAM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2266) to 
repeal so much of an act approved March 3, 1903, as authorized 
| the erection and completion of new buildings for the accommoda- 
| tion of the United States Naval Hospital, Washington, D. C., on 
the grounds belonging to the United States Naval Museum of 
Hygiene; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
| Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2267) granting a pension to 
| Ruth E. Wright; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2268) to authorize the Absentee 
Wyandotte Indians to select certain lands, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

| mittee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 2269) for the relief of Capt. 
Archibald W. Butt, quartermaster, United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 
He also introduced a jill (S. 2270) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Griffin, Ga.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 
e also introduced a bill (S. 2271) for the relief of Lieut. James 
| B. Fowler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 2272) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Nelson Howard 

| Smith, administrator of Sidney R. Smith, deceased, and R. Bulinn, 
administrator of William R. Fleming, deceased, members of the 
firm of Sidney R. Smith & Co.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2273) granting a pension to Edward 
F. Poag; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2274) granting an increase of 


i 


pen- 


sion to Joseph J. Carson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2275) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
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by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 2276) to regulate the retire- 
ment of veterans of the civil war; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2277) to correct the military record 
of George A. Winslow; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 
Howlett: 

A bill (S. 
lia ns: 

A bill (S. 
Blanc hard: 

A bill (S. 
Walich: 

A bill S. 2282) granting a pension to Helen McArthur; and 

A bill (S. 2283) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke. 

Mr. MILLARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2284) for the 
relief of John T. Wertz and Walter H. Shupe; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2285) granting a pension to John 
R. Manchester: which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2286) granting an increase of pen- 

sion to James Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 2287) granting 
an increase of pension to S. J. Brainard; which was read twice 
by its title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2288) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal S. 
Hardy (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2289) granting a pension to Louisa R. Chitwood; 

A bill (S. 2290) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Wallace; 

A bill (S. 2291) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Rollins: 

A bill (S. 2292) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Kelble 
(with oceans papers); and 

“a bill (S. 2295) granting an increase of pension to Jesse T. 
Power (with accompanying papers 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 2294) for the relief of 
Marianne Morse: which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills: which were sev- 

erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on 

A bill (S. 2295) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Logan; 

A bill (S. 2296) granting an imcrease of pension to Delos Van 
Deusen; and 

A bill (S. 2297) 
Collins. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 2298) granting a pen- 
sion to P. J. Conway; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLING introduced a bill (S. 2299) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to remit fines and 

grant pardons; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the € Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S_ 2300) to supplement and 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Grays Point. Mis- 
soeun,” approved January 26, 181i; which was read twice by its 
title. and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2301) construing the provisions of 
sections 2304 to 2309 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2322) to amend section 3 of the 
act entitled “An act — ae 
contingent expenses Department or fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
paren, Timer tne 1902, and for other purposes;” which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S_ 2303) for the relief of 
Anna R. Widmayer and H. Bates; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 


2278) granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. 
2279) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wil- 
. 2280) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


2281) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 


granting an increase of pension to William K. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2304) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel S. Merrill; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
for increase of pension of Samuel S. Merrill, reenforced by affida- 
vits of Dr. Charles A. Ware and of Dr. George F. Paine, and a 
letter from Judges M. N. Sale and J. A. Blevins, Shepard Barclay, 
Valle Reyburn, and W. H. Clopton, certifying as to the disability 
of the claimant. I move that the bill and accompanying papers 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill (S. 1236) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick Crossen was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. I ask that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill and that it be indefinitely postponed 
because the word ** Infantry ” is in it instead of *‘Cavalry.”” His 
service was cavalry. I introduce a new bill with the proper cor- 
rection and ask that it be referred. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Pensions be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1236) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Patrick Crossen, and that the bill 
be indefinitely postponed. To that the Chair hears no objection, 
and the order is made. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2305) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Patrick Crossen; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2306) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chambers: 

A bill (S. 2307) granting an increase of pension to David Boner; 

A bill (S. 2308) granting an increase of pension to Elias Bus- 


A bill (S. 2309 S-aating an increase of pension to John D. Deck- 
man: 

A bill (S. 2310) granting an increase of pension to William Dor 
(with an accompanying pxper): and 
t bill (S. 2311) granting an increase of pension to James D. 

est. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2312) to vide that the 
Washington, Potomac and Chesapeake Company may 
extend its tracks in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by a and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lama. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2313) for the relief of Richard R. 
Conner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2314) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George B. Paddock: which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2315) for the relief o 
A. H. Reider; which was read twice by its title, and referred t 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2316) for the relief of Martha 
F. Glenn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2317) granting a pension to 
John W. Sniteman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2318) to change the nameof Fourth 
street northeast, north of T street, in the city of Washington. D 
C., to University avenue; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Colombia. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2319) to provide for the con- 
struction of a light-house and fog signal at Diamond Shuaal. on the 
coast of North Carolina. at Cape Hatteras: which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He aiso introduced a bill (S. 2320) i an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel H. Legrow; which was twice by its title. 
and. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALGER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $206.12 for burial expemses of Elmer B. Gavett. late heuten- 
ant, Thirty-ninth Infantry. United States Volunteers, intended ¢ 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bil] 
which was ordered to be printed. and, with the accompanyins 
paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER-GENERAL OF DMMIGRATION. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted the following concurrent reso 
lution; which was read. and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
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shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sontatives, and the remaining 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of 
Immigration for distribution. 


SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission be directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of their announcements on April 28, 1903, of the prin- 
ciples governing their action in g decisions upon demurrers, and also 
copies of their various opinions at any time delivered relative to such an- 
nouncements. 

REPUBLIO OF PANAMA, 


Mr. HOAR, I submit a resolution, for which Iask immediate 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not, in his judgment, incom- 
patible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate such facts as 
may be in his possession, or in that of any of the Executive Departments, as 
will show whether at the time of the ratification of the treaty with the Re- 

ublic of Panama, lately communicated to the Senate, Panama had success- 

ully established its independence, had lawfully adopted a constitution, and 
had given authority to the persons with whom said ty purports to have 
been made to negotiate and ratify the same; 

Also, the population of s2id Republic of Panama at that time, its agente 
for self-government, and the raceand character of the persons composing it; 

Aiso, whether the officials negotiating or ratifying the treaty on the part 
of Panama had any personal or private interest inor relation to the construc- 
tion of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama; 

Also, whether the constitution of the Republic of Colombia authorized the 
secession of Panama therefrom, and whether Colombia was prevented by the 
action of the United States or by any officer or force under the jurisdiction 
of the same from attempting to assert its authority or to prevent such seces- 
sion,and what instructions, if any, had been given by the Government of the 
United States to such officers, whether civil, military, or naval, and whether 
if any action had been taken by such officers without special authority what 
action was so taken, and whether such action has been approved or disap- 
proved by the Government of the United States; 

Also, at what time information of any revolution or resistance to the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia in Panama was received by the Government of the 
United States or any Department thereof, and whether any information was 
received of any expected or intended revolution before it occurred, and the 
date of such information. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR,. I hops that motion will not be pressed. I-think 
if the Senator will look carefully at the resolution he will see that 
everything which is asked is something the President will be very 
desirous indeed of an opportunity to make known to the public, 
and an answer to the questions will tend very strongly to com- 
pose some public discontents of more or less magnitude and im- 

rtance. Certainly it is information which every member of the 
ue who is expected to act soon on a treaty ought to like to 
h 


ave. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be printed and go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing to allow the motion to stand and 
to let the resolution be printed and go over. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be printed and go over. 

Mr. CULLOM,. There is nd objection to that. Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I did notconceivein proposing the resolution that 
it contained anything which could excite any doubt in any man’s 
mind, 

Mr. CULLOM. The resolution is exceedingly long. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be printed and go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to comprehend almost everything 
anyone could think of. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not very long. 

Mr. CULLOM. So I thought it better to look at it, at least. 

Mr. HOAR. _ It is about a page of ordinary typewriting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over, 
under the rule, objection being made. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning business is closed. 
The Chair lays before the Senate the Cuban bill, so called. 

The Szcrerary. A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a con- 
vention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
signed on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I understand that under the 
agreement this bill will come up at1o’clock. I ag that 
by unanimous consent yesterday the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. sip oe) yes to be laid before 
the Senate, if the morning business should be concluded before 1. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the so-called morning busi- 
ness yesterday went on the Calendar, when the discussion closed. 

Mr. LODGE. It was not morning business. It was taken 
from the Calendar. . 

Mr. CULLOM. It was not morning business in fact, as I un- 
derstand. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is now ready 
to proceed with his speech, and, under the agreement, immediately 
after the morning business—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Routine. 
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Mr. CULLOM. Immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness we are to proceed with the Cuban bill, so called. 

Mr. GORMAN. So the agreement stated, but yesterday when 
we reached 1 o’clock I said: 

I renew my request that the resolution go over until to-morrow morning 
without prejudice. = : oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over without prejudice. 
The regular order is demanded, which is the unfinished business. 

Then this followed: 


Mr. Lopagz. The resolution goes over, taking the motion with it? 


The Presiding Officer said: 

Taking the motion with it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Did not the Presiding Officer state that the 
resolution went on the Calendar? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will read the whole of it. Said the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]: 


Before the Senator from Colorado proceeds, I should like to know just 
what the understanding is respecting this resolution. Is there any under- 
standing other than that it goes over without objection? 

Mr. HALE. It goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. It goes to the Calendar? Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is already on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It goes back to the Calendar. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It goes back to the Calendar, with the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopae] to refer. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is plain enough. 

Mr. GORMAN. I made my request and the colloquy I have 
just read followed. I made the request that the resolution might 
go over without prejudice and come up providing there was time 
between the ordinary morning business and 1 o’clock. ‘The Pre- 
siding Officer said it would go over without prejudice. 

I should like this morning to understand from the chairman of 
the committee his construction of the agreement. He knows per- 
fectly I do not desire in the slightest to interfere with the agree- 
ment that he and I were parties to; but does he understand now 
that it covers simply the introduction of bills and ordinary reso- 
lutions, and that no resolution which is on the Calendar or comes 
over can be brought before the Senate? For instance, the resolu- 
tion just offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
—— one of the most important inquiries which has ever 

en made in the Senate of the United States, goes over under the 
rule,to come up when? Under the rule it will come up to-morrow 
morning at any time before 1 o’clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Maryland refers to me, I 
believe. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply want to adhere to the arrangement 
made by unanimous consent in the Senate as to the Cuban bill, 
and to adhere to it we must simply attend to the morning busi- 
ness proper, as I understand it. 

Mr. GORMAN, Now, I ask the Senator—— 

Mr. CULLOM. A resolution such as was introduced by the 
Senator from Massachusetts awhile ago and laid over I should 
suppose to be still morning business, because it did not go to the 
Calendar; but after a resolution has been debated and gone to 
the Calendar, and has been taken off and debated again, it seems 
to me it can not be considered as morning business. My opinion 
is not of much account on a question involving the rules, but it 
seems to me that that ought to be the common-sense view of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to have the understanding of the Sen- 
ator now as to whether that is his construction of our agreement. 
: a HOAR. It is impossible to hear the Senator from Mary- 

and. 

Mr. GORMAN. My only purpose is to ascertain what the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations understands by 
the agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have been stating what I think is the pur- 
port of the agreement. 

Mr. GORMAN, Verygood. Now, then,I ask the Senator_— 

Mr. CULLOM. WhetherI am right or not, it is for the Sen- 
ate to determine. I do not care what weconsider. If the Senate 
does not desire to take up the Cuban bill, then it is in order to 
consider anything else the Senate sees proper to take up. But 
when Senators are ready to debate the bill, it seems to me that it 
is my duty to call the attention of the Senate to what I think is 
the rule. If the Senate sees proper to vary it, then it is for the 
Senate to take the responsibility. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, the Senator did not put it 
quite so strongly. Itis not with any desire to evade the agree- 
ment, but I asked him to state his construction of the agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have given it to the Senator so far as I am 
concerned. 

Mr.GORMAN. [asked ifit excludes all the business that prop- 
erly belongs to the morning hour. Would it exclude the resolu- 
tion of inquiry offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar]? That resolution comes up to-morrow at any time after 
presentation of petitions and the introduction of bills, and if it is 
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not completed, would it, under the Senator’s construction, go to 


the Calendar, not to be reached again until after we dispose of the 
Cuban bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I beg the Senator to appeal to the President of 
the Senate, not to me, to decide what the rule is. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am exceedingly anxious to have the con- 
struction of the chairman of the committee who was instrumental 
in making the agreement, not with a view of criticising him, but 
only that we may have a definite understanding. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will read the agreement, if it will be agree- 
able to the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. CULLOM. And let us see what he thinks it means: 

That on Monday, December 7, 1903, and on each of the following days when 
Ee aes shall be in session after the completion of the routine morning 

siness— 

Now, what is routine morning business? Is it a bill that has 
gone to the Calendar? It seems to me not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment there? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Rule VIII,in regard to theorder of business, 
Bays: 

At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless upon mo- 


tion the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to 
the consideration of the Calemiar of Bills and Resolutions. 


The distinction between morning business and the considera- 


tion of bills and resolutions on the Calendar seems to be very'clear | 
under this rule. The Senate has otherwise ordered, the Senator | 


from Illinois contends, by the unanimous-consent agreement. 
Does not the Senator from Maryland think so? 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to get the distinction made by the 
chairman of the committee on that point, and to carry out in 
perfect good faith the agreement which was made. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator is very anxious to get my opin- 
ion about it, I will adhere to the construction of the understand- 
ing just as I have done heretofore. When the President of the 
Senate announces that morning business is finished and lays the 
Cuban bill before the Senate, I shall insist upon its considera- 
tion. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then it will not be in order, I understand the 
Senator, te take up any bill or resolution—— 

Mr. CULLOM. From the Calendar—no. 

. ‘Mr. GORMAN, From the Calendar? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Or otherwise, except by unanimous consent. | 


Mr. GORMAN. Very good, Mr. President. 


Mr. HOAR. I suppose the resolution I introduced just now, | 
which has been referred to by the Senator from Maryland, will | 
be laid before the Senate to-morrow. The Chair will remember | 
that it went over on the suggestion of the Senator from [llinois | 
that he might have an opportunity to see it after it is printed. | 
Undoubtedly it would be subject to this rule if it should cease to | 


be routine morning business and become a matter of debate. 


Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts | 
that that was my very object in making the inquiry. I can | 


understand from the conditions, the peculiar tint or color of the 


atmosphere, that the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 


will probably be crowded out until after we dis of the Cuban 
measure. But I did desire to know whether it was to come up 


and just how far we were to go with other resolutions, the most | 
important of which is the one introduced by the Senator from | 


Massachusetts. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The distinction between morning business | 
and routine morning business is, I understand, very marked and | 


very plain. Routine morning business is the presentation of 
petitions, the making of reports, and the other four or five items 
that are included in the rule. . 

Mr. HOAR. And resolutions. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Andanything that can be done by unanimous 
consent would be in order, but not under any rule of the Senate. 
When the routine morning business is closed, which is the pres- 
entation of petitions and memorials, reports, etc., then under the 
order of the Senate the Cuban bill will be in order and nothing 
else can be considered, not even resolutions, except by unanimous 
consent. That seems to be very clear. If the language used in 
the order of the Senate had been “at the conclusion of the morn- 
ing hour,”’ or “‘at the conclusion of the morning business,”’ a dif- 
ferent state of affairs would be in existence. But the order of 
the Senate says distinctly “‘after the completion of the routine 
morning business.’’ That excludes the consideration of all other 
subjects, because if a resolution were to be considered it might in- 
volve an indefinite discussion every day to the exclusion of the regu- 
lar order. Of course these things can be done by unanimous 
consent, and I assume, I trust so, at least, that when is noone 
ready to upon the Cuban bill unanimous consent will be 
given to the transaction of other business. ~ But in the absence of 
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unapimous consent nothing can be done, it seems to me, under 
the agreement, except what is strictly routine morning business. 
That is well understood. The Senator from land under- 
stands what is routine morning business as well as I. 

Mr.GORMAN. I thought I did until I heard the Senator from 
Rhode Island. Does the Senator mean to say that a resolution 
which comes in under the rule in the morning hour, such as the 
one offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and 
goes over until the next morning, does not come up as a matter © 
of course? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not as routine morning business. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the opinion of the Chair 
on that point, for I confess the Senator’s proposition amuses me. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The distinction between routine morning 
business and general morning business is very marked, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Rhode Island entirely in every matter of substance he has stated, 
but I think he has fallen into a slight inexactness of phraseology. 
I understand that when a resolution is offered and goes over one 
day that Senators may see it or consider it, it comes up the second 
day exactly as it did when it was first proposed; that it is laid be- 
fore the Senate as routine morning business, and does not require 
any unanimous consent to take it up and have it laid before the 
Senate. But if it become a matter of debate thereafter, if it is 
| not adopted, as a matter of course it ceases then to be matter of 
routine, because matter of routine is matter which is done as a 
matter of course. 

So I shall claim to-morrow morning that it is the duty of the 
Chair to lay my resolution before the Senate just as much as it 
| was his duty to lay it before the Senate when I first proposed it. 
| But then, if any Senator desires to debate it or object to it, I 
| should suppose it would cease to have the character of routine 
| business. It would not require unanimous consent to take it up; 
| but it is pretty much the same thing, because it can only be 
| finally considered without objection. The only difference is in 
| phrase, not in substance. 

Mr: CULLOM. Mr. President, what is before the Senate? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Cuban bill. 
Mr. CULLOM. If no one is going to speak, we will take up 
some resolution or something else. 
Mr. TELLER rose. 
| Mr. CULLOM. The Cuban bill is now before the Senate, 
| Mr. TELLER. If the matter is settled and the bill is before 
| the Senate, I am ready to proceed. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when I suspended last night I 
had called the attention of the Senate to the fact that the consump- 
tion of sugar was greatly increasing in the United States, and I 
referred to a statement made by Doctor Wiley, the Government 
chemist, who has made a calculation as to the probable increase 
of the consumption in the United States up to 1921. I prepared a 
_ statement, based on the testimony of Doctor Wiley, as to the in- 
creased consumption of sugar in the United States, which in order 
that I may be accurate I am going to read: 

Doctor Wiley, Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, in his testimony before the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House on January 29, 1902, on pages 481 
and 482, makes the probable consumption of sugar in the United 
States 3,333,500 tons in 1911 and 4,723,500 tons in 1921. Thisis a 
conservative estimate, and if he estimated it on our average yearly 
| increase since 1881 it would be much larger, and would be in 1911 
8,667,000 tons and in 1921 5,667,000 tons. 

If we reduce his estimate of 1911 of 3,338,500 tons to 3,000,000 
tons (long tons of 2,240 pounds), at 4 cents per pound it will 
amount to $268,800,000. 

Now, if we take the estimate for 1921, based on our annual in- 
crease for the last twenty years, or 5,667,000 tons, and reduce it, 
as the Doctor has, to 4,723,500 tons, to correspond with the reduc- 
| tion of 3,333,500 tons in 1911 to 3,000,000 tons, we will reduce the 

4,723,500 tons to 3,780,000, and at 4 cents per pound this amount 
would cost the consumer the enormous sum of $338,688,000. If 
we figure the consumption on what the Doctor says is our prob- 
able increased consumption in 1911, the cost to the consumer at 4 
cents per pound, retail price, will be $298,680,000 instead of $268,- 
800,000, as I have estimated, and in 1921, instead of being $338,- 
688,000, it will be $425,235,600. I have no doubt but the first 
estimate—that is, in 1911 of $268,800,000 and 1921 of $338,688,000— 
is an underestimate, but it is sufficient to show the great impor- 
tance of the necessity for the encouragement of the production of 
domestic sugar, not only as a matter of furnishing to our people 
both labor and capital op; ities, but also the advantage of 
producing such a great amount of food at home and not be de- 
pendent on foreign countries. 

Yesterday I stated that I had some further evidence as to the 
complicity of General Wood with reference to the inception of 
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this demand for the reduction of the tariff for the benefit of Cuba. 
1 now desire to put into the RucorD a statement of General Wood, 
dated Washington, D. C., J 1, 1902, in which he shows the 
amount that had been expended by the Cuban Government, which 
he had in charge, to further the cause of reciprocity. He states 
that he paid out of the insular fands $15,626.82. Accompanying 
this statement there is a statement from the War Department 


[Copy.] 
The United States Military Government of Cuba to the United States Export 
Association, Dr. 
For disbursements in re Cuban tariff as follows (see exhibits annexed): 
Dec. 10. 450 copies New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial 
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Mr. President, I desire that the first page of the document I | pep, 6, soocopies Now York Herald 222777 TS 
hold in my hand, down to Exhibit A, may go into the Recorp as 7. Lae copies New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial ci 
art of my remarks. Be ye ag en ee Lieber ar en oe 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection | 1. SShotpice New York Journal of Commence and Comnicrcial 
that order will be made. — 
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PAYMENTS TO F. B. THURBER OUT OF CUBAN FUNDS. Bostage paid on 2,200 of theabove papers. .............--------- 44.00 

n 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
: vesstaiien of the House, a copy, of a letter from Brig. Gen. Leonard Wood, 
relating to payments to F. B. Thurber out of Cuban funds, July 1, 1902.— 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 1, 1902. 


Sir: In response to the following resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, dated June 23, 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish to the House of seca if not incompatible with the public 
interests, the following information: What amounts, if any, have been _ 
out of the Cuban weneaey or the funds of the Cuban poo the military 
governor of Cuba, or by_ his direction, or by any officer of the United States, 
while the forces of the United States oceupied Cuba, to F. B. Thurber, presi- 
dent of the United States Export Association, or any other person or sons, 
corporation, or association, for advocating a reduction in the duties upon 
Cuban products, with a reciprocal reduction in the duties upon American 
products imported into Cuba, or for services in support of the anes of 
the inhabitants of the island of Cuba for reciprocal relations with the United 
States; also the date or dates of any of such payments *— 

I have the honor to inclose herewith a letter dated July 1, 1902, from Brig. 

Gen. Leonard Wood, United States Army, late military governor of Cuba, 

transmitting a statement of the expenditures called for by the resolution, 
Very respectfully, 


Printing and sending to Senators and Members of Congré@ss 
inelosed leaflet marked “A,” including envelopes, address- 
i inviniio tictenwnntth iiadhndintediinpecdacenn 16.00 
Printing and sending to Senators and Members of Congress 
inclosed leaflet marked “B,” including envelopes, address- 
I INS on, cis etindeincdinsdcastieeseddsuctcnteckes 15. 00 


RESEND 340. 98 
Received payment. 

















UNITED STATES EXPORT ASSOCIATION. 
F. B. THURBER, President. 






New York, March 31, 1902. 
The above payment was made April 29, 1902. 






, LEONARD Woop, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army. 






A true copy. 








First Lieutenant, Tenth U. S. Cavalry, Aid-de-Camp. 

They also, for fear the people of Cuba would not be sufficiently 
excited on this subject, made use of the papers in Habana for the 
furtherance of this scheme, as will be seen from the following: 

No. 2. 

Paid by the any gona of Cuba to the Habana Post, Habana, 
Cuba, for 30 issues, of 600 copies each, of the Sunday editions of the Habana 
Post, containing editorial writings on reciprocity, as follows: 

October 22, 1901, for two issues $50.00 










Ww. CARY SANGER, 
Acting Secretary of War. 
The SPEAKER OF THE House or REPRESENTATIVES. 






Se BI SU CO snk, nc cicieiecewcccweccecccceseccuess 25.00 





WASHINGTON, D. C., July 1, 1902. 
















































. 4 I, Ss int, cnt cine adenieda wevdeuecceuece< 25. 00 

Str: [have the honor to transmit herewith a statement of the expenses in- : R ; 5 7 - - aa 
curred in the cause of reciprocity between Cuba and the United States. The ee é ee = iio, Pees eth eee Te eee ee - ° 
disbursements made were made by me as military governor of the island of | hocamber 10, ber Sco . ens 25. 00 
Cuba and were made for the purpose of presenting to the people of the United | po omber 19, 1901, for one issue... 25,00 
States, without reference to party or section, the desires of the peopleof Cuba | pocember 2% 1901 for oneissue.. os ON 
as to the trade relations which should exist between that country and our | pooomber 31. 1901. for one issue... on 00 
own. Theaction taken wasapproved by the industrial and commercial classes January %, 1903, for one issue... _................................. 35, 00 
of Cuba. It received the unqualified approval of the secretaries of the insular January 15, 1902, for one issue....-......................................... 25, 00 
government, and was an expenditure of Cuban funds for the purpose of pro- Tanuary 23 1902, for one ee ae eee a5 00 
moting Cuban interests. ; January 21. 192, fcr one issuc._.................... Ree ate ea Bae in Be 25, 00 
The expense accounts are herewith inclosed: Fobruary 4, 1908, for one issue .............---...---..2.-02.20scceceeeeeee 25.00 
1. Expenses of the special commission of Cuban planters sent by me, NII CI SOR OUNINN onic wctnd sntnwen aces ncecoeccncee 25. 00 
as military governor of Cuba, with letters of introduction to the ania ebeeod macenecention 25. 00 
honorable the Secretary of War of the United States, with the \ nS eee 25. 00 
intimation that they desired to appear before the committees of kL do so rmburniedbttbebecbs cisecee cacdum 25. 00 
Congress to be heard upon the subject of trade relations be- Se NE nd n.d ecutianadcine bee encedetecctniccnce’ 25. 00 
tween Cuba and the United States. .........................----. $1,309.00 | March 24 1902, for one issue.__......-...------ ene enn nnn een enn 25. 00 
2. Salary of F. B. Thurber, together with certain expenses for travel a ee edudnanibebendacaveasdenes 25. 00 
0 Gain ec briicie docinbootirsgelt cecnubunqndgidiasose pe PDE Barr Gh SOU, OP CIDE oooh re cs cece ce ecees conte cccerstecscecesans 50. 00 
8. Expenses incident to the purchase and circulation of certain Fo gio iditrta a denne autinisbUebie wanes Japinaiebuses 25. 00 
marked copies of various United States periodicals. --....-....- ee ee rr a aocuhadipenammnacadaucpanscace 25. 00 
4. The circulation of 10,000 copies of a pamphlet entitled ‘Industrial Neen nn a osiduneddnas dpeakomacean 25.00 
CRN sae Bed aah ceca wa sip Cc uagiiiewb ovined Shodan atu open Se Be Oey OU acne cei comes sceewiwcccce acnks cenccosecewess 25. 00 

5. The cost of circulating 320,000 circulars in four issues of 80,000 a_i 
each, $11,520, to which there is to be added $27.76, travel ex ta rita ieriheea delineate niaiaiateadiattia 750. 00 


' penses 
of Lieut E. Carpenter, acting commissary, United States Army, 
incurred in connection with the payment to United States Ex- 
port Association of $2,880 (see voucher No. 1 to abstract here- 


A true copy. 
FRANK R. McCoy, 


eT ne ieee 11, 547.7 ; ; First Lieutenant, Tenth Cavalry, Aid-de-Camp. 
6. The expenses incident to the circulation of 443 copies of the Out- An examination of this document will show also that at least 
; ee agazine eee Se eres cciprocity..-. 8.58 | some members of the committee called the Cuban committee 
’ “‘Bunday editionsof the Habena Post containing efiterind wwit- who-came here—as Mr. Thurber says, spent $10,000 for postage 

NN iis ccin vested buneee on asuapesaveveseeendseson 750.00 | alone, and, he thought, $20,000 in all—came at the expense of this 
8. To the Habana Post, for printing and circulating certain pam- 


hlots : : o00. 00 Government, for there are charges in this document for the trans- 
ee ent tnnenes sane etionmmmrwnqetn marana cacy a cae rtation of at least two of them, costing somewhere about $193 
ain iiis shicwnccensdidecedusvndseuts econcesy 15, 626.82 | In one case and perhaps less in the other. 

The foregoing is to the best of my knowledge the total amount of the dis- I find also that an officer of the Army, a lieutenant of the Tenth 
pti: | we of reciprocity called for in the resolution of Con- | United — ae Frank Se McCoy, x my oo way—for what 
: particular purpose I have not been quite able by an examination 
eas sia Brigadier-Generai United Basten Bnew. of this document to determine—paid out $2,907.76. Iam not an 
| expert on figures and never was a very good bookkeeper, but I 
suppose that $2,907.76 is included somewhere in the total of $15,- 
600. I ratherthink it is, though I am not able to make it out, but 
not being able to state otherwise, I shall not assume that it is in 
= to what General Wood certifies in the paper I sent to the 

esk. 
I find here the following letter from General Wood, addressed 
to F. B. Thurber, president of the United States Export Associa- 

tion: 


The SECRETARY OF WAR, 
ashington, D. C. 


(Through the Adjutant-General of the Army.) 


Mr. TELLER. In this document will be found a statement of 
what the expenditures were for. I stated yesterday that part of 
these expenditures had been incurred for the purpose of exploit- 
ing this scheme in the public press. Hereis a statement showing 
the items of expenditure for the no which were made by the 
insular government. Senators will remember that this is a pub- 
lic document sent to the House of Representatives from the War 
Department, and here are the vouchers upon which those insular 
funds were paid. 


NEW YORK, December 11, 1901. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of December 
11, relative to the publication of certain material for educational purposes 
upon the question of a reduction of the duties of Cuban products, principally 
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sugar and tobacco. In this letter you inclose samples of the proposed circu- 
lars and accompanying letters, with the statement that your list comprises 
80,000 names, and that the cost per issue will be about $2,880. The work is to 
be first quality, 2-cent postage, letters sealed, and carefully directed. 
Youare hereby authorized to make the necessary arrangements to send 
two issues of 80,000 circulars in accordance with the — es inclosed, to- 


gether with additional information which will be forwarde 
on my return. 
Very truly, yours, 


you from Cuba 


LEONARD Woop. 
A true copy. 
4 4 Epw. CARPENTER, 
First Lieutenant, Artillery Corps, Acting Aid-de-Camp. 


Mr. F. B. THURBER, 

President United States Export Association, City. 

Mr. Thurber testifies that there were four different editions of 
these documents, and as they were mailed to 80,000 persons they 
would aggregate four times 80,000, which were, he said, to be put 
into the hands of people representing the best thought of the 
country. He stated before the committee that he meant by that 
the preachers and professional men in the country, and I infer 
from some letters which I have received from various divines 
that they reached the destination intended. 

I will not attempt now to go into some few things, which 
I might, which seem to me to be at least as reprehensible. 

Mr. President, I was yesterday speaking of the attempt to im- 
pose—it was a mild term I used—on the people of the United 
States, the charitable, kind-hearted, good people of the United 
States, by these claims of distress and destitution and want in 
Cuba. 

I omitted to read yesterday an extract I had intended to read, 
and which I want to read now, taken from the New York 
Tribune of the 27th of January, 1902: 


The public misery is terrible. Municipal council requests your support | meomsbers of the committee: 


for speedy solution of economic problem to avoid awful condition of hunger 
and calamities which will occur if efficient remedy is not furnished. Labor- 
ers without work; there are no industries; commerce is ruined. Cuban peo- 


ple expect that the United States, the arbiter of this situation, will make of | 


Cuba a happy country, and not a land of mendicants. 


Mr. President, it would be very difficult for the most expert 
and scholarly individual in the world to get into the same space 
any more falsehoods than are contained in what I have just read. 
That was published in one of the great newspapers of this coun- 
try—a newspaper that to my certain knowledge, in some of the 
best sections of the United States, is practically the only paper 
read, a paper with which I have been familiar ever since it was 
started under Mr. Greeley. 
State of New York whole communities practically take no other 


paper than that. It is to them what the Bible is to the average | 


Christian. Whatever is in that paper they believe. Whether it 
be political, religious, or economic, it makes but little difference. 
It is taken not with a grain of allowance, but as an absolute truth. 
I canimagine, Mr. President, when my former youthful associates 
up in that part of the country read this article they must have 
thought I was a monster of cruelty and wickedness if I could re- 
sist such an appeal as that, and if it had been true I could not. 
Mr. President, I have never felt the slightest degree of hostility 
to the people who did clamor about us and assail us to grant this 
concession to Cuba, because it was simply a manifestation of that 
generous sentiment which pervades the people of this country in 
their anxiety to relieve suffering, even though at great expense. 
They were told also that it could be done without any injury to 


any industry of this country, which was equally as false as the | 


statement which was made that distress prevailed in Cuba. _ 
I said yesterday that thisis not reciprocity. Itisnotreciprocity 
as the Republican party a few years ago proclaimed reciprocity. 


this kind of reciprocity, or at least if they could I think such au- 
thority certainly can not be found in any of his public utterances. 
Mr. President, I do not mean to say that I am not in favor of 
reciprocity with certain countries on certain products. I am 
uite willing that there shall be reciprocity with people who pro- 
dace what we do not produce and who want to buy from us what 


' they do not produce. 





I know that in certain sections of the | 








| 


I have here a report, which I want to read, that has the author- | 


ity of three great names, one of them a Democrat and two of 
them Republicans. Two of them are no longer here, though all 
three have served in this Chamber with distinction, one on the 
Democratic side and two on the Republican side. 

The Committee on Finance on the 27th of February, 1883, when 
the present chairman of the committee was a member, had be- 
fore them the question of reciprocity, and these three members 
differed with the majority of the committee. I have here the 
findings of the minority. Their report is signed by the late Sen- 
ator Morrill, of Vermont, the late Senator Voorhees, of Indiana, 
and the present illustrious Senator from Rhode Ieland [Mr. 
ALDRICH], now chairman of the committee. 

I am not aware that in the lifetime of Senator Voorhees or Sen- 
ator Morrill they changed their views; I am not quite clear what 


| 





the present chairman of the Committee on Finance would now 
say on the subject. I am going to read this minority report. I 
am sorry the Senator from Rhode Island is not here, but I have 
an idea that he has not forgotten it, and from some things which 
I have known of his doing in the last two years in reference to 
reciprocity treaties, I am inclined to think that he is still of the 
opinion then expressed; butif he is, he will be at outs with the pres- 
ent Administration and the present majority of this body. 

The joint resolution reported by the majority of the committee 
was in these words: 


Joint resolution providing for the termination of the reciprocity treaty of 
80th of January, 1875, between the United States of America and His 
Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands. 


Whereas it is provided in the reciprocity treaty concluded at Washing- 
ton the 30th of January, 1875, between the United States of the one part and 
His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands of the other part, that this 
treaty “shall remain in force for seven years from the date at which it may 
come into operation and, further, until the expiration of twelve months 
after either of the high contracting parties shall give notice to the other of 
its wish to terminate the same;” an 

Whereas it appears by a proclamation of the President of the United 
States bearin te the 9th of September, 1876, that the treaty came into 
operation on that day; and 

Whereas, further, it is no longer for the interests of the United States to 
continue the same in force: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That notice be given of the termination of the 
reciprocity treaty, according to the provision therein contained for the 
termination of the same; and the President of the United States is hereby 


| charged with the communication of such notice to the King and the Gov- 


ernment of the Hawaiian Islands, and the desire of the United States to 
make and maintain the most friendly commercial relations with that power. 


The views of the minority were as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned agree to the report of the majority of the Committee on 
Finance, and for the following additional reasons not concurred in by other 


When our Constitution was framed no compact between two different na- 
tions such as a reciprocity treaty was known or ever existed, and the power 
of the President, ** with the advicé and consent of the Senate, to make trea- 
ties, provided two-thirds of the Senate concur,’ must be accepted as a limi- 
tation of the power to just what was then known and understood to be com- 
prehended .by the words ‘‘to make treaties.” The Constitution can not be 
changed by any modern diplomatic inventions. It is true that Cromwell, in 
1654, made a treaty with Portugal, by which English woolens were to be ad- 
mitted into Portugal at a lower rate of duty than from other countries, and 
the wines of Portugal were to be charged, when brought to England, with a 


| less rate of duty than wines imported from France or elsewhere; but this, al- 


though a commercial treaty, was not a reciprocity treaty, and Adam Smith 
conclusively proved that even this much vaunted treaty was disadvantageous 
to England. 

Our Constitution does not lack harmony, and all of its provisions show that 
it was never intended that the President and the Senate should have even 
the initiative in regulating trade or commerce. That power is given up 
wholly to “Congress to regulate foreign and domestic commerce and with 
the Indian tribes;” and the Preside nt can not call to his aid any foreign power, 
even with the adviceand consent of the Senate, to regulate commerce, whether 
foreign or domestic. 

A still greater inhibition of this modern shape of the treaty power is found 
in another provision of the Constitution, which provides that— 

“All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
Byes; but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other 

pills.” 

No reciprocity treaty could be made that would not be a direct infraction 
of this provision of the Constitution, as all such treaties must necessarily cur- 
tail the boundaries within which revenues are or can be raised. If such a 
treaty could be made with one nation it would be possible to make like treaties 
with all, and thus the power of the House of Representatives to originate rev- 
enue bills would be suspended and fritteredaway. It doesnot help the main 
question in the least to obtain the consent of an existing House of Repre- 
sentatives to pass a law in conformity with or to carry out the provisions of 
such a treaty. The power of the House to originate revenue bills inheres 
forever, and no existing House can exercise that power so as to deprive a 
succeeding House of any of its proper Constitutional functions. 

Again, the ** most-favored-nation” clause, in the larger part of our treaties 
with other nations, is a perpetual suggestion of the most serious complica- 
tions always lying in wait for all reciprocity treaties. Should any of these 


| nations tender the same or equal terms, we must, of course, accord the same 


I said yesterday that nobody could bring the great authority of | 
the late President of the United States, Mr. McKinley, to support | 


aud equal favors, and any reciprocity treaty might be suddenly and wonder- 
fully expanded; or we might have the alternative of a conflict with many 
nations with whom peaceful relations are most desirable. 

In the determination of this question our experience ought to have some 
weight: and that experience shows, in every instance where a reciprocit 
treaty has been tried, that immense American interests have been sacrificed. 
No one has resulted to our advantage. 

JusTIN S. MORRILL. 
DANIEL W. VOORHEES. 
NELSON W. ALDRICH. 

I wish the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLarp], who spoke 
yesterday on this subject, was present; he would find this report 
instructive reading. 

Mr. NELSON. May I inquire from what document the Senator 
has been reading? 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that 
I have been reading from the minority report made by the late 
Senator Morrill, of Vermont, the late Senator from Indiana, Mr. 
Voorhees, and the present chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH], on the Hawaiian 
treaty, on February 27, 1883. 

That report was good law when it was written; it. is good law 
now; and the last part of it, which states that no reciprocity treaty 
which we have ever made has been beneficial to, us, is as true 
=e as it was over twenty years ago, when ‘that report was 
made. 











In 1900 there was a proposition in the House of Representatives 
for the admission of certain articles free of duty from Porto Rico 
and Cuba. We were at that time in possession of Cuba, our 
armies being there. I hold in my hand the report made by the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, 
from which I desire to read some portions. 

[House Report No. 1766, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 
ADMISSION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES — OF DUTY FROM PORTO RICO AND 
CUBA. 

May 26, 1909 —Laid on the table and ordered to be printed. Mr. Gros- 
VENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means, submitted the following 
adverse report. [To accompany H. J. Res. 181.] 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred House joint 
resolution 181, by Mr. RICHARDSON, to admit free of duty sugar, molasses, 
and everything entering into the manufacture of sugars from Porto Rico and 
Cuba, report the same back to the House and recommend that it lie on the 


table. 

That was not so broad asis this bill. I will say that this report 
was made by Mr. GROSVENOR, of Ohio, who is still a Member of 
the other House. 


This measure is one of aseries of measures looking to the same result. The 
first was an effort during the progress of the Porto Rican tariff bill, so called, 
in the Senate to place upon that bill an amendment restoring to persons who 
had paid tariff taxes upon commodities entered at the port of New York and 
elsewhere in the United States from Porto Rican ports the amount of duties 
thus paid by them. The amount covered by the amendment offered by the 
Hon. James K. Jones to the Porto Rican bill in the Senate on sugar and mo- 
lasses alone amounted to $1,487,866, as appears by the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and had that amendment been placed on the Porto Rican 
pill and become a law the following persons and firms would have received 
the benefit of the sums of money below indicated: 


I desire to have the table go into the Recorp, but I do not care 
to read it in full, as it would take too much time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCreary in the chair). 
Does the Senator desire it printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. TELLER. I desire the table to be printed. I shall only 
read a part of the report, but I ask that it all may be inserted in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the matter referred to by him*may be printed in the 
REcorRD without reading. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The table referred to is in full as follows: 











Amount Amount 
Name of firm. of duties, Name of firm. of duties 
| 

American Sugar Refining Co | $637,551 | D. A. De Lima & Co ........ $10, 694 
A.S. Lascelles & Co.......... 513,223 || Gustave Preston ........... 9, 965 
Czarnikow & McDougall A.A. Vatable & Son ........ 8, 737 
Oo, (RamiieG) . coed scnccece 108,065 || A. M. Seixas. ................ 7,808 
L.& W.P. Armstrong ......-. 52,476 || Fussig & Co ............-... 4,074 
G. Amsinck & Co ............ 82,114 || Bowermann & Co .......... 3, 687 
80,624 || Masie Bros.................. 8,377 





B. H. Howell, Son & Co....... 
Bes 


Mr. TELLER. The report then proceeds: 


It will be seen by the foregoing statement that the American Sugar Refin- 
ing Company and A. 8. Lascelles & Co., © Pars of the same concern, would 


have received a gross sum a es 200,000. This would have been a 

direct gift from the public Treasury to the sugar trust of that sum of money, 

oe — have been the first successful effort to appropriate money directiy 
oa trust. 


Mr. President, I will stop here long enough to say that that 
effort did not succeed, and this very likely may, and, if so, this 
will be the first successful effort to take money out of the Treas- 
— to pay it to a trust if the present conditions exist, which I 
believe do exist, with reference to this question. 

The report continues: 


Following that abortive effort comes this resolution, and if this resolution 
should pass it would place upon the free list the molassesand sugar hereafter 
to be imported into the United States from Cuba and Porto Rico. The pres- 
ent product of Porto Rico amounts to something like €0,000 tons for this year, 
and would not be a very considorable sum of money, but when there is in- 
cluded in this proposed addition to the free list of the country the products 
of Cuba the item becomes an enormous one. 

Following isa table of the imports of molasses and sugar dutiable from 
those two places, and the entire importations from all countries classified in 
proper order: 


Imports of molasses and sugar, dutiable, year ended June 380, 1899. 
[Quantities in pounds. ] 














Total, United States. | Cuba and Porto Rico. 
Articles. pane ernearienenie sienna ete ee reer 
Quantities. Value. | Quantities.| Value. 
MORRIE: <.cicticcccens lis... 5, 806, 256 $789, 084 5, 077, 706 $690, 399 
Sugar, not above o. 16 
Dutch standard: 
Ue Gitretbatidgatss seawesan Tae ee, Se | 16, BOO, BT ho conse ccccee-|a2qpceecse- 
RO aiciies dovdamna-wodey 2, 731,868,574 | 60,714,089 | 770,346,000 | 18,907,773 
Sugar, above No. 16 Dutch 
SEE cdot. shin os acaokses 62,745,763 | 1,692,951 5,427 








3,517, 950,689 | 77,676,437 | 770,351,427 | 18,907, 982 
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Cuba and Porto Rico furnished 24.5 per cent of the total importations of 
cane sugar imported in quantity, and 31 1 per cent in value. 

The average rate of duty on cane sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard 
was equivalent to 74.31 per cent ad valorem, and the total amount of duties 
collec on such sugar imported from Cuba and Porto Rico in the year ended 
June 30, 1899, was $14,010,366.11. The average rate of duty on sugar above 
No. 16 Dutch standard was equivalent to 75.7 per cent ad valorem, and the 
total amount of duty on such sugar imported from Cuba and Porto Rico in 
that year was $120.36. $14,010,366.11 + $120.36 = $14,010,486.47, the value of Mr. 
Richardson's proposes early gift to the sugar trust, calculated on the im- 
portations of 1899, which, of course, will steadily increase from year to year. 

By this it will be seen that ‘‘ Cuba and Porto Rico furnished 24.5 per cent of 
the total importations of cane ner imported and 81.1 percent in value,” and 
that to now place these commodities upon the free list of the country would, 
if the same amount of moe and molasses should be imported during the 
current year beginning Jyly 1, 1900, and running forward, give to the im- 
peeve of sugar and molasses something like $14,000,000. This would be a 

ree gift from the people of the country, and measures the value of the pro- 
posed yearly gift to the sugar trust, calculated on the importations of fa99, 
which, of course, will steadily increase from year to year. 

There is probably no commercial organization or trust with a more thor- 
oughly well-organized and self-defending capacity than the American Sugar 
Refining Company, and it must be borne in mind that there is no sugar re- 
fined in Cuba, or, if any, only the merest trace or smal! quantity, and that all 
cane sugar unrefined that comes from that country, or substantially all of it, 
is received and refined by the American Sugar Refining Company, or, per- 
haps, one of the kindred organizations, which were stated by the great mana- 
ger of that company to be “under the same umbrella” with the sugar trust. 

The tariff of 1897, so far as relates to sugar and molasses, was intended to 
be both a revenue producer and a matter of protection to the best-sugar in- 
dustry of the United States. To now remove that protection would be a fatal 
blow to that valuable and growing industry,and would strip the Treasury at 
once of one of its most reliable sources of revenue, and the sole effect, so far 
as immediate and great gains to anyone, would be to hand over to a great 
corporation, now enjoying enormous pope ,» a degree of aid and assist- 
ance in accumulating larger wealth that would shock the conscience of the 
American people. 

There is to your committee no conceivable good that could come of this 
scheme. It could not benefit the American people, for it would not stimu- 
late the refining of sugar in the United States. It would take from the peo- 
ple of Porto Rico the small ee of income which the 15 per cent duty on 
their sugar now yields to them and it would bring into immediate contact 
and competition with the cane sugar of the United States and the beet sugar 
of the United States the enormous product of the island of Cuba. There has 
not been set any limitations upon the product of that island, and American 
money, American intelligence, and American ambition will doubtless make 
of that island almost one undivided cane-sugar plantation, and the possibili- 

ties of its competition with the cane sugar of the United States is almost 
| beyond estimate, and we think that to turn over the sugar producers of the 
United States to the devastation of this product, when the sole interest and 
result would be to enormously enrich the great corporations now ho!ding, 
practically, monopolies of the manufacture of sugar, would be unjust and 
| unwiseas a matter of legislation, and we therefore recommend that the joint 











































resolution lie upon the table. 

The annexed official report from the Secretary of the Treasury exhibits 
the names of persons, firms,and corporations who paid the duties upon goods 
imported from Porto Rico and the sum paid by each. These are the funds 
which were the subject-matter of the proposition to refund to those who paid 
the same. 

That is from the Republican party in the House of Representa- 
tives three yearsago. Who is responsible for its change on the 

subject of reciprocity? 

Mr. President, that report refers to American capital in Cuba. 
| I stated yesterday that there was $80,000,000 of American capital 
|} in Cuba. The Government of the United States has published a 
| document called ‘* Commercial Cubain 1903.” It would bea very 

valuable statistical publication if it were not for the fact that the 
author of it seems to think he is bound to exploit some particular 
| political or economic views. So he becomes the advocate of a 
reciprocity system. I shall try to show that he has misrepre- 
sented the facts, either through ignorance or intentionally, I do 
not know which. My own judgment is that whenever a statis- 
tical statement comes from the Treasury Department, or any 
other Department of the Government, it should be nonpartisan 
and not calculated to exploit any political or economic view. I 
read from page 381, if any Senator desires ever to look at it: 


have naturally tended to attract United States capital to the island both be- 
fore and since the achievement of its independence. This tendency became 
much strengthened during the pericd of intervention, and it is believed to be 
increasing constantly. An American writer and student of public affairs, 
who has carefully investigated this subject—Mr. Albert G. Robinson—pub- 
lished the results of his investigations in an article in the Review of Reviews 
of August, 1902, from which the following quotations are made. 

I think there are some gentlemen here who know Mr. Robin- 
son, and that he is a reliable man in this matter; at all events, 
the Government has indorsed his statements by putting them in 
an official document. This is Mr. Robinson’s statement: 

In 18%, the year preceding that of the insurrection, it was estimated that 
some $50,000,000 of American money was invested in various properties and 
enterprises in the island of Cuba. During the war period there was little or 
| no increase of that amount. The estimates for the present time are in the 
| vicinity of $80,000,000. 


I want to stop here to repeat what I said yesterday, that when 
this matter was before the Committee on Relations with Cuba 
the Habana Club, composed of Americans, as I understand, tele- 
graphed that nearly $80,000,000 of American capital was imperiled 
by our failure to pass that bill. 


It is impossible under existing conditions to obtain exact figures, but this 
sum may be accepted as a fair approximation of American investments in 
Cuba at the present time. <A part of this sum is represented by the holdings 





of nonresident investors, a part by the property of native-born Cubans who 
have become American citizens by naturalization, though their property 














and their homes are in the island, and a part shows as the ions, gen- 


erally small in amount, of Americans who have gone to Cuba for permanent 


residence and business. * * * 

The railway and development scheme of the Cuba Company, in which 
English and Canadian capital is associated with American ca ital, will open 
to settlement and productive cultivation an area, hitherto little more ion 
a vast wilderness, of 12,000,000 to 15,009,000 acres of the richest land in one of 
the richest spotson thesurface of theglobe. * * * 


I wish to say that the president of that company wrote a letter 
to the chairman of the Cuban Committee, in which he stated that 
they had bought 150,000 acres of that cheap land. He did not 
give the price, but I will venture to say that he did not pay above 
$3 an acre for any acre of it— 


The total of American investment in Cuban su roduction is to-day 
srobably not far from $40,000,000, about equally divi tween Cubans who 
ave taken out naturalization papers and those whoare citizens of the United 

States by natural right. Of the amount held by the latter class, about two- 

thirds is of a standing which antedates the insurrection of 189. This is rep- 

penemene by such estates as the Constancia and the Soledad, both near Cien- 
‘uegos. 


Both of those have passed into the hands of the sugar trust, if 
the newspaper reports are to be credited. 


These have been owned by native-born Americans for the last twenty or 
thirty years; $7,000,000 to $8,000,000 will probebly fairly cover all American in- 
vestment in Cuban sugar properties since the Spanish evacuation. * * * 

The numerous (copper ae properties (near San ) have now been 
bought up by American capital, represented by Messrs. and Chanler, 
and they will soon be reopened. * * * The nish-American Iron Com- 
pany, at Daiquiri, represents an investment of $3,000,000 of American money. 

* * The Juragua iron mines represent another $1,500,000. * * * 

In several sections, notably in the vere of bana, Americans have 
bought tracts, some large and some small, for the cultivation of oranges, 
pineapples, and vegetables. * * * , 


Mr. President, there is some more of this, but it refers more 
particularly to the combinations which have been made in the 
tobacco business than to sugar. I think I will read some of it, 
nevertheless, because tobacco is included in this generous propo- 
sition of ours: 


Nearly three years ago the Henry Clay and the Bock & Co., large cigar- 
manufacturing concerns, effected a consolidation of interests and bought u 
a number of other factories. The capital was English. American capital, 
some $é,000,000 in amount, sought a similar consolidation through an organiza- 
tion known as the Havana mercial Company. This absorbed a large 
nuinber of the factories which had not been taken in by the ane Clay-Bock 
combination. Both of these organizations paid very high prices for con- 
cerns which they purchased. the month of May last (1902) there was 
incorporated under the laws of New Jersey a combination known as the Ha- 
vana Tobacco Company. It isa branch of the so-called “tobacco trust,” and 
its capitalization provides for $30,000,000 of common stock, $5,000,000 of pre- 
ferred stock, and $10,000,000in bonds. This organization takes over the Henry 

Jiay-Bock combination, the Havana Commercial Company, and the Cabanas 
factory, thus giving it control of much the greater part, and practically all 


r 


of the important part, of the Cuban cigar and cigarette trade. * 


That will throw some light upon the anxiety of certain people 
in certain quarters to secure this concession. 


The leaf-tobacco business of the island shows no located American cap- | 


ital. 


* * * A few Americans have settled in the tobacco regions and 
engaged in the cultivation of the Cuban leaf. 


* 2 * 


‘oreign capital, partly American, has purchased the street-railway system | 


of Habana, and is plan: g extension in and around that city and construc- 
tion in other cities. * * 

Americans have gone to Cuba with various minor interests Sains 
in the te several millions of dollars. These have met wi = 
success. A few have gone into commercial lines. * * * Americans have 
opened hotels, bar rooms, and boarding houses. American real-estate agents 
and tors are also in evidence. * * * 

Cuba should not be overlooked asa great field for legitimate enterprises 
welland conservatively . * * * Much issaid about defective land 
titles in Cuba. There need be no apprehension on that score, if one retains, 
as hesbould and would at home,a duly competent legal adviser. Most of the 
titles are or can be goodandclean. * * * ba will reach her high- 
est development when she becomes a land of small farmers, with such diver- 
sity of products asis readily possibie with her soil and her climatic conditions. 
For years su and tobacco have been her great industries. With freer 
access to the erican market there is no reason why these should not attain 
much larger proportions than they have yet reached; but Cuba must and 
will diversify her products. Many very promising linesare open to investors 
of large or small capital. 


Mr. President, that is a conservative statement, and it supports 
the declaration I have made here as to the condition of Cuba and 


the claim I make that it is not necessary that we should go to its | 


relief now or any other time—that it can and will take care of 
itself. 

I wish to call attention briefly to the statement made by the 
statistician where he did not see fit to cite any authority, but 
forms his own conclusions and gives them to us. On page 380 of 
his document from which I have just read he refers to the reci- 
procity business, and then he goes on to say: 

It is observable, therefore, that the total trade between Cuba and the 
oT yo ae 

,000 in : 
aan tataieation of that arrangement it descended to leas than $66,000,000 in 









Mr. President, that statement is correct. The reciprocity 
arrangement was put into operation in 1892 and expired in 1894. 
During that time the exports from Cuba to the United States very 
materially increased, and to a very limited extent, but nothing in 
proportion to the increase of her , our exports to Cuba 
incr . In 1890 the imports into the United States from Cuba 
were $53,000,000, while our exports to Cuba were $13,000,000. 
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The importsand exports were $66,886,000. That is the trade with 
Cuba to which he refers. That is a very large trade, or a con- 
siderable trade, but when you take into consideration the fact 
that out of the $66,886,000 we sold only about $13,000,000, it is not 
so very valuable a trade to us after all. There was a balance of 
trade against us that year of $40,717,000. It is true that in 1893 
the whole trade had risen to nearly $103,000,000, or in exact 
amount to $102,864,204. It was made up in this way: Seventy- 
eight million, seven hundred and six thousand, five hundred and 
ninety-four dollars were imports from Cuba into the United 
States—imports on our part and exports on the partof Cuba. The 
exports from the United States to Cuba were $24,157,698. Thatleft 
| a balance of tradeagainst the United States of $54,548,896. So we 
| had a greater balance of trade against us under the reciprocity 
| arrangement than we had when we did not have any reciprocity. 
It is also true that the total trade in 1893 reached $85,000,000—to 
be exact, $84,704,428—a total very nearly equal to what is here 
stated. Cubasent us $62,942,790—practically $63,000,000—and we 
sent Cuba $21,000,000, and there was that year against us a bal- 
ance of trade of forty-one million and some thousands of dollars. 
So the balance of trade was greater against us when we had 
$85,000,000 as the whole trade, the imports and exports, than it 
| was when it was $67,000,000. 
Mr. President, I have said so much about the richness of Cuba 
| that I have thought perhaps I ought to spend a moment or two in 
| calling attention speci y to whatCuba cando. Ihavealready 
said, and the report I read from the House declares the same 
thing, that Cuba’s ability to raise sugar is practically unlimited. 
It is only a question of markets. She can raise the world’s sugar 
| if she could sell it. She can not, of course, furnish all parts of 
the world with sugar, and so it will probably never be a fact that 
she will raise all the sugar that is consumed in the world, but she 
can raise it. 
I wish to call the attention of my friends from the South to the 
fact that Cuba has never been a cotton-raising country. Cotton 
grows wild in Cuba. You can see it growing on the roadside. It 
isa weed. You can see it growing in the woods if you go there. 
| She can and will, if she is allowed to go on and exploit her sugar, 
when she reaches the possible market in this country, turn her 
attention then undoubtedly to raising cotton, especially if she is 
| allowed to go on, as she will be under the bill that is now before 
the Senate and this treaty, and do her work with Chinese labor, 
as she did some years ago. She will be able to produce sugar so 
cheaply that no other part of the Western Hemisphere can pro- 
duce it in competition with her. 

Now, Cuba need not raise sugar alone. She exported last year 
$28,000,000 of tobacco, an export of tobacco alone that was prac- 
tically a per capita export equal to our per capita export of all 
_the exports from the United States. I do not want to stop to 
read it, but on page 394 of this — there is what is entitled 
‘** Proposed cultivation of sea-island cotton.’’ This is the report 
of a special agent who was sent to Cuba by the Department to 
find out about the cotton business. Everybody understands that 
sea-island cotton is the most valuable cotton raised, and in Cuba, 
instead of planting it every year, the sea-island cotton can be 
allowed to grow four or five years. The = trouble with it, the 
expert says, is that it grows so high it would be difficult to pick; 
but he thinks that could be remedied by topping. I ask that this 
| may be inserted in the REcorD. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

PROPOSED CULTIVATION OF SEA-ISLAND COTTON, 

The cultivation of cotton is being seriously considered, and the following 

rt, made by an Americancotton expert, on the suitability of land in Cuba 


| for the successful raising of cotton, will perhaps more clearly explain the 
| possibility of a great future here for this product: 
DECEMBER, 1902. 


After extensive examination of the farm lands in Pinar del Rio, which you 
| commissioned me to inspect and 4 upon as to their adaptability and 
| value for sea-island cotton raising, I beg to say that I consider the soil ex- 
bed well — to the purpose, being of a rich, sandy loam, well watered 
an ng nicely. 

Part of the land is under cultivation with tobacco and part in r cane. 
Several hundred acres are woodlands, with abundant timber for building 
purposes and fuel, but the greater portion of the tract appears to be recently 
cleared virgin soil of great ertility. 

I would estimate that there is timber and fuel in sight for many years’ 


su . 

Pedina eotton growing wild in the yore thout any cultivation, rich in 
block and full of open cotton and cs bolls. These trees appear to range 
from lto5yearsinage. The fruit bloomsand forms on the yo r plants 
all seemed to be in perfect growing condition, which is remarkable at this 
season of the year, and leads me to believe that they would thrive still better 
and bear still more abundantly in summer. 

On my visits to cultivated farms in the island I have seen tame sea-island 

ted from seed im from pag Gers 
. nts 
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Pp 
to four months old, and in every case the 
two weeks old were from 6 to 7 inches high; those four months old were 
from 4 to 6 feet in height, the latter weighed down with all the fruit the 
stalks could from grown bolls to small forms, averaging eighty bolls 
and forms to the stalk. 


With such a yield froma plant only four monthsold, I hesitate to estimate 
what the crop would be from a twelve-months-old tree, as the rapid increase 












in the size of the stalk would cause it to bear much more fruit toward the lat- 


part of ear. 
ey should sani a conservative estimate at 500 mature bolls tree for the 
first year, and should judge that every crop will be better until after the third 
fourth year. 
Or This soul give a result of 4 pounds of seed cotton to the stalk in a year’s 
owth, or about 3,000 nds of seed cotton to the acre, which would net at 
east two 500-pound bales of lint cotton acre. 
The plants — i. oe bear full do not shed the young bolls, as they 
i 0 an " 
donne ota ie is fineand alky and longer than the average sea-island cotton in 
the United States. Thestaple, furthermore, appears to me as strong as any of 
our finer class of cottons, and I believe would gain additionally in strength 
with the employment of a high-grade fertilizer, as has been the experience 
in the South. 


I consider this variety superior to our east Florida cotton, and would sell 
cheap at from 18 to 21 cents per pound. I believe that after the third year 
the plant wean eee so that the cotton would get out of reach, but this 
might be reme by tapping, 

{would recommend breakin und as early as December, and planting 
in March, April, and May, bedding up the land, eating Ge on the 
crown of the beds, and allowing furrows between beds to drain off excess 
moisture during the heavy rains. 

I also believe it will be necessary to cultivate and weed the ground fre- 
quently, as weeds appear to grow with great rapidity and thickness. 

The insects I have noticed in the cotton fields are nothing as compared to 
what I have seen in Florida. I found our fireworm and caterpillar in the 
trees, but in numbers they are not worth mentioning. In Florida we kill 
these insects by sprinkling the bushes with a mixture of 1 tablespoonful of 
paris green to | gallon of corn meal, and I should think the same treatment, 


or perhaps a liquid solution of the same poison, would exterminate the insects 


equally well here. 

I noticed that the tobacco plants on the island appeared to be attacked by 
the same insects as our tobacco in Florida, and I should judge the same equal 
conditions would apply to cotton. 

In a word, I consider conditions in Cuba from every standpoint more 
favorable to the successful cultivation of cotton than conditions in the cotton 
belt of the United States, and that with proper preparation of the soil, care- 
ful selection of the seed, and frequent cultivation the sea-island cotton 
grown in Cuba will be far superior to our best varieties. 

The native wild cotton resembles the Egyptian varietyin texture, and has 
a clean, black seed, with a staple somewhat longer than our best uplands, 
but I would recommend the exclusive growing of sea-island cotton on your 
plantations, as the conditions of the soil there appear to me favorable to 
the successful raising of the choicest variety of long-staple cotton. 


Mr. TELLER. It is impossible to say what population Cuba 
could sustain if she should put all her sugar land and her tobacco 
land and her cotton land in cultivation, but she could probably 
sustain a population greater than that of any two States in the 
Union to-day. I find in this document to which I have called at- 
tention an estimate made that it can sustain a population of 
15,000,000. I have seen it placed very much higher. The island 
has an area of 45,000 square miles. It is a tropical country, sur- 
rounded by the sea. It never has a frosts. There have been, 
occasionally, hurricanes, but that is the only thing, and they are 
not very disastrous there. It is the best tropical climate in the 
world for a white man to live in, so far as I know. It can be 
just as healthy, when proper sanitary appliances are in vogue, as 
any of cur Southern Atlantic States. It can P eoerynt everything 
that the States can—rice, sugar, tobacco—and the tropical fruits 
which they can not produce. 

That brings me to the suggestion which the Senator from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM] made in his speech that we could get some of 
the rice trade of Cuba. Weimport rice. We can not export it. 
We can not raise rice in competition with Cuba if Cuba under- 
takes to raise rice. So profitable has been the sugar and tobacco 
business that the Cuban has not given his attention to any of 
these other articles. 

Mr. President, this year we exported to Cuba about $20,000,000. 
I have not been able to get the exact amount, because one branch 
of the Government gives one and another gives another, and that 
arises, I suppose, from the fact that the reports are not made upon 
the same dates. One may give you the calendar year and the 
other may give youthe fiscal year. So sometimes there is a little 
confusion. But the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations said that in 1903 it was $20,000,000. I think itis a trifle 
over that. Of that amount $4,000,000, or within a shade of that 
figure,isfree. That leaves about $16,000,000 of dutiable products 
that go to Cuba which will be affected by this bill. 

Now, some things go there that they can never raise. One is 
flour. They will buy flour of us because they can buy it cheaper 
of us than they can anywhere else, tariff or no tariff. But of all 
the years I have been able to find the amount of American farm 
products which have gone to Cuba $6,000,000 is the highest. A 
pretty large proportion of that was in flour and corn and products 
of that character. 

The chairman of the committee spoke of the shoe business. 
They buy avery large amount of shoes. They buy them of Spain. 
We do not make shoes in this country that they like. We could, 
I suppose, if we would make the kind of shoes they want, but we 
have not done it, and I do not suppose we will. The trade is not 
large enough to induce our manufacturers to do it. 

I have a table here that I want to refer to, if I can lay my hands 
on it, showing that there is a very large number of things going 
into Cuba now from the United States; that we have the market 
under the present condition, and we shall not get a greater market 
or a better price. 
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Cuba bought in three years $20,000,000 worth of textiles, calicoes, 
sheetings, and various things, practically cotton goods. Of that 
we sold $2,400,000 worth. We have not got that trade, Mr. Presi- 
dent; we can not get that trade, either. The calico and the cotton 
goods of all kinds which come from England are sold at a price 
at which our manufacturers’can not sell them, if they tell the 
truth about what it costs to make them. We shall not get the 
shoe trade, we will not get the cotton trade, we will not get the 
woolen trade, and we will not get it because the people of Europe 
can undersell us with this reduction of 20 per cent. 

If we were to make a reciprocity treaty with Cuba it onght to 
be made upon a commercial basis, and the Senate ought to know 
whether the claim made by the chairman is true that if we change 
the law we will get all the great trade he speaks of. I do not 
believe we will. 

I assert that the reciprocity treaty we had with Spain for Cuba 
and Porto Rico for three years did not materially increase our 
exports to Cuba, certainly nothing in comparison with what the 
Cuban exports increased with us. We need not pass this law in 
order to get their sugar. They will bring it to us because this is 
the best market for it, and the only market they have ever had 
until recently. They have sent some sugar this year to Europe. 
They sent 3,000 tons at one time to England, and that may be the 
beginning of some business of that kind, although Iam somewhat 
doubtful. Until we produce our own sugar we will buy of Cuba, 
tariff or no tariff. 

Mr. President, there is one phase of this bill that I want to 
speak of, and then I shall quit, because the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Moran] proposes to take the floor, and I do not de- 
sire to drive him into the latter part of the day. There are some 
things that I shall reserve to put in some day in the way of sta- 


tistics. Ido not want to doit this morning, because I can not 
aoe — over very well. I will do that when nobody else wants 
the floor. 


Mr. President, there is one provision in this bill that the news- 
papers which have been anxious to secure the passage of the bill 
have endeavored to make the people of my section of the country 
believe would benefit them, and that is the provision that for the 
next five years this convention shall be in full force and we shall 
not change our tariff law so as to give any other nations in the 
world the benefit we are giving Cuba. 

Is there anyone who does not know that such a provision has 
no legal weight? A writer on the power of Parliament, after de- 
claring that Parliament had no limitations put upon it whatever— 
that it was a law unto itself—said, ‘‘However, Parliament can 
not bind the subsequent and succeeding Parliament, for it has 
been settled for many years that the last act repeals all acts con- 
trary thereto.’’ That has been the rule in this country. There 
is no legislative body in the world to-day that can bind its suc- 
cessors so that they may not exercise the functions that are given 
to them to make laws, and an important part of the making of 
laws is the repeal of laws. So that provision is simply buncombe. 
That is all there is of it. It is put in there as a sop to the beet 


| growers of the North and the West. 


Mr. President, I wish to say that if anybody believes that the 
beet growers of Colorado can be fooled into believing that that 
provision is to their advantage, and that the Senate and Congress 
would not, whenever they took a notion, repeal it, he does not 
know the class of people who occupy the great beet fields of the 
West. 

When the now chairman of the Committee on Waysand Means 
of the House of Representatives was discussing the Dingley bill 
in the House, he said, ‘‘ This law will never be changed for twenty- 
five years.”” Atthe very next session that committee sent in a 
proposed change to that bill. And this is certainly a change in 
that bill. So Ido not need to talk about that except to say that 
as a Senator here I will withhold my vote from any bill, how- 
ever satisfactory every other feature may be in it, that contains 
such a ridiculous provision. 

Mr. President, we have a great number of treaties with the so- 
called favored-nation clause. I suppose we have forty treaties. 
I looked the other day and I have forgotten, but there are as 
many as forty treaties which say to the people we are dealing 
with, ‘‘ We will deal with you just as we deal with every other 
nation in the world. Your goodsshall come into our ports on the 
same rate of tariff, subject to the same restrictions, and no 
greater than those of other people.”’ 

That is a solemn obligation the United States have made with 
the world, and to-day we are deliberately going to say to the 
world, ‘‘ We withdraw that promise.’ What reason will you give? 
If you say, because it is our interest to have closer commercial 
relations with Cuba than with you, you admit then that you are 
ready to violate your po and plighted faith for the purpose of 
gain. If you say tothe world that we are going to do this be- 
cause Cuba our fostering care, you know and the world 
knows, that it is not true, and we will stand when that bill is 
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signed by the President of the United States before the world as 
the repudiator of our public faith. 

It may be that in these modern times it is not worth while to 
attempt to maintain public rectitude and justice and right. I be- 
gin to think sometimes, when I see the administration of public 
affairs in this country, ‘that probity and honesty and justice are 
to be applied to individuals and individuals alone. Itis asim re 
tant that the nation we represent here should be honest befo 
the world as it is that any member of this body should be heats 
before his constituents. If there was some great pressing neces- 
sity, if there was something that compelled us now to withdraw 
from these treaties I have mentioned as containing the favored- 
nation clause, we might be justified in giving to one people some 
advantages we deny | to others. But, Mr. President, if you are 
going to do it, the right and honest way would be to say to every 
one of them through the State Department, ‘‘ We withdraw the 
pledge to give you equal rights with other nations; we can not do 
it now,” and tell them why. 

I should like to have some Senator attempt to write that diplo- 
matic letter. I should like to see some Secretary of State who 
could go before the world and tell them that we were breaking 
our plighted faith with them and give them a good reason for it, 
or attempt to givea reason of any kind, because it can not bedone. 

Mr. President, Iam going to allow the Senator from Alabama 
to proceed, if he desires, and some day I should like to putin a 
matter of, I think, public interest, some of the statistics I have 
gathered as to the product of sugar in the different parts of the | 
world, etc., which I can do at any time during the morning hour 
or at any time when nobody occupies the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if I had the opportunity of | 
making in the lunch room the remarks I propose to submit to the | 
Senate I would be feeling very comfortable. Inasmuch as I see 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Rules in his seat, | 
who stays through all these times of emergency, I beg to suggest | 
to him to bring in a rule that at the conclusion of the morning 
business the Senate will be in recess for one-half hour, to enable | 
Senators to take the necessary refreshments, and to then return 
to the Senate Chamber, if they choose to do so, for the purpose of | 
conducting the business. But this way of conducting the busi- | 
ness of the Senate of the United States with only two or three | 
Senators in their seats is not complimentary to the country nor is 
it complimentary to our own rules. I think it ought to be 
changed; wisdom, common sense, and propriety suggest the 
change. 

In my conception, Mr. President, there have been very few 
measures before the Senate of the United States that, considering 
the surroundings, the present attitude of the Government of the 
United States financially and in its existing and proposed treaty 
relations, are so very important as the bill we are considering. 
We are in the habit of looking at it—we have been heretofore. at 
least—as a mere tariff act, the essence of which was the question 
of fair bargain in reciprocal arrangements of tariff duties. But 
this question reaches out, Mr. President, in the present situa- | 
tion into other realms of inv estigation that demand the most 
serious consideration of the Senate at this hour, as I conceive. 

Mr. President, the commercial and industrial bearings of the | 
bill before the Senate have been considered by Senators whose | 

opinions and arguments are more impressive than an: thing I | 
could advance, or that would not be a mere repetition of what | 
they have said. 

This is especially true of the discussion by the Senator from | 

















Colorado, whose industry and candor have brought to light con- 
ditions in Cuba that are in startling contrast with the official 
and unofficial statements upon which this measure is based. 
For one, I thank him for his earnest work and his frank and cour- | 
ageous candor in exposing the falsehoods that have been dinned 
into our ears. 

Since this false pretense of benevolence for Cuba has been made 
to do duty as a mask to screen the secret work of the sugar trust 
and the owners of sugar estates in Cuba, who are es up 
pleas of starvation in the name of those islanders, while they are 
robbing our people under the discriminative duties that are made 
virtually perpetual by this measure, the weeping of the croco- 
diles has.nearly moved the whole country to tears. 

Those gilded paupers are starving in palaces, far to the north- 
east, in the United States, and are working negroes and Chinese 
on their Cuban haciendas at what they assure us are starvation 
wages. So the starvation of the rich and the poor is the common 
_— of those who have died or must hereafter die of our benevo- 

ence. 

There is another and far more important view of this measure 
that I wish to present, not in a mere metaphor, but in a most real 
and earnest statement of fact. 

We are sending our argosies to Cuba ladened with benevolent 
offers of trade reciprocity, and the skies are stormy and the winds 
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are high. Everything around us is dark with the threatenings 
of danger, oat ten ba must be in doubt as to whether our ase 
are not, after all, to be a fleet of war ships. 

I would caution them to be on the outlook for our pretended 
bounty brokers and the songs of the sugar sirens. 

I need not tell this Senate that Iam an honest and true friend 
of Cuba and that I watch its careful progress toward the high- 
est honor and the most perfect independence that any state can 
possess—our statehood in the American Union—with earnest 
good will. 

I need not tell Estrada Palma that I am a true friend of Cuba. 
That pure and noble patriot learned this when he and I worked 
together, day and night, to redeem Cuba from Spanish despotism. 
But I do not wish that honest Cuban to be deceived or to raise 
his hands to repel our overtures of pretended benevolence and 
utter from his quivering lips the warning to his countrymen, 
‘**Timeo Danaos et dona ferentes.”’ 

The situation in the Caribbean Sea, the Gulf of Mexico, and 
their coasts and islands is the most involved problem and the 
most difficult of interpretation, justification, and solution that is 
now presented to the people of the United States, who have the 
sole responsibility for its existence and the undisputed power to 
settle it. This situation bears directly on this measure. 

The Senate, especially, in considering this measure and several 
treaties that will, for a great while to come, cast the die of the 
| destiny of this most important group of islands and states, can 
not afford to be indifferent or subservient. 

There is no enemy in sight, no threat of opposition, no power 
to oppose the policy of the United States in Cuba, Porto Rico, 
Panama, or even Colombia; we are, indeed, monarchs ‘*‘ whose 
will there is none to dispute.” 

Yet we seem to be almost paralyzed with the burden of the task 
set before us. 

Within our own halls of legislation the quietude and indiffer- 
ence of repose environs us, and no tolerance is given to anything 
that disturbs our serene composure, to invoke such sentiments as 


| national honor or duty. 


We seem to be as free to choose between good and evil as our 
first progenitors were, and we are on terms as confiding as they 
were with the influence and power of the serpent. He is here; 


| but we confide in his honesty and dream of safety in a supreme 
| moment of danger to our country. 


In our present attitude we certainly have the full and free op- 
portunity to move without constraint, except as conscience may . 


| impose it, and duty requires us to move with deliberation, caution, 


and courage. 

Our judgment is free from fear in respect of the harm we may 
do to others, for there are none who are powerful enough to call 
us to account. if there are any who have the boldness to challenge 
our action in the name of justice, truth, honor, or mercy. 

This is the zenith of the power of the Grand Republic. It can 
rise to no higher empyrean, at least above this hemisphere. 

In this lofty attitude we can prove the virtue of the Republic 
before the eyes of all mankind. or we can set its light as a beacon 


| to warn coming generations that, even in the highest reach of 


_ power and advantage, this Republic—the cynosure of all eyes— 
is affected to the core with the sin of cov etousne ss and is aflame 
with the consequent lust of power that is attended with the 
usurpations, tyrannies, and oppressions that have marked the 
course of the oligarchs and despots who have disgraced the history 
of ged nations, 

We must now choose between them. Whether we will stand 
on ytd firm foundations our Republican fathers established as an 
| honest, sincere, self-governing, law-abiding, law-obeying, and 
God-fearing pe sople I know not. We seem to quiver in the wind, 
doubtful as to our course. 

For one, if I know the road that our fathers trod I will follow 
it. I will not willingly depart from it. So mean a temptation as 
a commercial advantage will not induce me to stain the honor of 
my State by giving my vote for measures that [ know to be un- 
just to our — and are intended to perpetuate those wrongs 
indefinitely and irreclaimably. 

Beginning with the President of the United States and descend- 
ing to the poorest man among us, I know of but one rule that se- 
cures peace and justice to all the people and to each individual. 
Itis that all alike shall render just obedience to the laws of the land. 

Above all, for example’s sake and for the s:‘e of our oaths, this 
duty of obedience rests most heavily upon our sworn officers, to 
whom we have confided the great powers and duties established 
in the Constitution. 

The one monster evil of the times is the general indifference to 
the duty of obedience to the law and a contempt for its mandates. 

Our Supreme Court has had this subject before them for adju- 
dication and, understanding the gravity of the matter, they thus 
speak of it. 














1903. 


The leading and conclusive authority on the question of the 
right of the President to set aside, disregard, ignore, or violate a 


law of Congress, or to act in any manner without thé authority 


of law. is the great case of Kendall v. The United States, reported 
in 12 Peters. I will read from pages 610, 611, and 612 of that 


decision: 
Let us proceed, then, to an examination of the act required by the man- 
damus to performed by the Postmaster-General; and his obligation to 
erform or his right to t the performance must depend upon the act of 
Bon ess of the 2d of July, 1836. This is a special act for the relief of the 
relators, Stockton & to adjust 


Stokes; and was passed, as = ape on its face, 

and settle certain claims which they had for ex services, as contractors 
for carrying the mail. These claims were, of course, upon the United States, 
through the Postmaster-General. 

The real parties to the dispute were, therefore, the relators and the United 
States. The United States could not, of course, be sued, or the claims in pug 
way enforced against the United States without their consent obtaine 
through an act or Con ; by which they consented to submit these claims 
to the Solicitor of the Treasury to inquire into and determine the equity of 
the claims and to make such allowance therefor as upon a full examination 
of all the evidence should seem right, according to the principles of equity. 
And the act directs the Postmaster-General to credit the relators with what- 
ever sum, if any, the Solicitor shall decide to be due to them for or on ac- 
count of any such service or contract. 

The theory of the Constitution undoubtedly is that the at powers of 
the Government are divided into separate departments, and so far as these 
powers are derived from the Constitution the departments may be regarded 
as independent of eachother; but beyond that all are subject to regulations 
by law touching the discharge of the duties required to be performed. 

The executive power is vested in a President, and as far as his powers are 
derived from the Constitution he is beyond the reach of any other department, 
except in the mode prescribed by the Constitution through the im hing 

ywer: But it by no means follows that every officer in every branch of that 

epartment is under the exclusive direction of the President. Such a prin- 
ciple, we apprehend, is not, and certainly can not, be claimed by the Presi- 
dent. 

There are certain political duties imposed upon many officers in the execu- 
tive Cepartment, the discharge of which is under the 
dent. But it would be an alarming doctrine that Congress can not impose 
upon any executive officer an 
pugnant toany rights secured and protected by the Constitution, and in such 
cases the duty and responsibility grow out of and are subject to the control 
of the law and not to the direction of the President; and this is emphatically 
the case where the duty enjoined is of a mere ministerial character. 


In Little v. Barreme (2 Cranch, 179) Chief Justice Marshall | 


says: 

It is by no means clear that the President of the United States, whose 
high duty it-is to ‘take care that the laws be faithfully executed,” and who 
is Commander in Chief of the Armies and Navies of the United States, might 
not, without any special authority for that purpose, in the then existing 
state of things, have empowered the officers commanding the armed vessels 
of the United States to seize and send into port for adjudication American 
vessels which were forfeited by being engaged in this illicit commerce. 

But when it is observed that the general clause of the first section of the 
act, which declares that “such vessels may be seized and may be prosecuted 
in any district or circuit court which shall be holden within or for the dis- 
trict where the seizure be made,” obviously contemplates a seizure 
within the United States, and that the fifth section gives a special authorit 
to seize on the high seas and limits that authority to the saizure of vessels 
bound or sailing to a French port, the ees seemed to have prescribed 
that the manner in which this law shall be carried into execution was to ex- 
clude a seizure of any vessel not bound to a French port. Of consequence, 
however strong the circumstances might be which induced Coats Little 
to suspect the #lying Fish to be an American vessel, they could not excuse 
the detention of her, since he would not have been authorized to detain her 
had she been really American. 

It was so obvious that if only vessels sailing to a French port could be 
seized on the high seas that the law would be very often evaded, that this 
act of Congress a rs to have received a different construction from the 
Executive of the United States,a construction much better calculated to 
gre it effect. A copy of this act was transmitted by the Secretary of the 


avy to the captains of the armed vessels, who were ordered to consider the | 


fifth section as a part of their instructions. The same letter contained the 
following clause: 

“A proper discharge of the important duties enjoined on you, arising out 
of this act, will require tho exercise of a sound and an impartial judgment. 
You are not only to do all that in you lies to prevent all intercourse, whether 
direct or circuitous, between the ports of the United States and those of 
France or her dependencies where the vessels are apparently as wellas really 
American and protected by American papers ouly. but you are to be vigilant 
that vessels or cargoesreally American but covered by Danish or other foreign 
papers and bound to and from French ports do not escape you.” 

These orders. given by the Executive, under the construction of the fact of 
Congress made by the Department to which its execution was assigned, en- 
join the seizure of American vessels sailing from a French port. Isthe officer 
who obeys them liable for damages sustained by this misconstruction of the 
act, or will his orders excuse him? If his instructions afford him no protec- 
tion, then the law must take its course, and he must pay such damages as are 
legally awarded against him. If they excuse an act not otherwise excusable, 
it would then be necessary to inquire whether this is a case in which the 
probable cause which existed to induce a suspicion that the vessel was Ameri- 
can would excuse the captor from damages when the vessel appeared in fact 
to be neutral. 

I confess the first bias of my mind was very strong in favor of the opinion 
that though the instructions of the Executive could not give a right, they 
might yet excusefrom damages. I was much inclined to think that a distinc- 
tion ought to be taken between acts of civil and those of military officers, 
ind betwees rocecdings within the body of the country and those on the 

gh seas. 
orders of their superiors, which, indeed, is indispensably necessary to every 
military system, appeared to me strongly to apply the principle that those 
orders, if not to perform a prohibited act, ought to justify the oreca whose 
general duty it is to obey them, and who is placed by the laws of his country 
in a situation which, in general, requires that he should obey them. 

I was strongly inclined to think that where, in consequence of orders from 
the legitimate authority, a vessel is seized with puro intention the claim of 
the injured party for damages would be against that government from which 
the orders proceeded, and would be a proper subject for negotiation. But 1 
have been convinced that I was mistaken, and I have receded from this first 


That implicit obedience which military men usually pay to the | 


irection of the Presi- | 


duty they may think proper which is not re- | 
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opinion. I acquiesce in that of my brethren, which is that the instructions 
can not change the nature of the transaction nor legalize an act which, with- 


out those tions, would have been a plain trespass. 


In the case of Tracy & Balestier v. Swartout (10 Peters) the 
court say: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is bound by the law, and although in the 
exercise of his discretion he may adopt necessary forms and modes of giving 
effect to the law, yet neither he nor those who act under him can dispense 
with or alter any of its provisions. It would be a most dangerous principle 
to establish, that the acts of a ministerial officer, when done in good faith, 
however oo a rights and unsupported by law, should afford 
no ground for legal ress. The facts of the case under consideration will 
forcibly illustrate this eae. The importers offer to comply with the 
law by giving bond for the lawful rate of duties, but the collector demands 
a bond in a greater amount than the full valuecof the cargo. The bond isnot 

iven, and the eeperty is lost, or its value greatly reduced. in the hands of 

he defendant. ere a ministerial officer acts in good faith for an injury 
done he is not liable to exem ar damages, but fe can claim no further 
exemption where his acts are clearly against law. 


In the United States v. Reynes (9 Howard, 151) the Supreme 
Court says: 


It may now be ae asked, What, then, are the grants, titles, or other 
rights protected by the third article of the treaty between the United States 
and the French Republic, of the 30th April, 1803, and by the acts of Congress 
of 1824 and 1844, referring to that treaty, and to previous acts of the Spanish 
ae The third article of the treaty of Paris of 1803 is in these 
words: 

“The inhabitants of theceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advan- 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the United States, and in the meantime 
they shall be maintained and protected inthe free enjoyment of their liberty, 
property, and the religion which they profess.” 

The term “property” in this article will embrace rights, either in possession 
or in action; property to which the title was completed or that to which the 
title was not yet completed, but in either acceptation it could be applied only 
to rights founded in justice and good faith, and based upon authority com- 
petent to their creation. The article above cited can not without the gross- 
est perversion be made either to express or to imply more than this. 

According to this just and obvious rule of interpretation, the treaty of 
Paris of April 30, 1803, by any reference it cotld supposed to have to 
titles or claims derived from. a could embrace such only a3 have their 
origin whilst Spain was the rightful sovereign over the territory; a period 
which, by the most liberal extension of her power, can not be carried further 
than the 15th of October, 1802, the date of the royal order of Barcelona. 


I have read that as a sort of predicate, a very brief predicate 
indeed, for the facts upon which this opinion was based, as follows: 


Without stopping to remark upon the caution which should ever be mani- 
fested in the admission of claims which, if not founded in violence or in mere 
might, yet refer us for their origin certainly not to regular unquestioned 
legal or political authority, it may be safely said that claims founded upon 
the acts of a government de facto must be sustained, if at all, by the nature 
and characttr of such acts themselves, as proceeding from the exercise of 
the inherent and rightful powers of an independent government. They can 
never be supported upon the authority of such a government, if shown to 
have originated in a violation of its own compacts and in derogation of rights 
it had expressly conceded to others. 

Every claim asserted upon wrong, such as this latter position implies, 
would be estopped and overthrown by alleging the compact or concession it 
sought to violate. Thus, if Spain, by the treaty of St. Ildefonso, did in truth 
cede to France the lands lying between the Mississippi and Perdido, she could 
not asa government de jure or de facto without the assent of the United 
States, possessing all the rights of the French Republic, make subsequent 
grants of the same landseither to communities or toindividuals. Her grants 
could not be regarded as the inherent, competent, and uncommitted proceed- 
ings of an independent government de facto. They would be met and made 
null by her own previous acknowledgment. 

In the case of Gelston v. Hoyt the Supreme Court say: 

It is to be recollected that this third plea does not allege any forfeiture 
nor justify the taking and detaining of the ship for any supposed forfeiture 
and that it does not allege that the President did employ any part of the land 
or naval forces or militia of the United States for this purpose, or that the 
original defendants or either of them belonged to the naval or military 
forces of the United States, or were emp!oyed in any such capacity, to take 
and detain the ship in order to the execution of the prohibitions and penal- 
ties of the act. 

But the argument is, that as the President had authority by the act to 
employ the navaland military forces of the United States for this purpose, 
a fortiori, he might do it by the employment of civil force. But upon the 
most deliberate consideration we are of a different opinion. Tho power thus 
intrusted to the President is of a very high and delicate nature, and mani- 
festly intended to bo oxercised only when, by the ordinary process or exer- 
cise of civil authority, the purposes of the law can not be effectuated. It is 
to be exerted on extraordinary occasions and subject to that high responsi- 
bility which all Executive acts necessarily involve. 

Whenever it is exerted all persons who act in obedience to the executive 
instructions in cases within the act are completely justified in taking posses- 
sion of and detaining the offending vessel and are not responsible in damages 
for any injury which the party may suffer by reason of such proceeding. 
Surely it never could have boen the intention of Congress that such a power 
should be allowed as a shield to the seizing officer in cases where that seizure 
might be made by the ordinary civil means. One of the cases put in the sec- 
tion is where any process of the courts of the United States is disobeyed and 
resisted, and this case abundantly shows that the authority of the President 
was not intended to be called into exercise unless where military and naval 
force were necessary to insure the execution of the law. 

In terms the section is confined to the employment of military and naval 
forces, and there is neither public policy nor principle to justify an extension 
of the prerogative beyond the terms in whichit is given. Congress might be 
perfectly willing to intrust the President with the power to take and detain 
whenever, in his opinion, thecase was so flagrant that military or naval force 
Were necessary to enforce the laws, and yet, with great propriety, deny it 
where, from the circumstances of the case, the civil officers of the Government 
might, upon their private responsibility, without any danger to the public 
peace, completely executethem. Itis certainly against the general theory of 
our institutions tocreate great discretionary powers by implication, andinthe 

resent instance we see nothing to justify it. The third plea is, therefore, 
or this additional reason bad in its very substance, and the State court 
was right in giving judgment on the demurrer for the original plaintiff. 





a 
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_In the utterances I have read from our Supreme Court is found 
a gnaranty of the rights and liberties.of the people against the 
unlawful assumption of power not granted by law under the Con- 
stitution that curbs the Chief Executive and compels him to obey 
the law. Even in cases where wrong and oppression reach forth 
a hand of supplication and the victims cry out for relief the Presi- 
dent must wait until Congress has given him the requisite au- 
thority before he can act. He does not make the laws. He only 
executes them, and he must obey them. 

And in cases where his powers are given by direct grant of the | 
Constitution, and include a wide discretion, if the law requires | 
him to doa certain thing in the execution of its lawful command | 
he must obey. He can not fall back upon a supposed discretion | 
as a pretext to justify his disobedience. | 

All the power of the law is, in some cases, placed in the hands | 
of the President by the express terms of the Constitution, but | 
never otherwise than by an express grant. In such express grants | 
of power he has corresponding discretion in their execution, but | 
his discretion must be honestly and lawfully used. To compel 
this the President is liable to impeachment, after due trial, in a 
mode prescribed by the Constitution. 

That power, in every sense a judicial power, stands over the 
President to enforce his obedience to the law of the land. 

There was discussion in the House on this bill that is renewed 
in the Senate as to the power of the President and the Senate to | 
enact a law in the form of a treaty that estops Congress from 
inquiring into its merits or its validity. As Congress can repeal 
any treaty, this discussion seems to be of little importance. 

The one feature of the Constitution that has been claimed as 
giving a prerogative and uncontrollable power to the President 
is as follows: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur. 

On that subject I wish to read a very few extracts from some 
of the most important writings of our great statesmen in the 
United States, where they were acting officially as Secretary of 
State. In the letter of Mr. Evarts to Mr. Delmonte, February 19, | 
1880, he says: 

TREATY POWERS—SIGNING A TREATY NO GUARANTY OF RATIFICATION. 


Mere signing by the Executive of a treaty containing a clause for its rati- 
fication in the usual form isno guaranty that the treaty should be ratified, 
nor does the payment of an installment of money by the Executive, as a pre- 
liminary payment under such a treaty which provides fora lease of foreign 
property, bind the Government to future payments. 


I shall now read from Mr. Calhoun in his Discourse on Govern- 






















| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| of the 





ment. volume 1, page 201. In quoting from Mr. Calhoun, Mr. 
President, I do it with reverential regard for his great abilities 
and his absolute purity of heartand conscience. Others may not | 
so esteem him on account of some acts in his career considered to 
have been rash, but there is not one scar upon the 
that great man which in the least affects any 
expressed in his attitude as a Senator on this 
acter as Secretary of State. He says: 


THE TREATY POWER I8 LIMITED BY THE CONSTITUTION. 

The treaty-making power is limited by all the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion which inhibit certain acts from being done by the Government. It is | 
also limited by such provisions of the Constitution as direct certain acts to be 
done in a peculiar way, and which prohibit the contrary, of which a striking 
example is to be found in that which declares that no money shall be drawn 
from the Treasury but in consequence of a iations to be made law. 

: This not only imposes an important restriction on the er, but to 
Congress as the law making power, and to the House of Representatives as 
@ portion of Congress, the right to withhold appropriations, and thereby an 
important control over the treaty-making power, whenever money is re- 
quired to carry a treaty into effect, which is the case, ially with 
reference to those of the most oe There still remains another and 
more important limitation, but of a more general and indefinite character. 
It can enter into no stipulation calculated to ao the character of the Gov- 
ernment, or to do that which can only be done the Constitution-making 

is inconsistent the nature ont structure of the Govern- 


a of | 
inion t he ever 
oor or in his char- 


power, or which is with 


ment. 


In a citation by Mr. Evarts from Kent I find the following: 


If A TREATY REQUIRES ANY ACT WHICH CAN NOT BE DONE WITHOUT LEG- 
ISLATION, CONGRESS MUST LEGISLATE. 

Ifa ty requires the payment of money, or any other special act, which 
can —— lune without legislation, the treaty is stil a the nation, 
and it is the duty of the nation to pass the necessary laws. that du 
not performed the result is the breach of the treaty by the nation, j 


as 
much as if the breach had been an affirmative act , other ent 
°nght Worklag of the 

functions, as 


is 


of the Government. Each nation is responsible for 
internal system by which it distributes its for- 
eign nations dealing with it can not be permitted to 
these, so are not to be affected or concluded 
nk. oe _ i, 165-166; Heffter, 84; Vattel droit 
eck, . 
That is the strongest statement, according to my examination 
and reading, that any person 
: trine that the Government is bound by a treaty concluded and | 
c ratified: by the Senate in honor and in conscience to make the ap- 
t iations that are provided for in that treaty, it makes no dif- 
5 mee how much may consider that that treaty is out 
4 of line with our form of government and its antecedents, or how 


ere With or control 
them to their own in- 
gens, liv, iv, ch. 2-14; 


has ever made in favor of the doc- | 
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much an may believe it would injuriously affect the interests of 
our e. 
I take the liberty of saying on my part that I believe it is per- 
fectly true that in respect of every treaty enacted by the Presi- 
dent and the Senate in concurrence with some foreign power, like 
the Republic of Panama, for instance, which is thereby made the 
supreme law of the land, has got a conscientious right 
to say that any sum of money which you have promised must un- 
dergo investigation and scrutiny here just asif no treaty had ever 
been made, for we can deny the competency of one of the parties 
to this legislation to make supreme laws to govern the people of 
the United States. When you leok upon the treaty power of a 
foreign country in that light, and come to measure up its moral, 
legal, or any other right to enact supreme laws to govern the United 
States, you can not be estopped by the assertion that the President, 
in his negotiations and his recognition of that authority or that 
government, has bound you to appropriate that money and recog- 
nize that government in spite of all its i ities. 

I read now from a German writer of great ability a commen- 
tary upon these features of our Constitution: 
TREATY CAN NOT EVADE THE CONSTITUTIONAL PREROGATIVES OF THE 

LEGISLATURE. 

That a treaty can not evade the constitutional prerogatives of the Legis- 

lature is thus illustrated by a German author, who has oe to the subject a 


degree of elaborate and extended exposition which it has received from no 
writer in our own tongue. 


I quote this from page 26 of the Digest by Wharton on Inter- 
national Law: 

Congress— 

He says— 

Congress has under the Constitution the right to lay taxes and imposts, as 
well as to regulate foreign trade, but the President and Senate, if the 
“ treaty-maki power” be regarded as absolute, would be able to evade 
this limitation by adopting treaties which would compel Congress to destroy 
its whole tariff system. According to the Constitution, Congress has the 
right to determine -— of naturalization, of patents,and of cop ht. 
Yet, according to the view here contested, the President and Senate, by a 
treaty, could on these important questions utterly destroy the legislative 
capacity of the House of Representatives. The Constitution vo ess 
the control of the Army. Participation in this control would be snatched 


from the House of esentatives by a treaty with a foreign power by 
which the United States would bind itself to keep in the field an army of a 


particular size. 

The Constitution gives Congress the right of declaring war. This ht 
would be illusory if the President and Senate could by a treaty launch the 
country into a foreign war. The power of borrowing money on the credit 
nited States resides in Congress. This power would cease to exist if 
the President and Senate could by treaty bind the country to the borrowing 
of foreign funds. By the Constitution ‘‘no money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury but in consequence of appropriations made by law; but this limi- 
tation would cease to exist if by a treaty the United States could be bound 


to monsy toa foreign power. * * * 
fon ld cease to be the law-making power as is described by the 
© President and the Senate. 


ngress Wo’ 
Constitution; the law-making power would be 

Such a condition would become the more dangerous from the fact that trea- 
ties so adopted, being on this particular hypothesis superior to on, 
would continue in force until superseded by other treaties. Not only, there- 
fore, would a Con cons’ of two Houses be made to give way toan 
oligarchy of tand Senate, but the of this o thy, when 
once e, could only be changed by concurrence of President and of Sena- 
torial majority of two-thirds. 


I will insert in my remarks a few brief extracts from the Fed- 
eral authorities and judicial tribunals, which it is unnecessary 
for me to read,in support of the proposition which I have just 

discussing. 


The informal agreement between the United States and Great Britain, 
aioe their ve forceson the Lakes, isconditioned, so far as concerns 
the United States, upon Great Britain maintaining scrupulous neutrality in 
— of war, civil or otherwise, in which the United States is concerned, 
and of which the Lakes may be thetheater. (Mr. Seward,Secretary of State, 
to Mr. Adams, Oct. 24, 1864.) 

The court can not supply a casus omissus ina treaty any more than ina 
law. By the treaty with Spain in 17% free ships were to make free ;and 
in the seventeenth article it was provided thata passport issued in accordance 
with the form annexed to the treaty should be conclusive proof of the nation- 
ality of the vessel. There being, in fact, no form annexed, it was held that 
the proprietary interest of the ship must be determined according to the ordi- 


nary rules of prize courts, andif wa to be Spanish property, that the cargo 
wan) peatuenell Seems tani. en a ae 2 ty 


VESTED RIGHTS OOVERS ONLY THE RIGHTS WHICH EMANATED FROM 
PRIOR RIGHTFUL SOVEREIGN. 

A guaranty in a treaty of cession of vested rights in the ceded territory 
covers only rights which emanated from a — rightful sovereign. (See 
United States v. mynas, OF 153; United States v. Pillerin, 13 How.., 9.) 

Whether a sovere} the power, in making a treaty, to annul a grant 


can not be exa: in the courts of the United States, the President and 
arate nest zine him as having that power. (Clark v. Braden, 
w., 635. 


TREATY TO BE REGARDED AS AN ACT OF THE LEGISLATURE. 
The words “confirmed by law” mean confirmation the act of that 


power which under our system enacts laws. A confirmat treaty is a 
confirmation by law, inasmuch as a treaty is to be regarded as an act of the 
legislature, whenever it operates without the aid of a legislative provision. 


i ¢ rton’s Digest of International Law.) 


CONSTITUTION SUPREME OVER TREATY POWER. 


The Constitution is to prevail over a treaty where the provisions of tho 
one come in conflict with the other. It would be difficult to find a reputable 
lawyer in this country who would not yield a ready assent to this proposi- 
tion. (Mr. Marcy, Secretary of State, to Mr. Mason, Sept. 11, 1854.) 














TREATY PROVISIONS ARE MUNICIPAL LAW. 

of several late decisions in this country,as well as two, at least, 
of nn atinions of the Attorneys-General, seem to lead to the conclusion that 
an act of Congress of a later date than a treaty, although in violation of its 
terms, must be obeyed as oe law within the country, although in no 
manner binding on the forei te, and although it in no manner affords a 
sufficient excuse for violation of treaty provisions. (Mr. Fish, Secretary of 
State, to Mr. Cushing, Feb. 13, 1877.) 

This treaty-making power is the basis of every question that 
arises in the measure now before the Senate. It is also the basis 
of every governmental act of the United States that has been or 
is connected with our present relations with Cuba, Porto Rico, 
Colombia, and Panama, with all the vast consequences and re- 
sponsibilities seen and as yet unseen that spring out of those 
treaty relations. 

It is the power for evil or for good that has created conditions 
in respect of government and obedience to law that now so 
seriously threaten our relations with all Spanish-American states. 

Time may not end until these results may be fully realized; 
and to Congress belongs their patient, honest, and just consider- 
ation and their final determination. 

I repeat that conscience is now free to act on these conditions 
without any present apprehension of pressure or danger from 
any quarter to warp our judgment or to alarm our fears. In this 
propitious time it should not be said of us by posterity that we 
turned aside from the line of duty or honor to reap some tempt- 
ing harvest of covetousness or to gratify the ambitious hopes of 
anyone, however powerful, or to obey the will and do the behests 
of some coterie or oligarchy that may combine to wield the pow- 
ers of government in the Senate or in a political party. 

The belief in the existence of such combinations in the Senate 
to which, if they exist, the President must be a party, is disclosed 
in a very extraordinary provision in this bill, as follows: 

And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be held as an 
admission on the part of the House of Representatives that customs duties 
can be changed otherwise than by act of Congress originating in said House. 

As an enactment this proviso is confessedly without effect. 
As a counter declaration of powers alleged to have been unlaw- 
fully assumed by the President and the Senate, asa treaty-making | 
power, to originate revenue bills, it is of most significant impor- | 
tance, and illustrates some dangers I will ae endeavor to | 
point out in the assumption by the President of treaty-making | 
powers without the consent of Congress. 

When a rebuke like this is given to the President by his political | 
followers in Congress it can not be complained of that one not of 
his party in the Senate should inquire into other like abuses of 
power in matters of far greater importance. 

The House made a timely and necessary protest against the | 
Presidential abuse of the power to make the treaty mentioned in 
this act, but it should have had the grace to express this grave | 
declaration in a concurrent resolution, so as to save the President | 
the humiliation of being forced to sign his own condemnation or | 
else veto the bill. ° 

If this censure stood by itself I would vote for it, because I be- | 
lieve it to be both just and timely. It will have to be extended | 
in time to other measures cognate to the one before the Senate, 
that seem to be kept in the background until this bill is disposed 
of, if Congress still insists upon asserting its rightful ae of | 
participating with the President and the Senate in ing trea- 
ties that are not completely self-executing and must have the | 
help of Congress before they can become the supreme law of the | 
United States. 

The President and the Senate, as the legislative enactors of the | 
supreme law of the United States, in conjunction with foreign | 
powers—some of them very disreputable—seem to have taken a 
fright at our National Legislature, and exclude it, when ible, | 
from the jurisdiction of Con It may not be convenient now 
to have this story repeated, but no Administration measure has 
ever had such a race for life as this Cuban scheme. If the Amer- 
ican owners of sugar estates in Cuba and the sugar trust had not 
united to force this benediction on Cuba, its foreordained death | 
in the House of Representatives in the Fifty-seventh Congress 
would have ended it. 

But the ee wer was applied to for the enactment 
of a reciprocal revenue bill as the supreme law of the land, and 
the leaders of the Senate could not refuse the a to exer- 
cise absolute power, and they, with Cuba and the President, origi- 
nated a law to tax the porns. It is here, slightly disfigured in 
this bill, with crepe on it. The Committee on Foreign Relations 
assigned it to a ward in the hospital for weak republics, The 
Committee on Foreign Relations and the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, remembering his great minority report on the Ha- 
wailian case, concluded that it was his business to stand aloof and 
let its new nurses take charge of this bill. So it came back to 
the Senate from the Committee on Foreign Relations, the first 
tariff bill that ever was considered there, so far as I know. 
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Before further proceeding to discuss the features of this bill that 
affect very seriously our municipal or domestic relations or policy 
I desire to call attention to some projects of treaty-making and 
legislation, now in process of completion, that may, and I believe 
will, compel Cuba to refuse to make provision ‘‘ to give full effect,”’ 
as required by this act, ‘‘ to the articles of the convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba” of the 11th of De- 
cember,1902. These difficulties have grown out of conditions that 
Mr. McKinley never contemplated and had no agency in creating, 
= which he would have spurned, when he offered reciprocity to 
Cuba. 

Cuba, it seems, is still at liberty under this act to refuse to give 
full effect to its operation, as no time is fixed for her consent to 
the act so that it can become an operative law, binding on the 
revenue officers of both Governments. 

Our act of Congress, if this bill passes, will be in a state of sus- 
pense during the five years, “‘in nubibus,’’ as the lawyers phrase 
the situation. It can not be made effective within our own coun- 
try until Cuba has accepted it. We postpone all our benefits and 
advantages that are supposed to result to our people from this act 
to await the pleasure or the adroit policy of Cuba to force us to 
make concessions to her on still other policies that are in course 
of arrangement. 

I refer to the Pine Island treaty and to the general treaty re-, 
quired to be made by the Platt amendment. 

No time is fixed in this bill within which Cuba is to do anything 
toward making it effective or operative. 

Our only hope of having the benefits of this act of the ‘‘ benev- 
olent assimilation ’’ of tariff laws is the resort by the President to 


| the strategic dissimulation that has won him great notoriety in 


his substitution of the Army and Navy, and of his strenuous will 
and the facile subordination of his followers, under the precedent 
of the contemptuous disregard of the law known as the Spooner 
law, in his dealings with canal questions. 

This clause in the bill under discussion may turn out to bea 
Spooner-bill clause, to be obeyed or disobeyed, at the will of the 
President. I will quote it: 


That whenever the President of the United States shall receive satisfac- 
tory evidence that the Republicof Cuba has made provision to give full effect 
to the articles of the convention between the United States and the Republic 
of Cuba, signed on the llth day of December, in the year 192, he is hereby 
authorized to issue his proclamation declaring that he has received such evi- 


| dence, and thereupon onthe tenth day after exchange of ratifications of such 


convention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, and so long 
as the said convention shall remain in force, all articles of merchandise being 
the product of the soil or industry of the Republic of Cuba which are now 
imported into the United States free of duty shall continue to be so admitted 
free of duty, and all other articles of merchandise being the product of the 
soil or industry of the Republic of Cuba imported into the United States shall 
be admitted at a reduction of 20 per cent of the rates of duty thereon, as pro- 
vided by the tariff act of the United Sigbes, sugared July 24, 1897, or as may 
be provided by any tariff law of the Uni States subsequently enacted. 
The rates of duty herein granted by the United States to the Republic of 
Cuba are and shall continue during the term of said convention preferential 
in respect to all like imports from other countries. 

Cuba may conclude that there isa Spooner-bill clause in all our 
acts of Congress relating to the Spanish-American republics that 
even sanctions the repudiation by the President of any clause m 
an act of Congress while confirming other clauses, and may 
hasten te do what is required of her, and thereby avoid a visit of 
our practice fleet, now in southern waters. 

By acting promptly, Cuba may still enjoy the hollow mockery 
of being a free, sovereign, and independent State for aseason. If 
she delays her action on this measure, she had as well cast her 
proud titles into the sea and confess the simple truth that she is 
only a dependent province of the United States, under the Platt 
amendment to a very suggestive army appropriation bill. 

Cuba’s independence is now fettered with ropes or chains that 
bind her to the decks of our war ships, as the air ship of Professor 
Langley is fastened to the deck of his house boat. 

The simile will become historically accurate, as well as apt, if 
Cuba ever attempts to lift herself into the atmosphere of actual 
independence by claiming ‘‘a reasonable time ’’ within which she 
will consider the interests and welfare of her own people as to 
this measure. 

With a Platt amendment to define and limit her sovereignty 
and independence, and a license of interpretation and repudiation, 
such as the President has exercised under the Spooner law, and 
with the Navy under his orders as Commander in Chief, with no 
acknowledged responsibilities, how long can Cuba be indulged in 
the consideration of the question, whether she will conform her 
tax laws to the requirements of this bill? 

Why should we accord this privilege to Cuba, without limit of 
time, and keep our commercial relations with that great island in 
a state of doubt and anxiety until she sees proper to ease this very 
dangerous and distressing situation by her acceptance of the pro- 
visions of this bill? 

What reliance have we for a settled basis of trade with Cuba 
if Cuba is really free to deliberate on the acceptance of this law 
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apie she consents that it shall become operative, here and in 
a f 

I will state the only reliance we can count upon to compel Cuba 
to come to terms: It is Presidential coercion! 

If this was not the reliance of the statesmen who framed this 
bill in the House of Representatives, they would not have omitted, 
deliberately or carelessly, to fix a period at which the consent of 
Cuba should be given, that the full, effectual, and reciprocal 
operation of this law should be complete. 

I am driven to the conclusion, therefore, that those eminent 
statesmen knew what they were doing when they framed this bill 
and passed it under the coercion of a rule of the House and how 
it would be enforced if Cuba should prove to be recalcitrant. 
They must have looked to a Panama intervention as the quickest 
and most certain means of enforcing our rights under the treaty 
mentioned in this bill. 

They knew, at least, that come what might they were adding 
@ new jewel to the crown of imperialistic powers that the Presi- 
dent has assumed and is inscribing on the banners of the Repub- 
lican party as its ‘* bright particular star.’’ This wasglory enough 
for one day. 

If Cuba does not act promptly, Cuba must be compelled to act. 
A “reasonable time’”’ is all that can be allowed her, to be deter- 
mined by the President, with his elastic standard, although no 
time is mentioned in the law. If she does not act promptly, the 
President will repeal the law, or a clause of it, at his option, and 
ane to enforce his will, as he repealed clauses in the Spooner 

iil on a pretext that is not even plausible. His party can 
rely on him to have his way and he can rely on them to obey his 
will, so a happy harmony is certain to prevail under their recent 
adoption of the old maxim that ‘‘where there is a will, there isa 
way.”’ 

In respect of the importation of competitive sugar from Hawaii 
and the Philippines, Cuba is now protected by the railroad rates 
of freight across the continent and by the discriminative rates 
of freight now in force on the Panama Railroad. These ratesare 
quite equal to the reduction on sugar and other products which 
are common to all these islands that is provided for in this bill. 

This may all be changed in a trice, and it will be changed if the 
Senate shall ratify a treaty with Panama which is reported as 
being on its way to this capital. 

The grotesque character of that treaty will not deceive Cuba 
into the belief that it is impossible of ratification by the Senate or 
that Congress will not give effect to it by necessary legislation, 
whatever may be the cost to the people of the United States. 

When Cuba considers the tragic solemnities that have attended 
the birth of the Republic of Panama, and the fact that that Re- 
public has already sent her a secret diplomatic agent, she will not 
regard this treaty as a ludicrous act in a French vaudeville, but 
will look carefully into its provisions and will quickly discern its 
disastrous effects on the cut we are odinion bat in this bill on 
sugar and other native productions of her islands. 

That the Democrats in this — elsewhere may not become 
a —- the deceptive offer of benevolence we are supposed to 
be making to Cuba in this bill, and that Cuba shall never have 
occasion to charge that party with bad faith, I will read to the 
Senate a copy of the treaty which was to be sent to Congress with 
the President’s annual message on the 7th of November, 1903. I 

ive it as it was printed in the New York Sun of November 21. 

he treaty sent in with the message of the President on yesterday 
seems to have been placed in the secret archives of the Senate 
and has not been printed for public use. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The treaty was submitted to the Senate in ex- 
ecutive session. ordered printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, where it is now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is it a public document? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is not a public document. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what I was saying. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was ordered printed in aon 

Mr. MORGAN. I am in a public assemblage here, not ina 
secret conclave, and I am compelled to goupon such information 
as has been given to the public. 


Mr. CULLOM. DoI understand the Senator to say that he is | in the limits of the cities of Panama and Colon and their adjacent harbors 


about to read from the New York Sun and not from the treaty? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishall read fromthe New York Sun. I donot 
know what the House has done with this document that the Sen- 
ate seems to regard as an executive or confidential communica- 
tion. SoI must take the Sun’s copy as being correct, as I have 
no doubt itis. Ihave that copy here. Itis lengthy. I wish to 
be excused from reading it because I shall make comments upon 
some portions of it which will appear in quotations in my re- 
marks. I should like to havethe opportunity of inserting it inmy 
remarks without the labor of reading it just now. 


| in whic 


DECEMBER 9, 


The PRESIDENT - tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Alabama. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
[The New York Sun, Saturday, November 21, 1903.] 


CANAL TREATY TEXT—SOVEREIGN RIGHTS GRANTED OVER ISTHMIAN STRIP— 
FREE PORTS AT EACH END—CITIES OF PANAMA AND COLON NOT INCLUDED 
IN THE GRANT—THE UNITED STATES GUARANTEES THE INDEPENDENCE OF 
THE NEW REPUBLIC—CANAL TO BE NEUTRAL—PANAMA TO GET $10,000,000 IN 
CASH AND $250,000 A YEAR AFTER NINE YEARS—WILL LEASE OR SELL US 
NAVAL STATIONS If THEY ARE DESIRED—PROVISION FOR SANITARY REG- 
ULATIONS. 

WASHINGTON, November 20. 


Following is the treaty between the United States and the Republic of 
Panama for the construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protec- 
tion of a ship canal across the Isthmus of Panama, and the use, occupation, 
and control in ery of a zone of land ‘ey which the canal will be 
dug, signed at Washington on November 18, by Secretary of State Hay for 
the United States and Minister Bunau-Varilla for the Republic of Panama. 

_ The United States of America and the Republic of Panama being de- 
sirous to insure the construction of aship canalacross the Isthmus of Panama 
to connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and the Congress of the United 
States of America having passed an act mayooras June 18, 1902, in further- 
ance of that object a copy of which is hereto annexed, by which the Presi- 
dent of the United Statesis directed to acquire, within a reasonable time, the 
control of the necessary territory of the public of Colombia, and _ the sov- 
erei ty of such territory being actually vested in the Republic of Panama, 
the high contracting parties have resolved for that purpose to conclude a 
convention, and have accordingly appointed as their plenipotentiaries the 
President of the United States of America, John Hay, Secretary of State, 
and the Government of the Repubiic of Panama, Philippe Bunau-Varilla, 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the Republic of Panama, 
thereunto empowered by said Government, who, after communicating to 
each other their respective full powers found to bein good and due form, 
have agreed upon the following articles: 

“ARTICLE I. The United States guarantees and will maintain the inde 
pendence of the Republic of Panama. 

“Art. II. The Republic of Panama nts to the United States in per- 
petuity the use, occupation, and control of the zone of land and land under 
water for the construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protec- 
tion of said canal of the width of 10 miles, extending to the distance of 5 miles 
on each side of the center line of the routeof the canal to be constructed; the 
said zone beginning in the Caribbean Sea,3 marine miles from low-water 
mark and extending toand across the Isthmus of Panama into the Pacific 
Ocean to a distance of 8 marine miles from mean low-water mark, with the 
proviso that the cities of Panama and Colon and the harbors adjacent tosaid 
cities, which are included within the boundaries of the zone above described, 
shall not be included within this grant. 

“ The Republic of Panama further nts to the United States in perpetu- 
ity the use, occupation, and control of any other lands and waters outside of 
the zone above descri which may be necessary and convenient for the 
construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of the said 
canal or of any auxiliary canal or other works necessary and convenient for 
the construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of the 
said enterprise. The Republic of Panama further nts to the United 
States in eS use, occupation, and control of all islands within the 
limits of the zone above descri and in addition thereto the group of small 
islands in the Bay of Panama named Perico, N Culebra, and Flamenco. 
(See U. 8. v. Re 9 How., 151, as to the definition of “property” ina treaty.) 

public of Panama grants to the United States all the 
rights, power, and authority within the zone mentioned and described in 
Article II of this agreement, and within the limits of all auxiliary lands and 
waters mentioned and described in said Article II, which the United States 
would ss and exercise if it were the sovereign of the territory within 
which said lands and watersare located tothe entire exclusion of the exercise 
by the Republic of Panama of any such sovereign rights, power, and au- 


thority. 

“Art. IV. As rights subsidiary to the above grants, the Republic of Pan- 
ama grants in perpetuity to the United tes the right to use the rivers, 
streams, lakes, and other bodies of waters within its limits for navigation 
the supply of water or waterpower or other purposes, so far as the use of 
the said rivers, streams, lakes, and bodies of water and the waters thereof 
may be necessary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, opera- 
tion, sanitation, and protection of the said canal. 

“Art. V. The Republic of Panama grants to the United States in perpe- 
tuity a monopoly for the construction, maintenance, and operation of any 
system of communication by means of canal or railroad across its territory 
between the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean. 

“ArtT. VI. The grants herein contained shall in no manner invalidate the 
titles or rights of private landholders or owners of private property in the 
said zone or in or to any of the land or waters leased or granted to the 
United States by provisions of any article of this treaty, nor shall they inter- 
fere with the right of way over the public roads passing through the said 
zone, or over any of the said lands or waters unless said rights of way or pri- 
vate rights shall conflict with the rights herein granted to the United States, 
case the rights of the United States shall besuperior. All Somaqes 

y 


| caused to the owners of private lands or private property of any kind 





| of the United States, its agents, or employees or 


| sai 


reasons of the operations 
I y reason.of the construc- 
tion, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of the said caaal or 
of the works of sanitation and protection herein provided for shall be ap- 
raised and settled L a sone commission appointed by the Government of 
he United States and of the Republic of Panama, whose decisions as to such 
damage shall be final and whose awards as to such damage shall bo 
paid solely by the United States. No part of the work on said canal or on 
the Panama Railroad or on any auxiliary works relating thereto and author- 
ized by the terms of this treaty shall bo prevented, delayed, or impeded by 
or pending such proceedings to ascertain such damages. The appraisal of 
private lands and private property and the assessment of damages to 
them shall be based upon their value before the date of this convention. 
“Art. VII. The Republic of Panama grants to the United States with- 


reason of the grants contained in this treaty or by 


within the oor — thereto the right to acquire 
by the exercise of the right of eminent domain any lands, bu , water 

ghts, or other properties necessary and convenient for the co ction, 
maintenance, operation, and protection of the canal and of any workof sani- 
tation, such as the collection and disposition of sewage and the distribution 
of water in the said cities of Panama and Colon, which in the discretion of 
the United States may be necessary and convenient for the construction, 
aE, operation, sanitation, and protection of the said canal and rail- 


road. 

“Allsuch works of sanitation, collection and disposition of sewage, and dis- 
tribution of water in the cities of Panama and Colon shall be made at the ex- 
pense of the United States, and the Government of the United States, its 
agents or nominees, shall be authorized to impose and collect water rents 


y erenane or 











rates, which shall be sufficient to provide for the payment of in- 


a the amortization of the principal of the cost of said work within a 


terest an 


period of fifty years, and upon the expiration of said term of fifty years ie 
rties 


system of sewers and waterworks shail revert to and become the pro 
of the cities of Panama and Colon, woaposeerety and the use of waters 
free to the inhabitants of Panamaand C 


ll be 


sewers and water. 


“The Republic of Panama agrees that the cities of Panama and Colon shall 
comply in perpetuity with the canitary ordinances, whether of a preventive 
or curative character, prescribed by the United States, and in case the Gov- 
ernmeut of Panama is unable or fails in its duty to enforce this compliance 


by the cities of Panama and Colon with the sanitary ordinances of the United 
States the Republic of Panama grants to the United States the right and au- 
enosty to enforce the rame. The same right and authorit 
Jnite 
faene should be unable to maintain it in the towns of Panama and Colon. 


“Art. VILL. The Republic of Panama grants to the United States all 
the rights which it has or hereafter may acquire to the New Panama Canal 
ny as the result of the transfer of 
sovereignity from the Republic of Colombia to the Republic of Panama over 
the Isthmus of Panama, and authorizes the New Panama Canal Company to 


Company and the Panama Railroad Com 


sell its rights to the United States, as well as the Panama Railroad. 


“ArT. LX. Provides that the Republic of Panama declare free for all time 


the ports of either entrance of the canal, including Panama and Colon and 
the water thereof, in such manner that there shall not be collected by the 
Government of Panama custom-house tolls, tonnage, anchorage, light-house, 
wharf, pilot, or quarantine dues, nor any other charges or taxes of any 
kind shall be levied or imposed by the Government of Panama upon any 


vegesel using or pessig through the canal or belonging to or employed by the 
y 


United States directly or indirectly in connection with the construction, 


maintenance, and operation of the main works or its auxiliaries or upon the 
cargo, officers, crew, or passengers of any such vessel, it being the intent of 
rs 
shall be permitted to use and pass through the canal and the ports lea ing 


this convention that all vessels and their cargoes, crews, and passen 


thereto subject to no other demands or impositions than such tolls an 


charges as may be imposed by the United States for the use of the canal or 


other works. 
“The 


of Panama and Colon and which do not pass through the canal. 
“Though the said =< shall be free and o 
Panama may esiablis. 


Panama and to prevent contraband trade. 


right to make use of the ports at the two extremities of the canal, including 


Panama and Colon, as places of anchorage, in order to make repairs, for 


loading, unloading, depositing, or transshipping cargoes either in transit or 
destined for the services of the canal and other works. 

“Arv. X. Proyides that there shall not be imposed any taxes, national, 
municipal, departmental, or of any other class, upon the canal, the vessels that 
may useit, the tugsand other vessels employed in the service of the canal, the 
railways and auxiliary works, storehouses, workshops, offices, quarters for 
laborers, factories of all kinds, warehouses, wharves, machinery, and other 
works, property, and effects appertaining to the canal or railroads or that 
may-be necessary for the service of the canal or railroad and their depend- 
encies, whether situated within the cities of Panama and Colon or any other 
places authorized by the provisions of this convention. 

‘* Nor shall there be imposed contributions or char; 
acter of whatever species upon oflicers, employees, la 
viduals in the service of the canal and its dependencies. 

“ArT. XI. Provides that all telegraph and telephone lines when estab- 
lished in connection with the canal may also be used for public and private 
business, and that the official dispatches of the Government of the Republic 
of Panama shall be transmitted at the same rate as those sent by the officials 
in the service of the United States. 

“ART. XII. Permits the, immigration and free access to the lands and 
workshops of the canal and its dependencies of all employees and workmen, 
of whatever nationality, under contract to work upon or seeking employ- 
ment or in any wise connected with the said canal and its dependencies, with 
their respective families. 

“Art, XII. The United States may importat any time into the said canal 
zone, free of customs duties, imports, taxes, or other charges and withoutany 
restrictions any and all vessels, dredges, engines and cars, machinery, tools, 
explosives, materials, supplies, and other articles necessary and convenient 
in the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal and auxiliary 
works; alsoall provisions, medicine, clothing, supplies, and other things neces- 
sary and convenient for the officers, employees, workmen, and laborers in the 
service and employ of the United States and for their families, If any such 
articlesare disposed of for use without the zone,excepting Panama and Colon, 
and within that saremoty of the Republic of Panama, they shall be subject 
to the same import or other duties as like articles under the laws or ordi- 
nances of the Republic of Panama. 

“Art. XIV. The two Governments hereafter shall make adequate pro- 
vision by like agreement for the pursuit, capture, imprisonment, detention, 
and delivery within the said zone of persons charged with the commitment 
of crimes, felonies, or misdemeanors without said zone; and for the pursuit, 
capture, peamane detention, and delivery without said zone of persons 
perry mr with the commitment of crimes, felonies, and misdemeanors within 
said zone, 


“ArT. XV. The Republic of Panama grants to the United States the use of 


all the ports of the Republic open for commerce as places of refuge for any 
vessel employed in the canal enterprise, and for all vessels in distress having 


of a personal char- 
rers, and other indi- 


the right to through the canal and wishing to anchor in said ports. 
Such vessels shall be exempt from anchorage and tonnage dues on the part 
of the Republic of Panama. 


“Anr, XVI. The canal when constructed and entrance thereto shall be 
neutral in a Reeperaity: 

_ “ART. . The Government of the Republic of Panama shall have the 
right to transport over the canal its vessels, moors and munitions of war at 
all times without paying charges of any kind. This exemption is to be ex- 
tended to the auxiliary railway for the transportation of persons in the serv- 
ice of the Republic of Panama or of the police force char; i with the preser- 
vation of public order outside of said zone, as well as to their baggage, muni- 
tions of war, and supplies. 

“ART. XVIII. If 7m eoptae of any existing treaty between the Republic 
of Panama and any third power there may be any privilege or concession 
relative to an interoceanic means of communication which especially favors 
such third power, and which, in any of its terms, may be incompatible 


-With-the terins. of the present convention, the Republic of Panama agrees to 
cancel or modify such treaty in due form, for which purpose it sha ve to 
the said third ‘power the requisite notification within the term of four 





Colon, except to the extent that water 
rates may be necessary for the operation and maintenance of said system of 


, is given the 
States for the maintenance of public order in case the Republic of 


rts leading to the canal, including Panama and Colon, also shall be 
free to the commerce of the world, and no duties or taxes shall be imposed 
except upon merchandise destined to be introduced for the consumption of 
the rest of the Republic of Panama, and upon vesselg touching at the ports 


n to all, the Government of 
in them such custom-houses and guards as may be 
deemed necessary to collect duties on importations into the Republic of 

‘he United States shall have the 
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months from the date of the present convention, and in case the existing 
treaty contains no clause permitting its modification or annulment, the Re- 
— of Panama agrees to procure its modification or annulment in such 
orm that there shall not exist any conflict with the stipulators of the pres- 
ent convention. 

“ART. XIX. The rightsand privileges granted by the Republic of Panama 
to the United States in the preceding articles are understood to be free of all 
interior debts, liens, trusts or liabilities, or concessions or privileges to other 
Governments. corporations, syndicates, or individuals; and consequently, if 

here should arise any claim on account of the present concessions and privi- 
leges or otherwise, the claimants shall resort to the Republic of Panama and 
not - - United States for any indemnity or compromise which may be 

uired. 

“Tier. XX. The Republic of Panama renounces and grants to the United 
States the pa to which it might have been entitled in the future 
earnings of the canal of the concessionary contract with Lucian N. 8B. Wyse, 
now owned by the Panama Canal Company, and any other righisor claims of 
a provisional nature arising under or relating to said concession, or arising 
under or ae to the concessions tothe Panama Railroad Company or any 
extension or modification thereof; and it likewise renounces, confirms, and 
grants to the United States, now and hereafter, all the rights and property 
reserved in the said concessions which otherwise would belong to the Repul lic 
of Panamaat or before the expiration of the terms of ninety-nine years of the 
concessions granted to or held by the above-mentioned party and companies 
and all right, title, and interest which it now has or may Toren: rhave inand 
to the lands, canal works, property, and rights held by said companies under 
said concessions or otherwise, and acquired or to be acquired by the United 
Statesfrom or through the New Panama Canal Company, including any prop- 
erty and rights which might, or may inthe future, either by lapse of time for- 
feiture or otherwise, revert to the Republic of Panama, under any contracts 
or concessions, with said Wyse, the Universal Panama Canal Company, the 
Panama Railroad Company, and the New Panama Canal Company. The 
aforesaid rights and properties shall be and are fres and Sahaneadl from any 
present or cevermeassy interest in or claims of the Republic of Panama, and 
the title of the United States theretoupon consummation of the contemplated 
purchase by the United States from the New Panama Canal Company shall be 
absolute, so far as concerns the Republic of Panama. 

“Arr. XXI. If it should become necessary at any time to esiploy armed 
forces for the safety or protection of the canal or of the ships that make use 
of the same or the railways and other works, the United Statesshall have the 
right at all times and in its discretion to use its police and its land and naval 
forces or to establish fortifications for theses purposes. 

“ART. XXII. As the price or compensation for the right to use the zone 
granted in this convention by the Republic of Panama to the United States 
the Government of the United States agrees to pay to the Republic of Panama 
the sum of $10,000,000 in gold coin of the United States on the exchange 
of the ratifications of this convention, and also an annual payment during 
the life of this convention of $250,000 in like gold coin, beginning nine years 
after the date aforesaid. The provisions of this article shall be in addition 
to all other benefits assured to the Republic of Panama under this conven- 
tion. But no delay or difference of opinion under this article or any other 
provision of this treaty shall affect or interrupt the full operation and effect 
of this convention in all other respects. 

“Art. XXIII. No change either in the Government or in the laws and 
treaties of the Republic of Panama shall, without the consent of the United 
States, affect any right of the United States under the present conven- 
tion or under any treaty stipulation between the two countries (that now 
exists or may hereafter exist) touching the subject-matter of this convention. 

“If the Republic of Panama shall hereafter enter as a constituent inte any 
other government or into any union or confederation of states, soas to merge 
her sovereignty or independence insuch government, union, or confedera- 
tion, the rights of the United States under this convention shall not be in 
any respect lessened or impaired. 

“ArT. XXIV. For the better performance of the engagements of this 
convention and to the end of the eflicient protection of the canal and the 
preservation of its neutrality the Government of the Republic of Panama 
will sell or lease to the United States lands adequate and necessary for naval 
or coaling stations on the Pacific coast andon the western Caribbean coast 
of the Republic of Panama at certain points to be agreed upon with the 
President of the United States. 

“ArT. XXV. The joint commission referred to in Article VI shall be es- 
tablisned as follows: 

‘The President of the United States shall nominate two persons and the 
President of the Republic of Panama shall nominate two persons, and they 
shall proceed toa decision, but in cass of disagreement of the commission 
(by reason of their being equally divided in conclusion) an umpire shall be 
appointed by the two Governments, who shall render the decision. In the 
event of death, absenca, or incapability of any commissioner or umpire or of 
his omitting, declining, or ceasing to act, his place shall be filled: by the ap- 

intment of another person in the manner above indicated. All decisions 
| a majority of the commission or by the umpire shall be final. 

“ArT. XXVI. This convention, when signed by the contracting parties 
shall be ratified according to the laws of the respective countries, and shall 
be executed at Washington eas soon as possible. In faith whereof the re- 
spective plenipotentiaries have signed the present convention in duplicate 
and hereunto affixed their respective seals. 

L me the City of Washington, the 18th of November, in the year of our 
or L 








“Jonn Hay. 
“PHILIPPE BUNAU-VARILLA.” 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I will now note a few points in 
this treaty that, I apprehend, will prove to be stumbiing-blocks 
in the way of Cuba’s acceptance of this measure that the Presi- 
dent is so eagerly pressing upon Cuba as a gift of pure benevolence. 

The adage that ‘* One should not look a gift horse inthe mouth”’ 
may not apply to Cuba when she accepts the gift of a kicking 
broncho that welcomes its rider with a whinney and destroys him 
with its heels. 

This treaty, inall its provisions, but especially in Articles II to 
VIII, inclusive, gives to the United States, for a money considera- 
tion and for the guarantee of the maintenance of the independence 
of Panama, all the property included in a belt of land and water 
10 miles wide, with the canal line for its center, extending across 
the Isthmus from ocean to ocean, measured from the 3-mile limit. 

This 10-mile belt includes the Panama Railroad and the Panama 
Canal, and in Article XX it so accurately. describes all the rights 
conveyed that. nothing is omitted that either of those companies 
could set up or lawfully claim as against the United States in 
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respect of the possession, control, and sovereign ownership of 
either of those properties. 

No political or juridical rights are reserved to the Republic of 
Panama in the canal zone. The only rights that are reserved are 
those of private owners of property within the zone, and these 
are expressly made subject to condemnation by the United States, 
in virtue of its right of eminent domain, which is granted by this 
treaty without reserve. 

In this treaty there is nowhere reserved to the Republic of 
Panama any sovereign right or power, except in a way that is 
merely inferential and is only deducible by argument eum the 
silence of the treaty. And this controlling fact applies to all the 

s of the territory of that Republic except the 10-mile zone, 
in which the sovereignty of the United States is made supreme 
and that of Panama is excluded by the express language I again 
quote: 

Art. III. The Republic of Panama grants to the United States all the 
rights, power, and authority within the zone mentioned and described in Ar- 
ticle II of this agreement and within the limits of all auxiliary lands and 
waters mentioned and described in said Article Il which the United States 
would possess and exercise if it were the sovereign of the territory within 
which said lands and waters are located, to the entire exclusion of the exer- 
— Republic of Panama of any such sovereign rights, power, and 

Language could not be stronger or more apt to make a perfect 
cession of that canal zone to the United States asa sovereign power. 

Not only is this the effect of this cession, but it is also its dis- 
tinct purpose. 

If that treaty is ratified by our Senate, and if Congress*enforces 
it by the proper and necessary legislation, it can not be ques- 
tioned that the ownership and control of the Panama Railroad 
will be entirely under the jurisdiction of Congress. 

Certain corporate rights of the Panama Railroad Company, 
under its New York charter, may be respected by Congress, but 
its present monopoly of the transit charges and tolls between the 
oceans will not stand for a moment after Congress gets hold of 
the matter. But the United States is not bound by this treaty Three commissioners were sent by the junta that had created 
even to respect those rights. three consuls, called “‘ prefects,’’ who selected them as a commis- 

Cuba need not indulge the hopeless dream that Congress, in | sion to aid M. Bunau-Varilla to make the treaty I have read to the 
order to keep faith with her under the bill before the Senate, will | Senate. 
continue the burden upon the productions of Hawaii and the Then France gave her official recognition to the Republic of 
Philippine Islands and upon all other commerce that is now im- | Panama, and the funeral of Colombia’s sovereignty in Panama 
posed upon those islands and the United States by the exactions | proceeded, but not without a strong suspicion that she yet lived. 
of the transcontinental railroads. ff she was buried, she was buried alive. 

Only just rates will be permitted to be levied as tolls upon tha But France made some conditions in advance of her act of 
commerce, which rates will be regulated by a cost of $8,000,000 | recognition, without which she would still be a silent spectator 
as the price to be paid by the United States for the capital stock | at these obsequies. These were known to our Government. 


She found her opportunity in the alleged birth of the Republic 
of Panama, at which he presided, and she seized it with eager 


grasp. 

One of her citizens was made a minister plenipotentiary to the 
United States by a selected junta in Panama, that had no more 
right to appoint a minister to the United States than they had to 
consecrate a saint. He being in New York, was commissioned by 
telegraph, and at once appeared here and was recognized by the 
President of the United States when the Republic that he claimed 
to represent was less than ten days old. ecame as a win 
messenger of falsehood, and was dispatched on his mission by the 
Panama Canal Company. 

It was this functionary in combination with the President that, 
the President says, settled definitely and irrevocably that the 
canal shall be built at Panama. A treaty is made by two legisla- 
tive bodies, one foreign and the other domestic, that are parts 
of two distinct and sovereign governments. When thus made 
and ratified by two-thirds of our Senate, a treaty becomes the 
supreme law of the United States, and overrides the laws and 
constitutions of our States and all acts of Congress that are in 
conflict with it. A citizen of the United States and his property 
or liberties is no more in the way of a treaty than a mote on the 
sea is in the way of a steamship. 

The treaty with Cuba, ceding the Isle of Pines, illustrates this 
fact. That treaty decitizenizes 300 American citizens and turns 
them over to the Cuban Government and flag. If Panama is a 
treaty power, the President and two-thirds of the Senate can 
agree with Panama, by treaty, to take the Nicaragua Canal route 
by force to avoid its competition with the Panama route, and 
could punish any man who should oppose it. Iam not prepared 
to admit that Mr. Bunau-Varilla has any such power as this—to 
make supreme law for the United States—or that his annointment 
by the President has freed him from the moral leprosy which 
few have escaped, if amy, who have served the Panama Canal 
Company as agent, contractor, or stockholder. 

























of the Panama Railroad. | I will read from the London Times of November 24, 1903, the 
This act of justice and public necessity is not prohibited by the | official statement of this fine piece of diplomacy, as follows: 

bill before the Senate, and it will not be ae LATEST INTELLIGENCE—M. DELCASSE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Hawaii and the Philippines will ship their productions and re- | (From our own correspondent. } 

turn freights across that Isthmus by rail at rates that will, prob- | Parts, November 23, 1903. 


ably, be lower than 5 mills per ton per mile. | In the course of the debate on Berutes for foreign affairs in the Chamber 
Hawaiian } yeep ae will reach our eastern ports, and even | of Deputies this ofterncen, x. De > me minister fe foreign, affairs, 
sine’ : :+}, | made an important statement on some of the questions of the day. He 
Cuba, free = duty, and er of = oe a with | by congratulating himself on the chyeumastamen that all the political rties 
a rebate of 75 per cent of existing duties, while Cu will get a | had expressed their opinion on all the questions of foreign politics. He now 
reduction of 25 per cent on the rates of the Dingley law. proposed to give the explanations of the Government with a brevity conso- 
These new and hitherto incomprehensible conditions must en- | pant with a. Seas Pe Ear San eee, ane 
ter into the question, whether Cuba will accept the measure now In reply to the inquiry whether the Recados had officially recognized 
before the Senate. the new State of Pananm, he gave the following particulars: the 3d in- 
If she accepts it, it will then be a fight for life against the com- | taut, for reasonsas to which they were not called upon to express an opinion— 
petition of Hawaii and the Philippine Islands, to which I can not | A day before the 4th and a day after the 2d— 
consent to be a party under any concealments that would doCuba | as it was not for them to interfere in the domestic affairs of another country, 
an injustice. the Department of Panama constituted itself into an independent Republic. 


y : + 4s : . Having received notification of that fact, and from the moment that the 
Whether this new condition, so disturbing to trade and com- | )¢y Republic fulfilled the conditions necessary for the maintenance of order 


merce and to the good will of all Latin America, will be rushed | and security, they had only to consider what guaraties it offered from a 
through and consummated through the disciplinary forces of the | French standpoint, They were not quite free from apprehension for a cer- 
Republican party remains to be seen, but we shall soon know how | 3. Mime.  s. past it had been said at Bogota that the decision of the 
that is. Colombian Government to grant.an extension of six years from 1904 for the 

The forces at the back of this volcanic eruption are not supplied | completion of the canal was contestable, and that in 1904 the concession 


. : : | might be declared to be forfeited. If that theory had on any occasion been 
by the free will or deliberate judgment of the American people. | officially formulated, it would never have gerulcadl the nuneltont of France; 
They come from France. but it was the strict duty of the French ministry to 


y of demand from the Govern- 
They come loaded with an evil reputation that was earned by | ment ean a preliminary assurance that all French interests, including 


| 


: . : | i the ion, would be respected. They had received the follow- 
De Lesseps and his American committee, and has become a foul | {*¢ Tights of theconcession, would } 
reproach, and has grown into an official character that damns the mg. The Republic of Panama solemnly, expressly, and definitely undertakes 
whole enterprise. This odious reputation given to the New Pan- | vigilantly to protect French interests, as also to maintain and to interpret in 
ama Canal Company in the preliminary and final of the ee ane See < megenber ® sneee 
Isthmian Canal Commission of which Admiral W: was the bind the Republie of Panama. All those contracts are pm herr y os par- 


i imi i i i ticularly the contract prolo the concession up to 1910.” 
lan can not be eliminated or whitewashed by Presidential ot ~ Et ‘in then 7 a ap to rn nod for them to 
; + 2. wha mat had already been done vernmen 
rance suffered as no nation has suffered from these intestinal | o¢ the 2 noe tend ag to permit the. ts of pacer ce to enter into 


evils engendered by the Panama Canal Company, and she has | relations with all the agents of the new Republic of Panama 

looked on in silent but yearning anxiety that some favoring wind There, Mr. President, is a tripartite arrangement, only two par- 

would drive its pollutions from her bosom to our distant shores. | ties to which are disclosed in any communication which Mr. Hay 
As in the case of the disposal of the remains of dead , She | has ever made to the people of the United States. 

has employed living ones to transport them to the United States. | Thecommissionsent by the juntaat Panama, after a long sea voy- 

The President has come to her relief. age, had landed at New York and were en route for Washington 




















ate in the negotiations, but the hurry for results was 
so great that no delay was tolerated, and the treaty was signed 
before they could reach Washington. * 

Without the help of the telegraph the Republic of Panama 
would now be a nonentity inated of being, as M. V: says 
it is, ‘ the latest born” of the United States, and where he would 
be the imagination refuses to contemplate. France came next on 
the boards, with the strangled Monroe doctrine at her belt. 

This treaty was in fact a pledge of the United States to France 
that we would make the ‘‘ contemplated purchase” of the canal 
from the New Panama Canal Company and would pay for it. 
Has that contract been made? If so, why is it concealed? 

This intervention of France would be an audacious attack on 
the Monroe doctrine if it had not been invited and provided for 
bv the President in the treaty I have quoted. 

“When M. Bunau- Varilla presented his credentials from Panama 
to the President by telegraph, he boasted officially of his connec- 
tion with the Panama Canal Company, as follows: 


NEw YORK, November 7, 1903. 
(Received 1.40 p. m.) 


to partici 


His Excellency JoHn HAY, Secretary of State: 

I have the privilege and the honor of pours Ce that the Government 
of the Republic of Panama have been pk to designate me as its envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary near the Government of the 
United States. In selecting for its first representative at Washington a vet- 
eran servant and — of the Panama Canal, my Government has evi- 
dently sought to show that it considers a loyal and earnest devotion to the 
success of that most heroic omauien of human genius as both a solemn 
duty and the essential petpose of its existence. 

l congratulate myself, sir, that my first official duty should be to respect- 
fully request you to convey to His Excellency the President of the Unite 
States on behalf of the people of Panama an expression of the grateful sense 
of their obligation to his Government. In extending her generous hand so 
epontaneously to her latest born the mother of the American nations is prose- 
cuting her noble mission as the liberator and the educator of the peoples. In 
spreading her protecting wings over the territory of our Republic the Ameri- 
can eagle has sanctified it. It has rescued it from the barbarism of unneces- 
sary and wasteful civil wars to consecrate it to the destiny assigned to it by 
Providence, the service of humanity and the we of civilization. 

HILIPPE BUNAU-VARILLA. 


M. Bunau-Varilla’s connection with that canal company is fur- 
ther explained in*the London Gazette of November 18, 1903, by 
an Englishman, who signs his name to the following letter: 

G. P. O.-THE PANAMA MUDDLE, 


Sir: I r®marked in your special edition a a announcing the recep- 
tion of Mr. Bunau-Varilla as minister of the ublic of Panama. Your 
readers will at once understand the gist of this ex dinary proclamation 
of a Republic of the State of Panama. The Fen of this coup d'état are 
all interested in the Panama Canal—past and future. 


It isa venture with a taste of a comic opera. Mr. Bunau-Varilla, the quasi 
minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary to the proposed infant Re- 
panels, is a pure Frenchman, educated Partly in Germany and finally in 
‘rance. He wasa second-class engineer of the Ponts and Chaussies of France, 


and was nominated by the late Mr. Ferdinand de Lesseps in 1884, under the 
direction of the late . Jules Dingler, director-general of the works in Pan- 
ama, as section chief. He preferred, after a certain period of engineerin, 
work under his chief, to become associated with contractors. He contrac 
well and wisely, and left the Isthmus a rich man. 


He must be of that glorious sixty, mentioned by Admiral Walker 
in his report, who had committed fraud against France until they 
were confined to the ae and were pardoned upon the 

romise that they would build the new Panama Canal. Ican not 
identify him, but I have a strong suspicion that he was of the 
‘sixty ’’ not named by that commission. This man seems to 
know a great deal about it. 


His college comrade and director of the second canal company, Mr. Hutin, 
is the actual pilot and president of the fainting canal company, who negoti- 
ated with Washington and Bogota the cession of their rights of a canal. 

Everybody knows the phases and discussions of the present concession and 
its abortion. A general ure having taken -. the interested parties in 
Franco and on the Isthmus of Panama hatch a cold-blooded plot in which 
the President of the United States seems to have fallen into the trap. They 
subsidize mercenaries to fight, and the interested group name Mr. Bunau- 
Varilla as their envoy to the Government at Washington. They have been 
unable to sell their concession to the United States and obtain transfer 
from the Colombian Government. They wanted to sell the cake and eat it 
but the Colombian Government did not exactly understand this process of 
selling and buying, as they wanted the lion’s part of the cake. 

. The inter parties joined hands and impudently proclaim a republic 
similar to St. Marin and send a ee r in the form of a 
French engineer and contractor to treat with dent Roosevelt. It is a 
repetition of Lebaudy, Emperor of the Sahara, Aurelia, King of Patagonia, 
and other bold buccaneers who fancy that they can stripa count Kae 
~~ or department and proclaim an empire, gdom, or republic. hy 
should not some Morgan or Kruger land in Essex and proclaim a sovere 
state and appeal to Sultan to recognize his areennene republic? 
Colombia going to allow a piece of her territory to be lopped off by a for- 


eigner? Avis aux amateurs! 

Lispow, November 10, 1008, TANKERVILLE CHAMBERLAIN. 
I have a letter in my pocket, written to me by an engineer. a 
very able and splendid gentleman of our own country, when Mr. 
Bunau-Varilla made his first a mee in the United States as 
& stump orator for the Panama Canal. I do not to read 
it to the Senate, but I will furnish it to any Senator on the other 
pe = let him see and understand how true this man writes from 


I do not wish to make impressions or sensations upon the 
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world, but I do wish to save this honorable Senate from the trap 
into which the President has been betrayed; and I have a right 
to do it if I can do it u just grounds and with honest testi- 
mony. In some executive session of the Senate, when everything 
is concealed from the world except what they want to know, I 
will give the letter to the Senate. I can not do it right now. 

Whatever France has done, or will do, in this matter will only 
be to shake off the béte noire of the Panama Canal that has so 
scandalized that Republic. 

As the President of the United States, by a strange fiction of 
alleged international law, had created the Republic of Panama 
in a night, like Jonah’s gourd, and had created its minister pleni- 
potentiary by the breath of his nostrils, France, smiling at the 
witty conceit and its astounding legerdemain, accepted the situ- 
ation and made a treaty with M. Bunau-Varilla, in which she 
stepped in to violate the Monroe doctrine, and the President said, 
** Amen!” 

The treaty with France was that the Republic of Panama should 
recognize and enforce all the rights that the Panama Canal Com- 
pany had derived from Colombia, and should give full protection 
to all the property claimed by that company on the Isthmus, and, 
further, that Panama should confirm the extension of the Wyse 
concession from 1604 to 1910. 

A decree was made accordingly by the junta at Panama, and 
the agreement with France was confirmed. Thereupon France 
subscribed to the sovereignty and independence of Panama, but 
tied a string to it in the Hay-Varilla treaty. 

Eaton and Burnside, who originated and passed through the 
Senate resolutions declaring such actions on the part of France to 
be unfriendly to the United States, slept on, in their forgotten 
graves, and the Senate seems to sleep on this breach of the Mon- 
roe doctrine, while the President and France again softly and 
reverently say, ‘‘Amen!”’ 

I fear that all Spanish America, insulted as they must be by 


| the thought that the Monroe doctrine is now only a convenience 


through which we invade those states while keeping European 
states aloof from the prey, will also join the chorus of ‘‘Amens”’ 
at the removal of that alleged obstacle to their perfect independ- 
ence. 

It was the demand of the New Panama Canal Company that 
brought France into this diplomatic mess and created a state of 
war in Panama, to which we have become a party. 

We guaranteed to maintain the independence of Panama 
against Colombia, and Colombia rightfully considers the breach 
of that guaranty as a casus belli. She also considers our inter- 
ference with armed forces, on the 3d and 4th of November, to 

revent the assertion of her constitutional sovereignty and her 

ws in the Department of Panamaan act of war, and Commander 
Hubbard, commanding the Nashville, at Colon, declared in a dis- 
patch which was read in a Cabinet meeting, that the conduct of 
the Colombian troops at Colon on the 3d and 4th of November 
was war against the United States. 

Both parties to the controversy have acted upon the fact that 
a state of war exists between Colombia and the United States that 
has not yet reached the stage of formal declaration. 

If the President had the power to declare war against Colombia 
his official acts would have made that declaration explicit. It is 
war, but not declared war, that he has waged with Colombia. 

It may all pass away ina commercial deal. That now is the 
means in common use of healing the wounds of nations by dead- 
ening the national pride and all sense of honor among social and 
national leaders. On our part, we are provided with money for 
conducting war,and for purchasing peace when it is cheaper than 
war, and for hypnotizing the public conscience with bargains that 
glitter with national gain. 

The last act of a new deal, in which we are to pay money to 
Colombia, to heal her honor that we have wantonly wounded, 
because she would not sell us canal privileges at Panama, at our 
own price, to gratify the lust for political power, is about to close, 
and Genes may get the promise of a check that will balance our 
account with Colombia. He will go home, if the Colombian peo- 
ple will receive him, with his sword turned into a pruning hook, 
to cultivate a vine that will yield him only dead-sea fruit. 

If it is a fact that he prefers peace, with a bank check, to the 
honor of his country, I only regret that our Government should 
be a party to such a deal and that our people have to foot the 


But this new demand upon the generosity of the President 
creates a new demand upon the Treasury that may shake the 
credit of the nation and develop into panic the conditions that 
have recently lost hundreds of millions in the value of stocks, and 
has been kept in check only by the immense production of our 
agricultural industries. 

I greatly fear that those new demands on the Treasury for funds 
to pacify Colombia will be difficult to meet when we have de- 
pleted our incomes by the sums that this bill is giving to Cuba 








































































80 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


in the reduction in the tariff dues she is to receive under it, 
which, it seems, can not be less than $6,000,000 annually. 

If we had the money to pay our honest debts, bearing interest, 
and for justly liberal current expenses, I would be glad to aid the 
people of Cuba to the extent of their necessities. Yet Ido not see 
that she has any wants that, in comparison with the condition of 
our States, are at all distressing. If any of our States are out of 
debt and have a surplus of several millions in their treasuries I 
— informed of the fact; yet that is the happy condition of 
Cuba, 

It is not our honest debts that are likely to give us trouble, but 
our national sins that are crying out for money to drive bargains 
with corruptionists and stock gamblers. 

When Colombia, in her Congress, rejected the Hay-Herran 
treaty, which some of our statesmen love to denounce asa breach 
of national faith, and the President rebukes with fierce denuncia- 
tion, we were free, under the express provisions of our statutes, 
from the villainy and disgrace of the New Panama Canal Company, 
and an honorable highway was open to the President, which he 
was commanded to pursue, that would have given usacanal route 
through Nicaragua, where peace, honor, and success would have 
been the reward of wise and virtuous course of action. 

As it is, weare called upon again to pay the Panama Canal Com- | 
pany a double price for work that is of no possible value to them 
and is of little value to us. Its property, of whatever kind, is 
only the asset of a bankrupt that belongs to its creditors. We | 
are to pay the bankrupt for it and help it to defraud its creditors | 
or else we must pay them. 

In one article of this treaty there is this peculiar, queer, and 
disgraceful provision: That if anybody has any debts, obligations, 





mortgages, equities, or what not against the Panama Canal Com- 
pany, the old or the new—they do not amount to anything except 
21,000,000 francs—and if there are any such debts in all the world 
this treaty provides that they shall not come against the United | 
oye but shall be presented for redemption to the new Republic | 
of Panama. 

Now, when we made a similar proposition or agreement with 
Colombia there was some little symptom of decency about it. 
But when we take this new bankrupt, yet unchristened, amongst 
the nations of the earth, and tender to mankind who hold these 
agreements, these bonds, the credit of that concern to pay it, what 
dces it mean? What will the world say it means?- A fraudulent 
presentation of an irresponsible person by the United States in 
these articles of treaties I am quoting, that it is responsible and 
pee fraud makes the United States responsible directly for these 

ebts. 

There is not a lawyer in the world who could meet the demand 
if it were the subject of a private lawsuit between individuals. 

There is where we are driving to. There is, it seems, no possi- 
ble recompense or refuge that can be conceived of that Bunau- 
Varilla could demand at the hands of the United States that has 
not been granted in this treaty. It is the most wretched transac- 
tion that ever took place in the name of a civilized country. I 
stand here and denounce it as that, and the American people will 
sustain every word of that denunciation. Their consciences are 
clean and their judgment is free from bias. 

The Hay-Varilla treaty not only does this double iniquity, but 
it asks the Senate to ratify a contemplated purchase from the 
Panama Canal Company, the terms of which, if they are fixed by 
agreement, are withheld from the Senate and from Congress. 

Moreover, the ratification of this ‘‘ contemplated purchase ’’ is 
made by this treaty the condition upon which all our rights under 
the treaty are made to depend. I will read from Article XX in 
proof of what I say: 


ARTICLE XX. 


The Republic of Panama renounces and grants to the United States the 
participation to which it might have been entitled in the future earnings of 
the canal of the concessionary contract with Lucien N. B. Wyse, now owned 
by the Panama Canal Company, and any other rights or claims of a provi- 
sional nature arising under or relating to said concession or arising under 
or relating to the concessions to the Panama Railroad Company or any ex- 
tension or modification thereof; and it likewise renounces, confirms, and 
grants to the United States, now and hereafter, all the rights and property 
reserved in the said concessions which otherwise would belong to the Repub- 
lic of Panama at or before the expiration of the terms of ninety-nine years 
of the concessions granted to or held by the above-mentioned party and 
companies, and all right, title, and interest which it now has or may here- 
after have in and to the lands, canal works, property, and rights held by 
said companies under said concessions or other , and acquired or to be 
acquired by the United States from or through the New Panama Canal Ccm- 
pany, including any property and rights which might or may in the future, 
either by la of time forfeiture or otherwise, revert to the Republic of 
Panama, under any contracts of concession, with said Wyse, the Universal 
Panama Canal Company. the Panama Railroad Company, and the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company. The aforesaid rights and proper shall be. and are 
free and released from any present or reversionary interest in or claims of 
the Republic of Panama, and the title of the United States thereto, upon con- 
summation of the contemplated eo by the United States ws the New 
— Canal Company, shall be absolute so far as concerns the Republic of 

nama, 
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The foliowing terms in that article prove all that I assert as t> 
its meaning: 

The aforesaid rights and properties (of the Panama Canal Company and 
of the Panama Railroad Company) shall be and are free and released from 
any present or reversionary interest in or claims of the Republic of Panama, 
and the title of the United States thereto, upon consummation of the con- 
templated purchase by the United States from the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, shall be absolute so far as concerns the Republic of Panama. 

The Senate of the United States, in the teeth of decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, one of which is the case of 
Reynes v. The United States, 9 Howard, 151, are called upon now 
to ratify that treaty on those terms, and thereby to ratify a 
contemplated purchase the price and terms of which we are not 
informed about. 

All the work done on the canal and all of the lands, machinery, 
and structures thereon or appurtenant thereto, and the railroad, 
with ail its belongings, are included in this Article XX; and the 
title to all of it is made to depend upon the consummation of a 
‘*contemplated purchase’’ by the United States. 

We get nothing under this treaty in that canal zone except an 
empty right to construct the canal. We get no property, or any- 
thing that is appurtenant to the canal or the railroad, until we 
have first made a consummation—the word ‘‘ consummation”? is 
used, which means paid, of the purchase hereafter to be agreed upon 
as contemplated. 

I do not like to indulge myself, when I am in close proximity to 
a column of adjectives and adverbs, with the selection of the 
proper one to characterize a proceeding like that. 

The whole value of the canal and of the railroad is thus left in 
the New Panama Canal Company under this treaty, and its own- 
ership by the United States is made to depend solely upon a “‘ con- 
templated purchase’’ from that company. 

e thus place ourselves completely in the power of that com- 
pany as to these rights, both as to the cost and the terms and con- 
ditions of the contemplated purchase. 

After we have paid Panama $10,000,000 cash, and have agreed 
to pay her a subsidy of $250,000 a year for all future time, for the 
lease of the right of way, beginning seven years after the date of 
the treaty, we do not get an absolute title, even from Panama. 
until we have satisfied the cormorant greed of the New Panama 
Canal Company in this contemplated purchase. And the Senate 
is directed to concur. And the newspapers allege that some Demo- 
crats are pledged to concur, which I hope is a calumny. 

Nothing could haveinduced the Secretary of State to make such 
an indefinite agreement except the necessity of having this treaty 
ratified by the junta at the city of Panama, before Colombia 
could open active war against the Department of Panama and 
possibly run them out of the limits of the Republic. 

He had to provide for ‘‘the contemplated purchase’’ of the 
property from the Panama Canal Company, instead of an actual 

urchase at a given price, to meet this emergency, and Varilla sped 

ike the flying of the weaver's shuttle between New York and 
Washington, lest the commission to negotiate a treaty might cut 
the golden thread of diplomacy before he could tic the knot. 

Articles II and ITI of the treaty cede to us the perfect sovereignty 
over the lands occupied by the railroad and the canal and for 5 
miles on each side of the canal, and in Article I we guarantee 
the sovereignty of the Republic of Panama. 

Why should we, the sovereign owners of this area, be compelled 
thereafter to agree with the New Panama Canal Company for the 
purchase of property claimed by it within that area before our 
title to the land should become absolute? What man of ordinary 
business common sense in this world would put himself to that 
extent in the power of a curporation, it made no difference even 
if it were a decent one? 

The reason is manifest in the situation created by the junta 
that controlled Panama in the agreement they made with France, 
to which this twentieth article binds the United States. It is a 
tripartite agreement, to which the official statement of Delcass6 
shows that France is a party. 

France is placed by the Hay-Varilla treaty in a position where 
she can control our ownership of the canal and railroad, and can 
prevent it under our treaty agreement unless we pay whatever 
sum the New Panama Canal Company chooses to demand of us 
for the property. No Cromwell, either Old Ironsides or The As- 
tute, ever had so golden an opportunity. 

Under the former agreement this property was to cost us $40.- 
000,000. What we will now be required to pay for it is not known, 
but the cost price will certainly be increased. 

The four items, viz, purchasing our peace from Colombia; the 
purchase of the Hay-Varilla treaty from Panama, $10,000,000; the 

urchase of the property from the New Panama Canal Company, 
B45.000,000, and $10,000,000 to be expended in work on the canal, 
will not be less than $65,000.000. Add to that $30,000,000, the 
revenues we donate to Cuba for five years under this bill, and 
these will compel the United States to meet a cash demand on the 
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Treasury of not less than $95,000,000, that will cause our finances 

to gravitate rapidly to the condition of weakness that causes 
nics. 

PiWe would be six or seven years at work on the Nicaragua Canal 

before we will have expended $90,000,000, and all rights and con- 

cessions would be paid for out of this sum. 

If the Government intends to plunge into this reckless expendi- 
ture of money in times like these, there is grave doubt whether 
Congress will give it the maney. 

It is the existence of this doubt and others still greater that 
cheer the transcontinental railroad companies with the belief that 
no isthmian canal will ever be opened by the Government of the 
United States. As no better device than the Hay-Varilla treaty 
could be provided to defeat all effort to get an isthmian canal, I 
take the facts of record, known to all men, and let them pro- 
nounce the inevitable judgment that such a thing is the real pur- 
pose of that treaty. 

The undeniable duty of the President to proceed at once to con- 
struct a canal at Colombia, by the command of the Spooner Act, 
when the Government—not the President—had failed to secure 
the canal rights from the Government of Colombia, he fails and 
refuses to obey. I refer him, respectfully, to the authority of the 
Supreme Court that I have read at my desk this morning and 
which will appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

His dealings were required to be with the Government of Co- 
lombia. He was not authorized to conduct proceedings with the 
aid of the Army and Navy, to capture or seize a canal zone at 
Panama, or to extort it from Colombia by duress, or by the use 
of money, or to purchase it from Panama or from any other 
locum tenens, or junta de jure, or junta de facto ke might find 
in adverse possession to Colombia, or from any republic he 
might create there. None of these or any such enterprises ave 
even hinted at in the Spooner law. Had any such suggestion 
been made in that bill, everybody knows that it could not have 
passed the Senate or the House of Representatives. To pretend 
that the Spooner law contemplated such a purpose, or the move- 
ment that is attempted to be sheltered under it, is so gross an 
absurdity that reason refuses to consider it and indignation 
repels it. 

The Governments the President was aa to treat with 
are named in the Spooner law specifically. He had as much 
right, or a less absurd pretense of right, to interpolate the 
name of the New Panama Canal Company into the Spooner law, 
instead of the Government of Colombia, or the Government of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica, as he had to insert in that act, by way 
of amendment, the Government of the Republic of Panama, that 
then had no existence that was even thought of. 

The Panama Canal Company then owned concessions and a 


railroad that extended across the Isthmus that even Colombia | 


could not lawfully take from its possession. Next to Colombia 
and the Department of Panama, that company had rights that 
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might have been expanded into sovereign rights by some strained | 


construction. 

Why did not the President, while preparing for a coup d’état, 
to enable him to execute his duty under the Spooner law, as he is 
now doing, as he says, create the Republic of the New Panama 
Canal Company and lead it into the family of nations as the latest 
born, uncrowned goddess of liberty? 


prospective, not to be questioned in the ownership of all the valu- 
able concessions and properties of the canal soll railroad in the 
canal zone, until a ‘‘ contemplated purchase’’ of them has been 
made by the United States. That is the only event that would 
prevent their having and enjoying in perpetuity all the rights 
that they gain under the Wyse concession. 
this treaty that we are called upon to consider and ratify, the 
sovereign owners of the railroad and the canal through Panama. 


The New Panama Canal Company is recognized in the Hay- | 


Varilla treaty as the owner, under the protection of France, of 
all these rights and pena. and the United States is to take 
nothing in that cana 


SI 


for his determined refusal to execute an act of Congress approved 
by him because it imposed a plain duty on him that he is unwill- 
ing to perform. That duty stands in the way of his wishes, and 
if a plan is suggested to amend that law so as to remove that ob- 
stacle from his path let it be done openly and let it be fairly dis- 
cussed before the American people. 

Neither Congress nor the American people will consent that the 
President, acting with his bantling Republic of Panama, will be 
permitted to repeal or amend the Spooner law by the ratification 
of the Hay-Varilla treaty. That is an evident purpose of that so- 
called treaty, in which it will fail. 

Cuba has two other treaties pending in the Senate, the ratifica- 
tion of either of which may affect the bill under consideration. 
They have not been made public, and I am not permitted to dis- 
cuss them. 

But it must be the best course to adopt, in our dealing with 
Cuba, to settle the broad general relations of the two Govern- 
ments before proceeding to settle the special relations growing 
out of our respective laws of taxation. 

For these reasons and those I have stated as to the effect of the 
Hay-Varilla treaty on the industries of Cuba I think that the 
Senate should vote the indefinite postponement of this bill. 

Our relations with Cuba are far from being settled or satisfac- 
tory. The Platt amendment, which she carried into her consti- 
tution in changed phraseology, is the real compact between the 
two Republics, and is not repealable except by mutual consent of 
the legislative bodies of both Governments or of the political 
bodies that have powers to annul constitutions. 

When, in accordance with the Platt amendment, this bond of 
union is weakened, so that our relations will depend on the agree- 
ments of a treaty that either party can repeal by an ordinary 
act of legislation, Cuba may find occasion, as she will have the 
power, to clip the thread that binds her to us and float off into 
the realms of unfettered liberty. She may even do the Panama 
act, and find a friend in Germany that will recognize her inde- 
pendence over night and annex her with the rising sun. 

Our doctrine is that the latest treaty repeals all laws and state 
constitutions that it conflicts with, and in the case supposed not 
Germany alone, but the whole world would hold us bound by it. 

If only the bond of a treaty holds the two Governments together, 
Cuba would be at liberty to become independent by simply repeal- 
ing her treaty with us, as we repealed our treaty of alliance with 
France. No doubt there would be fighting in such a case, but 
who has ever been more eager for a fight than William III of 
Germany and our own strenuous President. William sank a war 
ship in Santo Domingo in time of profound peace just to hear the 





| roar of his guns in American waters, and harried the coasts of 


Venezuela, sinking ships and bombarding cities. 
He would be glad to welcome Cuba to full citizenship in the 
family of nations, and with their cooperation he could cover the 


| Gulf of Mexico with his sea power, to the great detriment of our 


trade and commerce. While we are debating this bill our fleets 


| are nosing around in the ports of isthmian America and sending 


out scouts and schoolmasters to find hostile Indians, and if any 
tame ones are found, to civilize them, but, above all, to capture 
any of the people who still recognize the flag of Colombia or any 
Indians or other Colombians who may have resentments or un- 


| friendly designs toward the junta de libertad y Dios y Varilla 
The Hay-Varilla treaty admits her dormant sovereignty as heir | 


They are made by | 


zone thes is worth speaking of until a con- | 


templated purchase of its property and concessions is *‘ consum- | 


mated,”’ 

_ If the President was in search of the real owner of a canal zone 
in Panama to represent the canal route, which he says is ‘‘ the 
essence of the condition,’’ and if Colombia could not convey the 
property, why did he accept a title from a little junta or mob that 
owned nothing in that canal zone, instead of the Panama Canal 
Company that owned everything there? 

The answer is that the canal company and the junta were one, 
and M. Bunau-Varilla was the agent of both, while France and a 
former financier of the American committee, under De Lesseps, 
were the backers of the movement. 

But I will discuss the message of the President on another oc- 


| the highest sources. 


at Panama, who dre masquerading under the name, title, and 
trade-mark of the Republic of Panama. 

The one comfort in this search for new enemies is that it wil] 
give employment for the corps of rear-admirals, retired, whe 
might otherwise get into mischief. 

Such events arouse all Spanish America with fears as to our 
honor. In foreign affairs Cuba will sympathize with them as 
certainly as a wound in the right eye will affect the left eye. 

This is no time for changing relations with Cuba, unless it 
might be to give her the higher liberties and the greater respon- 
sibilities of a State in the Union. 

She should be let alone for the present, for in the light of recent 
events she will deal with us as with a suspected friend. 

Our present attitude is calling for censures and regrets from 
Yesterday I met a great Democrat, who has 
held the highest station, next to the President, in our service and 
has won great renown throughout the world for statesmanship 
and honorable dealings with other powers and for highest mani- 
festations of what we love to speak of as courageous Americanism. 
His venerable head was lowered as he looked upon the ground 
and said, ‘‘ For the first time in my long life I am distressed at 
being compelled to say I am ashamed of the present attitude of 
my country.”’ 

Abroad our Americans of distinction in letters, science, and 
statesmanship, who are there to fill positions that honor our coun- 
try, are most. keenly affected with our present attitude, in which 


casion. What is obvious on first view will be a demonstration on | the Navy and treaty-making power are united in coercing the 
a full analysis that the President has fgiled to invent any excuse | true civil authority of the Government. 
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The union of military power with diplomatic functions is forc- 
ing the civil authority into submission to the will of the Presi- 
dent in setting aside the authority of the laws of Congress. 

I will now read a British opinion as to what we are doing, that 
will at least attract the attention of our financialmen. It is from 
the highest British authority on matters relating to finance. I 
read from the Financial News, of London, November 20, 1903. 


[Financial News, London, November 20, 1903.] 


COURSE OF THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT. 


We hope sincerely that the British Government will not be lured intoa 
premature recognition of the new Republic of Panama. The council of for- 
eign bondholders has adduced one excellent reason for delay, holding that 
the new State must assume a just and reasonable share of the Colombian 
debt ere it can be recognized by Great Britain. The principle that a seced- 
ing territory must assume its share of the obligations attached to the state 
whose sovereignty it disowns is thoroughly established. Bulgaria is charged 
with an annual contribution toward the interest on the Turkish debt, and 
when, in 1832, the original and unwieldy Republic of Colombia was split into 
New Granada, Ecuador, and Venezuela an assignment of the debt into three 
parts followed as a matter of course. — 

The existing Republic of Colombia represents New Granada, and now 
owes £2,700,000 to foreign creditors, mainly British, with £216,000 of arrears 
of interest to July of this year. The payment of $10,000,000 down and of 
$250,000 annually, beginning nine years after the signature, provided for in 
the Hay-Herran treaty, offered some hopes to Colombia's creditors. Now 
the lump sum is to go to Panama, without any reservation in favor of the 
Colombian creditors, who thus see the best asset of the Republic taken right 
away from them in the interests of the United States alone. 

Had not Washington been in such a feverish hurry to fix up the canal deal, 
it would have seen that the rights of the creditors of Colombia, and of Co- 
lombia herself, were reasonably safeguarded. But the new Republic had 
to be invented, a and negotiated in such haste that every consid- 
eration which usually weighs with a civilized government in dealing with 
new States of dubious origin and stability had to be ignored and set aside. 

There is no need for such hurry on our part, and it devolveson the British 
Government to bring to the notice of the “protector” of Panama—the erst- 
while “protector” of despoiled Colombia—the many little irregularities and 
omissions that have to be rectified and made good ere Great Britain can take 
official cognizance of the — Republic. 

France has recognized the new State em! the same reasons which 
should prevent us from doing likewise. French interests are concentrated 
in the purchase of the New Panama Canal Company, and the French Govern- 
ment must, and does, look after the interests of its citizens. There is little 
altruism in international dealings, and we can not blame the French for en- 
deavoring to profit by the land-grabbing propensities of the United States. 

Great Britain would certainly not court a serious complication with the 
United States by popwees against the gross iniquity and irregularity of the 
proceedings which have eventuated in the manufacture of a new republic 
which signs away territory before thereis a duly elected government to rep- 
resent it. The existence of the Colombian debt enables us to make a strong 
and effective protest, which can hardly be ignored. Panama must accept her 
proportion of the Colombian debt, and the United States should also accept 
the proportion attaching to the strip of territory over which she obtains ab- 
solute sovereignty. 


Ten miles of it that is worth all the balance of the department 
or territory of Panama. An awful debt threatens us. 
The United States has followed “the good old rule, the simple plan, that 


he should take who has the power;” but there are consequences which follow | 
uence is | 


such unblushing annexations. The first and most obvious con 
acknowledgment of the burdens and obligations attached to the territory 
that has been seized. For, despite the ostentatious formality of a treaty, 
there is no Gongs that the —— territory has been annexed in virtue of 
ee Srepenee of the United States ships of war on both coasts of the new 
epublic. 

he $10,000,000 gives the deal the appearance of purchase and sale, but the 
sale has been e under duress. It will hold good none the less, the United 
Shakes being powerfulenough to maintain the bargain against any probable 
interference. 

It is for our Government to insist that a trifling degree of regularity 
should be introduced ere we recognize the transaction and the party of the 
second part created ad hoc. When Panama formally and solemnly accepts 
her share of the Colombian debt it may be time enough for British recogni- 
tion. Possibly the excuse may be offered that there is yet no popularly 
elected government to undertake such obligations; but if Panama can sell her 
birthright and surrender her hical advantages to the United States 
she can with equal validity acknow e the burdens attaching to the soil. 
Panama can not have the power to 
power to accept her debts. 


only assetof value. Perhaps Washington will beequally dili 
attention tothe debt. Washington can do as it pleases with —endow 
her with a revolution and deprive her of her Se. Therefore it 
is to Washington that representations ling the debt can most suitably 
be made. If thereisag of honest intention in regard to the whole busi- 
ness, the United States can not refuse to enforce and secure the interests in 
Panama of the Colombian bondholders. Colombia has been p because 
she had no power and no friends; but it does not follow that Great Britain 
should allow her citizens’ interests to be sacrificed because the United States 


is in a hurry to build a “neutral” canal. 
Mr. President, if the remarks of that great, controlling finan- 
—— with a cool, impartial eye 
t 








cial journal that looks at all 
shall go into the record and 
the truth or as a presentation in advance of consequences that 
are to follow, we have got to fight Great Britain on account of 
this treaty or else we have got to be disgraced, unless we guar- 
antee to the creditors of Colombia that Panama shall set apart a 
just proportion of the $10,000,000 we are to pay her for the debts 
that Colombia owes to her European bondholders, rather than 
repudiate that debt it is better that we should not assume it. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. CULLOM. If there is no other Senator desiring to go on 


to-night, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 
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enate her assets unless she has the | 


The United States has seen to it that Panama should hurriedly sell her | 
nt in enforcing 


e history of the United States as | 


| of Butler and State of Iowa, in place of Edward Madigan. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs- 
day, December 10, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 9, 1903. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Ira A. Hatch, of South Dakota, whose term will expire Decem- 
ber 19, 1903, to be agent for the Indians of the Cheyenne River 
Agency in South Dakota. (Reappointment. ) 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
Lee Stover, of South Dakota, whose term will expire December 
20, 1908, to be register of the land office at Watertown, 8. Dak. 


(Reappointment. ) 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Albert B. Willits to be a commander in the 


Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Commander James 


M. Helm, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) David F. Boyd to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the lith day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. Harry G. 
Leopold, promoted. 

Midshipman Luke E. Wright, jr., to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 15th day of April, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade on that date. 

POSTMASTERS. 


ARKANSAS. 


Joel M. McClintock to be postmaster at Devall Bluff, in the 
county of Prairie and State of Arkansas. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1903. : 

Owen J. Owen, jr., to be postmaster at Conway, in the county 
of Faulkner and State of Arkansas, in place of Joseph P. Balmat. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 14, 1903. 

Edward 8. Parnell to be postmaster at Junction, in the county 
of Union and State of Arkansas, in place of Edward 8. Parnell. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 14, 1903. 

Nannie H. Savage tobe postmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Drew and State of Arkansas, in place of Nannie H. Savage. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 14, 1903. 

Fidelles B. Schooley to be postmaster at England, in the county 
of Lonoke and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Harry E. Meyers to be postmaster at Yuba City, in the county 
of Sutter and State of California, in place of Harry E. Meyers. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

COLORADO. 

Charles T. Wade to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in the county 
of Chaffee and State of Colorado, in place of Charles T. Wade. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

GEORGIA. 

Richard W. Tindall to be postmaster at Jesup, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential April 

1903. 

1, ws ILLINOIS, 

Putnam Beckwith to be ee at Wenona, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Illinois, in place of Putnam Beckwith. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

David F. Wilcox to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county of 
Adams and State of Illinois, in place of David F, Wilcox. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

INDIANA, 

Floyd E. Farley to be postmaster at Crown Point, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana, in place of Floyd E. Farley. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Frederick W. Galer to be postmaster at Nowata, in the Chero- 
kee Nation, Indian Territory. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1903. 

IOWA. 

Simon D. Breuning to be postmaster at Ackley, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Iowa, in place of Simon D. Breuning. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

Charles F. Le Compte to be postmaster at Corydon, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Iowa, in place of Charles F. Le 
Compte. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

Edward Madigan to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county 
In- 


| cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 


Edward A. Snyder to be postmaster at Cedar Falls, in the 
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WASHINGTON. 

Harry C. Bilger to be postmaster at Clealum, in the county of 
Kittitas and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

William P. Ward to be postmaster at Rosalia, in the county of 
Whitman and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 


county of Black Hawk and State of Iowa, in place of Edward A. 
Snyder. Incumbent’s commission e December 13, 1903. 
Benjamin C. Wise to be postmaster at Cascade, in the county 
of Dubuque and State of Iowa, in place of Benjamin C. Wise. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 
KANSAS. 


arry C. Achenbach to be postmaster at Clay Center, in the 
comma Clay and State of Kansas, in place of Harry C. Achen- 
bach. Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 
Henry W. Conrad to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kansas, in place of Edwin 
Foster, resigned. 









WEST VIRGINIA. 

Robert S. Lovelace to be postmaster at Ronceverte, in the 
county of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia, in place of 
— S. Lovelace. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 







WISCONSIN. 

George W. Burchard to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in place of George W. 
Burchard. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1902. 

August J. Seeman to be postmaster at Boscobel, in the county 
| of Grant and State of Wisconsin, in place of Frederic A. Meyer. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 14, 1903, 





KENTUCKY. 

Sherod Stanfill to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the county 
of Whitley and State of Kentucky, in place of Sherod Stanfill. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 16, 1902. 

MARYLAND, 

M. W. Thomas to be postmaster at Chestertown, in the county 
of Kent and State of Maryland, in place of Marcelene Lucas. In- | 
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903, 

MICHIGAN. 







x 7 Thoa 

Burton F. Browne to be postmaster at Harbor Beach, in the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
county of Huron and State of Michigan, in place of Burton F. WEDNESDAY, December 9, 1903. 
Browne. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

MISSOURI. The House met at 12 o’clock noon. ae 

Charles Casper to be postmaster at Belton, in the county of Cass | Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 
and State of Missouri, in place of Abraham M. Johnson. Incum- The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and 
‘anita th faai i ary ¢ . approved. 
bent’s commission expired ee . 14, 1903. | iain ik tieid sinha 


J. E. Sheri to be postmaster at Bigtimber, in the county Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
ou ( Hey State re Montana, in aa of Leon C. gouues of | for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
a iets oat coal vires January 8, 1904, Clerk’s desk. 
Incumbent’s commission ee P 7 ary 8, le 


: esolved,That the Committee on the Census be authorized to have printe: 
James McNally to be postmaster at Edgar, in the county of | 4 (20s That the Committee on the Census be authorized to have printed 


. and bound such papersand documents for the use of said committee as it may 

Clay and State of Nebraska, in place of James McNally. Incum- | deem necessary in connection with subjects considered or to be considered 
bent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. by said committee during the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

NEW. JERSEY. | Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is neces- 


Jeorge W.C . ster at Somerville. i , | sary for,this committee to have this at this time? I had supposed 
oS pee ep i in ae | that the Committee on the Census would have no large amount of 
‘ooper. ‘s commission expires December 12, 1903. _ | business. - ; 
aes to ces oe to pecans of Woeteaie tn tie ae of |, Mr. CRUMPACKER.: If the Committee on the Census has no 
enue ana State of New Jersey, in place of James L. Hays. business it will have no printing to do. It will probably have 


Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. some, perhaps not a great amount. It may be in the judgment 
omit ‘isis of the committee that some of the statements before the commit- 


: , inted. If , they wi ot be printed « ) 

George B. Harmon to be postmaster at Brockport, in the county cob oe cat capi ‘ansaane whe it - > hance mmiaam 

= — ciieidi leeesttediemenntons eeeenhenr ta OOK Har- | “Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the commit- 
on. , v, . i i zency arises. vant to say thi 

Warven HUMEaEEE bo te pestmenster ob Port Cbéster, tn the | tee ought to wait until the emergency arises. I want to say that 


: : I think this whole thing ought to be settled by a rule. Some 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of James | committees are entitled to have printing done as a matter of 
8. Merritt, resigned. 


course, but if seems to me that whenever a resolution comes in 
tinea : for additional printing it ought to go to some committee, say the 
J. L. Killion to be postmaster at Towner,in the county of Mc- . F 5 S S al 


‘ 7 Committee on Rules, or some other important committee of th 
Henry and State of North Dakota, in place of Gilbert Helgeland, | House. = : — po _— . 
resigned, 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


| As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there ought to 

OHIO. be some general rule on this subject allowing such committees as 
Charles C. Dewstoe to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county | will undoubtedly have necessity for printing and binding to have 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in place of Charles C. Dewstoe. | printing and binding done without an express order of the House; 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. ‘ but if any additional committees desire such privilege, resolu- 
OKLAHOMA. | tions for that purpose should go to some appropriate committee, 

W.T. Judkins to be postmaster at Mountain Park. inthe county | the Committee on Rules or some other comumnittee, to be examint “d 
of Kiowaand Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential | 8% reported upon to the House. Now, here is a resolution pro- 
April 1, 1908. viding for printing, which the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Crum- 
PENNSYLVANIA. PACKER], who introduces it, says that the committee does not 

William F. Heidenreich to be postmaster at Sheridanville, in | need just now, has no pressing present necessity for, but may 
the county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. Office be- | Want at some time in the future. I suggest to him that at some 
came Presidential October 1, 1903. | future time, when the necessity may exist, he can bring in his 
TENNESSEE. resolution, and personally I shall have no objection to it if he 


R. C. Couch to be postmaster at Bellbuckle, in the county of | should then state that the work is necessary to be done for the 


: committee. But it seems to me that now I shall have to object 
cane and State of Tennessee, in place of John B. Stong, re- under the statement made by the gentleman. 


VERMONT. | Mr. CRUMPACKER. Allow me to make a statement before 


Harlow C. Ayer to be postmaster at Richford, in the county of sg es an objection. 
Franklin and State of Vermont, in place of Harlow C. Ayer. In- The SPEAKER 7 Cintecticn ie made 
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. . J a 





Henry J. Fisher to be postmaster at Morrisville, in the county | DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
of Lamoille and State of Vermont, in place of Henry J. Fisher.| Mr. PAYNE. Iam directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1908. | Means to report back with an amendment House resolution 71, 


Charles E. Hall to be postmaster at Swanton, in the county of | for the distribution of the President’s message. 
Franklin and State of Vermont, in place of Charles E. Hall. In-| The Clerk was proceeding to read the resolution, when 
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. Mr. PAYNE said: Ido not desire to have the resolution read 
Edward J. Tyler to be postmaster at Enosburg Falls, in the | now, but simply the subject announced. 
county of Franklin and State of Vermont, in place of Edward J. The SPEAKER. Perhaps the resolution had better be reported. 
Tyler. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. Mr.PAYNE. My idea, Mr. Speaker, was that the House should 
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go into Committee of the Whole at once and the resolution should 
be read in full there. 

The SPEAKER. Very well. The resolution, with the amend- 
ment, is referred under the rules to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- | 


sideration of House resolution 71. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | 


Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. BurRKETT in the 
chair) and proceeded to the consideration of House resolution 71. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of the United 
States to the two Houses of Congress at the present session as relates to the 


revenue, the bonded debt of the United States, and the treaties affecting the | 


revenue be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


That so much as relates to the foreign affairs, the consular and diplomatic | 
service, including appropriations therefor, be referred to the Committec on | 


Foreign Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the appropriations of the public revenue for 
support of the Government as herein provided, namely, for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil expenses; for fortifica- 
tions and coast defenses; for pensions; for the District of Columbia, and for 
all deficiencies, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

That so much as relates to the judiciary of the United States, to the ad- 
ministration of justice, to the punishment and prevention of crime, and the 
organization of courts be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

hat so muchas relates to banks and banking and the currency be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

That so much as relates to the mints of the United States and to the coin- 
age of gold and silver bullion be referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weizhts, and Measures. : 





That so much as relates to the commerce of the United States, domestic | 


and foreign, except so far as it affects the revenue, to intercolonial railways 
and cables, and the Isthmian Canal be referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


That so much as relates to agriculture and appropriations therefor and to | 


forestry be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to the merchant marine and fisheries be referred 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

That so much as relates to the military establishment and appropriations 
therefor be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the naval establishment and to the construc- 
tion of additional vessels for the Navy, and appropriations therefor, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


That so much asrelates to the post-office and post-roads and to the carrying | 
of the foreign mails, and appropriations therefor, be referred toethe Com- | 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

That so much as relatcs to the public domain be referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

That co much as relates to the relations of the United States to the Indian 
ro and appropriations therefor be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


Thatso much asrelates tothe Territories, Alaska, and the Hawaiian Islands 


be referred to the Committee on the Territories. ; 
That so much as relates to the islands which came to the United States 


through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba (except so much as relates 


to the 1evenue and the appropriations), be referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 


That so much as relates to the irrigation of arid lands be referred to the 


Committee on the Irrigation of Arid Lands. . 
That so much as relates to labor be referred to the Committee on Labor. 


That so much as relates to the civil service be referred to the Committee 


on Reform in the Civil Service. 


That so much as relates to foreign immigration and naturalization be re- 


ferred to tz2e Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


That so muchas relates to the affairs of the District of Columbia (excepting 


appropriations) be re‘erred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


hat so much as relates to the industrial arts and expositions be referred 


to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 


That so much as relates to patents bereferred to the Committee on Pat- 


ents. 


That so much as relates to the pensions of the civil war be referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


That so much as relates to the pensions of all the wars of the United 


States, other than the civil war, be referred to the Committee on Pensions 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this is the usual resolution for 
the distribution of the President’s message, distributing the dif- 
ferent topics treated in the message to the various committees of 
the House where they would go under the rules. The original 
resolution follows, on page 3, in lines 15 to19, the language of the 


rule on this subject, and reads thus: 


That so much as relates to the islands which came to the United States 
through the treaty of 1899 with Spain and to Cuba (except so much as re- 
lates to the revenue and the appropriations) be referred to the Committee | 


on Insular Affairs. 


The committee thought best to recommend in that clause an 
amendment striking out the words ‘‘and to Cuba.’’ When the 
Committee on Insular Affairs was originally organized by the 
House, Cuba of course was under the military authority of the 
United States and was governed by a military governor appointed 
by the President, and so it was that affairs relating to Cuba were 
then within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
But Cuba having now become an independent nation, and the 
United States having relinquished all government over the island— 


| 

| balance of my time. Perhaps the gentleman from Mississippi 
| [Mr. WILLIAMS] wishes to say something. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
| that I have anything to say on this occasion. As just stated by 
| the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], this is the resolu- 
tion usually submitted at the beginning of every Congress, dis- 
posing of the matters contained in the President’s message. Of 
course there is no sort of objection to it on this side and no occa- 
sion for any discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAYNE. If no further debate is desired, I move that the 
committee rise and report favorably the resolution with the 
amendment of the committee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
| sumed the chair, Mr. Burkett reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration House resolution 71, had directed him to report the same 
back with an amendment and with the recommendation that as 
amended the resolution be adopted. 

The question being taken, the amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParRKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed Senate bill and res- 
| olutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

Senate bill (S. 2121) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act providing 
for public printing and binding and the distribution of public 
documents.”’ 

Senate joint resolution (S. R. 17) to provide for the printing of 
8.000 copies of the Consolidated Reports of the Gettysburg Na- 
tional Park Commission, 1898 to 1904, inclusive. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 22. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of Youngs Bay and of that portion of the Columbia River 
| between Tongue Point and Fort Stevens, Oreg., commonly known and desig- 
| nated as the Astoria Harbor, with a view to widening and deepening the 

channels and permanently imprvving said harbor, and to submit a plan and 
estimate for such improvement. 


Also— 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. HENRY Burk, late a Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Presid- 
ing Officer to join a committee «ppointed on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to take order for superint2uding the funeral of the deceased 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


And that in compliance with the foregoing the Presiding Officer 
had appointed as said committee Mr. PENROSE, Mr. Quay, Mr. 
Batu, Mr. Hopkins, Mr. LATIMER, Mr. NEWLANDS, and Mr. Car- 
MACK. 


ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the leader of 
the minority. the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILL1aMs], 
through a mistake of his secretary. omitted to suggest the name 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. KLInr]| as a member 
of the Committee on Manufactures. The committee was other- 
wise filled. The Chair asks unanimous consent to appoint the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania upon that committee as an ad- 

| ditional member. Is there objeciion? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Chair also desires to state that in appointing Delegates as 
members of the Committee on Territories. under the Rule II 
Delegates were entitled to appointment. The gentleman from 
New Mexico [Mr. Ropry] formerly had service upon that com- 
mittee, but the Chair, in making the appointment, thought that 
the gentleman from Oklahoma | Mr. McGuire] should be upon 
that committee on the majority side. and also. following the cus- 
tom, appointed the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. WILson] upon 
the minority. The Chair now asks unanimousconsent to appoint 
as an additional Delegate upon that committee the gent’eman from 
New Mexico |Mr. Ropry]. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker 
| TheSPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 





it being now a Republic and a foreign nation—it was thought that | Mr.DE ARMOND. Tomakea parliamentary inquiry. Would 
the jurisdiction of matters relating to Cuba as embraced in the | it be in order for the Speaker to ask unanimous consent to placo 


President’s message should go to the Committee on Foreign Af- | 


fairs, as that subject will go under this resolution. 


| one additional Member upon the minority sidewpon each of the 
| great committees having seventeen members? [Applause and 


Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further to say, and reserve the | laughter on the Democratic side. ] 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer that question by stat- 
ing that we will cross that bridge when we get to it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Then, Mr. Speaker, to relieve the Chair 
of all embarrassment, I ask unanimous consent that the Speaker 
be authorized to place upon each of those great committees an 
additional Member upon the minority side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


mous consent that the Chair be authorized to appoint an addi- | 


tional Member upon each of the committees having seventeen 
Members. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker,I object. [Applause and laughter. ] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
REEDER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 

Then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 12 o’clock and 27 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Director of the Geological Survey covering -the sec- 


ond annual report of the reclamation service—to the Committee | 


on Irrigation of Arid Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a statement of judgments rendered for the year ended De- 
cember 5, 19083—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was | 


discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 938) to in- 
demnify the city of New York for expenses incurred by said city 
in defense of the United States, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 


cae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 6463) providing for the distribu- 
tion of Government publications to colleges—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6464) to give jurisdiction to try and dispose 
of all cases punishable by fine and imprisonment for less than one 
year—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6465) to amend section 3331 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judicary. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 6466) to extend the 
limit of cost of the post-office and custom-house building in the 
city of Bangor, Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 6467) for the erection and 
construction of a public building in the city of Brainerd for the 
accommodation of the United States post-office and other Govern- 
ment offices—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 6468) to commemorate the 
heroism and sacrifice of the officers and men of the United States 


monitor Tecumseh, lost leading the advance at the battle of Mobile | 


Bay, August 5, 1864—to the Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 6469) authorizing a survey of 


the Obion River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on | 


Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6470) authorizing survey of Forked Deer | 


River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6471) authorizing survey of Hatchie River, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6472) to provide for improvement of the 
Forked Deer River by the constructing of a levee on south bank 
thereof, between the mouth of said river and high land, in Lauder- 
dale County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6478) authorizing survey of South Fork of 
Forked Deer River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6474) to provide for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River by the construction of a levee on the east benk 
thereof, between Hickman, in the State of Kentucky, and Slough 
Landing, in the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 6475) to regulate and increase 


| 
the pay of mail carriers on rural free-delivery routes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 6476) to constitute Topeka, in 
| the State of Kansas, a port of delivery, and for other purposes— 
| to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6477) granting aservice pension to all offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the United States Army and Navy and 
Marine Corps, both Regular and Volunteer, who have been 
awarded medals cf honor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 6478) to provide for the con- 
| struction of a light-house tender for construction and repair sery- 
ice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 6479) to provide for a public 
building in the city of Marietta, Ga.—to the Committee on Pub- 
' lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6480) to control grazing in for- 
est reserves—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 6481) for the erection of a 
post-office building at Lincoln, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 6482) to amend section 6, act 
of March 38, 1883, in regard to outdoor relief by Soldiers’ Home— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 6483) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to have erected at Hohenwald, Tenn., a monument 
in honor of Meriwether Lewis—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 6484) to provide for the pur- 
| chase of land for a military post at or near Columbus, Ohio—to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6485) to improve road from An- 
| derson Railway station to Prison Park, and so forth—to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 6486) to authorize the es- 
tablishment of a fish-cultural and biological station on the Gulf of 
Mexico within the limits of the State of Florida—tv the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 6487) toamend chapter 4952 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 6488) amending the act of 
| Congress approved: January 26, 1897, for the benefit of telegraph 
operators who served during the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6489) to abolish the destinction between of- 

fered and unoffered lands in certain cases—to the Committee on 
| the Public Lands. 
By Mr. WILEY of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 6490) 
| authorizing the construction of such additional vessels as may 
| be necessary to create a Navy adequate for the purposes of the 
| United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6491) 
creating a commission to consider and recommend legislation for 
the development of the American merchant marine, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6492) for the relief of cer- 
tain volunteer soldiers of the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H.R. 6493) to ratify and 
confirm act No. 47 of the legislative assembly of the Territory of 
Arizona—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No. 73 of the 
legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona—to the Commit- 
| tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6495) to provide for the purchase 
| of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Ames, 
in the State of Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6496) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Bedford, Ind.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 6497) for the suppression 
and punishment of bribery and official corruption in the Terri- 
tories of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 6498) to authorize Washing- 
ton and Westmoreland counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to 

construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongehaila River, 
in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill(H.R. 6499) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a light-house and buoy tender for the inspector of the sixth 
light-house district—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 59) 
for the erection of 2 monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde 
Dix—to the Committee on the Library. 





| 
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By Mr. CURTIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 60) authorizing | By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6524) for the relief of John 

the construction of a macadam military road from the north | D. Clarkson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

entrance of the grounds of the Western Branch of the National Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) for the relief of John F. M. Todd—to 

Military Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to a point on | the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Second street, in the city of Leavenworth, Kans.—to the Commit- By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6526) granting an in- 

tee on Military Affairs. crease of pension to Charles Stuart—to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. HEMENWAY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) pro- | Pensions. 

viding for a survey of the Ohio River from the mouth of the Big Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) granting an increase of pension to 

Miami to the mouth of the Ohio—tothe Committee on Riversand | George W. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Harbors. By Mr. CLARKE: A bill (H. R. 6528) granting an increase of 
By Mr. WANGER: A resolution (H. Res. 76) authorizing the | pension to Samuel Hughlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department to re- | sions. . 


quest the Postmaster-General to send to the committee all papers By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6529) granting 
connected with the recent investigation of his Department the | an increase of pension to Gibson Helms—to the Committee on In- 
publication of which is consistent with the welfare of the public | valid Pensions. 
service—-to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Also, a bill (H. R. 6530) granting an increase of pension to 
Department. Thomas Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BISHOP: A resolution (H. Res. 77) authorizing the Also, a bill (H. R. 6531) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
chairman of the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics to ap- | tin Hope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
point a clerk to said committee—to the Committee on Accounts. Also, a bill (H. R. 6532) granting an increase of pension to John 
By Mr. ACHESON: A resolution (H. Res. 78) authorizing the | C. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
appointment of Thomas H. McKee as a special employee of the Also, a bill (H. R. 6533) granting an increase of pension to 
House—to the Committee on Accounts. Joseph R. Boger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. VREELAND: Aresolution (H. Res. 79) authorizing the Also, a bill (H. R. 6534) granting an increase of pension to 
Clerk of the House to appoint an additional clerk ascalendar and | Isaac Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








docket clerk—to the Committee on Accounts. Also, a bill (H. R. 6535) granting an increase of pension to 
Bazel Lemley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. Also, a bill (H. R. 6536) granting an increase of pension to 


: . Isaiah L. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | Also, a bill (H. R. 6537) granting an increase of pension to 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | Benjamin F. Hawthorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
follows: 4 : ’ Also, a bill (H. R. 6538) to correct the military record of Fran- 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 6500) granting an increase | cis Wilhelm, of Dunbar, Fayette County, Pa.—to the Committee 
of pension to Joseph Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | on Military Affairs. 
sions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6539) to correct the military record of Allen 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6501) granting a | Hyatt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
pension to Isaiah Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Also, a bill (H. R. 6540) to correct the military record of Daniel 
sions. : ; $ Rizer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6502) granting a pension to| By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 6541) granting an honorable 
Onslow N. McIntire—to the Committee on Pensions. discharge to John W. Tiffany—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 6503) granting a pension to | Affairs. 

Amanda M. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6542) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 6504) granting an increase of | Sanford Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


pension to Maria Dyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6543) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6505) granting an increase of pension to Reed | Robert Liggatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

F. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; Also, a bill (H. R. 6544) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6506) granting an increase of pension to Ed- | William H. Houghtlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ward M. Rhoades—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6545) granting an increase of pension to 


By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 6507) to increase the | Major G. Ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
nsion of James J. Champlin—to the Committee on Invalid Also, a bill (H. R. 6546) granting an increase of pension to 





ensions. Jacob Maear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6508) granting an increase of pension to Eu- By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 6547) granting a pension to 
gene Leahy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. John Holzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6509) to remove the charge of desertion By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 6548) granting a pension to 
against Michael Hurley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Emily C. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 6510) granting an increase of Also, a bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to Ellen H. Sharp— 

pension to Sarah E. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | to the Committee on Pensions. 

sions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6550) granting a pension to John W. Brown— 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6511) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Lydia R. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6551) granting a pension to William Winkle- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6512) granting an increase of pension to Julia | man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 6552) for the relief of Nellie H. Davis—to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6513) granting an increase of pension to Kate | the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
E. Buckham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also,a bill (H. R. 6558) for the relief of William F. Denmuer— 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6514) granting an increase of pension to to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Elizabeth Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6554) for the relief of Charles Holborn, and 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6515) granting an increase of pension to Re- | for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ° 
becca H. Stratton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 6555) for the relief of Eli F. Bouton—to the 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6516) granting an increase of pension to E. N. | Committee on War Claims. 
Melton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6556) for the relief of H. J. Tisdale—to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6517) granting an increase of pension to | Committee on Military Affairs. 





J. Rock Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6557) for the relief of Philip Brady—to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6518) granting an increase of pension to | Committee on War Claims. 
James M. Eaman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6558) granting an increase of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6519) granting an increase of pension to pension to R. H. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Walker Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6559) for relief of William H. Denniston, late 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6520) granting an increase of pension to T. A. | lieutenant Seventieth New York Volunteers—to the Committee 


Willson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6521) granting an increase of pension tol. W. By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H.R. 6560) for the relief of Henry 
Penny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Snider, of Moundsville, W.Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6522) granting an increase of pension to R. By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 6561) granting a pension to 
Ella Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Harriet L. Park—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6523) refer- Also, a bill (H. R. 6562) granting an increase of pension to 
ring the claim of William H. Diamond, of Chester, Pa., for dam- | Frances Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ages for personal injuries sustained, to the Court of Claims—to| By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 6563) grantingan increase of 
the Committee on Claims. pension to John Barriger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6564) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid 

nsions. 
wo a bill (H. R. 6565) granting a pension to Adelaide B. 
Hawes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6566) for the relief of Nelson Root—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 6567) granting an honorable 
discharge to Frank Paul--to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6568) for the relief of William Barker—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6569) for the relief of William E,. Cammin— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6570) granting an honorable discharge to 
George H. Randall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6571) granting a pension to William J. Tan- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6572) granting a pension to Eliza Hendrick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6573) granting an increase of pension to 
George Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) granting a pension to Emma M. Deal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6575) granting an increase of pension to 
William Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6576) granting a pension to Hannah Wald- 
ron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Horace J. Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6578) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Leland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.6579) granting a pension to George W. 
Speer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6580) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6581) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. G. Wolke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
Haller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6583) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Andrus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6584) granting an increase of pension to Mor- 
ris B. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H.R. 6585) granting a pension to George W.Graves— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6586) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McQuillen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6587) granting a pension to Martha F. Turner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6588) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6589) granting a pension to Jacob Mock—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr.FULLER: A bill (H. R.6590) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Harriet L. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6591) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Champion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6592) granting a pension to Sarah C. Wilson— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6593) granting a pension to Jef- 
ferson White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 6594) granting a pension to 
Granville C. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6595) granting a pension to Capt. John H. | 


McBrayer—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6596) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jesse Woods-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6597) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- 

S Church South, at Harrodsburg, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Var Claims. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 6598) for the relief of 
John H. May, George W. Peacock, Samuel Lang, and James K. 
Hines—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 6599) for the relief of Benja- 
min Burrows—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 6600) granting a pension to 


James R. Keary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6601) granting an increase of pension to 


John Newsome—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6602) granting an increase of pension to 


B. F. Hackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6603) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 


seph M. Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 6604) to authorize the 
detail of George F. Ormsby in the interest of commerce—to the 


Comuhittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6605) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6606) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert D. Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6607) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’ 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 6608) granting an increase 
of pension to Sanford P. Stitzel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6609) granting an increase of pension to 
Alsey E. Potts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6610) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Hendrickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill: (H. R. 6611) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6612) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis G. Overstreet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6613) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Swain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6614) granting an increase of pension to Mil- 
ton Kinder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6615) granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6616) granting an increase of pension to Jef- 
ferson Foncannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6617) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Kuhns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6618) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Coffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6619) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin R. Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6620) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis H. Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6621) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of Edward Shopstall—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6623) for the relief of Marshall P. Wolfe—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 6624) for the relief of Yan 
Phou Lee, a Chinese resident of the State of Delaware—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6625) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Isaac Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6626) granting an increase of pension to 
John 8. G. Sperry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 6827) granting an increase of 
pension to Philo J. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6628) granting an increase of pension to 
I. B. Wambaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 6629) granting a pension to 
George Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 6630) authorizing the appointinent of Eugene 
D. Dimmick, colonel, United States Army, retired, as brigadier- 
general—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6631) for the relief of Lucinda 
E. Howard, of Pike County, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6632) for the relief of Wilburne R. Lee, of 
Logan County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6633) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Tritt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 6634) providing for the pay- 
ment of certain money out of town-lot sales to Jacob Crew—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6635) to correct the military record of Henry 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6636) for the relief of Christopher M. Ladd— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6637) granting a pension to Thomas Cory— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6638) granting a pension to John P. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6639) granting a pension to Albert Eggles- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6640) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Courtney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6641) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas §S. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6642) granting an increase of peusion to 
Jacob Amberg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6643) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon Slusher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6644) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos W. Polley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6645) granting an 











increase of pension to Simon W. Wilson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6646) granting an increase of pension to | 
Lewis White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6647) granting an increase of pension to | 
Thomas Headley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6648) granting an increase of pension to Her- 
man Buckthal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6649) granting an increase of pension to 
Sampson Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6650) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
B. Helm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6651) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6652) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawyer Suggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6653) granting an increase of pension to | 
Josiah Standley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6654) granting an increase of pension to | 
Charles R. Van Trees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6655) granting an increase of pension to | 
James A. Bruner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6656) granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
ton P. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6657) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. Alex- | 
ander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6658) granting a pension to George W. Mc- 
Bride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6659) granting a pension to Francis A. Eller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 6660) granting a pension to Peter Ballenger— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6661) granting a pension to William F. Bun- | 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6662) granting a pension to William Bowen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6663) granting a pension to Mahala Alexan- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6664) granting a pension to William F. | 
Browning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6665) granting a pension to Cornelius Mead- 
ows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6666) for the relief of Willis Benefield—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6667) for the relief of William J. Alexan- 
der—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6668) to correct the military record of Ed- | 
ward Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6669) to correct the military record of Isaac 
N. Collins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 6670) granting an increase of | 
pension to Alice M. Stafford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By. Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 6671) granting an increase | 
of pension to Guier Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6672) granting an increase of pension to | 
John R. Hutchison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensioz s. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6673) granting a pension to Vinton Myrick— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 6674) for the relief of John 
Conner, sr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6675) for the relief of Mary N. Westmore- | 
land—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6676) for the relief of J. M. Hines—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6677) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Brooks, deceased—io the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6678) for the relief of the estate of William | 
G. Harwood, deceased, late of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the 
Commttiee on War Claims. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6679) for relief of Jesse L. Brandt, of Gibson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6680) for the relief of J. M. Hines, Gibson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6681) for the relief of J. M. Sanders, of 
Gibson County. Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6682) for the relief of Joseph B. Somerville— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6683) for the relief of Elam Cooper, of 
Lauderdale County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6684) for tne relief of Humbolt Female Col- 
lege—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6685) for the relief of John E. Lewis, of 
Crockett County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6686) for the relief of William B. Booker, 
of Haywood County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6687) for the relief of William B. Booker— 


| to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 6688) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George C. Tracy—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6689) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6690) granting an increase of pension to 
Leander Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6691) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Jewett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6692) granting an increase of pension to 
Melcolm Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6693) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Lancill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6694) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
win Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6695) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophronia Q. Head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6696) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6697) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther F. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 6698) granting a pension to Mary 
Louise Adler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6699) granting a pension to Oscar W. Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6700) granting an increase of 
pension to Abram B. Stoner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6701) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Reeds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6702) granting an increase of pension to James 


| Slater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6703) granting an increase of pension to Levi 


| Remick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill-(H. R. 6704) granting an increase of pension to Jas- 
per N. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
win A. Foreman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6706) granting an increase of pension to 
James Bliss—to the-Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 6707) for the relief of the 


| heirs of George L. Davis, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6708) granting a pension to Annie Renssner— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 6709) for the relief of Mrs, 
Julia L. Hall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 6710) for the relief of the heirs of 


| Margaret Kennedy—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 6711) granting a pension to 
Hiram Simonton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6712) for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Henry Sistrunk—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase 
of pension to John E. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6714) granting an increase of pension to 


| George E. Pierson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6715) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Cummins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6716) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 


| Ann Roland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 6717) to correct the military record of Charles 
O. Rider—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6718) granting an increase of pension to James 
E. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6719) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 6720) for the relief of the estates of 
J : J. Findley and Samuel Stephens—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6721) for relief of William T. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6722) for the relief of Jasper N. Martin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6723) granting a pension to Mary Pitman— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6724) granting a pension to Arelia C. Pool— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6725) for the relief of Moses Gillespie—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6726) to correct the military record of Capt. 
Thomas E. Holland’s company of Georgia Mounted Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6727) for the relief of New Hope Baptist 
Church, of Bartow County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6728) granting a pension to Newton Coker— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6729) for relief of Joseph Thomas—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6730) granting a pension to Martha A. Mason, 
widow of Charles Mason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6731) granting a pension to Synthia Ann 
Mason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6732) granting a pension to Dorcus Elliott— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6733) for the relief of Lucretia A. Keith—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6734) for relief of Milton Holt—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6735) for relief of Mary A. Spurlock—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6736) granting a pension to Dorcas Elliott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6737) for the relief of Sanford A. Pinjan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 6738) granting an increase of 
pension to Marcellus A. Lothrop—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6739) granting an increase of pension to Waldo 
R. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 6740) to remove charge of | 


desertion from military record of John W. Dailey—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6741) granting an increase of pension to Ruth 
Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6742) granting an increase of pension to 
Truman D. Blomers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6743) granting an increase of pension to C. W. 
McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6744) granting an increase of pension to John | 


E. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6745) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6746) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis Van Aernam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6747) granting an increase of pension to Da- 
rius Ketchum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6748) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Ely, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6749) granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6750) granting a pension to Ann Imus—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6751) granting a pension to Isaiah V. Filkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6752) grantinga pension to Issabinda Keller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6753) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bent- | 


ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 6754) granting increase of 
pension to Dock W. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pen- 
sion to Fred B. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pen- 
sion to John Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6757) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Thomas J. O’Hara—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of A. J. Stinson and other citizens 
of Beaver Falls, Pa., protesting against the sale of liquor at Sol- 
diers’ Homes and Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania State forestry reservation 


of California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BADGER: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, favoring the creation of a new Federal court district 
in central Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 




























































| Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Lewis 
), Ti | Chapman—to, the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

commission, relative to the preservation of the big redwood trees | 
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By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Letter from Meyer Brothers Drug 
Company, St. Louis, Mo., relating to a more liberal drawback 
system—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Papers to accompany bill to pension E. M. 
Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension James C. Hall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of Beloit Post, No. 147, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Beloit, Kans., favoring the pas- 
sage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill to pension John 
F. M. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of Victor Post, No. 293, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Fort Dodge, Kans.; Severence Post, 
No. 191, Grand Army of the Republic, Severance, Kans.; Baxter 
Post, No. 123, Grand Army of the Republic, Baxter Springs, 
Kans.; Corning Post, No. 259, Grand Army of the Republic, Corn- 
ing, Kans., and Beloit Post, No. 147, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Beloit, Kans., favoring the passage of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club, of Topeka, Kaus., 
relative to the revised Elkins bill—to the Commlttee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Perry, Kans., favoring the Hep- 
burn bill, relating to interstate liquor traffic—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Pennsylvania State for- 
| estry reservation commission, relative to the preservation of the 
| big redwood trees of California—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Robert 
H. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of La Crosse Council, No. 94, of the 
| United Commercial Travelers of America, favoring the passage 
| of the bill relative to the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of residents of St. Lawrence County, 
N. Y., protesting against enactment of a parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the United Typothete of 
America, protesting against increase of rate on a portion of second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Harriet L. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GILBERT: Petition of James Vernon, praying refer- 
ence of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: Papers to accompany claim of Joseph Berden— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Joseph W. Harsbarger—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Mathias Diehl—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of citizens of the State of Delaware, 
| asking passage of an act to enable Yan Pheu Lee, a native of 
| China and at present a resident of Delaware, to become natural- 
ized—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: Papers toaccompany bill H. R. 3921, to pension 
| M. C. Staves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also papers to accompany bill H. R. 5691, to increase pension 
| of Henry Rhinehart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. KNAPP: Statement of the Chamber of Commerce of 
| Watertown, N. Y., to accompany Dill H. R. 4478, relative to a 
public building—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MIERSof Indiana: Papers to accompany bill to increase 
| pension of Barton P. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Thomas 
Headley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Herman Buckthal— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, papers to accompany bill to pension James W. McBride— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Eli B. Helm—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of Simon L. 















Also, papers to accompany bill to correct military record of 
Isaac N. Collins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Paper to accompany bill increasing 
the pension of Luther F. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 









By Mr. TATE: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to 
Mary A. Spurlock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Resolution of the Society of the 
Army of the Potomac, of Sioux City, Iowa, favoring the estab- 
lishment of a national park, including Fredericksburg and other 
battlefields in the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: Paper to accompany bill to pen- | 
sion John Hughes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany bill to increase pension | 
of David F. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 










SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 10, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 
Mr. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah, and Mr. 
JAMES P, TALIAFERRO, a Senator from the State of Florida, ap- | 
peared in their seats to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
SURPLUS LANDS OF OTTAWA INDIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs an agreement with the Ottawa | 
Indians of the Indian Territory in regard to their surplus lands, | 
and alsoa draft of a bill to carry the agreement inte effect; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BURTON presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Osage City, and of the congregation of | 
the Presbyterian Church of Eldorado, in the State of Kansas, and | 
of the National Congressof Mothers, praying for an investigation | 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. RezEp Smoot. a Sen- | 
ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Winter Park, Fla., praying for an in- | 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrerp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the Friends Meeting and First 
Day School of Woodstown: of the Union Grove Sabbath School, 
of Woodstown: of the Sabbath School of Yorktown; of Grange | 
No. 202, Patrons of Husbandry, of Woodstown; of the Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Woodstown; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Thorofare; of the congregation 
of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Haddonfield, and of | 
Woodbine Lodge, No. 158, Junior Order of Odd Fellows, of Woods- 
town, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the Outlook Club, of Weiser, 
Idaho, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed | 
against Hon. Rerep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. | 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of | 
Lawrence, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- | 
crease the American merchant marine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Lothrop Club, of Beverly, 
Mass., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALLEE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wilming- 
ton, Dover, Milford, Lincoln, and Bridgeville, all in the State of 
Delaware, praying for the enactment of legislation to enable Yan 
Phon Lee, a native of China, to secure naturalization as-a citizen 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Quinni- 
mont, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rezp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah: which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the board of trade of 
Saratoga, Wyo., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease the American merchant marine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I present memorials of sundry citizens of | 
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Stacyville and Spencer, Iowa, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty between the United States and Cuba relative to 
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the Isle of Pines. As it is a matter pending in executive session, 
I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Hawthorn Club, of 
Marshalltown, Iowa, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rreep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of the Home Culture 
Club, of Parachute, Colo., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Biggs- 
ville, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Chenoa, 
and of 300 citizens of Streator, all in the State of Dlinois, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pres- 
cott, Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 


| filed against Hon. REED Smoot. a Senator from the State of Utah; 


which were referred tothe Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Evangelical Church of Pawtucket, R. I., and a—petition of the 
congregation of the West Presbyterian Church, of Central Falls, 
R. 1., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 


| against the Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the National Tem- 
perance Society of New York, praying for the appointment of a 
commission to inquire as to the results of the traffic in alcoholic 


| liquors, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
He also presented a petition of the National Congress of Moth- 
ers, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 


| against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Pittsgrove Presbyterian Church, of Daretown; of the congrega- 
tion of the Park Methodist Episcopal Church of Bloomfield; of 
the congregation of the Second Presbyterian Church of Camden: 
of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Haddonfield, and of sundry citizens of Andover, all in the State 
of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. ReErp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Ministerial Associ- 
ation of Bay City, Mich., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and‘filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 


| ileges and Elections. 


Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Lodge No. 45, Independent 
Brotherhood of Pattern Makers, of Deferiet; of Local Union No. 
38, of Rochester: of the International Wood Carvers’ Association 
of Rochester; of Local Union No. 202, of Canandaigua; of the 
Glove Table Cutters’ Local Union of Gloversville; of the Pattern 
Makers’ Association of Schenectady; of Carpenters and Joiners’ 
Local Union No. 835, of Seneca Falls; of Typographical Union 
No. 15, of Rochester; of Local Union No. 112, of Glens Falls; of 
Theatrical Protective Union No. 1, of New York City; of Wood- 


| workers Local Union No. 90, of Jamestown, all of the American 


Federation of Labor, and of Utica Division, No. 90, Order of Rail- 


road Telegraphers, of Frankfort, all in the State of New York, 


praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and also 
the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Committee on 


| Education and Labor. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Lew Daily Post, No. 
33, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bluff- 
ton, Ind., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of the Marion Ice and Cold Storage 
Company, of Marion; of A. F. Curtis, of Franklin; of the Crystal 
Ice Company, of Anderson; of the John Ebner Ice Company, of 
Seymour, and of the Crystal Ice and Cold Storage Company, of 
Marion. all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation relative to the use of the mails for certain 
classes of literature and for contracts of insurance; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Oakland, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John 8. Hughes and 84 other 
citizens occupying lands in the territory of the navy-yard at 
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Pensacola, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing to them the right of suffrage; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of General Warren Council, No. 46, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 201) to establish a port 
of delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 576) extending to the subports of Spokane, Blaine, Sumas, 
and Nelson, in the State of Washington, the privileges of the 


seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the | 
immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without ap- | 


praisement, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
ort thereon. 

: Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1681) to provide for the modification of the 
project for the improvement of Bridgeport Harbor, Bridgeport, 
Conn., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


bill (S. 2261) to amend section 4607 of the Revised Statutes, re- 


ported it with an amendment to the title, and submitted a report | 


thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 901) providing for the construction of a 
vessel of the first class for the Revenue-Cutter Service, to be sta- 
tioned with headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


referred the bill (8S. 2319) to provide for the construction of a) 
light-house and fog signal at Diamond Shoal, on the coast of | 


North Carolina, at Cape Hatteras, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (8. 1852) for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 


Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb; and 

A bill (S. 1748) to provide for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at Half Moon Bay, south of Point Montara and near 
Montara Reef, California. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 469) to restore Henry D. Hall to the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (8S. 833) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, | 


United States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired); and 

A bill (S. 1819) authorizing Robert A. Chapman, of Alabama, 
his associates and assigns, to use the waters of the Coosa River, 
in Alabama, for the purpose of generating electricity. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was | 


referred the bill (S. 462) to construct and place a light-ship off 
the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution No. 15, submitted by Mr. MALLORY on 


the 18th ultimo, directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey | 


to be made of the harbor of St. Petersburg, on Tampa Bay, in 
Florida, with a view to securing an adequate basin at that point, 
etc., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 


were referred the following joint resolution and bills, reported | 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports | 


thereon: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 9) authorizing the issue of duplicate 
medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed; 

A bill (8. 39) in regard to a monumental column to commemo- 
rate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 therefor; 


A bill (8. 906) to aid in the erection of a statue of Commodore | 


John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Monterey, Cal.; and 
A bill (8.:23) for the erection of a monument to the memory of 


John Paul Jones. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 181) to provide for the construction and equip- 
ment of a revenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay and ad- 


Jacent waters, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, 
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Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1380) to provide for a site for a depot for 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2321) for the relief of 
the estate of Timothy Burgess, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 2322) granting a pen- 
sion to Adolphus N. Pacetty; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2323) relating to ceded lands 
| on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

* He also introduced a bill (S. 2324) for the extension of Vermont 
avenue from Florida avenue to Howard University; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia. 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2325) granting a pension 
to Sophia P. Ellis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
| accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2326) increasing pensions of army 
nurses: which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2327) for the purchase 
of a national forest reserve in the White Mountains, to be known 
as the National White Mountain Forest Reserve; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vations and the Protection of Game. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2328) relating to the salaries of 
Senators, Representatives. and Delegates in Congress; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A pill (S. 2329) for the erection of a memorial structure at Fort 
Recovery, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 2330) to correct the military record of Jacob McDowell; 

a bill (S. 2331) tocorrect the military record of John N. Wood; 
anc 

A bill (S. 2332) to correct the military record of William Thomas. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (8. 2333) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Hall; 

A bill (S. 2334) granting an increase of pension to William Hall; 
. A bill (S. 2335) granting an increase of pension to Bertha For- 

riger; 

A bill (S. 2336) granting an increase of pension to Julius Bracher; 
3 bill (S. 2337) granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 

ui; 

A bill (S. 2338) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Moore; and 
aaa — (S. 2339) granting an increase of pension to Carolina 

pfel. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 





2340) for the relief of the estate of the late John Erb; 
2341) for the relief of William T. Alexander, jr.; 

A bill (S. 2342) for the relief of Theodore D. McCaddon; and 

A bill (S. 2343) for the relief of James McElroy. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2344) for the re- 
lief of Charles Uerkvitz; which was read twice by its title, and, 
a the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. : 
Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2345) to make applicable 
| the provisions of the naturalization laws of the United States to 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
— and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 

ico. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2346) to provide a government for 
the island of Tutuila and the islands adjacent thereto within the 
jurisdiction of the United States; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2347) to provide a government for 
the island of Guam, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 2348) granting an increase 
of pension to Hamilton S. Gillespie; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 
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Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2349) for the relief of the heirs 
of Nancy Montgomery; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2350) for the relief of Henry Snider; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2351) to place Elias H. 
Parsons, late first lieutenant, Twelfth United States Infantry, and 
captain and assistant quartermaster of the United States Volun- 
teers, on the retired list of the United States Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2352) to forbid liquor 
selling in Government buildings; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 2353) for the relief of Mrs. 
Hermina Martel; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 2354) for the promotion of 
First Lieut. Thomas Mason, Revenue-Cutter Service; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 2355) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Clay; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2356) to amend section 4921 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2357) to correct the military record 
of Samuel F. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2358) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of John H. Fesenmeyer; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S..2359) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James W. Houser; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2360) granting an increase of 
pension to Anderson L. Gill; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2361) granting an increase of pen- 





sion to Clara E. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2362) for the relief of the heirs of 
Melvin B. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2363) for the relief of | 


Elizabeth Hartgrove; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2364) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Haren; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2365) granting a pension to Julia A. Roberts; 

A bill (S. 2366) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Hen- 
ninger: and 


A bill (S. 2367) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand | 


Mergel (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2368) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

-Ferguson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Oliphant (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2370) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Hendrickson; and 

A bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Julia A. F. Bassett. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2372) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Davis (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2373) granting an increase of pension to Charles Cum- 
mings (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Moses 
(with accompanying papers). 

EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. PENROSE. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed tocommu- 
nicate to the Senate, in the same form as in Senate Document No. 59, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, second session, the names of all persons upon either the 
permanent, emergency, or temporary roll of the Government Printing Office 
who were employed therein during the fiscal years 1895 to 1902, inclusive, who 
did not receive any leaves of absence during those fiscal years or pay for un- 
used leaves of absence, and the amount which such person would have re- 
ceived for each of said fiscal years, separately, if leave pay had been allowed 
either in full or pro rata upon the basis of thirty days for each fiscal year, the 
amount so computed to be according to the pay received and the service per- 
formed by such persons during each of said fiscal years. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. Is ita resolution reported by a committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a resolution offered by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], who asked for its 
present consideration. . 

Mr. PENROSE. It is a resolution requesting information. I 
oe a similar resolution has been heretofore passed by the 
Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to its con- 
sideration? 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution goes over under the rule. 


GEORGE M. BUCK, 


Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to George M. Buck, clerk of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate, the sum of $1,000 from 
the contingent fund of the Senate, for his services and expenses in preparing 
for the use of the Senate the third edition of the Senate Election Cases. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HANNA submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals be authorized to 
employ an additional clerk at a compensation of $1,600 per annum, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? [A pause.] Morning business is closed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bill to carry into effect the treaty 
with Cuba will be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT ee tempore. That depends upon the con- 
struction which should be given—the Chair thinks it should be 
given by the Senate, too—as to what is meant by routine morn- 
ing business. If it should be left to the Chair to decide it, he 
would hardly decide that a resolution coming over from a previ- 
ous day is routine business, because it might occupy two hours, or 
until 2 o’clock, in discussion. The Chair observes that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who offered the resolution yes- 
terday, is not present. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that it may go over, holding its place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Chair misunderstood the request 
of the Senator from Illinois. It was not that the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts be laid before the Senate, 
but that the regular order of business should be laid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was my request. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So the question the Chair suggests could 
hardly be before the Senate at the moment, the Chair having de- 
clared that morning business had closed, which I suppose, of 
course, would mean both routine business and all morning 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair called attention to 
it because the Senator from Massachusetts stated yesterday that 
his resolution would come up to-day as routine morning busi- 
ness. Of course the Chair has not been called upon to determine 
whether or not it is routine morning business. If it is not rou- 
tine morning business, then it is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the Cuban bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understood the President of the Senate to an- 
nounce that the morning business had closed, and therefore i 
asked that the regular order be laid before the Senate, which is 
the Cuban bill. 

Mr. HOAR. May I make an inquiry? I was detained from 
the Senate by the necessity of seeing an officer of the Govern- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced that the 
morning business was closed, and then suggested that if himself 
called upon to determine whether a resolution which came over 
from a previous day is a part of the routine morning business, he 
would feel obliged to decide that it was not, because it is a reso- 
lation which might occupy two hours, or until 2 o’clock, in debate 


Objection being made, the 
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The Senator from Massachusetts yesterday thought that it was 
routine morning business up to its presentation, but that if debate 
arose it no longer continued to be such, as the Chair understood 
the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. That was my idea. If I may.be pardoned for 
stating the proposition as I understand it, a resolution is laid be- 


fore the Senate by the Chair when it is first introduced, on the | 


first day, simply as a part of routine morning business. In other 
words, it comes in as business which is then transacted as a mat- 
ter of course, without objection. Then the rule authorizes its 
going over. It may go over simply that it may be printed, or 
understood, or examined. A single request carries it over. 

Then, on the next day, the question whether itis going through 
as a matter of routine comes up. It has the same place the next 
day that it had the day before. If there were no agreement to the 
contrary, it might be debated to the end of the morning hour and 
then go to the Calendar. But when it becomes subject of debate 
or difference of opinion it ceases to be matter of routine or of 
course. 

That was my understanding of it, and I understood the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], on the matter being called to 
his attention, to accept that as the correct view. 

It is a matter of very little consequence, because undoubtedly 
if the resolution is going to be adopted this morning without any 
debate, the Senator from Illinois, who is always courteous, would 
allow that to bedone. If it is going to be debated and objected 


to, it will be the duty of the honorable Senator from Illinois to | 


insist on the agreement. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The only importance in regard to this ques- 


tion is the correctness of the ruling. I wish to call the attentiox | 
of the President of the Senate to clause 5 of Rule XIV, and to | 


what I conceive has been the custom heretofore under that rule: 

All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration, unless by unani- 
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

As I understand it, when a resolution is introduced in the morn- 
ing hour and a Senator asks that it may lie over it lies upon the 
President’s €esk and comes up as the morning business the next 
morning, and then disposition is made of it. I think that has 
been the universal rule. A Senator says, ‘‘Let it lie over,’’ and it 
goes over and comes up the next morning. That seems to me to 
be the proper construction of the rule. 

The resolution is on the President’s table and the next morning 
at the conclusion of the ordinary business that is presented it is 
laid before the Senate, or it may be done at the beginning, for that 
matter. That, it appears to me, is the proper procedure, and it 
has been adhered to, I think, nearly all the time. Itis very com- 
mon, I know, in presenting a resolution—I have done it, I sup- 
pose, twenty times—to say, ‘* Let it lie over.”’ 

Mr. BURTON, May I ask the Senator from Missouri a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

aie ee If it would come up for discussion, then it 
might be 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would come up for disposition. 

Mr. BURTON. Yes; or discussion. 

—_ COCKRELL. Well, discussion, or reference, or anything 
eise, 

Mr. BURTON. Then that discussion might last without any 
limit, might it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. So if you take it up in the morning hour the 
debate might last without any limit, except that you are under 
the five-minute rule, and a Senator can speak only once. 

Mr. BURTON. Then, ineffect, it would set aside the order we 
have made for the consideration of the Cuban bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. BURTON. It would, up to the hour of 2 o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the rule was enforced a Senator would 
havea right to speak for five minutes and only once and that would 
betheend. When 2o0’clockcame,if it was not disposed of, it would 
go to the Calendar and would have no privileges over any other 
bill or resolution on the Calendar. I think that has been the rule 
and custom heretofore, and I think it ought to be adhered to. I 





do not know the contents of the resolution which has been | 


referred to. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to call 
his attention to the fact that under the rule when a resolution is 
introduced it is not considered the first day as a matter of routine 
or of course? It goes over as of course. hen a Senator intro- 


duces a resolution it is as much assaying that it will be taken up | 
to-morrow morning, unless there is unanimous consent to take it 


up on the first day. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It requires unanimous consent to take it up 
on the first day. 
Mr. HOAR. It does not require an objection to send it over. 
It goes over as of course, unless there is unanimous consent to 
the contrary, under the rule. The rule sends it over. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to say further, if it does not come 
up as a part of the morning business you can not do anything 
with a resolution; it is dead. 

Mr. CULLOM. The trouble is that the agreement which has 
been entered into by the Senate, it seems to me, would be inter- 
fered with if we launched out into a discussion in the morning 
hour of resolutions which might be offered from day to day, the 
result of which would be that a large part of the time which, by 
unanimous consent, we have agreed to set apart for the discussion 
and consideration of the Cuban bill, so-called, would be taken up 
every morning by resolutions. 

REPUBLIC OF PANAMA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, and always 
has done so. This presents a different case because there has 
been unanimous consent given that immediately after the routine 
morning business the Cuban bill shall be taken up for considera- 
tion. The Chair has made no ruling, but has simply suggested 
that while he would probably have no right to construe what the 
Senate intended by routine morning business, if compelled to 
make a ruling he would say that it did not include a resolution 
on which a debate might take up two solid hours. 

Mr. CULLOM. And for every day during the time when the 
agreement is operative. 

Mr. HOAR.. Is it not a matter of mere routine and of course 
to lay before the Senate a resolution which com -s over from a 
previous day? Iso understand it. I respectfully ask the Chair 
whether the true rule is not that he lay the matter before the 
Senate as a matter of routine,and then if it be debated the debate 
is not a matter of routine, and it then is affected by the unani- 
mous-consent agreement and goes over. My proposition seems 
to me to be clear. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not understand the Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts to take the ground that if any Senator desires to discuss 
| the resolution he will insist upon its being brought before the 
Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say on my own part that if it should 
come up it will be discussed. So, I think, practically the result is 
the same. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
| tion may now be laid before the Senate, and may go over until 
another day. losing no rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the resolution submitted yes- 
| terday by him be laid before the Senate and go over, retaining its 
present position. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatever that may be. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say subject to my call. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Subject to the Senator's call. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be, of course, subject to call, with 
all the rights and privileges that belong to it to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. The only difference is that if it goes over the 
other way it will have to come up every day,-and if it goes over 
subject to my call it does not have to be laid before the Senate 
every day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
and the order is made. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to give notice that I shall call up the reso- 
lution on the first opportunity I shall get when calling it up will 
not interfere with the unanimous-consent agreement. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I suppose, the Cuban bill is before the 
| Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Cuban bill is before the 

Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
| sideration of the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a conven- 
tion between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed 
on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope, if any Senator is prepared to speak to- 
| day, that he will proceed. I am not aware whether any Senator 
| is prepared to go on or not. 

EXPOSITION AT PORTLAND, OREG. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
give a notice. 

On the 11th of November I introduced the bill (S. 276) to pro- 
vide for the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the 
| exploration of the Oregon country by Capts. Meriwether Lewis 

and William Clark during their expedition from the Mississippi 
River to the Pacific Ocean in the years 1804. 1805, and 1806; and 
to authorize a commission representing the United States to hold 
| at the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, a national, inter- 
' national, and oriental exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, 





j 
| 
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and the products of the rivers, soil, mine, forest, and sea in said 
State: and to provide and assist in the erection of a memorial 
building in said city of Portland, to be known as the Lewis and 
Clark Memorial Building; and to authorize an appropriation for 


all said purposes. 

At my request the bill was ordered to lie on the table. I stated 
then that I would call it up at some convenient time for the pur- 
pose of explaining the bill. 

I desire to give notice that on Thursday next, the 17th, imme- 
diately after the conclusion of the morning business, I shall ask 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to call up the bill for the 
purpose of explaining its provisions. Rh 

Mr. CULLOM. That is on Thursday? 

Mr. MITCHELL. On Thursday, the 17th, the day after the 
consideration of the Cuban bill will be closed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 38 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, December 
11, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, December 10, 1903. 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. ; 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported a bill (H. R. 6758) making appropriations for the pay- 


ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the | 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
report, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker,in the absence of any 
special order for to-morrow, I desire to give notice that I will call 
up the bill just reported for consideration at the next session of 
the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. I suppose it is the intention of the committee having 
this matter in charge to allow time for general debate? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. All the time desired. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

— MADDOX. Irise toa point of order. I can not hear a 
thing. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would ask the gentleman 
from New York if points of order have been reserved on this bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from a reserves all 
points of order on the pension appropriation bill, and entry 
thereof will be made in the Journal. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, perhaps I ought to repeat what I 
said. I will state to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] 
and to the House generally that I asked the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. VAN Vooruis] if it were the intention of the committee to 
allow full time for general debate upon this bill. He replied that 
it was. I made that inquiry, if I may be allowed to so state to 
the House, because now, while business is not pressing, it seems 
to me, it would be a good time for gentlemen who have campaign 
or other speeches ready to deliver to entertain the House with 
them. By and by, when we get more press of business, it will 
be more difficult for those gentlemen to get the floor, and this 
time, during the consideration of this bill, it seems to me, would 
be a good opportunity for any gentleman who has thoughts which 
be believes ought to be impressed on the country, on either side 
of the House, to unburden himself. That is the reason I made 
the inquiry. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What arrangement has been 
made about the time? 

Mr. PAYNE. No arrangement whatever. I suppose we will 
just run along and, so far as Iam concerned, we may have un- 
limited debate, with the purpose, however, of passing the bill 
some time during the present session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well; then we will just 
run along without limit for the present. 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 


Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 
COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read. 








The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands is hereby authorized to 
have ted and bound such documents as the committee may deem neces- 
sary for the use of said committee during the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if there is present need for this order? 

Mr.LACEY. Mr. Speaker, there has always been need for this 
order inthat committee. Ithas been usual to grant this authority 
to the committee, 

Mr. PAYNE. And there is need at this time? 

Mr. LACEY. I think so, beyond question. 
work is very heavy. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL ARTS AND EXPOSITIONS, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Industrial Arts and Expositions to report the resolution which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
invitation extended to the Congress of the United States by the Louisiana 
Historical Society and by the governor of the State of Louisiana to attend 
the ceremonies in commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of the 
transfer of the territory of Louisiana and all sovereignty over said territory 
by France to the United States, to be held at New Orleans December 18, 19, 
and 20, 1903, be, and it is hereby, accepted. 

That the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives be, and oa are hereby, authorized and directed 
to appoint a committee, consisting of three Senators and five peprenensettves. 
to attend the ceremonies and to represent the Congress of the United States 
on the occasion of the celebration of the centennial anniversary referred to. 

Resolved further, That the expenses of the membersof the said joint commit- 


The committee 


| tee of the Senate and House of Representatives authorized to attend and at- 


tending and representing the Congress of the United Statesat the city of New 
Orleans on the occasion named, not exceeding in the aggregate $2,500, be paid 
as follows: One-half thereof out of the contingent fund of the House and one- 
half thereof out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of the resolution reported by the gentleman from Minnesota, from 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I objected to the consider- 
ation of this resolution before 

Mr. TAWNEY. I trust the gentleman from Indiana will with- 
hold his objection until I can make a statement—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will reserve the right to object. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Until I can state the reasons which induced 
the committee to report the resolution. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will reserve the right to object to the 





| request for unanimous consent. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana reserves the 
right to object. The gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentleman from 
Indiana will reconsider his intention to object to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution. The fact is, as every Member of 
the House knows, the 20th of this month will be the one hun- 
dredth anniversary of the relinquishment of sovereignty over the 
territory of Louisiana by France and Spain to the United States. 
That event occurred one hundred years ago in the city of New 
Orleans. There were three parties to the transfer—France, Spain, 
and the United States. The legislature of the State of Louisiana 
has invited all three of the parties to this transaction to be pres- 
ent and participate in the exercises intended to commemorate this 
event. They do. not ask for the appropriation of any money. 
They merely ask that the Congress of the United States be pres- 
ent, by a committee or otherwise, for the purpose of participating 
in the celebration. 

The Government of France and the Government of Spain have 
both accepted the invitation. I am advised by the Secretary of 
the Navy that both these Governments will send their representa- 
tives on war vessels to attend this celebration. The name of the 
French vessel is given by the Secretary, but he was unable to 
give the name of the Spanish vessel. Now these two foreign 
Governments, parties to this great event, having accepted the in- 
vitation to attend and participate, it would be poor taste, it would 
be rather a serious reflection upon the House of Representatives, 
to decline to accept the invitation, and no individual Member 
should put the House in that position by imposing an objection. 
If France and Spain, as a Member said to me yesterday, can see 
anything in this event to celebrate, then the Government of the 
United States, being the sole beneficiary, should certainly be a 
on by having its Congress represented on that occasion. 

sincerely = the gentleman from Indiana will not object, and 
that he will allow the resolution to be considered. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Min- 
nesota seems to forget that the Government of the United States 
is expending $5,000,000 to celebrate this event at St. Louis, and I 
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do not believe that we should enter into additional celebrations of 
the event at New Orleans. I have no objection to a committee 
being appointed, if they want to appoint a committee, but I do 
object to appropriating money to pay for sending a delegation of 
members of this House and the Senate to New Orleans. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit a 
question? : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you think it would comport with the dig- 
nity of the House of Representatives to appoint a committee and 
send them down there at their own expense or at the expense of 
the people of the city of New Orleans? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, if the gentleman is of that opinion, 
I suggest then that he withdraw the proposition to appoint a com- 
mittee at all. I see no reason why we should expend $5,000.000 
at St. Louis in celebrating this event, and then have a lot of side- 
shows around over the country, necessitating the expenditure of 
the money of the Government. Now, itis not merely a question 
of the $2,500; it is the principle that I contend for; that this 
House ought not to appropriate money to expend on a Congres- 
sional junket anywhere. If the members of this House and of 
the Senate appointed upon this committee do not care to pay 
their own expenses, then they ought not to go. Now, I have no 
doubt thatrhe Secretary of the Navy will have a vessel there, 
which will epresent the Government of the United States, just 
the same as Spain and France will have vessels from their coun- 
tries representing Spain and France; and I have no doubt that 
the dignity of the United States will be upheld by the officers of 
that vessel. I see no reason, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
we are celebrating this whole event at great expense to the Gov- 


ernment elsewhere, that we should now have another committee | 


going to New Orleans for that purpose. For that reason, Mr. 
Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This resolution is now on the Clerk’s Calen- 
dar. If the regular order is demanded, and the call of commit- 
tees is proceeded with, can not the resolution be brought up for 
consideration on the call of this committee inasmuch as the com- 
mittee have authorized me to call up the resolution in the event 
that it could not be considered by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Replying to the parliamentary inquiry, the 
Chair will state that the bill is not yet on the Calendar; and rul- 
ings have been made heretofore that a sufficient time must elapse 
to allow the bill to be placed upon the Calendar, presumably a 
day, before it would be in order to consider it upon the call of 
committees. The Chair is reminded that in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress it was held that the bill must be properly upon the Calendar 
and actually upon the Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, anyhow this bill goes upon the 
Union Calendar. 

Several MempBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. DALZELL. It appropriates money. 


Mr. TAWNEY. With all due respect to the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania, I have investigated the matter and find that reso- | 


lutions authorizing the payment of money out of the contingent 
fund of the House do not need to be considered in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The precedents 
and decisions are to that effect. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand the resolution, it directs the 
money to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is true. 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not appropriate money out of the Treas- 


ury. If it appropriated money out of the Treasury it would go | 


to the Union Calendar. 
Mr. HEPBURN. 


York, if this is not true. 
not go to the Calendar. 
Mr. PAYNE. It goes to the Calendar of the House, not to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I understood you to say that it did not goto 
the Calendar. 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no. 
Mr. TAWNEY. It does not go to the Union Calendar. 


COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 


consent for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Free pen That the Committes on Insular Affairs be authorized to have 
printedand bound such papers and documents for the use of said committee as 


I understand that he says that it does 


| 


it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered or to be con- | 


sidered by the said committee during the Fifty-eighth Congress. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman a question. It is usual for this 








committee to obtain an order of this kind. and I want to ask the 
gentleman whether, in his opinion, there is present need of this 
resolution for printing and binding? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to. 


ENGRAVING DRAWINGS AND MAPS. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the resolution which I wish to have read at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
the order of the House to print executive documents shall be held to authorize 
with said printing the engraving of drawings and maps unless the Speaker 
shall, in the case of any document, otherwise direct. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


IMPEACHMENT OF CHARLES SWAYNE, JUDGE OF THE NORTHERN 
DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the im- 

eachment of a civil officer by this House is a question of privilege. 

have made a joint resolution adopted by the legislature of the 
State of Florida a part of the resolution which I desire to submit 
to this House for its adoption. In pursuance of this joint resolu- 
tion of the legislature of the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent, I impeach Charles Swayne, judge of the northern 
district of the State of Florida, of high crimes and misdemean- 
ors; and the resolution which I have prepared in accordance with 
former proceedings of this House in like cases I desire to have read 
by the Clerk for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the following joint resolution was adopted by the legislature of 
the State of Florida: 
Senate joint resolution in reference to Charles Swayne, judge of the United 
States court for the northern district of Florida. “ 

Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Florida: 

Whereas Charles Swayne, United States district judge of the northern dis- 
trict of Florida, has so conducted himself and his court as to cause the peo- 
ple of the State to doubt his integrity and to believe that his official actions 
- judge are susceptible to corrupt influences and have been so corruptly in- 

uenced; 

_ Whereas it also appears that the said Charles Swayne is guilty of a viola- 
tion of section 561 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in that he 
does not reside in the district for which he was appointed and of which he is 
judge, but resides out of the State of Florida and in the State of Delaware or 
State of Pennsylvania,in open and defiant violation of said statute, and has 
not resided in the northern district of Florida, for which he was appointed, 
in ten years, and is constantly absent from said district, only making tempo- 
rary Visits for a pretense of discharging his official duties; 

hereas the reputation of Charles Swayne as a corrupt judge is very in- 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 


| jurious to the interests of the entire State of Florida,and his consant absence 


from his supposed district causes great sacrifice of their rights and annoy- 
ance and expense to litigants in his court; 

Whereas it also appears that the said Charles Swayne is not only a corrupt 
judge, but that he is ignorant and incompetent and that his judicial opinions 
do not command the respect or confidence of the people; 

Whereas the administration of the United States bankruptcy act in the 
court of said Charles Swayne and by his appointed referee has resulted in 
every instance in the waste of the assets of the alleged bankrupt by being 
absorbed in unnecessary costs, expenses, and allowances, to the great wrong 
and injury of creditors and others, until such administration is, in effect, 
legalized rary and a stench in the nostrils of all good people: 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the Stateof Florida (the Sen- 
ate concurring), That our Senatorsand Representatives in the United States 
Congréss be, and they are hereby, requested to cause to be instituted in the 
Congress of the United States proper proceedings for the investigation of 


| the proceedings of the United States circuit and district courts for the north- 
Before this matter is: passed over, I would | 
like to make a parliamentary inquiry of the gentleman from New | 


ern district of Florida by Charles Swayne as United States judge for the 
northern district of Florida, and of his acts and doings as such judge, to the 
end that he may be impeached and removed from such office. 

Be it resolved further, That the secretary of state of the State of Florida 
be, and is hereby, instructed to certify to each Senator and Representative 
in the Congress of the United States,under the great seal of the State of 
Florida,a copy of this resolution and its unanimous adoption by the legisla- 


| ture of the State of Florida. 


State of Florida, office of the secretary of state. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Florida, ss: 


I, H. Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a true and exact co y of Senate joint resolution 
in reference to Charles Swayne, judge of the Phitea States court for the 
northern district of Florida, passed by the legislature of Florida, session of 
1903, and on file in this office. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida at Talla- 
hassee, the capital, this the 7th day of September. A. D.'1903. 

{u. 8.] H. CLAY CRAWFORD, 

Secretary of State. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire and 
report whether the action of this House is requisite concerning the official 
misconduct of Charles Swayne, judge of the United States district court for 
the northern district of Florida, and say whether said judge has held terms 
of his court as required by law; whether he has continuously and persistently 
absented himself from the said State, and whether his acts and omissions in 
his office of judge have been such as in any degree to deprive the people of 
that district of the benefits of the court therein to amount to a denial of 
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justice; whether the said judge has been guilty of corrupt conduct in office, 
and whether his administration cf his office has resulted in injury and wrong 
to litigants of his court. 

And in reference to this investigation the said committee is hereby author- 
ized and empowered to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, take 
testimony, and to employ a clerk and stenographer if necessary, to send a 


subcommittee whenever and wherever it may be necessary to take testimony | 


for the use of saidcommittee. And the said subcommittee while so employed 
shall have the same powers in respect to obtaining testimony as are herein 
given to said Committee on the Judiciary, with a sergeant-at-arms, by him- 
self or deputy, who shall serve the processes of said committee and subcom- 
mittee and execute its orders, and shall attend the sittings of the same as or- 
dered and directed thereby. And that the expense of such investigation 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 
raignment of Judge Swayne for misconduct and criminal conduct 
in office does not come to this House with the informal, as it 
were, presentation by private memorial, or a private petition, but 
it comes here with the full sanction and full force of an arraign- 
ment of a judge yet in office, for conduct which, if proven, will 


subject him to impeachment and removal from office, and that | 


arraignment and accusation is led by the legislative department 
of theStateof Florida. I have gone over, Mr. Speaker, with some 
care, the precedents in like cases in this House in times past, from 
the earliest course of procedure, and I think it is entirely proper, 
and hope the House will let it take that course. 
tion of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think there ought to be no | 


haste upon a question of as vital importance as this one is. On 
the face of all these papers there is no impeachment proved—that 
is, no ground of impeachment is charged. 
the cases asthe gentleman from Florida says he has; he may be 
entirely right about it, but I wish he would give us some infor- 
mation upon what has been the practice heretofore. 


Now, the result of all this will be for the House to practically | 


indorse these allegations which are not in the form of charges. 


y unaerstan ing is a in cases O im eacnmen 1ere snouild | 
My understanding is that in cases of i hment tl hould | 


be specific charges made by the Member seeking impeachment. 
The legislature of a State can not come into the House of Repre- 
sentatives and impeach or proceed to impeach the Federal office- 
holder. It must be done bya Member of this House upon his of- 
ficial prerogative. This series of resolutions of the Florida legis- 
lature are impertinent and without legal effect. 

I can recollect several cases that are familiar to everyone. 
Take, for instance, the impeachment of Andrew Johnson, which 
followed a form coming down to us from the English Parliament 
in the case of Warren Hastings, where the Member rising to make 
the impeachment made the charges specifically, upon which ac- 
tion was sought to be taken. No Member of this House has in- 
dorsed these specifications, if they are specifications, which I 
think they are not. I warn the House that we ought to be at 
least very careful about the mode and manner of this procedure. 
If this can be legally carried on in the present form, then the leg- 


islature of any State can come into the House of Representatives | 


and inaugurate or precipitate an impeachment proceeding against 
anybody subject to the jurisdiction of the House. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that there ought to be charges specifying 
what itis that the judge is charged with doing. To say thata 
judge of one of our courts does not know enough to be a judge is 
hardly a specification. It is a good argument to apply to the ap- 
pointing power, and, if he is an elective man, it is a good argu- 
ment to apply to the electorate, but there is here no charge against 
this officer that, if proved, could result in his impeachment in the 
Senate. 


proceed to the impeachment of this man. ; 

I know nothing about this case, never heard of the judge, never 
heard anything connected with it until now; but I wish the gen- 
tleman from Florida would state why it is that specific charges 
upon which the officer ought to be tried have not now been 
brought here and given tothe country. Weare nota grand jury 
to seek for information upon a subject of this character. There 
ought, at least, to be a prima facie case alleged in the charges be- 
fore they go to any committee of the House to investigate it. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want to know if the gentleman's 
view is that the Member from Florida offering this resolution 
should undertake to state the evidence of the charges or simply 
to make a direct charge himself? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Make the direct charge, the form being 
**T impeach Charles Swayne of high crimes and misdemeanors 
for the following reasons:”’ First, second, andsoon. There is 
nothing of that kind here. There is a series of resolutions that 
are not recognized as a part of any formality of this character 
adopted by the legislature of Florida. They are entitled to great 





Now, Mr. Speaker, this formal ar- | 


I move the adop- | 


I have not gone over | 


I think the Senate should send back these documents and | 
declare by resolution that there is no foundation laid for them to | 


Will the gentleman from Ohio yield 
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respect, being the resolutions of a sovereign State. and entitled to 
respect as coming from the gentleman himself; but it seems to 
me there is no ground laid here that could authorize the proce- 
| dure asked for. 
| Mr. LACEY, Will the gentleman from Florida yield for a 
question? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Certainly. 
| Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does not 
| think the better practice would be to have this resolution referred 

to the Committee on the Judiciary before having the House act 
_upon it, and passing the resolution, so that there might be that 
| preliminary investigation which would enlighten the House as to 
details? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Why, the motion is only to adopt 
the resolution, and the resolution submits the matter to the Ju- 
= Committee for its report. This House does not commit 
| itself. 

Mr. LACEY. The resolution recites a number of things that 

the House ought not toadopt until it first hears from a committee 
| after the committee has investigated the matter. 
Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, the greater includes the 
ess 
| Mr.GROSVENOR. Let me make a suggestion to the Member 
| from Florida. I do not want to impede the proceeding upon this 
| question, but is not the gentleman willing that this resolution, 
which, as it now appears, is undoubtedly privileged, shall go at once 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, that they may report whether 
in their judgment there is really any ground for action by the 
House? The gentleman, as I understand—he can correct me if I 
am wrong—wants the House to vote now upon this resolution. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. The motion is to adopt this resolution 
for reference to the committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I object to that. 
| question go to the committee. 





Let the whole 
If the gentleman will accept my 
good faith in this matter as cordially as I do his, it seems to me 
that he should be willing to have the proposition go to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary, letting them report it back as soon as 
peeernns the House then to act upon the report as it may deem 
est. 
Mr. LAMAR of Florida. In a proceeding similar to this there 
| was a resolution offered in the nature of an arraignment or im- 
peachment, which resolution, being inartificially and untechnic- 
| ally drawn, went to the Judiciary Committee. The committee 
| simply changed the phraseology and reported the resolution back 
| to the House, directing the impeachment. 
| Now, in this proceeding, the House is simply asked to adopt a 
| 
| 


formal resolution referring the matter of the impeachment of 

Judge Swayne to the Judiciary Committee, authorizing that com- 

mittee to inquire whether he has been guilty of certain charges; 
|} and to enable them to make their inquiries they are authorized 
tosit here or elsewhere, by subcommiteee or full committee, accom- 
panied by the Sergeant-at-Arms or his deputy, to administer oaths, 
| to take testimony, and upon that to make report to the House. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is some dispute among 
Members here as to just what this resolution declares. I suggest 
that the resolution be read again. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I ask that the Clerk reread the reso- 
lution adopted by the legislature of Florida. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. As I understand, the objection made 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is that I do not 
charge Judge Swayne with any specific crime. I do charge him 
generally with high crimes and misdemeanors. Why should I 
| be forced to state, when the proof is to be submitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, the specific matters upon which that gen- 
eral allegation is made? Every single crime that this judge is 
capable of committing is charged when I charge him on this floor 
with the commission of high crimes and misdemeanors. But if 
the gentleman desires that I shall make my charges seriatim, | 
charge this judge, first, with continued. persistent, and, if you 
| please, pernicious absenteeism from his district; second, with cor- 
| rupt official conduct, based upon several matters—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I will yield to the gentleman in a 
moment. Third, I charge Judge Swayne with maladministration 
of judicial matters in his court, so much so as to embarrass bank- 
rupts and annihilate the assets of litigants and others appearilg 
within his jurisdiction. If this is sufficient, Mr. Speaker, to meet 
the requirements of the gentleman from Ohio, I shall be glad. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Now will the gentleman yield? I simply want 
to ask him whether his charge is not a very general charge, 
without any specific instance being alleged, and whether his re- 
quest is not that the Committee on the Judiciary investigate to 
ascertain whether they can find some specific charge which can 
be maintained? 











Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a resolu- 
tion to be adopted by this House, if it sees fit, to refer this whole 
matter with such proofs in writing as are already in my posses- 
sion to be submitted; that the committee be authorized to sit in 
this city or Pensacola, Fla., or at any other point within the dis- 
trict, and take testimony, following the usual course of procedure 
to arrive at the facts, and then, if the facts warrant, that the com- 
mittee shall make report to the House, which report, of course, 
will be subject to adoption or rejection bythe House. This reso- 
lution does not propose to try Judge Swayne here on the prima 
facie case as presented in the resolution; it does not asperse him 
more than any accusation of crime must necessarily do. The 
proposition is simply to authorize the committee to take testi- 
mony, so that it may be enabled to report to the House whether 
Judge Swayne ought to be arraigned upon this impeachment. 
That is the simple purpose of this resolution. 

Mr. LACEY. r. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair believes there was 
unanimous consent given to have the resolution again reported. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolu- 
tion on the third page of the papers I sent to the desk, containing 
the directions to the committee, be again read. 

The SPEAKER. . Without objection, it will be reported. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, one moment. I desire to make a 
motion, so that it may be pending while this is beingread. I move 
to refer this entire resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, that is identically my 
motion—to refer this matter under the formal instructions by the 
House embodied in my resolution, to be reported back by the 
committee to this House. That is the very gist of the whole | 
matter. 

Mr. LACEY. A general order of reference would cover the | 
entire matter. 

Mr. BURLESON, Let us have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if a point ismade | 
against the motion of the gentleman, he will decide it. In the | 
meantime, unanimous consent having been granted for the report- 
ing of the resolution, the Clerk will read it, 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I think that resolution 
referring the whole matter to the Judiciary Committee. empower- 
ing it to take such means as will enable it to make a well-informed 
report to the House, is all that is required by the facts and 
nature of the case; and that is the gist of the resolution, nothing 
more and nothing less. I therefore renew my motion that the 
resolution be adopted by this House. 

Several Members rose. 

; The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from | 
owa. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon my motion as a privi- 
leged motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion for a moment. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; I withdraw it for a moment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, while I do not know this judge 
and am not yet informed of a single act of which he is charged 
imputing any high crime or misdemeanor, except perhaps that 
with reference to his nonresidence in the district, still I think we 
ought to be careful of his rights as well as of our own in this mat- 
ter. If the humblest citizen of the United States were to be ac- 
cused of crime before a magistrate or before a grand jury, some 
specific charge would be made. If a judge is to be impeached, if 
we are commencing those proceedings, there ought to be some 
specific charge. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar] ac- 
cuses this judge of high crimes and misdemeanors. That is a 
very general accusation. He accuses him of being a corrupt 
judge. That is a general accusation. 

If he has been corrupt in the exercise of his judicial functions, 
then it certainly is within the power of the gentleman from 
Florida to state wherein he has been corrupt; that he has ata 
certain time or on a certain occasion received corruptly some | 
money or thing of value to influence his decision, and has cor- | 
ruptly decided in certain matters pending before him. In view | 
of these considerations, it seems to me the most that the House | 
ought to do is to adopt the motion made by the gentleman from | 
lowa [Mr. Lacry], referring these resolutions to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and have that committee report whether, under 
the circumstances and facts produced before it, or the specific al- 
legations which the gentleman from Florida may make to that 
committee, this resolution ought to be adopted inaugurating this 
inquiry to find out whether crime has been committed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York a question. 


XXXVIII——7 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield to 
the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A statement has been made in the vicinity of 
where I sit that if this was referred under the motion of the gen- 
ae from Iowa (Mr. Lacry] the committee could do nothing 
at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Except report the resolution or amend it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to ask if it is not a fact that the com- 
mittee would have jurisdiction of the whole subject and could re- 
port to the House the action that should be taken? 

Mr. PAYNE. That committee would have to report this reso- 
lution with amendment or amendments germane to the resolu- 
tion. I do not think it could go on and inquire and report im- 
peachment proceedings. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi and Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker,it would seem to me that the 
Committee on the Judiciary could come back and report that these 
papers do not contain any charge. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, they could do that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And in that case I take it the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. LAMAR] will at once put his indictment into 
proper form, and then there would be no question about the House 
taking proper action; but while these papers stand in the form 
they are my contention is that there is not any charge here 
against anybody. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me ask the gentleman 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I-yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. DALZELL]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York yields to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. Suppose the resolution is adopted by the 
House. Does it amount to anything more or less than an oppor- 
tunity for the Judiciary Committee to go on an exploring expedi- 
tion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all there is of it 

Mr. DALZELL. To find out whether or not this man can be 
impeached. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all there is of it. There is just 
enough in this to be properly denominated a scandalizing set of 
insinuations, and the committee is to hunt around and see if it can 
find something on which it ought to proceed further. That is all 
there is of this. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I withdrew the motion temporarily 
at the request of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 
I now renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that this 
resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A gentleman, a Representa- 
tive upon this floor, has impeached a civil officer, from his place 
upon this floor, making at the time a certain statement—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Has the motion te commit this proposition 
to the Committee on the Judiciary been withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ThenI make the point of order that that 
motion is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa | Mr. Lacey] is debatable, as to the propriety of the 
proposed reference, and has recognized the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WiILLIAMs], who will confine himself within the limits. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter 
of the highest privilege. A gentlemanrises here in his place upon 
this floor and makes charges. It is a mistake to say that these 
charges are not distinct and specific. One of the charges, at any 
rate, is the specific charge of constant and persistent absenteeism 
and neglect of official duty. That by itself would be sufficient, if 
there were nothing else. The express language of the United 








| States statutes makes living outside of the judicial district a 


‘high crime and misdemeanor,’’ and therefore an impeachable 
offense in the very language of the Constitution. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is no time fixed when the judge 
was atisent from his State, is there—no date? 
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Several MemBers. Ten years. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want tosu t this to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, who is a lawyer: If this statement were filed in 
the court of a justice of the peace in the form of an affidavit, and 
a motion was made to quash because no specific charge had been 
made, would not a justice of the peace or any other court have to 
sustain the motion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, we are not trying 
the case before a justice of the peace. 

Mr.HEMENWAY. Ilamsubmitting that question tothe gentle- 
man. Does not the charge lack that which is necessary in any court 
in order to constitute a basis for the beginning of proceedings? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. These are not the articles of 
impeachment. When we come to the articles of impeachment 
which go up to the Senate, then what the gentleman has said 
would be pertinent. This is a motion to impeach; that is to say, 
it is a motion to take testimony for the purpose of determining 
whether in the opinion of the Judiciary Committee an impeach- 
ment ought to follow—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit 
me a minute? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman further yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). And to present 
articles of impeachment, if it is found right and proper to do so. 
Now I will yield to the —- 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, I want to ask the gentleman, in 
view of the fact that the reputation of a judge of the Dnited States 
circuit court is at stake, why is it not right and proper that some 
specific charge be made, or that the resolution go to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, so that they may investigate; and if charges can 
be made, to report this resolution back with an amendment mak- 


ing the oe charges? 
Mr. WIL IAMS of Mississippi. That is just exactly what the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar] is proposing to do. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no. 
And he has been just as spe- 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
cific as he is compelled to be. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no; he wants the House to adopt the 
resolution now, while the motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] is to send it to the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report it back. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the resolution which he 
asks the House toadopt now is a resolution to refer this matter to 
the Judiciary Committee, with power to send for papers and per- 
sons, and if justified to impeach. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then everybody agrees that the resolu- 
tion ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary, and not to be | 
adopted by the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of eee. That is what this resolution 
is. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar] makes the charge 
of “high crimes and misdemeanors,” and specifies wherein the 
judge has been guilty of ‘‘ high crimes and misdemeanors.”’ Now, 
when articles of impeachment are formally brought out, then the 
argument which the gentleman has made in analogy to an indict- 
ment would lie; but this is not the case now. This is a motion 
to have the Judiciary Committee see if “‘ high crimes and misde 
meanors”’ have been committed justifying articles of impeach 
ment, and formulate the charges in case they find that to be the- 
ease. Now, that is all there is in the gentleman’s resolution, and | 
there is no reason why the verbal motion made by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] should take the place of the written one, 
which is substantially the same thing, except that it is more in 
detail and has a practical purpose, to wit, impeachment, at the end. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the question here is 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. I 
think it ought not to be referred. I think it onght to be voted 
down in this House. This is a charge against a judge of the 
United States court of high crimes and misdemeanors and of cor- 
ruption in office, without a single specification. The humblest 
citizen of this Republic can not be put upon trial without the 
charges are specified so that he knows what he has to meet. 

If this resolution as drawn were adopted, tis judge would be 
compelled to go before the Committee on the Judiciary and de- 
fend himself against charges of high crimes and misdemeanors 
and corruption in office. I contend that no such charge as that 
can be made against a judicial officer without a single specifica- 
tion to show him why he is to be impeached. 

It is useless to refer such a resolution to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. They could do nothing but report it back with the 
statement that there was nothing before them upon which they 
could put this man upon trial. It is not their duty to sit as a 
grand jury, to send out for witnesses and rs, to see if some- 
where, in some place, they could find bored or y tospecify charges 





against him. Before this man is put upon trial either before this 
House or before a committee of thi 


House we should insist that 
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somebody rise in his place and present charges that will notif 
him what he has to meet. If he has been guilty of high times 
and misdemeanors, if he has been guilty of corruption in office, 
then it ought to be easy for somebody from the State of Florida 
to get up in this House and present those charges and specifica- 
tions upon which the committee could act and report to this 
House. I insist, sir, that the resolution in its present form should 
be voted down by the House. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I will restate the ques- 
tion, and unless I am so unfortunate as to be so obscure that the 
last gentleman—lI believe from the State of Ilinois—is utterly 
unable to understand me altogether, then, I think, Mr. Speaker, 
that if he does not retract his remarks or objection he will at 
least interpose no further. The fleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] characterizes the resolution sending this matter to 
the Commi on the Judiciary as one which invites that com- 
mittee to go upon a “‘smelling investigation.” It would be just 
as fair for me to characterize the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio as a disposition to embarrass before this House the investi- 
gation of the charges made here by a Member based upon the 
solemn arraignment of the legislative department of the State of 
Florida. One would be as applicable as the other. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is useless to argue with any Member of 
this House who feels that the accusation of high crimes and mis- 
demeanors is not a sufficient enumeration of those offenses sub- 
jecting an officer to impeachment, based upon the serious arraign- 
ment by the legislative department of the State. I say it would 
be useless to argue the question, too, with a gentleman who does 
not take that to be a sufficient arrai ent before this House, 
made in conformity with past pr ings upon a motion to im- 
peach. Further debate and further argument to a Member who 
does not understand that would be useless. 

But I address myself to the Members on the other side of the 
House, from which objections seem to come, and say to them that 
we have one other Federal judge in the State of Florida. No 
charge has ever been made against him. He is entirely satisfac- 
tory to the people of Florida—my district, as well as the other. 
Upen every question of general judicial, political, and social life 
Judge Locke is held as the peer of any man in my State, but 
against Judge Swayne there is serious ob ion. Itis formulated 
here in the serious arraignment of him by the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government, and in my place I charge him with the 
high crimes and misdemeanors enumerated. This whole matter 
is sought to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary of this 
House, with enabling powers to inquire into those charges. 

The gentleman says it is nota grand jury inquiry. Why, it par- 
takes of the very nature of a grand jury investigation ex parte, 
but is even more. All the questions of guilt or innocence will be 
called out by the committee. They can take testimony here or 
elsewhere, send for persons and papers, and administer oaths, all 
conducted in a solemn and formal way, and then upon the testi- 
mony report whether this House will go further in the impeach- 
ment of this judge or not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
an interruption? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I will. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I just want to say on the 
question as to whether this p ition is a resolution of inquiry 
or impeachment that it pursues the exact manner in which im- 

ent was prepared in the House of Representatives when 

udge Chase was impeached away back in the early history of 

the country, in 1804, under Jefferson’s first Administration. [ 

will ask the gentleman from Florida to read to the House the 
resolution that is found here. 

ae of Florida. Will the gentleman from Mississip) 
read i 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
sented by John Randolph. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire into the official con- 
duct of Samuel Chase, one of the associate justices of the Supreme Court of 

has‘so acted in his Guidi obal comenitenan ey pie Ry etarpesttion t 
the constitutional power of this House. P 

That is, the constitutional ae of im hment. A-short de- 

bate arose on this motion. veral Mem supported a motion 
ming it, and the House on the next day resumed the consi(- 
eration of the resolution and passed it. 

Now, that was the question, and when it went to the commit- 
tee the committee formulated the charges in the shape of articles 
of impeachment. We do not try the case; the Senate tries it. 0! 
course, on the articles that are drawn up on information. The 
motion of the gentleman from Florida is in exact keeping wit!) 


the precedents. 
If the gentleman from Mississippi will allowme, 


If the gentleman will permit 


It was the resolution pre- 


Mr. MANN. 
what were the charges in that case? 















Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No charges except an inquiry 
into the man’s official conduct, whether it was such as to demand 
the interposition of the constitutional power by this House. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman say that the resolution was 

adopted by the House without any charge being made against the 
judge? 
, Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The inquiry into his official 
conduct was adopted by the House—no further charges than that— 
and Randolph’s assertion that he was satisfied that Chase had 
been guilty of misconduct deserving impeachment. 

Mr. N. Was.any charge made preliminary to the adop- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There was a charge made by 
a Member in Congress, just as it has been made here by the gen- 
tleman from Florida. To explain, Mr. Randolph, in speaking to 
the House, goes on and says: 

At the last session of Congress a ations from Pennsylvania did, in his 

lace (on a bill to amend the judicia — of the United States), state cer- 
in facts in relation to the official conduct of an eminent — character, 
which I then thought and still think the House bound notice. But the 
lateness of the session (for we had, if I mistake not, scarce a fortnight re- 
maining) precluding a ibility of bringing the subject to any efficient 
result, I didmot then think proper to take any steps in the business. Finding 
my attention, however, thus drawn to a consideration of the character of the 
officer in question I made it my business, considering it my duty, as well to 
myself as those whom I represent, to investigate the charges then made and 
the official character of the judge in general. The result having convinced 
me that there exists ground of impeachment against this officer, I demand 
an meney into his conduct, and therefore submit to the House the following 
, nesolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire into the official con- 
duct of Samuel Chase, one of the assgciate justices of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and to report their opinion whether the said Samuel Chase 
hath so acted in his judicial capacity as to require the interposition of the 
constitutional power of this House.” 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi say that 
there was a resolution adopted for a committee of inquiry, with- 
out any specific charges made at the time? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And it also appears that facts had been stated to 
a prior House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Some facts in debate upon a 
motion to amend a judiciary bill. 

Mr. MANN. That is true, only facts in debate, but in this 
case there are no facts at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Randolph merely gave 
that as leading up to why he had formed the opinion that the man 
ought to be impeached. Now, this is a resolution of the legisla- 
ture of Florida, and the gentleman from Florida adopts the legis- 
lature’s resolution as his own language as a reason why the con- 
duct of this man ought to be inquired into to determine whether 
there is ground for the interposition of the constitutional right of 
impeachment. The cases are exactly similar. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). The gentleman 
rises in his place and makes the charges, much more specific than 
was made by Mr. Randolph, or anybody else, in the impeachment 
of Mr. Chase. 

Mr.MANN. Wedonot know what specific charges were made 
prior to that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There were none made at all 
with the view of impeachment; the other man was simply debat- 
ing a motion to amend a judiciary bill, and he made certain re- 
marks about Judge Chase. I do not know what those remarks 
were; I can not refer to them now; but that was not a part of the 
immediate proceedings at all. Then, as Mr. Randolph said, that 
led him to investigate, and he therefore came to the conclusion 
that there was ground for impeachment and moved a general 
resolution to have inquiry made by the committee appointed for 
that pumpees to determine whether or not an impeachment ought 
to be ordered, and upon that the House ordered it. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I have the floor, I believe, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida has the floor. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a 
question of the objectors on the other side of the House. Let us 
understand each other and come directly to the heart of the mat- 
ter. What is the force of the objection made on the other side 
to the adoption by the House of this resolution? What is the dif- 
ference between the two methods of proceeding? The resolution 
which I offer is a better form of procedure than that proposed by 
Members on the other side. What is the difference? The resolu- 
tion I offer, if adopted by the House, simply commits the whole 
matter to the Judiciary Committee of the House, so that, after 
hearing the testimony, they may, under the enabling power of 
this resolution (if they see fit), report back to this House their 
conclusion; and if they recommend impeachment, then this 
House can d in a formal way to appoint the managers of 
the impeachment, and the usual course of procedure at the other 
end of the Capitol will be pursued. 
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But what would happen if these objections should prevail and 
the whole matter should simply be referred to the committee? 
The committee, with less enabling power than this resolution 
to give them, would report the matter back to the House, 
and probably ask for further power. And I will say to gentlemen 
who think that no facts will come out that within the control of 
the Committee on the Judiciary—in their room—they have written 
accusations, piled Pelion on Ossa. The committee has affidavits 
and every other formal presentation of the charges in writing. 
The committee to whom this resolution will go, if the Houseshould 
adopt it, have before them those documents charging Judge 
Swayne specifically and in detail with every species of crime. 
And do the gentlemen on the other side rise and object to giving 
to a committee of this House full power merely to inquire, and if 
upon inquiry they come to the conclusion that this judge should 
be impeached, to report such conclusion to the House? That is 
what the objectors on the other side are really objecting to. 

Let us understand this matter, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Do you not charge specifically that this 
judge has been for ten years a nonresident of his district in viola- 
tion of the statute? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I have so charged in specific lan- 
guage, based upon his persistent absenteeism. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is not that sufficient specification upon 
which to base a resolution of this kind? 

Mr. MANN. Is that a ground of impeachment? Is that a 
high crime or misdemeanor? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is sufficient to authorize the House to 
direct an investigation. 

Mr. MANN. My question is whether that is ground for im- 
peachment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; the law requires this judge to re- 
side in his district. 

Mr. MANN. Then this resolution is to be sent to the commit- 
tee tc determine whether that is ground for impeachment or not? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; to ascertain whether you can avoid 
an investigation. [Laughter on the Democratic — 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 
Now, sir, the very inquiry of the gentleman on the other side dis- 
closes in one breath how completely the object and purpose cf 
this resolution and the character of it are misunderstood by some 
Members objecting to it. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that if this resolution 
should be adopted the Committee on the Judiciary ought to pro- 
ceed with this inquiry without any specification putting the ac- 
cused upon notice? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I have just stated that already in 
the-possession of the chairman and members of this committee— 
within their own room—there are accusations of specific facts in 
every formal shape. : 

Mr. MANN. I was well aware that the gentleman had so 
stated just now. But does he think that the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, if this resolution were adopted, should proceed to make an 
inquiry without any specification fo put the accused upon notice? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. They have full power to hear allega- 
tions or affidavits—every form of proof. Certainly the alie- 
gations or charges already presented are specifications themselves. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no—— 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I decline to yield further at this time, 
as I desire to finish my remarks. 

The inquiry of the gentleman from Illinois fitly characterizes a 
portion, at least, of the objection coming from the other side of 
the House. When a gentleman rises and asks whether persistent 
absenteeism, charged in a formal resolution of the legislature, if 
proven, is a sufficient ground for impeachment, he certainly 
ranks himself as another one of those objectors with whom it is 
scarcely necessary toargue. [Laughter on the Democratic side. } 

Now, sir, the whole object of the resolution is to submit a direct 
accusation of wrongdoing or crime against a Federal judge in my 
State, made by me here upon my own responsibility, based and 
founded upon a solemn and severe arraignment of that judge by 
the legislative department of a State. It is stronger than the 
ordinary petition and memorial, which comes here by private 
hands, and can go into the possession of the Judiciary Committeo 
and upon which that committee can act. 

This is an indictment and arraignment by a Member upon his 
own responsibility, founded upon an accusation by the highest 
legislative authority in one of the States, and I say that it looks 
almost as if some of our friends on the other side did not under- 
stand the purpose of this resolution or at best desired to interpose 
technical objections. The whole scope of it merely goes to the 
point of submitting it to the committee. Suppose the committee 





hears it and determines that the charges are not well founded. 
They will so report to this House. Suppose this committee hears 
all of these allegations and charges and takes every character of 
oral and written testimony that comes before it and determines 
that this man has been corrupt and should be impeached. They 
will so report to this House. Then when that report comes be- 
fore this House it is subject to the direction and control of this 
House and can be adopted or rejected as this House sees fit. 
That is the whole scope and tenor of the motion upon my part. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes of my time, if I have 
that much, and if not so much, then as much as I may have, to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAyTon], reserving the bal- 
ance of my time, if any. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, the course pursued by the gen- 
tleman from Florida {Mr. LaMar] in this case is very similar to 
the course pursued in like cases heretofore in this body. The 
gentleman from Mississippi |[Mr. WILLIAMs] has referred to one. 
Others are cited in Jefferson’s Manual and Digest, and there are 
quite a number of others which can be found by reference to the 
bound volumes of the reports of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
in the room of that committee at this time. The proceeding is 
not unusual. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
mit a question? 






Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman per- 


from Indiana? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Does the gentleman hold that the spe- 
cific charge must be made by a Member, or that it is the duty of 
the Judiciary Committee to find a specific charge? 

Mr. CLAYTON. There never was an impeachment proceeding 
inaugurated in this House based upon charges made with the de- 
gree of particularity required in an indictment, but when the 
House comes to formulate the charges for presentation, to which 
the accused must plead at the bar of the Senate, then particular 
specification is required. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 
But this is merely the inauguration of machinery for preferment 
of charges. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
question? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. In view of the intimation of the gen- 
tleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar] and the tone of the argument 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLayton], that the major- 
ity side will hide behind a technicality and not act upon the 
charges, does the gentleman not think it would be much better 
for the gentleman from Florida to make specific charges which 
could not be avoided? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think not. Sucha thing would be unusual, 
and it would weary and exhaust the patience of this House were 
the gentleman from Florida-[Mr. LAMAR] to undertake here and 
now to recapitulate the high crimes and misdemeanors-of which 
the people of Florida charge Charles Swayne. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] There are in the possession of the Committee 
on the Judiciary a number of affidavits containing the utmost 
specifications. Iam told that there went to the Speaker of this 
House papers on this subject; and this resolution merely under- 
takes to give the Committee on the Judiciary jurisdiction of this 
case and power to act. 

Now, the difference between the motion of the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. LAMAR] and the motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] is this: If the motion of the gentleman from Iowa is 
adopted, these papers will all go to the Judiciary'Committee, but 
the Judiciary Committee have only the ordinary powers which it 
exercises every day in the hearing of a bill or simple resolution. 
If, however, the resolution of the gentleman from Florida is 
adopted, this whole matter goes to the Judiciary Committee with 
power to investigate, to send for persons and papers, to employ a 
stenographer, and to conduct a complete examination. 

Mr. Speaker, it is in line with the action of this House, given 
by unanimous consent, for I find in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
the following, which I would like to have read to the gentleman 
from Illinois [ Mr. FULLER], who never heard of sucha proceeding 
as this. I also commend the gentleman to read a little more law, 
to go back to the hornbooks and study something about impeach- 
ments, for there he will learn that an impeachment is inaugurated 
by the House just as a grand jury inaugurates a criminal prose- 
cution by indictment. A grand jury must have the power tosum- 
mon witnesses, to pay those witnesses,-to employ other means, 
including an officer to draw the indictment—all of those things; 
so the House of Representatives is merely asked in this case to 
authorize a subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary to 
: sit and conduct an examination analogous to the examination held 
; by a grand jury. 

Now, you will find in the record of the proceedings of the Fifty- 


May I ask the gentleman another 
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third Congress, volume 23, part 1, page 689, that a resolution 
similar to this one was adopted. The resolution is the thing to 
which I call particular attention. I omit the preamble. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it resolved, That the said report, charges, and evidence be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to thoroughly investigate 
the same, and to report to the House the findings and recommendations in 
regard thereto at any time. 

And for the purpose of making the investigation hereby ordered the said 

Committee on the Judiciary may adopt and use as legal evidence the testi- 
mony taken as aforesaid during the Fifty-first Congress in the case of Judge 
Boarman, and may take and consider any additional or explanatory evidence 
of a legal character which may be offered either for or against the said judge; 
and in respect to this investigation the said committee is hereby authoriz 
and empowered to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, take testi- 
mony, and to employ a clerk and stenographer, if necessary; to send a sub- 
committee whenever and wherever deemed necessary to take testimony for 
the use of said committee; and the said subcommittee, while so employed, 
shall have the same powers in respect to obtaining testimony as are herein 
ziven to said Committee on the Judiciary; that the Sergeant-at-Arms, by 
1imself or deputy, shall serve the process of said committee asd subcommit- 
tee and execute its orders, and shall attend the sittings of the stme as ordered 
and directed thereby; and that the expense of such investigation shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. Speaker, now it is necessary that this 
House adopt some sort of a resolution in order to give the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary jurisdiction of this matter. The gentle- 


| man from Florida [Mr. LAMAR] has gone through the precedents 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield to the gentleman | 


in like cases,and-this seems to be the proper way. I desire to 
emphasize the fact that the only difference: between his resolu- 
tion and the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [| Mr. Lacry] is 
that if the motion of the gentleman from Iowa should prevail 
the committee would be powerless to do anything except to con- 
sider just such papers as it may have, whereas under this reso- 
lution the Judiciary Committee can conduct a full and complete 
investigation, and either charge Judge Swayne or exonerate him, 
We owe this much to the people of Florida and to Judge Swayne. 

Some gentlemen seem to misapprehend the purpose of this reso- 
lution. The resolution does not conflict with any law, parlia- 
mentary or other sort. It is entirely competent and proper for 
the House to refer this resolution to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary and at the same time give that committee power to deal 
fully with the subject-matter sent to them for inquiry and report. 
That’s all there is in this case. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The time ofthe gentleman hasexpired. The 
gentleman from:Florida. 

Mr. LAMAR. of Florida: Mr. Speaker, I rise to renew my 
motion. Ican not understand, and I do not believe it will happen, 
that any considerable objection will be offered by the other side 
to the adoptien-of this resolution, because the very effect of this 
resolution is to put it into the power of Judge Swayne or his 
friends or his defenders to come before that committee in his de- 
fense. -. The appointment of this committee is public notice to the 
world. . It will be known in Florida and everywhere at once. It 
will be within Judge Swayne’s power, by himself in person or by 
atterney-or by personal friends, to appear before this committee 
and repel these charges. Now, in view of the high character of 
this committee it is understood and assumed that if Judge Swayne 
can-repel these charges fairly—so fairly that-it raises a presump- 
tion of his innocence—this committee will report against a formal 
impeachment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I just for a moment inter- 
rupt the gentleman? Is it not specifically charged in this memo- 
rial that this judge has for ten years coutinuaily resided out of 
his district? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I will read just a line or two from 
what the gentleman-has before him, if he will allow me, for the 
benefit of my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wanted to call your attention to that. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I want to read from the statute 
where the law makes it the duty of a district judge te reside in 
his district. The -reasen for that, of course, is to give him local- 
-ity, and to give litigants a chance to appear before him without 
incurring undue and unnecessary expense.*. The object is to make 
him, for his salary, stay there at the convenience of the people. 
But it is not only a high misdemeanor under the law not to re- 
side in that district; but by construction-and implication of law 
it is an offense against the law to unduly absent himself from 
that district. Any amount of absenteeism that goes 

Mr. BOUTELL rose. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida, Ifthe honorable gentleman will allow 
me to finish 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. If this judge goes out of his district 
and absents -himself, and remains where litigants can not reach 
him, where the people; who, in part at least; pay his salary, can 
not appear before-him;-if he takes himself-out of that district 


I should like to submit a question 





















unduly, for private business or personal pleasure, that is an of- 
fense against the law. ° 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Under the statute. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. And hecommits a high misdemeanor 
even if he technically resides in the district, but unduly absents 
himself from it. And yet the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] asked if that was a ground for impeachment. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman pardon a question? I fully 
agree with the gentleman that it ought to be a ground for im- 
peachment, but has the gentleman found any case in which a 
judge was mapencnes for being guilty—— 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. . I will read you the law. 

Mr. MANN. Oh,I know what the law is. The question is 
whether it is a high crime or misdemeanor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The statute says so. 

Mr. SPIGHT. It says so in express words. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I will merely refer to the act of 
Congress which prescribes that this judge shall reside in his 
district. 

Mr. PAYNE... If the gentleman from Florida will allow me. I 
will state that the statute makes that a high crime and misde- 
meanor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, it does. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I would like to continue my remarks 
and then yield. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the gentleman satisfied to have the Judiciary 
Committee simply investigate this one charge of absence from the 
State, or are there other charges he wishes to have investigated? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I will say to the gentleman. if you 
desire to effect.a result and had four good groundsto base it upon, 
would you abandon three and submit the question on one? 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that the gentleman wants to refer 
it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I answer the gentleman’s question by 
asking him another. 

Mr.PAYNE. Iask the gentleman this further question: Why 
not have his resolution referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and have them ascertain if any further charges are to be made; 
whether the charges are made on the responsibility of somebody, 
the gentleman himself, a Member of this House, other charges 
than this one specific charge which is made in his indictment, the 
specific charge of absence from the State and from the judicial 
district? I ask the gentleman if he is not content to have it go to 
that committee and make his other specific charges and let them 
amend the resolution and bring it in with the other specific 
charges to be adopted by the House; to refer it then to the Judi- 
ciary Committee on all these specific charges to take evidence and 
bring in, if they see fit, articles of impeachment? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I will say in answer to the gentle- 
man that before I submitted this resolution I carefully considered 
it, and having done so, and having adopted the grounds upon 
which I intend to proceed, I have not the slightest idea of aban- 
doning them; and the only way that the gentlemen from New 
York and others who feel like him will get rid of the resolution 
will be to vote it down. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
do not believe that any considerable number of gentlemen on that 
side will vote that way. I do not believe that any considerable 
number of fair-minded men in any legislative body, much less in 
a body of such high character as this, would upon technicalities 
defeat the object of this resolution, if I may be permitted to put 
it that way, and prevent its consideration by any mere technical 
objection. 

It should be referred to a committee with full power to inquire. 
That is the purpose of the resolution. That brings out all the 
facts, and they can determine on the guilt or innocence, so far as 
their recommendation for further action goes. I think, Mr. 
Speaker, that it is fully obvious to Members upon both sides of 
this House what this resolution means, and now, having finished 
my remarks, I feel that it would be trespassing upon the pa- 
tience and upon the intelligence of this House to argue further, so 
I renew my motion, and ask the previous question upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida demands the 
previous question. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask the gentleman if he will insist on 
the motion for the previous question, without giving the mover of 
the resolution, which has been debated. an opportunity to debate 
the question? I made the motion modifying the resolution, but 
have had no opportunity to argue it. i ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Iwithdraw my motion for the present. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair will state tothe gentleman from 
Florida— 
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Mr. LACEY. I am entitled to take the floor in my own right 
as the mover of the proposition to modify, and the gentleman was 
recognized first on the other side and had his time and now pro- 
poate to cut off without debate the explanation of the motion to 
refer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the motion of the 
gentleman from Florida for the previous question is in order and 
will cover both the motion of the gentleman from Florida and the 
motion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I withdrew my motion 
for the previous question. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to be recognized. I 
will not occupy very much time. Here are very grave charges, 
made in a somewhat loose form by the legislature of a sovereign 
State. These are worthy of consideration; they should not be 
ignored; they should be sent to a responsible committee, a com- 
mittee having all the power and right to look into questions of 
this kind. Now, it is not at all unusual to send resolutions just 
such as this to a committee, in order that the phraseology of the 
resolution on which action is to be taken might not be vague and 
unsatisfactory. The committee will put it in form. 

Here is the preliminary proceeding in one of the most important 
prerogatives of the House of Representatives, taking the first step 
toward the impeachment of a man holding an office under the 
Constitution of the United States. It is therefore important in 
the first step that the resolution should bein proper form. The 
motion made by me does vot dispose of the resolution. It simply 
refers it to a committee representing both sides of the Chamber, 
to put in proper shape for adopting it or not, it being first con- 
sidered by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

That is all the difference that there is between the proposition 
of the gentleman from Floridaand my own. One is for adopting 
the resolution without further consideration, and the other is to 
have the committee examine the preliminary facts and phrase- 
ology of the resolution before the House is called upon to act 
upon it. It may be that the powers given to the committee by 
the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Florida are not 
ample. They may want further power, and it is for them to say 
whether they want to go to Florida or not. Let them hear these 
preliminary charges, let them investigate or report it back, which 
they will undoubtedly do. This is a very grave matter. There 
is no disposition on the part of anybody to slur it over or bury it 
or dispose of it otherwise than on its merits, but the first step is 
to ascertain if it has merit and what the merits are. and if the 
motion which I have offered is adopted, the Committee on the 
Judiciary will make a preliminary examination. 

Mr. BURKETT rose. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Nebraska for 
a question. 

Mr. BURKETT. What would be the difference in the report 
on the motion offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
and the report on the resolution of the gentleman from Florida 
{Mr. LAMAR]? 

Mr. LACEY. There is nothing for the committee to report on 
if the resolution is adopted. If the resolution is adopted, it is the 
action of the House, but if my motion is adopted the resolution 
goes to the committee and comes back with or without commit- 
tee amendments for adoption or rejection by the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman from Iowa 
will pardon me, this difference exists: Under the motion of the 
gentleman from Florida that committee is now empowered to 
hear testimony, to go to Florida, if necessary und it thinks proper, 
and to summon witnesses, while if the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa is adopted it will be powerless to do those things. 

Mr. LACEY. But the committee would report back the reso- 
lution with the recommendation that it have authority to go to 
Florida. This resolution is not disposed of, and they can report 
it back amended or verbatim in the form in which the gentleman 
from Florida has produced it. But to adoptit without first send- 
ing it to the committee would, in my opinion, be a mistake. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to finish my question. 
If we adopt the resolution offered by the gentleman from Florida, 
do we not ask the Judiciary Committee to bring in a finding of 
‘“‘onilty”’ or ‘“‘not guilty’? when there are no specific charges, and 
have we a right to do that? 

Mr. LACEY. We affirm that there is sufficient in the charges 
to justify them in taking testimony and investigating. 

Mr. Speaker, only one specific charge is embraced in this reso- 
lution, and that is the charge of nonresidence. Now, if, on the 
other hand. the committee, after hearing the complaint 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin rose. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwillyieldtothe gentlemaninamoment. After 
hearing the statement that will be presented to that committee 
the committee can report the resolution back to the House with 
amendments recommending the enlarging of the scope and em- 
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bracing other charges,if there are any. They may find that there 
is no sufficient justification. The House can then act intelligently 
upon the matter. Wecan not here, in the hurly-burly of general 
debate in this great body of nearly 400 Members, investigate a 
matter of this kind, but the seclusion of the committee room, 
with both sides of the Chamber represented by eminent lawyers, 
is the proper place to present the preliminary charges in order 
that the resolution, when it is adopted, can be in proper form. I 
will now yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Iowa if he is quite sure that these charges 
are not specific? They are indorsed, as I understand, by the 
gentleman from Florida, and one of the charges is this: 


court of said Charles Swayne and by his appointed referee has resulted in 
every instance in the waste of the assets of the alleged bankrupt— 

All you have to do is to take the record of any bankruptcy case 
in that court, because it says that in every instance there isa waste 
of assets of the alleged bankrupt— 


by being absorbed in unnecessary costs, expenses, and allowances, to the 
great wrong and injury of creditors and others, until such administration is, 
in effect, legalized robbery and a stench in the nostrils of all good people. 


Now, that is a specific charge of robbery under legalized forms 


in every bankrupt case in that court, and a squandering of the | 


assets under the authority of the judge and of his referee. 


Mr. LACEY. I want to remind the gentleman that I only | 


yielded for a question. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (continuing). It says that his | 


judicial opinions do not command respect and confidence. There 
are certainly two specific charges, one of nonresidence and an- 
other—— 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin if he is satisfied with my answer to his question? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COOPER cf Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] 
yield further? 

Mr. LACEY. I yielded for a question—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to read one other specifi- 
cation and then ask the gentlemen whether they do not constitute 
specifications on which to base a proceeding of impeachment? 

Mr. LACEY. I will say in advance, to save my friend from 
reading further, that there are some specific statements there; 
but the charge made by the gentleman from Florida in his place 
on the floor isa charge of high crimes and misdemeanors, and 
without specifying what they are he states that he will abun- 
dantly support this general charge with matters of a more speci- 
fic nature before the committee. Now, when he does that, the 
committee may bring in a resolution and report back this resolu- 
tion with an amendment setting out the additional charges that 
the gentleman thus brings before the committee, so that when 
the House acts on this resolution it may act intelligently—act in 
the light of at least preliminary evidence which would justify 
further proceedings. 

Mr. BURKETT. What will the committee do with this reso- 
lution under your motion? 

Mr. LACEY. The committee will report it back for action— 
report that it be indefinitely postponed, or laid on the table, or 
adopted, or amended and then adopted, as the case may be. The 
Committee on the Judiciary would have the same power over this 
resolution that the Committee on Appropriations would have 
over a resolution sent to it. 

Mr. BURKETT. The committee may take up these charges 
and put them in proper shape? 

Mr.LACEY. Yes; lickthem into shape,in other words. That 
is one of the purposes of sending a resolution to a committee—in 
order that details may be examined and the resolution put in due 
form for the action of the House. It is not usual to pass a reso- 
lution even of privilege without consideration by a committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Allow me one question: Under 
your resolution, if adopted, could this committee bring in articles 
of impeachment? The resolution of the gentleman from Florida 
embodies that proposition—that the committee bring in articles 
of impeachment if they find such a proceeding justified by the 
facts. Can that be done under the motion of the gentleman from 
Iowa? That is the practical thing we are trying to get at. 

Mr. LACEY. The answer to the gentleman from Mississippi is 
verysimple. Ifthecommittee think that there ought to be articles 
of impeachment they will bring in a substitute for the resolution 
of the gentleman from Florida—they will ask the House to adopt 
a resolution directing them to prepare articles of impeachment. 
They might not go any further than that. This resolution is sub- 
ject toamendment. I do not understand why there is anything 
so special about it that we must insist upon adopting it without 
—— an —— to amend it either in the House or in the 
c ttee. The committee is the proper place to amend it. 

T now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLMSTED]. 








Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I believe I am safe in saying 
that with possibly one exception no such resolution as this 
ever been adopted by the House without reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; and for the simple reason that under the 
rules and precedents of the House it is not privileged and was not 
entitled to be entertained or discussed this morning except by 
unanimous consent. Under the rules it is not privileged to be 
considered until first reported from committee. If any gentleman 
wants authority for that position, he will find it in the decision of 
Speaker Carlisle, reported in section 148 of the book of Parlia- 
mentary Precedents prepared by Mr. Hines, page 94. This is not 
a resolution of impeachment. It is simply an inquiry and not 


| privileged at all. It does not impeach, but in its preamble sets 
Whereas the administration of the United States bankruptcy act in the | 


forth general charges of corruption, and asks an investigation to 
ascertain if there is sufficient ground for impeachment. 

Now, the case to which the gentleman from Alabama referred 
is in exact line with the action which the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] proposes that the House shall take in this case. A 


| resolution had been offered, and was referred by the House to the 
| Committee on the Judiciary, which cemmittee reported, and the 
| House passed an amended resolution which the gentleman from 


Alabama read. 

Now, the one possible exception is that referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. W1LL1AMs}, where Mr. Randolph 
of Virginia rose and stated that he had within his possession facts 
which convinced him that Judge Chase had been guilty of mis- 
demeanor in office. He preferred not to state the facts. Mr. El- 


| liot said he would not vote for any such resolution unless facts 


were stated specifically, whereupon Mr. Smilie of Pennsylvania 
rose, as reported in the annals of the first session of the Eighth 
Congress, January 5, 1804, page 1808, and said: 

A man of the name of Fries was prosecuted for treason in the State of 
Pennsylvania. Twoof the first counselatthat bar, Mr. Lewisand Mr. Dallas, 
without fee or reward, undertook his defense. I mention their names to 
show that there could have been no ty prejudices that influenced them. 
When the trial came on, the judge behaved in sucha manner that Mr. Lewis 
declared that he would not so far degrade his _— as to plead under 
the circumstances imposed upon him. Mr. Da declared that the rights of 
the bar were as well established as those of the bench; that he co ered 
the conduct of the judge as a violation of those rights, and refused to plead. 

The facts were these: The judge told the jury and the counsel that the 
court had made up their minds on what constituted treason; that they had 
committed their opinion to writing, and that thecounsel must, therefore, con- 
fine themselves to the facts in the case before thecourt. The counsel replied 
that they did not dispute the facts, but that they were able to show that 
they did not constitute treason. The end of the affair was that the counsel 
retired from court, and the man was tried without counsel, convicted, and 
sentenced to death. 

After this the Attorney-General wrote a letter to Messrs. Dallas and Lewis 
requesting them to furnish their notes and opinions for the use of the Presi- 
dent. They drew up an answer, in which theystated that the acts charged 
against Fries did not amount to treason, but were only sedition; and that 
they wereso considered in the British courts. This letter was read to me by 
Mr. Dallas. After receiving the letter the President pardoned the man. 

Those were the facts stated in the case referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wim1iiams]. The cise case in 
which the judge had misbehaved was stated and the facts as to 
his alleged misconduct were given. Now, we have here the alle- 
gation of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar] that this 
judge has been guilty of corruption. If guilty he ought to be 
impeached; but the charges should be specifically set forth. No 
case is specified; no circumstances are given. The specific 
charges should be laid before the Judiciary Committee, which 
may then report this or such other resolution as it deems = 
for action by the House. It need not take more than one day 
longer. I say that it has never been known in the history of this 
or any other body that such a resolution should first be passed 
without being referred to a committee, and I hope the motion of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] will be adopted. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. r. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana for a 
question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This is a question of procedure, and it 
is one of considerable importance. I understand that if the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Florida shall be adopted it will be tho 
expression of a desire on the part of the House that an investiga- 
tion shall be had by the Committee on the Judiciary, and the 
pending resolution will be the basis of that investigation. The 
Committee on the Judiciary will be empowered to report articles 
of impeachment regularly if it concludes that the facts justify it. 

Mr. LACEY. And that the limitations upon that investigation 
would also be embraced in the resolution. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, if the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa prevails, the responsibility will be shifted from the 
House to the Committee on the Judiciary. It is equivalent to « 
declaration that the House is not prepared to say that there ough! 
to be an investigation at all, but that responsibility shall be wit! 
the Committee on the Judiciary, which can investigate or not, as 
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it pleases. That is the fundamental difference in the procedure 
between the two motions, is it not? 

Mr. LACEY. One is an orderly procedure before a committee 
with ample opportunities to investigate and to determine whether 
there ought to be such an inquiry instituted, with expenditures 
incurred, The other is an attempt to pass a resolution simply 
upon the ex parte statement of a gentleman upon the floor of the 

ouse, without testimony, without examination, aided, it is true, 
however, by resolutions, which he produces, from the legislature 
of the State of Florida. What investigation that body made, of 
course, I do not know. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
that this suggestion would come in there. If the resolution of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] is adopted, then the Judi- 
ciary Committee can not bring in articles of impeachment, be- 
cause, except when it is authorized by the House to do so in the 
contingency of their being justified, it has nosuch power. Every 
impeachment case from the beginning of the history of the Gov- 
ernment has originated with a reference to a standing committee 
or an appointed committee, with authorit commensal to bring in 
articles of impeachment if found justified. This committee has 
no such power. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. WILLIAMs] if it is not true that this reference does not dis- 
pose of the resolution so far as the House is concerned, but sim- 


ply leaves it — for the House to act upon and to amend, if | 


necessary, such action as may be suggested by the Committee on 
the Judiciary? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


tions or suggestions from the House, into the committee, without | 
power upon the part of the committee to send for testimony or | 


witnesses and without any 


ower to ee ge in case impeach- 
ment should be necessary. ; 


n other words, it will require future 


action of the House to authorize the committee to go further, | 
even to hear testimony. There is no sense in sending it there un- | 
It would 


less that committee can send for papers and witnesses. 
be unjust to the man who is being charged—Judge Swayne—not 
to have that committee given power to send for witnesses in his 
behalf as well as against him. You will send the case there upon 
a mere ex parte statement against him without any power upon 
the part of the committee to have witnesses in his behalf paid for 
by the Government. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will simply say in answer to the 


gentleman that if that committee desires any further power all | 
it has to do is to ask for it when it reports the resolution back. | 


It can report the resolution back without requesting the power 
referred to or with a request for further power, as the case may 
be. The House then being enlightened by the report of that 
an can adopt the report or refuse to adopt it, as the case 
may be. 

Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous question on the motion 
: a and the motion of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 

AMAR]. 

Mr. BURKETT, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BURKETT. _ Is a motion to postpone further consideration | 


of this matter to a definite time now in order? 


The SPEAKER. In reply to the parliamentary inquiry, the | 


Chair will state that a motion to postpone to a definite time would 
not be in order pending the motion for the previous question. 
The gentleman from Iowa moves the previous question upon both 
resolutions. 

The — was taken, and the previous question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, first, upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, would a motion to postpone to 
a definite time be now in order? 


The SPEAKER. Not while the previous question is being ex- | 


ecuted, 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Lacry; and the 
Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 129. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is disagreed to. The question 
now recurs on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was — to. 

The announcement of the result was received with applause. 

On motion of Mr. Lamar of Florida, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 


Was communicated to the House of Representatives Mr. 
Baryegs, one of his secretaries, ne 


It disposes of it, yes; but it | 
disposes of it by getting it out of the House, without any instruc- | 


COMMERCE AND LABOR, 


_ The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: ; 

I transmit herewith the first annual report of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wurite Hovss, December 9, 1903. 

The message and accompanying documents were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate bill (S. 2121) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act providing 
for public printing and binding and the distribution of public 
documents’’—to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate joint resolution (S. R. 17) to provide for the printing of 
| 8,000 copies of the Consolidated Reports of the Gettysburg Na- 
| tional Park Commission, 1893 to 1904, inclusive—to the Committee 
| on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 22: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 

| Seeretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause a 
| survey to be made of Youngs Bay and of that portion of the Columbia River 
between Tongue Point and Fort Stevens, Oreg., commonly known and desig- 
nated as the Astoria Harbor, with a view to widening and deepening the 


channels and permanently improving said harbor, and to submit a plan and 
| estimate for such improvement— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SamvugEL W. Smt, for ten days, on account of importent 
business. 

To Mr. BanGeEr, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on the Public Lands was 
| discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2525) 
| to open for settlement 505,000 acres of land in the Kiowa, Co- 
manche, and Apache Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory, 
and for other purposes; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


GOVERNMENT RESERVATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3577) to acquire certain ground for a Government reserva- 
| tion; and the same was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
| follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey at 
Catskill, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
' ordered to be printed. 
| A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 

from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Damariscotta River, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Chief of Ordnance relative to expenditures and 
arms, ete., fabricated at the Springfield Armory, Springfield, 
ae a the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Little Wabash River to Carmi, [ll.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 

| Mill Cove, Wickford Harbor, Rhode Island—to the Committee on 
| Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of State 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for the mapping and 
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demarcation of boundary line between the United States and Can- 

re the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

. A letter from the commissioner of the Freedman’s Savings and 

Trust Company, submitting his annual report—to the Committee 

on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the channel 
of Patapsco River to Sparrows Point, Maryland—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Spiegelberg Brothers against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report as to harbor of Manchester, 
Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ogden 
Landing, Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Oswego 
Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the secretary of the United States 
Government Board, Louisiana Purchase Exposition, submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for rent of workshop, storage, and 
office rooms—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of 
judgments rendered in favor of claimants and against the United 
States and defendant Indian tribes—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Columbia 
River between Vancouver, Wash., and the mouth of the Willa- 
mette River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the annnal inspection of the branches of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of harbors of 

{ refuge at Point Judith, Block Island, and Great Salt Pond and 
adjacent waters—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


















CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1169) for the 
relief of Calvin B. Cunningham, deceased, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions: A bill (H. R.6758) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
~ — June 30, 1905, and for other purposes—to the Union 
Calendar. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 6759) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Escanaba, Mich.—to the Committee on Public 
; Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 6760) establishing the mini- 
mum rate of pension for the survivors of the late war of the re- 
bellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 6761) for the erection of a public 
; building at Ishpeming, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
i ings and Grounds. 

n By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6762) to 
; increase the limit of cost of the fog signal at the light and fog- 
i signal station at Battery Point, Puget Sound, State of Washing- 

ton—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 6763) granting pensions to 
i artisans in the Construction Corps of the United States Army, 
e and providing pensions to widows and minor children of artisans 
in the Construction Corps of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6764) granting pensions to army locomotive 
firemen, and providing pensions to widows and minor children of 
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army locomotive firemen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


DECEMBER 10, 


By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 6765) to provide for the election 


of a Delegate from the Indian Territory, and for other purposes— 


to the Committee on the Territories. 
By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 6766) to create a new Fed- 


eral judicial district in Georgia, to be called the southwestern dis- 
district of Georgia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 6767) to establish a fish 


hatchery and fish station in the State of Wisconsin—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6768) to em- 
power the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix transportation 
rates in certain contingencies—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 6769) to provide for filling a va- 
cancy created by the detail of the head of a department or corps of 
the War Department to the General Staff or other duty—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 6770) toamend section 4921 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6771) amending the statutes 
relating to patents, relieving medical and dental practitioners 
from unjust burdens imposed by patentees holding patents cover- 
ing methods and devices for treating human diseases, ailments, 
and disabilities—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6772) to establish a fish-hatching and fish 
station in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6773) establishing a fog sig- 
nal at Ediz Hook light station, State of Washington, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 6774) for the improvement of 
the Weymouth Fore River in Quincy and Weymouth, Mass.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6775) for the improvement of Town River, 
Quincy, Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6776) for the improvement of Neponset River 
and Dorchester Bay, in Dorchester, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6777) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Quincy, Mass.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Eecunie. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6778) to fix the rank of certain offi- 
cers in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 6779) imposing a 
tax on pure and compound wines, providing for the collection 
thereof, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 6780) authorizing the Union 
Pioneer Mining and Trading Company toconstruct and maintain 
a bridge across the Catalla Creek, in the district of Alaska—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6781) fixing the time of the assembling of 
the Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6782) to limit the mean- 
ing of the word “‘ conspiracy,’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders 
and injunctions,’’ in certain cases—to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 6783) to provide for the en- 
largement and improvement of thepublic building at Fort Worth, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 6784) creating the Colorado 
— Dwellings National Park—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6785) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Indians located upon the Grande Ronde 
Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and to make an appropriation 
to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KALANIANOALE: A bill (H. R. 6786) to approve act 
No. 31 of the session of 1903 of the legislature of the Territory of 
Hawaii, approved April 22, 1903, entitled ‘‘An act providing for 
the organization and government of counties and districts, and 
the management and control of public works and public institu- 
tions therein’’—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 6787) to confirm and validate 
patents to certain lands situated in the Bitter Root Valley, State 
of Montana, above the mouth of the Lo Lo Fork of the Bitter 
Root River—to the Committee on the. Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey (by request): A bill (H. R. 
6788) for a public building for a National Museum of War at 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension of 
$12 per month to every person who served ninety days or more in 
the military or naval service of the United States during the late 
war of the rebellion, and who have been honorably discharged 
and have passed the age of 62 years, and providing for pensions 
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to widows and minor children—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. ‘ ; : 
By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 6790) to provide for the examina- 
tion of certain officers of the Navy, and to regulate promotions 


therein—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6791) to enable naval courts-martial and 
courts of inquiry to secure the attendance and testimony of civil- 
ian witnesses—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6792) to provide for the convening of gen- 
eral courts-martial at remote naval stations—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6793) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for restoration to the 
public domain, all reservations which are not needed for naval 
purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6794) to authorize the use of depositions be- 
fore naval courts ih certain cases—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6795) pacts for the use by the United 
States of devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in 
its service and covered by letters patent—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. . 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H.R. 
6796) to increase the efficiency of the public service by retire- 
ment of disabled and superannuated employees—to the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) for the retirement of Government em- 
ployees in the classified civil service and the establishment of a 
retirement bureau—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6798) for the appointment of a 
superannuation commission—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6799) to prevent superannuation in the clas- 
sified civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6800) for the retirement of Gov- 
ernment employees in the classified civil service without cost to 
the Government—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6801) for the retirement of Gov- 
ernment employees in the classified civil service without cost to 
the Government—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6802) to prevent superannuation in the clas- 
sified civil service, and tocreate a retirement fund for employees— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6803) fixing the max- 
imum length of rural routes hereafter to be established, and in- 
creasing the salaries of rural carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6804) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a customs appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 6805) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to bridge the Newark Bay,’’ approved February 18, 1895— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6806) to amend an act authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to cause to be erected monuments and 
markers on the battlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate 
the valorous deeds of certain regiments and batteries of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 6807) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Butler, Pa.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6808) making 
° a Pa., a subport of entry—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

_By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6809) granting a pension to 
Union soldiers and their widows—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 6810) to refund internal-revenue 
— paid by owners of private dies—to the Committee on 

alms. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 62) making an appropriation for an exhibit of the public 
schools of the District of Columbia at the St. Louis Exposition— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

_ By Mr. MORRELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 63) provid- 
ing lor @ Commission to revise the existing financial laws of the 
United States and to report a substitute therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 80) 
providing for the amending of Rule X, changing the number of 
members of the House committees—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also. a resolution (H. Res. 81) requesting all papers and evi- 
dence touching the investigation of all alleged frauds and irregu- 
larities in the Post-Office Department and postal service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Sash Meal 





By Mr. PRINCE: A resolution (H. Res. 82) requesting of Secre- 
tary of Treasury a report as to national-bank deposits—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Florida—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 6811) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Switzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6812) granting a pension to Clara A. Brinker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6813) granting an increase of pension to Sey- 
mour H. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6815) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Stern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6816) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Ratzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to Rosa Glass—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6818) granting leave to the executors or ad- 
ministrators of the estate of Isadore Termini, deceased, to com- 
mence action against the United States of America, for the alleged 
eae act in causing his death—to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6819) to grant authority and jurisdiction to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6820) to remove the record of dishonorable 


| dismissal from the military record of John Flinn, alias Flynn— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6821) to remove the record of dishonorable 
discharges from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis 
Smith, George Heppel, and Henry Metzger—to the Commiitee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6822) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Hayward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 6823) granting an increase of 
pension to S. R. Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 6824) for the relief of Benjamin 
Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6825) for the relief of Herbert W. George— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6826) for the relief of Creigh- 
ton Churchill, an ensign on the retired list of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6827) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas H. Padgett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6828) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Franklin Wise—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6829) granting an increase of pension te 
Joseph Brindley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6830) granting a 
pension to Charles E. Likes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 6831) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of George W. Soule—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6832) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Cayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6833) for the relief of Ber- 
nard W. arene the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6834) granting a pension to 
George W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6835) granting an increase of pension to Cal- 
vin H. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6836) granting an increase of pension to Elise 
Habercom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 6837) granting an increase of 
pension to Emanuel T. Leib—to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6838) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Zellers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 6839) removing charge of 
desertion from the military record Robert Giffen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6840) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert F. Noah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6841) granting an increase of pension to Heze- 
kiah Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6842) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6843) granting a pension to John P. Crump— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6844) granting a pension to Thomas Brach- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6845) granting a pension to George W. Car- 
lock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6846) granting a pension to Sibba Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 6847) granting a pension to 
Melvina J. Swiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6848) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Plattenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6849) for the relief of Joseph H. 
Sparks—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6850) granting an increase of pension to | 


Samuel Mixel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6851) granting an increase of pension to John 
S. Roseberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6852) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6853) granting an imcrease of pension to | 


Henry Brant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jacob Dibert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 6855) for the relief of Adolph | 


Gichan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 6856) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy E. Tate—to theCommittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6857) granting an increase of pension to | 


Lorenzo D. Jameson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6858) granting an increase of pension to | 


Nelson Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6859) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam A. Sheridan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6860) | 


granting an increase of pension to Albert C. Andrews—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6861) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F.-Calef—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6862) for the relief of John W. 


Long, of Unitia, Loudon County, Tenn.—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6863) for the allowance of certain claims for 


stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the | 
rovisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly | 


nown as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6864) to re- 
move the charge of desertion standing against the name of Jerry 
Horan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6865) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the name of D. J. Mahoney—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6866) granting a pension to Mary W. How- | 


ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6867) to correct the military record of Henry | 


N. Penfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6868) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Hanson—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6869) granting an increase of pension to | 


Lorenzo D. Elmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 6870) to amend the act ap- 
proved March 15, 1878, entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of William 
A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army’’—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 6871) for the relief of the estate | 


of Samuel H. Patterson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 6872) granting a pension to 
James H. Sale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6873) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6874) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Spicer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6875) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph F. Andrews—to the Gommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6876) granting an increase ef pension to 
Mahlon M. Lucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6877) granting an increase of pension to Nel- 
son G. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 6878) ting a pension to 
William Fitch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6879) for the relief of R. A. Fin- 
nell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 6880) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles T. Preston—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6881) to pension Zachariah 
T. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 6882) nting a pension to 
Lucy E. Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6888) granting an increase of pension to Jas- 
per N. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6884) granting an increase of pension to 
Felix G. Albin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6885) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
rison Payton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6886) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Kauble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6887) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
win B. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6888) granting an increase of pension to James 
F. Brann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6889) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6890) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam T. Gans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6891) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6892) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6893) granting a pension to Jennie Johnson— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6894) granting an increase of pension to 
| Levi Wright—to the Committve on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6895) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph L. Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) granting an increase of pension to John 
| W. Landis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6897) granting an increase of pension to 
| James M. Emmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6898) granting an increase of pension to 
| John T. oR the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6899) granting an increase of pension to 
| Linza Cottrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 6900) granting an increase of pension to 
| William M. Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6901) granting an increase of pension to 
William Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Sarah Gentry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6903) granting a pension to John Hurst—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6904) for the relief of Mary C. Stevens (for- 
merly Mary C. Williams)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 6905) granting an increase of 

nsion to Samuel G. Fisher—totheCommittee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6906) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hof- 
| fecker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George H. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 6908) for the re- 
| lief of Joseph Flewhart—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6909) granting a pension to James H. Pool— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6910) granting a pension to Mary E. Camp- 
| bell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6911) granting a pension to James H. Wes 
| ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 6912) for the relief of William 
Large—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 6913) grant- 
ing a pension to Edward Henry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 6914) granting a pension to Ada- 
line R. Ranney—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6915) for the relief of Mary J. 
| McClothlen—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 6916) granting 
| an increase of pension to Alexander Hardy—to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 6917) granting an increase of pension to 
| Samuel Oakerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6918) granting an increase of pension to 
Meredith H. Kidd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6919) to correct the military record of Ed- 
ward ve—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6920) granting a pension to Susan E. Weaver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of 
the estate of P. Gilmore—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 6922) nting a pension to 
Theresa Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6923) granting a pension to Olive Bassett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6924) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Murrihy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6925) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Neveux—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 6926) for the relief of John 
Treftz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6927) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca C. Nevin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6928) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Prost—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 6929) granting an increase of 
pension to William F. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6930) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Reamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6931) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mc- 
Cann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 6932) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey R. King—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6933) granting a pension to L. M. Ferrier— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 6934) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Thomas A. Slater—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6935) for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner Walter B. Chester—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6936) for the relief of McHenry Robinson, 
executor of the estate of Elizabeth 8. Cushing—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6937) for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth 
Cushing—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6938) granting a pension to John H. Leslie— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6939) granting a pension to Sue Stevens | 


Eskridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Susannah O. Wardrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6941) granting a pen- 
sion to Hester A. Godman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6942) granting a pension to Frederick L. 
Killion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to Mary G. Edmond- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6944) for the relief of James L. East—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6945) for the relief of Kenner Stirwalt—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 6946) granting an increase of pension to Solo- | 


mon C. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6964) granting 
a pension to James 8. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6965) granting an increase of pension to 
Phoebe Buch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6966) granting an increase of pension to 
Roxana 8. Ker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6967) granting an increase of pension to 
Archer Fielding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6968) granting an increase of pension to An- 
nie R. E. Nesbitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6969) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert W. Patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 6970) to correct the record 
of Othella D. Hughes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6971) granting a pension to Louisa Baum- 
gard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6972) raising the rank of Chief Engineer 
Robert Potts on the retired list of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 6973) granting an increase of 
pension to Simeon Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 6974) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against Merida Mealor—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6975) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Lawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6976) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jane Wheeler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary A. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6978) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Vincent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6979) for the relief of John L. Benson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6980) granting a pension to Maggie E. Bam- 


| ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6940) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6981) granting a pension to Edgar A. Nor- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6982) granting a pension to John T. Walsh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6983) for the relief of the estate of Susanna 
Fleming—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6984) for the relief of Kate R. Sharretts and 
Edward A. Sharretts, administrators of George E. W. Sharretts— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H.R. 6985) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Stormer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 6986) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to George Ireland—to the Committee on Invalid 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6948) granting an increase of pension to 


Joshua Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6949) granting an increase of pension to | 


Andrew Jarvis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6950) granting an increase of pension to | 


Samuel M. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6951) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles G. Corr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6952) granting an increase of pension to John | 


H. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6953) granting an increase of pension to | 


Michael W. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6954) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6955) granting an increase of pension to 


John G. Fessenger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6956) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellis House—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6957) granting an increase of pension to A. 
C. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6958) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 6959) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Parrish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6960) ting an increase of pension to 
John W. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6961) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6962) granting an increase of pension to 
Pauline N. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6963) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram P, Pauley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 6987) granting a pension to 
Martha J. Kellogg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6988) granting a pension to Murtilla Craw- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6989) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Ebey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6990) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6991) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6992) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
B. Vandevanter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 6993) granting an increase of 
pensiontoAlfred D. Cannon—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 6994) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Theresa Nebrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6995) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Steel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 6996) for the relief of Boon, 
Bostwick & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6997) granting a pension to Mary A. Wood- 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6998) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert W. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7000) granting an increase 
of pension to John White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7001) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram J. Cain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7002) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James 8. Rearden—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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' Also, a bill (H. R. 7003) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7004) granting a pension to Sarah Aldrich— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7005) granting a 

nsion to Herbert N. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7006) granting a pension to Benson McNall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7007) to correct the military record of Ben- 
son McNall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7008) granting a 
pension to Amri H. Field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7009) granting a pension to Mary A. Goulds- 
bury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7010) granting a pension to Kryn Dykema— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7011) granting a pension to S. J. Fix—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7012) granting a pension to Thomas Scar- 
vell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 7018) granting an 
increase of pension to Marvin Chandler—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7014) granting an 
increase of pension to J. J. Boyd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7015) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie Miller, of 
Henrietta, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 7016) for the relief of Ella L. 
Demouy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7017) for the relief of the Medical College of 
Alabama—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of the Selma and Merid- 
ian Railroad Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7019) for the relief of the creditors of the 


Deposit Savings Association, of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee | 


on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7020) for the relief of the Mobile Marine | 


Dock Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7021) granting a 
pension to Eliza Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By-Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 1267, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to D. Miller Gordon—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Pennsyl- 
vania Staté forestry reservation commission, urging the preserva- 
tion of the Calaveras trees of California—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, copy of an eight-hour and an anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, letter from Alba B. Johnson, chairman committee on in- 
surance of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, relating to Senate 


bill 1261, which excludes certain kind of literature from the | 


mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of George I. Abell and 22 others, for 


specific appropriation for paving of B street NE. between Elev- | 


enth and ‘I'welfth streets, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


By Mr. BADGER: Resolution of the South Side Business and | 


Improvement Association, of Columbus, Ohio, urging the estab- 


lishment of a new Federal court district for central Ohio—to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BAKER: Paper to accompany bill to correct military 
record of Antonio Diaz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr.CANNON: Memorialof the Philadelphia Turngemeinde, | 


protesting against legislation subjecting liquor in original pack- 
ages to the provision of State laws—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


Also, resolution of the Merchants’ National Exchange of Oak- 


land, Cal., praying for legislation to enlarge the power of the In- 


terstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate | 


and Foreign Commerce. 


Also. memorial of General Warren Council, No. 46, Junior | 


Order United American Mechanics. of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying 
for legislation to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill to pension Oscar 
Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of John W. 
Plattenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of New York State Pharmaceu- 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


tical Association, favoring reduction of tax on alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolution of the executive committee of the 
National Business League, favoring enlargement of the Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the board of trustees of the 
Sanitary District of Chicago, for a construction of a waterway 
connecting the Great Lakes and the Mississippi River and the 
Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Frank 8S. Regan and others, favoring antican- 
teen legislation—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Streator, I1l., protesting against the 
passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a 
soldiers and their widows, introduced by Mr. 
10, 1903—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of residents of Keokuk, Iowa, relat- 
ing to the improvement of the upper Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the Pennsylvania State forestry 
reserve commission, favoring the preservation of the Calaveras 
| trees of California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
| By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: Petition of A. J. Keenan, 
trustee, praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of E.S. Deane, praying reference of war claim to 
| the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of A. 8. Leach, trustee, praying reference of war 
| claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of J. H. White and other citizens of 
| Madison County, Iowa, protesting against the sale of liquor in all 

public buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
| By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Mary J. McClothlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Jacob F. Reamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Sarah A. Mc- 
Cann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of William F, 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill to cor- 
rect the military record of Kenner 8. Stirwalt—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Samuel 
M. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the Business and Profes- 
sional Club of Philadelphia, relative to a 35-foot channel for the 
Delaware River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania State forestry reservation 
commission, for the preservation of the Calaveras trees of Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, copy of an eight-hour and an anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, letter from Alba B. Johnson, chairman committee on in- 
surance of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, relating to Senate 
| bill 1261, for the exclusion of certain literature from the mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Pagers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of George W. Lawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to correct military record of 

Merida Mealer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of C. L. Bigelow, of Phelps, N. Y., 
against sale of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings—to 
| the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Brunswick, Frederick County, Md., praying 
reference of its claim to the Court of Claims—to the Coramittee 
| on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Ashland, Carrollton, 
and New Canton, Ill., against the passage of a parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 

Also, petition of W. A. Wells and other soldiers of the rebellion, 
favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Papers inclaim of Samuel 
| B. Nelson, for reference toCourt of Claims—to the Committee on 

War Claims. 
By Mr. RYAN: Papers to accompany bill to pension Julia 
Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5028, granting an increase 
_of pension to James Winspear—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| slons. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the National 
Business League, favoring enlargement of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. SHAFROTH: Resolution of the Left Hand Grange, 
No. 9, of the Order of Patrons of Husbandry, of Niwot, Colo., 
favoring increase of salary for rural mail carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHULL: Paper to accompany bill to increase pension 
of Anthony Bracklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SMITH of New York: Papers to accompany bill to in- 
crease pension of Marvin Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of merchants of Forrest, Ml., 
against passage of a cee ae bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 2431, to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Isaac M. Dow—to the Com- 
mittes on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Papers to accompany bill to pension Eliza 
Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, December 11, 1903. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrRettyMan, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORT ON COMMERCE AND LABOR, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message fronrthe President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the first annual report of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WuitEe Houses, December 9, 1903. 


GOVERNMENT SALARY TABLES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending the 
adoption of the new Government salary tables as contained in 
House Document No. 393, Fifty-seventh Congress,-secomd session; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DELEGATE FROM PORTO RICO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid beforethe Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of State, inclosing a letter from the 
acting governor of Porto Rieo;transmitting a certifted copy of 
a memorial adopted by the executive council of. Porto. Rico, pray- 
ing for the finak passage of section 4 of a House resolution of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, second session, providing for a Delegate 
to the House of Representatives of the United States from Porto 
Rico; which, with the accompanying papers, was-referred: to the 
— on Pacific Islands.and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXPENDITURES AT SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 


munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement 
of the expemditures at the Springfield Armory, Springfield, Mass.., 
for the year ended June 30, 1903; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referredto the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN ‘‘ THE OREGON COUNTRY.”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 


munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 27th ultimo, a statement of the 
land, in acres, of undisposed Government lands in what was orig- 
inally known as ‘‘ The Oregon Country;”’ which, with the accom- 


panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, | 


and ordered to be printed. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 


mitting the conclusions of. fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel brig Resolution, 
Alpheus Billings, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
bebe. to the Committee-on Claims, and ordered to be 
Tinted, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel brig Polly, Joseph Eads,master; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel sloop Hawk, Holden Langford, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel schooner Polly, John Drummond, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliatior claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel schooner Molly, John Millett, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel brig Mehitable, William Orne, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I present a memorial signed by 
Joseph F. Smith, John R. Winder, Anthon H. Lund, and other 
citizens of Salt Lake City, Utah, transmitted by Arbuckle Broth- 
ers, of New York City, remonstrating against the anti-Mormon 
agitation’ directed against the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Smoot]. Imove that the memorial be referred to the Committee 
| on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of the Retail Mer- 
chants” Association of Evansville; of the Connersville Ice Company, 
of Connersville, and of the Alexandria Ice and Cold Storage Com- 
pany, of Adexandria, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation relative to the use of the 
mails-for certain classes of literature and for contracts of insur- 
ance; whieh were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Congress of Mothers, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon: Rexp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURNH&AM presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Derry, N. H., and a petition of the 
National Congress of Mothers, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator 
| from the Stateof Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and.Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the Home Missionary So- 
| ciety of Califon; of the congregation of the Centenary Methodist 
| Episcopal Church, of Newark; of the congregation of the Presby- 
| terian Chturch of Lamington; of the congregation of the Methodist 
| Episcopal Church of Andover; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
| ance Union of Gladstone, all in the State of New Jersey, and of 
the NationalCongress of Mothers, praying for an investigation of 
|-the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of O. P. Morton Post, No. 
171, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., and a petition of E. B. Gibbs Post, No. 76, 
Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of White- 
bear, Mian., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented. petitions of Coopers’ International Union, 
No. 61, Federation of Labor, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and also the anti-injunc- 
— bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Mill- 
bury. Mass., and a petition of the congregation of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Providence, R. I.. praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor. a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of S.W. Woodward and 
sundry other citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for a public park or reservation 











at the intersection of Sixteenth and Kenesaw streets and Mount 
Pleasant avenue, in that city; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Ladies’ Aid Society of 
the Church of God, of Maine Prairie, Minn., and a petition of the 
congregation of the United Evangelical Church of Maine Prairie, 
Minn., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Resp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Kansas City; of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Tarkio; of the Woman’s Mis- 
sionary Society of Parkville; of sundry citizens of Parkville; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Springfield; of the 
Woman’s Missionary Society of Parkville, and of the congrega- 
tion of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Kansas City, all in 
the State of Missouri, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a of the congregation of the 
Scandinavian Mission Church, of Superior; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Superior, and of the 
Woman’s Club of Monroe, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
Reerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of the congre- 
gations of the Congregational Church, the Calvary Baptist 
Church, and the Advent Church, and of the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association, all of Torrington, all in the State of Connecti- 
cut, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 

































which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the National Association 
of Credit Men of the United States, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to reorganize the consular service of the United States; 

° which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Oneida; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Greene; of sundry citizens of Brooklyn; of the 

' Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary Society of New Hartford; 
of the congregation of the Fourth Presbyterian Church of Albany; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Brookhaven; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Moreau; of the 
Woman’s Baptist Missionary Society of Wellsville; of the 
Woman’s Missionary Society of Far Rockaway; of sundry citizens 
of Albany; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Pine 
Plains; of the congregation of the United Brethren in Christ of 
Great Valley; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Pleasant Valley; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Pleasant Valley; of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Salem; of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Fort Ann; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Fort Ann; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Dalton; of the Ministers’ Association of Cam- 
bridge; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Perry; of the congregation of the Free Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Albion; of sundry citizens of Troy; of the congregation 
of the Prospect Heights Presbyterian Church, of New York City; 
of sundry citizens of Dunkirk; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Dunkirk: of sundry citizens of Dobbs Ferry; of 
the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Sodus; of 
the congregation of the Main Street Baptist Church, of Bingham- 
ton; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Deposit; of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Friends Church of Poplar Ridge; 

i of sundry citizens of Onondaga County, and of the congregation 
of the Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church, of Rochester, all in 
the State of New York, praying for an investigation of the charges 
; made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State 
= Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
ections. 
} Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Sanford, Fla., anda petition of the 
} Union Thanksgiving Meeting of Sanford, Fla., praying for an in- 
; vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
i Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Balti- 
E more, Md., prayimg that an appropriation be made to deepen the 
main channel of that port from 30 to 35 feet; which was referred 
to the Committee on erce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Tiffin, Ohio: of the Nineteenth Century Club, of 
Washington, Iowa; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Lowell, Mass., and of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
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copal Church of Carmen, Okla., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committe 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; whic): 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that a change of reference be made of tho 
bill (S. 2323) relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Res- 
ervation. It was improperly referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. It should have been referred to the Committee on 

ro tempore. 


Indian Affairs. 
If there be no objection, tho 
correction will be a. 


The PRESIDENT 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to report the bill favorably and unani- 
mously from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2323) relating to ceded lands on the Fort 
Hall Indian Reservation, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 252) relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reser- 
vation, moved that it be postponed indefinitely; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (8. 492) to amend section 2 of 
an act entitled ‘‘Anact to inc rate the Convention of the Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington,” reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 712) to provide for the service of war- 
rants issued by United States commissioners in the district of Min- 
nesota and for the summary disposition by such commissioners of 
certain cases connected with Indian liquor traffic, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 711) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to fulfill 
certain treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians of Lake 
Superior and the Mississippi, and making appropriation for the 
same, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1490) to authorize the sale of a part of what is known as 
the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the }i!1 
(S. 1838) conferring upon the Court of Claims authority to hear 
and determine certain claims of the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 820) to provide for the con- 
struction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River from 
Washington to the Arlington estate property, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 465) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company to 
lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington,” approved 
May 19, 1896, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


ASSISTANT CLERK OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 27th ultimo, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unaui- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the salary of the assistant clerk to the Committee on tlie 
District of Columbia, authorized by resolution of January 18, 1900, at $1.44) 
annum be, and it hereby is, increased to $1,800 per annum, to take efiect 


mber 1, 1903. 
UTE INDIAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1222) for the relief of the confederated 
bands of Ute Indians, reported the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

y Resolwed, That the bill a ae for f relief of oe comtetevated bands “4 
eae Senate, together accompany in 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims. in pur- 
| suance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bring: 
ing of suits ‘the Government of the United States,” approved March 
= 887. And the said court shall proceed with the same :in accordance wit) 

e provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therew ith. 


CN ee eee 
















































































































































BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions: E ; 

A bill (S. 2875) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Redmond (with an accompanying paper); _ 

A bill (S. 2876) granting an increase of pension to Henry Woods 
(with an accompanying paper); ; 

A bill (S. 2877) granting an increase of pension to Hiram P. 


Pauley; 
A bil (S. 2878) granting a pension to George Rigler; 
A bill (S. 2879) granting an increase of pension to Isum Gwin; 


and 
A bill (S. 2380) granting a pension to Jane Smith (with accom- 


panying ponerse). : 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2381) granting a pension to 
Fannie Hay Maffitt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. Oe eens for the re- 
survey of certain townships in Routt and Rio Bianco counties, in 
the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2383) for the relief of Harry A. E. 
Pickard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2384) to establish probate courts 


in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read | ner of John Myers & 


twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (8. 2385) providing for holding 
regular terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States at Great Falls, Mont.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 2386) granting an increase of 
pension to Fisher Ames; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2387) granting an increase of pen- 
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Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2400) to approve act No. 31 
of the session of 1903 of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
approved April 22, 1903, entitled ‘‘An act providing for the organi- 
zation and government of counties and districts, and the manage- 
ment and control of public works and public institutions therein;”’ 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2401) to approve a special act duly 
enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize 
and provide for the manufacture, distribution, and supply of elec- 
tric fight and power on the island of Oahn, Territory of Hawaii; 
which was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee’ 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2402) to secure sanitary 
dairy products for the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2403) for the relief of 
Mary E. Carey, executrix of the estate of James J. Newell, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2404) for the relief of the estate of W. F. Sanderson; 

A bill (S. 2405) for _ relief of T. H. B. Myers, surviving part- 

n; 

A bill (by request) (5. 2408) for the relief of William C. Staples; 

A bill (by request) (S. 2407) for the relief of the estate of James 
A. Suydam, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2408) for the relief of Thomas D. Meares, administra- 
tor of Armand D. Young, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2409) for the relief of Mary N. Bryan; 

A bill (S. 2410) for the relief of Henry R. Bryan; 

A bill .(S. 2411) for the relief of the estate of H. D. Coley, de- 
ceased; 


A bill (S. 2412) for the relief of George A. Russell, administra- 


sion téJohn M. Burke; which was read twice by its title, and | tor of Stephen Chadwick, deceased: and 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2388) to amend an act entitled | James Church, of Wilmington 


“An act making appropriations for the construction, mate, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes,”’ approved June 13, 1902; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


A bill (S. 2413) for the relief - the vestry and wardens of St. 
, N.C. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2414) granting an increase 
of pension to Elise Habercom; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (S. 2415) forthe relief of George 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2389) for the relief of the estate of | W. Guyer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


James M. Ellison, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 2390) for the relief of 
Walker McQueary; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Healsointroduced the following bills; which were severally read 


Committee on Claims. | 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 2416) grant- 


| ing an increase of pension to Mary Joanna Adams; which was 


twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: | 


A bill (S. 2391) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Odenheimer; 
aa bill (S. 2392) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
isner; 
A bill (S. 2393) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Clark; 
A bill (8. 2394) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Beebe; and 


A bill (S. 2895) grantin increase nsion L. | 
oe ) eo ae ae | panying papers be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Small. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2396) granting a pension to | 
Clarissa Ann La Point; which was read twice by its title, and with | 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also Cede a bill (S. 2397) 


granti 
sion to William H. Vickers; which was ~ 


— with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ensions, 


read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2417) for the relief of 
Granville R. McCubbin; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of Granville R. MeCubbin, praying for relief, with certificate of 
discharge and court-martial record attached, together with the 
affidavits of Dr. N. B. Woolsey, Charles L. Mowder, Sam Rus- 


| sell, and W. C. McCubbin, and letters of the War Department, 


Mr. HOAR introduce i . 2898) to md an act entitled | 
™ uced a bill (8 ) Senne a se | State of California; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


“An act to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners.” 


approved August 19, 1890, and for other purposes, as amended | 


February 18, 1895; which was read twice by its title. 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is indorsed ‘ Judi- 


Ciary.”’ 


February 26 and March 12, 1902, printed circular of September 
20, 1901, and copy of muster-out roll of Granville R. McCubbin, 
and sundry letters to myself. I move that the bill and accom: 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2418) granting a pension to 
Marit Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


an increase of pen- | the Committee on Pensions. 
twice by its title, | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2419) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jane M. Black; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2420) for the relief of the 


ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2421) for the relief of the holders 


of certain California Indian war bonds and coupons; which was 


Mr. HOAR. I presume the bill should go to the Committee on | 


Commerce, if the Chair will just look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think 
that it ought to go to the Committee on Commerce, as there will 
2 Perey that committee very shortly a bill relating to the same 
subject, 

Mr. HOAR. 
Person, the bill was marked ‘‘ Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred tothe 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2309) granting a pension to 
Michael Nelligan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


By an inadvertence. not due to me, but another | 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2422) relating to the pay of mates 
in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 


| referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


} 
| 


| 





He also introduced a bill (S. 2423) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Benson C. Bellamy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (for Mr. Scott) introduced a bill (S. 2424) 
to recognize and promote the efficiency of army chaplains; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2425) for the relief 
of Thomas H. Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice bytheirtitles,and referred totheCommittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2426) granting an increase of pension to Albion K. 
P. Dresser; 

A bill (S. 2427) granting an increase of pension to Bennett 
Morse (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2428) granting an increase of pension to Gideon F. 
Pond; and 

A bill (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2480) for the relief of Col. 
James N. Wheelan, United States Army, retired; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. HAWLEY) introduced a 
bill (S. 2431) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Fitzger- 
ald, which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. HawWLEy) introduced a bill (S. 2482) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph J. Fry; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2433) to amend the military 
record of John H. Skinner; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 2434) providing for a superintendént of the Fire De- 
partment of the District of Columbia; 


ings in the District of Columbia; and 
A bill (S. 2486) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to name streets, avenues, alleys, highways, and res- 


ervations in that part of the District of Columbia outside of the | > os 
| for several years, and it does not seem from any application he 


city of Washington, and for other purposes. 
Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2487) to provide for the trans- 


portation of naval and other stores and supplies in American-built | 


ships; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 19) to restore 
the status of the Fifth and Sixth Regiments Delaware Volunteers, 
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who served during the late civil war; which was read twice by | ; ism b 
| should be met with the objection that it does not go far enough, 
| and that the honorable Senator, the head of the Finance Commit- 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 20) authorizing 
the selection of a site and the erection of a pedestal for a bronze 
statue in Washington, D. C.,in honor of the late Henry Wads- 
worth Longfellow; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed to state for the information of 
the Senate and the public that I understand the entire money has 
been raised by the Longfellow Memorial Association for the 
whole cost of the statue, and all that the joint resolution con- 
templates is the permission to put it in some proper public place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 21) authorizing | 


the purchase of a marble bust of General Lafayette, executed by 
David D’Angers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. as $ 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (5. R. 22) 
authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
permit the erection of certain poles and overhead wires in connec- 
tion with the work of eliminating grade crossings in the city of 
Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

PRICES OF AMERICAN GOODS ABROAD. 

Mr. BACON. I submit a resolution which I ask may be read, 
and that it may have present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and 
he is hereby, directed to procure, so far as practicable, the information here- 
inafter specified, and report the same to the Senate during the present ses- 
gion of Congress, and not later than April 1, 1904. 

First. What classes of goods manufactured in the United States have, dur- 
ing the year ending December 31, 1903, been sold or offered for sale in foreign 
countries or for export to foreign countries by the manufacturers thereof, 
or through their representatives or agents, at prices less than the same 
classesof goods were during the same period sold in the United States by the 
manufacturers thereof, or through their representatives or agents; the said 
report, while including so far as practicable all classes of goods so manufac- 
tured and sold, to have special reference to manufactures of iron and steel 
and other metals, of glass and crockery, textile goods and the manufactures 
thereof, boots, shoes, and other manufactures of leather, hats and caps and 
other wearing apparel, household and kitchen utensils and wares, household 
and kitchen furniture, sewing machines, vehicles of all kinds, farm imple- 
ments and farm machinery, and other machinery of all kinds, cutlery and 
tools of all kinds, watches, jewelry, and other articles for household and per- 
sone] use, comfort, or adornment, and the said report to give the compara- 
tive prices and said sales separately for each of the said classes of goods, and 
the foreign countries in which or for export. to which said sales were ma#ie. 

Second. What, separately stated as to each class of goods, was the general 
average during the said period of said comparative prices in sales in the 
United States and in the several foreign countries. 
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Third. If during the said period the said comparative prices in any instances 
fluctuated materially from said averages, then, stated se tely, what wi 
in such instances, the comparative prices in said sales in the several classes o 
embraced in such instances at different periods in the year when said 
uctuations occurred. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not sure about the reading of the reso- 
lution. For what year is the information to be secured? 

Mr. BACON. The present year. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution had better go to 
the — on Finance. I suppose the Senator expects it to 
go there. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator desires it to go 
there for the purpose of reporting it back I do not know that 
there will be any special objection. But I do not see why the 
resolution—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. That committee usually reports back matters 
which are sent to it by the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. I understand, but I was going on to say that 
even with that intention I do not know why it should be consid- 
ered by the Finance Committee. It is entirely within the usual 
custom of the Senate desiring information—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee might possibly think it desir- 
able to get further information, and it might have some question 
about whether the Department of Commerce ought to furnish 
this information or the Department of the Treasury, in which 
these matters are regulated. There are a great many questions 


| involved in the suggestions of the Senator from Georgia, as I 
| think he will admit, that ought properly to be considered by some 
A bill (S. 2435) to amend an act to regulate the height of build- | 


committee. 
Mr. BACON. That is no reason why they should all be em- 


| braced in one resolution. The Senator from Rhode Island, the 
| distinguished head of that very honorable and prominent com- 


mittee, has doubtless been revolving these matters in his mind 


has made to the Senate that there has occurred to him the need 
for any information. I am quite sure that if the Senator from 
Rhode Island had desired this information, or if he had thought 
it important that the Senate should have it before now, ht would 
have brought it to the attention of the Senate. 

How is it, Mr. President, that at this time a resolution which, 
if it is subject to any criticism it would be that it is too elaborate, 


tee, thinks it better that that committee should have the oppor- 
tunity to add to it? If the Senator desires to add to it, I have no 


| objection that he should do it. I have no objection to the resolu- 


tion lying over in order that he may have time to examine it and 
to prepare such amendments as he may deem proper in the way of 
addition. I trust that the Senator will not prepare any amendment 
which shall in any way curtail the scope of the inquiry desired. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is proceeding by unan- 
imous consent. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. BACON. Iso understand, Mr. President, but I am only 
following the lead of the distinguished Senator from Rhode 
Island, formerly chairman of the Committee on Rules, who was 
presumed to be acting upon that assumption. 

Mr. President, if this were proposing legislation, then the sug- 
gestion of the distinguished Senator would be entirely in order. 
If it were proposing any action on the part of the Senate it would 
be in order. But I submit that it is not according to the custom 
of the Senate, when legitimate information is desired from a De- 
partment, to refer the question to a committee to say whether or 


| not the Senate shall have the benefit of the information. 


We have here every day resolutions introduced instructing 
heads of Departments to furnish to the Senate information, and 
it is not customary—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution go over. I did 
not mean to awaken all this discussion. Let it zo over and be 
printed, and then at the proper time—— 

Mr. BACON. I will consent to the suggestion. I recognize its 
propriety. } 

r. ALDRICH. At the proper time I shall move a reference 
of the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over un- 
der objection. 

POWERS OF COLOMBIAN GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I submit a resolution and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas by the constitution of Colombia, adopted in 1886, it is provided: 

“ARTICLE 1. The Colombian nation is = yey asa centralized repub ic. 

“ART. 2.. The sovereignty resides essentia pone exclusively in the nation, 
and from it emanate the public powers which shall be exercised within the 
limits prescribed by this constitution; and 

Whereas 4 said constitution it is also provided: 

“Art. 4. The territory, together with the public property therein coa- 
tained, belongs exclusively to the nation:” 
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Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate is directed to 
consider and report as early as practicable to the Senate, whether the inhab- 


jtants and residents of the rtment of Panama may lawfully form a dis- 
tinct, separate, and independent government in that territory, and particu- 
larly whether there is any governmental authority other than Colombia em- 
powered to grant in perpetuity the mse, Gocapation, and control of land and 
waters in the territory of Panama, with full and complete sovereignty over 
the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. ; : 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is 
a resolution of such importance it not only ought not to be re- 
ferred, but that it ought to be adopted at once. 

The Senate, of course, is aware of the fact that we have pend- 
ing here a very important treaty. The treaty, I understand, is 
here, and is before the Committee on Foreign Relations. The 
President so announced in his message. One of the vital ques- 
tions is whether any other governmental authority than the Re- 
public of Colombia is authorized to grant the use and occupation 
of the public domain and any other property—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest thatthe resolution had better go over. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have the regular order. | 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution goes over under 
the rule. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have no objection to its going over. 

Mr. CULLOM. Neither have I. : 

Mr. KEAN. The motion to refer is pending. 

Mr. CULLOM. The motion is pending to refer to the Commit- | 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

LABOR TROUBLES IN COLORADO. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I submit a resolution, and ask that after | 
it is read it may lie on the table that I may at some future time | 
address some remarks upon it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: | 

Whereas before Colorado was admitted into the Union its citizens were | 
required to frame aconstitution republican in form and which should be 
submitted to the President of the United States, when he should by procla- 
mation declare Colorado to be a State in the Union; and 

Whereas by reason of the fact that there isa strike of the metalliferous | 
miners in the Cripple Creek mining district, in the county of Teller, andalso 
in the county of San Miguel, in said State; and 

Whereas it is maintained by the said striking miners and by many other 
good and law-abiding citizens that the said strike, considering its magnitude 
and duration, has been exceptionally free from violence and intimidation; and 

Whereas there lately occurred an explosion of dynamite in one of the 
mines of said Csigete Creek district, by which the superintendent of the mine 
and a working miner were killed, and which said explosion ischarged by the 
mine owners to have been the deliberate act of officers and men of the 
Miners’ Union that sustained said strike; and by the striking miners to be 
the result of accident, but with which they were in no manner associated; 
and a coroner’s jury sg of good, law-abiding citizens of said Teller 
County, after a most careful, painstaking, and impartial investigation, did 
officially report that they were unable to determine whether the said explo- | 
sion eccurred by accident or design; and 

Whereas after said explosion and the finding of the jury an affidavit was 
filed charging said officers and men of said union with murder by reason of | 
having caused the said explosion with felonious homicidal intent, whereupon 
the proper civil authorities did cause the arrest of said accused persons, and | 
the judge of the district court of said county did bind the accused over tothe | 
next term of said court under good and sufficient bail in the sum of $15,000 in 
each case; and 

Whereas the governor of said State did on the 4th day of December, 1903 
by reason of said strike and of the said explosion and of other alleged dis 
turbances in said district, issue a proclamation in which, among other things 
ae ne the said county of Teller to be in a state of insurrection and 
reveluon; an 

Whereas, following the caid proclamation, the military authorities did, by 
and with the approval of the governor of the State, establish a censorship 
over the newspapers printed in said Cripple Creek district,and did, and yet 
do, prohibit the publication in said newspapers of any criticisms or news not 
favorable to the military in possession of said district and to the mine owners’ | 
side of the strike in pr in said district,and have prohibited the publi- 
cation of editorials in said rs that were fair and lawful criticisms of the 
= | of the governor and 0; e military in their dealings with said district; | 

i 

Whereas the military authorities of the State of Colorado, by and with the | 
knowledge and consent, if not the direct order, of said governor, have pro- | 
claimed and are enforcing martial law in said county, and, acting thereunder, 
have seized possession of its jails and of private buildings, and have com- 
menced the arrest of private citizens without due or any process of law and 
without charge of any kind preferred against them or known to exist, and 
hold and continue to hola them in military confinement; and 

Whereas one Sherman Bell, eee of said State and brigadier- 
general in the militia thereof, on the strength of said governor's proclama- 
tion, and with the said governor's knowledge and consent, in his said official 
capacities did issue instructions for the government of the militia in the field 
fx pais county of Teller, in which, among other things, he did declare as 
‘The county of Teller, in consequence of its occupation by the militia, is 
subject to thee supreme ‘military authority and control;” 

And further— 

: The militia may proclaim that the administration of all civil and penal 
aw shall continue either wholly or in part as ‘in times of peace, unless other- 
wise ordered bythe military authorities; ” 


And further— 
admits of all direct destruction of life and limb of | 


“ Military necessi 
armed enemies and other persons whose destruction is incidentally unavoid- | 


able;” 
o- fariher— 
“A spy ble by death, whether or not he succeeds in obtainin 
the ingortamtlon aw ie ie the oot at Cota a ee, : 
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| government of the State is wholly, 


And further— 

“ Armed or unarmed resistance by citizens of the United States against 
the lawful movementsof the militia is treason, and the punishment is death;”’ 

Whereas su mently, by an order of the governor of said State, one H. M. 
Libby, first lieutenant in the Colorado militia, and appointed by the military 
authorities in command to be adjutant of the said Cripple Creek district, did 
issue his lamation, declaring among other things that for the causes re- 
cited in said proclamation the military district commander should cause the 
said county of Teller to be governed by military authority, and did in the 
said proclamation order that all persons in the possession of arms of any de- 
scription should surrender the same on or before enemy, December 8, 1908, 
to the military district commander, and that any person failing to surrender 
the said arms be arrested and confined in a military prison and fur- 
ther punished as occasion might require; 

And did further in said proclamation, in effect, declare that unions of the 
Western Federation of Miners in said district were public enemies, and that 
persons who corresponded or affiliated with the same or gave them aid and 
comfort were subject to military arrestand punishment. And did further 
in said proclamation declare as follows: 

* No publications, either by newspapers, aes, or hand bills, reflect- 
ing in any way upon the United States and the State of Colorado, or its offi- 
cers, or tending in any way to influence the — mind against the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the State of Colorado will permitted; and 
all articles of news or editorial commentor correspondence making comment 
upon the action or actions of the military forces of the State of Colorado or 
of the organization above referred to will not be tolerated;” and 

Whereas the judge of the district court of said county of Teller and the 
sheriff thereof claim and maintain that they have at all times performed 
their duty under the law, and that the sheriff of said county has promptly 
served every writ placed in his hands and taken prompt measures to pre- 
serve the peace, and the judge of said court has in no case discharged any 
prisoner or prisoners brought before him charged with crime, but, on the 
contrary, has either remanded them to prison or required good and sufficient 
bail for their rance at the next term of said court, and other officials of 
said county and many good and influential citizens of said county declare 
that the local authorities are amply able and have always been willing to 
maintain peace and order and punish all violations of the law; and 

Whereas by reason of the doingsand attitude of the governor of said State 
the courts of the State have been rendered powerless to relieve its citizens 
of the wrongs and outrages committed against them by the military authori- 


| ties of the State and to protect the citizens thereof in all or any of their con- 


stitutional 


ts; and 
Whereas the legislature of the State can not convene until January, 1905, 


| unless the governor may call it in extraordinary session, which he has re- 


peatedly said he would not do, and by reason of the inability of the courts of 
the State to enforce their writs for the relief of citizensfrom military outrage 
and misrule, and because the legislature can not convene for more than a 
year from the present date to adopt proper remedial legislation, and the 
y reason of the arbitrary and uncon- 
stitutional action of the governor of the State, at his mercy and under his 
control; and 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States guarantees to each Siate a 
republican form of government: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be, and hereby is, directed to make 
investigation of all matters connected with existing labor strikes in the State 
of Colorado, and as to the manner in which the same have been conducted, 
and as to the conduct of the governor of the State in the use of the military 
in said State; asto whether or not there is at present a republican form of 
government in said State and in the several counties thereof, and what, if 
any, legislation may be proper and necessary to maintain in said State a rv- 
publican form of government; and to this end said committee may appointa 
subcommittee to visit Colorado for the taking of testimony, with such pow- 
ers as to commanding the attendance of witnesses and the employment of 
clerks and stenographers as shall by the Senate be conferred. 


The PRESIDENT pyo tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the resolution may lie on the table. No objection being 
made, it will lie on the table. 


RECESS APPOINTMENTS. . 


Mr.TILLMAN. Mr. President, Isubmita resolution, for which 
under ordinary circumstances I should ask immediate considera- 
tion, butin view of the evident purpose of our friend from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALpRICH] or other leaders on that side to shoot any 
kind of a robin that may try to fly through the Senate from this 
end of the Chamber, I shall content myself with the request that 
the resolution lie on the table until an opportunity offers itself to 
give the reasons why I should like to get the information asked 
for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by 
the Senator from South Carolina will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas Article II, section 2,of the Constitution of the United States pro- 


vides: 
“The President shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of 


| the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present con- 
| cur; and he shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the 


Senate,shallappoint * * * all other officers of the United States whose 
appointments are not herein otherwise provided for and which shall be es- 
tablished by law.” 

And further: 

“The President shall have = to fill up all vacancies which may hap- 
pen during the recess of the Senate_by granting commissions, which shall 
expire at the end of the session;*’ and 

V hereas it is known that certain officers appointed during the recess of 
Congress from March 4 last to November 9, and whose appointments were 
not confirmed by the Senate,are now in possession of and exercising the pow- 
ers and functions of said offices: be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to report to the Senate: 

First. What constitutes a “ recess of the Senate,’ and what are the powers 
and limitations of the Executive in making appointments in such cases. 

Second. What legislation is necessary to prevent the holding of an office 
by any person or persons whose commissions issue or are held by Executive 
exercise of unlawful authority, if any there be. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator 
from South Carolina, the resolution will lie on the table. 
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RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES IN CUBA. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I offer the concurrent resolution 
which [ send to the desk, for which I venture to ask present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Howse of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 2,000 copies of the report of the War Department on the re- 
ceipts and expenditures in Cuba during its occupation by the United States, 
1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 750 copies for the use 
of the Senate, and 250 copies for the use of the War Department. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that resolution must be | 
referred to the Committee on Printing. A similar resolution | 
passed the Senate at the last session of Congress, but failed of 
action in the other House. I have in my possession a letter from 
the Secretary of War pertaining to the subject, which I will pre- | 
sent, and which I ask may be referred with the resolution to the | 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BACON. Asa matter of information, before the resolu- 
tion passes from the consideration of the Senate by reference, I 
desire to ask the distinguished Senator whether or not the accounts 
now sought to be printed constitute part of the report of the Com- | 
mittee on Cuban Relations under the resolution which was adopt- 
ed by the Senate requiring certain investigations and report as to 
expenditures in Cuba? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There were, I think, only 200 | 
copies of that report printed for the use of the Senate, and I sup- 
pose that no copies are now available. AsI understand, this res- | 
olution covers the entire accounts during our occupation of Cuba, 
including the period covered by thatreport. They are the accounts 
that were printed for the use of the committee. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator did not take my question, which | 
was, whether or not those accounts constitute a part of what was | 
reported by the Senator’s committee—the Committee on Cuban 
Relations—in response to that resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The accounts which were re- 
ported by the Committee on Cuban Relations constitute a part of | 
the accounts which are provided to be printed by this resolution, 
and it also provides for printing all of the accounts during our | 
entire occupation. 

Mr. BACON. This resolution includes all the accounts re- | 
ported by the committee and embraces some others not included | 
by the committee? 

Mr. PLATT of 


The resolution will be read. 





Connecticut. Oh, yes; very much more than | 
was reported by the committee—matters which were examined | 
and afterwards sent to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution will be referred to the Committee on Printing, | 
together with the letter which the Senator from Connecticut | 


In the absence of objection, | 


presents. 


BUREAU OF THE AMERICAN REPUBLICS. | 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | 
ate a message from the President of the United States, which will | 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State looking to the 
payment of this Government's quota of a fund to be contributed by the gov- 
ernments forming the International Union of American Republics for the | 
erection of a building in the city of Washington for the use of the Bureau of | 
the American Republics. a 

I approve the recommendations made by the Secretary of State, and | 
strongly recommend the matter to the favorable consideration of Congress. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuite Hovuss, December 11, 1908. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the | 
message will be printed, and referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM. As it relates to a public building in this city, | 
I think the message ought to go to the Committee on Public | 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be. referred, then, to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The message which has been read asks for an 
appropriation by Congress, and it seems to me that the message, 
with the accompanying papers, ought to go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM. Probably that is where the message should 
go, but it seemed to refer to the erection of a public building, | 
and so I made the suggestion I did. I have no objection to the 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and the accom- 
panying papers will be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed, in the absence of objection. 

SCHOONER LILLIE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- | 

lowing message from the President of the United States; which | 





| States nava 


DECEMBER 11, 


was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Itransmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress a report by the 
Secretary of State, with accompanying papers, in the claim of the British 
schooner Lillie. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WHite Houses, December 11, 1903. 

. DAMAGES TO CABLE COMPANIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 


| was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report by the Sec- 
retary of State, with accompanying papers, relative to the claims of the 


| Eastern Extension, Australasia and China Telegraph Company, the Cuba 


Submarine Telegraph Company, and La Compagnie Francaise des Cables 
Télégraphiques, for damages done to their cables and property by United 
i and military authorities during the Spanish-American war. 
HEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuirtt Hovuss, December 11, 1908. 

Mr. CULLOM, I think that message should be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the message will be ordered to be printed, and referred to the 


| Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection toit being sent to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, but I merely wish to say that last 
year the Committee on Appropriations considered this subject, 
and inserted an item, I think, in the general deficiency or the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which failed to receive the ap- 
proval of the other House. I have, however, no objection to the 
message first going to the Committee on Foreign Relations for ex- 


| amination. 


Mr. CULLOM. I think that is right. Whatever finally ought 


| to be done about the matter by appropriation should be consid- 
| ered by the Committee on Appropriations; but in the first instance 


I think the subject ought to be considered by the Committee on 


| Foreign Relations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to that 
committee, and ordered to be printed, in the absence of objection. 


INTERNATIONAL SANITARY BUREAU, . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

The Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State relating to the 
International Sanitary Bureau created by the First International Sanitary 
Conference of the American Republics, in pursuance of a resolution of the 
Pan-American Conference one the winter of 1901-2, and asking for an ap- 
propriation to meet the annual share of the United States in the expenses of 
the Bureau. 

In view of the importance of this Bureau, I recommend that theappropria- 
tion asked for be granted. 


Wuittr Hovussk, December 11, 1903. 
SAILORS’ HOME AT SAN FRANCISCO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, transmitting a copy of testimony taken in his investigation 
into the management of the Sailors’ Home at San Francisco. The 
Chair is in doubt as to what disposition to make of this communi- 
cation, and calls the attention of the Senators from California to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the communication should be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And printed? 

Mr. PERKINS. And printed—well, that can be determined 
later, Mr. President. Let it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce in the first instance, and that committee will decide 
what further action shall be taken. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is not this an investigation in respect to a sail- 
ors’ home? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BAILEY. It looks to me as if that were not a matter of 
commerce, and I think the communication ought to go to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. I have no care about it, but if the 
Commerce Committee is to be burdened with everything that 
comes from the Department of Commerce and Labor that com- 
mittee will have very little time for the consideration of other 
matters. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the Senator from Texas that 
the Sailors’ Home in San Francisco has no connection whatever 
with naval affairs or with the sailors or marines in the Navy. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


| This refers to a Government building which was ceded or leased 
| to the city and county of San Francisco, and is now under the 


direction of a board of supervisors and the mayor, who is ex officio 
a member of that board. They have leased the building to an 
association of ladies who are conducting a home in the interest of 
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the sailors in the merchant marine and not the Navy. It seems | main,a well-conducted sailors’ boarding house. The investigation has nec- 


to me without having given it any previous consideration that it 
should be referred as I have indicated. 

This is the first intimation that came to my knowledge that 
such a document had been transmitted to the Senate, though I am 
somewhat familiar with the home and its management. It is con- 
ducted by a society of ladies who have philanthropically given 
their time, their money, and their influence to help the sailors. 
The sailor boarding-house men, who are called by the classic 
name of ‘crimps”’ by all those who are connected with them, are 
very much opposed to this home, for it is conducted mpon tem- 
perance lines. When a sailor arrives in San Francisco the agent 
of the home boards the vessel and takes the sailors to this home, 
where they are well looked after and provided for. 


I think, Mr. President, the reference of this communication to | 


the Committee on Commerce is quite proper; certainly it should 
not go to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY. I agree that if it does not refer to the Navy, the 
communication should not go to the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
but it passes my comprehension a little to understand what the 
Department of Commerce has to do with investigating a home 
conducted by some charitably disposed ladies in San Francisco. 

I think possibly this communication ought to be referred to the 
mayor of San Francisco and the board of that institution; but in 
view of the suggestion which the Senator from California makes 
that one of the objects of this home is to reduce the evil of intem- 
perance in the Government service, I stiggest that the communi- 
cation might go to the committee on the alcoholic liquor traffic, 
if there be such a committee in this body. 

Mr. PERKINS. One of the duties of the Committee on Com- 
merce is to consider legislation in the interest of commerce. That 
applies to merchant vessels. 


dentally they are interested in keeping from them any beverages 
which, perhaps, might muddle their brains. 

I think the Committee on Commerce are quite able to deal with 
this question. If my friend from Texas desires to have the com- 
munication, with the accompanying testimony, printed, I have no 
objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
California [Mr. PerKins], if the Senator from Texas [ Mr. BAILEY] 
is through, upon what theory this communication comes to Con- 
gress at all? 


presume these people have some real or imaginary grievance. 
They have sent this petifion here. I do not know why it did not 


come through the channel of their Representatives in Congress. | 


There are one or two in the other House who were elected on a 
ticket which was sup to be composed of the special cham- 
pions of the sailors. hy the petition did not come through that 
channel, or through my colleague or myself,I am unable to 
answer. But, nevertheless, we 
to make such a report as will meet the approval of our friends 
who are interested in the maritime service of our country. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not aware from what I heard that this 


Certainly they are interested in the | 
welfare of the seamen who man our American ships, and inci- | 





ave to consider it and endeavor | 


is a petition in any sense. The point of my inquiry, however, | 


was simply this: The Senator stated that the building was leased 
by the Government to the local authorities of San Francisco. 
Was it leased for this purpose? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps there is some provision in the lease 
which makes this report entirely within the jurisdiction of Con- 
gress. Is there or is there not? That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. PERKINS. The terms of the lease have escaped my mem- 
ory for the moment, but I think this communication should be 
printed. I therefore move that it be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I should be glad to know how 
this matter comes to the Senate. Does it come from the Secre- 


| ing to these hospitals. 


essarily raised a ener gueehen than that originally presented. The act of 
August 11, 1876, provided: 

“That all the right and title of the United States to the following-deseribed 
property is hereby relinquished to the city and county of San Francisco, the 
same being the two 50-vara lots on which the old marine-hospital building 
now stands, fronting 275 feet on the north side of Harrison street, between 
Spear and Main streets, with a uniform depth of 137 feet and 6 inches, as laid 
down on the official map of said city, to be used by the city and county of 
San Francisco solely for the pu of a sailors’ home: Provided, That if the 
same shall at any time be used for any other than the purpose aforesaid, or 
if said home shall not be opened within one year from the passage of this 
act, in each such case all right and title hereby relinquished shall revert back 
to and again vest in the United States.” 

In 1876 marine hospitals were maintained by a hospital tax of 40 cents a 
month upon the wages of seamen of merchant vessels of the United States. 
Whether it was the purpose of Congress by the act of August 11, 1876, to 
provide that the Sailors’ Home, formerly a marine hospital, should be sup- 
ported by the payment of board by the seaman inmates or should be a char- 
itable institution does not appear clearly from the act. The committee 
report on the bill (44th Cong., Ist sess., H. Rept. No. 248) indicates that a 
home for “ aged and decrepit mariners” was one of the main objects of the 
gift, yet no provision for the maintenance of the home, unless by the pay- 
ment of board, appears in the act or the report. The home now appears to 
be conducted principally as a sailors’ boarding house for the profit of the 
superintendent, with incidental philanthropy. 

he Department has considered the advisability of submitting the matter, 
through the proper channels, to the courts, to determine the purpose of 
Congress and whether, in fact, it is being fulfilled. That course, however, 
would necessarily involve delay and litigation. If it were held that the 
property should revert back to the United States, the future disposition of 
the property would doubtless require action by Congress. 

I have, therefore, deemed it best to transmit the papers directly to Con- 
gress to determine whether its purpose is being fulfilled, and if not what 
disposition shall be made of the property, which is valuable. 

Respectfully, 





GEORGE B. CoRTELYOU, Secretary. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like, with the permission 
of the Chair, to put a question to the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce. There have been a great many bills within the last 
two years before the Senate in regard to measures for the benefit 
of the seamen in our merchant marine, including matters relat- 
Have they not uniformly gone to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce? y 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have. 
Mr. BAILEY. This communication, if it have any place i 
Congress at all, ought to go to the Judiciary Committee. The 


| very purpose which the Secretary of Labor and Commerce had in 


transmitting the communication to this body was for Congress to 
say what shall be done with this property; in other words, whether 
the Government ought to institute a suit for its recovery. It 


: | does not seem to me that that warranted that Department in set- 
Mr. PERKINS. Iam unable to inform the Senator from Wis- | 


consin, but the right of petition, as is well known, is sacred. I | 


ting on foot an investigation into the manner of conducting board- 
ing houses in the city of San Francisco. The only interest the 
Government has in that question is that it granted this property 
upon condition that it should be devoted to a certain use. The 
suggestion here is that it hasnot been devoted to that use, and, 
therefore, the Government is entitled to recovery in an action at 
law. 

Now, whether these people have breached the conveyance or 
not is certainly not a commercial question, and, with all deference 
to the Commerce Committee, I take it they are not so well quali- 
fied to determine that question of law as are the Committee on 
the Judiciary. Undoubtedly most of the Senators on the Com- 
mittee on Commerce are lawyers, but it is fair to assume that 
those who take a special interest in that profession have been 
assigned to service on the Judiciary Committee. 

Without intending to interfere with a matter which relates 
more particularly to the State of California, I am perfectly willing 
to let it take the course desired by the Senator from that State, 
yet I want to protest against the Department of Commerce as- 
suming to investigate the manner in which boarding houses are 
conducted in the cities of this country, unless such investigations 
be conducted purely and only with a view to ascertaining the 
rights of the Government in relation to a particular piece of 
property. If you concede this investigation to have been under- 
taken for that purpose, then clearly it is a judicial and not a com- 
mercial inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suppose the principal question 


tary of Commerce and Labor? If so, I hope his letter of trans- | is not whether there has been a technical violation of the con- 


mittal will be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It comes from the Secretary | to be benefited by this institution. 


of Commerce and Labor. 
of ( omimerce and Labor will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
The Pres Washington, December 10, 1903. 
° PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORBE, 

United States Senate. 


‘Sik: I transmit herewith a copy of testimony in the investigation into the 
eT coments of the Sailors’ Home at San Francisco. 
a ‘hrough the Department of State charges were preferred by the British 
aan ‘assy that “there is aang reason for believing that this institution, un- 
alth its present management, differs but little from a crimping establishment, 
GQ Lough it is alle; that the building is the property of the United States 
overnment and leased at a low rent to the home for charitable purposes 
in connection with the care of seamen.” 
The tostimony shows that the Sailors’ Home at San Francisco is, in the 


| 





| dition, but what is for the interest of the seamen who are intended 
The Judiciary Committee 


The communication of the Secretary | ought not to be asked to determine whether it is in the interest 


of the seamen that this lease shall be forfeited. The whole mat- 
ter, it seems to me, is within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Commerce. 

I wish to say, if the purpose be to investigate what the Secretary 
of Commerce describes as a boarding house ‘* with incidental phi- 
lanthropy,’’ Ithink the Commerce Committee is a great deal better 

| fitted to deal with that subject than is the Committee on the 

| Judiciary. 

| Mr. BAILEY. And probably the city council of San Francisco 

| is better qualified than either; and there is where it belongs, if 
that is the purpose. If the only intention here is to try to compel 
a boarding-house keeper to leave out the profit and keep the phi- 
lanthropy, then it is not a matter which the Federal Government 
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has a shadow of right to deal with. Theonly pretense of Federal | 


authority in it arises from the conveyance by the Federal Govern- 
ment of a piece of property to be used in a certain way. Un- 


appealing to our honor. I have endeavored to understand the 


| point of the statements which are made to sustain this appeal to 


doubtedly the Federal Government has a right to have the inquiry | 


made whether the condition of its gift is being complied with. 
that condition is complied with, the title to this property in this 
home, to which it was conveyed, is absolute and perfect so long 
as the lease continues. If that has been breached, then I take it 
that the Federal Government ought to recover this property and 
not undertake to regulate the boarding houses in the city of San 
Francisco. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have no desire to participate 
in the question as to which committee this communication, with 
the accompanying testimony, should be referred, but I understood 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins] to ask that they should 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce without being printed. 
I suggest that the rule requires, unless there be some extraordi- 
nary occasion, that all such documents be printed, so that the Sen- 
ate have an opportunity to see what the testimony or other mat- 
ter they contain may be, and I want the rule applied on this occa- 
sion, insignificant though this particular matter may be. 

There has been testimony and testimony in more than one De- 
partment, covering a wide scope and of great importance, and it 
seems to have been im ible up to this time to have all the data 
which have been produced by ex parte departmental examina- 
tions gotten before the country. I think it wise to begin now to 
observe the rule and to have the testimony in this case printed. 
Some of us have been struggling for an opportunity to have other 
testimony reach the Senate and have it printed, and I hope we 
shall succeed in doing so later. Although some of us feel that 


there has been a quiet but very determined opposition to getting | 
I | 


the facts before the country, we should like to have them. 
should like to have them in this case, and I therefore request the 
Senator from California to modify his motion and let the com- 
munication and accompanying papers be referred to the commit- 
tee and printed, as usual. 
document. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I will state that that was my 


It is not a very formidable-looking | that she must also, to a certain degree, become included within the lines of 


| our economic policy. 


| I quote the President's statements. 
| on the first Tuesday in December, 1901, two years ago, he said: 








motion—that the communication be printed and referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT oe tempore. If there be no objection, the 
communication and the accompanying papers will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morn- 
ing business, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention 
between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on 
the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

Mr. BARD. Mr. President, I regret, and I believe the country 
will regret with me, that no other than my weak voice will be 
heard on this side of the Chamber in opposition to the Cuban 
reciprocity bill; but, though the duty is not a pleasant one, that 
fact should not prevent me from giving expression to the convic- 
tions which control my vote and which unfortunately may seem 


I have been proud to cooperate and with whom I expect always 
to cooperate in furtherance of the policies of the great political 
party to which they and I have the honor to belong. 

This seeming separation to which I allude is not, I feel sure, 
caused by any essential difference between my Republican col- 
leagues and myself concerning the basic principle of protection. 
If they believed, as I do, that the proposed reduction in the tariff 
on Cuban productions is unnecessary or that it will injure some 
of the industries of this country, I am quite sure that their votes 
would quickly defeat the bill. 

Iam confident that neither our Republican President, by urging 


our honor, and I have searched in vain in all the acts of our Goy- 
ernment which resulted in the establishment of our close rela- 
tions with Cuba to detect any indication that they involved the 


| moral obligation which this legislation is intended to satisfy. 


There is no stronger presentation of the matter than is con- 
tained in President Roosevelt's messages. With sincere respect, 
In the message to Congress 


Cuba has in her constitution affirmed what we desired, that she shou!d 
stand in international matters in close and more friendly relations with 


| us than with any other power, and we are bound by every consideration 


of honor and expediency to pass commercial measures in the interest of her 
material wel!-being. L 

The greatest blessing which can come to Cuba is the restoration of her 
agricultural and industrial policy. 

In the message sent to Congress shortly before the close of the 
first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress the President, evidently 
inspired by the cablegram from President Palma, most earnestly 
appealing ‘‘ for legislative relief before it is too late and his coun- 
try financially ruined,’’ says: 

Cuba has assumed certain special obligations as regards her international 
position in compliance with our request. Iask for her certain special eco- 
nomic concessions in return. 

But the statement is even stronger in the message explaining 
the reasons why the recent extraordinary session of Congress had 


| been convened. He says: 


I deem such legislation demanded not only by our interest but our honor. 

W hen the acceptance of the Platt amendment was required from Cuba by 
the action of the Congress of the United States, this Government thereby 
definitely committed itself to the policy of treating Cuba as occupying a 
unique position as regards this country. 

And here follows the particular language that I think is the 
summing up of the whole matter. He continues: 

It is provided that when the island became a free and independent repub- 
lic she should stand in such close relation with us as in certain respects to 
come within our system of international policy, and it necessarily followed 


Mr. President, I am able to find nowhere else any more definite 
statement attempting to explain what is the origin or foundation 


| for this claim upon us, and though the statement is emphasized 


by reiteration, no further explanation is given. There can be no 
doubt of the President’s conviction in the matter or of his ear- 
nestness in the desire to have this duty recognized by others. 
The American people can always be depended upon to respond 
quickly when any claim made upon them demands the discharge 
of a moral obligation or that appeals to their patriotism or their 
benevolence, and there are in the world no people who are more 
sensitive than they are when their national fombr is appealed to. 
This temper and quality of our people is well understood when 
the suggestion is made that this legislation is demanded “ not 
only by our interest, but by our honor.’’ Sucha suggestion creates 
at least a strong predilection in our minds that more than balances 
any apprehension that the measure may also involve a loss or 
sacrifice or questionable precedent, and the predilection is not 
easily set aati. But, Mr. President, I have not resisted it with 
intention to disregard it; neither have I allowed this predilection 
to prevent me from giving earnest attention to the statements 


| which create it. 
to separate me at this time from those of my colleagues with whom | 


The claim that we are indebted by honor to Cuba rests, as I 
understand, wholly upon an implication involved in a certain in- 
terpretation of all our acts which have brought about our present 
relations with Cuba, and especially upon the implication that our 
demand for the acceptance by Cuba of the provisions of the Platt 
amendment, in some degree at least, was coupled with a promise 


| that such acceptance should have some other reward than the 


| performance by us of the specific obligations undertaken by us. 


| I know that it has been said that President McKinley caused it 
| to be understood that, so far as his recommendation mighi ac- 
| complish the purpose, a reciprocal arrangement between the 


the acceptance by Congress of his views in this matter, nor Re- | 


publican statesmen in Congress, by aiding in the passage of this 
bill, are intending thereby to commit the Republican party to 
any deviation from its well-established policies or to ingraft upon 
its platform any new definition of reciprocity. 

Mr. President, it is perfectly clear from the often-repeated dec- 
laration of the President in his messages to Congress suggesting 
the necessity of this legislation that his recommendations are 
founded principally upon his conviction that the United States is 
bound by honor and implied pes of the faith of the nation to 
give to Cuba some further aid to help her “in the difficult path 
of self-government,”’ and that this aid can be most appropriately 
extended by granting to her the preferential advantages which 
are provided for her in the treaty. 

I think I am correct in assuming that my Republican colleagues 


United States and Cuba advantageous to both countries would 
be made, but that such promise was conditioned upon the accept- 
ance by Cuba of the provisions of the Platt amendment; but 
whether that be true or not we are responsible as a part of the 
lawmaking branch of the Government for all legislation, and 


| however much may be our respect for the memory of President 


McKinley we are to take nothing for granted, and even if some- 
one here authorized to speak for the dead arose to confirm the 
statement to which I have referred, nevertheless we can not fail 
to remember that the lamented President was wise and patriotic, 
and that the conditions in Cuba have materially changed since 
his tragical death, and above all considerations we must be guided 
by our own consciences and convictions. 

I can not, within the short time that I desire to occupy, repeat 


| here the provisions of the Platt amendment, nor is it necessary. 


But a careful examination of them fails to disclose to me any in- 


recognize the force of the President’s appeal and that they are | dication that they imply that this Government must necessarily 
actuated principally in this matter by what they deem a duty | grant to Cuba commercial preferential advantages in our markets 


1903. 





| 
for her products. The requirement that Cuba shall consent that | 
the United States may exercise the right to intervene for the 
preservation of the Cuban independence implies of course that | 
we intend to protect her. The demand that she consent that the 
United States may intervene for the maintenance of a government 
adequate for the protection of life, property, and individual liberty 
yas necessary to secure to Cuba the assurance of a time for rest 
and recuperation from the often-repeated and long-continued | 
periods of turbulence and war; and though this demand might be 
construed into a guaranty op our part to maintain a stable gov- 
ernment in Cuba, and to iniply a promise to do what we can to 
keep her people contented, it surely requires imagination to carry | 
this implication so far as to say that in order to keep the Cuban | 
people contented we must guarantee that her principal industries 
shall be made prosperous. 

The argument that because we have done much for Cuba we 
are bound by honor to do more brings no conviction to my muind.,| 
When we turned over to the Cuban people the government which | 
we had provisionally established there, the act implied that we | 
had confidence in their ability to maintain a stable government. | 
They themselves believed it, and were fretful because we retained | 
so long our military occupation of their island. Regardful of | 
their past history and of their inexperience in self-government, 
we properly insisted upon retaining certain accommodations which | 
were absolutely necessary to enable us to fulfill all the obligations 
which we were under to maintain her independence and to pro- 
tect her people. There is not a provision in the Platt amendment 
which has not in view the welfare of Cuba. The Platt amend- | 
ment is, in my opinion, a statesmanlike and far-reaching piece of | 
legislation, and I believe that it was inspired by a conscientious | 
conviction of our duty. It was the logical sequence to and ful- | 
fillment of all our promises implied in the Teller resolution, which | 
set forth our intentions when we undertook to deprive Spain of | 
her tyrannical domination over the Cuban people. 

Mr. President, the Cuban people certainly understood that in 
accepting the Platt amendment it was as a full settlement of all 
claims between Cuba and the United States. There could be 
no other meaning of the words of President Tomas Estrada 
Palma which were uttered upon that memorable occasion when, | 
on the 20th day of May, 1902, General Wood, the military gover- 
nor of Cuba, acting under the direction of the President of the 
United States, inva most impressive and formal manner declared 
the occupation of Cuba by the United States to be at an end, and 
adiauel to the new Republic the Government which we had pro- 
visionally established. The Cuban constitution was in full force, 
and the Government of the new Republic was fully organized. 
President Palma, in the presence of the assembled Congress of 
Cuba, and there being also present representatives of the Army 
and Navy of the United States, officers of English and Italian 
warships then in the harbor, and foreign consuls, and many other 
dignitaries, including General Maximo Gomez, the idol of the 
Cuban people, accepted for the Cuban people the responsibilities 
of sovereignty, and after substantially repeating the facts set 
forth in the acts of delivery by our Government, and addressing 
Governor Wood, said: 

I take advantage of this solemn occasion, when there is fulfilled the honest 
promise of the Government and of the people of the United States in regard 
to the island of Cuba, and when the personality of our country is established as 
asovereign nation, to express to you, asa worthy representative of that great 
nation, the immense gratitude that the people of Cuba feel for the American 
nation; for its illustrious President, Theodore Roosevelt, and to you person- 
ae the efforts which you have made for the attainment of that cherished 

Now, Mr. President, in my judgment this declaration that our | 
promises were fulfilled is an acquittance, so far as any obligation 
rested upon us up to that date. If any obligation of honor rests 
upon us now, it must have originated since then. 

I must confess, Mr. President. that I can not understand how 
this obligation can have its origin in the acceptance by Cuba of 
the conditions of the Platt amendment; and [ also confess that I 
do not possess the same degree of senitiveness which enables 
others to perceive that this nation is under such a peculiar obliga- 
tion to Cuba that it can be discharged only in the way proposed 
by this bill. 

It seems to me that, considering the well-known policies of this 
Government as now administered and as it has been administered 
during the greater part of the last forty years, the Cuban people 
had no right to expect that we would go so far as to contribute 
to their happiness in the way which is proposed by this measure. 
It is true that commercial relations with Cuba are very desirable 
and should be promoted, but the advantages accruing, however 
valuable they may appear to be, are not worth the cost if we must, 
in order to secure them, sacrifice some of our own industries and, 
what is worse, derogate from the great principles which Repub- 
licans at least are pledged to support. 

Of course. if I could believe that there is a debt of honor due to 
Cuba not yet discharged, then I would say, let us pay it promptly, 
by all means. and if it could be paid in no other way than the | 
Way proposed, I would say, even then, let it be paid without fal-— 
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| and the United States. 
| lence which unduly elevates the consideration of the needs and 


7 


tering, though it did cause injury to some of our industries that 
we have fostered and have promised to protect. But when dis- 
charging the debt as of honor, do not let us be so keen to note 


| and prone to boast that the payment secures to us incidentally 


economic advantages equal to those we give. 

The protectionists of this country are not to be convinced by 
the mere suggestion that such an obligation of honor rests upon 
the country as a consequence necessarily following the establish- 
ment of permanent and close international relations between Cuba 
They believe that a sentiment of benevo- 


the welfare of the people of another nation ought not to control 
in any degree when readjustments of the tariff are under consid- 
eration. They are unable to comprehend why an indefinite idea 
of our obligation to Cuba should be deemed more binding than 
the promise implied by the granting of protection years before to 
our own planters and horticulturists. The reduction proposed by 
this treaty in the tariff rates upon the mostimportant Cuban agri- 
cultural products can have no other effect than to stimulate their 
production and to facilitate the sale, sooner or later, of such arti- 
cles in our own markets in competition with the products of our 
own soil. 

If this legislation, therefore, is not demanded by our honor, then 
we must fall back upon the other considerations which are sup- 
posed to support it. Itis said that it is demanded also by our in- 
terests as well as by honor, and that the treaty secures to the 
United States economic advantages as great as those given to 
Cuba, and that not an American interest is sacrificed; that it 
“will do harm to no industry,’ but it will benefit many indus- 
tries; that, therefore, it is in the interest of our people as a whole. 

Now, Mr. President, I am unable to accept these propositions. 
In the first place, I do not believe that this measure is the only 
method by which we may expand our export trade with Cuba; 
but I do believe that there are other means for accomplishing that 
purpose. 

Consul-General Steinhart, at Habana, Cuba, has pointed out in 
his report for July and August of this year some reasons why we 
have failed to increase our trade. He says: 

While the demands of the domestic trade in the United States during the 
present era of prosperity is responsible for the fact that the manufac- 
turers in the United States overlook the market which Cuba offers, yet 
this can not be considered as an adequate reason for the loss of trade to the 
United States. 

Large shipments of hardware, both from England and Germany, are con- 
stantly being made to this Republic. An inquiry as to the cause for such 
shipments brings out the fact that many of our manufacturers refuse to de- 
vote a portion of their output for export, and Cuban buyers, finding that 


they are unable to get their orders filled in the United States, naturally turn 
to the European market. 


e 


f at some time in the near future our home market shall have been sup- 
— and manufacturers are forced to turn to other countries to find an out- 

et for their productions, difficulty will be experienced in diverting the trade 
of Cuba from established channels, and the undertaking will be found both 
expensive and doubtful of success. It is tobe hoped that the American man- 
ufacturer will anticipate this situation and take prompt steps to remedy the 
falling off in trade between the United States and Cuba. 

This statement is introduced by the remark that the importa- 
tions from the United States into Cuba since 1899 have fallen off 
considerably, whereas importations from Germany, especially, 
and other countries in Europe show a steady increase. 

But the conclusions from the statement must not be reached too 
hastily, for we find that the total imports from all other countries 
except the United States in 1899 were $37,601,400, whereas the im- 
portations from the same countries in 1902 were only $36,082,069; 
so that there is an actual falling off in the importations from all 
countries other than the United States of $1,519,331; and while 
the falling off of our exports to Cuba has been proportionately 
greater, yet the fact must not be overlooked that the other 
countries have also lost a considerable part of their trade with 
Cuba. The suggestion by the consul-general of the causes why 
we do not have a better trade with Cuba is not original, for we 
find that Collector Bliss, in his report made from Habana to his 
military superior, August 1, 1899, said: 

In connection with the application to change the classification of or to re- 
move or lessen the duties upon various articles entering Cuba of general use 
in the United States, with the object of increasing the importation of those 
articles into the island, I have sought to direct attention to the fact that the 
existing rates of duty do not as a rule stand in the way of importations from 
the United States, and that even the removal of all duties whatsoever would 
give little or no encouragement to such importations. Many of the articles 
im common use in the United States are unsuited to the physical conditions 
of Cuba, and many others find an almost insuperable barrier to their intro- 
duction in the stubborn indisposition of the people to adopt new methods and 
improved material. 

Mr. President, again in March, 1903, when the Cuban senate 
was hol@ing conferences with sugar and tobacco planters in 
Habana on reciprocity, Sefiores Gamba and Rodrigues, of the 
Merchants’ Union, were asked if they thought the proposed 
treaty would divert the greater part of the Cuban import trade 
to American channels. Their reply was that unless the Ameri- 
cans adopted different business methods and tried to suit the 
tastes of the Cuban merchants the increase in American imports 
into Cuba would not be over 20 per cent, and that the best they 
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could expect with new methods would be 30 per cent. They | 
added that ‘‘ there would not be much falling off of trade with | 
Europe.”’ And this is again referred to in the last report that 
Gencral Bliss made as collector of customs at Habana, dated 
July 21, 1902, wherein he tells us that— 

between the trade which the United States has always had with Cuba, and | 
which even the Spanish differentials were never able to wrest from us, and | 


the trade which the United States can but does not supply there is a wide 
gap, which 20 per cent will not bridge. 

And he goes on to say that— 

In certain agricultural and other products, such as flour, furniture, min- 
eral oils. meats, corn, certain machinery, and iron and steel productions, this 
bill will not increase our trade as we have it now. 

In regard to other productions he says, ‘‘A 20 per cent conces- 
sion will not overcome the objections to our goods.’’ General 
Bliss further says that it is not Cuban prejudice that accounts 
for the situation, but that— 
it is the indifference shown by American manufacturers to the essential re- 
quisites for securing this foreign market. They manufacture immense 
quantities of various articles for the home trade, consulting in every possi- 
ble way as tothe material, quality. style, price, etc., the tastes and prefer- 
ences of local consumers, onal the surplus stock they expect to sell in Cuba, 
where they have consulted the tastes and preferences of no one. 

He illustrates this by showing what is the trouble in Cuba with 
our boot and shoe and cotton goods trade. Spain has the boot 
and shoe trade because we do not make the style suited for the 
Spaniard and Cuban, which must have a high instep, and for 
other reasons so often set forth in consular reports. 

The American— 

Says General Bliss— 
when ie sends any of his stock of cotton goods to Habana, finds that English | 
goods, poorer in quality and higher in invoice price, undersell him in the 
market, because the Englishman, in manufacturing for the Cuban trade, 
does not aim at making the best goods for a given price, but the best goods 
that will pass the custom-house under a given paragraph of the Cuban tariff. | 

Mr. President, it is quite apparent from these statements that | 
there is not much hope that we will be able to expand our trade with | 
Cuba in respect to many of ourmanufactured products until proper | 
efforts are made to suit the wants and tastes of the Cuban people. | 

1 enter here my earnest protest, on behalf of our agricultural | 
producers, against any legislation that seeks to put a burden upon | 
them in a vain attempt to help indifferent manufacturers. Until 
the latter adopt business methods and do what other nations do | 
to gain more of Cuba’s trade, no obligation rests upon Congress 
to initiate any unusual plan for promoting their interests. 

Now. therefore, Mr. President, it is evident, I think, that there | 
must be a material qualification of the general proposition that 
this treaty is needed to secure an increase of our export trade 
with Cuba. 

Under present circumstances, it must be remembered that we 
already have 42 per cent, and that a large part of the remainder is | 
largely made up of importations of goods which we can not sup- | 
ply—as. for instance, the products of South American States, 
amounting to 13 per cent—and in other respects it is made up 
of manufactured articles imported by other countries with which | 
we have not yet earnestly attempted to compete. 

i 
1 


| 


This refusal by our manufacturers to accommodate themselves | 
to the needs of Cuba is the ** shortsightedness’’ which forces Cuba | 
into making arrangements, in some respects, with other countries. 

Let us try to help ourselves to gain advantages in the Cuban | 
markets before disturbing materially our own revenues and ask- 
ing Cuba to sacrifice for us a part of her needed revenues. And, 
Mr. President, it is not so necessary for us to consider whether 
the treaty secures to the United States economic advantages as 
great as those given to Cuba as it is to determine whether the | 
granting of these advantages will bring harm to any of our own 
industries. 

I design to utilize the portion of time which I will occupy 
mainly for the purpose of showing that this measure is harmful 
to some of our industries, and that it is not compensated by any 
interest accruing under it to our people as a whole. 

Now, Mr. President, the Republican party elevates to the first 
place the consideration of the interests of our own producers and 
the welfare of our wage-earners. These interests are in mind 
when it adheres to its policy of protection; they were not over- 
looked when it adopted the policy of reciprocity. Its declarations 
concerning reciprocity have always been unmistakably in har- 
mony with, and not derogatory from, its doctrine of protection. 

Before proceeding further, let us have before us what is meant 
by reciprocity. 

I accept as the best definition of reciprocity that which is found 
in the platforms of the Republican party and in the declarations 
of statesmen who are recognized as the exponents of its policies. 
In my judgment, no other justification of my opposition to the | 
bill is needed than is found in these declarations: 

Mr. Blaine’s idea of reciprocity, as stated by the Hartford 
Courant in 1890, was this: 





We will protect our own industries under all circumstances. We will ad- 
mit from other countries free of duty such things as we can not produce, 
but only on condition that other countries admit free of duty such American 
goods as they can not produce. 





| principle, pernicious in practice, and condemned by all experience. 


At Columbus, Ohio, in 1901, the late Senator John Sherman 
defined true reciprocity in similar language: i 
Granting to foreign nations the reciprocal right of free importation into 


our ports of articles we can not produce in return for the free introduction 
into their ports of articles of American production. 


Shortly before his death, Thomas B. Reed said: 


If we propose to abandon any industries, we had better not let it be the 
agricultural industries. Between the Atlantic and Pacific stretch vast re- 
gions still untilled. The next victory for protection should be there. 

Our system of protection is not for manufacturers alone. It is for farmers 
also. Whoever deprives our farmers of all the American market they can 
occupy is false to his principles, and must meet with defeat, or the system 
must be surrendered which proclaims that American markets are first of all 
a American citizens, who are engaged in developing the country wealready 

ave. 


The last authoritative and binding declaration of my party in 
respect to this matter was enunciated at Philadelphia by the na- 
tional convention of 1900, and is as follows: 


We favor the associated policy of reciprocity, so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce, in return 
for free markets. 


Mr. President, the whole gist of these declarations is clearly 


_ that the reciprocity meant by the Republican party is a reciprocal 


arrangement that will not be a violation of or inconsistent with 


| its policy of protection to American labor and industry; and this 


is well expressed in the second inaugural address of President 


| McKinley, as follows: 


The end in view always to be the opening up of new markets for the prod- 
ucts of our country by granting concessions to the products of other lands 
that we need and can not produce ourselves, and which do not involve any 
loss of labor to our own people, but tend to increase their employment. 


Mr. SIMMONS. When was that statement made by President 
McKinley? 

Mr. BARD. That was in his last inaugural address. 

And in the last public utterances of President McKinley at 
Buffalo he used the following words: 


By sensible trade arrangements which will not sanerwens our home pro- 
duction we shall extend the outlets for our increasing surplus. 


And— 

Weshould take from our customers such of their products as we can use 
without harm to our own industries and labor. 

In his message to the two Houses of Congress, at the beginning 
of the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, President Roose- 
velt, referring to reciprocity as ‘‘an incident and result of the 
firm establishment and preservation of our present economic 
policy,”’ said: 

Reciprocity must be treated as the handmaiden of protection. Our first 


| duty is to see that the protection granted by the tariff in every case where it 


is needed is maintained, and that reciprocity be sought for so far as it can 
safely be done without injury to our home industries. * * * The well- 
being of the wage worker is a prime consideration of our entire policy of 
economic legislation. 

I desire also in this connection to invite the attention of Sena- 
tors to an excerpt from a resolution of the American Protective 
Tariff League, adopted at its last annual meeting. This league 
comprises a large and widely distributed membership of promi- 
nent merchants and statesmen of the country, and the excerpts 
I use express their opinions upon this matter. They say: 

Resolved, That reciprocity in competitive products by treaty is unsound in 
i It is con- 
trary alike to the principle of protection, to the fair treatment of domestic 
producers, and to friendly relations with foreign countries. It is neither 
ethical nor economic, since it seeks to benefit some industries by the sacrifice 
of others, which is the essence of injustice. 

The Republicans of California are as earnestly and intelligently 
devoted to the principles and policies of their party asare the Re- 
publicans of any other State, and in their last State convention, 


| held at Sacramento August 26, 1902, they gave expression to pub- 
| lic sentiment and to their understanding of reciprocity in the fol- 


lowing clear and vigorous statement, which is not only in accord 
with the national platform, but is coupled witha reaffirmation of 
their adherence to it: 

We declare our firm aynediiion to all reciprocity treaties inconsistent with 
protection to American labor and industry, to which the Republican party 
stands | ahaee, and especially to any reciprocity arrangement with Cuba as 
being destructive to the beet sugar, raisin, citrus, and dried fruit industries 
of California, in which large amounts of capital have been invested under 
the assurance that the same would be safeguarded by the protective ter-{f 
as other industries are protected; and we further declare our opposition to 
any reciprocity policy other than that laid down in the Republican platform 
of 1900, which says: “We favor the associated policy of reciprocity, so di- 
rected as to open our markets on favorable terms for what we do not our- 
selves produce in return for free foreign markets.” 

The Republicans of California have no reason to fear that they 
will be regarded as refractory or heretical for making that declara- 
tion or protest against this treaty. 

In the last State election in California, reciprocity, and partic- 
ularly Cuban reciprocity, was the subject of much discussion. 
There was an effort made by a few interested men to prevent any 
expression against Cuban reciprocity by the Republican State 
convention. I remember quite well that, at the time, many of 
my neighbors who are engaged in sugar-beet farming urged, 
quite as strongly as horticulturists did, that some forcible dec- 
laration be made expressing the common sentiment entertained 


by the people, irrespective of party affiliation, that the proposed 
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Cuban reciprocity measure was directly inimical to their interests. 
Tais public sentiment was strong then and is strong now in the 
State. Whether any fear that the protest in the Republican 
State platform would not be heeded found expression in a materi- 
ally reduced Republican majority in the State election of Novem- 
ber 4, 1902, I am not ay red to say, but as the Republican 
majority of over 25,000 for McKinley in 1900 was reduced in 1902 
to about 3,000 for the Republican candidate for governor, there 
is cause for some reflection. 

Tie national platform uses the phrase ‘“‘what we need and can 
no’ produce’”’ as a limit and a test for determining what foreign 
products seeking our markets shall be entitled in reciprocity agree- 
ments to favorable terms, and it will be seen, Mr. President, that 
ace »rding to this definition reciprocity in competitive products is 
not permissible. An attempt to put such a reciprocal arrange- 
ment into effect means free trade, and I will not be surprised if 
many of the Democratic free traders in this chamber will claim 
credit for the aid they are giving to secure the enactment of this 
legisla*ion. 

I propose to indicate how this measure will seriously, sooner or 
later, ‘‘interrupt’’ or injure some of the agricultural industries of 
my State. 

hen the question of Cuban reciprocity was under discussion 
before, my attention was called to the following paragraph in one 
of the monthly summaries of the commerce of Cuba, prepared by 
= Bureau of Insular Affairs, and dated May, 1902. It reads as 
follows: 

V th regular methods and ordinary attention to business, Cuba should be 
able -o compete successfully with California and Florida in the fruit trade of 
the Ln ted Sia‘es. The foilowing are some of the tropical and subtropical 
fruits which can be easily and successfully grown: Apricots, bananas, dates. 
figs, lemons, limes, mangoes, melons, nectarines, oranges, pineapples an 
pomegranites, 

Now, Mr. President, of these named fruits, California, Arizona, 
and Florida are producing and are capable of fully supplying our 
American markets with apricots, lemons, limes, figs, nectarines, 
and oranges; and for home consumption, dates, melons, pine- 
apples, and pomegranites. 

Under clear skies and peculiar climatic conditions California 
has been given many of nature’s choicest gifts. Her people are 
enthusiasts in their admiration of her natural beauties and capa- 
bilities, and they are intelligently devoting their energies and 
their wealth to the development of her varied resources. Her 
Sierras continue to give profitable employment to the miner and 
lumberman, and the waters which rise in their secluded canyons, 
a most precious asset, are being utilized for generating power and 
irrigation purposes. The foothills and plains yield petroleum in 
great abundance. which has taken the place of domestic and im- 
ported coal as a fuel for almost all purposes, and from her streams 
and waters she derives a variety of food for her people. Vast re- 
gions yet are occupied by sheep and cattle. Agriculture in all its 
varieties is carried on under exceptional conditions in the arid or 
semiarid regions, where irrigation is possible, as well as in the 
more favored maritime sections, and it not only provides bounti- 
fully for all the needs of our people, but alsoimmense surpluses, 
which form animportant part of the American foreign commerce. 

I will not now speak of the importance and magnitude of the 
beet-sugar industry in my State nor of the vast areas of land 
within its borders which are especially suitable for beet culture, 
but which will not be devoted to that purpose until capital shall 
recover its confidence that promised protection to the industry 
will not be interrupted. 

But, Mr. President, the most important of all California’s va- 
ried industries at the present day is fruit growing. 
lication by the California State board of horticulture it is said 


that the fruit-growing industry has overshadowed all others in | reason to fear that Cuba will soon be ready to compete with them in 


| our fruit markets, a writer from Cuba contributes to the Florida 

Stock raising, mining, agriculture, and viticulture have all been overtaken 

, and to-day the production, mending. and marketing | 
a 


extent and importance. 


and passed on the road 


of the various fruits of the State gives employment to a larger number of 


people and there is to-day more capital invested in those lines than any other | ing—I feel I can say that your Florida man had better keep his eyes on 


class of enterprises in California. Horticulture is the staple industry of the 
rea and seevenng that will affect it for either good or bad is watched 
with interest. 


And— 

While fruit has been grown in California from the date of the first settle- 
ment, it is only within the t son that the industry has come into 
any prominence, In that time it has become a great specialty of the State, 
80 that California now boasts the proud distinction of being 
the United States. 

The totel orchard products of California in 1890 was 16,195 car- 
loads. In 1902 they amounted to 77,538 carloads. The total 
acreage of orchards in the State is 675,500 acres. The first car- 
load of citrus fruits sent to the East was in 1876, 300 boxes. The 
estimate of the shipments for the year 1903-4 is 30,000 carloads, 
with 362 boxes to the car, or 10.860,000 boxes. 

The statement which I will insert shows that in 1886 the ship- 
ments were 1,000 carloads: that in 1896 they were 7,350 carloads, 
and in 1900 the shipments were 25,000 carloads, while the present 
crop, partly marketed, is estimated at 30,000 carloads, or about 
11,000,000 boxes, 


e orchard of 


In a late pub- | 





The annual shipments from 1886 to the present time are as fol- 


lows: 


| 








Year. Carloads.| Boxes, 
LE  anatimeneweais 21,000 800,000 
Na 8 Oe eo atisanocnadadeobe a1, 800 540, 000 
nd ated Nees eae le ediidensodeegneee a2, 600 7380, 000 
ae ee eed a pd eawemedaebheeons a3, 350 1,005, 000 
a cel a claalis thnutaivemiaaiatennt a4, 000 1, 200, 000 
ak a ee nid eadetietines a5, 000 1,500,000 
al le Dee eeebotioned a5, 871 1,761,300 
a a i a a ee a eatlientiiiadiae a5, 022 1, 506, 600 
a en eeehn enone 67,575 2,530, 050 
SINE 5 a: cadiahihsae ng Rind ciknilaeads te dretingaaeinietilanimiinann daatiied atawittins 66,915 2, 309,610 
a aS a 67,350 2, 454, 900 
A a cl 615, 940 5, 323, 960 
DT tat ahi eden thd ei biahebdbdudntmmeenbadaadGnuinn 10, 31 8, 747, 062 
a a eit iether nmin enaiatenel ©17, 509 6, 446, 858 
Na ill i Tic ia din nie alain teteeanleabiabtl 24, 94 9, 033, 348 
a as ccmtniinnndee €20, 387 7, 380, 094 
aa Nati LIE lh ened ela niente Steere pedeeiin’ ¢22, 390 8, 105, 180 
ae ict ceilidh deceit eipeadainetgta ait voenien eh selbtottaehlasc dnc oe 430,000 | 10,360,000 








a300 boxes to the car. ¢362 boxes to the car. 

6334 boxes to the car. 4Estimated. 
I have in my hand a letter addressed to me, officially indorsed 
under the seal of the San Antonio Fruit Exchange, of Pomona, 
Cal., and attached thereto the tabulated statement of the South- 


| ern California Fruit Exchange, showing the number of growers 


and the acreage under their control, and much other information 
concerning the citrus-fruit industry in that locality, compiled 
from the reports of 60 local organizations, representing 3,345 
growers. It gives the average size of each grove, the number of 
people employed and interested in the industry, the cost of produc- 
tion, handling, freight, marketing the products of their groves, 
and the net returns realized per acre. The information is reli- 
able, and was obtained at cost of considerable work. It serves 
the purpose of substantiating several of my statements, and I de- 
sire to use it as an appendix to my remarks. (See appendix.) 

Some of the most able men of the State are engaged in this in- 
dustry—indeed, I may say that all the men who are organized for 
the advancement of the industry on various lines are, as a class, 

rominent for their intelligence, public spirit, and enterprise. 

hey have given their talents, energies, and fortunes to the im- 
provement and development of the industry, to the study of the 
causes of the diseases of the fruits: and by dint of such intelligent 
study and patient research they have given to science valuable 
information and suggestions and found remedies for the enemies 
which have at times threatened the destruction of their groves 
and orchards. They have scoured the world in their search for 
such information. and to the world they have given the results of 
their expenditure of time, thought, and money. 

Cuba, stimulated by the prospects open to her by this legisla- 
tion, is profiting by this experience and research of our people, 
and for two years or more she has been carrying away nursery 
stock and buds of citrus trees, as well as all the valuable infor- 
mation concerning the results of the experience of our intelligent 
orchardists, and by adopting also their methods of culture and care 
and being supplied with the most improved varieties of citrus 
fruits, she will soon, under the rapid processes of a tropical climate, 
be ready to offer in our American markets fruit equal in quality 
to that of Florida, Arizona, and California. Under the condi- 
tions of cheap labor and cheaper cost of transportation her citrus 
fruits of all varieties, oranges, lemons, limes, and pomelos, im- 
proved in quality, can not be excluded from our markets by the 
readjustment of tariff duties which this bill provides. ‘ 

As further evidence that California, Florida, and Arizona have 


Times-Union the following information: 


After an eight months’ residence in Cuba and traversing the island from 
end to end—together with a lifelong experience in crange and truck grow- 


* * * whatis going on in Cuba about oranges. * * * It may posy be 
a matter of interest. I shall only speak of what I know are planted and 
being planted. Number of trees is as follows: 








ie is on cc aeneentnwasebetsanqsesGsnasenuas 250, 000 
Tanamo, Cuba Fruit Company ...........-....--- 11,000 
Banes, Boston Fruit Company. ....-. 3, 000 
Nipe, Cuba Plantation Company ... 1, 900, 000 
Holguin, sundry planters -.......... 250, 000 
Ciego, one company .........-......- 300, 000 
Puerto Principe, sundry growers - - 400, 000 
Habana, sundry growers. ............-... 50, 000 
Santiago de las Vegas, sundry growers. ................-....--....-.- 60, 000 
eT SI 6 ona cawnesuccun accececcacnscbsuaseecues 175,000 

ST hs bli nctel ial inie tits bidinheeres ectnmubenindieraneetaecece 3, 399, 000 


8,400,000 trees will bear 14,000,000 boxes. 

In this connection I will also read for the information of the 
Senate a letter from a gentleman. formerly of California but now 
of Habana, Cuba, which was published on November 7, 1903, in 
the weekly edition of the Pacific Fruit World. It is as follows: 


I believe Cuba will beat the world on grape fruit. Tangerines and lemons 
also look well on Florida stock. The Americans and many of the natives are 
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planning to grow a large crop of vegetables here this winter. Conditions are 
now favorable, freight to New York being 25 cents, and with reciprocity next 
month duty will be 10 cents on tomatoes and 56 cents on oranges | this is pros- 
pective and not actual.—Ed.], with lower freight when quantity warrants. 

Inder the new tariff our rate is 81 cents against California’s 90 cents per 


box, and with 20-cent freight rate, which we will get sure, it will be 76 cents, | 


duty and freight, against California’s 90 cents. Time to New York, sixty 
hours from Habana: time from California, twelve days and more to New 
York. It is variously estimated that 1,000,000 trees are planted here, and 
part of the stock from Jamaica, Porto Rico, and Florida, but now we have 
plenty of native-grown nursery stock—2-year-old buds 6 feet high and 2} 
inches in diameter. 


The outcome is inevitable for both California and Florida. You can read | 


the handwriting on the wall. 


In Munson’s Line Bulletin for October, 1903, I find the follow- | 


ing: 

R. B. Billingslea, a British civil engineer, who has had large experience in 
fruit culture in the State of Florida, the island of Jamaica, and in western 
Cuba, near Mantanzas, has purchased lands in Camaguey, near the line of 
the Cuba Central Railway. and in the vicinity of Jatibonico, one of the new 
towns which has been laid out on the old Jucaro-Moron trocha, for the pur- 
pose of planting out one of the largest orange groves inCuba. Mr. Billingslea 

1as already contracted with Tampa parties for most of the trees needed and 

expects te put in 400,000 trees during the next six months. Eventually it is 
Mr. Billingslea’s intention to increase the number to half a million orange 
trees. He also intends to plant 100,000 sundry citrus fruits—lemons, limes, 
and grape fruits mostly. 

And this is going on all over the island. 

I do not think it is important under the circumstances to intro- 
duce here, as I might, hundreds of comments by California news- 
papers concerning this treaty. A consensus of their utterances 
is a protest against the injustice to the industries of the State. 
They believe that the reduction of one-fifth of the duti¢s on sugar 
is harmful to that thriving new industry in that the encourage- 
ment thus given to the cane-sugar industry of Cuba is at the same 
time in effect a discouragement to the further development of the 
beet-sugar industry of the United States; that as the sugar prod- 


uct (refined) of the United States is substantially controlled by a | 
trust the reduction in the tariff rate could be used by the factories | 
as excuse for lowering the price which is to be paid tothe beet- | 
root grower, and therefore such reduction tends to deprive the | 


farmer of the full reward for his labor and investment to which 


he is entitled, and in respect to sugar they emphasize the certainty | 
that an injury will come to the domestic sugar industry from the | 


stimulation of the Cuban cane-sugar industries which this bill is 
intended to give. 
conviction exists. They are aware that Cuba is not yet ready to 
drive California fruits entirely out of our eastern markets, for her 
production of citrus fruits is now comparatively inconsiderable, 


and it is conceded that in a very narrow sense the effect of the in- | 


jury to this important industry, against which they are protest- 
ing, will not be immediately observed. 

Mr. President, these newspaper opinions are valuable, but 
they do not go to the heart of the matter. as do some of the 
strong protectionist journals like the San Francisco Chronicle, 
whose utterances upon such questions are always received by the 
whole country with much respect. I would not care to introduce 


here some of the criticisms in which it has been indulging con- | 
cerning the action of Congress in respect to this measure; but its | 
objections to the bill, founded upon its conception of the injury | 


which will be inflicted, are as sound in my judgment as are its 


objections to it on the ground that it is in violation of the great | 


principles involved and which are recognized as the groundwork 
of the Republican policy of reciprocity. 


I will ask the Secretary to read the following editorial from the 


San Francisco Chronicle of December 6, 1902, omitting the imma- 
terial portion which is stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
The paper sent to the desk by the Senator will be read, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The defeat of reciprocity depends upon a general comprehension of the 
fact that if weadmit the principle of “ reciprocity ’ such treaties will not stop 
with Cuba, nor will any protected interest ever be safe, nor shall we be able 
to control our revenues or retain our commercial independence. 

But it requires time for general principles to take hold of the public mind 
effectively enough to control political action. Meanwhile it is perhaps nec- 
essary to make the fight on the obvious material injury to American inter- 
ests which would result trom the sacrifice of particular American industries 
for the promotion of foreign trade. We here in California are easily aroused 
to resistance when Te is made to sacrifice the citrus industry in a 
*reciprocity”’ trade. That is because there are many intelligent and vigor- 
ous people who are directly interested and who have the force to command 
attention. In realty, if we once — the principle that some American in- 
dustries may well be sacrificed for the benefit of others, nothing can long 
save our citrus growers. Except in personal vigor, the citrus interest is po- 
litically one of the weakest of our industries. 

In national umpertance, also, it is a trifle in com 
dustry. Weare enormous consumers of sugar. e import the greater part 
of what we consume. It is possible. on the contrary, for us to produce every 
pound which we use, and to do so within a very few years. But it is certam 
that a givenamount of land and labor in Cuba will produce much more sugar 
than can be produced by the same labor on the same land in the United 
States, and both land and labor are far cheaper in Cuba than here. Upon 
the free-trade doctrine sugar is preeminently an article to be admitted free. 
On the protective theory, however, it is preeminently a subject for protec- 
tion. We do not produce what we —< Without protection we shall 
never do so, while with protection, and within a very reasonable time, we 
shall produce sugar in abundance and quite as cheaply as we produce other 
things into whose cost labor largely enters. Sugar is an cle for whose 


rison with the sugar in- 


Among the orchardists this same feeling and | 
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unimpaired protection we can most earnestly fight, whether upon the broad 
principle involved or upon the material interests immediately at stake, and 
the fight should be prosecuted by every means in our power. 

Mr. BARD. I also ask the Secretary to read the following 
from another able and influential California newspaper, the Los 
Angeles Times, of January 27, 1903, omitting also in this case the 

immaterial matter, which is stricken out. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read, if there 
| be no objection. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


CITRUS FRUIT IN CUBA. 

The question of the much-debated reciprocity treaty with Ouba is now ap- 
proaching a climax, and promises to cause a bitter and protracted discussion 
in Congress. * * * 

California is probably more directly interested in this question than any 
other State inthe Union. It is not only the beet-sugar men who have inter- 
ests at stake—the growers of citrus fruits have begun to take alarm. In 
this connection, the following extract from an advertisement in an eastern 
magazine, regarding a Cuban colony enterprise, is of interest: 

“Ten acres of Cuban soil will produce, with little labor, more dollars than 
200 acres of the best land in the United States. * * * 

‘The climate is perfect, frosts unknown, and the fruit crop sure. The soil 
and climate surpass any other on the globe for growing fruit. Since General 
Wood put sewerage into Habana no country can show a better health record. 

‘*Land islowin price and sold on long time, without interest or taxation. 
Write at once for free prospectus, and learn about this country and the ad- 
vantages we have to offer investors.” 

These statements are doubtless exaggerated, yet there is no reason to 
doubt that, with the advantage of a low tariff, Cuba would be able to com- 
pete successfully, east of the Mississippi, with some of the leading products 
of California. The horticulturists of that section have the double advan- 
tage over Californians of very cheap labor and very low rates of transporta- 
tion. It isnot surprising to learn that man erican speculators and in- 
vestors are beginning to pick up horticultural lands in the island. 

As the Times has frequently shown, the citrus-fruit industry of California 
has been built up at great cost of money and patient persistence. It is cer- 
tainly one of the American industries that is specially deserving of consider- 
ation at the hands of Congress so long as we maintain our system of protec- 
tion under which the country has grown so great and prosperous. 

Mr. BARD. Now, Mr. President, the particular point which I 
desire to press upon the attention of the Senate is that it is not so 
much the immediate injury to our industries that we fear as it is 
the future injury which will result from this legislation. This 
injury results in two ways. On the one hand, in consequence of 
the stimulus given by this legislation to certain industries of Cuba, 
| which can be developed into immense proportions under such 
favorable conditions that they may soon successfully invade our 
markets, and, on the other hand, in consequence of the effectual 
blow that it strikes by discouraging the further development of 
our Own resources. 

Almost all of the horticultural products which Cuba is capable 
of producing are matched by the products of Florida, California, 
_ Arizona, and the Gulf States. Indeed, these States are capable 
of supplying American markets all that they are able to receive 
of citrus and other semitropical fruits, fresh, dried, or preserved. 
These products form the basis of much of their prosperity. They 
have been fostered by the fulfillment of the promise given by the 
declarations of the Republican party, and the continuance of 
their prosperity is largely dependent upon the continuance of the 
power and the disposition of the Republican party to foster them. 
The protection given by the Dingley bill is regarded by our or- 
chardists as certainly not more than adequate. The competition 
by Porto Rico oranges in eastern markets in a part of the year 
has resulted in losses to our producers in the not infrequent cases 
| where they have been forced by such competition to sell their 
fruits at prices barely covering the costs of transportation and 
commission. 

It must be remembered that fresh fruit soon deteriorates and 
is perishable, and frequently must be sold under sharp competi- 
| tion, and sometimes at almost any price the buyer may choose to 
offer. But Porto Rico, unlike Cuba, is now a part of the United 
States, and it is reasonable to give her the same advantages in our 
market which we accord to our continental territory. These 
California orchardists understand this quite well and ere not 
jealous of Porto Ricans. The existing conditions relating io this 
California industry are substantially the same as when the Ding- 
ley tariff law was enacted. The cost of labor, at the American 
appreciation of its value, and the cost of transportatiori over 
thousands of miles of railroad, as compared with the values at 
which labor is estimated in other countries and the cost of trans- 
portation from Cuba to our ports, are of course elements which 
enter into calculations to ascertain what tariff rates are necessary 
to prevent inordinate importations of such commodities. Labor 
in this country is certainly no cheaper than it was when the 
Dingley tariff became operative, and railroad transportation rates 
are no lower. If the railroads have done anything since then to 
encourage the industry, it is perhaps in the improvement of their 
methods and in furnishing more suitable facilities for the carry- 
ing of fresh fruits; but they have not reduced their rates, though 
| the great increase in the bulk of this class of freights would seem 
to justify such reduction. 

But, Mr. President, I gladly spare Senators and myself from any 
discussion on my part of the mooted question whether the benefits 
intended for Cuba, by giving her most important products a 
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rebate of 20 per cent on our tariff rates, will inure fo the Cuban 
planters or whether such benefits will be misdirected into the 
pockets of the American sugar trust, which is, in fact, the only 
purchaser of raw sugars in this country. 

President Roosevelt, in his message to Congress, with reference 
to reciprocity with Cuba, shortly before the close of the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-seventh Congress, again urged Congress to give 
consideration to the subject, and referring to the objection which 
had been made to the granting of the proposed reduction on the 
ground that the substantial benefit would not go to the Cuban 
producer of sugar but would inure to the American sugar re- 
finers, he said: 

In my judgment, provision can and should be made which will guarantee 


us against this possibility, without having recourse to a measure of doubtful 
policy, such as a bounty in the form of a rebate. 


This statement is substantially a qualification of the President’s 
recommendation of the treaty, and it implies that if no way can 
be found for securing the guaranty which he says can and should 
be given, then in such case there would be lacking one essential 
provision, without which the measure might not merit his recom- 
mendation. I refer to this statement of the President for the pur- 
pose of pointing out that neither in the treaty itself nor in the bill 
now before us is there to be found any provision whichis a guar- 
anty preventing a misdirection or abuse of the intended benevo- 
lence to Cuba. Upon a former occasion I thought that the harm 
which this measure will cause to some of the industries of my 
State could be definitely pointed out and prevented by reasonable 
amendment to the treaty, and I would now introduce such amend- 
ments to the bill if that action were justified under present 
circumstances by any hope of success. Evenif radical amend- 
ments in effect eliminating the objectionable features that relate to 
California productions were impracticable, an amendment fixing 
definitely the term during which the treaty is to continue in op- 
eration ought to be considered reasonable, and such an amend- 
ment would, in one respect, abate the permanent injury to our 
industries which I have said is most to be feared. 


I do not believe that the so-called five-year clause is a definite | 
| rector of the Southern California Fruit Exchange, compiled the data from 


limitation in respect to time of any mischief that this legislation 
may bring to our country. It is incorrect to say that the time 
for which the treaty is to continue is five years and no more. 
The provision is that the treaty shall continue indefinitely until 
notice be given by either party of its intention to terminate the 
same. It is tocontinue in operation for five years and from year 
to year thereafter until the expiration of one year from the day 
when such notice shall be given. Now, Mr. President, who is to 
give the notice on the part of the United States? The executive 
branch of the Government could not be expected to assume such 
responsibility without the authority of Congress. 

When it shall be more clearly reen than now that our own 
sugar, our citrus and other fruit, our cotton, tobacco, and other 
industries are threatened with serious injury or destruction by 


the operations of this treaty, will the notice be given even then if | Average number of boxes per acre, according to the statement of the 


Congress should at that time be controlled by a Democratic free- | 
trade majority? I am sure it would not if that party should act | 


consistently with its principles. 
gress under such conditions be embarrassed by the consideration 
that the raising of the tariff rate on Cuban sugar and her other 


agricultural products at that time would seem to be a cruel blow | 


to foreign industries that we have fostered and which, by impli- 
cation, we may be held by honor to protect? 

I realize the futility of any opposition at this juncture. for the 
Senate has already by its ratification of the treaty substantially 
committed itself to the passage of the bill without amendments, 
and for that reason it is unnecessary for me to enter into an elabo- 


rate discussion, and I know that my remarks must therefore, | 


— the circumstances, be regarded in the nature of a protest 
only. 

Being convinced thai this legislation is harmful to our indus- 
tries and is inconsistent with Republican principles, I am im- 
pelled by a sense of duty to my party as well as to my State to 
record my protest against it. 


But, while my remarks do not harmonize with the view of the | 


President in regard to the necessity or the wisdom of this legisla- 
tion, itis gratifying to note that in his messages to Congress he 
declares that ‘‘this reciprocity treaty stands by itself”? and that 
‘the reasons for it far outweigh those for granting reciprocity 
with any other nation;’’ for that declaration certainly means 
that the particular consideration which, according to his views, 
justifies the legislation is exceptional, and that in no other prob- 
able case will similar conditions recur. 

Mr. President, I would be sorry if this legislation could ever 
be taken as a precedent interpreting the Republican policy of 
reciprocity, and I shall be content if my remarks serve no other 
purpose than to call attention to the fact that my colleagues on 
this side of this Chamber, though some of them may believe that 


the measure secures to the United States economic advantages | 


equal to those given to Cuba, agree with the President that ‘‘ this 
reciprocity treaty is a proposition which stands entirely alone.”’ 


Would not a Republican Con- | 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
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APPENDIX. 


SAN ANTONIO FRUIT EXCHANGE, 
Pomona, Cal., January 7, 1902. 
Hon. THOMAS R. BARD, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: In order to give you the actual facts and reliable dataas to the 
citrus industry of California, I attach hereto the tabulated statement of the 
Southern California Fruit Exchange, giving the actual number of growers 
and the actual acreage under their control during 1901,and the total number 
of boxes of oranges and lemons shipped by the 60 local organizations, repre- 
sented by the 13 district exchanges, as shown in the statement. 

The Southern California Fruit Exchange is a cooperative corporation 
formed for the sole and only purpose of creating a — selling agency for 
the district exchanges, performing similar functions for these exchanges; that 
a clearing house performs for the banks who are members of the same. No 
profit whatever accrues to either theSouthern California Fruit Exchange 
or any ef the district exchanges or local associations, all being controlled 
by the growers, who are members and who share in the profits pro rata, ac- 
cording to the percentage of fruit furnished by each, the marketing being 
done for the members only and atactualcost. The growers, being the stock- 
holders, elect allofficersand directors and own all packing and storage houses. 

From this statement it will be seen that these organizations have a total 
membership of 3,345 growers, with a total acreage of 30,341 acres, showing the 
average size of each grove or the ownership of each grower to be 9 acres, 
which produced during the year 1901 1,216 boxes of citrus fruits to each 9 
acres (equals 135 boxes = acre), upon which the association made an ex- 
penditure of $234 for the labor performed for picking, hauling, and packing 
sana of each 9-acre ranch ($26 per acre, or 19} cents per box), or a total of 

782,941. 

In order to get at the true, exact value and average cost of these proper- 
ties I have procured a detailed statement and complete returns from 199 
groves, 43 from San Bernardino County, 75 from Covina, and 81 of the best 
groves under our control in this valley. These statements, which I submit- 
ted to you in Los Angeles, are on file in my office, signed by the owners, and 
give in detail the actual cost of the grove and the actual expense for water, 
fumigation, fertilizer, and labor performed upon the same during the past 
year, as well as the actual returns from the groves. 

The growers furnishing these statementsare all members of the Southern 
California Fruit Exchange, and had better marketing facilities and larger 
returns than the average of the growers not members of such organization. 

Iam personally acquainted with the 81 groves and the growers who fur- 
nished the statements from which the tabulation has been made. Ihave had 
charge of the marketing (cooperative) of their products for the past six 
years, and as manager of the San Antonio Fruit Exchange and active di- 
rector of the Southern California Fruit Exchange I think I am qualified to 
speak upon this subject. 

Mr. E. F. Van Luven, who is now, and for the past eight years has been, 
manager of the San Bernardino County Fruit Exchange, and for years a di- 


43 eatenenes filed with him by the growers from Redlands, Highlands, 
etc., anc 
Mr. H. E. Chesebro, manager of the Covina Fruit Exchange and director 


| of the Southern California Fruit Exchange, compiled the data of 75 of their 


rowers. I have added and tabulated all of these statements and show the 
ollowing result and summary: 


199 groves, total acreage, 2,828; average each..............---- acres... 144 
199 groves, total value, $1,970,905; average each .............---.......- $9, 854. 00 
199 groves, total labor and fertilizer, $200,391; average each ..-......- $1, 007.00 
199 groves, total gross returns, $278,986; average each ........-.....-- $1, 402.00 
199 groves, total net returns, $75,545; average each -..............-.... $399. 00 
199 groves, total average percentage on investment- - ---.-- per cent-. 3.98 
199 groves, total value per acre on investment-.--..............-.---.- $691.50 
199 groves, total net returns per acre on investment --..............- $27.00 


In the item of value is included cost of land and water. reservoirs, pipe 
lines,etc. In the item of labor and fertilizer is included cost of pumping and 
distributing water, labor for maintenance of reservoir, pipe lines,etc. (Copies 
of the circulars and statements used for above statistics are hereto attached.) 


Southern California Fruit Exchange ............<.........-....-...---- 





Average number of boxes to each 14} acres---......---------------------- 1,910 

| Average cost of labor per box at packing Se nniontntimdenamtncadaet $0. 194 
Average cost of labor on ranch per box.................-..--....--.-.--- $0.53 
Total average cost of labor per bok ...........<<...00.00026+.----- $0. 724 


A box of oranges weighs 65 pounds net, and a box of lemons 75 pounds net. 
The freight on a box of oranges is 9 cents. The freight on a box of lemons 
is $1.05. The refrigerating charge on a box of oranges is 25 cents in addition 
to the freight, and on lemons 30 cents. 7 

Oranges and lemons generally require refrigerating during the months 
from March 15 to October 15. 

A carload of oranges contains not less than 362 boxes, and a car of lemons 
not less than 312 boxes. 

The Southern California Fruit Exchange having handled 48 percent of the 
entire crop of citrus fruits grown in California in 1901, it is reasonable to as- 
sume that there are 7,954 owners of orange groves, with a total value of in- 
vestment of nearly $80,900,000. Assuming that it takes the constant labor of 
1 person to grow and prepare the product on each 4 acres, and assuming 
further that theaverage number of persons to each family is 4, it would show 
a tctal of 71,586 persons sustained by the citrus industry, and an average in- 
vestment of near $1,100 to each person; possibly a larger amount of invest- 
ment per capita than can be shown by any other horticultural or agricul- 
tural industry. 

From the above figures it is shown that it requires $6,592,694, or 72) cents 
per box, to pay for the labor togrowand pack this crop. The transportation 
companies received $10,721,720 for transporting the same to market and for 
refrigeration, to which must be added the cost of the paper and box mate- 
rials for packing the same, amounting to $1,831,304 (all of which consists 
largely of labor), while the growers received only $2,746,956 as interest and 
taxes on their investment. 

The above items cover the crop of 1901, which amounted to 9,156,520 boxes. 


| From the figures given you will see that it actually cost the grower of Cali- 


fornia $2.025 per box in labor and cash outlay to produce these citrus fruits 
and place them in the eastern markets. Add to this a selling charge of 10 
cents per box, you make the actual cost $2.125 per box. : 

In order to compare the cost of placing a box of our citrus fruits into the 
jobbers’ hands in New York City with that of the importers, we call your 
attention to the statement of one of the largest importers in the trade, Mr. P. 
Brucato, of Brucato Brothers, of New York and Sicily, world-famed packers, 
which statement was furnished by him to the editor of Tuck’s New York 
Packer, and is from the importer’s standpoint. 


[Tuck’s New York Packer, November 30, 1901.] 
In this statement Mr. Brucato says: 
“Now, as to prices, you ask me if Italian exporters can not lower the cost 


| of the product in order to meet California competition. I say no, for these 
reasons: My best quality of fruit is being offered to-day at 5s. 3d. and freight, 
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. eqnal to about $1.30. Now, where does the grower come in? Let us see. 
The freight is ls. 2d., equal to about 29 cents; the cost of repacking and fur- 
nishing tinsel, chromos, boxes to haul to packing houses, empty boxes, straps, 
waste or poor fruit, hauling from the orchards to the train, and delivery to | 
repacking station at Messina or other points, labor both in the orchard and | 
in the packing house, can not be done, all told, for less than 3s., equal to 75 
cents; and then say 3d., or 6 cents, for the brokerage and rent of the pack- | 





ing house, brings the expense up to $1.10, or very close to it. This gives the 

rower 20 cents to 22 cents for his fruit in the orchard. I may go further 
into detail as regards an itemized expense account, instead of saying 3s. for | 
expenses; but dealers know that included in the itemized statement above is | 
the expense of 14 cents for empty boxes, and another 14 cents for picking the | 
fruit and hauling to railroad station and delivery at unloading points. So 
you see here is already 28 cents of the 75 cents mentioned above.” 

_ Please note this party says that he is offering foreign fruits (lemons) in 
New York, freight paid, at $1.30 (including every cost of labor and material, 
hauling, waste, poor fruit, etc.). Add to this the duty of l cent per pound, 
75 cents, and you have a market value of $2.05, duty paid, as against $2.125, | 
the actual cost of California production, or the foreign lemon costing $1.85 as | 
against California $2.125, a difference in favor of the foreign grower of 27} 
cents per box. 

Assuming that the entire crop of 9,156,520 boxes averaged to the California | 
grower on the trees 80 cents per box (which I feel safe in saying is not the | 
case), it would show a return of little more than 1 cent per pound, just about | 
10 cents per box, more than the present duty, or a net return over the actual 
cost of production of a little over 20 cents per box, just what Mr. Brucato 
says the Sicily grower gets out of the $1.30. 

uring the whole year 1901 the markets of the United States were fully 
supplied with citrus frvits from California and Florida, and every want and 
demand was met. There were possibly 2,500 cars, or 900,000 boxes, of fruit 
that rotted on the ground in California for want of a market. 

The California growers produce enough to supply all home demand in 
oranges. and are already compelled to look for foreign markets for their sur- 
er This will also be the case of lemons in a short time under proper pro- 

tion. 

a give here the actual shipments of citrus fruits from California during 








Date Cars. Boxes. 
IIIS 0 0. stare ataaideaietininnlentinimiiaina te iinmdiniaiatmalambestinhtenniice 8,094 | 1,113,840 
SID adh cise Saichnig tcmsey daleniidp ooh dhigdemin wpiepiaeaaiibinvidae | . 8,419 | 1,230,840 
NI teieocprinsctlgttcrics tinastinaltnalape aciabehcitnanebodacee satis diab teeatty el «| 8,892 | 1,401,120 
Sadan atciiytnekntenuigeuaheniieghapabesidintinmndepecd | 4,054 | 1, 459, 440 
lt sctsbepeaigtininheeies hibidieemnanainnae dad ianeaicintmagiilinade 8, 292 | 1,185, 120 
SI ns snsiilck eis esceiilevdsasibicoeigs aalbebinees aeaiee ah Shddnninainipiatnteitelnngmeptel 1,744 627,840 | 
BE atin toscana tipi ticaiptnialihcoabaitiaesalae tibiae eis dabeimatitial 1, 054 379, 440 
NE bn0-din: ent sitelencncnininindngniimesitmniialanninnmnn 559 201,240 | 
ORES OOD. ODED ALE LIA | 189 68, 040 
ERE RE PER SE TE TRIO. | PREIS RR | 223 80, 280 | 
Sh Ol ah ie ica de clendeanalaninien wibdlinmaten achounit | 1, 267 446, 120 
Dh dinchipadiciedadnntimitnenscerinabalnntbineg bnnnwedidnibt 2,675 963, 000 
periesceaneith: sa | 
DED <thinisthinvadpedasidebibabiinwetins apenaiaiineue tien 25, 462 | 9, 156, 520 


| arg 





A.C.G. Fruit Exchange, Azusa, Cal 
Ariingion Heighis Fruit Co., Riverside, Cal..................-......-..---- 
N.W. Blanchard, Santa Paula, Cal 
Covina Fruit Exchange, Covina, Cal 
Duarte-Monrovia Fruit Exchange, Duarte, Cal 
Ontario-Cucamonga Fruit Exchange, North Ontario, Cal_. 
Orange County Fruit Exchange, Orange, Cal-.- id 
gee en Colony Fruit Exchange, Corona, Cal 
iverside Fruit Exchange, Riverside, Cal 
San Antonio Fruit Exchange, Pomona, Cal 
San Bernardino County Fruit Exchange, Colton, Cal 
Santa Barbara Lemon Growers’ Exchange, Santa Barbara, Cal 
Semi-Tropic Fruit Exchange, Los Angeles, Cal.......................-...- 










Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, the relations of Cuba to the | 
United States are unusual and unprecedented. No nation in the 
world occupies such relations to the United States as Cuba. 
When war was declared by the United States against Spain we 
proclaimed to the world that our object was to give to Cubaa 
stable and independent government. We have complied with 
that promise fully and literally, and in all the history of our 
country there is no more glorious record than that we rescued | 
Cuba from tyranny, gave to her people freedom and popular gov- | 
ernment, and made Cuba a free and independent republic. We | 
must not hesitate now in the grand work so auspiciously com- | 
menced; we must not mar our nation’s splendid record of justice 
and magnanimity, but we must, as far as possible, give to Cuba 
industrial prosperity and commercial progress. 

I voted for the Cuban reciprocity treaty last March, which con- 
tained a proviso that it should not take effect until it was ap- | 
proved by the Cae. and the enactment of the pending bill is | 

ect to | 


necessary to give e 
and Cuba. 


the as for reciprocal trade 
between our count 


e bill comes to the Senate af- | 


ter having received the almost unanimous indorsement of the 
House of Representatives—335 votes having been cast for it and 


only 21 against it. 
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| less tinsel and paper, costs less freight, and 10 cents 


8, 345 


DECEMBER 11, 


These figures are official, and can be verified by applying to either the 
Southern Pacific Company or to the Southern California Railway Company. 

I estimate the output of Florida for 1901 at 1,500,000 boxes and the shipments 
of the same as follows: 


SAINI 1. «a cash icalt hte esac toiedinaaetiniainninanadiaatiadeianaletaimetiaian Wiktwhes tulliiaicesoianie 540,000 
SPIN :;. cninini pednamasiaden in diuhe chetinn otws cagdendewniing oéselnbaate 810, 000 
PE ten incnlithentiiinticiacbtnnsctedsndeaigibiadcaiddibnekmbedtiia 150, 000 

The Florida product is increasing at an enormous rate, and in all prob- 


ability will add a million boxes per year, nearly all to be marketed in No- 
vember and December. 

Add these Florida shipments to those from California and you have the 
total number of boxes shipped during each month as follows: 


Boxes Boxes. 

CIEE 5 vncctish ncvhitee tins eo FS eee 201,240 
OY cv ccccininscmncéinteie 1,230, 840 | September.................. 68, 040 
LOLI OEE RiGee Be 1 AOUOE « cnanastveaccesvecces 80, 280 
I 1,459,440 | November .................. 986, 120 

Ml. coh tceadbadidodankeacked 1, 185, 120 | December -.................. 17, 730, 000 
\ ES a 627, 840 —_—_— 
DE aie ets acd tiinten: 879, 440 IE ia cine saint titties 10, 656, 520 


From these figures it will be seen that more than three-fifths of the total 
shipments of the United States, or 6,654,920 boxes, are marketable in the 
United States in the months from November to March, inclusive. Our pro- 
duction is large enough to supply all the wants of the United States. The 
market should be held for us, and we should not be subjected to unfair com- 
petition from abroad. Importers now having an advantage under the pres- 
ent tariff, there should be no further concessions to them unless it is desired 
to throttle the industry which now supports over 60,000 of American citizens 
in California alone, besides the growers of other sections, all of whose monty 
is spent for American products and in America. 

The statement of Mr. P. Brucato as to the cost and the price is on lem- 
ons only. Oranges are packed in smaller boxes and weigh 10 pounds less per 
box. This reduces the cost of packages, takes less handling and repacking, 
r box less duty; so that 
it is saf- to say oranges can be sold in this country for $1.80, duty paid, at the 


| same profit to the foreign grower and dealer as in the case of lemons, or laid 


down here ata net cost of production for $1.60 per box. 
The statement of California cost is on a << nearly 90 rr cent oranges 
and 10 per cent lemons, which fact should be borne in mind in consideriag 


| this statement. 


The above tabulation has been made from official record and is as nearly 


| correct as it is possible to make it. 


P. J. DREHER, 
Manager San Antonio Fruit Exchange, and 
Director Southern California Fruit Exchange. 

Ata regular meeting of the board of directors of the San Antonio Fruit 
Exchange, held this day, all members being present, the following resolution 
was unanimously adopted: 

* Resolved, That we approve and indorse the foregoing letter to Senator 
BARD, and that the officers of this corporation are hereby instructed to make 
such indorsement officially under the seal of the corporation.” 

(SEAL. ] SAN ANTONIO FRUIT EXCHANGE, 

D. C. TEAGUE, President, 
P. J. DREHER, Secretary. 
Pomona, CAL., January 7, 1902. 


Estimated 
Selene lenmmit of Acreage sad Boxes of | Boxes of | sae. total amount 
Exchanges. Num + orange | lemon oranges | lemons pa meh for picking 
| Srowers. | orchards. | orchards. | shipped. | shipped. race =| and packing 


entire crop. 


























471 197, 772 105, 338 1.7 66,534.10 
850 27, 126 24, 723 1.75 28, 036. 85 
100 166, 688 15, 000 1.%5 80, 253. 20 
63 108, 390 15, 559 1.75 27,730.00 

1, 234 588, 237 155, 566 1.75 142, 683. 60 
100 89,000 2, 800 1.75 41, 350.00 
1,000 8, 000 75,000 1.7 43, 000.00 
30 731, 490 1,696 1.75 110, 317. 10 
675 414, 592 70,710 1.7% 87, 960. 85 
150 261,173 9, 837 1.75 42,618. 90 
TP ht cee naan 30, 000 1.50 10, 250. 00 
1,650 310,000 | 124, 000 1.75 89, 900. 00 
24,168 6,178 | 38,309,175 PTE hekcikcopbcon 782,941. 35 


A STEP TOWARD TARIFF REFORM. 

The treaty is not as broad and comprehensive as it should be, 
but it is a step in the right direction. It is an important step in 
the direction of tariff reform and enlarged and freer trade, both 
for Cuba and the United States. If I had control I would amend 
the pending bill by repealing the differential duty on refined sugar 
and by striking out the five-year clause in regard to no further 
reduction of the duty on sugar. But, Mr. President, whether 
those amendments are adopted or not I shall vote for the bill, be- 
cause I believe that the benefits derived from the passage of the 
bill will more than overbalance the evils that might arise from 
not passing the amendments. 

RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONS PROPER AND BENEFICIAL. 

Reciprocal trade arrangements between the United States and 
Cuba seem proper and right when we consider the contiguity of 
Cuba to our country, her political relations to our country, and that 
we should sell her a great portion of what she buys, and buy from 
her nearly all she has to sell; besides, the bill under consideration 
reduces the burdens now pressing so heavily on both Americans 
and Cubans, and enables Americans to buy Cuban products at 
more reasonable prices, and enables Cubans to buy American 
products at more satisfactory prices. 
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Reciprocity with Cuba caused our export trade to that island to | treaty, and perhaps the best and most beneficial reciprocity treaty 
nearly double in 1893, when the reciprocity treaty was in force, | our country ever had, was the reciprocity treaty negotiated by 
and it also caused our imports from the island to advance very | Franklin Pierce, a Democratic President, with the Dominion of 
much. We have aright to expect the same good results when | Canada, which was repealed under a Republican administration 
the new treaty takes effect. in 1866. Also the Hawaiian treaty of reciprocity was renewed by 
I may add also in this connection that when the Platt amend- | a Democratic President, Grover Cleveland, and the Democratic 
ment was made a law by our Congress the Cubans accepted it in | platform of 1892 declared in favor of reciprocity, as follows: 
good faith and by our request put it in their constitution. That| Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantage to the countries 
amendment seems to prevent Cuba from making commercial participating is a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic party. 
treaties with other nations, and under these circumstances our Numerous reciprocity treaties have been proposed under the 
Government should, in every proper way, grant trade relief to Dineiey tariff law, but not one has ever been approved by a Re- 
Cuba. publican Congress, and the Cuban reciprocity treaty will be the 
If we want the trade of a people we must deal fairly with them, | first approved. 
and buy their productsif we desire them to buy our products. If To show that Democrats began to advocate reciprocal trade re- 
there is a tariff wall in the way and we can lower it or make a | lations almost with the formation.of our Republic, I read the 
breach in it, we should do so, and agree, as is provided in the | ‘‘ Report on the privileges and restrictions on the commerce of 
nding bill, that if Cuba will allow the products of the United | the United States in foreign countries,’’ sent to the House of Rep- 
tates to enter her ports at from 20 to 40 per cent reduction. we | sentatives December 16, 1793, by the then Secretary of State, 
will allow the products of Cuba to enter our ports at a reduction | Thomas Jefferson, in which he says: 





of 20 per cent of our existing duty. Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the United 
SIMILAR ENACTMENTS. — the qnemien is, In what way may they best be removed, modified, or 
counterac 


I shall not discuss at present the constitutional question raised As tocommerce, two methods occur: First, by friendly arrangements with 
against the bill by certain opponents. It is enough to say that | the ee aattens — —- hese sostetetione exist, or, aneeee, by the 
enactments similar to this were made when reciprocal trade re- | “Hirer oer ovo doubt hat that of these two friendly urrangonents i 

. . “ - : a. ere can be no doubt but that of these two, frien r ts is th 
lations were established by the United States with Hawaii and | most eligible. eae 
Canada. Iam satisfied, after an examination of this question. Wout'd even a single nation begin with the United States this system of 
that we have the constitutional right to pass this bill, and when | free,commerce it would be advisable to begin iCwsth that mation, since i is 
we put the amendment upon the treaty that it should be approved | either party render it expedient to levy a revenue by way of impost on com- 
by both the Senate and House of Representatives, or by the Con- | merce its freedom might be modified in that particular by mutual and equiva- 


vans ; ; ; ; ; ; lent measures, preserving it entire in all others. 
er 6s. we Were keeping ourselves in line with the Constitution of Some nations, not yet ripe for free commerce in all its extent, might still 
the United States. be willing to modify its restrictions and regulations for us in proportion to 
AN INTERESTING LESSON IN TARIFF REDUCTION. the advantages — an intercourse — = eee ae poe sep 
: = hk anes i adieaen : may concur with us in reciprocating the duties to evied on each side, or 
Mr. President, this bi.l teaches an interesting lesson as regards | ;,, compensating any excess of duty by equivalent advantages of another 


the tendency of the times toward the reduction of tariff duties. nature. 


When Republican leaders urge the passage of a reciprocity bill| Mr. President, I wish to say with emphasis that instead of reci- 
which reduces tariff duties upon all the imports passing between | procity treaties I would very much prefer a general revision and 
the United States and Cuba, and the President in a special mes- | reduction of the existing tariff taxes, so that there would be uni- 
sage declares ‘‘the treaty submitted for approval secures the | formity in the collection of customs duties and all nations be treated 
United States advantages as great as those given to Cuba. Not | alike, but as the party in power refuses to enact a general law, 
an American interest is sacrificed. * * * It is demanded on | put is willing to reduce the burdens of an oppressive tariff through 
considerations of broad national policy as well as our economic reciprocity measures, I am willing along proper lines to assist in 
interests. It wili do harm to no industry. It will benefit many | }owering tariff rates through reciprocity treaties as the next best 
industries,” this is equivalent to an admission that the existing legislation to general tariff reform. 

Repu>lican tariff law is defective. 

When we remember that in the last month the junior Senator 
from Mesmeenre or ees on 2 » em bie 
duty impos the Dingley tariff law on hides of cattle, an . . ; . 
the Republican Representative from the Seventh district of Mas- U en [ao oe = —— — 
sachusetts, Hon. ERNEST W. ROBERTS, introduced a bill in the | - trion chal coatiuan to be on the free Mets. ; 
House of Representatives to remove the duty from hides of cattle, rote II pr ne des that all other produ ets of Cuba shall be -. 
and also from coal. and pus both on the free list; and when the | mitted into this country at a reduction of 20 per cent of the regu- 
Republican Representative from the Fourth district of Minnesota, | lar tariff rates of the United States (and this includes sugar) 
Hon. FREDERICK CLEMENTS STEVENS, stated in his speech pub- Article III provides that all the products of the United States 


lished in the Recorp that ‘‘ the time is near at hand when reduc- ; : : : ; . + 
: : ; a. not included in Article Iand notincorporated in Article IV shall be 
tion must be made in some of our tariff schedules, which sre | admitted into Cuba at a reduction of 20 per cent of the regular 


admitted to be excessive, such as those on iron and steel, glass | : 

: : tariff rates of Cuba. 

to veduanlt MER Tiair clisinie oo aiame'”” ve bene evict eee | Article LV specifies certain products of the United States which 

lieve there is not only a break in the ranks of the so-called “‘ stand- | are be be oo into Cuba at still greater reductions of the 
a6 99 he _ , . : | regular rate; an¢ 

a ff er gaa but that day is breaking for the advocates of eee - wanes wren and steel sommes, copper aan 

In thie aa io . ™ sk fae letter sent | Ufactures, glassworks, earthenware, etc., at 25 per cent reduction. 
by Au aS Be aeaeatins et ae inane we Schedule B refers to cotton manufactures, linen goods, paper, 
tive Tariff League. to every Senator and Representative in the | cutlery , boots and shoes, soap, and various articles of food, etc., 
Congress of the United States: at 30 per cent reduction. ; 

He said: | Schedule C refers to manufactures of cotton knitted and all 

Every teetll patennees Aves Ockham vecineoctiey becnuse tt is tariff reform manufactures of cotton not included in Schedule B, and also 
and not protection. Cuban reciprocity will 40 more to undo the tariff in 1904 woolen goods, silk goods, watches, perfumeries, etc., at 40 per 
than a sated and complacent prosperity did in 1892. | cent reduction. 

I hope the Cuban reciprocity treaty is a harbinger of other rec- | In a subsequent article it is stipulated that all these reciprocal 
iprocity treaties with various countries, especially with our neigh- | rates shall be preferential in respect to like imports from other 
bor to the north, Canada, and our neighbor to the south, Mexico. | countries. — d 

I believe our commerce and trade should be as free and untram-| Mr. President, I have not time to refer to each of the schedules 
meled as possible, consistent with the raising of revenue for the mentioned in this bill, and I shall not do it, nor shall I dwell long 
honest, economical administration of the Government, and with | upon tobacco as one of the questions which have been presented. 
a view of not injuring our domestic industries or improperly in- | _ It must be remembered that our duty upon tobacco is very 
terfering with the legitimate efforts of our own producers and high. The duty on leaf tobacco is over 78 per cent; on cigars, 
manufacturers. over 100 per cent. If there is any opposition to this bill, so far as 

RECTPROCTTY I8 DEMOCRATIO DOCTRINE. it refers to yr ms it has — ee a knowntome. I have 
e : : aad : ro Jn. | never received a petition on the subject. 
sivelt a eee ee oe rook | __I noticed in the debates in the House that the chairman of the 
Hon. James G. Blaine were conspicuously and earnestly in favor | Committee on Ways and Means said that he had received but one 
of reciprocity, but it is also true that Thomas Jefferson, the father petition. So I assume that this duty, which is already high and 
and organizer of the Democratic party, advocated reciprocity which is proposed to be reduced now 20 per cent, makes no im- 
before the Republican party was born, and the first reciprocity | pression on the tobacco-leaf men or upon the cigar men. 


SUBSTANCE OF THE TREATY. 
The treaty, of which the pending bill is the enabling act necessary 
to make it operative, provides in substance as follows: 
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To support this position I present the statement of the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee, as follows; 

The subject of tobacco has been before the Ways and Means Committee 
on various occasions. * * * We found out that they were introducing 
Sumatra tobacco into thiscountry, a very thin leaf, a tough and pliable leaf, 
just the one fora wrapper. s ’ 

It has this peculiar feature about it: Cne pound of this leaf will wrap as 
many cigarsas nearly 4 pounds of any other leaf grown in any other country, 
Cuba or the United States, and sol pound is worth almost as much as 4 

~ounds of any other tobacco for wrapper purposes. We had to meet that 
in order to protect the tobacco interests of the United States and the tobacco- 
growing interests of the United States which give life and prosperity to so 
many farms and farmers in the United States. It became necessary to put 
a higher duty on wrapper tobacco. * * * It was fixed at $1.85, as the bill 
was finally passed under the Dingley Act—$1.85 a pound—a good deal more | 
than 100 per cent on the value of the article. * * * We had to put it there 
on account of the Sumatra tobacco. : 

At the same time it appeared to us that we could get along with a much 
lower rate of duty if we had not anything to contend against except the 
Cuban leaf. That was as heavy as ourown; pound per pound it would wrap 
about the same number of cigars, and there was no reason in the world why 
we should put this high rate of duty on the Cuban leaf except this, that we 
must deal equally with all nations and put the same rates of duty on all 
goods coming into this country, whether they came from the German islands 
or from the island of Cuba, or wherever they came from. We could not 
favor one nation more than another. We could not favor one tobacco leaf 
more than another; and so we put on a duty sufficient to protect our people 
against the Sumatra leaf; but it was a great deal more than was necessary 
to protect them against the Cuban leaf, and when we come to cut off this 3 
per cent of that duty on tobacco imported from Cuba, it does not even then 
reduce it to the same degree of competition in our market with our tobacco 
as would the Sumatra leaf with this rate of $1.85. 

coTTon. 

The cotton and sugar schedules are important and deserve care- 
ful consideration. The cotton-producing States of our country 
are entering upon a great era of progress, improvement, and de- 
velopment. They need, above everything, enlarged trade and 
more extensive markets for their products. These cotton States 
of the South are producing annually about 11,000,000 bales of 
cotton, and the proposed treaty provides for a reduction of 30 
per cent of the Cuban tariff duty on cotton and the manufactures 
thereof, and 40 per cent on the manufactures of cotton, knitted, 
and all manufactures of cotton not included inSchedule B. Even 
if the cotton products of the South are not sent in large quantities 
to Cuba,the bill is in a beneficial direction for the cotton-producing 
States and opens the door and asserts a policy greatly to their 
interest. 

I hope that before many years shall have passed the people of 
the cotton-producing States will manufacture in their own mills 
every bale of cotton they produce; but they are not able to do it 
now. As the population of the world increases the demand for 
cotton will increase, and in the years to come the southern cot- 
ton States of our country will be producing for the markets of 
the world not less than sixteen or eighteen million bales of cot- 
ton. for the cotton producing capacity of the South is almost 
limitless. 

The Secretary of Agriculture, in his last report, says: 


The consumption of cotton in this country is greater than that of any 
other country in the world; yet, in addition to supporting the home market, 
oy a exported last year over 3,590,000,000 pounds of cotton, worth 

The achievements of the Southern States and their progress 
and development have been marvelous in the last few years, and 
no industry has made greater strides than the cotton industry. 

The Manufacturers’ Record shows that more than three-fourths | 
of the cotton of the world is produced in what we call the South, 
and that the South had not quite 2,000,000 cotton spindles in 1891, 
and now has 8,200,000 cotton spindles, which is a fourfold in- 
crease in a little over ten years. It shows also that in i880 the | 
capital invested in manufactures in the South amounted to 
$257,000,000, in round numbers, and in 1900 the capital invested 
in manufactures had increased to $1,153,000,268, an increase of | 
848 per cent. In 1880 the value of the manufactures amounted 
to $157,454.777. In 1900 the value had increased to $1,205,188,400, 
or a gain of 220 per cent. 

The reduction of the rates of Cuban duties 30 per cent on cot- 
ton and manufactures thereof, and 40 per cent on manufactures of 
cotton knitted that are imported into Cuba, not only inaugurates 
a beneficial policy for the cotton-producing States, but it is very 
encouraging to every producer of the greatest staple of the South. | 

SUGAR. 

The world’s product of sugar amounted last year in round | 
numbers to 10,000,000 tons, of which we in the United States | 
consume two millions and a half tons. One-third of the amount | 
that we consumed was furnished by our country—that is by Louisi- | 
ana and the Western States that grow beet sugar,and by Hawaii | 
and Porto Rico. The other two-thirds we obtained outside of | 


our country, and of thatamount Cuba furnished usabout 1,000,000 | 
tons. 
Mr. President, if Cuba furnished us 1,000,000 tons. and we were 
to allow Cuba to bring her sugar free to the United States, the 
duty on refined sugar being 102 per cent and on raw sugar 97 per | 
cent, $30,000,000 would be diverted from the Treasury of the 
United States. 


If we were to allow Cuba to bring in her sugar ° 





at a reduction of 50 per cent, there would be diverted from our 
Treasury $15,000,000. . But this bill permits Cuba to bring in her 
sugar ata reduction of duty of 20 per cent, and according to the 
estimates that will divert from the Treasury of the United States 
only $6,000,000. 

I have not heard this qnestion discussed before; but it is an im- 
portant question: Can we afford to surrender $6,000,000 from the 
Treasury of the United States at this time and every year for five 
years or longer and still be able to meet the expenditures of our 
Government? Can we afford to surrender $6,000,000? For that is 
what we do by this bill; we reduce the revenue on sugar $6,000,000, 

AVAILABLE CASH BALANCE AND THE SURPLUS. 

This leads to the question, Will the present condition of the 
United States Treasury permit the surrender of $6,000,000 of rev- 
enue annually? 

The available cash balance in the United States Treasury on the 
ist day of December, 1903, according to the statement of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, was $219,237,439.64. Of this amount 


| $158 627,354.87 is in national-bank depositories, which pay no in- 


terest on this large amount of money, but loan it to the people at 
the usual rates of interest, and the amounts realized help to swell 
the dividends of the banks for the benefit of the stockholders. I 
think, therefore, when the surplus in the United States Treasury 
is so great that $158,000,000 can be deposited in certain national 


| banks without interest, we can well afford to reduce the revenue 
| derived from our trade relations with Cuba $6,000,000 to help 


a commerce and trade between the United States and 
Cuba. 

In the State of Kentucky, which I have the honor to in part 
represent in the United States Senate, when we have a surplus in 
our treasury we usually loan the amount not needed to the banks 
of Kentucky at a fair rate of interest until proper legislation can 
be enacted to reduce taxation. 

I believe this rule is wise and just, whether applied to a State or 
nation. No more money should be collected from the people by 
taxation than is necessary to pay the expenses of the government, 
honestly and economically administered, and when it appears that 
more money is collected than is needed, taxation should be re- 
duced. Money does not flow into the Treasury like rivers flow into 
the sea: it does not fall like the dew in the morning, wnsolicited. 
Every dollar in the Treasury comes from some American citizen, 
and usually represents his toils and trials. It is not paid by him 
because he wishes to donate it, but because the law compels him 
to pay it. Therefore he should ndt be coerced by taxation and 
made to pay more than is absolutely necessary. 

A large surplus in the Treasury is neither just nor beneficial to 
taxpayers. It may incite corruption, and present conditions in 
the Post-Office Department have aroused grave apprehensions, 
and caused the President, in his late message, to make a remark- 
able statement. He said: 

Through frauds, forgeries, perjuries, and by shameless briberies the laws 
relating to the pro conduct of the public service in general and to the due 
administration of the Post-Office Department have been notoriously violated, 
and many indictments have been found, and the consequent prosecutions are 
in course of hearing or on the eve thereof. 

But this is not all. A large surplus in the Treasury is apt to 
incite lavish and unnecessary expenditure of the public money. 

The evidence of the unwisdom of a large surplus in the Treasury 


| is found when we compare the appropriations made by the Fifty- 


third Congress, which was controlled by Democrats, with the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, which was controlled by Republicans. 


_ The appropriations made by the Fifty-third Congress amounted 


to $989,239,205.69, and the appropriations made by the Fifty- 
seventh Congress amounted to $1,554,108,514.84, and adding 
thereto the contract obligations in excess of appropriations made, 


| namely, $262,711,465, authorized at the first session of the Fifty- 


seventh Congress, together with an approximate thirty-five muil- 


| lions authorized durmg the second session just closed, and we 


have asum exceeding $1,850,000,000, or dangerously close to the 

two-billion-dollar mark for a single Congress. The statement I 

have given about appropriations is taken from the CoNGREs- 

SIONAL RecoRD and was made by Hon. Lxonipas F. Livincsron, 

of Georgia, who is the ranking member of the minority of the 

Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives. 
WHERE IS THE SURPLUS? 

It seems to me it is pertinent now to inquire where is the money 
which has been taken from the Federal Treasury and deposited in 
national banks? There are 5,042 national banks in the United 
States, and this money has been deposited in 842 national banks 
in various States of the United States, or in less than one-sixth of 
the national banks. 

A statement from the Secretary of the Treasury of October 31, 
1903, shows that 343 national banks have $50,000 each and 99 na- 
tional banks have $100,000 each. The National City Bank, of New 
York, has $12,937,000, and the National Bank of Commerce, of 
New York, has $5,615.391; the Hanover National Bank, of New 
York, $5,212,000; the National Shawmut Bank, of Boston, Mass., 
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$3,429,977.89; the Merchants’ National Bank, of Philadelphia, Pa.., 
$1,663,789.08; the National Bank of Commerce, St. is, Mo., 
$2,344,981.83; the Riggs National Bank, Washington, D. C., 
$3,000,000, and the American National Bank, of Louisville, Ky.., 
has $1,500,000. I present as a part of my remarks a statement of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, furnished Hon. J. M. Roprnson: 


October 31, 

















1903, United 
State. Population. |Statesdepos- 
its without 
interest. 
9 nit hininacadsinenntareiddionwetedininakin 7, 268, 891 $42, 724, 898 
2s I ret aa ts dcdcdc echeciaciace sccnesenwnie 6, 302,115 14, 943, 499 
OD, Cheikh kn nce cinbeentediccctnwiee 4,821,550 6,156, 641 
6, CE ites ttigsentarnmumnnetie capenminenin sible 4, 157,545 5, 598, 65 
6 ih ie Ri tieinecninegtbinmaeionsbeinaetead 3, 106, 665 6, 894, 716 
©, te rtnacakstsdtcbincacectguccteuccead 8,048, 710 1,926, 491 
©, | I hi .vtiptnccutisectncubadene debut 2, 805, 346 10, 636, 199 
6 i citb cients tins cupeeninnnbdicinantininenas oiled 2, 516, 462 4, 631, 796 
OF Addie tne ee tintheckenin nagtidmeremetarte 2, 420, 982 1,277, 697 
WO as Bitisnd Sic cheb cccimédicepbc vated becced 2, 231, 853 8, 415,473 
Th, Gs diliet cltincdeentvinsscnicwttinenanetnonnd 2, 216, 331 1,210, 534 
DD, nth iiiitcmnetencuniin ceteivtianelncmniinnes 2,147,174 5, 223, 
Te, el Ls mebichnticincdcinndinee deh onenceinaaiie 2, 069, 042 2, 028, 249 
inn. cnecsnahabit nninaanGnas amar 2,020,616 1, 628, 798 
Bh: Fs tibitiiteewienabetnkhaedecwasidiinud 1,893, 810 807, 133 
Te, FE bwtnetuciceawecns dice sondncnsitntddned 1,883, 669 1, 352, 452 
Fo lates \ecisninntieiteddinvesipaenneeaiiis tine 1, 854, 184 1,382, 776 
i Se Tiihan cinwvcws concqubvesgheteniibednes 1, 828, 697 429,546 
ee 1, 759, 394 1, 763, 532 
SO aaa 1,561,270 349, 917 
Fe intnintnticsdviitaningrnetrectininstiindettntaninodliinais 1, 485, 053 2, 300, 389 
Te SIN SOnS) cccnGebavecsenceesacwete tence onees 1, 470, 495 475, 730 
23. Louisiana... 1,381, 625 866, 949 
96, I iinienesc extn cnink sunhdinemnes~ 1,349, 316 478, 804 
Se i ciceanens hennichamenieitsondtimnesieiadei 1,311, 564 53, 605 
ee et ikcdeteccce cescce kuna cenncuseapense 1, 188,044 3, 342, 416 
ST. THO owner scsen ccc cree ecen nose ccc cecnc cece 1, 066, 300 1,477,455 
SD, SN deities ctiairtitevianlnniith-chistneas dae 958, 800 1,321, 567 
Te CN dein tnee-sueninsterestiiiinbagwwehe 908, 420 1,661,591 
Ge ives an oncans tine caekuavarens enueapen 694, 456 435, 720 
SD, SE btishidndint nang undadh shskinombiieos 539, 700 1,135,536 
Op I iiideictinn chin menses tidcecteibaniabiiiontel 528, 542 573, 942 
Sh,  retilancssncocecs oxpaipinnonemnnantt 518, 108 1, 190,290 
Oi et nivcnnccunkcosccautaseccensendhe 428, 556 202, 640 
Si, Ce csc chased ntien enc egthtaalatbiealieeed 413,536 489. 601 
0 din cn ade ring entncoumbendunhienien 411,588 1,535, 865 
Be EE bib ttn bec ccetncves tide wenieusaenbase 401,570 264, 492 
OO ee i Riicintaintin cnmntd <stiosisbebibabinaed 898, 331 264,814 
SD hence cnc. chntbunenecetanvvnnsiobed 392, 060 20, 332 
OD, icc conencenathnesncesennqedous 3438, 641 1, 025, 624 
8, FRG I hte 6 eviinw eniicts dnetcc pnccadatecss 401, 570 240, 821 
4. District of OCotmmnbit ng. 22.00. cccenc cecccseee<s- 278, 718 3,510,111 | 
i Sn en dabcees 276, 749 611, 060 
ck ceiccins coqanencbesd ovamie cneuctt 3, 329 254, 
ey Se A Wiaiinks esatdpecetas Gumste aneowsoons 195,310 203,776 | 
b. hiiis cette cen cn ctv cctewinarooies: 84, 735 , 467 
REE Sh ES ae 161, 772 170, 636 
en ic nce mctanch ecccseusdeued 154, 001 153, 490 
in, RE oe, aepnnonetincemaa 122,931 | 4 
OD, EE Bilt a nikctndin ste demundeteednsdibcenan 92,531 80, 507 
OD sat a acetal bh mengenneenll 63, 592 46,741 
Ce cn Lcabedhaisunpenes ee gions 
_ Total population United States..............- ON ie ati 
PRR IE adinetnlhi deer ewekysnons conte oopebinssnsincanse eel 1, 615, 632 
953, 243 221, 000 
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The table shows the population by States and the amounts de- | 
posited in the banks of various States without interest of date | 


October 31, 1903. It shows that New York in population stands 
about one-eleventh, but her deposits amount to $42,724,893, or 


over one-fourth of the whole amount deposited in all the banks. | 


Pennsylvania, with a population of 6,302,115, has $14,943,499; 
Massachusetts, with a population of 2,805,346, has $10,636,199; 


Illinois, with a population of 4,821,550, has $6,156,641; Missouri, | 


with a population of 3,106,665, has $6,894,716, and Kentucky, with 


a population of 2,147,174, has $5,223,656. 


The States of Michigan, Georgia, New Jersey, Virginia, West | 


Virginia, and Washington have each less than a million and a 


half dollars, and North Carolina, Alabama, Kansas, Louisiana, | 


South Carolina, Maine, and Oregon have less than a million dol- 
lars each. 


REDUCE TAXATION AND LEAVE SURPLUS IN THE POCKETS OF THE PEOPLE. 


I present this statement in regard to the so-called surplus and 
where it is deposited not only to show that the argument pre- 
sented by some, that we can not afford to carry into effect a treaty 
between the United States and Cuba because it reduces our reve- 


nue $6,000,000 annually, is untenable, for we seem to have far | 


more money than is needed to pay the legitimate expenses of the 
Government, but I also present it to show how difficult it is to 
deposit United States money in such a manner as will seem equi- 
table and just to all concerned. Instead of having high taxation 
in our country, which causes the collection of money from the 


people which is not needed, and which so fills the Treasury that | 
it has to be deposited with many banks to be held without inter- 


est, this money should be left in the pockets of the people. 





INTERESTING HISTORY. 

These transactions recall some interesting history which reaches 
back two-thirds of acentury. In 1836a surplus had accumulated 
in the Treasury of the United States amounting to $37,468,000, 
and by act of Congress June 23, 1836, this amount was ordered 
to be distributed bp rata among twenty-six States then forming 
our Republic and was to be paid on demand, and no interest 
was charged. These distributions were to be made in four in- 
stallments, and three of them were paid and $28,101,644.91 was 
distributed among the States,and then Congress repealed the 
act. Not one dollar of that money has been repaid. No interest 
was required of the States receiving this money and they held it, 
and the Treasurer of the United States in his annual report now 
refers to the various amounts as “‘unavailable funds.’ 

I do not charge that the millions recently loaned to national 
banks will not be paid when called for, but it is reasonable to as- 
sume that when banks hold large sums of money without paying 
interest they will not hasten to pay it, and if the exigencies 
should — the Secretary of the Treasury to call in this money 
there would be danger of a very stringent money market. 

The surplus in the Federal sury, which makes it possible 
to deposit $158.000,000 in the various national banks without in- 
terest, extorted from the people by unjust and unnecessary taxa- 
tion, is a splendid exemplification of the evil results of existing 
tariff laws, which impose taxes higher than ever existed before in 
our country and greatly exceeding those of any other country. 

RETALIATORY TARIFFS. 

A new, important, and dangerons result of existing tariff laws 
has lately made its appearance. We have grown accustomed in 
this country to industrial monopolies, to exorbitant prices, and to 
trusts which sell their goods cheaper abroad than at home. The 


| new result which now confronts us consists of retaliatory tariffs 
| and commercial antagonisms by those countries which have been 
| the greatest buyers of our products for many years past. 


I have 
given such attention as I could and made such an examination 
of this question as I was able to make, and I have used all avail- 
able material that I could get hold of, and I find that nations 


| which have heretofore been our largest and best buyers—nations 
5 | with which we have the most amicable relations—have already 


prepared or they are now preparing retaliatory tariff laws against 
the United States because of our high protective tariff law. 
Germany’s new tariff bill has already passed and simply awaits 


| the imperial decree to go into operation. 


It may not be amiss for me to show what kind of a measure it 
is. It isa protective measure of the most radical kind, and the 
rates of duty imposed on the articles exported from the United 
States to Germany are so high as to imperil our future trade 
with Germany. I have some extracts from it. Under that tariff 


% | bill the duty on wheat is increased 115 per cent, on rye 100 


per cent, on oats 148 per cent, on corn 213 per cent, and the duty 
on horses and mules, on cattle and beef has been increased over 
100 per cent. It increases the duty on flour 149 per cent, which 
is $4.08 per barrel, and the duty on wheat is 58} cents per bushel. 
The duty on shoes has been increased 70 per cent. This new 
German tariff bill increases the tariff rates from 50 to 100 per 
cent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him, I wish to inquire if he can state how the increased rates 
compare with our rates? 

Mr. McCREARY. That would be a matter of comparison and 
investigation. I am not able to state it without having our rates 
before me. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I did not know but that the Senator was 
prepared to give it. 

Mr. McCREARY. The Senator can very easily make the com- 
parison himself. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is an easy matter, and I thought per- 
haps the Senator had the figures to present. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ihave them not, but the increases made by 


| Germany in her new tariff bill over her former rates show that 


she has been animated by a desire to retaliate upon the United 
States for the high protective rates that we have been enforcing 
against her products. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. DolI understand the Senator to say that the 
tariff rates of Germany have been increased to that extent against 
the United States? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido. The rates I have been giving havo 
been increased against the United States. 

Mr. BATE. And that is done in retaliation? 

-Mr. McCREARY. Thatisdone,as I have alleged, by Germany 
to retaliate upon the United States for the existing high protec- 
tive tariff laws of our country. 

When we remember that Germany is the largest buyer of our 
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products in the world save and except Great Britain and her col- 
onies, the situation with regard to Germany should arouse grave 
apprehension. In 1902 Germany purchased $132,000,000 of farm 
products from the United States, and during the same year we 
sold in Germany $173,148,280 of merchandise. 

But Germany is not the only country that seems to be now 
studying the question of retaliation. Russia has enacted a new 
tariff law and is making preparations to put it into operation. 
Russia is remote from us, but our relations with Russia have been 
amicable for many years, and our trade with Russia has grown so 
that within the last ten years it has increased fivefold. Russia 
is retaliating upon us also because of our high tariff duties. 


France also has inaugurated retaliation, and passed her new act | 


on the 3ist of July last. It is well known that the failure of the 
United States to ratify the reciprocity treaty negotiated with 
France caused a much higher duty to be imposed on our products, 
and especially on our hog products. They havein Francea maxi- 
mum rate and a minimum rate, and France has imposed her 
maximum rate upon the products of the United States. 

Switzerland has also recently passed a new tariff law with higher 
rates upon the agricultural products of our country. 

This is the commencement. Where it will end we can not tell. 
But serious and important as are the attacks made upon our com- 
merce and trade, to which I have referred, there are conditions 


now confronting us which appear to be more disastrous and dis- | 


tressing. 
ENGLAND'S PROPOSED TARIFF POLICY. 


Great Britain has been the best buyer and the largest buyer of | 


our products for many years, but a new tariff policy is being dis- 
cussed in that great country. 
States last year, in round numbers, $1,280,000,000 of merchandise, 


and of that we sent to Great Britain and her colonies 55 per cent, | 


or $732,000,000 worth. Two hundred and thirty million dollars’ 
worth of breadstuffs and provisions alone went from the farmers 
of this country to Great Britain and her colonies and over 
$200,000,000 went from our manufacturers to Great Britain and 
her colonies. 

Mr. President, if a time should come when our farm products 
and manufactures heretofore sold to the great nations of Europe 
should, because of their retaliatory tariffs, be left piled up in our 


country without foreign markets, we would have in business de- | 


pression and trade stagnation a terrible object lesson of the re- 
sults of the Dingley tariff law and its offspring—the trusts. 


Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me i 
| bought more sugar from Germany than any other section of the 


to ask him a question? 
Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 
Mr. MALLORY. In view of the disposition of foreign nations 


our products, does the Senator not think it unwise on our part to 
obligate ourselves by this bill not to lower for any other nation 
the rates that we propose to put in the bill? 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, I know the Senator refers to 
the five-year clause, which I said I would vote to strike eut if I 
had an opportunity to doit. If an amendment is offered to strike 
out the provision of the treaty in regard to five years, which pro- 
hibits a further reduction in that time, I will vote for it. 

But I said in the beginning of my speech that the benefits to 
be derived from this bill more than overbalance the evil results. 
There is another point to consider. One Congress has no power 
to bind another. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator will permit me,I will say that 
if that is the case and it is a fact that we do not intend to abide 
by this obligation we are assuming, or pretending to assume, what 
is the use of putting it in? 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to strike it out. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is it not bad faith? 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam anxious to strike it out. But this bill 


has benefits which more than overbalance that. This billisa step | 


in the direction of tariff reform. This bill begins to 7 the door 
to help the southern people with their cotton. This bill tells the 
world that the 
the tariff law admits it is defective. 

Mr. President, I was speaking of Great Britain when interrupted 
by the Senator from Florida. The political agitation now dis- 
turbing that great nation may lead to the adoption of new policies, 
the effect of which on the business and prosperity of our country 
can hardly be estimated. 

If, under the leadership of the able and accomplished Chamber- 
lain, Great Britain should reverse her policy-of free trade and 
practically close her markets to our exports by imposing tariff 
duties as high and comprehensive as ours on all goods imported 
there, and allow free trade with such of her colonies as granted 
her preferential rates, the effect upon the commerce and business 
of our country would be more disastrious and destructive than 
any assault ever made upon them before. 

A careful review of the situation shows that the movement led 


We exported from the United | 


litical party in the United States which enacted | 
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by Chamberlain has been much strengthened, if, indeed, it did not 
originate in retaliation because of the high protective tariff duties 
imposed on the products of Great Britain sent to our country; and 
the conditions which confront our foreign commerce prove that 
we can not close our markets with a high protective tariff wall 
and have the markets of the world remain open to us, 

OUR DUTY. 


It is very clear to all observing men that we have reached in 
our country an unusual and perhaps critical situation. The re- 
tention of our present commercial supremacy, the realization of 
the greatness to which we aspire, the preservation and advance- 
ment of our great agricultural and manufacturing interests, the 
welfare of the millions who labor for wages and who suffer most 
in times of business depression and trade stagnation require that 
all proper efforts should be made to save our foreign commerce, 
so inseparably connected with national progress and wealth, and 
stop trade discrimination and retaliatory tariffs. We can at 
least start this good work by prompt and united action of all who 
favor tariff reduction, whether by general act or by reciprocity 
| treaties. The bill now pending is only a step in the right direc- 
tion, but its enactment will show the strong feeling which exists 
in our country for a reduction of tariff burdens. President Mc- 
Kinley was an extreme ae atone time, but his views on 
| reciprocity were much broadened by experience and by the du- 
| ties of the great office of President. He spoke with great elo- 
quence and force in the last address he ever delivered in favor of 
expansion of our commerce and trade, and declared, ‘*‘ Reciprocity 
is the natural outgrowth of our wonderful industrial develop- 
ment; reciprocity treaties are in harmony with the spirit of the 
| times.’’ Many of our Democratic leaders, including three Presi- 
| dents, Jefferson, Pierce, and Cleveland, supported reciprocity, 
and Iam glad now that for the common good of our common 
country there is so much unanimity on the great question of reci- 
procity, and I hope that the bill to carry into effect the conven- 
tion between the United States and the Republic of Cuba will 
| pass the Senate with something like the unanimity with which it 
passed the House of Representatives. 

A BREACH IN THE WALL. 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. I did 
not like to interrupt him while he was speaking. The Senator 
spoke of the threat of German retaliation. I wish to ask him 
whether he thinks this kind of legislation will ease the mind of 
Germany? Germany is a great producer of sugar, and we have 





world except Cuba. Now, does the Senator think that the threat- 


| ened retaliation will be retarded by our making a special contract 
to retaliate on us for our high protective tariffs and to exclude | 


and giving a special privilege to Cuba, and thus shutting out 
German sugar? 

Mr. McCREARY. My answer to the Senator from Colorado is 
as I stated in the beginning. Our relations with Cuba are un- 
usual and unprecedented. She occupies, as it were, the position 
_of our ward. We are taking her by the hand and trying to help 
her up. We do not occupy the same position toward Germany 
that we occupy toward Cuba. The Platt amendment, which we 
requested Cuba to put in her constitution, is not applicable to Ger- 
/many. We made Cuba a free and independent republic. Our 
| relations with Germany are very different from our relations with 

Cuba. Besides, when we can lower the tariff wall, or make a 
| breach in the wall, we should do it. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that every 

great European nation except Russia sends us sugar in considera- 
| ble quantities—Austria, Hungary, Germany, France, Italy, the 
| Netherlands, and so on. 
Mr. SPOONER. And Russia. 
Mr. TELLER. Russia does not sendany considerable amount. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is true. 
Mr. TELLER. Iwanted to impress on the Senator from Ken- 
_tucky that if he is afraid of the high tariff bringing retaliation 
| from the German Government he may also be afraid of the other 
nations, if we should give special rates to some sugar-producing 


country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Fostrr] 
hoped to address the Senate this afternoon, but he is ill and con- 
fined to his room for the day. He desires to speak early in the 
| morning, and I will take the floor in his name. I think no one 
else on this side desires to proceed to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster] 
| sent me word that he is unable to be present to-day, but hopes to 

be able to be here in the ve I think, as the Senator from 
Maryland has been recognized, he may hold the floor for that 
Senator. 








I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 0’clock and 42 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
December 12, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 11, 1903. 
CONSUL. 

Victor L. Duhaime, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the 
United States at Saltillo, Mexico, vice Horace L. Worcester, re- 
signed. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Walter C. Witherbee, of New York, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Champlain, in the State of New York. (Reap- 
ointment. ) 
Chasis M. Moses, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine. (Re- 
appointment. ) 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Cornelius N. Van Hosen, of Springfield, Mo., to be register of 
the land office at Springfield, Mo., vice James P. O’Bannon, re- 
signed. 

* PROMOTIONS, REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Asst. Engineer Carl M. Green to be a chief engineer with 
the rank of first lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States, tosucceed James A. Doyle, retired December 5, 1903. 

Second Asst. Engineer Edwin W. Davis to be a first assistant 
engineer with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Carl M. Green, 
promoted, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 11, 1903. 
CONSUL. 
Victor L. Duhaime to be consul of the United States at Saltillo, 
Mexico. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Charles A. Potter to be postmaster at Danielson, in the county 
of Windham and State of Connecticut. 
NEW JERSEY. 
James L. Hays to be postmaster at Newark, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fripay, December 11, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- | 


proved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. ne, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. r. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota demands the 
regular order, which will be the call of committees. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Appro- 
priations presented to the House on yesterday the pension appro- 
priation bill, and served notice that the bill would be called up 
this morning. I desire to call up that bill for consideration. 

The nee Does the gentleman from Indiana submit a 
motion 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio. 

_ Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
pep of the bill H. R. 6758, being the pension appropri- 
ation pill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
pension, appropriation bill H. R. 6758, with Mr. LaAwreENcEr in 

1e chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries an ap- 
propriation of $138,150,100, being the full estimates presented by 
the Department, less $2,500. 

The bill is identical with that of last year, except in two in- 
stances. The first variation from the bill of last year appears in 
the first item, wherein there is a reduction of $1,700,000 in the 
amount — riated for pensions. The second appears in the 
last item, which is a provision for the examination and inspection 
of pension agents. 

This is a new provision in the bill, but I think it comes here 
in a proper way and is entitled to a place in this bill. The law 
of 1882 authorizes the examination and inspection of the various 
pension agencies throughout the country, the expense to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Bureau. No contingent fund, 
however, has been provided, and the Commissioner of Pensions 
thinks it is wise to make these inspections and has asked for this 
appropriation. He asked for $5,000. The committee felt that 
$2,500 would be sufficient to make these inspections, and put that 
amount in the bill. ; 

The first change in the bill, as I have already said, is a reduc- 
tion of $1,700,000. The Commissioner of Pensions estimates that 
there will be a loss to the pension roll during the next fiscal year 
for the most part by reason of deaths of pensioners, by remarriage, 
minors coming to age, unclaimed pensions, and for dropping from 
the roll by reason of erroneous pensions heretofore allowed under 
an interpretation of the law which has since been overruled. By 
reason of this loss to the pension roll the Commissioner estimates 
that the amount of $136,800,000 will be sufficient for the next 
fiscal year. With these two exceptions, Mr. Chairman, the bill 
is the same as that of last year. I feel that this brief statement 
sufficiently explains the bill, but I will answer any question touch- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. I did not hear the explanation of this 
$2,500 appropriation for inspection of pension agencies. What is 
to be the scope of that examination? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. As I said before, the law of 1882 author- 
izes the Commissioner of Pensions to make examinations and in- 
spections of the various pension agencies. He stated to us that 
these inspections had not been made except in one or two in- 
stances, for the reason that he had no funds. The law provided 
that the expense should be paid from the contingent fund of the 
| Bureau. The Bureau has not had a contingent fund to draw 

from, and the Commissioner has been advised by the Secretary of 
| the Interior that there was no fund in his Department to provide 
for these inspections. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. DoI understand that there has been 
no examination or inspection of these respective agencies since 
the passage of the act of 1882? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No; I do not understand there have 
been no inspections, because in the hearing the Commissioner 
stated that he has recently made three inspections by special ex- 
aniiners, and it was necessary to draw from that fund in order 
| to make those inspections. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
| Chairman. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
| a question. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
| from Virginia? 
| Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I do. 
Mr. RIXEY. Do I understand that this bill carries any appro- 
priation for the Soldiers’ Homes? 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. It only carries the appropriation for 
| invalid and other pensions; the provision for the Soldiers’ Homes 
comes in the sundry civil bill. 
Mr. RIXEY. Can the gentleman tell me about the amount 
that is carried for the support of the Soldiers’ Homes? 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Iam not advised on that. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
| the gentleman aquestion. Can hestate whether or not the appro- 
priation for 1902 has been exhausted? 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Of the appropriations made last year 
there will be a surplus of about $750,000 in round numbers. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman reserves the balance of his 
time. 
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Is there to be any time allowed on this 
side? 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I would be very glad for the gentleman 
from Arkansas to yield the time on his side of the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. One moment. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio submit any request as to the time for general debate or its 





| control? 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to limit 
the time, and I ask unanimous consent that I be permitted to con- 
trol the time on this side of the House and the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRUNDIDGE] on that side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the time consumed by general debate be controlled 
one half by himself and one half by the gentleman from Arkansas 
{Mr. Brunpiper]. Is there objection? {After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I yield one hour, or such time as he may 
desire, to my colleague {Mr. Dinsmore}. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I ask. unanimous consent 
that certain authorities which I wish to publish in connection 
with my remarks, and which I may not have time to read to the 
House, may be incorporated in the Recorp in the extension of 
my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent toextend his remarksintheRercorp. Is there objec- 
tion? [Afterapause.] TheChair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DINSMORE. r. President, availing myself of the lati- 
tude for debate given by an a bill, I have conciuded to 
address some remarks to the House upon a question which does 
not come within the purview of the measure, but which never- 
theless is attracting universal attention throughont the coun- 
try—indeed, throughout the world. I have approached this 
duty with some reluctance and hesitancy, because I know that 
even some of my colleagues wpon this side of the House do not 
agree with me in the propriety of making these remarks, and 
again because, since what I shall say is in reference to a closed inci- 
dent, perhaps some may think they should be withheld. 

The Republic of Panama has been established. Itisa fact. It 
yas been recognized by the Government of the United States and 
by a number of the powers of Europe. It has been established 
by the power of the United States Government, and is kept in 
existence by the power of the United States. Without that 
power it never could have had its existence, and if that power 
should be withdrawn that Republic would become extinct inside 
of a fortnight. I hold it to be the duty of every Member of the 
House, responsible to his constituents and to the country, under 
his conscience, to give oe to his opinion with reference to 
all public questions involving either the welfare or the honor of 
his country. 

I think that the recognition of the Republic of Panama by this 
Government was an international wrong. I think, furthermore, 
that it was a needless international wrong; that nothing was 

ined for us by that action except what might have been secured 

y straightforward, honorable action. And when I use expres- 
sions of this kind and say “‘ bonorable,”’ I h that such expres- 
sions may not be interpreted in any offensive sense or that I 
question the motives of those who have committed the Govern- 
ment to the situation as it exists. If I speak earnestly, it does 
not necessarily follow that I do so in a spirit of vituperation. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that what has been done by the Ad- 
ministration with reference fo Panama is wrong, and that what 
has been done need not have been done if the Administration had 
proceeded on the well-defined policies universally recognized by 
our Government hitherto as correct. There is no doubt as to 
what our policy has been with reference to recognition of newly 
established governments. There is one rule which has been uni- 
versal in its application. Two things are to be considered—one 
is, has there been in fact an establishment of independence by the 
new government? And, secondly, is that government capable of 
maintaining that independence? Has it the power in itself to 
maintain its independence before the world and against all oppo- 
sition and to Sidhatg the responsibilities of nationality and per- 
form its duties toward the rest of the governments of the world? 

If this is true, the Government, considering the propriety of 
recognition, has no cause to consider the question of right in the 
establishment, but it considers the question of fact alone. Inour 
past history, under strong temptations, where American hearts 
were in sympathy with the le struggling for independence, 
the United States has withheld its recognition because it felt that 
its position in the great society of nations required of it to pursue 
a dignified, prudent, consistent, and honorable course. 

I wish this morning, Mr. Chairman, to make a contrast of what 
has been recently done by the President of the United States and 
his Cabinet with reference to Panama with what was done pre- 
viously by different administrations of this Government when 
different cases have arisen—where our Government has considered 
the question of recognition of the independence of a newly estab- 
lished government. Let me say at this point that I assume that 
everybody wants an isthmian canal connecting the two great 
oceans. rticularly is this true in that section of the country 
from which Icome. Our people are deeply interested in this en- 
terprise. It will open up new opportunities for commerce; it will 
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give an opportunity to break out of the isolation in which they 
have been so long in matters of trade, and bring up our section 
in development to stand side by side in commerce and prosperity 
with other parts of the country. 

We are anxious for the construction of the canal, but, Mr. 
Chairman, every American citizen who loves his country and his 
country’s honor has an earnest desire that every enterprise of this 
character that is undertaken by the United States shall be con- 
ducted with due regard for honorable conduct. 

We could have a canal; we can have a canal; we will have a 

When the American le have determined upon an en- 
terprise of this kind, great indeed is the obstacle that will stand 
as an obstruction to their purpose; but we can not only accom- 
plish it, we can accomplish it honorably and conforming to every 
obligation we owe to other governments and observing faithfully 
all our treaty obligations. e are anxious fora canal, and believe 
that whatever happens we will get it. We can not be truthfully 
charged with opposing the enterprise. My purpose now is to ac- 
quit myself and my party of the wrongful act by which its at- 
tainment is sought to be accomplished. 

There were two proposed routes for a canal—one by the Isth- 
mus of Panama, and the other by the way of Lake Nicaragua. 
The comparative merits Of these routes have been considered for 
three or four centuries by the people of the world. The people of 
our country and our Government officials have taken a deep in- 
terestinit. Their interestin it has neverceased. They have ch: r- 
ished a desire to effect the construction of a ship canal to br ng 
the world in closer touch with itself. In the consideration of 
these two routes the enterprise has been delayed, but the Govern- 
ment has resorted to the t methods of obtaining information 
that would lead it to the adoption of a correct conclusion and 
prevent a mistake. 

The Panama Canal was for years in the hands of the French 
company. You know its history. There was a successor to that 
company—another company—the New Panama Canal Company. 
There were such complications in the business and interrelations 
between the Colombian Government and these companies that it 
was considered doubtful whether a canal by that route was prac- 
ticable for us. Therefore our attention was turned to Nicara- 
gua. Commissions were appointed by the Executive authority 
to investigate and report whether it was a practicable route. 
Time after time they made favorable reports and declared it 
to be practicable, and accordingly, with due deliberation, Con- 
gress conceived the determination of building a canal by the 
Nicaragua route. 

The people of the country indorsed it, and the time came that 
we all seemed agreed, leaving out of consideration the transcon- 
tinental railroads and the members and hired agents of the New 
Panama Canal Company. The President of the United States 
took the matter into consideration and entered into negotiations 
with the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica wherein, in 
the most solemn way, they expressed a willingness to cooperate 
with us and yield the necessary concessions, 

As I have already said, commissions had reported three times 
favorably upon this project—that this was the route; that this 
route was preferable to the Panama route—assigning reasons for 
that conclusion which it is unnecessary for me to detail to the 
House. Let it suffice that Congress entered upon the duty of 
making provision for the construction of the canal by that route, 
and under the leadership of the very able gentlemen from Iowa 
[Mr. HepBuRN] a bill was introduced, and subsequently reported 
by his committee and passed through this House, providing for 
that measure, receiving almost the unanimous support of the 
House of Representatives. 

That bill went to the other branch of the legislative body, and 
then the Panama people, alarmed by the manifest seriousness of 
our purpose, made overtures, and the New Canal Company pro- 
posed to sell out their interests to us on terms that were tempt- 
ing and assured us of their ability to make good the title. The 
matter was referred to the Canal Commission that had repeatedly 
reported in favor of the Nica route, and without making a 
change in their former exp conclusions of fact they advised 
acceptance of the pro of the Isthmian Canal Company. 
Thereupon the Spooner amendment was adopted. A law was en- 
acted directing the President to enter into negotiations with Co- 
lombia looking to the building of the canal by the Panama route, 
and if Colombia should fail within a reasonable time to accept 
our overtures and ratify an agreement, then the President should 
enter into negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa Rica and pro- 
ceed with the construction of the canal upon that route. 

Mr. Chairman, that negotiation wasbegun. A treaty was made 
with Colombia. I remember distinctly when, after the passage of 
the Spooner law, the venerable Senator from Alabama, who has 
devoted so much of his life to the enterprise of securing for his 
country the benefits of this work, met me in a corridor of the 











Capitol and I asked him what he thought of the action which had 
been taken. He said: 

It postpones the consummation of our wish, but it will ultimately result 
in the accomplishment = yo ei aw — a one d — ~- oo 
Pied: ‘and under this law the President of the United States will be 
compelled to construct the Nicaraguan Canal. 

The treaty with Colombia was signed and was submitted to the 
Senate and was ratified by it. It was submitted for ratification 
to the Congress of Colombia. In that treaty the Executive de- 
partment of the Government prescribed the limit which it con- 
sidered a reasonable time in which the Colombian Government 
should express its acquiescence in this enterprise. Within the 
time fixed in this treaty the Colombian Congress did not acquiesce; 
it withheld its consent, and therefore the treaty was dead. But 
if not then, at least when the Colombian Congress adj 
without having given its consent to ees of the treaty by 
ratification the hope for a canal crossing Isthmus of Panama 
was dead. 

What, then, was the duty of the President? Here is the law. 
Did he obey it? Everybody knows that he made no pretense of 
obeying it. Has any excuse been offered why he did not obey it? 
He has not even vouchsafed to the Congress whose law he has 
violated the slightest excuse. Is he above the law? If, indeed, 
this is true, Mr. Chairman, then we have come upon evil times; 
evil indeed if the Executive power can usurp authority and cast 
aside the express will of Congress decla in law, and law to 
which he has given his sanction. 

There can be no doubt as to what was the duty of the President. 
The law is specific; but the President of the United States, I be- 
lieve, assumes at this time that he is proceeding under the power 
vested in him by that law in wy neecoe en a treaty with Panama, 
the new Republic which he has brought into existence. It seems 
that the Secretary of State hasconceived in his own mind a theory, 
under an erroneous conception of law, that the covenant follows 
the land, and that the principle is applicable to the situation arising 
from the insurrection in Panama; that the new Government of 
Panama, having been established upon a part of the territory 
which belon to Colombia when mbia (or New Grenada) 
made the treaty with the United States, this can be extended to 
Panama and enforced there by virtue of it. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the provision of law under which the 
President was acting, which outlines his duty, which directs 
him how to proceed? I have here a synopsis of it, eliminating 
that part which is unnecessary for an intelligent understanding 
of the law with reference to the question as I am now presenting 
it, but presenting actually what the law sets forth. 

The President is— 

Authorized to agguize from the Republic of Colombia * * * perpetual 
control of a strip of land, the territory of the Republic of Colombia. (Sec. 2.) 


The President may acquire such additional territory and rights from 

— as in his judgment will facilitate the general purpose hereof. 
Sec. 2. 

That when the Presidentshall have * * * obtained by treaty control of 
the necessary territory from the Republic of Colombia, as provided in section 
2 hereof, he is authorized to pay for the property * * * andto the Repub- 
lic of Colombia such sum as shall have been agreed upon. (Sec. 3.) 

That should the President be unable to obtain for the United States a sat- 
isfactory title to the p * * * and the control of the necessary ter- 
ritory of the Republic of Colombia * * * within areasonable time and 
upon reasonable terms, then the President, having firstobtained * * * by 
treaty control of the necessary territory from Costa Rica and Nicaragua, 
* * * shall * * * cause to beexcavated * * * a * * * canal * * * 
by way of Lake Nicaragua, etc. (Sec. 4.) 

That in any agreement with the Republic of Colombia * * * the Presi- 
dent isauthorized to guarantee to said Republic * * * the use of said canal 
and harbors, upon such terms as may be agreed upon, for all vessels owned 
by said States or by citizens thereof. (Sec. 6.) 
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This defines what the duty of the President of the United States | 


was in the premises, that duty which he has ignored, that law 
which he has violated, and even without rendering to Congress 
the poorest excuse or explanatidn as to why it was done. 

Mr. Chairman, why was it done? The President, it seems, had 
conceived the purpose of building a canal, and I would not at- 


tribute to him any selfish or any unworthy motives; but in his | 


ambition he went about the construction of a canal by his own 


methods and in derogation of the will of Congress as expressed in | 
~ 2 | truth with reference to the facts. And they waited in these 


that law. And how was this? It appears in the recognition of 
the independence of Panama and in the negotiations with that 
suddenly erected Republic through its agents appointed in the 
brief interval which elapsed between that time and the beginning 
of this Congress. 

The independence of Panama was declared on the 8d of Novem- 
ber, On the 6th of November it was an established republic, hav- 
ing received the recognition of the United States Government, 
which Government had entered into relations with it by its au- 
thorized agents, and before the home Government knew of the 
Secession, no opportunity having been given to the parent Gov- 
ernment to enforce its authority. There was no effort upon the 
part of the United States to inform the Government, with which 
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it was in friendly relation by treaty—and a treaty whose provi- 
sions, I maintain, were broken by the action of the Government 
of the United States in its conduct in that incident—no friendly 
act extended on the part of the United States to the Government 
of Colombia; but, on thecontrary, the Government of the United 
States immediately entered upon the undertaking of accomplish- 
ing byits act the establishment of an independent Republic on the 
Isthmus of Panama, and it did accomplish it, because everybody 
knows that but for the action of the United States Government 
there would to-day have been no Republic of Panama. 

In forty-eight hours a new republic lifts its head and stands 
among the nations of the earth! It is true some of the European 
Governments have recognized it after us. I do not question the 
propriety of any of them. France, at least, had an interest in do- 
ing so, but the question with the European powers was a different 
one from that presented to the Government of the United States. 
When they recognized the independence of Panama it was in esse 
a Republic with the United States guaranteeing its independence 
and its entity, and other powers could well afford to recognize its 
independence; but when this Government recognized the Repub- 
lic and its independence it was a motley crowd of irresponsible 
persons, few in number, enabled to accomplish their purpose 
solely by the threatening guns of our ships of war, and but for 
this the enterprise, asI believe, never would have been undertaken. 

Let us consider what has been the course of our Government 
with reference to the recognition of other countries and what 
have been the rules that governed its conduct. At the risk of 
being tiresome to the House I will ask it to go with me over part 
of our country’s history. I hope it will not be tiresome, because 
the subject is one that should be of the utmost interest to Mem- 
bers of the House and tothe country. Whether or not it is to the 
House, our constituents are not all international lawyers, and as 
representatives here of the people it is our duty to put facts in the 
RECORD, so that there may be a clear understanding, and if [ am 
wrong in my contention it will certainly be made manifest by 
some other Member or in the record of what I say myself. 

I assert, Mr. Chairman, that one principle has universally been 
adhered to, viz, that no government asserting independence and 
sovereignty would be recognized by the Government of the 
United States until the fact appeared, first, of its determination 
and the actual accomplishment of its independence, and. more- 
over, of its power to maintain its independence and its relation- 
ship in the family of nations. There is abundance of history 
upon this subject. The great statesmen and international law- 
yers of our country in the past have gone upon record upon these 
questions. Here is what Secretary of State Adams said to Mr. 
Monroe on August 24, 1816: 

There is a stage in such (revolutionary) contests when the party strug- 
gling for independence has, as I conceive, a right to demand its ackn »wledg- 
ment by neutral parties,and when the acknowledgment may be granted 
without departure from the obligations of neutrality. It is the stace when 
the independence is established as a matter of fact, so as to leave the chance 
of the opposite party to recover their dominion utterly desperate. 

That is what Secretary Adams thought should be the situation 
when a great government recognized another power; when its 
independence is established as a matter of fact and the circum- 
stances are such as to leave the chance of the opposite party to 
recover their dominion utterly desperate. 


Iam satisfied that the cause of the South Americans— 


Because it was with reference to the republics of South 
America that he was speaking— 
so far as it consists in the assertion of independence against Spain, is just; 
but the justice of a cause, however it may enlist individual feelings in its 
favor, is not sufficient to justify third parties in siding with it. The fact and 
the right combined can alone authorize a neutral to acknowledge a new and 
disputed sovereignty. , : we ‘ 

When a sovereign has a reasonable aon maintaining his authority over 
insurgents, the acknowledgment of the independence of snch insurgents would 
be an international wrong. It is otherwise when such sovereign is mani- 
festly disabled from maintaining the contest. 

If it has a reasonable hope of the recovery of its dominion, the 
recognition of the revolted State or province, says Mr. Secretary 
Adams, is an “‘international wrong.”’ Time must be taken for 
consideration. There must be the necessary delay toascertain the 


cases of the republics of South America for years before any ro- 
cognition was given to their independence and sovereignty. 

How was it in the case of Panama? Does such a condition exist 
as to show that the hope of the Republic of Colombia is utterly 
desperate? Is there hope of the Republic of Colombia being able 
to reassert its authority over the revolted province? Why, the 
President of the United States has not halted to see; but we know 
that if we were to withdraw our troops from that Isthmus those 
Colombian troops that are now hovering upon the borders of 
Panama will overwhelm it and reduce it to subserviency to the 
Government of Colombia in ten days or a fortnight. 

Mr. Secretary Adams says that it is an international wrong to 
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deprive the sovereign or parent power of the right to reassert its 
authority if it can do so. 

With reference to the same subject,in response to some resolu- 
tions introduced by Mr. Clay, the Great Commoner of Kentucky, 
in this House, Mr. Clay had been for a number of years in Con- 
gress after Congress offering resolutions to the House of Repre- 


sentatives with a view to the recognition of the revolted states | 


of South America—nay, of the independent republics of South 
America that had asserted and maintained their independence— 
that had driven the governors and the armies of Spain into retire- 
ment. By the thunderings of his logic, by the persuasions of his 
eloquence, he demanded their recognition and maintained their 
authority for years. The President and the Department of State 
hesitated, and after these years had elapsed, in response to the 
resolutions of Congress, the President in his message said: 

This contest has now reached such a stage, and been attended with such 
decisive success on the part of the provinces, that it merits the most profound 
consideration whether their right to the rank of independent nations, with 
all the advantages incident to it in their intercourse with the United States, 
is not complete. Buenos Ayres assumed that rank by a formal declaration in 
1816, and has enjoyed it since 1810. 

The provinces composing the Republic of Colombia, after having sepa 
rately declared their independence, were united by a fundamental law of the 
17th of December, 1819. Chile declared independence in 1818, and has since 
enjoyed it undisturbed, and of late, by the assistance of Crile and Buenos 
Ayres, the revolution has extended to Peru. 

Of the movements in Mexico our information is less authentic, but it is, 
nevertheless, distinctly understood that the new Government has declared 
its independence, and that there is now no opposition to it there, nor a force 
to make it. 3 0 ) 
full enjoyment of their independence, but, considering the state of the war 
and other circumstances, that there is not the most remote prospect of their 
being deprived of it. 

On the 4th of May, 1822, Congress recognized the independence 
of the South American states. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. From what does the gentleman read? 

Mr. DINSMORE. 
Digest. This outlines the course of the United States Govern- 
ment with reference to those revolted states in South America. 
Throughout their struggle, under the leadership of Bolivar, Mi- 
randa, Mosquero, and others, to achieve independence, to establish 


republics where liberty should prevail, the hearts of the whole | 


Government of the United States, every Representative here, 


and every citizen throughout the land were touched. Every heart | 


beat in response to theirambition, because it was so nearly akin to 
the inspiration that had given birth to our own great Republic. 

Yet so careful, so prudent, were those in charge of our Govern- 
ment, lest they might commit some error and do that which would 
subject their country to censure, they waited years before they 
gave recognition. Now strike a contrast with the action of this 
Administration toward this sudden, mushroom Republic of Pa- 

_nama, forty-eight hours old when recognized. 

Mr. GILBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT. If it will not interfere with the continuity of 
your remarks, I would be glad to have you discuss what you 
think about the Administration having instigated and encour- 
aged this insurrection at Panama? 

Mr. DINSMORE. If the gentleman will wait a little while in 
patience, I will make a few remarks upon that subject. 

Mr. GILBERT. All right. 

Mr. DINSMORE (continuing). 
coming propriety. 

This was the course with reference to the South American re- 
ublics. This was the conduct of this Republic which at its birth 
ecame the noble wgis of liberty, of the manhood of man, of the 

independence of true republics throughout the world. What 
happened in Texas? 


I hope with deference and be- 


Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


uestion? 
. Mr. DINSMORE. With pleasure. 
Mr. PERKINS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that he 


thinks the Government of the United Statesshould not recognize | 


another government until it is reasonably certain that that gov- 
ernment by itself could establish its own independence? 

Mr. DINSMORE. In answer to that question I will state to 
my friend that such has been the universal course that our Gov- 
ernment adopts. I know there have been cases where recogni- 
tion has been given to people in revolt against constituted author- 
ity, where the whole government has been overturned and a new 
government set up, more promptly than has been usual where a 
part of a government is in revolt against the parent establishment. 

Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman think that the action of 
the French Government in 1778 in recognizing the Republic of 
the United States was justified or unjustified? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I am not here to speak for 
the French Government. I am here speaking in behalf of these 


Thus it is manifest that all those provinces are not only in the | 


I read from Wharton’s International Law | 
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| principles which have been proclaimed and admitted by all the 
st and wisest of men of our own Government up to this period. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman intend to say that when 
the French Government recognized and assisted the thirteen 
colonies in rebellion against England its conduct was justified or 
unjustified? 

Mr. DINSMORE. There was so much noise about me that I 
did not quite understand the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the gentleman whether he intends to say 
that the conduct of the French Government when, in 1778, in our 
rebellion, it recognized the American colonies and assisted them, 
was justified or not justified? 

Mr. DINSMORE. At the time that we received the recognition 
and assistance of the French Government she was at war with 
Great Britain. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh,no. The French Government recognized 
the United States, and as a result of that war was declared on 
France, and it was because she had recognized the independence 
of the United States. The gentleman is wrong in his recollection. 

Mr. DINSMORE. England and France, Mr. Chairman, were 
engaged in war at that time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I was in error. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They had been at peace in 
Europe, but at war in the East Indian countries. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend is wrong. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And this was a war measure. 
| Mr. PERKINS. For thirteen years there had been perfect and 
entire e in India and in Europe. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, let it suffice to say in re- 
sponse to my friend—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is not so. 

Mr. PERKINS. England declared war on France when France 
| recognized the United States on the ground that it was an act of 


war. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It was recognized as a declara- 
tion of war; that is undoubtedly true. But another fact is his- 
| torically true, and that is although there had been peace on the 
continent of Europe between France and Great Britain since 
this last great war hostilities had never altogether ceased in the 
Orient. 

Mr. PERKINS. There my friend is wrong. 

Hear what Secretary Adams wrote to Mr. Anderson May 27, 
1823: 

When a sovereign hasa reasonable hope of maintaining his authority over 
insurgents the acknowledgment of the independence of such insurgents 


| would be an international wrong. It is otherwise when such sovereign is 
manifestly disabled from maintaining the contest. 


Mr. DINSMORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, whatever the facts 
may be with reference to what has been presented by my friend, 
it was done as an unfriendly act to Great Britain. But this is all 
irrelevant. The question has no relevancy to that which I am dis- 
cussing here. As I remarked a moment ago, I am not here to 
stand sponsor for the correctness of the action of the powers of 

| Europe, whether takén in our behalf or in behalf of somebody 
else. I am only trying, as a humble representative of the Ameri- 
can Congress, to show that, according to the rules observed in 
our own country and ever adhered to, the duty is plain, and that 
there never has been a violation of it until this sudden action of 

| this sudden President of the United States. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. | 

When my friend asks me this question, I would like to know, | 
would like for him to inquire in his own conscience and of his own 

| heart, whether he believes that the conduct of our Government 
hitherto, as shown here by what I have read to the House, has 
been just and proper and right, whether or not it is in keeping 
| and harmony with the action of this Administration within the 
| last month. 

Here is the resolution: 

Resolved, That the independence of Texas ought to be acknowledged by 
| the United States whenever satisfactory information shall be received that 
| it has in successful operation a civil ooreeenens capable of performing the 
| duties and fulfilling the obligations of an independent power. 

Sup we should pass a resolution of that kind here. Sup- 
| pose that the President of the United States had not intervened 
with the ships of war and the present Government of Colombia 
| was free to overturn the rebellion which was organized on the 
| Isthmus of Panama. Suppose that suddenly they done what 
they did do and Congress was expressing its opinion. Would we 
—_ a resolution like this; would we say that the independence of 
anama ought to be acknowledged by the United States when- 
ever satisfactory information shall be received that it is in suc- 
cessful operation with a civil government capable of performing 
its duties? 

Why. the absurdity would be so great that every Member of 

this House would treat it as astupid jokeif it had been suggested. 
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There would be without our assistance an utter absence of ability 
to maintain its independence and perform its duties. Attend to 
the language of President Jackson further in regard to Texas: 
The acknowledgment of a new state as independent and entitled to a 
place in the family of nations is at all times an act of great delicacy and re- 
sponsibility— 
This Administration does not seem to think so— 


but more ially so when such state has forcibly separated itself from 
another of which it had formed an integral part and which still claims do- 
minion over it— 


This Administration does not seem to agree with this senti- 
ment— 


It has thus been made known to the world that the uniform policy and 
practice of the United States is to avoid all interference in disputes which 
merely relate to the internal government of other nations, and eventually to 
recognize the authority of the prevailing party without reference to our par- 
ticular interests and views or to the merits of the original controversy. 


‘* Without reference to our interests.’’ Were the President and 
his Secretary of State acting without reference to our interests in 
recognizing this mushroom Republicr What was the motive? I 
leave it toeach Representative to answer that question for himself. 
Was it a disinterested motive? 

It is scarcely to be imagined that a question of this character could be pre- 
sented in relation to which it would be more difficult for the United States to 
avoid exciting the suspicion and jealousy of other powers and maintain their 
established character for fair and impartial dealings. But on this, as on 
every. — trying occasion, safety is to be found in a rigid adherence to 
principle. 

Have we come now to such conditions in this Government that 
we abandon principle? Have we come upon times when, whereas 
the ship of state used to be steered by the polar star of right, 
honor, and justice, to-day it is drifting with the tide and spread- 
ing its sail for every vagrant breeze that seems to bear toward a 
temporary gain or advantage? 

But President Jackson continues: 


In the contest between Spain and the revolted colonies we stood aloof and 
waited not only until the ability of the new states to protect themselves was 
fully established, but until the danger of their being again subjugated had 
entirely } away. Then,and not until then, were they recognized. Such 
was our course in regard to Mexico herself. The same policy was observed 
in all the disputes growing out of the separation into distinct governments 
of those ope See states who began or carried on the contest with 
the parent country, united under one form of government. 

We acknowledged the separate independence of New Granada, of Vene- 
zuela, and of Ecuador only after their independent existence was no longer 
a subject of dispute or was actually acquiesced in by those with whom the 
had been previously united. It is true that with regard to Texas the civi 
authority of Mexico has been en gee its invading army defeated, the chief 
of the Republic himself captured, and all present power to control the newly 
erocataal Government of Texas annihilated within itsconfines. But, on the 
other hand, there is in appearance, at least, an immense disparity of physical 
force on the side of Texas. The Mexican Republic under another executive 
is rallying = forces under a new leader and menacing a fresh invasion to 
recover its lost dominion. 

And therefore— 


Said stern old Andrew Jackson— 


as long as this condition continues, notwithstanding the armies have been 
defeated and expelled; notwithstanding the President of that Government 
has been captured; notwithstanding that there is not within the confines of 
Texas any force to threaten the integrity, sovereignty, or independence of 
the State, yet another leader is organizing; and it may be that he will be 
able to reassert the power and authority of Mexico; and therefore we will 
withhold our hand. 


But President Jackson cites further on another reason why we 
should do so: 


Upon the issue of this threatened invasion the independence of Texas may 
be considered as s ed; and were there nothing peculiar in the relative 
situation of the United States and Texas, our acknowledgment of its inde- 
pendence at such a crisis could scarcely be regarded as consistent with that 
prudent reserve with which we have hitherto held ourselves bound to treat 
all similar questions. But there are circumstances in the relations of the two 
countries which _ us to act on this occasion with even more than our 
wonted caution. Texas was once claimed as a part of our property. and 
there are those among our citizens who, always reluctant to abandon that 
claim, can not but regard with solicitude the prospects of the reunion of the 
territory of this country. 

A large portion of its civilized inhabitants are emigrants from the United 
States, speak the same Mageage with ourselves, cherish the same pres, 
political and religious, and are bound to many of our citizens by ties of friend- 
ship and kind blood; = more than all, it is known that the people of 
that country have institu the same form of government with our own, 
and have, since the close of your last session, openly res..lved, on the acknowl- 
edgment by us of their in ndence, to see mission ints the Union as 
one of the eral States. ‘This last circumstance is a matter of peculiar 
delicacy, and forces upon us considerations of the gravest character. _ 

The title of Texas to the territory she claims is identifi-d with her inde- 
Pendence. She asks us to oqmow nips that title to the territory with an 
avowed design to treat immediately of its transfer tu the United States. It 
becomes us to beware of a too early movement, as it might subject us, how- 
ever unjustly, to the imputation of seeking to »stablish the claim »f our 
neenbore to a territory with a view to its subsequent aquisition by our- 

Prudence, therefore, seems to dictate that we should still stand aloof and 
Maintain our present attitude, if not until Mexico itself or one of the great 
foreign powers shall recognize the independence of the new Government, at 
least until the lapse of time or the course of events shall have proved beyond 
cavil or dispute the ability of that country to maintain their separate sover- 
eignty and to uphold the Government constituted by them. Neither of the 
contending parties can justly complain of this course. By pursuing it we 
are but carrying out the long-established policy of our Government, a policy 


. 0 
~~ has secured to us respect and influence abroad and inspired confidence 


Applause on the Republican side. } 
h, for the presence of an Andrew Jackson to-day to bring us 
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back to the safe and honorable course our nation pursued in his 
time with reference to its relations and duties to sovereign states 
of the great family of states. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now. Mr. Chairman, I have alluded to our course with refer- 
ence to the South American states and to Texas. I want to call at- 
tention to another epoch in ourcountry’s history. Mr. Secretary 
Hay, in his young manhood, sat at the feet of Abraham Lincoln 
and Mr. Seward and learned statecraft. 

In 1860 a number of the States in this Federal Union revolted 
and set up independence and attempted secession. When there 
were six of these States organized into a confederacy, and later 
on eleven, holding possession of a vast domain including the ter- 
ritory of those States—with no part of it in the hands of the parent 
Republic save a little border here in Virginia and Fort Pickens— 
when they had an army of 100,000 in the field, which army, armed 
and equipped, in the first pitched battle of the war drove back the 
Union forces in a wild rout upon Washington from Bull Run— 
with a government organized, a president and his cabinet, a con- 
gress, a judiciary, State governments enforcing the law, appeal- 


' ing for independence to the civilized world—the officers of this 


Government then had a different opinion of the duty of nations 
with reference to the recognition of independence and sovereignty. 

Instructions were sent out from this Government to our am- 
bassadors and ministers abroad to protest against any recognition 
of the independence of the revolting States. The feeling of friend- 
ship of the powers was appealed to. The obligation of duty was 
appealed to. In presenting our case to Great Britain attention 
was specifically called by the Secretary of State to the fact that 
she had colonies around the world; that if Ireland and Scotland 
were in happy contentment within the dominion of the parent 
government, her colonies extended to the uttermost parts of the 
earth, and what would Great Britain think if some great sovereign 
power would recognize the independence of her revolted colonies? 

Would sheregard it asanact of friendship? Would she regard 
it as a proper observance of international comity and obligation? 
She was appealed to by the Government of the United States and 
its constituted authorities. 

Mr. Secretary Hay is not acting to-day in accordance with his 
early teaching in statecraft. 

The appeal went from the Federal Government of the United 
States to the Governments of Europe, protesting against the rec- 
ognition of independence, and was viewed from the standpoint 
of this Federal Government at the time, and in accordance with 
all observances of international law, a just and correct appeal. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Arkansas which course he thinks was 
right—the one formerly pursued and taught to Secretary Hay or 
the one that he is now exercising. 

Mr. DINSMORE. That the Secretary is exercising? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I think the course first pursued was right, 
and I have just this moment said so, and I say that, coming from 
the Federal Government, it was a just appeal to the international 
conscience of the world, because this Government had not aban- 
doned hope of coercing the seceding States. Indeed, she felt sure 
of doing so, and afterwards succeeded. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Then the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas regards it as wise that the revolting States were not recognized 
as sovereign. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Now, I can not blame my friend from 
Michigan. He is a skillful debater himself and is full of re- 
sources, and I know it would make his heart glad if he could di- 
vert this discussion from the merits of the question involved in it 
to the question of the right of secession by the Southern States; 
but I can not gratify my friend, much as I love him, in this re- 
spect. That question is not involved here and has no relevancy. 
{Applause and laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

I shall not pause further to read the correspondence which is 
recorded, to read the circular instructions which were sent out 
from the Federal Government at that time, but will insert them 
with my remarks in the RECORD. . 

You are aware, of course, that the election of last November resulted in 
the choice of Mr. Abraham Lincoln; that he was the candidate of the Repub- 
lican, or Antislavery party; that the preceding discussion had been confined 
almost entirely to topics connected, directly or indirectly, with the subject 
of negro slavery; that every Northern State cast its whole electoral vote 
(except three in New Jersey) for Mr. Lincoln, while in the whole South the 
popular sentiment against him was almost absolutely universal. Some of 
the Southern States, immediately after the election, took measures for sepa- 
rating themselves from the Union, and others soon followed their example. 
Conventions have been called in South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas, and those conventions, in all except the 
last-named State, have passed ordinances declaring their secession from the 
Federal Government. Congress, composed of representatives from the six 
first-named States, has been assembled for some time at Montgomery, Ala. 
By this body a provisional constitution has been framed for what it styles 
the “Confederate States of America.” 

It is not probable that persons claiming to represent the States which 
have thus attempted to throw off their Federal obligations will seek a recog- 
nition of their auaaenes by the wo page’ of Russia. Inthe event of such 


an effort being made, you are expected by the President to use such means 
as may in your judgment be proper and necessary to prevent its success. 
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The reasons set forth in the President's message at the opening of the 
present session of Congress in support of his opinion that the States have no 
constitutional power to secede from the Union are still unanswered, and are 
believed to be unanswerable. The grounds upon which they have attempted 
to justify the revolutionary act of severing the bonds which connect them 
with their sister States are regarded as wholly insufficient. This Govern- 
ment has not ape me its constitutional jurisdiction within the territory 
of those States, and does not desire to do so. 

It must be very evident that it is the right of this Government to ask of all 
foreign powers that the latter shall take no steps which may tend to encour- 
age the revolutionary movement of the seceding States, or increase the dan- 
ger of disaffection in those that still remain loyal. The President feels as- 
sured that the Government of the Emperor will not do anything in these 
affairs inconsistent with the ape pS which this Government has always 
heretofore experienced from him and his ancestors. If the independence of 
the “Confederate States” should be acknowledged by the great powers of 
Europe it would tend to disturb the friendly relations, diplomatic and com- 
mercial, now existing between those powers and the United States. All these 
are consequences which the court of the Emperor will not fail to see are ad- 
verse to the interests of Russia as well as to those of this country. 

Your particular knowledge of our political institutions will enable you to 
explain satisfactorily the causes of our present domestic troubles and the 
grounds of the aoe still entertained that entire harmony will soon be re- 
stored. (Mr. Black, Sec. of State, circular to U. 8. ministers abroad, Feb. 28, 
1861. MSS. Inst. Russia; Dip. Corr., 1861.) 

My predecessor in his dispatch No. 10, addressed to you on the 28th of 
February last, instructed you to use all proper and necessary measures to 
prevent the success of efforts which may be made by persons claiming to rep- 
resent those States of this Union in whose name a provisional government 
has been announced to procure a recognition of their independence by the 
Government of Spain. 

Iam now instructed by the President of the United States to inform you 
that having assumed the administration of the Government in pursuance of 
an unquestioned election and of the directions of the Constitution, he renews 
the injunction which I have mentioned, and relies upon the exervise of the 
greatest possible diligence and fidelity on your part to counteract and pre- 
vent the designs of those who would invoke foreign intervention to embar- 
rass or overthrow the Republic. 

When you reflect upon the novelty of such designs, their unpatriotic and 
revolutionary character, and the long train of evils which must follow di- 
rectly or consequentially from even their partial or tempo: success, the 
President feels assured that ze will justly appreciate and cordially approve 
the caution which prompts this communication. 

I transmit herewith a copy of the address pronounced by the Presidenton 
taking the constitutional oath of office. It sets forth clearly the errors of 
misguided partisans who are seeking to dismember the Union, the grounds 
on which the conduct of those partisans is disallowed, and also the general 
policy the Government will pursue with a view to the preservation of do- 
mestic peace and order, and the maintenance and the preservation of the 
Federai Union. Si 

You will lose no time in submitting this address to the Spanish minister of 
foreign affairs, and in assuring him that the President of the United States 
entertains a full confidence in the speedy restoration of the harmony and 
unity of the Government by a firm yet just and liberal bearing, cooperating 
with the deliberate and loyal action of the American people. 

The United States have had too many assurances and manifestations of 
the friendship and good will of Her Catholic Majesty to entertain any doubt 
of that these considerations, and such others as = large experience of the 
working of our Federal system will suggest, will have their just influence 
with her, and will prevent Her Majesty's Government from yielding to so- 
licitations to intervene in any unfriendly way in the domestic affairs of our 
country. (Mr. Seward, Secretary of State. circular, mutatis mutantis, to 
ve States ministers abroad, March 9, 1861. MSS. Inst. Spain; Dip. Corr., 
1861.) 

To recognize the independence of a new state, and so favor, possibly de- 
termine, its admission into the family of nations, is the highest possible exer- 
cise of sovereign ee. because it alfects in any case the welfare of two na- 
tions. and often the peace of the world. In the European system this power 
is seldom attempted to be exercised without invoking a consultation or con- 
gress of nations. That system has not been extended to this continent. But 
there is even a greater necessity for prudence in such cases in regard to 
Americen states than in regard tothe nations of Europe. 

A revolutionary change of dynasty, or even a disorganization and recom- 
bination of one or many states, therefore, do not long or deeply affect the 
genera! interests of society, because the ways of trade and habits of society 
remain thesame. But aradical change effected in the political combinations 
existing on the continent, followed, as it would probably be, by moral con- 
eee - incalculable magnitude, would threaten the stability throughout 
the world. : 

Humanity has, indeed, little to hope for if it shall in this age of high improve- 
ment be decided without a trial that the —— of international law which 
regards nations as moral persons, bound so to act as to do to each other the 
least injury and the most good, is merely an abstraction too refined to be re- 
duced into —— by the enlightened nations of western Europe. Seen in 
the light of this principle the several nations of the earth constitute one 
great federal republic. When one of them casts its suffrages for the admis- 
sion of a new member into that republic it ought to act under a profound 
sense of moral obligation and be governed by considerations as pure, disin- 
terested, and elevated as the general interest of society and the advancement 
of human nature. 3 

The British Empire itself is an ag tion of divers communities which 
cover a large portion of the earth and embrace one-fifth of its entire popula- 
tion. Some, at least, of these communities are held to their places in that 
system by bonds as fragile as the obligations of our own Federal Union. The 
strain will some time come which is to try the strength of these bonds, though 
it will he of a different kind from that which is trying the cords of our Con- 
federation. Would it be wise for Her Majesty's Government on this occa- 
sion to seta dangerous precedent or provoke retaliation? If Scotland and 
Ireland are at last reduced to quiet contentment, has Great Britain no de- 
——s island, or province left exposed along the whole circle of her 

mpire from Gibraltar through the West Indies and Canada till it begins 
in on the southern ee a Africa? (Mr. Seward, Sec. of State, to 
r. Adams, Apr. 10, 1861. MSS. t., Gr. Brit.; Dip. Corr., 1861.) 


Now, Mr. Chairman, let us for a few brief moments consider the 
transactions touching the new, glorious Republic of Panama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, [ yield to the gentleman 
such time as he may desire. 


Mr. DINSMORE. Ithank my colleague. I shall not consume 
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cases throughout the glorious history of the past. In the intro- 
ductory part of my remarks I referred to the conditions existing 
in Panama. 

Let us go back to the Hay-Herrera treaty, and the Spooner law 
authorizing and directing the President of the United States 
upon a failure of the terms of the agreement being carried out 
with Colombia to enter upon negotiations to construct the canal 
by the Lake Nicaragua route. All that has failed. I have al- 
ready called attention to the fact that the President ignored his 
duty and disobeyed thelaw. He turned his attention to Panama. 
What was the relation existing between the Government of the 
United States and Colombia at the time the disturbance arose? 
There was a treaty of commerce and friendship between those 
powers. The United States in 1846 negotiated and ratified and 
put into effect a treaty with New Granada, which was the same 
Government by another name as that now established in the Re- 
— of Colombia, from which I shall read the greater part of 
article 35: 


And in order tosecure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment 
been stipulated between the high contracting parties that citizens, vessels, 
and merchandiseof the United States shall enjoy inthe ports of New Granada, 
including those of the part of the Granadian territory generally denomi- 
nated Isthmus of Panama, from its southernmost extremity until the bound- 
ary of Costa Rica, all the exemptions, privileges, and immunities concerning 
commerce and navigation which are now or may hereafter be enjoyed by 
Granadian citizens, their vessels and merchandise, and that this equality of 
favors shall be made to extend to the passengers, correspondence, and mer- 
chandise of the United States in their transit across the said territory from 
one sea to the other. 
The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter 
constructed, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States, and for the transportation of any articles of produce, manu- 
factures, or merchandise of lawful commerce elonging to the citizens of 
the United States; that no other tolls or charges shall bel evied or collected 
upon the citizens of the United States or their said merchandise thus S- 
ing over any road or canal that may be made by the Government of New 
ranada or by the authority of the same than is under like circumstances 
levied upon and collected from the Granadian citizens; that any lawful 
roduce, manufactures, or merchandise belonging to citizens of the United 
B from one sea to the other, in either direction, for the 
purpose of exportation to any other foreign country shall not be liable to 
—7 import duties whatever; or having paid such duties, they shall be en- 
titled to drawback upon their exportation; nor shall the citizens of the 
United States be liable to any duties, tolls, or charges of any kind to which 
native citizens are not subjected for thus passing the said Isthmus. _ 
And in order tosecure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment 
of these advantages, and as an especial compensation for the said advantages 
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles 
of this treaty, the United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to New 
Granada, by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before- 
mentioned Tothenun with the view that the free transit from the one to the 
other sea may not be interrupted or emba in any future time while 
this treaty exists; and in consequence the United States also rantee, in 
the same manner, the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada 
has and possesses over the said territory. 


Can there be a more solemn agreement? Can there be a more 
specific undertaking? Is there any possible way of getting out of 
the obligation imposed upon us by the terms of that treaty? Was 
there not demanded a compliance with it and a performance of it? 

And yet, when there is an insurrection on the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama by a handful of men, composed of deserting soldiers and ad- 
venturers, the United States Government hastens to interpose its 
ships of war, hastens to instruct its officers on land and sea to 
take such course as must unavoidably eventuate in the establish- 


tates thus passi 


| ment of an independent republic against the authority of the Gov- 


ernment with whom that treaty was made and whose sovereignty 
is guaranteed in this specific provision! 

The true interpretation of the treaty should be derived from 
a consideration of conditions existing when it was made. It 
should be considered in its terms with reference to facts then in 
existence; and it is still true that there is not sufficient population 
on the Isthmus of Panama to maintain a republic or to repel the 
force that would be sent against it by the parent State to enforce 
a renewal of its allegiance. 

But, however that may be, let us for the moment accept the in- 
terpretation given by these distinguished statesmen who are in- 
voked by the President of the United States. Mr. Cass in his re- 
marks lays down the doctrine as announced by the President, but 
in his statement this language occurs: 

While the right of the sovereignty of the States occupying this region 
should always respected, we shall expect these rights to be exercised in 
a spirit befitting the occasion and the wants and circumstances that have 
arisen, 

The sovereignty of the States should be respected. There is not 
one of those great statesmen who would not have indorsed that 
sentiment, that the sovereignty of the State should be respected. 


| We had assumed, according to their view, an obligation to main- 


tain the integrity of the dominion of Colombia over that Isthmus 
as against the rest of the world; but is there not an implied agree- 
ment, at least, that if we do not take up arms to help her sup- 
press rebellions at home we will certainly act the part of a 


much time further, but I do want to speak for a few moments | friendly power in treaty with her and refrain from interfering to 
with reference to what has been actually done in Panama, and to | prevent the suppression of insurrections against her authority? 


strike the contrast with what has been done uniformly in similar 


Mr. Chairman, I can conceive of nothing more monstrous than 
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oe 





our conduct in the infraction of that aie. The President 
of the United States and the Secretary of State acting the part of 
a friendly power, ships of war are sent to Colon and to Panama. 
inmate orders are issued not to allow any troops to be landed 
by the Colombian Government. Why? In the name and for the 
purpose of keeping open communication of commerce—in pursu- 
ance of the obhgation assumed by the Government of the United 
States in that treaty to keep open the communication of trade. 

To whom did the United States assume that obligation? It was 
to Colombia. It was to Colombia that she pledged her faith that 
that communication should be kept open. But now under that 
pretense—I will not say pretense, but for that express purpose—a 
friend by my side suggests ‘‘ ostensible purpose,’’ but I will re- 
frain from using any term that might give offense to a sensitive 
nature—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
ment? 

Mr. DINSMORE. With pleasure. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have been.absent for a few mo- 
ments and I have not heard all that the gentleman has said, so 
pardon me for making a statement already possibly made by my 
friend. Isawa Colon paper a few days ago, and it stated that 
Captain Black, of our Navy, had raised the Panama flag, and that 
afterwards the municipal authorities passed resolutions thanking 
our officers and our marines for voluntarily aiding the Panama 
people in doing what they did. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I thank my friend for the suggestion. But, 
Mr. Chairman, I was saying that it was to the Government of Co- 
lombia that we assumed the performance of this duty, and not to 
anybody else. It is true that the President of the United States 
seems to have formed a new conception of late, and in his cor- 
respondence the Secretary of State declares that the President 
recognizes an obligation which he owes to the world. I will read 
that later on; but in this connection let us refer to some other 
language used by the President. 

In the year 1846 this Government entered intoa treaty with New Granada, 
the predecessor upon the Isthmus of the Republic of Colombia and of the 
present Republic of Panama, b 
ernment and citizens of the United States should always have free and open 
right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama by any modes of com- 


munication that might beconstructed, while in turn our Government guaran- 
teed perfect neut: 


Will my friend yield for a mo- 


embarrassed. 

Now, the President there in the statement of our obliga- 
tion, but makes no mention of the obligation expressly assumed 
by us— 

TE fficaciously to maintain the sovereignty of the Colombian Government 
over the Isthmus of Panama. 

Why he does refrain from doing so I can not say. 

This is the language I want particularly to call attention to: 

The treaty vested in the United States substantial property rights carved 


out of the rights of sovereignty and property which New Grenada then had | OU : = 
. think that we are to be influenced through our cupidity. 
In what letter or line of that | 


and possessed over the said territory. 

We acquired a right of property! 
treaty is property acquired that is carved out of the sovereignty 
of C ae 
bia it has been conveyed to us by this treaty. What sovereignty? 
We were given a mere easement across the land. Property! 

An easement which wecould not convey, trade, devise, or other- 
wise dispose of to anybody else in the world. There was a like 
obligation assumed by each in favor of the other, that each for the 
other would protect open communication of commerce across the 
Isthmus. Assuming that it is necessary in faithfully performing 
this obligation to Colombia, when the Department of Panama 
under the sovereignty of Colombia revolts the President uses the 
naval force to prevent Colombia from landing troops to suppress 
the rebellion. Not only may they not land on the railroad, the 
thoroughfare of commerce, but not at any other place within the 
Department of Panama. We find that he has ships patrolling up 
and down the coast for the purpose of keeping free communication 
of trade. He has marines posted inland for the same purpose. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it has only been a few months since there 
Was war upon that Isthmus. ere was another insurrection 
that would have overturned the authority of the Government, 
most likely, but for this same position maintained by our Govern- 
ment. But in that instance, while not avowedly so, it is quite 
clear from the conduct of the Government officials the interposi- 
—_ — in favor of the Colombian Government as against the 

ebels. 

_ Was there any difficulty then in keeping free the communica- 
tions of trade? Not atall. War was going on, the country was 
overrun by the contending forces, but the establishment of a sen- 
tinel in the uniform of the United States Government along the 
road of trade was sufficient to keep transit open. Both parties 
respected it. They respected the superior power of this Govern- 
ment. They would not interfere with or bring themselves in col- 
lision with the authority of the United States, and thus it was 
easy to keep open the communication, 











ia? If there was acarving of the sovereignty of Colom- | 
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But in this instance the authority in Washington, the executive 
power of the Government, says that Colombia shall not be per- 
mitted to land any troops, and that this is necessary in perform- 
ance of her treaty obligations. 

It was suggested to me amoment ago to read from a paper, and 
I have it here, that marines have been landed and established 
along the lines of the railway. Let me find that communication 
because it givesit. Here itis. This is dated December 8, and I 
suppose is by the Associated Press: 


CAMP OF THE MARINES AT EMPIRE IS ON TRAIL LIKELY TO BE USED BY 
COLOMBIAN TROOPS IN CASE OF HOSTILITIES—MORAL EPFECT ON PAN- 
AMA GOVERNMENT CONSIDERED IN LANDING MARINES—COMMISSIONERS 
AMADOR AND BOYD WELCOMED, 

Coton, December 8. 

A company of marines from the United States auxiliary cruiser Dirie, un- 
der command of Capt. Wirt McCreary, were landed here this morning and 
took a train for Empire, a town on the railroad near Panama, where a camp 
was established in the canal company’s buildings. Another company of ma- 
rines to the number of fifty from the Dixie left on the afternoon train for 
Empire. 

STATED AND ACTUAL PURPOSE. 

The stated official purpose of this movement is to give the marines prac- 
tice in the building of camps and to provide relief from their long confine- 
ment on the vessel. The actual purpose of the United States Governmentin 
landing marines is, however, believed to be connected with the precautionary 


measures now being carried out on both sides of the Isthmus, and perhaps 
also for the moral effect which the landing of the marines may have on the 
natiye garrison at Panama, the loyalty of which, though hitherto absolutely 


unswerving, has been questioned in some quarters, especially since the dis- 
covery of the plot against the life of General Huertas, commander in chief 
of the forces of the Republic of Panama,and the alleged effort on the part of 
a few army officers to persuade the garrison to revolt. 

A STRATEGIC POINT. 

It is eonsidered significant that the point selected for the encampment of 
the Dixie’s marines, while it is the highest and best so far as sanitary condi- 
tions are concerned on the line of the Panama Railroad, is also on the trail 
most frequently used in the past for the movement of troops overland from 
the Cauca district into the Chiriqui district. If a body of Colombian troops 
should succeed in obtaining a foothold in the rich Chiriqui district it is gen- 


| erally conceded that after predatory raids on the countryside they could re- 


| treat to the mountain fastnesses, from which it would 


> more difficult to 


| dislodge them. 


which treaty it was provided that the Gov- | 





There is no doubt that the naval authorities took into consideration the 
moral effect on the Colombian Government of the establishment of a marine 
camp at Empire. 

Mr. Chairman, these troops of Colombia, whose hearts were so 
fired by patriotic desire to see independence established in Panama 


ty of the above-mentioned Isthmus with the view that | that they deserted their allegiance to the parent State and joined 


the free transit from the one to the other sea might not be interrupted or | 


the rebel throng that declared independence in Panama, it seems 
are likely to be disloyal to their new fealty, and they are afraid 
of them, and the United States, according to the opinion that 
somebody expresses here (I do not assert it as my own), is land- 
ing marines by which to prevent the Colombian army from land- 
ing troops to overthrow that Republic. 

But just in this connection here is another statement from the 
press, a dispatch from Panama, dated November 29, showing that 
these new-born patriots think it is necessary to continue to hold 
out inducements to secure our further protection. They seem to 


The dispatch reads as follows: 
[Washington Post, November 30.] 
EXPANSION BEING URGED—PANAMA NEWSPAPERS ASK GOVERNMENT TO 
OCCUPY NUMBER OF ISLANDS. 
PANAMA, November 29. 

The newspapers of the Isthmus are asking the Government of the Repub 
lic of Panama to occupy and establish Ce over the islands of San 
Andrews, Providence, and Albuquerque, as well as other smaller islands in 
the Caribbean Sea, in longitude 84°, as the territorial limits of the new Re 

yublic lie between longitude 79° and 84°. Thedepartment of Bolivar, though 
Tounted by the seventy-eighth degree of longitude, has hitherto exercised 
control over the islands, where English only is spoken. 

The newspapers a that the Government shall negotiate for the 
transfer of islands to the United States for use as a coaling station. 

They seem to know our weakness for islands. They have seen 
made manifest our extreme fondness for the acquisition of islands 
in the past, and they hope, according to this statement, that they 
may seize from the Government of Colombia some of the islands 
that do not belong to Panama and trade them to the United States 
as coaling stations, or give them to them, or negotiate for a 
transfer to the United States for some consideration not expressed. 

Mr. GILBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. ; 

Mr. GILBERT. The gentleman has repeatedly said in his re- 
marks the “‘ Republic of Panama.’’ Is there any Republic of 
Panama? Was not that treaty signed by a self-constituted junta? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I callit *‘ the Republic” because the United 
States Government has called it a republicand has recognized it 
as a republic and because the United States Government is able 
to makeit a republic whether it is ornot. [Applause.] I made 
the remark in the outset that the United States had created it, is 
responsible for it, and that it owes its present existence and con- 
tinuance to the authority of the United States. 

Mr. GILBERT. But, in fact, the treaty was signed by a self- 
constituted junta? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In that connection, if the 
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gentleman from Arkansas will excuse me, in reply to what has 
been said in sort of a disrespectful way about the Republic of 
Panama by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT], I wish 
to say that I am satisfied that the gentleman from Kentucky never 
read the battle hymn of the Republic of Panama. If he had, he 
would have treated the Republic with more consideration. Will 
the gentleman from Arkansas permit me to read the battle hymn 
of the Republic of Panama? 

Mr. DINSMORE. With pleasure. 

Mr. GILBERT. I never made any disrespectful remarks about 
the Republic of Panama; I simply wanted to know if the Repub- 
lic had any existence. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam satisfied from the gen- 
tleman’s well-known courtesy thatif he had read the literature of 
the Republic that has already come out in the Federal capital, the 
** Battle hymn of the Republic,’’ he would never have been disre- 
spectful to them. Here it is: 


BATTLE HYMN OF PANAMA. 


From no mountain height of freedom 
Was our glorious flag unfurled, 

And we sought no grandstand plaudits, 
Firing shots heard round the world. 

Times have changed since gory heroes 
Of their fights for country bragged; 

Mid no war shouts rose our standard, 
But our courage never flagged. 


For we sat in secret conclave 
When we built us up a state, 

Sons of freedom, cool and cautious, 
Subtle, keen, and up-to-date; 

Laid our wires with skill artistic, 
ns oe untimely slips, 
Vith muc ith in business methods 
And an Uncle who has ships. 


No long list of dead and wounded 
Glorifies our virgin scroll, 
Though against the constitution 
We set out for freedom's goal; 
But we've shown how modern heroes, 
Free from wild, unseemly hate, 
Can, without undue excitement, 
Build republics while you wait. 
WILLIAM TIPTON TALBOTT. 


[Laughter and applause. | 


Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I thank my friend from | 


Mississippi for this acquisition to my speech, which I think will 
improve it very much. [Laughter.| I want to say in this con- 


brief. 


I know their suggestions are made in good part and in kindness | 
and that if the points they suggest could be argued out it would | 
add very much to the discussion, but I would be glad to finish my | 


remarks briefly. 

I want to cai] attention now to the record to show to the country 
what we have done with reference to this new Republic. 
been suggested that it could not rise to the dignity of a republic; 
that it was but the action of a little junta, irresponsible, acting 
under the protection of the Government of the United States; that 
it was and is a motley crew composed of irresponsible persons, rebel 
soldiers from the Colombian army, and adventurers, the rats that 
fled from the sinking shipof theold Panama Canal Company and 
took refuge in the new company, refuge from the penalties of vio- 
lated laws. being allowed by France to condone for felonies by 
renewed effort. to build the canal. 

Felons, men whose acts had been accompanied with fraud and 
rascality—it was these who constituted a part, at least, of the 
patriots who put up the Panama flag and ushered into existence 
this new Republic. 

Did the President of the United States act with the deliberation 
and prudence and careful regard for the honor of the country 
that have characterized our action in every instance in the past 
where we have been called upon to recognize the independence of 
a new state? 

President Polk, as I read to you a while ago, had. stated what 
the condition of Panama was as to cn emg and strength. 
Well, what is the relative strength of Panama now as compared 
with Colombia? 

The relative areas of Colombia and the Department of Panama 
are as follows: Colombia, not including Panama, 500,858 square 
miles: Panama, 32,388 square miles; Colombia, population, not 
including Panama, 3,593,000; Panama, population, 285,000. 

The Colombian Government thus appears much greater in 
wealth, in population, and in area—greater in every respect; and 
no one can cherish the slighest doubt that if left to herself the 
Government of Panama would suppress the insurrection against 
her authority and reassert her dominion. - 

In the face of this disparity of power and population—in the 


face of that treaty by which the United States has pledged itself- 


efficaciously to maintain the sovereignty of Colombia on_ the 
Isthmus of Panama—as against every precedent established by 


; : ; : . . | at Colon from proceeding to Panama. The transit of the 
nection that I trust my friends will allow me to proceed without | ,eptopen and order maintained. Acknowledge. (Signed) DARLING, Acting.” 


further interruption, because I am conscious that I am trespass- | 
ing upon the patience of the House, and I promise now to be 


It has | 
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our Government in an honorable career for more than a hundred 
years, the President of the United States and the Secretary of 
State plunged into the first possible oP. rtunity to give recog- 
nition to this new Republic and to shield it by the military force 
of this Government. 
Let us see the correspondence as furnished to the House by the 
Secretary of State in response to the House resolution: 
Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1908. 
(Sent 3.40 p. m.) 
Uprising on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully 
informed. 
Loomis, Acting. 


Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
PANAMA, November 8, 1903. 
(Received 8.15 p.m.) ~ 
No uprising yot. Reported will be in the night. Situation is critical. 
ERMAN. 


Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. ] 
PANAMA, November 3, 1908. 
(Received 9.50 p. m.) 
Uprising occurred to-night,6; no bloodshed. Army and navy officials taken 
<mgen  apereme ais will be organized to-night, consisting three consuls, 
also cabinet. 


He seems to have known all about what was going to happen 
‘*to-night,”’ and he says that these officers will be appointed to- 
night. 

Soldiers changed. Supposed same movement will be effected in Colon. 
Order prevails so far. Situation serious. Four hundred soldiers landed 
Colon to-day Barranquilla. 5 

HRMAN. 


Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman, 
[Telegram. ] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1903. 
(Sent 11.18 p. m.) 
Message sent to Nashville to Colon may not have been delivered. Accord- 
ingly see that following message is sent to Nashville immediately: 
“NASHVILLE, Colon: 
“In the interests of peace make every effort to prevent Government a 
Isthmus must be 
Secure special train, if necessary. Act promptly. 
Loomis, Acting. 


Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman, 
(Telegram. } 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 4, 1908. 
(Sent 12.02 p. m.) 
Communicate with commander of gunboat Bogota and state plainly that 
this Government, being responsible for maintaining peace and keeping tran- 
sit open across Isthmus, desires him to refrain from wantonly shelling the 
city. We shall have a naval force at Panama in two days, and are now or- 
dering men from the Nashville to Panama in the interests of peace. 
Loomis, Acting. 


Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. } 
PANAMA, November 4, 1908. 

(Received 7.10 p. m.) 
Mass meeting held. Independence publicly declared. Three consuls ap- 
proved organize government, composed Federico Boyd, José Agustin 

Arango, Tomas Arias. Bogota in sight. . 
HRMAN. 


Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. } 
PANAMA, November 4, 1903. 

(Received 9.50 a. m.) 
Cables Nashville received. Nashville notified. Troops wi!l not be moved 
Last night gunboat Bogota fired several shells on city; one Chinaman killed 

Bogota threatens bombard city to-day. i 
HRMAN 


Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. ] 
PANAMA, November 5, 1903. (Received 12.50 p. m.) 
Received an official circular letter from the committee of the provisional 
government saying that on 4th political move occurred, and the Depart- 
ment of Panama withdraws from the Republic of the United States of o- 
lombia and formed the Republic of Panama. 
Requested to acklowledge the receipt of circular letter. 
ERMAN 
Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman, 
(Telegram. } 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 5, 1908. (Sent 8.15 p. m. 
Acknowledge the receipt of circular letter and await instructions bef«re 
taking any further action in this line. 
Loomis, Acting. 
















> Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman. 
(Telegram. ] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 5, 1903. 
(Sent 5.09 p. m.) 


Keep Department informed as to situation. 
aT Loomis, Acting. 


Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. ] 
PANAMA, November 5, 1903. 
(Received 9.42 p. m.) 
Colambian troops reembarked per Royal Mail for Carthagena. Bogota 
supposed at Buenaventura. Quiet prevails. ‘a 
HERMAN. 


Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. ] 


PANAMA, November 6, 1908. 

(Received 11.55 a. m.) 
The situationis peaceful. Isthmian movement has obtained so far success. 
Colon and interior provinces have enthusiastically —— independence. 
Not any Colombian soldiers known on isthmian soil at present. Padilla 
equipped to’pursue Bogota. Bunau-Va has been appointed officially confi- 

dential agent of the Republic of Panama at Washington. = 
HRMAN. 


Mr. Hay to Mr. Ehrman. 
(Telegram. } 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 6, 1908. 
(Sent 12.51 p. m.) 
The people of Panama have, by an apparently unanimous movement, dis- 
solved their political connection with the Republic of Colombia and resumed 
their independence. 
When you are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form, 
and without substantial o ition from its people has been established in 
the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with it as the responsible 


government of the territory and look to it for all due action to protect the | 


persons and property of the citizens of the United States and to keep open 
the isthmian transit in accordance with the obligations of existing treaties 
governing the relations of the United States to that territory.” 
Communicate above to Malmros, who will be governed by these instruc- 
tions in entering into relations with the local authorities. 
(Signed) Hay. 


Now, I want the House to consider the suggestions of this tele- | 


gram. 

When you are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form, 
and without substantial opposition from its own people, has been established 
in the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with it * * * and 
look to it for all due action to tap ate the persons and property of the citi- 
zens of the United States and to keep open the isthmian transit. 


Why, Mr. Chairman, while the terms of the treaty of 1846 were 
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in force between the Government of the United States and Co- | 
lombia and we were controlled by those terms, whenever there | 


was any slight suspicion that there might be an interruption of | 
| were not some doubt as to whether lése majesté may obtain, I 


the free communication of trade on the Isthmus of Panama the 
Government of the United States never was known to appeal to 
the Colombian Government to protect it, but we went there and 
said: ‘* We will protect it; we will protect it even if we have to doso 
in opposition to the forces of Colombia trying to maintain its own 
sovereignty on the Isthmus, a sovereignty which we have pledged 
specifically and efficaciously to maintain ourselves.’’ 

But here Mr. Hay instructs his representative that we must rely 
now upon the force of this new Republic to maintain the com- 
munication of trade across the Isthmus of Panama. We have 
now somebody who can do it. Wecan rely upon Panama. We 
could not rely upon Colombia, if we are to judge of the action 
of the United States Government in assuming to do this protect- 


ing itself in every instance. Does the House think that Panama | 


would be a sure and safe reliance? 

Here is another dispatch from Mr. Hay. Now, mark you, the 
dispatch just read was sent at 12.51 p.m. and is signed “* Hay.” 
The next is from Mr. Hay to Mr. Ehrman and was sent at 2.45 
p. in., @ little less than two hours after the other. It is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 6, 1908. 
(Sent 2.45 p. m.) 

_ Isend, for your information and guidance in the execution of the instruc 
tions cabled to you to-day, the text of a telegram dispatched this day to the 
United States minister at Bogota: 

_ The people of Panama having by an apparently unanimous movement 
dissolve their political connection with the Republic of Colombia and re- 
sumed their independence, and having adopted a government of their own, 


republican in form, with which the Government of the United States of | 


America has entered into relations, the President of the United States, in ac- 
: ordaace with the ties of friendship which have solong and so happily existed 
vetween the ees nations, most earnestly commends to the Govern- 
ments of Colombia and of Panama the peaceful and equitable settlement of 
all questions at issue between them. 
: He holds that he is bound, not merely by treaty obligations, but by the in 
erate of civilization, to see that the peaceable traffic of the world across the 
sthmus of Panama shall not longer be disturbed by a constant succession of 
unnecessary and wasteful civil wars.” 


At 12.51 p. m. he says to Ehrman: 


i When you are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form 
been established * * * you will enter into relations with it as 
& responsible government of the territory. 


Hay. 





' 
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Two hours afterwards the Secretary of State, I can imagine, 
said to himself, ‘‘ Now, Ehrman may misinterpret my instruc- 
tions sent to him, and I shall send him a specific dispatch which 
shall be his guide in carrying out these instructions,’’ and this is 
a dispatch which he sends to the minister at Bogota and in which 
he says that a government is established with which ‘* the Goy- 
ernment of the United States has entered into relations.”’ 

Less than two hours after he sent the dispatch instructing him 
to enter into relations with Panama when he is satisfied that a de 
facto government exists he sends this dispatch, telling him how to 
enter into those relations, he wires him that he has telegraphed 
to the minister at Bogota that we have entered into relations with 
them and that they are a government de facto and an independent 


State! 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas excuse me fora moment? I would like to hand to him an 
editorial which appeared in the Washington Post, showing how 
deliberately sudden this all was. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINSMORE. Very well. In this connection, Mr. Chair- 
man, let me ask if it does not seem to the House that these two 
telegrams, instead of being signed ‘‘ Hay,’’ should have been, like 
the others, signed ‘‘ Hay, Acting?’’ [Applause and laughter on 
the Democratic side.] Does not this seem to be an opera bouffe 
performance, where all the dramatis personz are acting the 
parts, I will not say to which they have been assigned, but which 
they have chosen for themselves? How well they know their lines 
and their cues and their comings in and goings out. 

How beautifully the play proceeds! Why, in all the perform- 
ance there has been but one faux pas, and that was when Loomis, 
in acting, came onto the stage too soon and got in ahead of the 
revolution, as is shown in the first dispatch. [Applause and 
laughter on the Democratic side. ] 


‘ Unies on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully in- 
ormed. 





Loomis, Acting. 


PANAMA, November 3, 1903. 
(Received 8.15 p. m.) 


No uprising yet. Reported will bein the night. Situation is critical. 
EHRMAN. 

That is the one faux pas in all the performance. If Loomis 
had not come upon the stage so early this play would have been 
carried through to the end as a beautiful success. What an 
opportunity here for histrionic genius! What a fertile field is 
here afforded for the Francis Wilsons and the Frank Daniels of 
the country! 

The great respect I have for the people engaged in this drama 
can scarcely restrain me from anticipating the cast myself and 
naming it for the performance; and if, in the transformation that 
is constantly occurring in this erstwhile Republic of ours, there 


might expect some enterprising playwright to launch upon the 
stage a new but successful comic opera entitled ‘‘The Mother of 
Panama.”’ [Laughter on the Democratic side. } 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not a propersubject of jest. Itisa 
serious matter. We have reversed the precedents of a century of 
honorable and just dealing. We for the first time have over- 
turned the safe doctrines laid down by such men as Adams and 
oe and Jackson, and without sufficient excuse, in my humble 
ju ent. 

They say that the course of the President is popular in the 
country because it simplifies the situation and makes it possible 
now for the President to build a canal. He could have built the 
canal, as I have already said, in obedience to the Spooner law, with- 
out the violation of asingle principle of national integrity—without 
the overturning of a single precedent laid down for our safe con- 
duct by the statesmen who have gone before us; a canal which 
would have served the purpose, bringing in communication the 
two great oceans for the carrying of trade for the world, and 
still the integrity of the country would have been maintained. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Administration have not seen proper 
todo so. They have rushed precipitously into this matter, and 
neglected the demands of the Spooner law. 

What did we obtain in the Isthmus, and what did this supposed 
Republic of Panama obtain by the treaty which has just been 
signed, negotiated with the representatives of the Panama Repub- 
lic? Read it, if you have not already doneso. We get a 10-mile 
zone, 5 miles from each side of the center of the canal across that 
Isthmus, in sovereign right for the United States, that including 
the railroad property there, but subject to rights to be acquired 
hereafter. 

What does Panama get? She gets the $10,000,000 and the worth- 
less shell that envelops the kernel which she gives to us. That 
is what she gets. Butif the Republic of Panama is indeed and 
in truth the new canal company, she gets whatever price we may 
have to pay her for that company’s rights in the Isthmus, and 
which are mentioned in the treaty with Panama as to be subee- 
quently acquired. 
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_ The price put upon this ay when it was believed that we | only taken by a bad heart to effect a wicked purpose. ‘Is there a 
were about to negotiate with Nicaragua and construct acanal by | person in the circle of the globe who does not eagerly sympathize 
that route was, I believe, $40,000,000. That was when they | with the purpose and object for which the President has been striv- 
thought they were about to lose the opportunity to sell it to us; | ing, who does not wish that he may be successful, and that the 
but when we haveturned our attention from Nicaragua to Panama, | canal may be constructed without the delay of another forty years, 
when the President has been led into the trap laid for him by | or, as the gentleman said, another four hundred years? Is such a 
this Panama Canal Company, and we have paid her $10,000,000 | desire and effort necessarily wicked? 

upon the exchange of ratification of this treaty, when it shall Congress gave the initiative to this movement. This body and 
come about, and they have the $10,000,000, then what is going to | the Senate directed the organization of a great commission of 
be the price on their franchise and property in the Isthmus of | learned men, of skilled engineers. They reduced the question to 
Panama? Do you think it will be less? If the new canal com- | two possible canals, one at Nicaragua and the other at Panama. 
pany is the Republic of Panama, they get the $10,000,000 and | After the conditions had all been gone over, and some of them 
whatever they may exact from us in the future. had been greatly changed by events, Congress determined that the 

But there is another phase of this question to be considered. | canal at Panama should be constructed. The first step toward it 
Already there are murmurings of discontent in Europe. The Re- | was for the Secretary of State to negotiate a treaty with Colom- 
public of Colombia was heavily in debt, and when under inter- | bia to obtain a right of way across the Isthmus. That Republic 
national observance and obligation a sovereignty is set up within | had been pressing unofficially and officially upon our Government 
its dominion, independent of the Colombian Government, that | and was eager to make a treaty which would secure the building 
sovereignty must assume its proportionate share of the debt which | of the canal through Panama; for if it should be built at Nicara- 
was owed by Colombia. gua, it would mean good-by forever to Panama. 

Is Panama responsible? Where are her assets? With whatis| A treaty drawn up by the Colombian Government was presented 
she going to pay this debt? Will she pay it with the $10,000,000? | by the representative of Colombia here, and after modificatior 
Ah,no. If the New Panama Canal Company are into this bar- | was at lastassented to, wasratified by our Government, and taken 
gain, the $10,000,000 will have already sunk into the deep pockets | back to Bogota to be ratified there. It gave them ten millions for 
which engulfed so long ago so many millions of francs from the | the right of way. Then followed strange events. To the grasp- 
poor people of France in the old PanamaCanalCompany. Where | ing men at Bogota, who now had in hand a treaty giving them ten 
will the assets come from? millions, a higher game seemed easy. The people of the United 

But Great Britain thinks, or the press in Great Britain seems | Statesseemed so bent upon having the canal at Panama under this 
to think, that we have assumed the responsibility here for this | new treaty that probably our Government would pay almost any- 
national debt of Colombia ourselves, because we have assumed | thing in order to obtain the canal the American public demanded. 
sovereignty of the 10-mile zone, to say the least, all that is worth | The Colombian rulers would not stop at ten millions. They already 
anything in Panama, and that to this extent at least we are liable | had agreed to ten millions. That was good, but there is some- 
for the debt to Colombia, in proportion to what she owes to the | thing better—twenty millions is better than ten, and the Colom- 
world. bian politicians determined to strike for it. Have any of you read 

But I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that in good morals, in the sight | the debates that were published in the Bogota papers when that 
of God, there might be a plausible claim set up against the United | treaty which they had presented to us was under discussion there? 
States for the whole part of Panama’s proportionate share of that | Have you read the articles or the translation of the articles showing 
obligation, because it is we who have enabled her to accomplish | the rapacity of those charged with power determined to hold out 
a secession from the parent Government and to set up and main- | for greater sums of Yankee money—the rich, easy-going Yankees? 
tain an independent Government there. Their ideas went up to fifteen millions and then to twenty mil- 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have spoken already too long. I know | lions and then to twenty-five millions. When they had convinced 
that I have trespassed upon the patience of the House. It may | themselves that it was probable this amount could be obtained 
be that, as some of my friends have told me, I have made a mis- | from the Yankees, they rejected the very treaty they had pro- 
take, because my position may not be popular with that class of | posed and urged upon us—rejected it not by a party movement, 
American citizenship that has fallen in with this modern contest | not by a faction, but by unanimous vote, a concurrence of men in 
for gain, greed, and graft. I can not aoe it. I have expressed | greed that is rarely seen anywhere. 
here my convictions upon a question which I conceive to involve | Under the law which this Congress had passed, the President, if 
the integrity and honor of my country, upon the error, the blun- | successful in obtaining a treaty with Colombia, was to go on and 
der, which I hope will never be repeated, and which I hope may | purchase the Panama Canal from the company owning it for 
be corrected in the future conduct of the affairs of this Govern- | $40,000,000 and proceed with building the canal; but if that treaty 
ment. [Applause on the Democratic side. } with Colombia failed he should, after waiting a reasonable time, 

Mr. Chairman, I know many of the distinguished gentlemen | recur to Nicaragua and proceed with a canal there. The Presi- 
upon the other side of this Chamber; broad-minded, big-hearted | dent waited. He waited some time, waiting to fulfill that in- 
men, of profound patriotism. I know not whether any expres- | junction of Congress, ‘‘a reasonable time.’’ He did not lose time; 
sion of dissent shall be allowed to escape their lips, because party | he never does; he is not that kind of aman. [Applause on the 
fealty is strong and the exactions of party management relentless; | Republican side.] 
but I shall ever believe that down in their honest hearts there is But while he was waiting, the action that had been taken by 
a strong feeling of sorrow and disappointment at the attitude taken | the men at Bogota had its natural results. The people in Panama 
by our Government and the embarrassment into which we have | now looked at the prospect in utter despair. They had long and 
been led. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } anxiously hoped to see a canal constructed in their midst by a 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, route = 47 ie they hand the eee as —, _ 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 189 miles of the Nicaragua route. ow, by the greed of those a 


: . : eas : Bogota, who were a long way from them, and had very little in- 
sumed the chair, several messages in writing from the President terest in the affairs at Panama, all was thwarted. Their visions 


of the United States were communicated to the House of Repre- at Panama of cities of 100.000 inhabitants linin ; 
. . : : J g that great chan 
sentatives by Mr. Baknes, one of his secretaries. nel of the world’s commerce were fading away, to be renewed 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, never. For if the United States went to Nicaragua, all was gone 

The committee resumed its session. for them. : : oe 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I now yield to the gentleman from Illi- | In this waiting time men thoughtrapidly. They have in South 
nois such time as he may desire. | America one remedy for nearly every political ill. It has been 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, this injection into the discussion | tried in every republic and in many of the departments and prov- 
of an appropriation bill of an elaborate speech on a question of | inces. I recollect years ago when the Emperor of Brazil was in 
foreign policy ought not to pass without at least an effort to cor- | this city he was talking before a scientific body, for he was a 
rect the errors in the main line and positions which the gentle- | learned man himself. They were discussing astronomy, and he 
man has taken and which I have listened to with great astonish- spoke of the moon, which he said exhibited revolutions more regu- 
ment, for while in our partisan debates in this body, when | lar but not more frequent than those of the South American re- 
citement arises, we often use sharp language, it is rare in discus- | publics. [Laughter.] The poor man soon after had an experi- 

sions that relate to our position as a nation in the world that we | ence of that recurrent revolutionary tendency. 

use bitter imputations upon our own Government or on those| The people of Panama had one great interest, one common hope, 
charged with power—language that no foreigners use in regard | one thought—the great canal—and it seemed about to be lost. 
to the high American officials who are conducting the affairs of | Their action was immediate and unanimous, and they tossed off 
eur Government. [Applause on the Republican side. } | the central government with that South American facility not 
When you listen to the declaration that has just been made with | easily known to us. It was not a newexperience; they had sepa- 
much iteration of lawbreaking, of international crime, perpetrated | rated from the central government before, and afterwards when it 
by the President of the United States. the natural inference of any- | was agreeable to them they went back themselves; they never 
one not familiar with the question would be that such means are | were subdued. Their unanimity was great because of the vital 














interest that every one of them had, and bundled off the 
Colombian officials to Bogota im one train, the few soldiers 
there in part stayed and a part went away. 

They organized a government which had the cordial support of 
everyone in all the province. That is evident from the fact that 
a man of Panama would have been an unnatural being if he had 
not wished to separate himself from such a cumbrous, destructive, 
selfish central government that weighed upon them so hard. 
They had little regard for that distant and central power. It 
takes longer to get a letter from Panama to Bogota than it does 
from Panama to Washington. The men of that distant center, 
coldly plotting to get hold of the great spoil they hoped from the 
United States, the $10,000,000 swollen to twenty-five, deliberately 
threw away the treaty in the hope of getting still more, utterly 
regardless of the peril to which they put the people of the prov- 
ince of Panama and all others. The canal concerned them very 
little. 

The United States, says the gentleman from Arkansas, estab- 
lished and upholds the Republic of Panama, and is unquestionably 
maintaining it by its armed forces and resources and agents, just 
as in other countries such means are sup d to be used by the 
great empires like Russia to foment troubles in adjoining nations, 
to cause risings in Bulgaria and the principalities, and disturb 
peoplesin Asia, The President of the United States had no agents 
there except two very low-salaried consular officers and one clerk. 
He couldnt get amy more; he had no money for any purpose 
except what had been appropriated by this body. Why, if there 
had been any such oe or scheme by the ruler of this country, if 
he had had any such purpose in view of kindling trouble there, 
would he not have had our ships there at least? There was not 
a ship on the Panama side. There was only one on the Colon 
side, and it landed its slender force to keep order and protect 
American property, as had often before been done by our ships. 

Mr. DINSMORE rose. 

Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman from Arkansas wish to say 
anything? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I merely wanted to suggest to the honor- 
able gentleman from Illinois, for whom I have so high a respect 
and regard, that I never, by one word which I uttered, charged 
that this Government intentionally fomented this insurrection 
or brought it about. I have never made any such accusation. 
And if my friend will permit me to avail myself a moment longer 
of this interruption, 1 wish to make another statement. He has 
criticised me for language that I used. I specifically disavowed, 
at two places in my remarks, attributing dishonorable motives to 
the officials of this Government. 

The gentleman from Hlinois is more skilled in matters of cour- 
tesy than myself and has a higher appreciation of the proprieties 
of debate. I unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, do not control myself 
as well as he does, and it may be that in the description of acts 
and results, which I was compelled to describe by language that 
I considered proper in conformity with ruleslaid down in the his- 
tory of our Government, I have not brought myself im accord 
with his views of the proprieties. In addition to my disavowal 
of any purpose to attribute improper motives to officials of the 
Government, I have described the act as being, I thought, dis- 
honorable to the country, because it did not conform to what has 
been declared to be just principles in the past. 

I thank my friend for the privilege he has given me of making 
this explanation. I am sure he will do me the justice of saying, 
if he listened to my remarks closely, that not in a single sentence 
did I accuse the President of the United States or the caeeeny bee 
State or any official of the Government of bad motives in what they 
did. Ihave said that what they did was a blunder. I have said 
that according to the rules laid down heretofore it did not accord 
with honorable conduct; but the President by his message has 
shown what he believed in the premises, and I have not said that 
he was dishonorable. This is all I wish to say, and I thank the 
gentleman for the opportunity to say it. 

Mr. HITT. The tleman had better stop pretty soon or he 
will slide again into the same words which he has sought todisavow, 
for he has just said that the course of our Government ‘‘ did not 
accord with honorable conduct;’’ and he said before, just as he 
took his seat, that they were violators of law. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I say now. 

Mr. HITT. I might remind the gentleman of what was said 
on one occasion by a certain judge who had called the defendant 
a lawbreaker—that it was bad enough to send a man to the peni- 
— without upbraiding him, and so he would not say a harsh 
ord. 


w 

Mr. DINSMORE. WhatI said was true; and I merely asked 
the opportunity of making this statement in view of what the 
gentleman had said, believing and hoping that he had misappre- 
hended me. 

Mr. HITT. I did not think the gentleman had said anything 
that was not sincere on his part. I give him that credit gladly. 
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It was in the warmth of statement that he used so frequently in 
his long discourse expressions which imputed lawlessness and 
crime to those whose duty it is to administer the law and preserve 
the Government. 

I spoke of the fact that our Government, which was accused 
of having created and sustained the Republic of Panama, which 
had no existence without it, had really not a ship of war on the 
Panama side and only one on the other side of the Isthmus at the 
time that Panama Government was organized; and those on the 
Pacific side did not get there for nearly a week. 

The gentleman has made much of certain words in the tele- 
grams, which have all been placed before the public (and first be- 
fere this House). that our Government sent to all the officers, 
civil or naval, who were concerned in the affairs that took place 
in the beginning of November. He says they indicate that our 
Government anticipated the revolution. 

Why, sir, our Government is not administered by men so igno- 
rant as to be unaware of the current of events. There was not a 
man in this House, there was not an idle wayfarer who passed 
through the galleries, who did not know that for weeks and 
months preceding newspapers all over the world had been dis- 
eussing the critical state of the Isthmus of Panama, the liability 
of those people to have disorder, and the impatient anger with 
which they were unanimously fired; and therefore a disturbance— 
not necessarily a revolution, but a disturbance—was in the order 
of the day there according to their ancient usage. 

Now, our officers received the orders which the gentleman read 
in part and which are given fully in the official documents. Some 
were issued by the Secretary of State and some by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, again and again repeating that injunction, which 
is a commonplace in the Navy, that naval officers at Panama are 
to obey the engagement of the treaty of 1846, to keep that path- 
way of transit open. Every President has given that injunction 
when disorder arose there or threatened to arise—not Repub- 
lican Presidents, not Democratic Presidents, but American Presi- 
dents have all done that, keeping the solemn faith of the nation 
in the treaty of 1846 to clear away any and all obstruction and 
disorder in that transit across the Isthmus. 

They have driven away government troops, they have driven 
away insurrectionary troops, any that came in the path of transit 
which we were bound to keep open, which pledge we have faith- 
fully executed for now over fifty years. There were no Ameri- 
can troops there, no agents of the Government there when the 
revolution broke out, to aid im troubles, as is insinuated. The 
imputations which the gentleman unconsciously made—for I see 
now by his disavowal that he did not intend toimpute fomenting, 
but the manner in which he read those telegrams imputed a plot 
here, and a giving away by Loomis in one place of what was in- 
tended tobe concealed. This wasallunwarranted. It imputesto 
the State Department connivance, if not fomenting a revolution 
in that country. 

But what has been our wicked 2, what has been our evil in- 
tention and our great wrong? To build a canal which every good 
man wishes to see built, and not to disturb or wrong any. The 
gentleman said that we were fond of islands. Hespoke as though 
we were willing to plunder the world in order to gain acquisitions 
of territory. There is not here an acquisition of one foot of land. 
There is not an annexation of a yard of space of South America 
by these recent events or the treaty just made with Panama. 
The new treaty proposes that we shall “use, occupy, and control”’ 
enough of the surface of the earth there to enable us to build a 
canal, which can hurt no one, which will be a blessing to every- 
one, which our taxpayers will spend $180,000,000 to make, fruit- 
ful of good to all les of the globe. 

Is that despoiling t people? Isthat a wrong to that grasp- 
ing crowd at Bogota, who wanted so badly to get money from our 
Treasury in great sums that they imperiled the interests of the 
people who lived near the canal and brought on that desperate 
state of mind which resulted in revolution? The instructions of 
the Secretary of State to the consul when -to recognize the new 
Government and the message sent to our minister at Bogota are 
almost literal reprints of the imstructions of long ago to other 
ministers in like circumstances. The gentleman has read long 
didactic discussions by Secretaries and in Presidents’ messages 
and by politicians in the House which took place in the many 
years of the great continental struggle between Spain and her 
colonies; but this was a sudden revolution. 

Our country has had one policy, one method, consistent all the 
way through, in regard to events such as that which occurred at 
Panama. The explosion took place on the 3d of November. It 
was five days until the recognition of the new Government. At 
Paris in 1870 the Government of the Empire was overthrown on 
the 4th of November. Our minister on the third day thereafter 
recognized the new Government. Yet. it was not as wnopposed as 
Panama. There were over 100,000 men who fought desperately 
until they were destroyed in resistance to that Government long, 
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long after our recognition. The previous French Government, in 
1848, after the overthrow of Louis Philippe, was at once recog- 
nized by Mr. Rush. Three days after the overthrow our minister 
gave notice that he would come and present his congratulations. 

Lamartine he recognized as minister of foreign affairs, and all 
this was done by our minister, without any instructions, for there 
was no telegraph in those days. It was approved by our Goy- 
ernment afterwards and the minister was lauded everywhere by 
all parties, because the policy of the United States had already 
been fixed in regard to such convulsions and changes as that. 
Why, when the dear old Emperor Dom Pedro, who had been here, 
was overthrown and put on a ship and sent away and the Empire 
of Brazil ceased, a gentleman who is a Member of this House 
was the minister at that time, and in two days he recognized the 
new Government, although there were extensive provinces that 
had not —_ not given their assent, but not for two weeks after- 
wards did they hear of it. 

The Spanish Kingdom was overthrown in 1873 and we recog- 
nized the new Government in the same prompt manner. This is 
notasudden, asingle case. Itisaline of action, of policy,wise and 
well grounded. Our recognition of the Republic of Panama was 
followed by recognition from great nations all around the globe. 
Almost every nation that had any relations with Panama has for- 
mally recognized that Republic as an independent Government. 

The gentleman spoke of the betrayal of faith on our part and 
the nonfulfillment of obligations, because by the treaty of 1846 
the United States, in return for the covenant of New Granada 
to give us free passage by the transit on the same terms as the 
peopleof Colombia,we had guaranteed the sovereigntyand property 
of the Republic of New Granada, now Colombia, over the Isth- 
mus. I noticed how gingerly the gentleman stepped over the his- 
tory of that guaranty. He admitted there were some statesmen 
of dignity and celebrity who had taken the view that that was 
only a guaranty against foreign powers, but he insisted that they 
were wrong; that it was a guaranty against rebellion like this, and 
we had not kept it. 

Why, it was not American statesmen who determined the mean- 
ing of the words of that guaranty in the treaty of 1846. Go and 
read what Garrido, their minister of foreign affairs, in 1866 said 
to Burton, our minister, that there was no right given to the 
United States by that treaty to take any part in their domestic 
broils or to put down or put up insurrections, that that guaranty 
concerned only their relations with foreign nations, and we could 
not aid or hinder in their troubles with their own citizens. That 
was the view that President Hayes took when he feared that the 
French, in building the Panama Canal, would press back and 
overcome the sovereignty of New Granada or Colombia; and all 
the way through we have protected that Isthmus from any inva- 
sion or diminution of its absolute independence as a part of 
Granada or Colombia by any foreign power. 

Mr. Seward discusses the question. The gentleman did not 
read Mr. Seward’s views. He said we would intervene always to 
keep the transit open, never to take part in insurrectionary wars. 
The question was sent from the State Department to the Attor- 
ney-General’s Office, and in the eleventh volume of Opinions of 
the Attorneys-General it is stated with great clearness and brevity 
that’ that was not a guaranty by us against domestic trouble, 
against disorder, but a guaranty solely against foreign powers, 
and that had there been put in any treaty between two countries 
a right or duty of the United States to put down insurrection it 
would have ended the independence of the country that gave to 
another the right to so interfere, for it would have given it the 
right to decide when there was an insurrection and when one or 
the other was or was not the legitimate government. 

Now, that would be rather adelicate question to raise in our sis- 
terrepublicsinthe south. Take Marroquin,the man whois now the 
President of Colombia. Why, he got into his Presidency in that 
very way. He wasa successful rebel. Suppose our Government 
had interfered in that juncture. Is it not manifest that it would 
have been a tyrannical interference which would have ended the 
independence of the country? Go over the catalogue. Call the 
roll of the Presidents of what are called the republics in South 
America and see how many of them have beenelected during the 
last twenty years—how many of them were chosen and how many 
chose themselves, with enough muskets to shoot the other can- 
didate. I was in one of those republics once, with a commission 
from this country—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
question? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman says that when 
we cast our eyes over the history of South America we find abun- 
dant cases where the Presidents of those countries put themselves 
in because they had the most bayonets. That is absolutely true. 
Now, I want to ask him, as a student of history, and especially of 
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diplomatic history, if this is not the first time that the United 
States ever kept the other fellow from shooting back? [Applause 
on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. HITT. I will give the gentleman an answer. 

Ordinarily, when a ship is in a foreign port and a disturbance or 
insurrection occurs, we land troops to protect Americans from 
being killed or robbed. We have done that even in France, and 
we would do it anywhere. In the case of Panama our situation 
was different from that in any other spot on earth. We had a 
solemn and binding engagement by treaty which had been im- 
pressed upon us all the years. 

Often we were called upon by the Colombian Government, 
oftener by events, to enforce that obligation to keep that path 
open from sea to sea; not to aid nor to suppress a rebellion, but 
to keep the path open; and when we landed troops at Colon, 
when the ships came to Panama with more of the marines, their 
duty under the treaty was plain—to let no armed man or disturb- 
ing cause of any kind obstruct the open, free course of commerce 
or of movement in the pathway across the Isthmus. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Now, it so happened in the course of 
human events, which we do not guide, but which, it is believed, 
an All-Wise Providence watches and directs—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. 

Mr. HITT. Just let me finish this statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield at present. 

Mr. HITT. It so eee that in this case our duty in good 
faith under the treaty to keep that highway open fell in with and 
brought on a consequence which was grave to Colombia. It pre- 
vented her pushing troops into the way of that transit to fight 
and devastate and obstruct it. She had invoked that interference 
— but it so happened that always heretofore it inured to her 

nefit. 

In this case that which we had done often before we did again 
for a motive of the highest order, observing the obligation of 
national faith. It was done sedulously and carefully, within the 
bounds of that duty as laid down in the treaty and described in 
the instructions to our naval officers; but as a matter of fact it 
did result in making it very difficult for troops from Bogota to be 
landed on that line. They could not come there. Our Govern- 
ment will not permit anybody on the line of that railway or the 
crossing of that Isthmus who would disturb free transit; and it 
is because the two things coincided that men who do not look at 
the matter calmly and fairly will say that we did it to injure 
Bogota, when, in fact, we did it to keep faith, though it has in- 
jured Bogota. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman now yield to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi? 

Mr. HITT. I yield for a question. 

Mr. WILL S of Mississippi. First, there is no dispute be- 
tween the gentleman and myself as to the duty of the United 
States to keep an open transit across the Isthmus. Nobody dis- 
putes that. Now,I want to ask the gentleman if the United 
States Government has not virtually given notice to the confed- 
eracy of Colombia that they must not land a soldier within the 
limits of the new alleged Republic of Panama, whether it is upon 
the railroad and interferes with transisthmian commerce or not, 
and whether we have not virtually given notice to Colombia and to 
all the world that the landing of a single soldier within the con- 
fines of the new Republic of Panama will be accepted as an act 
of war? Is not that a fact? [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HITT. It issaid in the newspapers that such has been the 
fact. I have not heard any statement, official or unofficial, of 
there being such a notice or ee communicated by or between 
the Governments, but whether that be true or not, it is a fact that 
no soldier, no armed band, could be sent to Colon except to inter- 
rupt the traffic. There is nothing else there to attack, and a 
soldier is for attack, but that path across the Isthmus. Because 
he does not land right at the wharf, because he lands 6 miles 
away, as did General Scott when he attacked Vera Cruz, is he 
not certain to go there and interrupt the commerce in seeking to 
put down that Government? 

This is done by usas a friendly act to all peoples. It is done to 
put an end to the perpetual strife, confusion, and turmoil preva- 
lent among these people for so many years, ae that 
transit. e people are unanimous at Panama. There is no 
doubt the description given by the Secretary of State in his dispatch 
to Beaupré states exactly the condition of concurring opinion at 
Panama. Everywhere that independent Government is perform- 
ing its functions and duty, with no opposition whatever. That 
answers the requirements of international law. It is not mere 
extent of territory that determines whether it is a government. 

The rights of an independent government only 10 miles across 
are as sacred in the eyes of international law as those of far- 
spreading Russia. It is not a question of space. The rule of the 
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square mile is a mistake. Moral laws and the rights of independ- 
ent peoples are not measured by the surveyor’s chain. ud 
applause on the Republican side. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
requirements of a canal, either. 
side. 

a HITT. I fail to see the appositeness of the remark of my 
friend, who is the Democratic floor leader. We have acquired 
the right to build the canal through there, and the border for 5 
miles has been ceded to us for use, occupation, and control, not 
embarrassing the sovereignty of that country, but only for a 
beneficent p . Does the gentleman mean to imply by his 
covert remark that by that we violate a moral law or right of a 
people? Is that the rule in Mississippi? [Loud applause on the 
Republican side.] The one purpose which has been effected, the 
one which was voted for in this body and has governed the action 
of our Government, is one that every good American heartily 
sympathizes with. We are proposing to open the way to ships 
that will carry the ape of the gentleman’s district and our dis- 
tricts, that will carry the fabrics of busy New England and Penn- 
sylvania and the produce of the se Valley to far-off mar- 
kets easily reached through thatditch. It will increase all values 
in our country, benefit labor, make people better off and happier. 

That is the reason we do not apologize for the conduct of our 
Government in promptly following the precedents of its past his- 
tory; and we rejoice that we have a President who did not wait 
ten years longer, halting between canal routes and quibbles in 
the words of statutes, but moved straight on to the great work of 
building a canal. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] We 
hear fault found with the ident in this matter by some be- 
cause he does not wait long enough; by some because he ought to 
have gone to Nicaragua atonce. We have had enough of waiting, 
waiting. The whole civilized world has been heartily in favor of 
having that canal built ever since the discovery of that country. 
It was the dream of Charles the Fifth and has been the hope of 
everybody since; at last we have got a great, earnest man at the 
work br 4 will soon cut it through. [Loud cheers on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
question, and with a very subtle and able purpose. But the gen- 
tleman with all of his subtlety and all his ability will hardly be 
able to Se the Democracy into the attitude of being opposed to 
the canal. . 

M rs HITT. That is not an answer to my question. That isa 
speech. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, the gentleman asked me 
a question, and Iwanttoreply to it. The gentleman has asked me 
whether I believed that the Government of the United States had 
been virtually guilty of moral obliquity in its international rela- 
tions with reference to its action concerning the Republic of 
Panama. I want frankly to take the burden and say, ‘* Yes.”’ 

Mr. HITT. Thegentleman who preceded my friend said ‘‘ yes,”’ 
and said it for about fifteen minutes; that the President was 
guilty of violating law wemeralys that Congress had directed 
the President to go to digging the Nicaragua Canal after the 
treaty with Colombia was rejected there. The President was 
required by the Spooner law to wait a reasonable time and see if he 
could secure the building of the canal by way of Panama; now 


Nor measured by ditches, the 
[Applause on the Democratic 


and do it more speedily than President Roosevelt. 
on the Republican side.] The law said wait a reasonable time. 
To wait a reasonable time for a change in affairs. Why, it was 
pan understood to be the express will of Congress, after a 
ong debate, determined by the action of both Houses, that the 
country preferred the canal by way of Panama. While he waited 
events opened, the way offered, and the yenegtaes with which 
he carried out the purpose of Congress and the American people is 
approved by good citizens everywhere who want a canal rather 
than hair-splitting niceties over words. He secures the substance. 
He goes on to achievement. 

There is a change of name; Panama is not the old word New 
Granada, and neither is Colombia, but the things, the isthmus 
and the canal route, are the same. What were the negotiations 
for in 1846? They were thinking about a canal across the Isth- 
mus of Panama. That was what we guaranteed should be neu- 


tral, guaranteeing the sovereignty of what was New Grenada | 


then,Colombia afterwards, over this route, against foreign powers. 
Following the spirit of the treaty and of the legislation since, the 
President, while waiting a reasonable time, found that the will 
of Congress could be carried out and that he need not submit to 
that blackmail of twenty-five millions tried to be imposed upon 
the ore of the United States when the ten-million treaty was 
rejected for the mere craving and rapacity of a band of men who 
abused their authority. [Applause on the Republican side: } 
This is not in the spirit or temper of our people. Weare not hard 
rgainers. The American around the world is an open-handed, 
free, and generous man; but when the open hand of bounty is 
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met by the clinched fist of malice and greed the Yankee knows how 
to stop that business. eee) David Harum has a senti- 
ment that might be recalled—‘*‘ When another is trying to do you, 
do him, and do it first.”” {Laughter.] While this attempt was 
made at Bogota to get into our Treasury, the current of events, 
as determined by Providence rather than any design here, so 
turned things about that the President could, with propriety and 
consistency, do what was a duty and was also to our advantage, 
and what, in carrying out a treaty, we had oftentimes before 
done—sometimes with reluctance, but always from a pure sense 





of duty. 

Mr. GILBERT. General, will you permit me to ask you a 
question? 

Mr. HITT. If you will withdraw that title. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GILBERT. Is there anything in the proposition which 
the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. DinsmorE] made, that the 
treaty between this Government and the new French company is 
now open and subject to modification, and that we can not require 
that company to deed to us or concede to us that property for 
$40,000,000? 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman is dealing with a question that 
dwells in the dark recesses of financial operation and I know of 
no Official authority on it. _We simply have the declaration of the 
President of the United States to the House that an offer was made 
of that property for $40,000,000, and the Attorney-General was in- 
structed by the President to see that the title was good. That is 
all our Government has done with it, waiting for the act of Con- 
gress to be carried out by successfully making a treaty with Colom- 
bia, which we have not succeededindoing. Inthe meanwhile the 
offer, as it was stated in the message of the President of the United 
States, by the owners of that old canal remains for us to accept. 

It is said that Colombia believed the canal charter would ex- 
pire in a few months, and the canal property revert to Colombia, 
which hoped then to get the forty millions for the old canal, be- 
sides the ten or twenty-five millions from us for the right of way. 
What visions for a Colombian statesman! So they rejected the 
ten-million treaty. : 

The old canal has a tragic history that anybody can use with 
effect for any kind of emotion. [Laughter.] I think I neversaw 
such a beautiful piece of raw material for campaign purposes. 
[Renewed langhter.] It is odious because the promoters were 
unlucky, and we Yankees look rather down upon a man who has 
not enough business success to get there. The French poured 
into that ditch $260,000,000 in gold. The papers, bonds, and 
stocks, and obligations incurred and lost in that tremendous en- 
terprise amounted to $426,000,000. Of course they are worthless 
now by its failure. 

The succeeding company had this property which cost so much, 
and which, being in the hands of those unable to complete it, is 
utterly worthless by itself, but which, being completed, will be 
the foundation of a great property. It is in very much the con- 
dition, which was familiar to gentlemen of the western country, 
of a railroad in construction where sections were built succes- 
sively by different companies failing in succession, and the one 
which built the last hundred miles got the property. 

Now, this canal has had that history,and you all recall the way 
in which famous names were tarnished and the melancholy end 


| of the great Frenchman, M. De Lesseps, that many thought unde- 
the gentlemen say that they want one who will go to Nicaragua, | 


[Laughter | 





served. That property is undoubtedly worth much. 

I have seen able officers who were there and accept their judg- 
ment, though I am unfit to pass any judgment upon its value. 
Mr. Hutin, the president of that company, was here and talked 
with a good many Members; for I introduced him to some of you. 
For the canal property one hundred and six millions was demanded 
by him; and it was because of his high terms and tone that Con- 
gress refused to accede, and went on, under the able leadership of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], and passed the bill to 
proceed with the Nicaraguan Canal. Mr. Hutin’s constituents 
or owners of the canal repudiated him, dethroned him, put the 
muniments of title together and offered to convey the property to 
the United States or anyone else for the price which was put upon 
it by our own commission, who said it was worth forty millions, 
if we could get it for that. That plain business proposition was 
discussed before all of you, and we accepted it practically. 

Who is there in this country who has any interest in doing wrong 
there? Where is the ground for saying there is any corruption 
any more than for saying that the rapacity of the Yankee and the 
eager aggressiveness of our flag are going to deprive somebody of 
territory or of liberty? Any such imputation is unjust. And it 
seems to me strange that the Democratic party, which has usually 
assumed to be above all things intensely devoted to our honor and 
country and was the aggressive bearer of the American flag for 
many years against foreign countries, should now turn and defile 
the names of those who strenuously support the flag of the coun- 
try and maintain the honor of the Republic. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Lintended only to prevent an erroneous impression being created 
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by the gentleman’s elaborate and carefully prepared statements imputations upon those who bore our flag and maintained stoutly 


to this House, statements which in general lines it seems easy to 
answer. He says there was undue haste in recognition of Panama. 
There was no haste. Have I not shown that by eventsand prece- 
dents most recent and within the observation and memories of 
gentlemen who sit around me? 

Was there any indecent precipitation? The ‘‘ secret ’’ dispatches 
were all brought out forthis House. Gentlemen were incited by 
sensational statements in the newspapers to look forward to some- 
thing gratifyingly bad. [Laughter.|] But whathave we to hide— 


{Applause on the Republican side.] Our purpose is one that we 
nail upon the wall. 
people. It is close to their interests also. They are a sensible 
people. They want things done in the right way and to go well 
for themselves and their children after them. 

Our Republic is not merely great in numbers. It is not great 
alone because there are eighty millions of our population. It is 
great because each man counts in brains, in conviction, in skill, 
in applied and achieving force for four human beings in Europe. 
That is what makes us now so dangerously near the edge of over- 
production, for we do so much work and produce so much that 
the world can not take care of it. 
sort to any games or tricks in dealing with other nations. The 
reproaches heard so often of the diplomacy of Europe, that it 
seeks by concealed methods to overturn the weaker powers, will 
not apply to us. The American conscience is not tainted by pre- 
tension or insincerity. 
of devilish purpose and godlike profession. 
plause. | 

We free a rich, beautiful island at our doors—hold it in the 


{Laughter and ap- 


held indefinitely,as European powers hold possessions. But in 
our case, when this island learns enough of our ways so that it 
can with encouragement and assistance first totter, then stand, 
then walk, we bid it godspeed. And with a good conscience we 
turn and say, ‘‘All you who have said the rapacious American 
Government was ravishing away the islands of Spain, find there 
your answer; we need no words to tell it.”” [Applause.] 

I went with a commission years ago on an errand of annexa- 
tion. General Grant believed it would be a relief to our colored 
people, who in 1870 were in very great disorder—that time of sad 
memories as to the condition of the South—if (as he learned could 
then be accomplished with facility) , the island of Santo Domingo 
should be annexed. I was one of those who went there on that 
mission. I was quite familiar with their report, which I thought 
most convincing when it was finished. But when we got back I 
saw first the Illinois delegation, with whom I was personally ac- 
quainted. 

After I had stated what I thought was a resistless position, 
they said, ‘‘ We do not want any more land; we do not want to 
annex; we are not in the business; the people of the United States 
will never take anything unless events bring it to them.’”’ And 


It is the one that is close to the hearts of the | 


We do not wish to form a ‘‘ Holy Alliance”’ | 


| 








our interests. They forgot how really in the bottom of their 
hearts they felt regret that they did not have charge of the ma- 
chine and run all this business with equal or greater vigor them- 
selves. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] For I 
can imagine the eager way in which a Democratic Administra- 
tion would have taken this up. I even fear that in that Jack- 
sonian zeal they would do as was done by him with Ambruster 
and Arbuthnot, where Jackson, honestly, bravely pressing on, did 


| things that we have been explaining ever since. 
we who belong to the side of the Government and the country? | 


It is not in fault-finding that I mention the names of men in the 
past who were great, but who were mortal, who were intensely 
patriotic, and are still loved, even with the faults of overflowing 
rich natures. Thank God, with each exigency our people produce 
a fit man to meet it. In the sad and dreadful days of that war 
which in its time of utmost gloom has been recalled by the gentle- 
man, a good God gave us the patient, long-suffering, and finally 
farseeing Abraham Lincoln. |Applause.] 

And for the strife that was brought about by the inhuman cru- 
elty and unspeakable massacres in Cuba, where a fourth ora fifth 
of the population of that island was put to death with intolerable 


_ horror, we were given a cautious man, McKinley, who restrained 
Our people do not need to re- | 


this House by his influence when generous zeal would have led 
us to hasten too fast; and, finally, when the crash of war came, it 
was, as he said, done not with eagerness to despoil another, but 
with such manifest cause that it wrung from everybody the ap- 
proving sentiments of right-minded men. 

I believe that the present Executive has followed the same 
course with the same spirit. I could of course recite longer de- 
tails of precedents for this is shop knowledge, but I do not want 


| to go into length. Those old-time messages of the Presidents, 
grasp of military. power, absolutely helpless, where it might be | 


from which such long extracts have been read by the gentleman 
from Arkansas, grow more and more acute and to the point as you 
come down to the present time. They have plainly stated the 
reasons which justified action, and the actions of nations at last 
become international law. I have merely recited to you what we 
did over and over and over again in times within our lifetime. 
These are the precedents and the custom. They are of binding 
force; you may cavil at them and you may cite something from 
incidents a hundred years ago, but all that I have mentioned were 
things done, and recently done, with the assent and approval of 
the American people, as they would do it now. [Applanse.] 

This Republic of Panama exists. It is not big enough to suit 
the gentleman from Arkansas. I am sorry, but inasmuch as we 
did not create it and will not annex it we are not responsible for 
that or concerned with it; it is not going to have representatives 
on the floor. We need not either regret or rejoice about its size. 
That is none of our business. If we were discussing the union 
of that country with ours it might be a grave question whether 
it was a very large country, because we would not want twenty 
Members of Congress here who could not speak English. 

But it is a little country, independent and separate forever from 
us, and is clothed with all the attributes of sovereign power. It 


the House was of that opinion. I think nearly all on both sides | has the assent of all its people, given cordially from the time it 


were, after they were carefully sounded, and General Grant, the | took its first breath of life. 


most resolute man in the world, abandoned his idea. 

That act was cited by Li Hung Chang tothe American minister 
many years afterwards, Mr. John Russell Young, whom so many 
of you knew when he sat in that gallery and wrote those brilliant 
letters. He was our minister, and Li Hung Chang said to him, 
when they were discussing certain terms in a treaty, ‘‘ You are 
the only people in the world that we are not afraid is trying to 
get away with at least one or two big towns, if not a province.”’ 
This we have shown. 

Our standing the wide world round, shown by now many years— 
not ali our history, there are some checkered spots—has vindi- 
cated the fixed purpose of the people of the United States asa 
body, acting always with that aggregate strength which comes 
as a resultant of the opinions of all, to never do anything that 
they can not afterwards look the world in the face and answer 
for and which the world will not justify. 

The most powerful journal in Europe is the London Times, and 
two articles I have seen, and extracts from others, in which that 
journal has reviewed this course of our Government in regard to 
Central American affairs and said it was a good lesson and con- 
trasted favorably with some of the chapters in British history 


where they believed that events had compelled them to nas 
An 


little toward the harsher side, but our skirts were clear. 
now we have to come home here to find the President charged 
with being a lawbreaker, guilty of international crime. 

I do not think my friend in using that intense language had any 
such horror of the wickedness and personal character of the Presi- 
dent as will keep him away from the next Presidential dinner. 
{Laughter.] The amenities of life will continue in spite of the 


fierce partisan activity with which he debates a question here; | 


but I did wonder more than once when I listened to the approval, 
the loud approval, by that side of the House when he stated such 





lt sprang from causes that were per- 
fectly legitimate, that would influence each one of you as citizens, 
and that would have influenced you, if you had been there as citi- 
zens and as Panamans, to do exactly as those people did. You 
would not have been quite so quick, because you are not such 
trained experts in revolution. |[Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I did not hear all.of the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, as I entered the Hall after he began, but I 
was told that that which preceded the part I listened to was sim- 
ilar in tenor and in spirit, and in what I have said I have in- 
tended only to touch upon the main questions raised by him, 
which seemed to me to be easily corrected by mere statement to 
fair-minded men familiar with our history, without going back 
and reciting at length numbers of precedents and details, what 
we have done and what our public men have said, and what those 
on the other side have said. I have stated simply the main points 
and principles, and what the just, consistent action of this Gov- 
ernment has been under other Presidents in similar situations that 
have arisen within the lifetime of those about me and which were 
treated just as this has been by President Roosevelt. [Prolonged 
applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Iryield ten minutes tothe gentleman from 
Mississippi |[Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog- 
nized for ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it had not 
been my purpose to make any speech to-day. I thought that 
later, perhaps on Monday, I would address myself to the Presi- 
dent's message. I note that the friends of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] congratulate him, and they do well to con- 
gratulate him, because he has almost made actual facts appear 
impossible and dreams to appear actual facts. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s grave manner of appealing to 
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the amenities of life strikes me and strikes everybody else; but I 
want it distinctly understood that this is not Russia nor Germany, 
that there is no law of lése majesté here, and that a man is not 
guilty of violating the amenities of life when he merely criticises 
a public officer; whether that public officer be the President of 
the United States or a justice of the peace or a constable in my 
bailiwick, makes no difference. The gentleman has made dreams 
appear almost facts and facts appear almost dreams, but there 
still remain some plain, palpable, obvious facts that the gentle- 
man has not disposed of. 

One of these facts is that the so-called Republic of Panama is 
an abortion upon the surface of the earth—misbegotten, hag-born, 
and, to use the words of William Shakespeare, ditch-delivered. 
Not all the history or all the talk in the world can do away with 
that one simple, plain, obvious fact. 

Another fact remains, and that is that this is the first time in 
the history of the United States that we have ever interfered in 
the internecine affairs of Central or South America. All the 
gentleman’s subtlety and all of his diplomacy can not make that 
fact vanish into thin air. The gentleman has virtually confessed 
that we have served notice upon the confederacy of Colombia that 
if she dares land a soldier outside of the strip of transisthmian 
commerce, anywhere within the confines of the newborn Repub- 
lic of Panama—newborn with the birth foreseen and aided, as I 
believe, aided from Paris and aided from Washington, as I be- 
lieve; I may be mistaken—that if Colombia dares land a soldier 
within the confines of the newborn Republic the United States 
will treat it as an act of war. 

That confession involves a confession of the fact that we have 
for the first time taken the hitherto unprecedented step of inter- 
fering in the domestic broils of Central and South American 
countries. You interfere just as much by saying to the parent 
country, ‘If you dare toland a soldier it is an act of war,’’ as you 
would if you had said to the insurgent country, *‘ We will put 
you down.’’ The things are exactly the same. The gentleman 
can not change these facts. I know how that is. 

[ once served on the Foreign Affairs Committee myself. We 
get mysterious when we get over there, and when we come here 
somehow or other we build things up and then we knock them 
down and build them up again and expect people to follow us be- 
cause, you know, we are experts on diplomacy. [Laughter.] 
But there is one thing that even a diplomat like me can not do— 
and I have been an expert diplomat in some respects, not as expert 
as the gentleman from linois—I never could sink, jump, or walk 
over a fact, and this is a fact. 

The gentleman says we have not been greedy, and then refers 
tothe manner in which we treated Cuba. If the Democratic party 
and a few Republicans had not hedged up and bound this Govern- 
ment in the two clauses which compelled us to give Cuba her 
freedom and independence, you would have treated Cuba just as 
you treated the Philippines, and you know it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Nothing else restrained you. 

Why, the idea that you go beforethe world saying that “‘ this is 
my Administration, this is my Government,’’ and therefore all 
that it does is right, that idea is tyranny, that idea is despotism, 
that idea is the stopping place of analysis and criticism upon the 
part of citizens of their public officers. 

‘‘ The amenities of life.’’ What have the amenities of life to 
do with it? Why, you might just as well say that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] was guilty of violating the amenities 
of life when he thinks my views on the tariff are absurd, and I 
might just as well be accused of violating the amenities of life 
because I think his opinions upon the subject equally absurd. 
Men meet to discuss political questions according to their views, 
as they understand them, and nobody ever takes as personal, if 
he looks at things from a proper standpoint, criticism of his offi- 
cial conduct and his official opinion. 

Now, I have been convinced by the gentleman from Illinois 
that there was no haste in our conduct down in Panama. I want 
to read something now just to show what I thought before I 
heard him speak. Since he has spoken I am satisfied that the 
most deliberate, long-reviewed, well-thought-out project ever 
completed or ever thought of since the world began is the birth 
of Panama and our connection with it. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] As some gentleman may have had 
ideas like these that I had, let me read to the gentleman. It is 
this editorial in the Washington Post. It is headed ‘‘A republic 
while you wait.’’ This shows what I thought before I heard the 
gentleman from Illinois: 


A REPUBLIC WHILE YOU WAIT. 


We believe history will sustain our proposition that the new ‘“ Republic of 
anama” is the most sudden thing that ever happened. Ovid's account of 
the repopulation of the earth after the flood, or the story about Cadmus and 
the dragon's teeth, may runa close second. It is our firm conviction, how- 
ever, that the ereation of Panama as an independent and autonomous State, 
its See with all the functions of political sovereignty, and its solemn 


installation in the family of nations— 
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Is not that word ‘‘ solemn ’’ very solemn in this connection? 


its solemn installation in the family of nations has never been equaled—never 
even approached—in the whole record of legerdemain. 

It isall right. 

That is my notion about it. 
fact. It is settled. There is no getting around that. 
right. 

The consummation is exactly as we should have had it. Panama is and 
ought to be free, as we say in the polite jargon of peewee, and that being 
the case, why waste time over it? Twenty-seven foaming patriots at the 
Pacific end and an equal number at Colon, rose up, filled with the spirits of 
Kosciusko, * * * and Toussaint Ouverture, to say nothing of the distilled 


qneee of the maguey plant, and proclaimed the sacred dispensation of human 
iberty. By a fortunate coincidence, our war ships and marines were in the rR 
immediate neighborhood. 

Mr. HITT. Is that accurate? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing to read)— 

In these tremendous upheavals of force and passion, with the destinies of 
great peoples trembling in the balance, and catastrophes gathering from 
every point of the compass, shall one American hair be injured? Amidst 
these gigantic parturitions, im cataclysms, are we to stand idly by and 
wink at the peril of a single erican bone of even the least importance? 
Nay, nay, Pauline! 


{Laughter. ] 

And that’s the way it came about. Fifty or sixty children of freedom in- 
voked the ene heavens. Some hundreds of gleaming teeth were 
gnashed. Scowls descended on the scene like clouds, and imprecations 
spanked the circumjacent hills until they shrieked aloud with echoes. Then 
Gudger, or, rather, his locum tenens, rose, all cocked and primed for devas- 
tation if defied, and, lo! the thing was done. 

It was the swiftest thing on record. We have seen Hermann pull a 
rooster out of a perfectly respectable gentleman's ear. We have seen a pair 
of gum shoes transformed into an omelet before you could say “ Jack Robin- 
son.” But the evolution of the “ Republic of Panama” from the shabby sim- 
mer of a Central American pot makes the wildest dreams of absinthe look 
like platitudes. 

{Laughter. ] 


As we have said, however, it is all right. As a wealthy London tallow 
chandler once said to Lord Byron, apropos of English Bards and Scotch 
Reviewers, we couldn't have done it better ourselves. There was no reason 
why Panama should remain in the Colombian federation. There was every 
reason why Panama should withdraw. The result of the outburst will be 
profitable, not only to Panama but to the whole of Christendom. But it was 
a lightning change. We stand by that. 

Now, that was my opinion a few weeks ago. Of course I no 
longer think that now. I think this thing was bound to happen, 
that is, it came around with solemn deliberateness, and that the 
Government of the United States acted only after prayerful con- 
sideration of the absolute necessities of the international environ- 
ment, and that it would not have acted any other way. 

Now, before [sit down, I want this distinctly understood that not 
all of the power of intellectuality on that side of the House can 
make this side of the House make the mistake which you want 
us to make. The Democracy want a transisthmian canal. It 
wanted it at Nicaragua. The House of Representatives wanted 
it at Nicaragua. Under the able leadership of the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] we passed the best canal bill that has 
ever been passed yet. [Applause. ] 

If we can not get it where it ought to be, we will take it some- 
where else. If we can not get it as it ought to be given to us, we 
will take it as it shall be given tous in some form orother. [Ap- 
plause.] We wanted it at Nicaragua because the farther north 
the canal is the sharper the competition with transcontinental 
freight rates. The chief advantage of a canal is twofold—first, 
to benefit our intercoastal trade between the Pacific ports on the 
one side and the Atlantic and Gulf ports on the other, and, second, 
to add to our naval strength by enabling our vessels to concentrate 
without going around the Horn. 

The question of the first price was a mere bagatelle in dealing 
with these two great prominent features of the canal. The great 
transcontinental railways and some scientists—in my opinion 
misled—and some good people who differ from me have deflected 
public opinion toward Panama. It began to look like we could 
not get a canal anywhere else, among other reasons being,in my 
opinion, that the canal at Nicaragua would furnish too much 
competition to the great transcontinental railways. 

Whether that be true or not, if the President refuses to obey 
the plain intendment of the Spooner Act, if he refuses to obey the 
plain words of the Spooner Act, approved by him, perhaps sug- 
gested by him, if he is going to override the law, if, after having 
waited a reasonable time to enter into a treaty with Colombia he 
now refuses to obey the language of that law and proceed to try 
and negotiate a treaty with Costa Rica and Nicaragua, then, in 
| God’s name, hurry up your canal. Let us have it somewhere, be- 
cause, even at Panama it will benefit American commerce. It 
will benefit American industry, and it will strengthen the Ameri- 
can Navy for the purposes of self-defense. [Applause. ] 

Now, I had not intended to speak this evening, but I was a little 
| afraid that some things stated by the gentleman from Illinois 
| {Mr. Hirr] might put this side of the House in a wrong light. 
| We do not condone the action of our Government in connection 
| with the affairs at the Isthmus. We do not excuse it. Your 
' accomplished fact can be dealt with as an accomplished fact, but 





It seems to be an accomplished 
It is all 
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we want it distinctly understood that we are not proud of the part 
that our country has taken in its accomplishment. 
the Democratic side. ] 

We are not idiots, either. 
aman ought to have sense enough todo that, whether he likes 
the blessed fact or not, no matter how it came about or how it 
was accomplished, how vilely it was born or how horribly it was 
brought forth. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I now yield thirty minutes 
to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Benny]. 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chairman, as anew Member of this House, 


I have been much interested in its proceedings, and somewhat | 


amused to find that the House of Representatives has resolved it- 
self into a sort of close corporation, with the Speaker of the 
House (owning 51 per cent of the stock) as president, secretary and 
treasurer, and a board of directors consisting of the gentleman 


| 


[Applause on | other city t 
| morning. 
When it comes to recognizing a fact, 


work. Every large factory in Jersey City, New York, and in ay 


t I know of, will furnish a similar sight eac 


Every man in public life, if he lives in a city and is known to 
have a heart in him, can testify that he is overrun with applica- 
tions of deserving men looking for work. And the men at these 
factory gates are men who really want and who deserve work. 
In addition to this evidence, do not the newspapers almost daily 
contain accounts of works shutting down, certain railroad com- 
panies laying off 150,000 men within the last three months, and 


| so on? 


from New York. the same from Iowa, and ditto from Ohio, with | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania acting as sergeant-at-arms | 


{laughter}: the stockholders of this corporation being the Re- 
publican Members and the lambs represented by the Democratic 
on-lookers, who hang around waiting for the only chance they 
ever get in this Congress—the chance to talk. [Laughter.] 

But you might have done worse. There is the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, always affable, always polite, in fact, always a 
gentleman; the gentleman from New York, so courteous that it 
hurts, and so big that he has been permitted to carry your banner 
with the word *‘ Leader ’’ emblazoned thereon; and the gentleman 
from Ohio, good-natured and as full of fun—and stickers, too— 
as a Republican platform is of promises or the Post-Office Depart- 
ment of room for improvement. [Laughter.] 

And your Speaker, though rather top-heavy with offices and 
stock in your corporation, is compelling us to grow fonder of him 
every day. Andthen last. but notleast, the gentleman from Iowa, 
the power behind the throne, the real big gun, the ‘* Long Tom”’ 
of this political warfare, to be brought forth only on special occa- 
sions, when annihilation is all that is proposed to be done to the 
minority: the gentleman who, when he addresses himself to the 
Democratic side of the House, takes on that awful voice and fierce 
frown and tointerrupt whom, even to ask a question or to set him 
straigh+, is an unpardonable offense, punishable by bluff repulse, 
sometimes amounting almost to insult. 


From the Republican side of this House we learn that when the | 


gentleman from Iowa speaks he gives forth simon-pure Repub- 
lican belief, Republican doctrine, and Republican policy, and 
that no man dare contradict him or be in opposition to him, and 
I think the majority side of this House has shown its indorsement 
of that proposition. I was dumfounded a few days ago to see a 
large number of Members on that side laugh and applaud at the 
utterly unfair reference made by the Iowa thunderer to the gen- 
tleman on this side of the Chamber from New York [| Mr. Baker}, 
who, by the way, in the face of that unfairness conducted him- 
self in such a gentlemanly manner as to win the approbation of 
every man inthe room. It was an exhibition of servility on the 
other side not to be expected in this body. 

I mention these things only for the purpose of calling attention 
to the fact that when the gentleman from Iowa talks we hear the 
voice of the Republican party. or at least its chief prophet. 

In view of the deference paid to the gentleman, I almost feel 
ashamed at finding myself opposed to him without that feeling 
of fear and trembling that it seems ought to entirely sess me. 

On November 19 last the oracle from Iowa said on this floor: 

There is labor in every part of this country for every man who wants a 


place to work. And there is a compensating wage for every man who will 
perform a day's labor. 


And on December 1 he repeated that statement in these words: 

To-day every man in the United States who wants to work finds employ- 
ment in the great labor fields of the United States, and at a compensating 
wage. 

Mr. Chairman, the brilliant gentleman made only two mistakes 
in his proposition— 

First. There is not work in the United States for every man in 
the United States who wants to work. 

Second. There is not a compensating wage for every man who 
will perform a day’s labor. 

I bow to the gentleman’s superior knowledge and information 
in some things, but this is not oneof them. This particular time 
I ask him as a loyal Republican to bow to the statement of Hon. 
Carroll D. Wright, who says there are 1,000,000 men in the 
country out of work. 

I live in the city of Bayonne, a city of 40,000 inhabitants. 
Every morning at the gates of our great manufacturing estab- 
lishments—the Standard Oil Company, the Babcock & Wilcox 
Boiler Company, the Safety Insulated Wire and Cable Company, 
and other large concerns—hundreds of men congregate and beg 
for work. Across Newark Bay, at the works of the Singer Man- 
ufacturing Company, other hundreds gather, also looking for 





| Visitin 


; But men have talked before to-day just like the gentleman from 
owa. 

In the middle of the last century, when one-seventh of the whole 
population of New York were receiving assistance and Horace 
Greeley was stating the cold fact that ‘* 30,000 human beings 
within the sound of the city-hall bell’’ could not find work, and 
Charles A. Dana was writing ‘‘ the whole tendency of industry is 
perpetually to disgrace the laborer, to grind him down and re- 
duce his wages,’’ there were sweet-voiced songsters singing that 
all was well; and we read from the works of a political economist 
of the period these words: 


In Massachusetts all wage-earners have property and invest their surplus 
upon their own pesanees, Every man lives in his own house and works in 
the mill of which he is part owner, while we are told that Charles Dickens, 
America, wrote, ““A beggar upon the streets of Boston would create 
as much astonishment as an angel with a drawn sword.” 

The Republican party, in its egotism, is so used to claiming 
everything in sight, and many things out of sight, that it requires 
no exertion on its part now to appropriate to its sacred tariff 
schedules the credit for labor’s position to-day. 

If the old Pharisee who u to stand on the street corner in 
Jerusalem and thank his Maker that he was not like other men 


| should suddenly walk into this Chamber and listen to three ordi- 


nary Republican speeches, he would hide his face in shame and 
admit that in comparison with the Latter-Day Republican Saints 
here he in the old days in Jerusalem knew absolutely nothing 
about his business. (Laughter. ] 

But this same party, while claiming that credit, neglects to say 


| that while it professes to protect the poor steel trust the just as 


poor, and no poorer, tobacco trust, and other infants of that 
character, it has never raised its hand to protect labor. In fact, 
labor to-day is wide open to the competition of every foreign 
laborer who cares to come here and work. 

Will the leaders of the majority at this session proceed to pro- 
tect the laborer by shortening the hours of labor and restricting 
in some degree the immigration of foreign laborers? Not while 
the shipowners have a seat at the table of those who control that 
party, nor while those who have gotten fabulously wealthy by the 
labor of others have a voice in that party’s councils. 

Your party, in power to-day from the White House to the in- 
surrection on the Isthmus of Panama, doesn’t dare to. The Re- 
publican party, Mr. Chairman, did not make labor what it is. 
Your party did not even helpit. Labor made itself, helped along 
by its own distinctive papers and by a few great general news- 

pers. : 
pew hen labor discovered its own strength and became organized. 
then it did for itself the one thing necessary to advance labor, and 
the ceaseless struggle of organized labor for the education of its 
members and the betterment of its condition is the force that is 
necessary to the maintenance of its position. 

If the gentleman from Iowa had looked before he leaped, or 
rather before he talked, he must have discovered that for more 
than one hundred years labor in this country has been battling, 
at first for its very life and later for a betterment of its condition; 
that while less than one hundred years ago the leaders of the 
shoemakers of Philadelphia and of the tailors of New York were 
being fined for combining to raise wages, to-day the leaders of 
the coal miners and of workers in other lines are welcome guests 
at the table of the President of the United States. Oh, things 
have changed. 

The whole civilized world has progressed. The people of the 
earth have grown better and wiser year by year. An unfettered 
press in America—excepting, of course, in the State of Quay and 
Pennypacker—continually advising the people of their rights and 
educating them in every line, has assisted our people tremendously. 
Our schools have done their share. Of course labor has risen! 
Why shouldn’t,it rise? Let us examine that rise for a moment. 

We read that at one time in this country our laws arbitrarily 
fixed 48 cents per day as the top wage that could be paid to the 
best workman. There was nobottom wage. The inferior work- 
man had his wage fixed by the village constable, and it would 
take a magnifying glass to find it. at the beautiful city in 
which we are now assembled was built largely by men working 
for 50 cents per day. the hodcarriers receiving $70 per year for 
a — day that commenced with sunrise and finished with 
sunset. 














That in 1885 weavers were paid $65 per year and worked twelve 
hours per rs i 

That in 1 factory girls received $1.25 to $2 per week, work- 
ing from 5 a. m. to 7 p. m., with fifteen minutes recess for break- 
fast and one-half hour for dinner. 

That in 1800 workmen’s average wages were $65 
in that year one clerk with a few pigeonholes for 
conducted all the business of the Patent Office. 

That in 1850 the average wages were $247. 

That in 1900 the average wages were $446, and in this last year 
more than 27,000 patents were granted in the United States and 
the clerks in the Patent Office constituted an army. 

That the wages of bricklayers climbed up as follows: In 1776 
the wages were 50 cents per day of fourteen hours; in 1850 the 
wages were $1.75 per day of twelve hours; in 1901 the wages were 
$4.80 per day of eight hours. . 

The tariff didn’t do that! That condition is the fruit of labor’s 
one hundred years’ fight for its own. The fight isn’t over yet, 
but when John Mitchell forced the strongest combination of 
moneyed interests in this world to treat as humans and not as 
beasts the 147,000 coal miners in the anthracite fields labor saw 
the dawn break and the sun rise. 

In the words of John Hay, every sympathizer with the down- 
trodden should continue to pray: 

Wherever man oppresses man 
Beneath Thy liberal sun, 

O God! be there Thine arm made bare, 
Thy righteous will be done. 

If, as the gentleman maintains, ‘‘ there is a compensating wage 
for every man who will perform a day’s labor,”’ how is it that in 
many parts of the country workingmen are striking for a wage 
that will bea suitable return for their day’s labor? 

Unless the gentleman’s statement is utter nonsense, it can mean 
only one thing, viz, that the coal miner, the trolley conductor and 
motorman, the track repairer, the railroad employee in every 
station, the carpenter, mason, and craftsman of every kind, the 
ditch digger, and, in fact, every workingman ‘*‘ who will perform 
a day's labor’’ is now receiving a *‘ compensating wage,”’ or, in 
Meee aPhe all the wage he is entitled to, a suitable return for 

is labor. 

What an insult to the laboring men of ourland! Does the gen- 
tleman presume now to say that when the labor organizations of 
this country look for better wages they ask for something the 
are not entitled to? Doesn’t he know that no man is more will 
ing to do a full day’s work for a full day’s pay than the laboring 
man? Yes, sir; the laborer is, as a cae more willing to do a 
day’s work for his wage than are the Members of this House, and 
in order to have them do it they need not be watched any closer 
than our own Members. If anybody disagrees with me, look 
around at the empty desks. [Laughter and applause. | 

The gentleman from Iowa fairly thundered forth, on December 
1, these words: 

When has there been a time when the distribution of wealth was as great 
as it is now, and when the humblest and the poorest had so large a share of 
the accumulations of each year as now? 

There never has been a time. 

Has the gentleman not read the figures in the United States 
census of 1900, which show that 8.99 per cent of the people own 
72.67 per cent of the wealth of this country? Has he never seen 
the estimates of Mr. Charles B. Spahr, whereby it appears that 1 
per cent of the people own 54.8 per cent of the wealth; another 10.9 
per cent of the people own 32.2 per cent additional, which added 
together shows that 11.9 per cent of the people own 87 per cent 
of our wealth, the other 13 per cent of the wealth then remaining 
being owned by 33.1 per cent of the people? Add all these items 
up and you will see by these figures all of our wealth is owned 
by just 50 per cent of the people, the other 50 per cent of our peo- 
ple, or in round numbers 40,000,000 souls, owning absolutely no 
part of the country’s great wealth. 

_ Has it not been stated over and over again without contradic- 
tion that when the board of directors of the steel trust meets, the 
twenty-two men who there sit down own one-twelfth part of the 
entire wealth of the United States? 

Does that show the present to be a time when the distribution of 
wealth is greater than ever before, and that the humblest and the 
poorest have a larger share of the accumulations of the year than 
ever before? 

Shame on the suggestion! 

On the 1st of this month the gentleman from Iowa said: 

I live in a county of 24, ; s 
protected industry im that county, On the ist day of last October there 
Were $2,580,000 on deposit in the little banks of that county. . Ninety-five per 
cent of those deposits belonged to farmers, and they amounted to more 
$100 for every man, woman, ond child in the county. 


here can you find any qi that anywhere in the world outside of 
the influence of our protective tariff? 


Mr. Chairman, the success of the land we love, as pictured by 
the gentleman’s description of conditions in his home county 


r year, and 
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to-day, can not be duplicated, so far as I know, in any other coun- 
try in the world. I congratulate him upon the prosperity of the 
community in which he lives, and for that prosperity, due almost 
solely to the fact that Providence assisted that county to raise a 
very large crop of wheat and other cereals during late years, he 
and every other man who shared in that prosperity ought to spend 
less of their time in praising Dingley schedules and more of their 
side] thanking Almighty God. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

I despise his suggestion that these conditions exist there because 
of our protective tariff. It is a small reason for a big man to ad- 
vance for the grand position to-day of the greatest land on earth. 
We have the conditions suggested by the gentleman, not because 
of the tariff, but rather in spite of it, or at least a part of it; not 
because the people at present favor his party or mine; not because 
of this law or that law, but because this is the United States of 
America, a country without parallel since time began. [Applause 
on the Democratic side}. 

Has the gentleman ever stopped to consider the land we live 
in and to compare it with other lands less favored? Does he recall 
that our country from the time of its first settlement until now 
has been the one place on earth to which was attracted the best 
blood and sinew of all the countries of the world? Does he not 
know that such blood and sinew, intermingling here and fostered 
under the freedom of our Stars and Stripes, has produced a race 
of men whose equal never lived before, and will he not now, in 
due humility, admit that this superior race of men in this beloved 
land has been signally favored by an all-wise Providence? 

Does it count for nothing in the world’s competition of nations 
that the American people have a land so large, so fertile, so favored 
by God’s sun and rain in just the proper proportion, so abundantly 
provided with inventive geniuses, so situated as to climate and 
temperature, so rich in minerals and in everything else that goes 
to make a country great, so well equipped with seacoast and 
natural inland waterways as to facilitate commercial intercourse 
among ourselves and with foreign countries, and so placed with 
reference to other countries as to make us practically secure for- 
ever against any method of foreign attack, thus permitting our 
people to devote more of their energies to peaceful pursuits; so 
placed and so favored, in fact, as to constitute a marvel to every 
foreigner who visits our shores? 

Why, sir, a people placed in these surroundings and with these 
advantages, who are not one whit better stones personally than 
the people of other countries, ought still, by reason of the sur- 
roundings and advantages ‘mentioned, lead all other people in 
every line of endeavor, but when we find this favored land and 
this superior people in combination, what is there on the earth 
to-day that can stund in opposition to it? 

**Where,”’ says the gentleman from Iowa, pointing to one of 
the evidences of our splendid success, ‘‘ can you find anything like 
that anywhere in the world outside of the influence of our pro- 
tective tariff?’’ etc. 

If the protective tariff is responsible for the prosperity pictured 
by the gentleman, then our people and our country are not. If it 
is a question of tariff and not people and country, then it is quite 


| evident that all countries should prosper in proportion to the 


height of their tariff schedules. Why, then, I wonder, does not 
the Republican party double the tariff rates, and thus increase 
twofold the wages and the general prosperity? 

Mulhall, the greatest of all statisticians, has said: ‘‘An ordinary 
farm hand in the United States raises as much grain as three in 
England, four in France, five in Germany, six in Austria.”’ 

If I am not mistaken, the gentleman from Illinois, chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in his remarks here this after- 
noon said that one American workman was as good as four Euro- 
pean workmen. 

Is that not an unanswerable argument for higher wages to the 
American farm hand, lower prices to the American consumer of 
American farm products, and at the same time a better return to 
the owner of the farm than is possible in any of the other coun- 
tries named? 

If the tariff controls wages and success, why is it that the em- 
ployee in the Massachusetts factory receives 27 per cent of the 
value of the product he turns out as against 19 per cent received 
by the same worker in South Carolina? It is not a question of 
tariff-there, but of superiority of the Massachusetts man and 
methods employed by him, permitting him to turn out above $700 
more per annum than his less-favored brother. 

Is it not true that while the German blacksmith was turning 
out twenty beam hangers a day his American cousin, with an 
American machine, was making thirty-five times as many? 

Does it not cost just about ten times as much to print cotton 
goods in England as it does in the United States? 

Did our friend the enemy every read of the visit to an Ameri- 
can silk mill of an English mill owner who, when he found that 
the machinery was making nearly 5,000 revolutions a minute, 
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exclaimed, ‘‘ If we ran our machinery at that speed we couldn’t 
keepa girl in the factories.’’ Then contemplate, for a minute, a 
recently published statement that the silk-mill machinery to-day 
in America is run at three times that speed. 

The American nail maker is paid ten times as much as the Eng- 
lish nail maker, but he produces for that extra wage twenty-eight 
times as many nails as the Englishman. Why should he not be 
better paid? Relatively to his productive capacity heis not as well 
paid. [Loud applause. } 

** Where,” asks the gentleman, “‘ can you find anything like that 
anywhere in the world outside of the influence of our protective 
tariff?’’ etc. 

Where, Mr. Chairman, can you find another Declaration of 
Independence, another Washington, another Jefferson, another 
Franklin, another Lincoln, another Edison? 

Where can you find another New York or another Chicago? 
Where can you find another wheat field of 144 square miles where 
they use machines which ‘‘cut, thrash, clean, and bag the grain 
at the rate of three bags a minute’’ to match our California field? 

Where outside of our country can you find them cutting down 
trees for one establishment and within sixteen hours turn out of 
that mill those same trees in the shape of a paper sheet 150 miles 
long and nearly 150 feet wide? 

Where can you match the American man? Where, God bless her, 
can you equal the American woman? Nowhere on this earth; 
her equal does not live; she stands alone, the highest type of 
God’s handiwork; and with the American man on the throne 
and the American woman the power behind himf and the in- 
spiration before him, God grant that this great land may continue 
to go on and on, each year exceeding in the general prosperity of 
all our people the years that have gone before. [Applause. } 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island [Mr. GRANGER]. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, it is my intention to speak 
briefly, and I do so solely for the purpose of placing on record a 
statement in regard to the recent election in Rhode Island and to 
correct a statement which has been made on the floor of this 
House at the first session of this Congress upon that subject. 
When I first came to the House I was immensely impressed with 
the dignity and the venerableness of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] who poses as the prophet and statistician of 
the Republican party. But, sir, when I began to examine his 
statistics, to examine a statement of fact in regard to that portion 
of the country from which I come, and with which I am myself 
familiar, I was indeed surprised. I do not know from whence 
the gentleman obtained the information, but I am confident it 
was not obtained from my colleague, for I know that my col- 
league would have given him only correct information in regard 
to the State election in that very small State. 

But, sir, referring to what the gentleman from Ohio said, he 
told us that he had been shocked a year ago by the election of a 
Democratic governor in Rhode Island by over 7,000 plurality, and 
that he had found on looking into the recent election that that 
plurality had been reduced to 1,300. To a certain extent that is 
true. It was reduced to 1,300, but the inference which would be 
drawn naturally from the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 
would be that the Democratic governor of Rhode Island had been 
reelected by 5,700 less votes than he received a year ago. 

On the contrary. sir, notwithstanding the efforts that were 
made by the Republican party in that State, efforts that have never 
been surpassed at any previous election, the governor of Rhode 
Island was reelected by a reduced vote of only 1,700. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio proceeded to state that the candidate for lieu- 
tenant-governor had been elected by 8,000 plurality. Where the 
gentleman obtained those figures it is impossible for me to tell. 
As a matter of fact, the Republican candidate for lieutenant-gov- 
ernor was elected by a plurality of only 381. I mustconfess that 
I was very much shocked when I found that the statistics given 
by the gentleman from Ohio could not bear inspection and that 
his 8,000 plurality had shrunk to 381. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

I do not know from whom he obtained his statistics, but I do 
know that if the gentleman from Ohio wishes to know the real 

olitical tendency in Rhode Island he should compare the vote 
in Rhode Island at the recent election with the vote in Rhode 
Island four years ago in a corresponding year, the year before 
the Presidential election. Four years ago we find the Republican 
vote was 24,308, while in 1903 it is 29,275, an increase of 4,967. 
The Democratic vote has increased during that period from 
14,602 to 80,578, or an increase of 15,976. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. } 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, in four years the Republican 
vote has increased 20 per cent and the Democratic vote over 100 
per cent. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

The gentleman from Ohio has stated that the result in Rhode 
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Island a year ago shocked him, but I fear that a careful study of 
the political conditions in Rhode Island to-day and in this last 
election will not tend to benefit his condition. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman has referred to the vote for the general assembly, 
It is true, Mr. Chairman, that the Democrats have failed to carry 
the general assembly in Rhode Island. It is true also that the 
Democrats have, by a small number—four or five—fewer votes in 
the general assembly than they had last year. 

But, sir, it should be borne in mind that it is not the majority 
of the voters in Rhode Island who control the general assembly in 
that State. It is the minority in Rhode Island who elect the ma- 
jority of the delegates. If the gentleman will turn to the statis- 
tics of the election a year ago—I have not the statistics for this 
year—he will find that 65 Republican members were elected to the 
legislature by abovft 12,000 votes and that 44 Democratic mem- 
bers were elected by 24,000 votes. In other words, if the Rhode 
Island voters were equitably represented in the general assembly 
of Rhode Island our legislature would be overwhelmingly Demo- 
cratic. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

The tendency in Rhode Island has been steadily toward the 
Democratic party. The Democratic vote has steadily increased 
and the Democratic percentage of the popular vote has more than 
doubled within the last four vears. 

Rhode Island, sir, is a small State, but I am not aware that the 
size of a thermometer is a criterion of its worth. The tendency 
in Rhode Island is, I believe, the tendency in this country; and I 
believe that the pulse of the whole country can be felt in the 
small State of Rhode Island by the growth of over 100 per cent in 
the Democratic sentiment of that State in the last four years. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Capron]. 

Mr. CAPRON. r. Chairman, I had not expected that the 
late election in Rhode Island and the reference to it which has 
been made incidentally on this floor would be ventilated here to- 
day. But Iam very glad to have the opportunity to supplement 
my colleague’s statements in a manner which will perhaps let in 
more light upon the situation in Rhode Island than he has been 
able to give in the short time accorded him. For myself I will 
say ina general way that the late election in Rhode Island was 
very satisfactory from the standpoint of a Republican. As to 
the matter of percentages and statistics, I can not undertake to 
enter into that sort of calculation, because percentages are so de- 
ceiving, especially when applied to or by the Democratic party. 

I find, forinstance, that when the gentleman states that there was 
a 100 per cent reduction of Republican votes or anincrease of 100 per 
cent in the Democratic votes in Rhode Island in the last year, it is 
about as satisfactory a statement as it would be to say that the Re- 
publican representation in this House had decreased 50 per cent in 
the last year and the Democratic representation increased a hun- 
dred times the same proportion. The facts are simply this: That 
at the election one year ago, in which the governor was elected 
by something like seven or eight thousand—and I donot remember 
the exact figures and I have not them at hand—it was the result 
of local conditions which followed a car strike, during which the 
militia was called out, and intense local feeling was shown in the 
result of the subsequent election. As was stated on this floor by 
the distinguished gentleman from Missouri at one time, the mat- 
ter was one which he believed to be purely local; and such was 
the fact, and was so understood. 

The governor's plurality at that time was in the vicinity of 
7,500 or 8,000, if my memory serves me correctly. Whether at 
the last election as many less Republicans or as many more 
Democrats voted I have not figured out, nor do I care to do so. 
I only know that this result did happen in our State, viz, that 
every man on the State ticket in Rhode Island was elected by a 
handsome plurality except the governor. The lieutenant-gov- 
ernor 

Mr. GRANGER. Will my colleague allow me—— 

Mr. CAPRON. Iam very glad to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr.GRANGER. Willmycolleaguestate what was the * hand- 
some majority ’’ by which the lieutenant-governor was elected, and 
will he state also the figures that were given by the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

Mr. CAPRON. I should have to borrow my colleague’s memo- 
randum book before I could give the exact figures; but I am sat- 
isfied to state that we elected the lieutenant-governor, the secre- 
tary of state,the general .treasurer, the attorney-general, and a 
senate and house by sufficiently large and increased pluralities, so 
that we went-home in a very smiling condition after the results 
of the election were known. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You elected one Democratic Congressman 
also, and that made you smile. 

Mr. CAPRON. We elected that Democratic Congressman one 
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year ago, I would state to the gentleman. We have elections an- 
nually in Rhode Island, and it is the recent State election last 
month which we are discussing. 

Mr. STANLEY. I would ask the gentleman if, under the cir- 
cumstances, he would not have gone home smiling if he had gone 
in with a majority of but one, knowing that he got there? 

Mr. CAPRON. Weill, the smile would not have been as broad 
asit was. Still, [would have smiled. Oneisa good many. We 
elected our secretary of state, if I remember correctly, by a 
plurality of about 7,000, an increase of a considerable number. 
Now, understand, this is on the Australian ballot, pure and 
simple. We have no pasters to put on the-ballot. Every man’s 
name on the ballot in Rhode Island must be marked by a cross 
against his name. We have no fraud, no corruption in Rhode 
Island, I would like to state. [Applauseand laughter.] Elections 
are honestly conducted there, and I am glad to be able to assert 
here that except in a few isolated and inconsequential instances 
this matter of corruption which has heen charged, and of bribery 
which has been alleged, is untrue in so far as it has been applied 
to the State of Rhode Island. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CAPRON. Well, Mr. Chairman, perhaps I have said 
enough, but I could prepare myself with statistics which would 
conclusively prove that the State of Rhode Island isas absolutely 
certain as any State in New England or in the Union to go Repub- 
lican in the Presidential election next year. [Applause.] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6758, the pen- 
sion appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Lamar of Florida, for indefinite time, on account of im- 
portant business in Florida. 

To Mr. Houston, till Monday, on account of important busi- | 
ness. 


ENGRAVINGS, DRAWINGS, AND MAPS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the House to 
the fact that on yesterday, by resolution, the House ordered that | 
certain documents should be printed with engraving of drawings 
and maps, at the request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 
TON], chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. There | 
are some additional documents of similar nature which came to | 
the Speaker’s desk before that order was made. Without objec- 
tion, that order as made will apply to the documents the titles of 
which, for greater certainty, the Clerk will now report. 


| 





, tien asked for be granted. 
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SUBMARINE CABLES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report by the Sec- 
retary of State, with accompanyi aa to the claims of the 
Eastern Extension Australasia an ina Telegraph Company, the Cuba 
Submarine Telegraph Company, and La Compagnie Francaise des Cabies 
Zreenanayese tor damages done to their cables and property by United 
States naval and military authorities during the _——< merican war. 


HEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wnhairet Hovst, December 11, 1903. 
The message and accompanying documents were referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SCHOONER LILLIE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress a report by the 
Secretary of State, with accompanying papers, in the claim of the British 
schooner Lillie. 


Wuirs House, December 11, 1903. 
The message and accompanying documents were referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
INTERNATIONAL SANITARY BUREAU. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President: 

The Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, relating to the 
International Sanitary Bureau created by the First International Sanitary 
Conference of the American Republics, in pursuance of a resolution of the 
Pan-American conference during the winter of 1901-2, and asking for an ap- 
my »sriation to meet the annual share of the United States in the expenses of 
the reau. 

In view of the importance of this Bureau, I recommend that the appropria 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuitr Hovwsn, December 11, 1903. 


The message and accompanying documents were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BUILDING FOR BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 


| from the President: . 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a request from the Secretary of State, looking to the 
payment of thisGovernment’squota ofa fund to be contributed by the govern- 
ments forming the International Unionof American Republics for the erec- 
tion ofa building in thecity of Washington for the use of the Bureau of the 
American Republics. 

I approve the recommendations made by the Secretary of State and 
strongly recommend the matter to the favorable consideration of Congress. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuirs Hovss, December 11, 1908. 
The message and accompanying documents were referred to 


The Clerk read as follows: | the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 


PR Document No. 39, Examination and Survey of Wrangell Narrows, 
aska. i 
~ i reas Document No. 36, Examination and Survey of Weymouth Fore River, | 
lessnchusetts, 
House Document No. 44, Reclamation of Arid Lands. i 
House Document No. 7, Site for Naval ine on New England Coast. | 
House Document No. 46, Report of Board of Managers of the National | 
Home for Disabled Votunteer Soldiers. | 


= SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ADDITIONAL PAGE IN PRESS GALLERY. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the 
Committee on Accounts to report, with a favorable recommenda- 
tion, the resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to emplo' i 
during the r nder of the 
gent fund of the House, at the rate of $75 per month. 

The SPEAKER. The question is onagreeing to the resolition, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, Iam also authorized by the 
Commitiee on Accounts to report the following resolution, which 
I will ask to have read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Accounts is hereby au- | 


thorized to employ an assistant clerk to said committee during the illness of 
clerk of said committee, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of 
Representatives, at the rate of $$ per day. 


The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


XXXVITI-——10 


be printed. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
' The motion was agreed to. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 14 minntes 
p. m.), the House, pursuant to the above order, adjourned until 
Mond=y, December 14, 1993. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi- 
cations was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, calling at- 

| tention to the desirability of the adoption of new Government 
| salary tables—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


an additional page, Hugh Williams, in the press gallery | to be printed. 
present fiscal year, to be paid out of the contin- 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
| of a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs inclosing a 
| copy of an agreement with the Ottawa Indians, and a draft of a 
| bill to carry into effect the terms of the said agreement—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
| <A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting, with 
| a letter from the acting governor of Porto Rico, a copy of a me- 
| morial relative to legislation in regard to river and harbor im- 
provements—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 


| ting a copy of a communication from the Public Printer submit- 
ting a recommendation as to certain unexpended balances—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Treasurer of the United 
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States submitting an estimate of appropriation for additional em- 
ployees in his office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of State 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of diction- 


tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Public Printer submit- 
ting a recommendation as to use of certain unexpended balances— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Kaw 


(Kansas) River, Kansas—tothe Committee on River and Harbors, | 


and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Elk River, | 


West Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the Missis- 
sippi River from Quincy, Ill., to Sny Levee—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the Ohio 
River near Elizabethtown, [il.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Onset 
River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Missouri 


Chute, Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and | L 
| mittee on the District of 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 


ordered to be printed. 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of St. Charles 
Bay, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Yamhill | 
River, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 


ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Pointe aux 
Barques. Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of channel of 
West River, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to The brig Resolution, Alpheus Billings, 
master, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to The sloop Hawk, Holden Langford, 
master, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to The brig Polly, Joseph Edes, master, 
against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to The schooner Polly, John Drummond, 
master, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to The schooner Molly, John Millett, 
master, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be priuted. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to The brig Mehitable, William Orne, 
master, against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation 
in relation to the issue of medals of honor—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1353) for the relief of the Madison Female Insti- 


aries of the Spanish language—to the Committee on Appropria- | bate, of Eiehenens, Sy.—Comasiine an s6uiney. Anmes dis- 


charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1981) concerning an act entitled “‘An act grant- 
ing pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832-1842, in- 
clusive,”’ approved July 27, 1892—Committee on Military Affairs 


| discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 5617) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Hereford—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5958) granting a pension to Mrs. James Griffin— 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6050) granting a pension to D. W. Marshall— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6098) granting a pension to Hugh Reid—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6418) for the relief of J. H. McDaniel—Committee 
on — Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on ims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 7022) to amend section 4 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to the Metropolitan police of the 
District of Columbia,’’ ap “etd February 28, 1901—to the Com- 

um bia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7023) to amend an act to regulate the height 
of buildings in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7024) to name streets, avenues, alleys, high- 
ways, and reservations in that part of the District of Columbia 
outside of the city of Washington, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7025) providing for a superintendent of the 
fire department of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 7026) to — for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Stevens Point, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7027) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public ae thereon at Manitowoc, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEARST: A bill (H. R. 7028) for the establishment of 
. poems post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


oads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7029) author- 
izing the retirement of light-house keepers and the payment to 
them of a pension—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7080) to refer 
to the Court of Claims the claims of the Peoria, Kaskaskia, Wea, 
and Piankashaw Indians against the United States, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 7031) granting to the State 
of California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of 
public lands in said State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 7032) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Trinidad, 
Colo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7033) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act provicing for certain requirements for vesse!s 
propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors,”’ approve: 
January 18, 1897—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine ai! 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. SPERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7034) to prevent 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7035) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building in the city of Blue- 
field, W. Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HULL (by request): A bill (H. R. 7036) for the protec- 
tion of producers, manufacturers, and vendors of milk and cream, 
and of lawful milk beverages composed mainly of milk, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 















By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 7087) to fix the 
number of printed copies of the Report of the Secre of Agri- 
culture and of the Report of the Bureau of Animal Industry—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 7038) to provide for the 
transportation of Government supplies in United States vessels— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7039) to fix the time for the 
convening of Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 7040) to promote economy in 
the administration of the Post-Office Department—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 7041) relating to liability of com- 
mon carriers by railroads in the District of Columbia and Terri- 
tories and common carriers by railroads engaged in commerce 
between the States and between the States and foreign nations 
to their employees—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


and improving the United States building at Lynchburg, Va., 
containing the United States court rooms, clerk’s office, post- 
office, and internal-revenue offices—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7043) to erect a custom-house and post-office 
buildirg in the city of South Boston, Va.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7044) for the erection of a public building at | 
oe Neanbete ‘blie Builds ‘Grousds, | the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


Radford, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7045) for the erection of a public building at 
Bedford City, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7046) to grant franking privilege to agricul- 


tural departments of States and Territories—to the Committee on | 


the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7047) for the relief of gaugers, storekeeper- 
gaugers, and storekeepers—to the Cofimittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R,'7048) to amend section 3255, Revised Statutes 
of the United States, concerning the distilling of brandy fruits— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7049) for the erection of a monument to An- 
drew Lewis—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7050) to return to the several States the 
amount*remaining to the credit of captured and abandoned prop- 
erty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7051) fixing the rank of senior 
sergeant-majors and senior quartermaster-sergeants inthe Marine 
Corps, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7052) to require the em- 


ployment of vessels of the United States for public purposes—to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7053) to regulate the natural- 
ization of aliens—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 


By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 7054) for establishing a Na- 


tional Bureau of Insurance, and so forth—to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7055) to provide for the 
transportation of naval and other stores in American-built ships— 
to tho Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7056) cre- 
ating 2 commission to consider and recommend legislation for the 
deveiopment of the American merchant marine, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 7057) permitting railroad com- 
panies owning railroads in the Indian Territory to sell and con- 
vey the whole or any part thereof, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 7105) to restore in part proceeds 


of captured and abandoned property—to the Committee on War | 


Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7201) for the relief of the State 
of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 7262) to 
allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians in the State of New 
York, and extend the protection of the laws of the United States 
and of the State of New York over such Indians, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 7263) to ratify and amend 
‘an agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, 
in North Dakota, and making an appropriation and provision to 
carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the con- 
struction of a light-house and fog signal at Diamond Shoal, on 
the coast of North Carolina, at Cape Hatteras—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 7265) to change the name of 
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Madison street to Samson street—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) author- 
izing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to permit the 
erection of certain poles and overhead wires in connection with 
the work of eliminating grade crossings in the city of Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 65) to promote 
peace among nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A resolution (H. Res. 87) to authorize the 
chairman of the Committee on Railways and Canals to appoint a 
janitor for said committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MINOR: A resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing the 
chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment to appoint a clerk—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A resolution (H. Res. 89) authorizing 


| the chairman of the Committee on Education to appoint a jani- 
By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 7042) to provide for enlarging | 


tor—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A resolution (H. Res. 90) asking Secretary 
of War for detailed statement of the progress made in work on 
filtration plant in District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


follows: 
By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 7058) granting a pension to 


| Louisa E. Satterfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 7059) granting an increase 
of pension to James Redshaw—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 7060) granting an increase of 
pension to Palin H. Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7061) granting an increase of pension to 
David Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7062) granting a pension to Kate M. A. 
Mortensen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7063) granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 7064) granting an increase of 

msion to Charles von Lukowitz—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert Nimmerguth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7066) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. 
Constant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 7067) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jerome R. Snow—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7068) increasing the pension of Ruth M. 
Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7069) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Cooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7070) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7071) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Carson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7072) granting a pension to Mary McCall— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7073) for the 
relief of Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, United States Navy, retired—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7074) granting an increase of 
pension to Jesse Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7075) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Mouser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7076) granting a pension to Sarah A. Pitt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7077) grant- 
ing a pension to Elias Knupp—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7078) granting a pension to Rachel B. 
Denny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7079) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7080) to rectify and complete the military 
record of John Houpt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7081) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary J. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 7082) to correct the record by 
removing charge of absent without leave against the military 
record of Peleg T. Griffith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 7083) granting an increase | 


of pension to Albert P. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7084) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin V. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7085) granting an increase of pension to 
William Spiegelberg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7086) granting a pension to 

Isaac D. Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 7087) to in- 
demnify Gilbert Shaw, of Henry County, Mo., for homestead land 
by granting other lands in lie thereof—to the Committee on the | 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7088) granting a pension to | 
Enoch F. Blackwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7089) granting an increase of 
pension to James R. Werts—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7090) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob N. Lowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7091) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Gummo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7092) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam 8. aS the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7093) for the relief of Harriet Kyler—to the | 





Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7094) granting a_pension to 
Herbert Mueller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of 
pension to Harrison H. Hakes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s100s. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7096) granting 
an increase of pension to Eva A. Burgess—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7097) granting an increase of pension to John 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7098) granting relief to certain members of 
the Seventh Michigan Cavalry, war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7099) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel M. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7100) granting an increase of pension to 
James Rookard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7101) nting a pension to John H. Ragle— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 7102) for the relief of Edward | 
Fountain—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7103) for the relief of E. W. Donnelly—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7104) for relief of parties for anenty taken 
by the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7106) for the relief of Mrs. Susan A. Din- | 
widdie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7107) for the relief of Albert F. May—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7108) for the relief of 8S. Plummer Morton, 
alias Martin Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) for the relief of Dr. W. E. Pittman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7110) for the relief of the State Savings Bank, 
of Roanoke, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7111) for the relief of R. T. Priddy, executor 
of John D. Priddy, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7112) for the relief of R. L. Johnson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of the Free and Accepted 
Order of Masons, in the town of Keysville, Charlotte County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7114) for the relief of D. A. Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7115) for the relief of Joseph White—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7116) for the relief of David Sloan—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H.. R. 7117) for relief of W.S. Hodges—to the Com- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of E. H. Murrell—to the 


mittee on War 8 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7119) for relief of C. T. Bowen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7120) for the relief of W. R. Perfater—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R.'7121) for the relief of Z. B. Moorman—to the 
Committee on Claims. 




















Also, a bill (H. R. 7122) for the relief of Susan Sloan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Elijah Poage—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7124) for the relief of Gertrude S. Tarlton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7125) for relief of Dr. R. Gordon Simmons—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7126) for the relief of the Methodist Protes- 
tant Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7127) for the relief of Hugh C. Preston—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7128) for the relief of John B. Ferguson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7129) for the relief of James D. Hankins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7130) for the relief of the legal representa- 
he of Benjamin Wilkes, deceased—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7131) for the relief of Mrs. Pinnie L. Carr— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7132) for the relief of J. W. Chandler—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7133) for the relief of R. T. Vaughn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7134) for the relief of Hugh C, Preston—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7135) for the relief of I. O. B. Palmer—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7136) for the relief of W. S. Rodden—to the 


| Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7137) for the relief of the estate of Zachariah 
F.. Calbreath—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill, (H. R. 7138) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7139) granting an increase of pension to St, 
Clair T. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7140) granting a pension to Lillie A. Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 7141) for relie* of the heirs of 


| J. A.J. Rooker, deceased, James Deatherage, administrator of 


estate of deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 7142) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah Painter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 7148) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7144) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Lockley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 7145) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ambrose L. Hendee—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7146) granting a pension to Martha 
E. rk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7147) granting an increase of pension to Joe 
F. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 7148) for the relief of C. W. Mer- 
rick, of Pueblo, Colo.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 7149) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel W. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7150) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Bland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7151) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7152) granting an increase of pension to Jeff. 
K. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7153) granting an increase of pension to Mah- 
lon mary the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7154) nting a pension to Hiley Woods— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7155) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Link—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7156) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7157) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
cien R. Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7158) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert Hertel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 7159) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
J. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7160) granting an increase of pension to John By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 7203) granting an increase of 


S. French---to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. pension to Robert W. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7161) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bili (H. R. 7204) for the relief of 
Edward Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Jacob Rinehart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7162) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Also, a bill (H. R. 7205) granting a pension to Mary Case—to 
H. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7163) granting an increase of pension to John Also, a bill (H. R. 7206) granting a pension to Robert Gilmore— 
Tindall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7164) granting an increase of pension to Salina | Also, a bill (H. R. 7207) granting a pension to Reuben Ward— 
T,. Helms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7165) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Also, a bill (H. R. 7208) granting an increase of pension to 
H. Strange—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Thomas 8S. Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7166) granting an increase of pension to Wil- Also, a bill (H. R. 7209) granting an increase of pension to John 
liam Danbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. W. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7167) granting anincrease of pension to John Also, a bill (H. R. 7210) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. liam T. Harden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7168) granting an increase of pension to Enos| Also, abill (H.R.7211) granting an increase of pension to James 
Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A. J. Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7169) granting an increase of pension to Wil- Also, a bill (H. R. 7212) granting an increase of pension to 
liam Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Stewart Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7170) granting an increase of pension to George Also, a bill (H.R. 7213) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . | Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7171) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 7214) to remove the sentence 
Cynthia A, Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of court-martial from the military record of Morgan Everts—to 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 7172) granting an increase of pension to Alex- | the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ander W. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7215) for the relief of D. C. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7178) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | Owings—to the Committee on Claims. 
liam H. Piker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7216) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7174) granting an increase of pension to Isaac | John Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 7217) granting a pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7175) granting an increase of pension to John | Elizabeth E. Schultz—to the Committee on Pensions. 
M. Swaim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7218) grant- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7176) granting an increase of pension to Allen | ing an increase of pension to Alfred F. Clarke—to the Committee 
W. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7177) granting an increase of pension to Wil- Also, a bill (H. R. 7219) granting an increase of pension to 
liam H. Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. George W. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7178) granting a pension to Martha Rankin— | Also, a bill (H. R. 7220) granting an increase of pension to Her- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | bert A. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7179) granting a pension to Malinda K.| Also, a bill (H. R. 7221) granting an increase of pension to John 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7180) granting a pension to John Hurst—to | Also, a bill (H. R. 7222) granting a pension to Charles A. Hun- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ter—to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7181) for the relief of Charles Plamb—to the | Also, a bill (H. R. 7223) granting a pension to Eva D. Kellogg— 
Committee on Military Affairs. | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7182) for the relief of Thomas Doyle—to the | Also, a bill (H. R. 7224) authorizing the payment to the admin- 
Committee on Military Affairs. | .strator of late Ephraim Perkins, captain, of the value of his three- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7183) for the relief of Albert M. Cook—to | quarters of brigantine Eliza and cargo, illegally captured by the 
the Committee on Military Affairs. French, as ascertained by the Court of Claims—to the Committee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7184) for the relief of George H. Gibson—to | on Claims. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. | By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 7225) to correct the military 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7185) for the relief of Andrew B. Ritter—to | record of Samuel F. Hall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. | By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 7226) for the relief of the legal rep- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7186) to correct the military record of Benja- | resentatives of Charles W. Adams, deceased—to the Committee on 
min Cornwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7187) granting a discharge to James M. Pow-| Also,a bill (H. R. 7227) granting an increase of pension to 
ell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Rebecca Tolson—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 7188) granting an increase of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7228) for the relief of Stonewall Cockrill, of 





pension to John H. Groves—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
sions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7229) for the relief of William Bushby—to 
By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 7189) for the relief of Louis H. | the Committee on Claims. 
Legler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 7230) granting 
By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 7190) for the relief of the Bank | a pension to Fanny Hay Maffitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
of North Wilkesboro—to the Committee on Claims. | sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7191) for the relief of John F. Foard—to the By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7231) granting a pension 
Committee on War Claims. to John White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7192) for the relief of Oliver Dockery—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 7232) granting an increase of pension to John 
Committee on Claims. | 8. Stanger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7193) for the relief of A. H. Boyden, execu-| Also, a bill (H. R. 7233) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
tor of Nathaniel Boyden—to the Committee on Claims. | Newsom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7194) for the relief of George W. Fisher—to | Also, a bill (H. R. 7234) granting an increase of pension to W. A. 
the Committee on War Claims. Gunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7195) for the relief of J. B. Fitzgerald—to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7235) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Azariah 8. Ellwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7196) for the relief of John W. Gray—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to W. R. 
Committee on War Claims. McCullough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 7197) for the relief of Daniel | By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7237) granting 
Dilts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a pension to Anna E. Hethrington—to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 7198) for the relief of the heirs | Pensions. 
of William Wesley Turner,deceased—to the Committee on Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R. 7238) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 7199) for the relief of | Fyana E. Meyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





James A. Kennedy—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 7239) granting a pension to Lydia 
By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7200) granting a pension to | M. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Thomas Laramore—to the Committée on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 7240) granting an increaso 


Also, a bill (H, R. 7202) for the relief of Compaiiia de los Fer- of pension to Mary E. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
rocarriles de Puerto Rico—to the Committee on War Claims, Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7241) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip H. Strunk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7242) for 


a relief of W. B. Whitfield—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WACHTER: (by request) A bill (H. R. 7248) granting 
an increase of pension to Ann A. Botsford—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7244) granting an increase of pension to 
Williamina R, Allenbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7245) granting an increase of pension to 
Priscilla C. Dodd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7246) granting an 
increase of pension to Iradell W. Williams—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 7247) to remove the charge of desertion from 
~- record of William Ridge—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to R. H. Cooke—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7249) granting a pension to Mary Jenkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7250) granting a pension to James Gillen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7251) granting a pension to Mary T. Easton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7252) granting a pension James M. Garrett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 7258) granting an increase 


of pension to William M. Pomroy—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7254) for the relief of Franklin Woodford— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 7255) to correct the military 
ae of Henry W. Hardman—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 
By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 7256) for the relief of John L. 


Brown and the estates of A. T. Redditt and William G. Judkins— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7257) for the relief of T. H. B. Myers, surviv- 
ing partner of John Myers & Son—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7258) for the relief of theestateof W. F. San- | 


derson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7259) for the relief of Walter T. Dough—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7260) for the relief of the estate of Esau 
Berry, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7261) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
A. Dough, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BATES: Petitions of citizens of Slippery Rock, Butler | 


County, Pa., favoring the 
to the interstate liquor t 


ary. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of residents of Pensacola Navy- 
Yard, Fla., complaining of conditions existing and praying that 


assage of the Hepburn bill, relating 
c—to the Committee on the Judici- 


Congress grant to the State of Florida such portions of the naval | 


reservation as lie outside the navy-yard—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of Albert Nimmerguth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petition of the National Temperance 
Society, of New York, asking for the appointment of a commis- 
sion of inquiry into the liquor traffic and its effects—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, letter from New York Board of Trade and Transportation, 
favoring restoring our merchant marine to its former condition— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of a mass meeting of citizens of Wichita, Kans., 
favoring enlargement of powers of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, letter from the Southwestern Kansas and Oklahoma Im- 
plement and Hardware Dealers’ Association, of Wichita, Kans., 
protesting against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 
— of pension to Hiram Ward—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 








Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas A. Carson—to the Committee on Invalid Rensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Letter from W. B. Glasgow, Pawnee City, 
Nebr., and W. B. Harter, Nebraska City, Nebr., in favor of the 
passage of the McCumber bills forbidding the sale of liquors in 
= en buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

raftic. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of a meeting of citizens of 
| Wichita, Kans., favoring enlargement of power of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Woodson Post, No. 185,Grand Army of the 
Republic, Yates Center, Department of Kansas, favoring the pas- 
| Sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Southwestern 
Lumbermen’s Association, of Kansas City, Mo., relating to an 
amendment to Senate bill 1261—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letters from J. C. Froelich, Navarre, Kans., and South- 
western Kansas and Oklahoma Implement and Hardware Com- 
| pany, of Wichita, Kans., against p e of a parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of B. U. Sharon, of Cowley 
| County, and Harry E. Halsey, of Chetopa, Kans., against sale of 
| intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings and Soldiers’ 
| Homes—to the Commiitee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolution of a meeting of citizens of Wichita, Kans., 
| favoring enlargement of power of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
| wnission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany bill 
| to pension Mrs. Rachel B. Denny—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolution of Oliver B. Smith 
| Post, of Minnesota, favoring passage of a service-pension law—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Papers written by Charles Stoughton, of 
| New York, relating to the Harlem River project—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of G. L. Willard Post, No. 34, Grand Army 
| of the Republic, of Troy, Department of New York, favoring 
passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Balti- 
more, Md., relative to a 35-foot channel of the main ship channel 
from the port of Baltimore—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Gilbert Shaw—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill to pension Enoch 
Foley Blackwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 958—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the standing committees of 
the National Business League, in faver of a greater navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
| to Harrison H. Hakes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. GIBSON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
| T. L. Anderson, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. GRIFFITH: Letter from the Fire Underwriters’ Asso- 
| ciation of the Northwest, Indianapolis, Ind., favoring passage of 
bill H. R. 3585, amending sections of the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of the nonpartisan conven- 
tion at Juneau, Alaska, against a Territorial form of government 
for Alaska at this time—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of the 
— of J. A. J. Rooker, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Farragut Post, No. 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, prayin- 
for the passage of bill H. R. 17205—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolution of the United So- 
ciety of Christian Endeavor, of New Britain, Conn., against sale 
of liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on A|- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, recommending an appropriation for the improvement 
of Siuslaw Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Papers toaccompany bill H. R. 1494, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac D. Neihardt—to the Committve 
| on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Mission Ridge Post, No. 149, Grand Army 
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of the Republic, Greenwood, Department of Nebraska, favoring 
passage of service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of business men of Monroe Center, I1., 
protesting against enactment of a aaa law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Also, resolution of John O. Duer Post, No. 399, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Hanover, Department of Illinois, favoring pas- 
sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10nSs. 

By Mr. LANNING: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of Daniel Dilts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of A. R. Andrews and other 
citizens of Atlanta, Ga., praying that services of convicts of Fed- 
eral penitenti at Atlanta, Ga., be eee with on granite 
and ground work—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Val- 
entine Lapham—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of Hecker Post, 


No. 48, Grand Army of the Republic, of New Ulm, Department | Military Affairs, and or 


of Minnesota, favoring passage of a service-pension law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Custer Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
No. 44, of Rochester, Department of Minnesota, favoring passage 





SENATE. 


SATURDAY, December 12, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

Mr. STEPHEN B. ELK1ns, a Senator from the State of West Vir- 
ginia, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULLOM, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

DON LUIS BOGRAN H. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a request of 
the Government of Honduras, together with a draft of a joint 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to receive Don Luis 
Bogran H., of Honduras, as a student at the Military Academy at 
West Point at the expense of the Government of Honduras; which, 
with the accompanying May was referred to the Committee on 

ered to be printed. 
EXPORT DUTY ON MANILA HEMP. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 


| nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting translations of 
| notes from the British, French, German, and Italian ambassadors 
and the Belgian and Dutch ministers, seeking the extension to 

their respective countries of the privileges granted by the United 
| States in the matter of the export duty on Manila hemp and fiber 
| levied in the Philippine Islands, etc.; which, with the accompany- 
| ing papers, was referred to the Committee on the Philippines, and 


of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania State Forestry Reserve 
Commission, favoring the preservation of the Calaveras trees in 
California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. McLAIN: Memorial of the mayor and board of alder- 
men of the city of Natchez, Miss., favoring passage of bill H. R. 


4498, for the protection and improvement of Natchez Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. MORRELL: Paper to accompany bill to increase pen- | 


sion of Charles P. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for advancement on retired list 
of the Navy of Robert Potts, Chief Engineer, United States Navy, 
retired—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolution of the Pennsylvania State For- 
estry Reserve Commission, favoring the preservation of the big 
redwood trees of California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: Petition of the National 
Association of Credit Men, favoring passage of Lodge bill for the 
reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 1595, in claim 
of Louisa McCall, administratrix, etc., of McCall & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of J. C. Dunfee and 
others, of Dunfee, Ind., favoring the 
bill relating to the sale of liquors in 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


oring passage of McCumber bill, relating to sale of liquors in 


Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor | 


Trafiic. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
bill for the relief of W. B. Whitfield—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. TTRRELL: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of Marcellus A, Lothrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810n8., ° 
Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Waldo A. 
Fostcr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to Williamina R. Allenbaugh—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 


Priscilla A. Dodd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of business men of North 
Tonawanda, Niagara County, N. Y., protesting against passage 


of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
Poa | ciety of the Scovel Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Detroit, all 


Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Dlinois: Paper to accompany bill to cor- 
a ee record of William Ridge—to the Committee on Mili- 
ary Affairs, 


Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of I. W. Wil- | 


liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Mary Jenkins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension R. H. Cooke—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension John M. Garrett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


be printed. 


assage of the McCumber | 


overnment buildings—to | } L UD 
| Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 


By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of Saybrook, II1., fav- | 


| Wis.., 


ordered to be printed. 
JAMES A. VERRET. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


| mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
| in the cause of James A. Verret, administrator of Adolph Verret, 


deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying ° 
per, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rock- 


ford, Il)., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 


interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Social Economic 


| Club, of Milwaukee, Wis., and a petition of the Woman’s Board 


of the Home Missionary Society of the Baptist Church of Eau 
Claire, Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of 


Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and Job- 
bers’ Union of La Crosse, Wis., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to extend the scope of the act for the suppression 
of lottery traffic. etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of La Crosse, 
raying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
revival of the American merchant marine; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the New Century Club, of 
St. Paul, Minn., and a petition of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Fair Haven, Minn., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the Stateof Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALGER presented petitions of the Ministerial Association 
of Bay City; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, the 


| congregations of the Methodist Episcopal, Congregational, and 


Babtist churches of Sylvan, and of the Woman’s Missionary So- 


in the State of Michigan, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 


| perance Union of Middleboro, Mass., praying for an investigation 


of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 


| Baltimore, Md., praying that an appropriation be made to in- 


By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of | crease the depth of the main ship channel at that port; which 


Henry W. Hardman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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‘He also presented a petition of sundry citizens occupying lands | 
on the naval reservation at Pensacola, Fla., praying for the enact- 
ment of levislation granting to them the right of suffrage; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented memorials of the Labor Lyceum Associa- 
tion; the Cannstatter Volksfest Verein; the Columbia Einj Unterst 
Verein, No. 2; the Court Germania, No. 159; the Guttenberg 
Lodge, No. 6; the Teutonia Lodge, No. 4,and William Penn Con- 
clave, No. 38, all of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the | 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


SUPPRESSION OF FRAUDULENT INSURANCE COMPANIES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta resolution adopted by the South- 
western Lumbermen’s Association at a meeting held in Kansas 
City, Mo., relative to the bill (S. 1261) to extend the scope of the 
act for the suppression of lottery traffic, etc., and containing a | 
proposed amendment thereto. The resolution is only a page and 
a half, and I move that it be printed as a document and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads for considera- 
tion in connection with that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 708) authorizing the Secretary of the In- | 
terior to authorize the building of a bridge across Thief River, in | 
the State of Minnesota, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. | 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2438) to correct the military 
record of Andrew J. Wilhoit; which was read twice by its title, | 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 2439) further to define the | 
duties and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which | 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2440) granting an increase of pen- | 
sion to George Olsen; which was read twice by its title, and, with | 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2441) granting an increase of pen- | 
sion to Frank Lee; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2442) granting a pension to | 
Samuel D. Butler; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- | 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2443) granting an increase of pension to James §&. | 
Rearden; 

A bill (S. 2444) granting an increase of pension to John R. | 
McCullough; 

A bill (S. 2445) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Waters; and 

A bill (S. 2446) granting a pension to John C. Besier. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2447) for the relief of Com- 
mander Augustus G. Kellogg, retired, United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2448) for the relief 
of pensioners of the Metropolitan police fund; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 2449) granting a pension to 
Frederick S. Chamberlain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2450) granting a pension to Adaline Blowers; 


A bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to James O. Lawlis; 

A bill (S. 2452) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Gregg; 

A bill (S. 2458) granting an increase of pension to William H.R. 
Snyder (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2454) granting an increase of pension to Mathusalem D. 
Cook (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. TELLER icteinento bill (S. 2455) granting an honorable 
disc to George W. Casey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. _ : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2456) granting a pension to Wil- 
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liam G. Bradley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (§. 2457) granting a pension to 
William H. Chambers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2458) granting a pension to & H. 
Oney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 2459) for the relief of 
John H. McBrayer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2460) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph H.Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2461) to abolish the office of 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy and create the offce of 
Naval Solicitor; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S..2462) granting a pension to 
Sara A. Wardell; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2463) to amend the act of De- 
cember 21, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws relating to 
American seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and to pro- 


| mote commerce,” in respect toallotments; which was read twice 
| by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 
AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$2,856.11 for payment of the balance due various merchants of 
Cloquet and Fond du Lac, Minn.,.from certain Fond du Lac In- 
dians for supplies furnished said Indians, as ascertained by the 
Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of the act approved 
June 10, 1896, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSOURI STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution and ask for its pres- 
It is for such information as has been hereto- 
fore called for by the Senate in regard to the States named in it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to the Senate what 
amount would be due to the State of Missouri on account of interest and 
other incidental expenses paid in connection with the loans procured in rais- 
ing troops to aid the United States in suppression of the rebellion, 1861-1865, 
if the claim were allowed under the same principles and rules of evidence 
applied in claims of the States of Indiana, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, and 
other States, settled under the provisions of the act of July 27, 1861, and joint 
 ) ce of March 8, 1862, as directed by act of February 14, 1902. (32 Stat., 

) 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that he add the words 
“if any” after the words ‘‘ what amount.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; let it read ‘‘ what amount, if any.” 
That is right. The resolution was drawn at the Treasury De- 
partment and I did not observe the omission. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoe. The resolution will be so 


modified. 


The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

SUPPRESSION OF FRAUDULENT INSURANCE COMPANIES, 

Mr. BURTON. I ask that 300 copies be printed of the hear- 
ings before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the 
Senate on the bill (S. 1261) to amend sections 3894 and 8929 of the 
Revised Statutes and the first section of the act of Congress of 
March 2, 1895, chapter 191, entitled ‘‘An act for the suppression 
of lottery traffic through national and interstate commerce and 
the postal service subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the 
United States,”’ so as to apply the provisions of existing laws to 
letters, postal cards, circulars, pamphlets, and publications con- 
cerning any business of and contracts and policies of life, fire, or 
other insurance transmitted into any State, District, or Territory 
by concerns or persons not authorized to transact such business 
in a District, or Territory from which the same are trans- 
mitted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from Kansas, and the order is made. 

Mr. ALLISON. The copies are to be printed for the use of the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are to be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 
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The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PENROSE 
on the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be,and heis hereby, directed to commu- 


nicate to the Senate, in the same form as in Senate Document No. 59, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, second session, the names of all persons upon either the per- 
manent, emer; pace, or temporary roll of the Government Printing Office 
who were employed therein during the fiscal years 1895 to 1902, inclusive, who 
did not receive any leaves of absence during those fiscal years or pay, for un- 
used leaves of absence, and the amount which such person would have re- 
ceived for each of said fiscal years, separately, if leave pay had been allowed 
either in full or pro rata upon the basis of thirty days for each fiscal year, the 
amount so computed to be according to the pay received and the service per- 
formed by such persons during each of said fiscal years. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the resolution requires some expla- 
nation. The Senator who introduced it is not here. I ask that 
it may go over without losing its place. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Wisconsin. The resolution 
will go over without losing its place. 


PRICES OF AMERICAN GOODS ABROAD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the following resolution, coming over from a previous day. 

The SkcreTaRY. Senate resolution 48, by Mr. Bacon—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Georgia is willing to have 
the resolution referred without debate, I am quite willing that 
that should be done. 

Mr. BACON. Iam certainly not willing, because I can see no 
reason why it should be referred. I see a good many reasons why 
it should not be referred. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to object to its consideration. 

Mr. BACON. Ispeak with the utmost deference to the Senator, 
of course, he will understand. I wish to present some reasons 
why the resolution should not be referred. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator will undoubtedly have 
an opportunity to do that after the present order of business is 
disposed of, 

Mr. BACON. AsI understand the disposition made of other 
resolutions coming over in the same way, they are allowed to 
remain in their present status without prejudice, to be called up 
when the present order has been discharged. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. BACON. Is that correct? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is what has been done 
with several resolutions. The Chair was inclined to rule, if com- 
pelled to make a ruling, that the consideration of these resolu- 
tions is not a part of the routine morning business, but he has 
not made any such ruling and was laying the resolutions before 
the Senate. The Chair is very decidedly of opinion that it would 
be better to have these resolutions lie over until the Cuban bill is 
disposed of under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. BACON. Iam perfectly content that that direction shall 
be given to the resolution I offered. The resolutions, as I under- 
stand it, will, after the special agreement has been discharged or 
a stand exactly before the Senate as they would stand 
to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is that all the resolutions to 
which any objection is made will be allowed to lie on the table, 
retaining their parliamentary position. 

Mr. BACON. Allright. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business. is 
closed. The Chair lays before the Senate the bill known as the 
‘Cuban bill.” 

_ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a conven- 
tion between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed 
on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Foster] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the Senator from Louisiana begins, I 
wish to submit to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations a question. 

The unanimous-consent agreement provides that on Tuesday 
and Wednesday the time for debate shall be equally divided be- 
tween the opponents and the advocates of the bill. I take it that 
contemplates that both days shall be practically occupied by gen- 
tlemen representing the two views. The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] nods his assent, and that was about my 
own construction of the agreement. 

I had desired to address the Senate, and was postponing it as 
long as I could in view of getting my throat in the best possible 
condition. But anxious to avoid any transgression of the unani- 
mous-consent agreement, of course I will forego the idea of speak- 








ing on Tuesday, because in what I have to say I will possibly be 
compelled to occupy practically the entire session of the Senate. 
If that is the understanding, of course I yield to it and will speak 
on Monday. 

Mr. CULLOM. There was almost a tacit understanding that 
the Senator’s side of the Chamber would probably take up all of 
the present week, or substantially so, and that the last two days 
should be regarded as the time in which each party, those opposed 
as well as those in favor of the treaty or the bill, should have an 
opportunity of speaking, there being substantially an equal divi- 
sion of the time. 

That is the reason why I once or twice suggested tothe Senator 
from Texas that if he has a long speech to make it would be bet- 
ter to get it in before that time comes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Frankly, Mr. President, I had supposed that 
we could occupy on this side the whole of Tuesday, leaving the 
whole of Wednesday to be occupied on the other side, until on 
examining the unanimous-consent agreement a moment ago it 
occurred to me that that was not possible. I thought, however, 
I would have an understanding of it. 

That being true, of course I must change my purpose. I shall 
occupy the attention of the Senate on Monday, leaving the agree- 
ment to operate for the two following days. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am unable to state whether there are very 
many Senators on this side of the Chamber or in favor of the bill 
who desire totalk. Butit is only fair, as the Senator from Texas 
can see, that they shall have an equal chance to speak the last two 
or three days. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly recognize that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I understand the Senator from Texas 
to give notice that he will address the Senate on this bill upon 
Monday? 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, if that is the usual way, in order to make 
it certain that no one takes the floor from me, I desire to do that. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Mr. President, the bill under con- 
sideration may well be termed an enabling act, the object and pur- 

se of which is to carry into effect the treaty which was ratified 

y the Senate on the 11th day of December, 1902. It is almost 
vain and useless to enter into any discussion of the merits of this 
measure, because I presume that every Senator has practically 
made up his mind how he shall vote, and nothing that may be 
said could change that determination. But there are those who 
believe it to be their duty to their constituencies and their States, 
as well as their duty to their country, to register their dissent to 
this measure and to record their opposition. 

The discussion of the pending bill necessarily involves the dis- 
cussion of the treaty, and I shall briefly call the attention of the 
Senate to that document. The first article of the treaty between 
this Government and the Republic of Cuba provides that— 

During the term of this convention all articles of merchandise being the 
product of the soil or industry of the United States which are now imported 
into the Republic of Cuba free of duty and all articles of merchandise being 
the product of the soil or industry of the Republic of Cuba which are now 
imported into the United States free of duty shall continue to be soadmitted 
by the respective countries free of duty. 

Article IT provides that all articles of merchandise not included 
in the article which I have read imported from Cuba into this 
country shall be admitted at 20 per cent reduction of the present 
tariff laws of this country, orany tariff laws which may hereafter 
be passed by Congress. call special attention to the fact that 
this article provides for the admission of all articles the product 
of the soil or industry of Cuba at the reduction mentioned during 
the continuance of the treaty. 

The third article provides that during the term of the conven- 
tion all articles of merchandise being the product of the soil or 
industry of the United States shall be admitted into Cuba at a 
reduction of 20 per cent of the rates thereon, as now provided or 
as a hereafter be provided in the customs tariff of said Re- 

ublic. 

. The fourth article provides that during the term of this conven- 
tion the articles of merchandise, as enumerated and described 
therein, being the product of the soil or industry of the United 
States, imported into Cuba shall be admitted at a reduction of 25, 
30, and 40 per cent of the tariff now existing or as may hereafter 
be provided by that Republic. 

It is perfectly evident from a reading of the treaty and the pro- 
visions in these articles that a trained diplomat of our Govern- 
ment has secured a decided advantage over our young and inex- 
perienced sister so far as a cold bargain is concerned, as we have 
obtained a much larger reduction on the products of our soil and 
industry going into Cuba than she has secured for her own. 

Mr. President, there are three reasons assigned for the passage 
of this bill by those who favor it: 

First, it is alleged that from a humane and benevolent consid- 
eration to Cuba this Government should give this relief to her. 

Second, that there is some kind of a moral obligation on the 
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.part of this Government to accord these reciprocal relations to 
that young Republic. 

And, third, that it is in the interest of the manufacturing indus- 
tries of this country that a new market shall be opened for their 
surplus products. 

If it can be shown or demonstrated by indisputable evidence 
that none of these alleged reasons are founded on facts, and there 
are no humane nor moral obligations incumbent on the people 
of this country to enact into a law this or any other commercial 
convention of a similar character, and that the business interests 
do not demand this legislation, nor are our manufacturing inter- 
ests in need of it, nor will they be materially benefited thereby, 
but, on the contrary, great and irreparable injury will result 
from this legislation to the large and vital agricultural interests 
of our country, then the treaty ought not to be put into operation. 

I admit that the first two reasons, the one of humanity and the 
one of moral obligation, always appeal to the big-hearted, noble- 
minded, generous American people. If Cuba is in need, if her 
people are in distress, then no stronger aes could be made to 
the American ple than the appeal of charity. Wherever that 
appeal comes from, Mr. President, it never falls upon deaf ears 
in this country. Disaster or calamity may overtake the people of 
any part of this world, and our people are always eager and anx- 
ious to relieve their suffering and want. 

I distinctly remember in my own State some years ago, when 
we were stricken with pestilence and the ravages of the flood, the 
pockets of the rich and the poor in every section of this country 
emptied their dollars and dimes into that stricken State, and 
though at that period sectional feeling ran high there was no city 
in the American Union which responded more generously and lib- 
erally than did the city of Boston. 

So, Mr. President, this appeal to the charity and benevolence of 
our people, if founded in truth and fact, would and ought to re- 
ceive a ready response. 

Mr. President, the war with Spain was a war largely in the 
interest of humanity. The sufferings of Cuba and the wrongs en- 
dured by that people appealed so strongly to the American public 
that our Government readily took up arms to relieve them of the 
tyrannies and oppressions of Spain. 

lnnmediately after the restoration of peace, when the flag of 
Spain had left that island, there went from this country a number 
of long-sighted, clear-headed American speculators. They saw a 
rich field for adventure and for riches. They bought large tracts 
of idle, vacantland. They purchased extensive sugar plantations. 
They invested in magnificent banana and fruit, estates, while 
wealthy American corporations projected a splendid railway 
system across the island. 

These Americans, quick to understand that any reciprocal treaty 
this Government might make with Cuba woul: not only enhance 
their own investments butat the same time offer inducements for 
other investors, thereby advancing their own interests, appealed 
to the same sentiment in this country that lay behind the war. 
General Wood was at that time the military governor of Cuba. 


His services were enlisted and he became an earnest coadjutor | 
in this movement to appeal to the sympathies and to the senti- | 


ments of the American people on account of the alleged needs 
and distresses in Cuba. : 

I doubt if the history of this country will ever show a more 
systematic and organized effort to deceive and dupe the American 
people and play upon their sympathies and charities than this 
movement on the part of these Americans, aided and assisted by 
the representatives of this Government in that island. Every 
hamlet, every city and municipality gathered together its citi- 
zens and sent appeals to the American people for aid. Letters 
and telegrams were forwarded all over the country, and the 
American press, ever responsive to the noble calls of humanity, 
wherever found, readily espoused the cause of what was thought 
to be suffering Cuba. 

The services of the pulpit were enlisted, and the ministers of 
the gospel throughout the length and breadth of this land thun- 
dered forth their eloquent appeal to the American people to come 
to the help and rescue of the Cuban people, whom they actually 
believed to be in sore distress and actual suffering and want. 

Every agency was industriously employed to build up a senti- 
ment in this country for the relief and aid of the economic condi- 
tions of that island, 

The President of the United States in his message to Congress 
declared: 


Elsewhere I have discussed the question of ~— ye f 
Cuba, however, there are weighty reasons of morality and of national inter- 
est why the oo should be held to have a peculiar application, and I most 
earnestly ask your attention to the wisdom, indeed to the vital need, of pro- 
viding for a substantial reduction in the tariff duties on Cuban imports into 
the United States. Cuba has in her constitution affirmed what we desired, 
that she should stand, in international matters, in closer and more friendly 
relations with us than with any other power, and we are bound by every 
consideration of honor and expediency to pass commercial measures in the 
interests of her material well-being. 


In the case of 








Then, again, in his special message to the Senate of June 13, 1902, 
he states: 


Yesterday, June 12, I received by cable from the American minister in 
Cuba a most earnest a 1 from President Palma for “legislative relief be- 
fore it is too late and this] country financially ruined.” 
So when Congress assembled the work had been well done. The 
press and the pulpit and all the agencies that work up public sen- 
timent had been successful in impressing upon the American 
people the need of this legislation. 
There appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House delegations of representative Cubans and Spaniards, 
planters and merchants, and representative Americans, both fronmr 
Cuba and this country, who related the most thrilling and heart- 
rending stories of Cuba’s pitiable and distressful condition. 
Not only were its financial and economic conditions pictured in 
the darkest colors, but the people of the island were represented 
as not only in absolute want and need, but on the borders of ac- 
tual starvation. 
It was boldly and unblushingly proclaimed both by the Spanish 
planter and the American adventurer that unless relief was fur- 
nished. and without delay,turmoil and strife and bloodshed would 
be the inevitable result. 
Before that committee appeared the now famous Mr. Thurber, 
who with pharisaical hypocrisy pleaded the cause of “‘sufferin 
Cuba,’’ while at the same time his pockets were comfortably fill 
with some twenty-five hundred dollars of the sugar trust’s money, 
and over $8,000 from the coffers of the Cuban treasury, illegally 
noe therefrom by General Wood, the military governor of the 
island. 
But, Mr. President, the relief was not furnished. The House 
of Representatives passed its measure, it came to the Senate, and 
died in the Committee on Foreign Relations. That bill reflected 
the will of the lower House of Congress. After full and mature 
consideration that bill came from the other House as a reflection 
of the wishes and of the will of that great body. 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate to some of the very 
radical and substantial differences in the requirements of that bill 
and the provisions of the present treaty. 
That bill provided, first, that after the enactment by the Gov- 
ernment of Cuba of immigration, exclusion, and contract-labor 
| laws similar and equally as restrictive as the laws of the United 

States on those subjects, the President of the United States would 
be authorized to negotiate with the Government of Cuba a com- 
mercial agreement, wherein reciprocal and equivalent concessions 
would be secured to each of the contracting parties in favor of the 
products and manufactures of the two countries upon a reduction 
of the rate of duties equivalent to 20 per cent ad valorem upon the 
tariff duties of the Governments of the two contracting parties, 
and this commercial agreement was limited in its operation to the 
| Ist day of December, 1903. 

It was further provided in that bill that the differential on re- 
fined sugar should be abolished. 

Mark you, sir, this bill carried with it the will of the majority 
of the House, the only body known to the Constitution of our 
country as having the right to originate revenue measures. 

It declared in unmistakable and unequivocal terms that no 
reciprocal relations or commercial union should be entered into 
between this Government and the Republic of Cuba until the 
latter Government had adopted such immigration and contract- 
labor laws as would prevent either the cheap labor of Europe or 
the serf labor of the Orient from coming in competition with the 
agricultural labor of this country. This was not only a wise and 
safe but it was a patriotic provision. 

Again, this House bill proposed an abolition of the differen- 
tial on refined sugar. The manifest object of this provision was 
twofold—first, to cheapen the commercial article of sugar to the 
consumer, and, secondly, to strike a blow at the American sugar 
trust, which an overwhelming majority of the Members ef Con- 
gress believed was the real force and agent behind this biil; not 
for any benevolent or patriotic object, but rather for the selfish 
| purpose of securing such legislation as would enable it to buy the 
raw sugor cheaper and at the same time maintain the present 
price of its own finished product. 

But, as I stated, this House measure went to sleep and died in 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Louisiana will permit me, I 
think he is mistaken in his statement as to the committee of the 
Senate to which that bill was referred. If I am not very much 
mistaken, it went not to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
but to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I am much obliged to the Senator 


| 





from Georgia for his correction. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Georgia is equally mis- 
taken with the Senator from Louisiana as to which committee 
| the bill was referred. It was referred to the Committee on Cuban 
' Relations, 
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Mr. BACON. True;I had forgotten for the moment that it 
was referred to the Committee on Cuban Relations. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. But, Mr. President, that bill failed. 
No relief was given to Cuba at that session of Congress. The 
lugubrious oc of disaster, of uprising, of turmoil and strife 


in the island were never realized. i 

On the contrary, Cuba, with marvelous strides, moved onward 
and upward on lines of industrial and economic progress. The 
emotional and frantic appeals to the charity, to the benevolence 
of our people were all hushed and silent; the voices of Thurber 
and Wood were no longer heard in the land, and Cuba has been 
comforted, not by any tariff reduction nor by any reciprocal trade 
agreement, but by the abounding wealth which lies in every acre 
of her fertile fields. ; ; 

The truth and the fact is that Cuba to-day is not only richer in 
per capita wealth than this country, but her promises of expanding 
prosperity exceed the hopes or dreams of her best wishers. 

Let me read what Mr. Bascock, one of the leading public men 
in this country, says. This is taken from the Washington Even- 
ing Star: 

Cuba is prosperous. She has a big sugar crop and she will get 100 per cent 
more for itt than last year. Her people show this change in their faces, the 
cities show it in improved ae ee the country shows it in well- 
kept places. It is not on ba” any longer. The financial condition 
of the Government is good, and there is money enough to do business. 

ARGUMENT FOR RATIFICATION. 

Allof this is the strongest argument for the ratification of the Cuban treaty. 
There is a great market in Guba for American goods. With the uliar 
trade conditions there it will be absolutely impossible for the United States 
to get this market without the advantage of tariff concessions. The business 
of the island has been in the hands of Spanish and German merchants for 
the past hundred years. These merchants are good tradesmen, they know 
the methods, they know their customers, and they will hold the trade as long 
as they are not competed with in the way of lower prices. This sort of com- 
petition would be ible on our part if the pending Cuban treaty, which 
would allow American goods to go into the island at a 20 per cent reduction 
on the present tariff, were made operative. 

To fail toratify this treaty would be a great business oversight on the part 
of the American Congress. bans are friendly to Americans. They are 
anxious for the reciprocal tradearrangement. Their two principal products 
are sugar and tobacco, and these they export. All, or practically all, of their 
necessities of life they import, and the United States would get absolutely 
all of this trade under the treaty concessions. 

SITUATION HAS REVERSED ITSELF. 

To my mind the situation as to Cuba has reversed itself since the question 
of going to her relief was up during the last session. She was then just find- 
ing herself after the war. To-day she is doing business. That business may 
be participated in by us or it may beleftto others. If we undertake to share 
in it there is no doubt that both Cuba and the United States will continue 
the prosperity and develop Cuba's necessities and buying possibilities. 


Mr. President, this is from a representative gentleman who 
visited that island and saw for himself its condition. 

I propose now to read from the Diplomatic and Consular Re- 
ports of the trade of Cuba by the English representative in that 
island, presented to both Houses of Parliament in October, 1902: 

The vitality shown by Cuba in the rapid rehabilitation of its sugar indus- 
try during 1899-1900, with practically no financial assistance from abroad, to 
which I called attention in my last annual report, has been still more strik- 
ingly exemplified by the remarkable progress which has been since made in 
spite of the continued steady fall in the value of sugar and the discouraging 


prospects of the market. The crop of 1900-1901, which proved to amount to 
635,5.6 tons, realized very fair prices on the whole, ave ng a little over 10s. 
per hundredweight: but the fall which commenced in January became far 
more accentuated in September, and the known existence of unusually large 
stocks of beet as well as cane sugar in the principal markets excited the 
gravest apprehension among the planters. 


Meotings were held, and ao , which received the active support of the 
military governor, were made to the United States Government to granta 


reduction in the duties on Cuban sugar, in which it was positively stated that 
if the existing crisis continued a large proportion of the factories would be 
shut down, thonsands of people would be thrown out of employment, com- 
merce would be paralysed, the revenues of the Government would fall off, 


oan wikeegeeien misery, culminating, probably, in public disorders, would be 
1c result, 

Afier months of agitation in the press of the United States as well as of 
Cuba the American Congress adjourned without having done anytiing in 
the matter, and in the meanwhile by far the largest crop taken in since 1895, 


amounting to over 800,00) tons, was successfully harvested and. has eventu- | 


ally been sold at prices which have averaged a trifle over 6s. 7d. per hundred- 
weight. In spite of the very low price obtained, none of the evils which 
were so confidently predicted have come to pass. Not a single factory failed 
to work to its fullest extent, the demand for labor, in view of the magnitude 
of the crop, was greater, if anything, than in previous years, and the low 
price at which the sugar was sold being compensated by the much larger 
output, imports and consequently also the customs receipts have shown no 
falling off at all—rather the contrary. . 

, Moreover, to the surprise of everybody, the threatened severe losses to in- 
dividual planters have been proved to be wholly imaginary, and, while the 
profits made have not, of course, been sufficient to meet heavy mortgage 
charges, I have heard of no well-appointed estates on which the working ex- 
pone wees not amply covered, besides leaving, in many cases, a small mar- 
gin of profit. 

The crisis, then, far from being disastrous, has really been of immense serv- 
ice to the island, in forcing the planters to become economical in the man- 
agement of their plantations and in teaching them what can be done in that 
direction, with the result that, whereas three years op it was thought im- 

ssible that sugar could be made profitably for 8s. 6d. per hundredweight, 

ere are not wanting now planters who hope to bring the cost of its produc- 
tion down to as low as 1 cent per pe. 

Under the present conditions Cuba has little or nothing to fear from the 
competition of other countries in the production of sugar, whether cane or 
t, and there is every reason to expect that when 


| bles, fruits, tobacco, and other crops 








sugar are abolished she will regain the dominant position she formerly oecn- 
pied in the world’s markets, which she will have fairly won, thanks to the 
energy and tenacity of her planters. 

On page 22 he says: 

In the same report are mentioned that a number of cattle for breeding pur- 

had been imported by the Government and distributed among the small 
armers on easy terms of payment. This experiment has had very good re- 
sults, more than half the value of the cattle having been already refunded, 
and has encoura:; the Secretary of Agriculture to ask fora grant from Con- 
gress to enable him to repeat it on a more extensive scale. 

Now he sums up: 

The production of sugar has risen from 335,000 tons in 1899 to over 890,000 
tons in 1902, and will probably reach 1,000,000 tons in the coming crop; the 
cultivation and manufacture of tobacco, as well as the minor industries, show 
considerable improvement; the stock of cattle in the islands, thanks to the 
large importations, now numbers upward of 750,000 head, as compared with 
less than 200,000 head at the beginning of 1899; and, finally, the value of the 
exports has increased from £9,260,000 to £12,655,000, and would have reached 
a much higher figure but for the fall in the price of sugar. 

Considering how little financial assistance the Cubans have received from 
abroad, it speaks very highly for their energy and industry that they should 
have achieved so much in so short a time and with such limited resources at 
their command, and affords strong grounds for believing that the work of 
developing the island's industries anew, commenced under such difficult con- 
ditions, will be persevered in. 


Let me read to you again from the report of Mr. Austin in 
** Commercial Cuba in 1903,’’ one of our own governmental pub- 
lications. He says, on page 363: 


The new era of sengnegennens has only just begun, and it is the concurrent 
opinion of all the best-informed observers that with the additional improve- 
ments which may be certainly expected soon to follow—the reconstruction 
of the plantations ravaged by war, the establishment of new ones, the liqui- 
dation of old loans and other debts incurred under the former régime, and 
the more general adoption of up-to-date machinery and industrial methods— 
the cost o ne will be still further reduced. Improved roads and 
transportation facilities will ey. also reduce the cost of transportation. 
It is also worthy of consideration that, although nearly the whole island 
is well suited for the successful raising of cane =e of the best quality, the 
largest crop ever produced on the island—that of 1894—was rai on planta- 
tions covering about 2,000,000 acres, or only about one-fourteenth of the total 
acreage of Cuba. Owing to the terrible devastation wrought during the 
years of the recent revolution many plantations were abandoned or greatly 
crippled, and the recovery from these ravages is by no means yet complete 
so that the present sugar acreage is somewhat less than the acreage of 
1894. Considering this fact, and also the other fact that without doubt at least 
oa acres of the island might av and easily be turned into first- 
e sugar plantations, in addition to the plantations already existing and 
in operation, and granting that all these plantations be managed on the 
most approved modern systems, the i ination is dazzled by the contem- 
ag of what Cuba would be capable of doing in the sugar-producing line 
the near future. 


Again, he says: 

In considering the figures as to the acreage of the cane plantations of Cuba, 
it must be borne in mind that not by any means the whole area of these plan- 
tations is devoted to cane culture. The larger part of every plantation, in 
all probability, is utilized for nana sites, gardens, the raising of vegeta- 

esides sugar, pasturage for cattle, the 
growth of timber, etc. At the same time it is essentially a sugar plantation, 
as sugar production is its main activity and main source of revenue. 

So, in like manner, the cotton plantations of our Southern States and the 
hop farms of central New York are not devoted exclusively to the raising of 
cotton and hops, and the areas actually covered by cotton and hops in those 
plantations or farms are probably in most cases only a small fraction of the 
whole estates. So when it is stated, as above, that the sugar crop of 1894, 
amounting to a little over 1,000,000 tons, was raised on about 2,000,000 acres, 
the meaning is that it was raised on plantations covering that acreage. In 
point of fact, the actual acreage of the cane fields themselves was only about, 
400,000 or 450,000 acres. A crop of 1,000,000 tons raised on 400,000 acres, as will 
be seen, gives an average yield of 25 tons an acre. 

These citations show beyond doubt or controversy that the is- 
land is more prosperous than many of the States of the American 
Union, and that her great industries within the remarkably short 
period of three years have nearly quadrupled in value. 

The American authority which I have cited shows that a million 
tons of sugar can be produced upon 400,000 acres of land, equal 
to two and a half tons per acre, showing that the value of the 
product of 1 acre of land in the markets of this country is equal 
to $180. 

When it is remembered that the cane grows almost spontane- 
ously in that island, practically without cultivation, and will re- 
produce itself for ten years, it will readily be seen that there is 
not a cotton farm or a wheat farm or a rice farm or a sugar 
farm anywhere within the borders of this country that will yield 
such a revenue. 

And, Mr. President, when we remember what is said of. the 
wonderful productive capacity of the island so far as sugar is 
concerned applies with equal force to its capacity for the produc- 
tion of tobacco, fruits, and vegetables, the wonder still grows why 


| any American citizen should wish to stimulate and encourage and 
| bring into active competition the products of that island against 
| similar products in our own country. 


I have read the above excerpts for the purpose of showing to 
this Senate that now at least there is no justification or excuse 
for the passage of this measure for the relief of Cuba, and for the 
further purpose of showing that this treaty defeats the will of an 
overwhelming majority of the House and is not in the interest of 
this country or Cuba, but for the sole and single purpose of benefit- 
ing and further enriching the sugar-refining interest of the United 


e bounties on beet | States. 
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But, sir, we are told that there are moral obligations—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me, be- | 
fore he leaves that point, to ask him what is the average produc- | 
tion of sugar in Louisiana on the best lands? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Our average production from our | 
best lands is about a ton—about 2,000 to 2,500 pounds. 

Mr. SPOONER. About what? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. About a ton of sugar—2,000 to 
2,500 pounds. It is 24 tons in Cuba. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This would mean, then, that the sugar in- 
dustry of Louisiana will be obliterated and destroyed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Ithinkso. AsI proceed further 
I shall come to that. 

We are then told, Mr. President, that this Government is un- | 
der some kind of moral obligation, that the pledge of this people | 
has been given to Cuba to pass some measure of this kind, and 
that the honor of our Government is bound up in this obligation. 

Now, I wish to say that if the honor of this Government has 
been pledged to Cuba, or the faith of this people has been plighted | 
to the people of that country, and if the execution of that pledge 
would involve the absolute ruin and destruction of many of the 
industries of this country, it should be carried out, for to me at 
least, the honor of my country is more precious than mountains | 
of wealth. 

But I deny that there is any such obligation. I ask, When was 
this obligation made? By what right and authority was any such | 
obligation contracted? There was no such authority or power | 
lodged either by the Constitution or laws of this country eitherin 
the Chief Magistrate of this people or the governor-general of | 
Cuba, or any man or set of men, empowering or authorizing 
them to tie up the honor and the good faith of this Government | 
in any such obligation or responsibility. 

I demand of those who charge that this moral obligation rests 
on this Government to enact a commercial treaty establishing 
trade relations between these countries to make full proof of the 
charge. I ask of them to tell this Senate when, where, by whom, | 
and by what authority such an obligation was ever created. 

We are told, however, Mr. President, that this moral obligation | 
arises from the provisions of the Platt amendments. I have read | 
those provisions with some care, given to them my best study and | 
reflection, and I can not see where there is any moral responsibility | 
or obligation upon the part of this Government to pass a measure | 





of this kind springing from the passage of those amendments. 

The first amendment provides: 

That the Government of Cuba shall nover enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to im- | 
nair the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any | 
forei gn power or powers to obtain, by colonization or for military or naval 
purposes or otherwise, lodgment in or control over any portion of said island. 

Now, under the provisions of this amendment, the treaty- 
making power of the Republic of Cuba may be limited, but such | 
limitations are fully set forth and described, and Cuba has the | 
absolute power and authority to enter into treaty relations with | 
any foreign governmentor power, restricting, however, the treaty | 
to the limitations of the Platt amendment. 

In fact, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and even the President in his last message to this 
body, tells us, or rather threatens us, that unless this treaty is 
ratified, there is danger of Cuba making a similar convention | 
with England. 

The second article of the Platt amendment relates to the inhi- | 
bition of Cuba to assume or contract debts. 

The third relates to the consent of Cuba to the United States | 
exercising the right of intervention for the preservation of Cuban | 
independence and the maintenance of a government adequate for | 
the protection of life, pani and liberty, and for the discharge 
of the obligation with respect to Cuba imposed on the United 
States by the treaty of Paris. 

The fourth relates to the ratification and validation of all acts 
of the United States while in Cuba during the military occupa- 
tion of the island and the maintenance and protection of lawful | 
rights acquired during said occupancy. 

The fifth relates to the exercise and inspection of the sanitation 
of the island. 

The sixth to the Isle of Pines. 

The seventh relates to the sale or lease by Cuba to the United 
States of lands necessary for coaling and naval stations. 

There is nothing in the Platt amendment, so far as I can see, 
that places any moral obligation on this Government to pass a 
treaty affecting the commerce between that country and this. 
There may be moral obligations assumed by this Government by 
virtue of these amendments, which require of us to carry out 
and fulfill all of the duties and all of the responsibilities which 
those amendments impose and by reason of which the sovereignty | 
of that Republic may be restricted, but there is absolutely nothing | 
in these amendments which imposes upon the people of this ' 
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country the obligation of entering into reciprocal trade relations 
as are expressed in this treaty. 
I think, Mr. President, this whole situation has been more aptly 


| described than I can do it by Mr. Reed in the American Economist 


of June 29, 1902, where he said: 


The people of the United States have an opportunity now to see how some 
men are trying to govern them. All the causes of the sudden outburst of 
sympathy for Cuba are now apparent. Only a few months ago it looked as 
if our people were, of their own accord, spontaneously calling on Congress 
for philanthropic and self-sacrificing action. What was apparently a great 
and popular uprising was re to alleyes. A “ great moral principle” 
was atstake. The generous American nation, without thought of the skill- 
ful hoodwinking which was going on, was eager to be generous. 

But, somehow, it looked to those who know the ordinary action of men 
somewhat suspicious that the old sugar crowd were flocking to Washington. 
Charges were promptly made that Havemeyer was concerned. But this was 
all denied. Sugar trust cared nothing about it. That interesting body was 
not even philanthropic. All the freo-trade papers joined the cry, Anything 
to make a breach in the wallsof protection. There were joined to them that 
brood of Republican papers that advocate protectionist interests four months 
before election and help the enemy the rest of the four years. 

But when Mr. Thurber owned up to his “80,000 of leaders of public opin- 
ion” and told who paid for stirring them up; when he disclosed his princi- 
pals, and we found them to be a combination of the sugar trust and the gov- 
ernor of Cuba, who tried to manipulate the United States with trust money, 
a clear light was thrown over the scene. Instead of a popular uprising, the 


| people of this country had been manipulated by skillful artists and were 


turned over to believe what was entirely false. 

Just turn back and read those simultaneous telegrams from the mayors of 
cities published two or three months ago. Unless something was at once 
done starving Cuba would fall a prey to the rapacity of American farmers. 
We wonder now how many of these — were written by General Wood. 
We know he paid to circulate them. yho wrote them he can perhaps tell us 
Whether he can or not, we have not done what they demanded, 
and nothing has followed. 

Those of us who suspected this popular uprising have demanded threo 
things. Was any promise ever made importing moral obligation? If so 
what was it? Who hada right to make such a promise? If we can not find 
out what it was nor who made it, and if we know, as we do, that nobody had 
a right to make it, who are these people who are using hard language, and 
who, having been exposed, are still holding upa high head? They are men 
who are disguising their self-interest under declarations of philanthropy. 

While the President can not control Congress, and, above all, has not the 
right to control it, it is unfortunate for the country that he has seen fit to 
interfere even with so weak and uncatisfactory an argument. It is a pity 
that when he found out his mistake he persisted. But we must take things 
as we findthem. In due time the President will cease to be influenced by the 
men who have, as he will soon see,so strangely misled him. It is to be hoped 
that his education will not cost the country too much. 

The nineteen Senators who have stood up so well for the interests of their 
own country are now justified, and have not only been true friends of the 
people, but have demonstrated the fact so that all men can see it, 

A short catechism will display the real situation: 

. Whatinjury have we done to Cuba?—A. The Platt amendment. 

. Who forced the Platt amendment?—A. The buyers of sugar plantations. 
). Did that injure them!—A. Oh, no; they asked it to be done. 

. Whom did it injure?—A. Cuba. 

. Then, of course, you give the damage money to Cuba?—A. Not at all; 


| we giveit to the men who inflicted the injury. 


Moral: For the beet-sugar men to protect their rights is unmitigated self- 
ishness. For the expatriated American buyers of Cuban plantations to in- 
flict injury and then collect the damages from the United States isa “ great 
moral principle,” lofty philanthropy, and becomes the special duty of the 
Republican party, especially when backed up by the free-trade papers. 

he exposure, however, has been too complete, and will remain the finest 
example of popular manipulation which has yet been displayed in a republic. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Iam notsure Icaught the name of the anthor. 


| Did the Senator from Louisiana say it was Thomas B. Reed? 


Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Yes, sir; Thomas B. Reed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. A very good authority. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. But, failing in the effort to suc- 
cessfully demonstrate that this Government is under any moral 


| obligation or under any humane obligation to pass this bill, its ad- 


vocates appeal now to the self-interest and to the greed of trade 
and commerce on the part of a few interests in this country. We 
are told that in order to extend the trade of our country and to 
find a market for the surplus products of our manufacturers we 
should pass this bill. . 

Mr. President, in the first instance, that appeal involves, tome, 
a pitiable confession and a humiliating acknowledgment; piti- 
able because it appeals to the cruel greed and avarice of one in- 


| dustry to the injury and harm of another, and humiliating be- 


cause it acknowledges the incompetence and inability of our man- 
ufacturing interests to compete successfully with their rivals in 
the Cuban markets, and requires of Cuba to give to our imports 


| special reductions and privileges as against similar“imports from 


competing countries. 

It is the boast and the proud boast of our country that all we 
ask and all we demand in the markets of the civilized world is 
equality of treatment for the products of our manufactories. All 
we ask is the same chance and the same treatment that are ac- 
corded our competitors, and with similarity of treatment we can 
successfully compete with our rivals in all the markets of every 
civilized country on the globe. 

To-day we are standing guard over the East with a declaration 
fresh and strong upon our lips that we can successfully compete 
with England, Germany, or France not only in the markets of 
the Orient, but in the markets of the civilized world if we are 
accorded equality of treatment and similar and like advantages. 
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We declare, and I believe it is true, that we can_not only suc- 
cessfully compete with our rivals, but that we can invade and 
conquer the trade of the world under these conditions. 

But in this instance, with Cuba right at our door, with freight 
charges cheap and to our advantage, with transportation facili- 
ties safe, certain, and quick, with a people friendly, with the 
great volume of the business of that island controlled by our own 
resident citizens, we here confess that in order to compete with 
Germany and England in the markets of that Republic it is nec- 
essary that she should discriminate against them and in our favor, 
and that she should build up around that island a tariff wall so 
high that it will practically exclude the trade of all the world 
except from this country. 

Further on, Mr, President, I shall discuss not only the vicious- 
ness and the wrong of such a policy on the part of this Govern- 
ment, and aoataie con the part of the Democratic members of 
this body, but I will dwell on the commercial hostility and retalia- 
tion which such a course will provoke on the part of foreign gov- 
ernments toward the interests of this country. 

But for the present let us look at this trade proposition purely 
and simply from a business standpoint, and let us see if we are 
really making such a good bargain as the advocates of this meas- 
ure would have the country believe. There are certain facts which 
are self-evident and indisputable in the present trade relations 
with Cuba, and which in no manner will be changed by this treaty. 

In the first place, we now receive from Cuba practically all of 
her exports, and this treaty will not increase the volume of that 
business. This is her natural market and her only market. It 
has always been and always will be, and the 20 per cent reduc- 
tion which her exports enjoy under the provisions of this con- 
vention will in no manner increase the volume of that business, 
nor will it cheapen to the consumer of this country the price of 
the article upon which the reduction is made. 

Then, if the people of this country are not to be benefited in 
the way of encouragement of importation of products which we 
need, nor in the reduction of the price of those products when re- 
ceived, the benefit of the treaty to the business interests of the 
country must go to the manufacturing interests, whose trade it 
is claimed would be increased with that island. 

Let us analyze this treaty and see how our factories will be 
benefited on account of the reduction of tariff on the articles im- 
ported into that country. General Bliss says, on page 23: 

If you will look at the summary of the commerce of the island of Cuba for 
May, 1902, on page 1092 et seq., in the column showing the importations dur- 
ing the puri oF American occupation, you will see that the United States 
has six-sevenths of the trade in machinery. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems we ought to be satisfied with six- 
sevenths of the trade in machinery. 

But the blanket concession of 20 per cent— 

He says— - 
will give us the rest. And so with the trade in machinery and manufactures 
of iron and steel. Outof a total trade of $15,209,677 the United States have 
over $11,748,521, 

A fair share of the trade of that country. Again he says: 


As is well known, the cotton trade is one of the most valuable and one of 
the most steadily increasing value in Cuba. During our occupation the 
trade amounted to $20,197,806. Of this, perhaps 60 per cent came under para- 
graphs 114 and 116 of the Cuban tariff. * * The principal ———— of 
the United States in this trade are Great Britain and Spain. ere is no 
doubt that if our manufacturers would really work to secure this trade they 
could get a large part of it without any concession. * * * 

The trade in boots and shoes— 

He says— 
is similar to that in cotton goods, and that the American manufacturers could 
doubtless secure a large part of it without any concessions if they would work 
for the market. 

But let us see further. I presume it will be considered a fair 
statement to say that if this treaty went into effect and we 
should increase our trade there $10,000,000 per annum it would 
be a reasonable increase in our business relations with that coun- 
try. Ten million dollars, with 10 per cent profit, would give to 
{he ANAT of this country $1,000,000 out of the increased 

rade, 

_1t will be seen from the statement of General Bliss, who nego- 
tiated this treaty, that the cotton-goods trade and the shoe trade 
of this country can be secured by the manufacturers of these arti- 
cles if they will simply work for it, and I submit that they do not 
deserve this trade unless they are willing to work for it, especially 
as it can only be secured by a sacrifice of some of the great agri- 
cultural industries of this a 

It is a well-known fact that England and Germany are now 
manufacturing and importing into that island such cotton goods 
and such shoes as the people of Cuba consume and our manufac- 
turers are not at present catering to the tastes and habits of that 
people, and, as General Bliss says, they could easily secure this 
trade if they would simply work for it. 

It strikes me as a monstrous economic proposition to require of 











































this Government the sacrifice of any of its legitimate industries 
for the benefit of an already special and favored class which, in 
the arrogance and insolence of its wealth, will not even seek to 
advance its own interests, but expects to use the agencies of this 
Government for that a i 

On the other hand, by the 20 per cent reduction on the Cuban e 
imports into this country we will keep out of the Treasury of the 
United States Government, and thus decrease our revenues. at 
least $9,000,000 per annum—$7,000,000 on account of the reduction 
on 1,000,000 tons of sugar and at least two millions on the other 
imports. 

his $9,000,000 if collected, and it would be collected if it were 
not for the provisions of this treaty, would go to the support of 
this Government and the consequent benefit of the great body of 
the American people. And this enormous sum of money is thus 
lost to the Government in order that a few manufacturing inter- 
ests of our country should increase the profits on their business ; 
$1,000,000 per annum. t 

Mr. President, as I have before stated, there will be shipped i 
from Cuba to this country during the present year over 1/000,000 i 
tons of sugar. Place it at an even million, there will be, on ac- 
count of this 20 per cent reduction, a loss of a little over $7 per ton 
to our tariff revenues. Place it at $7 per ton, that is equal to 
$7,000,000 per annum alone lost to the Treasury on the importa- 
tion of sugar. 

It must be remembered that the development of the sugar in- 
dustry in that island will largely increase and the importation to 
this country likewise will increase. In the five years in which 
this treaty has to run there will be kept out of the Treasury of 
wa States thirty-five millions, or nearer forty millions of 

ollars. 

Where is that $40,000,000 to go? If in keeping it out of the 
Treasury of the United States we at the same time kept it in the : 
pockets of the American people, there might be some justifica- 
tion or excuse for this treaty. If in the reduction of the tariff 
duties on sugar the price of that article to the consumer was de- 
creased in proportion to the decrease of the tariff, then the advo- 
cates of this measure might comfort themselves with the fact 
that they had benefited the great body of the American con- 
sumers. 

But no one has contended or pretended to contend that the 
American people will be in any manner benefited by a reduced : 
price of commercial sugar. 

While it is true that the lowering of tariff taxation asa rule 
lowers the price to the consumer, yet it must be remembered 
that the American people are not the consumers of Cuban sugar, 
but the American sugar trust and refiners of the east are the 
only buyers and consumers of that article. And any reduction 
which may result from the lowering of the tariff will go to these 
manufacturers and not to the American people. This, Mr. Pres- 
ident, is the belief and theory of those who oppose this treaty, but 
the theory of those who advocate its passage is that it goes to 
the Cuban planter. 

Think, Mr. President, during the life of this treaty nearly 
$40,000,000 will be lost to the Treasury of the United States Gov- 
ernment. Under the theory of those who favor this bill, this 
enormous sum will go into the pockets of the sugar planters of 
Cuba. 

Admit, if you please, that this is true, in what an anomalous 

position we are placing the Government of the United States. In 
five years this Government and this people are making a free gift 
to a special class of Cuban people of nearly $40,000,000 in order to ‘ 
encourage and aid them in building up an industry which com- 
petes with one of the important industries of our own country. 
For five consecutive years we are making to the people of that 
island a rich donation of over $7,000,000 annually in order to stimu- 
late and encourage them in the growth and development of an 
industry which is already upon a safer and surer foundation than 
the rival industry of our own country. 

And we are not paying this $7,000,000 per annum to suffering 
Cubans; we are not paying it to the men who fought for the free- 
dom and liberty of that island, but we are paying the $7,000,000 
into the pockets of the Spanish planters who joined Weyler in his 
oppressions and in his wrongs against the people who fought for 
their liberty and the few Americans who went down there ina 
spirit of adventure and enterprise. What a strange turn the 
charity of the American people has taken! 

The bill, in my judgment, is not only a political and economic 
blunder, but it falls little short of a legislative crime. The great 
fundamental wrong in this measure is that it makes the great 
agricultural interests of this country bear the burden of tariff 
reduction, while it maintains the high protection on those articles 
which are necessarily consumed by the agriculturist in the pro- 
duction, operation, and conduct of those industries. It reduces 
the tariff on the few agricultural interests which the policy of 


se Se ees 


“ee 










































































































































































this Government has accorded to those industries, while it pre- 
serves inviolate and sacred the high duties on the output of the 
manufacturing interests. 

If the advocates of this measure wish to be fair and just in 
their dealings with all the interests of their country, then I tell 
them that fairness and justice requires that they reduce the tariff 
20 per cent on those articles which are necessarily used and con- 
sumed by those agricultural interests upon which the burden of 
this treaty falls. 

The fruit and vegetable interests of Florida, the citrus fruits 
of California, the tobacco and sugar interests of the whole coun- 
try bear the burden of this reduction of 20 per cent, while the 
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manufacturing interests which are to be benefited by this bill in | 


the way of increased trade with Cuba still enjoy the same pro- 
tection. 

Mr. President, I want to see our manufacturers prosper. I 
want to see them grow rich. I want to see our commerce upon 
every sea and the products of our factories in the markets of the 
civilized globe successfully competing with the wares and prod- 
ucts ofall the nations of the earth. 

But I do not wish to build up that interest at the sacrifice of 
the great agricultural interests of this country. I do not wish to 
see them grow rich upon the ruins of agriculture. The latter is 
as important in the development, growth, and progress of our 
country and the happiness of its people as the other. Such a 
policy is lopsided, and will inevitably break up the equilibrium 
of our prosperity. . 

The farmers of this country ask but little from the Government 
and they get little. They bear all of its burdens. They, in the 
main, bear the burdens of State taxation, of local taxation, and 
of national taxation. In times of peace they build up the wealth 
of our country, and in times of war they are the first to go to the 
front to uphold their country’s honor and defend their country’s 
fiag. And, sir, this measure unjustly strikes at them, and un- 
justly discriminates against them in behalf of special classes who 
are already enjoying special privileges. 

A further examination of this measure shows a distinct viola- 
tion of the treaties of this Government with other governments, 
wherein it is provided that if either party may hereafter grant to 
any other parties favors in navigation or commerce it shall be- 
2ome common to the other party freely, where it is freely given 
co said other nation, and on yielding the same compensation 
where the grant is conditional. Mr. President, this stipulation 
exists in some twenty-odd treaties which this Government has 
with other governments, and the preferential clause in this treaty 
violates the spirit if not the letter of our conventions with other 
countries, and is bound to bring on a tariff war not only with 
these countries, but with other countries enjoying trade relations 
with us. Article 8 of the present treaty provides: 

The rates of duty herein granted by the United States to the Republic of 
Cuba are, and shall continue during the terms of this convention, preferential 


in respect to all like imports from other countries, and in return for said 
referential rates of duty granted to the Republic of Cuba by the United 


tates it is a; that the concessions herein ted on the part of the Re- 
public of Cuba to the products of the Uni States shall likewise be, and 
shall continue during the term of this convention, preferential in respect to 


all like products from all other countries. 


The clear purpose and unequivocal declaration of this article is 
to give preferential rates to all Cuban imports into this country 
during the continuance of this treaty, and is a gross and unjust 
discrimination against all the countries of the world enjoying 
trade relations with this Republic. 

Every product of Cuba, whether manufactured or agricultural, 
coming into this country is to enjoy these preferred rates. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not discussing at present the legal or 
moral features of this treaty. Iam simply discussing what will 
be the effect of this bold and defiant discrimination against the 
commerce of other countries who deal with us. 

It is true that Cuba in herself, comparatively speaking, is a 
small territory, but under the showing which I have made to you 
that island is amply competent, not only to produce sufficient 
sugar to supply the demand of the Uni States, but under the 
reduced tariff of this treaty and the preferential treatment which 
her imports are to enjoy it will practically exclude from the 
markets of this country the sugar of those nations which now ex- 
port that article to us. 

More than this, Mr. President, we not only discriminate against 
these countries in the matter of their exports to this country, but 
we go further. We practically compel Cuba to discriminate 
against these countries in their trade with thatisland. We are 
not satisfied with discriminating against them so far as the trade 
of our country is concerned, but we likewise force Cuba to dis- 
criminate against them and in our favor in their trade with her. 

In other words, we say to England that in the shipment of the 
sugar of her — to this country we p to discrimi- 
nate against her for five years, at least, in favor of Cuba, and we 
also say to her we not only intend to drive hersugar from the mar- 
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kets of this country by these preferential rates with Cuba, but we 
are going to drive her trade out of Cuba by compelling Cuba to 
discriminate against her in trade with that island by preferential 
rates with us. This is not only our policy toward England. but it 
is our declared policy to all other exporting countries of the world. 

Mr. President, we have trade relations with nearly every coun- 
try on the civilized globe. During the fiscal year ending June. 
1903, we imported into this country over 4,162,000,000 pounds 
of sugar, coming from the various sugar-making countries and 
islands of the world—from Germany, from the Netherlands, from 
the West Indies, from the British possessions. Under this bill 
every pound of sugar coming from those countries will be dis- 
criminated against. Cuba will enjoy a 20 per cent reduction 
upon sugar and all other products which she may ship here. 

Mr. President, I take the liberty of making a short quotation 
from a speech made in the House by Mr. Stevens of Minnesota: 

To consider it practically it would be good business policy for us to appro- 
priate that money out of our Treasury, buy these additional products, and 
cast them into the sea, rather than let a bill like this pass which imperils the 
vast foreign trade of our country with other sugar-producing nations. 

FOREIGN TRADE. 

What did that trade amount to last year? We sold Cuba $21,764,00 of prod. 
ucts. We sold the other West India islands which export sugar to this coun- 
try during the same time $17,133,000. We sold the East Indies $6,221,000. We 
sold to the South American nations which export sugar to us $41,114,000. We 
sold Germany $193,000,000. We sold Austria $8,000,000. We sold to the Afri- 
can territories which export sugar to us $38,000,000. Wesold to the Nether- 
lands $80,000.000. We sold the British colonies which export sugar to us 
$36,000,000. This does not include Great Britain, which purchased more than 
$524,000,000 last year. 


Now, Mr. President, all of these countries will naturally resent 
this discrimination against one of their most important products. 
It is true that Cuba in itself isa small island, comparatively 
speaking, but under the statement which I have read to you it is 
perfectly competent for that island to make enough sugar to sup- 
ply the demands of the United States and nearly the demands of 
the world, and under the preferential treatment which her sugar 
is to receive it practically excludes from the markets of this coun- 
try the sugars from those exporting countries. 

Mr. aaa Who gets the better of the bargain? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Well, it is very hard to say. I 
can not. I will strive to prove as I go along that the interest 
which is behind this treaty will get all the benefit, both from Cuba 
and from this country. 

I know it will be answered that Cuba is an independent country 
and this is her free and voluntary act. 

Mr. President, I suppose Cuba is free. This very treaty recog- 
nizes her independence and her national capacity to enter into a 
convention of this character. But at the same time the Ameri- 
cans and American interests dominate now and will continue to 
dominate in that island for years to come. It is that interest, in 
my judgment, heré and within the borders of that island, which 
has demanded and secured the passage of this treaty. 

But, sir, already the rumblings of commercial hostility and re- 
taliation are heard throughout the European countries. Already 
England and Germany are threatening us with commercial re- 
prisals, and the wrongs, inequalities, and discriminations of this 
measure not only invite, but will provoke retaliatory commercial 
legislation. 

Mr. President, what have the nations of the world the right to 
demand of this country in their commercial and e relations 
with us? . They have the right to demand, and they will demand, 
absolute equality of treatment. 

As long as we treat them justly, equally, and identically possi- 
bly they have no right to complain of any tariff legislation or any 
tariff wall, however high it may be, that we may build around our 
country. But when we discriminate against their products or 
imports into this country in favor of competing products from 
another country, we at once place them at a disadvantage and 
justly subject ourselves to similar discriminations on their part 
against the products and exports of this country. 

For instance, Germany, the Netherlands, and British posses- 
sions, and the southern Republics are large exporters to this coun- 
try of sugar and similar products to those exported by Cuba, and 
which by the preferential rates of this treaty will be practically 
excluded from the American market. 

The sugar of Germany, the British West Indies, and the Dan- 
ish ssions can not compete in this market with Cuban sugars 
when thus unjustly discriminated against. 

Mr. President, we have loudly protested against the European 
bounties on a exported to this country and established a 
countervailing duty equal to the bounty enjoyed under the fiscal 
system of the exporting countries. Largely asa result of this 

rotest and agitation the great sugar convention at Brussels was 
held, resulting practically in the abolition of the bounty system. 

Now, sir, thisGovernment by this treaty and its unjust discrim- 
ination against all the other sugar and sugar-exporting countries 
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of the world willand ought to bring down upon its commerce and 
its trade the hostility and retaliation of those countries. 

Mr. President, let me call attention to the treaty with Denmark 
and articles 2 and 4 of that convention. 


The coptuaating parties, desiring to live in 6 and harmony with all the 
other nations of the earth, by means of a policy frank and equally friendly 
with ail, engage, mutually, not to grant any particular favor to other nations, 
in respect of commerce and navigation, which shall not immediately become 
common to the other party, who shall enjoy the same freely, if the conces- 
sion were freely made, or on allowing the same compensation, if the concession 
were conditional. 

Article 4 provides that— 

No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
United States of any article the produce or manufacture of the dominions of 
His Majesty the King of Denmark, and no higher or other duties shall be 
imposed on the importation into the said dominions of any article the pro- 
duce or manufacture of the United States than are or shall be payable on the 
like articles being the produce or manufacture of any other foreign country. 

Similar provisions are made in treaties with some twenty of the 
different powers of the world. 

Mr. President, these provisions in the various conventions with 
different nations are not idle stipulations. They bind the high 
contracting ies to give to each the benefits and advantages 
which may be given to any other nation. If the United States 
Government gives to any other government or people commercial 
advantages freely, then the other contracting oy is to enjoy 
those similar benefits upon the same terms. If concessions are 
made for equivalents, then the other contracting government is 


to enjoy similar concessions upon the payment of similar equiva- | 


lents. 

In other words, each of the contracting nations is entitled to 
identity of treatment under similar circumstances and conditions. 
This is the great moral obligation assumed by each of the nations 
in these international compacts. There is no tribunal in the 
world that I know of which can settle or adjust disputes of this 
character, I know of no tribunal that can be called upon to en- 
force the special performance of a treaty or to maintain an ac- 
tion sounding in damages for the violation of the treaty. The 
only sanction of a treaty is war. 


This treaty with Cuba, by its preferential provisions, violates | 


our treaty obligations with other nations, and while I do not pre- 
tend to say or prophesy any war either upon land or sea will re- 
sult, yet 1 do say that it will provoke a disastrous commercial 
war, resulting in the loss of millions of dollars to our trade. 

Iam fully aware that the distinguished chairman on Foreign 
Relations holds that this treaty does not violate these favored- 
nation provisions in our treaties with other governments, and has 
cited the Denmark case in 122 United States Reports, but this 
decision does not go to the extent he claims. 

The facts in that case were these: The plaintiffs were mer- 
chants doing business in New York. They made four importa- 
tions of sugar from St. Croix, one of the possessions of the King 
of Denmark. The goods were regularly entered at the custom- 
house, and the customs officials demanded the payment of the regu- 


lar tariff duty. 
These parties paid, under protest, some $33,000 and brought this 


suit to recover the amount, claiming that they were entitled to | 


restitution by reason of the fact that this Government had en- 
tered into a treaty with Hawaii by which sugar from Hawaii was 
admitted free into this country. After stating the facts and set- 
ting out the cause of action, the court says: 

The first article— 


Of the treaty with Denmark— 


declares that the contracting parties, desiring to live in peace and harmon 

with all the other nations of the earth, by means of a policy frank and equally 
friendly with all, engage, mutually, not to grant any particular favor to 
other nations in t of commerce and navigation which shall not imme- 
diately become common to the other party, who shall enjoy the same freely, 
if the concession were freely made, or on allowing the same compensation, 
if the concession were conditional. 

The fourth article declares that no higher or other duties shall be imposed 
on the importation into the United States on any article the produce or 
manufacture of the dominions of His Majesty the King of Denmark; and no 
higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the said do- 
minions of any article the produce or manufacture of the United States than 
are or shall be payable on the like articles being the produce or manufacture 
of any other foreign country. 

The treaty, or convention, as it is termed, between the King of the Ha- 
Waiian Islands and the United States, was concluded January 30, 1875, and 
was ratified May 31 following. R. Stat., 625.) _ Its first article declares that 

for and in co; eration of the ights and privileges granted bp tn Majesty 
the King of the jian ."and “as an equivalent therefor,” the 
United States agree to admit all the articles named ina ified schedule, the 
same being the growth, Pr peace. and manufacture of the Hawaiian Islands, 
into all the ports of the United States free of duty. Then follows the sched- 
ule, which, among other articles, includes brown and all other unrefined 
sugars and mo 

The court in its opinion says: 

That the act of Con as amended authorized and uired the duties 
imposed upon the goods in question, if not controlled by the treaty with Den- 
mane after the ratification of the treaty with the Hawaiian Islands there can 

no question. And it did not lie with.the officers of customs to refuse to 
follow its directions because of the stipulations of the treaty with Denmark. 
Those stipulations, even if conceded to be self-executing by the way of a pro- 
i or exception to the general law eng ome the duties, do not cover conces- 
ons like those made to the Hawaiian for a valuable consideration. 


| 





They were pledges of the two contracting parties—the United States and 
the King of Denmark—to each other that in the imposition of duties on goods 
imported into one of the countries which were the produce or manufacture 
of the other, there should be no discrimination against them in favor of goods 
of like character imported from any other country. They imposed an obli- 
— upon both countries to avoid hosiile legislation in that respect. But 

hey were not intended to interfere with special arrangements with other 
countries founded upon a concession of specia! privileges. 

The stipulations were mutual for reciprocal advantages. ‘‘ No higher or 
other duties are to be imposed by either upon the goods specified; but if 
any particular favor should be granted by either toother countries in respect 
to commerce or navigation, the concession was to become common to the 
other party upon like consideration—that is, it was to be enjoyed freely if the 
concession were freely made, or on allowing the same compensation if the 
concession were conditional. 

The wenty with the Hawaiian Islands makes no provision for the imposi- 

l 


ion of any duties on om the produce or manufacture of that country im- 
ported into the United States, It stipulates for the exemption from duty of 
certain goods thus imported, in consideration of and asan equivalent for cer- 
tain reciprocal concessions on the part of the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
States. There isin such exemption no violation of the stipulations in the 
treaty with Denmark, and if the exemption is deemed a ‘ particular favor” 
in respect of commerce and navigation, within the firstarticle of thattreaty, 


Son only be claimed by Denmark upon like compensation to the United 
States. 


It does not appear that Denmark has ever objected to the imposition of 
duties upon goods from her dominions imported into the United States be- 
cause of the exemption from duty of similar goods imported from the Ha- 

| waiian Islands, such exemption being in consideration of reciprocal conces- 
sions which she has never pro d to make. 

Our conclusion is that the treaty with Denmark does not bind the United 
States to extend to that country, without compensation, privileges which 
they have conceded to the Hawaiian Islands in exchange for valuable con- 
cessions. On the contrary, the treaty provides that like compensation shall 
be given for such special favors. When such compensation is made it will be 
time to consider whether sugar from her dominions shall be admitied free 


from duty. (122 U.S. Reports, Bartram v. Robertson, 118, 120.) 

The conclusion of the court in this decision leaves the question 
still open, for it distinctly declares that when such compensation 
is made—that is, when Denmark shall avail herself of her right 
under the treaty—then it will be time to consider and determine 
whether she is entitled to the privileges set out in the convention. 
But whether this be a violation of any legal rights or not of the 
parties to the treaty, there is the great moral obligation to give 
to these nations enjoying these treaty stipulations with us the 
identical concessions under the same conditions. 

We have similar provisions in our treaties with Costa Rica, 
Brazil, and other Central and South American countries adjacent 
to Cuba, neighboring countries, as we might term them, that will 

ladly tender to this country the same concessions upon equiva- 
a terms as are embraced in this Cuban treaty, and under the 
great moral law and every code of honor between those nations 
and this country they should have identical treatment under their 
solemn international compact. Yet this Government, great and 
strong and powerful as it is, and, thank God, growing greater and 
stronger and more powerful every day, by this treaty with Cuba 
proclaims to all the powers with whom it has international com- 
pacts, binding her to treat these nations identically as she does 
all other nations in trade and commerce, that these solemn stipu- 
lations are annulled and set aside and that they are to be discrimi- 
nated against in favor of this new Republic. 

I do not know how others look at it, but it looks to me like that 
enunciation of principle on the part of this Government is abso- 
lutely and unequivocally against the best political ethics of the 
age. 

But this reciprocity seems to cover a multitude of sins, Mr. 
President, and it seems to be the most convenient doctrine that 
is abroad. The Republican party calls it the handmaid of pro- 
tection, and some of our Democratic friends call it the handmaid 
of free trade. In modern practice and under this age of com- 
mercialism, if I may so use the term, reciprocity is the handmaid 


| of special interests. 


Reciprocity between noncompetitive articles is ideal and attrac- 
tive in theory, but reciprocity practical and real must be between 
competitive articles, and that interest which is greatest and 
strongest in the country is the interest which is goiny to control 
the reciprocity treaty. Have we not seen it in the history of this 
country? 

Look at the reciprocity with France. Here wasa treaty abound- 
ing in benefits to the agricultural interest of this country and pro- 
lific in benefits to the manufacturing interest. That treaty went 
to the wall. Why? Because the few manufacturing interests of 
the East—the knit-goods industry and some other cheap trinket 
industries up there—felt that their interests would be injured, and 
that treaty was killed or left to die a natural death. 

Just let me read what Mr. Kasson says about that treaty: 


France had adopted a peculiar legislative commercial policy. She has a 
maximum and minimum tariff for the same articles. Certain imports of 
raw materials are free, like cotton and wool, that her manufacturers of these 
articles may compete with other nations on equal terms. On some other 
articles there is but a single rate of duty. 

Other nationsare only allowed to enjoy this minimum tariff by reciprocity, 
which is only effected by reciprocal treaties. Our European competitors had 
yeomn ago made such treaties, and thus obtained access to her markets at the 

ower rates. In 1897-98 they supplied France annually with about $120,000,000 

worth of manufactured goods. The United-States could only supply less 
than $4,000,000 worth, while England and Germany alone supplied about 
$75,000,000. This startling fact led to further investigation. 
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We found that of such dutiable articles as we could enter on equal terms 





ve farnished France about % percent of her supply. Of articles on which 


ve suffered a discriminating ony the United States supplied only 1.4 per | 
c 


cent. The natural conclusion followed that we could furnish the larger 
percentage of these other more numcrous imports if we could be admitted | 
onequal terms. That would mean an additional outlet for our exports to | 


the value of at least $25,000,000. 


Now, let us see what were the influences that defeated this | 
measure. Says Mr. Kasson: 

So far as lam informed, the center of opposition is with the cotton knit- 
goods industry. 

And then he goes on and gives the facts and figures connected 
with these interests, showing that from his standpoint they would | 
suffer but little, ifany. He concludes by saying: 

Is there, then, the slightest reason to believe that this well-established 
indusyy, now having almost a monopoly of our home supply, and getting | 
its material as cheaply as the foreigner, and already tentatively expanding 
into foreign markets to the amount of over $1,000,000, is endangered at home | 
while protected by a duty of 51.5 per cent? Or that our manufacture of 
i —— having still a protective duty of 57 per cent, is liable to be 

As I before said, the treaty with France which is here men- 
tioned by Mr. Kasson was admittedly a treaty of vast importance 
to the commercial interests of the United States and would have 
opened to the products of our fields and factories a profitable mar- 
ket. Yet that treaty, as is well known, was defeated by interests 
which Mr. Kasson has indicated, and so, Mr. President, it is with 
the present treaty. The agricultural interests of this country, 
great in material importance to this nation, but weak. and with 
but few friends at court, is to be sacrificed upom the altar of one 
of the greatest and most powerful monopolies in the land. 

Mr. President, behind this treaty we all know and realize there 
is some mysterious and powerful influence. It is an influence | 
that can be better felt than seen, and is a power that more than | 
once before has been felt in this Congress, and that influence and 
that power is the American Sugar Refining Company. 

Briefly let me give my reasons for that statement. This, like 
every other great industry, has keen-sighted, clear-headed men | 
in control of its enterprise. They study trade, its evolutions and | 
its laws, just as an astronomer studies the movements of the stars | 
and the evolutions of the heavenly bodies. 

The product of the sugar cane and the product of the beet root | 
are natural rivals. The history of the commerce and trade de- 
velopment of the world show that the warfare between these in- 
terests is unceasing and unremittent. The first represents, if you | 
please, the Tropics, and the other the Temperate Zone. The first 
is the product of a naturally rich, fertile, and productive country, 
and the other is the product of the skill, labor, intelligence, and 
enterprise of the people of the Temperate Zone, and in this race 
for supremacy, as it always will be, the intelligence and brawn 
and brain of the man of the Temperate Zone has always out- 
stripped the thriftlessness and indolence of the man of the Tropics. 

Mr. President, the oo of the struggle between these indus- 
tries can not be better told or appreciated than by the study of | 
the sugar production of the world, which appears from a state- | 
ment that I herewith submit, and which reads as follows: 


STATEMENT OF DOCTOR WILEY. 
Sugar production of the world, 1853-54 to 1901-2. 
[Tons of 2,240 pounds. } 




















Year. Cane. | Beet. | Total. 

| Tons. Tons. Tons. 
SID nisin. cithintnen en tubiin sininthdhn aingeaewnttiin eddies 1,277,000 804,000 | 21,481,000 
RC Sait ak, eaaeieinhaalidetll | 1,202) 000 241,000 | 21,443,000 
ie | 1,288, 000 351,000 | «1,643,000 
ES ISS ES AER a | 1,417,000 627,000 | 42,044,000 
DIET - alinddiwgengs tunbainaandagpenieebuastt 1,668, 000 900,000 | @2, 468,000 | 
a ena 1,590,000 | 1,343,000 | «2,933,000 
Ct 1. a dskmeteediaanael 1,911,000 | 1,748,000 | «3,659, 000 
CE nt Eas 0 5s desk eeeaeieeebene 2' 239'900 | 2,920,973 | 64,519, 873 
1890-91 a ia ..| 2,632,000 | 3,642,000 | 66,274,000 
ae i ain ia ns einen 2' 652,000 | 3,813,000 | 6, 465,000 
ml 8,040,486 | 8,428,515 | ¢6, 469,001 

bee 8,498,780 | 3,889,845 | ©7, 383, 
a a ae se | 8,531,413 | 4,792,590 | @8, 223,943 
a A eR cil eal 2,960,811 | 4,285,429 | @7, 255,540 
a | 2°816,051 | 4,915,759 | 47,781,810 
I sant tate ee ode dae adiateed 2,868,901 | 4,872,178") ¢7,741,074 
I ee SiR on eiaalenasccbald 8,005,450 | 5,014,572 | 78,110, 022 
I a ales lade 2,864,959 | 5,590,992 | 78,455, 951 
SED SEER .cacnctcibetestvebantinenencssanansia 8,602,800 | 6,145,853 | 79,648,243 
TEAR ccs assichadhiontes encneliannanuiinn teed 8, 850,000 | 6,860,000 |720, 710,000 

a Bouchereau's The Louisiana 8 r Report, 1898-99, p. 127a. 
b Willett & Gray's Weekly Statistical Sugar Trade Journal, Sept. 24, 1891 


e Willett & Gray's Weekly Statistical Sugar Trade Journal, Jan. 8, 1896. 


@Willett & Gray's Sta Sugar e . b . 
e Willett & Gray's Weekly Statistical Sugar Trade Jo , Nov. 15, 1900 
J Willett & Gray's Weekly Statistical Sugar Trade Journal, Jan. 2, 1 


The Sovegeing table shows an increase of 201 per cent in the production of 
n the last forty-eight rs, and an increase of cent in 
ioe uction of beet s' ‘ The world’s crop has risen from 1,481,000 tons 


the 
to 10,710,000, an increase of 637 per cent. 


| der the protection given to the sugar industry of this ar 





According to this statement, in 1853 there were 1,277,000 tons 
of the product of sugar cane and 304,000 tons of sugar from beets. 
In 1901-2 there were 3,850,000 tons of sugar the product of cane, 
and 6,860,000 tons the product of beets, making 10,700,000 tons 
of sugar, two-thirds of which was the product of beets. 

Mr. President, the beet-sugar industry has always grown up 
under governmental protection. Every civilized government in 
the world has given it protection and aided and assisted in its 
development. Napoleon Bonaparte, whom I consider not only 
one of the greatest, if not the greatest, warrior and statesman the 


| world ever had, was the first to establish the beet-sugar industry 


in France. Frederick the Great had already given it encourage- 
ment, and from that starting point this industry has grown and 
developed until it has finally outstripped the cane-sugar industry, 
and to-day there are over $600,000,000 invested in these sugar re- 
fineries in Europe. 

The production and development of the beet industry has been 
attained by the payment of export bounties as well as by high 
tariffs on the importation of sugar. 

The difference between the tariffs of the United States and 
European countries on imported sugars is both interesting and 
instructive. The present tariff on imported sugar into this coun- 
try ranges from 95 cents to $1.95 per 100 pounds, while the 
European tariffs are as follows: 


EUROPEAN TARIFFS OF SUGAR-GROWING STATES. 


In addition to the payment of export bounties the European states have 
protected the beet-sugar industry by high tariffs on importations of sugar. 
Che present United States tariff on imported sugar is from 9 cents to $1.95 
per 100 pounds. The present European tariffs are as follows: 





Per 100 pounds. Per 100 pounds. 

0 eee . B4 IS cin cnicishenaitathindenestans $5. 26 to $6. 32 
NIL. .uiidive sutuceseda CPD | CE cd ocscaccscddccen 4.38 

| PR Petine cbcceccctubis Ce BO FD | See ctitati ccc cndécciintes 7.70to 8.66 
Netherlands ............ 5.81 IN saci doecenudahal .43 

Austria-Hungary -....... 6.57 to 8.76 | Roumania............... 2.2to 3.09 

BRB sncdiiciccccocsen 2.27 to 8.28 | Sweden ................. 2.86 to 4.01 


Mr. President, the policy of this Government ought to be to en- 
courage and to build up this great industry, just as it has been 
the policy of the Continental nations, By asystem of wise legis- 
lation Europe has built up this industry to such magnificent pro- 
portions that it annually distributes over $200,000,000 among its 
own people and exports over $100,000,000 more to other countries. 

The United States, Mr. President, during the past year bought 
more than a million and a half tons of sugar in excess of its own 
production, at a cost of about $100,000,000. Wise statesmanship 
would advocate and dictate a policy which would encourage the 
production within our own borders of an industry which could 
supply this demand, and it was and is a recognized fact that os 
that 
within a period of a es the production of the beet and cane 
industries would be sufficient to satisfy the demands of the Ameri- 
can people. 

I have shown the enormous beet production of the European 
countries, and experts both in Europe and America declare that 
the sugar-beet area of the United States is greater than the com- 
bined area of Europe. . 

Mr. President, when the question of this legislation was up for 
investigation by the committees of the Senate and House this 
whole subject was investigated, including not only the producing 
capacity of the United States, but the effect of this treaty upon 
that industry. 

Before those investigating committees appeared the strongest 
and ablest men of the South and the West, who presented the 
facts, the history, and the hopes of that industry. Every repre- 
sentative, including some of the high officials of the Government, 
showed that within a few years, ten at the furthest, under pres- 
ent conditions and tariff regulations the combined cane and beet 


| sugar interests would supply the demands of our home markets. 


Not only this, Mr. President, each and every one of those gen- 
tlemen of high standing testified before those committees that 
the direct effects of this legislation would be disastrous to this 
industry and would result, if not immediately in its annihilation, 
certainly in retarding any further development. 

The students of the law of trade know this fact, and when the 
refining interests of this country realized the marvelous growth 
and the potential ibilities of the beet industry of the West, 
they soon recognized a rival which if allowed to develop and 
grow would not only compete with but in the end destroy that 
interest. 

The American Sugar Refining Company buys its raw sugar 
from the exporting countries of the world and converts that 
material into the commercial sugar which is consumed by the 
American people. On the other hand, the beet factories con- 
vert the raw beet into the finished product and thus place their 
output in competition with that of the cane-sugar refiners. And 
it is self-evident that if the beet industry could be destroyed or 
checked in its development by increasing and stimulating the 














growth and production of the cane sugar in Cuba, which is the 
natural feeder of the sugar trust, such a result would leave that 
monopoly the absolute master of the sugar situation in thiscountry. 
The extracts referred to are as follows: 
(From statement of N. H. Stewart, president of the Kalamazoo (Mich.) Beet 
Sugar Company.) 
IN THE UNITED STATES. 
The consumption of s in the United States during the year 1900 was 


2,486,228 tons of 2,000 pounds each. The annual rate of increased sugar con- 
——_ in this sr for the past nineteen — has been 6.84 per cént. 





‘At this rate of increase the amount of sugar used in the United States in 1910 
will be 4,062,496 tons, or, in round numbers, 4,000,000 tons. The cane area in 
our country is able to produce not to exceed 1,000,000 tons annually. 


This leaves 3,000,000 tons which can be furnished from home-grown beets 
if tariff legislation remains favorable during the intervening years. Europe 
with much less available beet area than the United Sta roduced in 1900 
6,950,000 tons of beet gages Every European count ng a success of 
the sugar industry maintains not only a protective tariff of from 1 cent to 8 
cents per pound, but also a direct bounty of from one-fourth of a cent to 
nine-tenths of a cent pet pound. If Europe can produce beet sugar, we can 
if given an opportunity. 

* . * * * * ” 

An industry with such possibilities can be established in the United States 
within the next ten years. The entire question depends upon tariff legisla- 
tion. Leave the ta: as it isand the industry is assured. Remove it, and 
this isimpossible. Will this gigantic industry be allowed to thrive and en- 
hance the entire agricultural interests of the country, permeating every 
avenue of business, or will it be destroyed and the sugar market of the United 
States surrendered to a trust, whose policy is dictated by one man? 

If permitted to thrive, the competition between these 600 beet-sugar fac- 
tories will ultimately reduce the price of sugar far below the price it would 
reach if controlled by a single corporation. Such reduction will come grad- 
nally as the development of the business under keen competition will justify. 
The beet-sugar industry stands to-day at the turning point. The trust reeee 
nizes this fact and is nee Ape every effort to crush the industry. W 
Congress stand for the people or for the trust? 

+ * * . * * . 

As American citizens we pastest, you please. We have gone into this 
industry in good faith. We were induced to go into it more through the 
Agricultural Department of the Government of the United States than in 
any other way, = the faith and pledges that as American industries would 
be protected so this institution would be protected. 

he way we looked at it was this: We were induced to go into that indus- 
try and we put our money in in faith, and now for the Government to 
take away that a wy puts Uncle Sam in no other position than that of 
a bunco steerer for that trust, because that trust is the only institution that 
will derive any benefit from this reduction. Weare the le to suffer. 

It is not pro to reduce the tariff along the line, but it Is proposed that 
this infant industry, just started by American citizens with American labor, 
must bear the entire burden, and give to Cuba what every gentleman who 
has been before your committee saysis the truth. An overproduction of beet 
sugar in the Old World reflects on Cuba, and it is for that reason that the 
price of sugar is reduced to where Cuba can not raise it at a profit any more 
and they have come in hereand deliberately asked that the Government of 
the United States stand it—nay, not the Government, but the beet-sugar in- 
dustry of the United States, added to the cane producers of Louisiana. I say 
we protest against it. 

* » 7 * * * * 

Mr. Metcaur. I understand you are speaking for all the beet-sugar manu- 
facturers of Michigan? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. Merca.F. You are representing them? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. What, in a opinion, would be the effect of a 25 per 
cent reduction in the tariff on Cuban suge ? 

Mr. SrEWART. That reduction would be so used by the Hayemeyers as to 
wipe out every sugar factory in the United States. He would put it down 
until it would only take one year to kill the sugar interests here, and then 
he would put up the price. 

Mr. MCCLELLAN, And he could do that still easier in the case of a 40 per 
cent reduction? 

Mr. Stewart. Yes; I do notcare what you do withit. Itis in his testi- 
mony that he has 90 per cent of the output of the sugar of the United States, 
and that means 39,000 barrels every twenty-four hours during the three hun- 
dred and sixty-five days of the year. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. And would a 10 per cent reduction have the same effect? 

Mr. STEWART. Any reduction, I do notcare what it is. The people would 
not get the benefit of any reduction, but Havemeyer would use it to crush 
out this ane He has taken it at the time, if he can get Congress to go 
with him, to kill it, and kill it forever in this country. 


[From statement of C. D. a of the Michigan Experiment 
on. 

_l am authorized to say for them that every Michigan farmer, whether 
directly growing beets or not, is interested m this question, and the vast 
majority of them, petitions to the contrary notwit nding, ask you and 
ask the Vongrems of the United States not to do anything which wil! embar- 
rass this industry. All through the Stute the ——_ are aroused and inter- 
ested in this beet-sugar business. Remember this is a thing that has been of 
considerable expense to the farmers and to the station. The farmers were 
suspicious, were slow to go into it, and yet the lower Peninsula will support 
sixty factories as soon as the industry can grow ina se way. 

In the sections of the State where the beet industry flourishes farmers are 
learning how to grow economically arger yields of beets richinsugar. As 
a farmer myself, and interested in farming, I am glad to say that we 
have there a more intelligent method of farming about other crops now that 
sugar beets have been introduced, the beets appearing as one factor in a four- 
roe rotation of crops. Last year the money paid to Michigan farmers for 

eets was within a small fraction of half as much as they received for their 
wheat in 1899. 

So rapidly has this exotic and artificial young giant grown! Iam glad to 
report, too, that all the small merchants say that they are now wane 
ar cash for the goods they furnish the farmers. The merchants are able 

buy their goods for cash, too, and all the small merchants are begging 


you not to do anything; that your obligation to them is just; that you ought | 


not to do anything which will imperil an industry which is hel xing them. 
Labori men, too, and the laboring wqmen are finding profitable employ- 

ment in this business. If some of you knew how difficult it was to get a hired 

girl in some of the sections of the State where these factories are located you 
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would appreciate how this industry is giving employment to everybody. 

Every that wants work can get it, not only 

poe a ocated but in other small towns, because beets are shipped largely 
y rail. 


in the towns where the fac- 


6 > * + * “ x 
Finally, it is true that the Michigan farmers would not raise bects ata 


price less than _§4.50 per ton of 12 per cent feed, and from the above state- 
ment that a reduction in price will not be accépted by them for some years 
tocome. Let me say, in conclusion, that the farmers of Michigan are prac- 
tically a unit. I receive every day fr 


om my institutes—we are holding some- 
like 255 of them—resolutions from those farmers, addressed sometimes 


thin, 

to the President of the United States and sometimes to Congress, stating 
that nothing must be done that will take away this industry, which is mak- 
ing the homes of Michigan happy, which is blessing the laborers and ——— 
their homes attractive, and which is helping the business men in a smal 
way in the smaller villages. 


[From statement of E. A. Powell, of Syracuse, N. Y.] 
Now, this industry came into our State a few years ago, just after a long 


series of depressions. The priceof land had run down toa very low figure, 
compared to what it had been fift 
to be one well adapted to central New York—central New York and south- 
ern New York—and as far north as Watertown and that vicinity. 


ears before. This industry has proven 


It has also been shown that without question beets can be grown with a 
prams to the farmer. Farmers have been slow to take hold, because they 
ad to change their implements and everything of that kind, but they are 
now taking hold of this industry, and if it is encouraged a very few years 
it will spread and grow over New York, up the Hudson and up the Mohawk, 
and across the State. Land all through those sections will be largely occu- 
ied by the beet-sugar indust So that the producer is the great factor. 
ft is really an agricultural problem. 

I believe that is emphatically the case—that the whole question is an agri- 
cultural problem, because if he can grow the beet it will be manufactured. 
It has been very plainly shown that the manufacturers can not, in the pres- 
ent state of the problem, stand a reduction in the tariff. I want to add that 
the growers certainly can not, because it is with difficulty that all these fac- 
tories are able to get the amount of beets grown to keep their factories in 
proper operation. 

So, even a little reduction, or even an insinuation of reduction, will scare 
the farmers. I know of a plant that has been in contemplation at home, and 
they would go ahead but for fear of this proposed legislation; and, further, I 
know of farmers who have beer, approached to make contracts for growing 
beets, and would not make those contracts on account of this fear. 

There is another question. The kind of labor that is being used is almost 
aclear gain to the community. For instance, there are a large number of 
women and children — who would not otherwise have any employ- 
ment. This is of great advantage to the poor people, who need this work. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Louisiana will allow me 
to interrupt him for the purpose of asking him a question for in- 
formation, I desire to do so. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I understand, there are two places in this 
country adapted to cane-sugar cultivation—Louisiana and a por- 
tion of Texas. Am I right about that? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Those are the only places where 
sugar is cultivated to any extent. I suppose sugar could be cul- 
tivated in Georgia, Florida, and also in Alabama. 

Mr. SPOONER. But it is not cultivated there. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. It is not cultivated there that I 
am aware of. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the highest possible estimated pro- 
duction of sugar cane in Louisiana? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I should put it at 1,000,000 tons. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the present production? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. The Senator asks for the highest 
possible production? ; 

Mr. SPOONER. The estimated possible production per annum 
in Louisiana. The Senator put that at 1,000,000 tons. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the present production? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. The production was decreased 
this year on account of the drought, it beinga bad season. It was 
about 300,000 tons. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the average annual production? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I should say about 350,000 tons. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then Louisiana is about 700,000 tons short on 
her average production of sugar? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. ‘I thinkso. That isabout the way 
we estimate it. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the exports of this 


| country, and especially the exports of our agricultural products: 


The United States exports about $800,000,000 worth of agricultural products 
annually and imports $400,000,000 worth annually— 

I read from Mr. Palmer— 

Of this $400,000,000 in gold which we send abroad for agricultural products, 
$100,000,000 to $125,000,000 are for sugar, every pound of which we are emi- 
nently adapted to produce. Of the remaining $300,000,000 worth, coffee, rub- 
ber, spices, and fibers constitute about $200,000,000, all of which our newly 
acquired island possessions are adapted to produce, and they and adjoining 
islands should eventuaily supply them. 

Now, it is evident from these statements and this evidence that 
under the present policy of our Government this great agricul- 
tural industry can and will grow in such proportions that this 
country can be made independent of all other countries in so far 
as the production of sugar is concerned. It is further evident 


| that this legislation will paralyze any further development of that 
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industry, and it is further indisputable that the only beneficiary 
of the destruction of this industry will be the American sugar trust. 

The beet farmers of the West and the cane producers of Loui- 
siana can not compete with the cane sugar of Cuba in the present 
stage of their development. ; o 

All development will cease; capital will not invest in the beet 
factories of the West or the sugar properties of Louisiana, but 
would rather go to the fertile fields of Cuba. 

Why, Mr. President, when this legislation was first agitated it 
was shown before the committee that over 300 beet factories were 
in the process of construction, all of which, except two or three, 
have been abandoned on account of prospective favorable action 
on this treaty,and I predict that this great and promising interest 
will be checked and dwarfed in any of its further growth and 
development. 

Let me read you from the Cuban paper, La Lucha, of February 5: 

At arecent meeting of a local committee of the Planters’ Society Sefior 
Garcia made a speech in which he gave the usual outline of the plans of the 
society. 

The paponing is what he had to say about the outlook for the sugar indus- 

in Cuba: 

7, It is almost sure that in the coming September the Brussels convention 
will be put in force, to which all have now agreed except Russia, and this 
will cause a reduction in the production of beet sugar. If to this be added 
the approbation of the reciprocity treaty with the United States by the 
American Senate we shall acquirea greater benefit than that represented oy 
the small reduction of 20 per cent nted to Cuban sugar, a berefit to whic 
those who discuss the treaty here have not given their attention. 

“The great danger for Cuban sugar is not the German, Belgian, or Javan 

roduct; our great enemy is American beet sugar. If the production of 

t sugar continues to increase in the United States, our prospects are seri- 

ously threatened, and therefore anything that directly or indirectly tends to 
prevent the increase of the same favors us and we ought to accept it.” 

There, Mr. President, is the whole truth and the whole secret 
of this fight. = 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Loui- 
siana yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should like to ask the Senator a question 
for information, if it will not interrupt him. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Not at all. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It has perhaps been stated in the course 


of the debate, but I have overlooked the fact if it has been, what | 


the relative cost of the production of sugar in Cuba is compared 
with the cost in the United States. If it has not been stated, I 
would be obliged to the Senator if he would inform the Senate 
what the cost of the production of Cuban sugar is, and also what 
is the cost of the production of beet and cane sugar in the United 
States. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Of course, the cost of the produc- 

tion of Cuban sugar can not be stated with any accuracy on my 
I can simply give what I have already stated. The British 

consul stated that he thought with improved machinery and im- 

proved methods sugar in Cuba can be made for a cent a pound. 

The sugar planters from my State, who have gone down and 
visited Cuba, and whoare practical sugar men, estimate that sugar 
can be made in Cuba at from a cent and a quarter to not exceed- 
ing a cent and a half a pound. Theestimate that has been placed 
upon the cost of making sugar from sugar cane in my State is 
about 3 cents a pound or a little over. The cost of making beet 
sugar, I believe, is probably a little more, though I am not certain. 

Mr. TELLER. It costs more than that now. 

Mr. CULLOM. More than 3 cents? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. That is what the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] tells me. You must understand, Sen- 
ators, that in Cuba the cane will grow for about ten years without 
replanting. With the sugar cane in Louisiana it takes about one- 
fifth of a crop annually to plant it. We require the most expen- 
sive machinery, implements of the finest and the most approved 
kind, plows, cultivators, spades, hoes, shovels, everything most 
costly; expensive mules, harness, carts, and everything of that 
character, and it is one continuous cultivation from January to 
January. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The query that arose in my mind was 
this: Whether the cost of the production of sugar in Cuba is not 
so far below the cost of the production of sugar in this country 
that a reduction of 20 per cent of the duty upon sugar imposed by 
the United States would serve to inundate us with more sugar 
than we are receiving now? There isa — disparity between 
the cost of the production of sugar in Cuba and in this country, 
according to the Senator’s statement. The query in my mind 
was whether the reduction of 20 per cent of our duty would seri- 
ously affect the quotation. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I think it will so far as the indus- 

in my State is concerned. 

ow, Mr. President, I was stating the beet and cane industry 
of this country will be capable within ten years of supplying the 
demands of our own market. 
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Think of the magnitude of this proposition! It means the con- 
struction of a vast number of new factories, at an expense of 
nearly $300,000,000 and the opening up and cultivation of over 
1,600,000 acres of land to beets, the products of which, added to 
the cane industry of our own country, would yield a revenue of 
$170,000,000 to be distributed among our own people. 

It means the establishment of one of the world’s greatest in- 
dustries, which will furnish occupation and remunerative employ- 
ment to hundreds of thousands of citizens who have built up that 
magnificent empire of the West which is to-day the admiration 
of the world. 

It means the establishment of a domestic and interstate trade 
that will far exceed the paltry benefits that can possibly accrue 
to the manufacturing interests of this country by any increased 
importation of their products into Cuba. It means benefits to 
railroads, to manufactories, to laborers, and every enterprise and 
interest in the country, far beyond the exporting and importing 
trade of Cuba combined. 

Mr. President, I have stated before that this treaty differs ma- 
terially from the first bill passed by the House, in that it fails to 
incorporate in its provisions any requirements on the part of Cuba 
to restrict the introduction of cheap European or Chinese labor 
into that island. 

Whatever may be the rules and regulations of that Republic at 


| present on that subject, yet it is as certain as the night follows 


the day that in less than a year after this treaty goes into effect 
that island will be flooded with Asiatic cheap labor, which will 
thus be brought into competition with that magnificent and hardy 
manhood of this country which to-day is engaged in building up 


| this our great industry. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understood the Senator to say a few mo- 


| ments ago that the effect of this bill would be to take $40,000,000 
| within the next five 
| Federal Treasury, an 
| ask him whether it is not likely that the production of sugar in 

Cuba will very rapidly increase during the next five years, and 


ears, which would otherwise go into the 
give it to the Cuban planters. I wish to 


instead of the island producing as now only a million tons, whether 
it is not likely that before the end of five years she will be pro- 
ducing double that amount, or 2,000,000 tons? And will not the 
argument be made then, at the time of the expiration of this 


| treaty, that the future of Cuba absolutely demands an extension of 
| the treaty, because otherwise Cuba will lose the market which 
| the treaty has afforded her and be driven into economic distress? 


I ask, therefore, whether the passage of this bill now does not 
mean an indefinite extension of the treaty at the end of five years, 
if we are to yield to the same considerations five years hence 
that we yield to now? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I certainly think so. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And, as I understand, that Cuba would 
—— absorb the production of the entire amount that would 

necessary to supply this country? 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the purpose of this legislation. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. When this Government pursues 


| the unstatesmanlike and suicidal policy which must ultimately 


result in the destruction of all hopes of further development of the 
sugar interests, think again of the magnitude of that proposition. 

It not only means the destruction of the most promising agri- 
cultural industry in the United States, with all of its vast possi- 
bilities and benefits, but it gives to the American sugar trust the 
absolute domination of the sugar markets of this Republic. That 
corporation becomes the only buyer and seller of sugar not only 
for the 70,000,000 people now in this country, but for the unborn 
generation to come. 

The great consuming public of this prime necessity of life will 
be at the mercy of this gigantic concern, and in order to make its 
victory certain and complete, and to secure its permanent en- 
thronement, this treaty generously bestows upon it over $7,000,000 
annually for five years for the accomplishment of that end. 

Mr. President, in conclusion permit me to say that the citizens 
of the State which I have the honor in part to represent in this 
body, relying on the good faith of this Government, have invested 
in sugar properties and sugar factories over $100,000,000. More 
than 200,000 of our people are directly dependent on this industry 
for their livelihood and occupation, and this to them means tlie 
ultimate destruction of this great interest. 

I can not now, nor will I in the future, stand silently by and 
witness the consummation of a Congressional act which unjustly 
and ruthlessly seeks to injure or destroy that great interest of my 
State, and especially so when its destruction is not for the benetit 
of my a or its people nor for any other people on the face 
of the globe, but rather for the advantage and enrichment of an 
already overrich and overpowerful corporation. 
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The citizens of Florida have invested their capital in orange 
groves, pineapple farms, and vegetable estates. 

We in Louisiana, as I have already said, have largely invested 
in sugar, just as Georgia, North Carolina, and South Carolina 
have invested in their cotton factories, and I hope I may be par- 
doned when I say that it looks almost like the refinement of in- 
justice and wrong to expect the representatives of these States, 
who have shared with us the trials and sufferings of the years 
gone by, to join in this unjust assault upon this industry of a 
neighboring Commonwealth, to secure the few paltry dollars that 
will flow into the coffers of their own cotton factories. 

It seems almost a cruel act to inflict this blow upon a neighbor- 
ing sister State for the few paltry dollars that it is claimed will 
be placed in the coffers of their cotton factories, and I can scarcely 
believe that their Representatives will do it. 

Mr. President, I stated in the beginning of my remarks that 
the Spanish-American war was a war largely in the interest of 
humanity. 

When this war was declared,and when the President of the 
United States issued his proclamation calling upon the various 
States of the American Union to furnish their quota of troops, the 
people of the entire South responded with prompt and patriotic 
alacrity to that appeal. 

The people of the South, Mr. President, did not want war. 
They had had enough of war. The graves were too fresh, the 
scars were too deep, and the wounds were too tender. 

We wanted no war, but when the summons came the old and 
young responded with patriotic zeal. The hope and the inspira- 
tion of the people of the South was to demonstrate to the armed 
powers of the world that this was a reunited country and wher- 
ever the flag of our country floated, whether upon land or sea, it 
carried with it the love, patriotism, and bravery of the whole 
American people. 

My State in proportion to its population contributed more 
soldiers than any other State in the American Union, and it 
seems to me that I can justly call upon all the Senators in this 
body not to make her the first and most certain victim of this 
great war of humanity. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have listened with great in- 
terest to the very able and exhaustive speech of the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Foster]. I am always impressed by the pres- 
entation of the sectional view where it means that old differ- | 
ences shall be forgotten and that the country shall be one. But | 
it seems to me that the appeal with which the Senator has closed 
his eloquent argument has no place in this discussion. There is | 
no sectionalism; there is no revival of old feelings between the 
= and the North. Itis not a Southern, it is not a Northern 
question, 

While Louisiana is interested, yet there are also interested the 
Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, and the States of Col- 
orado, Kansas, Michigan, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, Utah, 
and New York, all of them Northern States, all of them sugar- 
producing States, and producing in the aggregate three times as 
much as does the State of Louisiana, 

Now, after listening to what has been said by the Senator from 
Louisiana, together with the very able and exhaustive remarks of 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] the other day, I think 
we have presented to the Senate and to the country all that can 
be said against this legislation. If we are to admit the facts upon 
which they base their opposition, then there is little justification 
for the bill which has been presented by the President, which has 
passed the House of Representatives by an unprecedented major- 
ity and is now before the Senate. 

Weare at the beginning of a Presidential year, when all states-. 
men and all parties are tremendously interested in the result 
and exceedingly sensitive as to the sentiment of the people upon 
proposed er When the President makes his siaeineation 
and sends this treaty and bill to Congress, when after full debate 
it receives in the House of Representatives the vote of prac- 
tically every Republican and of a large number of the Demo- 
crats, when it receives the a of nearly every newspaper in 
the United States, there must be some other reason than politics, 
some other reasons than selfish ones, some other reason than anx- 
lety to oblige an overgrown trust which brings these tremendous 
and almost unanimousforces of the country behind this measure. 
. The basis, mainly, of the opposition which has been so ably stated 

y the Senator who has just taken his seat is first, our violation of 
treaties, and nextan ec nomic one. If we s ood in the same rela- 
— to Cuba as we do to Germany, Great Britain, or France, 
then I would say that if we enacted this legislation we would be 
ue the 22 treaties which have been brought out by the Sena- 

or. Certainly if we stood in the same relation to Germany there 
would be every reason why we should not advance any further 
With this bill, We sold to Germany last year $3,000,000 of our 
products and to Cuba only $20,000,000. Cuba has 1,600,000 peo- 
ple; Germany has between fifty and sixty millions, 
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By yew poee | arrangements with Germany and preferential 
tariffs, we could undoubtedly make a better bargain, if a bargain 
only is to be made, for the exchange of products than we can pos- 
sibly make with Cuba. But our relations with the Republic of 
Cuba differ from those with any other country in the world. Our 
obligations to Cuba are different from our obligations, responsi- 
a and duties, moral or legal, to any other country in the 
world. 

Cuba is no new element in the politics of the United States or 
in the consideration of our statesmen. For four hundred years 
Cuba has been a storm center of American difficulties—military, 
naval, commercial, and epidemic. It was from Cuba that the 
expedition of Cortez was organized which conquered Mexico; 
that the expedition of De Soto was organized which conquered 
the mouth of the Mississippi and the whole of the Gulf coast; 
that the expeditions were organized which conquered Florida. It 
was from Cuba in our Revolutionary war that Spain gathered 
her forces for the purpose of forever prohibiting the new Repub- 
lic, if it succeeded in its efforts for independence, from securing 
. foothold upon the Gulf of Mexico or an outlet by the Mississippi 

iver. 

Cuba, with her great fertility, her many harbors, and her 
possibilities for offense and defense, is planted where she com- 
mands the Gulf of Mexico, our southern Atlantic coast, and our 
Isthmian transit, and for over a hundred years—aye, ever since 
the Revolutionary war—she has been an object of solicitude to 
American statesmen and to the American people. 

During the period when Spain for many years was endeavoring 
to prevent the independence of her South American and Isthmian 
colonies Cuba remained faithful, and it was from Cuba that ex- 
peditions were fitted out for the purpose of attacking the ports of 
those South American countries. Buccaneers went from there 
and harried the Spanish Main and the coasts of the Gulf of 
Mexico and preyed upon and almost annihilated American com- 
merce in the South Atlantic and the Caribbean Sea. 

During the civil war Louis Napoleon, in possession of Mexico, 
and seeking from that vantage ground to divide the United States 
so that he might prevent the formation of one republic such as 
the United States is to-day, also made the ports of Cuba the res- 
ervoir and the supply stations of his fleets and armies. It was dur- 
ing our civil war a rendezvous for Confederate cruisers and block- 
ade runners. 

But our relations with Cuba go back in diplomacy for a hun- 
dred yearsand more. The greatest genius ever created for form- 
ative government, who seemed to have the ability by divine 
intuition to strike from the unknown and without precedent 
systems and structures for the future, Alexander Hamilton, saw 

e importance of Cuba, and he early suggested the necessity of 
its acquisition by the United States. 

The two statesmen of our early history who were always antag- 
onistic on every question were united on this, and they were Alex- 
ander Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson. I was surprised, know- 
ing the pacific character of Mr. Jefferson and his opposition tothe 
acquisition of foreign territory, to read in this compilation of his 
utterances his views upon Cuba. In a letter to President Monroe 
in 1823 he said: 

I candidly confess that I have ever looked on Cuba as the most interesting 
addition which could ever be made to our system of States. The control 
which, with Florida Point, this island would give us over the Gulf of Mexico 
and the countries and isthmus bordering on it, as well as all those whose 
waters flow into it, fill up the measure of our political well-being. 

Again to Monroe he said: 

Certainly her addition to our confederacy is exactly what is wanting to 
round our power asa nation to the point of its utmost interests. 

Again he writes a year afterwards: 


It is better to lie still,in readiness to receive that interesting incorporation 
when solicited by herself. 


As early as 1809 he wrote: 


Bonaparte, a. with difficulty, will consent to our receiving Cuba into 
our Union to prevent our aid to Mexico and the other [Spanish] provinces. 
That would bea price, and I would immediately erect a cofamn on the south- 
ee limit of Cuba and inscribe on ita ne plus ultra as to us in that direc- 

In another letter he advocated that the United States should 
take the position of employing its armies and its navies for the 
purpose of keeping any other country than Spain holding Cuba, 
and that the world should be given notice that the United States 
would prevent, so far as it could, Great Britain or France from 
securing a foothold on the island. 

Now, we come down to Monroe’s own action, and when we 
examine the history of his Administration we find that the real 
crux of the Monroe doctrine was Cuba. Great Britain at that 
time in her struggle with the Holy Alliance had the same fear. 


Canning and Monroe, when they formulated the Monroe doctrine, ~ 


did so for the purpose, among others, of preventing Napoleon 
from getting possession of Cuba, with the power and the dominance 
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which it would give him over our Atlantic coast and the Gulf of 
Mexico and over the British islands in the Caribbean Sea. 

President Polk did his best by negotiation to purchase the is- 
land. The main policy of Pierce’s Administration was to buy 
Cuba, and he made a plump offer to Spain of a hundred million 
dollars for its transfer. A hundred millions then, compared with 
our resources now and the value of money, would be at present at 
least a thousand million dollars. 

Still later James Buchanan was minister to England; Mason, 
of Virginia, minister to France; Soulé, of Louisiana, minister to 
Spain. Sugar was then as now the great product of Cuba and 
also of Louisiana. And yet when these three ministers of the 
United States met on the call of Buchanan, at Ostend, in Belgium, 
Soulé wrote the manifesto that it was the manifest duty of the 
United States to acquire Cuba by purchase,and if Spain would 
not agree to the purchase to take her by force. That was the 
view of the Louisiana statesman of 1854. There would have 
been no tariff had he succeeded, but free trade between Cuba and 
the United States, because she would have come in as a State. 

Now, the feeling in the United States was so strong at that 
time, as it had been since the formation of the Government, in 
relation to Cuba and the possible peril to us of her ssion by 
a foreign power, that that manifesto of which Mr. Buchanan got 
the credit carried him through the Democratic convention with 
unanimity and made him President of the United States. Bu- 
chanan was no sooner firmly seated than he began to negotiate 
for the purchase or annexation of Cuba in some form, and he also 
asserted that the United States ought to take possession of the 
Isthmus of Darien, because California was then looming into im- 
portance, by our armies and navies to prevent any interference 
with transit across that isthmus. 

Really the utterances and the actions of statesmen living within 
the recollection of most of the Senators here are interesting com- 
ments upon the present fright, real or imaginary, in the Demo- 
cratic and the Mugwump mind as to the action of our Adminis- 
tration in the present crisis in Panama. 

Of course when the civil war came on there was necessaril¥ a 
cessation of our activities in regard to Cuba. But since the civil 
war there has been no month in any year when there has not 
been an agitation among the American people because of intoler- 
able conditions on the island, and when there has not been an in- 
tense feeling throughout our country of sympathy with the Cuban 
people, of the necessity of driving Spain out, and that we ought 
to have our hand in some form upon her affairs and destiny. 

The relations between Cuba and the United States on the sea 
have been dramatic. AsI have already said, from her ports by 
sea she has interfered with our commerce, our trade, and our 

ace. By seashe has been the pest hole where tropical diseases, 
oonmnbeds epidemic, have been borne across and ravaged our south- 
ern country. But by sea have happened three remarkable pic- 
turesque and historic events. 

In 1854 a Spanish gunboat stopped the Black Warrior in the 
Caribbean Sea, captured her, took her to Habana, and there she 
was confiscated. A demand was made for her release or that 
Spain should give up Cuba; and except for the troubles growing 
out of the then impending conflict upon the slavery question the 
military and the naval forces of the United States would have 
seized Cuba after Spain refused the offer of $100,000,000. 
state in passing that Buchanan raised that offer to $120,000,000. 

In 1873 the Virginius was captured. She was carried into San- 
tiago. A drumhead court-martial condemned to death her offi- 
cers and crew. Fifty-three of them were shot in the market 
place. There was no American ship there, but happily there was 
a British man-of-war, the Niobe, and the British commander gave 
notice to the Spanish authorities that if another Englishman or 
another American was shot he would bombard and destroy the 
town. Then the Spanish authorities surrendered the remaining 
93, and they were brought back to the United States. 

General Grant telegraphed a message to our minister at Madrid 
to demand from the Spanish Government within ten days a salute 
of the flag and ample apology and remuneration for the victims 
of the outrage, or ask for his passports, which meant war. It so 
happened that at the time that eloquent dreamer, that most beau- 
tiful architect in language and in ideas, but infant in practical 
affairs, Castellar, had so appealed to the Spanish imagination that 
he had overthrown the monarchy of a thousand years and inau- 
gurated a republic in Spain. Our Administration and our people 
were very sensitive, in the delicate and perilous position of that 
republic, with the monarchies of Europe all around seeking to 
destroy it and helping the Bourbons, about interfering with its 
existence, and so our country forgave Spain for a pone pittance of 
$80,000 to the victims of the Virginius and an apology. 

Once more there came a tragedy upon the ocean. The battle 
ship Maine wasin the harborof Habana. She was blown up there 
under conditions which senta thrill of horror through the United 
States and all around the civilized world. Then it was that the 
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feelings of the people of the United States, pent up for one hundred 
and twenty-five years, could no longer be restrained. The senti- 
ment of the country swept Congress and the peaceful McKinley 
into a declaration of war. 

Now, there had been insurrections in Cuba four years, from 
1820 to 1830, four years from 1830 to 1840, four years from 1840 to 
1850, a year or two from 1850 to 1860, and between the sixties and 
nineties there were ten years of insurrection and revolution, ac- 
companied by horrors and outrages unknown to any countries 
except those in savage lands under savage chieftains. 

In every one of these insurrections the United States had a 
hand. Every one of them was fomented within our territory, 
and money, arms, and men went from us. Every one of them 
had the sympathy of the people of the United States, and it re- 
quired the restraining power of every Administration and of 
our courts, and sometimes of our Army and Navy, to prevent our 
people. from going over and driving Spain from the Queen of the 
Antilles. 

Such has been our interest historically in this island, an inter- 
est we never had in Spain or Germany or France or Great Britain. 

In one hundred days the war was over, unexpectedly to us, un- 
expectedly to other nations. New questions and difficulties were 
forced upon us so rapidly in those hundred days that our position 
was changed, diplomatically and commercially, with all the world, 
from what it had been from the formation of our Government. 

In the spirit with which we went into that contest and before 
we foresaw how it would extend, we adopted a resolution pro- 
posed by the distinguished Senator from Colorado, and known as 
the Teller resolution. In my own judgment, looking back now, I 
deeply regret that we ever acagne it. I supposeif I had been in 
the Senate when there was such a wave of passionate sentiment- 
alism, patriotism, and humanity going through this Chamber I 
might have voted for it. Butit would have been infinitely better 
for the United States and for Cuba if there had been no declara- 
tions or obligations, and if Cuba was now in the same relations 
to the United States and under the same general territorial con- 
ditions which have rescued Porto Rico and given her prosperity 
and prospects never dreamed of by her most optimistic people, 
and which are doing so much for the Philippines in their resur- 
rection, education, and advancement toward self-government. 

But we did enter into that relation; we did make that promise. 
There was not a statesman in any cabinet in Europe who believed 
we would carry it out. There never was a promise of that sort 
carried out by any government made under such conditions. But 
when Spain had been driven from the island, when after two 
years we had turned the brigands into farmers and the guerrillas 
into workmen, when we had not only restored order and made 
possible peaceful pursuits, but courts of justice were administer- 
ing the law, and the country was reported to bein a condition 
for independence, we invited the Cuban people to call a constitu- 
tional convention and to form a republic. Then that constitu- 
tion was adopted and the republic formed, then occurred the 
most dramatic incident in the history of nations. As the flag of 
the new republic went up it received the enthusiastic salute of the 
conquering army, and the conquering army carried back to the 
United States the flag not only of victory, but of justice, humanity, 
and generosity. 

Now, my friends, the Senator from Colorado — TELLER] 
and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster} who just taken 


| his seat, say that we have no greater obligations to Cuba than 


to any other country in the world. They say that whatever we 
owe to her people we have paid; that we have spent millions of 
our money; that we have sacrificed many valuable lives to give 
her independence, to make her self-sustaining among nations; 
that we have received nothing in return; and if there are any 
duties or any obligations, they are entirely from the island of 
Cuba by way of gratitude to the people and the Government 
of the United States. 

Now, let us see on what terms the Republic of Cuba was cre- 
ated. A government is never completely independent until it 
exercises every attribute of sovereignty. Sovereignty means the 


| ability to make treaties, without the dictation, advice, or sugges- 


tion of any other power, with all the countries of the world. 
Sovereignty means the right to raise armies and navies for 
domestic defense, for foreign invasion, for war. Sovereignty 
means the right to administer internal affairs without any inter- 
ference from anybody. Even the sovereignty of the States of 
this Union does not permit the Federal Government, except under 
specified conditions and by the request of the State, to act in their 
internal affairs. Health, police, sanitation, diplomacy, finances, 
territory, and war, are all essential powers of independent and 
sovereign governments. 

Now, what are our relations to Cuba? Before we would per- 
mit Cuba to be independent and free, before we would loosen 
our grasp, we asked her, and she assented, to put into her funda- 
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mental law what is known as the Platt amendment. First, the 
Platt amendment reads: 


That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign Rover or powers which will impair or tend to 


impair the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any 


ign power or powers to obtain by co! tion or for military or naval 
Sanpenes or otherwise, lodgment in or control over any portion of said island. 


If we have no obligations to Cuba, what business had we to 
demand this of her? d we ask this of Germany and succeed? 
Of Great Britain and win? Of France or Russia and have it 
assented to? In every treaty that she makes we are sae In 
every negotiation for a coaling station we are asked, Now, 
second: 

That said government shall not assume or contract any public debt, to 

iy the interest upon which, and to make reasonable sinking fund provision 
ior the ultimate discharge of which, the ordinary revenues of the island, 
after defraying the current expenses of government, shall be inadequate. 

There is no attribute of sovereignty which is so important as 
the ability of the state, of the nation, to raise money and to pledge 
securities for payment for its necessary purposes in peace or 
war. But Cuba can not raise money except under conditions 
imposed by us; and who is to see that those conditions are carried 
out? The President of the United States. She is trying now to 
borrow $36,000,000, and she is not in the position of other nations, 
because she has nothing to pledge for it. She can not give coal- 
ing stations; she can not mortgage her revenues. She can not 
promise anything except her credit and prospective prosperity. 
The bankers of Europe will hardly take this loan, because the 
United States will not permit their governments to enforce its 
collection. Her only peer is in the United States. ‘The 
bankers of the United States will loan the money because our 
Government possesses the power to enforce the payment. 

That the Government of Cuba consents that the United States may exer- 
cise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, the 
maintenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, property, 
and individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect to 
Cuba imposed by the treaty of Parison the United States, now to be assumed 
and undertaken by the Government of Cuba. 

Under that provision we are present behind every policeman 
from one end of the island to the other. We are present when- 
ever a band of i or of insurrectionists rises, as they are 
in the habit of doing in Latin-American countries, because of 
some fancied or real grievance, or following some ambitious 
leader. We are there to preserve order and put down insurrec- 
tion if Cuba is unable to do it; and we do not wait for Cuba to 
ask us. We are to determine when we shall land our forces on 
the island to preserve order and the independence of the country. 


That the government of Cuba will execute, and as faras necessary extend, 
the plans already devised or other plans to be mutually agreed upon, for the 
sanitation of the cities of the island, to the end that a recurrence of epidemic 
and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby assuring protection tothe 
people and commerce of Cuba, as well as to the commerce of the southern 
ports of the’'United States and the people residing therein. 


Why, Mr. President, the laws of health, the protection from 
disease, the sanitation of every city and of every t in Cuba 
are subject to the keen supervision of the Surgeon-General of the 
United States. If Cuba fails to protect herself, then our sanitary 
powers and our Marine-Hospital Service go into the infected 
regions of Cuba for the safety of its own le and to prevent 
epidemics coming here and ravaging the United States. 

Section VII further provides that— 
to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba and to pro- 
tect the le thereof, as well as for its own defense, the government of 
naval stations at certain specifiod points, to be agreed upon with the Pres! 
dent of the United States. . : 

Under that provision we have our coaling stations, our har- 
bors, our Navy, and our forces wherever we select around the 
island to carry out the provisions of the Cuban constitution, and 
to protect the Republic against aggressions from all the world. 

In view of this recitation of historical events and of the relations 
which have been accepted by Cuba and placed in her constitu- 
tion and imposed by us in the Platt amendment, who can say that 
there are no obligations, moral or legal, upon the United States 
to the Republic of Cuba? Who can say that we violate the con- 
tract for equal treatment in 22 treaties with foreign governments 
if we make reciprocal concessions to that Republic? Let the na- 
tion which makes such a claim come forward and say, ‘‘We accept 
the Platt amendment.” Let Germany say, ‘We accept the Platt 
amendment;”’ let France say, ‘We accept the Platt amendment;”’ 
let Great Britain say, “We accept the Platt amendment for our 
islands and our dependencies;” and then there will be an equality 
upon which they may assert that reciprocal concessions to the 
Republic of Cuba violate the treaties we have with them. 

Mr. President, the contention here is that the conditions in 
Cuba are such that, unless we make this concession in our tariff, 
Cuba can not her people.’ Three-fourths of the people 
of Cuba are dependent upon sugar, its production, and its manu- 
facture. The other fourth are dependent mainly upon tobacco. 
If it be true that Cuba can not sell her product to the United 


States except at a loss, then we have a very serious obligation. 
Bad as was the Government of Spain, Cuba had concessions in 
the Spanish tariff which took care in a large measure of her sugar 
and of her tobacco, By the severance of her relations with Spain, 
the tariff wall went up against her, and it is against her in every 
country in —_ 'y these new relations which she has estab- 
lished with the United States she has no market except in our 
country. 

If it be true—and I understand it to be, after reading this testi- 
mony—that, unless we make this concession, there will be eco- 
nomic and industrial conditions in Cuba which will result in an 
industrial paralysis which will throw a large portion of her people 
out of employment, then what will a The past will be 
repeated. People of the Tropics are neither patient nor peaceful 
under suffering. There will naturally be an insurrection and 
riots, and then we will be called upon to put down with our Army 
and Navy an insurrection which we have created, fomented, and 
kept alive. We can not with honor and decency occupy such a 
position to this ward of ours, in whose welfare we are so inter- 
ested and for whose future we are so hopeful, and, in a measure, 
responsible. 

We consume in this country 2,500,000 tons of sugar. We raise 
about 1,000,000 tons, in round numbers, and that leaves 1,500,000 
tons to be imported. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from New 
York if I were now to put in what seems to me rather an inter- 
esting historical statement connected with what he has been say- 
ing? 

Mr. DEPEW. I shall be very glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time the distinguished representative 
of Louisiana was preparing the Ostend manifesto in 1854 the 
domestic production of sugar in Louisiana was 495,000,000 pounds 
per annum, which was 50 per cent of the total consumption 
in the United States. This production was not again equaled 
until the industry received the impetus of a bounty under the 
McKinley Act. The highest amount reached in any year since is 
about 700,000,000 pounds; in other words, the domestic produc- 
tion of Louisiana, under natural causes, has been reduced from 
50 per cent of our total consumption to one-eighth of our total 
consumption. The duty in 1854 was 30 per cent ad valorem, which 
upon the — of sugar at that time would have been equal to about 
nine-tenths of a cent a pound as against the present duty of 1% 
cents; the ad valorem rate imposed by a Democratic Administra- 
tion of 30 per cent, as against a specific duty equivalent to about 
100 per cent ad valorem imposed by a Republican Administration. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad to answer, but I do not 
want to answer in the time of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. DEPEW. Iam willing the Senator shall do so. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether or not the anxiety in those days for the annexation of 
Cuba did not arise more out of the institution of slavery than any 
commercial interest or necessity for defense? Was not the purpose 
of it to maintain at least the balance between the free and slave 
States; in reality, to add another slave State to the Union? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be unwilling to ascribe any motives 
to the representatives of Louisiana in 1903 or in 1854. I assume 
that to the best of their ability they were and are looking out for 
the interests of their own people. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DrypeEN in the chair). The 
Senator from New York [Mr. Derrw] has the floor. Does he 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DEPEW. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if the only sentiment in this country in favor of the annex- 
ation of Cuba when the Ostend manifesto was issued was not 
that of the Southern people, and whether a wave of popular dis- 
sent did not pass over the entire North on that occasion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would not seem so from the fact that the 
usually accredited author of that manifesto, Mr. Buchanan, was 
almost immediately made the nominee of the Democratic party 
at its convention, as stated by the Senator from New York, and 
elected President of the United States. 

Mr. DEPEW. And carried most of the Northern States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; and carried most of the Northern States. 

Mr. TELLER. That was in the days of the strength of the 
Democratic party, backed by the wealth of the country and 
backed by the solid South, for the South had practically become 
solid, the Whig party having disappeared. The protest of the 
North, which was insisted upon by the men who did not support 
that ticket, was that it was in the interest of slavery, and slavery 
alone, that the proposition to make Cuba a State of the Union 
was being exploited. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I call attention to the fact that the Repub- 
lican party in that year also denounced the Ostend manifesto, but 
their candidate was defeated and Mr. Buchanan was elected. 

Mr. DEPEW. I will say, in answering the Senator, that Jef- 
ferson’s anxiety for Cuba was long before there was any slavery 
agitation. The anxiety of John Quincy Adams for the annexa- 
tion of Cuba was entirely on other grounds than slavery. The 
slavery reason for the acquisition of Cuba did not arise until about 
1850. Prior to that time it had been the general wish of the peo- 
ple of the country, on account of the strategic position of Cuba 
to our Southern and Gulf ports. 

Mr. President, as I was saying, in round numbers we consume 
in this country 2,500,000 tons of sugar. Of this we raise about 
1,000,000 tons. Of this 1,000,000 tons Louisiana produces about 
800,000 tons, the Hawaiian Islands 375,000 tons, the beet-sugar 
industry of the country 240,000 tons, and Porto Rico 93,000 tons, 
making about 1,000,000 tons from our continent and our island 
possessions. Of the 1,500,000 tons which we buy, last year 1,250,000 
tons came from Cuba and the rest from the British Islands, from 
Germany, and other countries. 

Mr. CULLOM. About one-half of our purchases from other 
countries was from Cuba. 

Mr. DEPEW. More than one-half. Two-thirds of our pur- 
chases were from Cuba. Cuba raises about one million tons a 
year, and the 250,000 tons extra is accounted for by having come 
over from the year before, when, on account of loss by tariff con- 
ditions in our market, it could not be sold. . 

The average duty upon all products coming into the United 
States is about 50 per cent, taking high and low, with the excep- 
tion of sugar and tobacco. The duty upon sugar is 73 per cent, 
or, on its selling price, about 100 per cent. The duty upon to- 
bacco is 110.63 per cent. If we take 20 per cent off of sugar, the 
duty will be still 69 or 70 per cent, or 30 per cent higher than the 
average duty upon other products, and higher than the duty im- 
posed upon anything except tobacco. 

The testimony shows that at present the tariff of 1.68 cents on 
Cuban sugar it can not be sold in New York except at a loss, 
sufficient to ruin the ordinary sugar planter of Cuba, though a 
few very large planters who have capital, exceptional machinery, 
and particular locations may barely survive. With the conces- 
sion of 20 per cent there is a moderate profit to the Cuban planter. 

Anyone who will read the testimony of the planters will see 
that the whole of this difference goes tothem. The Senator from 
Louisiana says yes, but only to a few planters and none to labor. 
The production of sugar employs three-fourths of the working- 
men of Cuba. Its prosperity is theirs also. Their wages and 
living are dependent as much upon its remunerative sale as are 
those of the artisans in any industry anywhere upon its pros- 
perity or decay. 

Cuba imports $60,000,000 worth of goods annually, of which we 
sell $20,000,000. They are all articles we either produce or manu- 
facture, and we have a ferry to the island as against the Atlantic 
Ocean to our competitors. With the concessions in our favor by 
this treaty we ought to have all of Cuba’s market. It will grow 
with the population and in time amount to $200,000,000. 

Now, as to fears of the trouble which will come to the beet-sugar 
interests of the country and cane-sugar interests of Hawaii and 
Louisiana, the testimony shows that the — upon beet sugar 
at present are such that 20 per cent can yielded in the tariff 
and the beet-sugar interests still receive a very handsome profit. 

The beet-sugar men testified that if uncertainty is removed and 
they can be secure by this legislation for five years they will feel 
much safer and more ready to increase their factories and areas 
of planting than they would if uncertainty and agitation continue. 
This testimony also shows that there is an increase of consump- 
tion in the United States re to the increase in popula- 
tion, amounting in the neighborhood of 6 per cent per year. The 
beet and cane sugar production so far have not grown any more 
rapidly, or hardly appreciably more rapidly, than the consump- 
tion of sugar in the United States. 

The s h of the Senator of Louisiana develo 

‘ted before, what every man who has studied this question 
oouactiel there is to be an internal fight to the death in this 
country between the beet and the cane interests and between the 
beet and beet interests in different sections. The Senator says 
that cane will produce 1 ton of sugar to the acre in Louisiana. 
The beets in Michigan and States which are farther north, having 
a more humid climate, and with less sunshine, will produce about 
8 tons to the acre, while in the favored land of my friend from 
Colorado beets yield up to 10 tons per acre, and the same can be 
done in California. 

With this difference of three times the production per acre of 
saccharine matter in certain sections of the country over others, 
when production becomes ter than the demand, then Colo- 
rado, Nevada, Utah, and ifornia will make for Kansas, Michi- 
gan, and New York sugar producing 4ifficult. The future will 
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regulate itself. The fact that 3-ton-per-acre land can prosper 
while other territories produce 10 tons to the acre bears remark- 
able testimony to the profits of the business. 

We are in the habit in this country of predicting trouble. It 
is almost a national peculiarity. Weare a highly imaginative, 
a sensitive, and apprehensive people. Two-thirds die before 
their time from worrying about what never happens. When 
Hawaii was about to be annexed, the wail which went up in both 
Houses of Congress, which shook the rafters of the sugar plant- 
ers’ houses in Louisiana, and sent terror through the beet-sugar 
States, is only equaled by the peril which so scares my dis- 
tinguished friends now. 

When Porto Rico received a reduction to 15 per cent of the 
rates of the Dingley tariff we all remember that you could cut 
the blue in this Chamber with a knife. Even those of us who 
were on the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, who 
had examined the question and knew by the facts that these dread- 
ful disasters could not happen, had our apprehensions aroused. 


| Now Porto Rico’s products are admitted free and the ghost has 


vanished. 
So it will be with Cuba. To be sure there is, as stated by the 
Senator from Louisiana, land enough in Cuba possibly to raise 


| all the sugar that we could consume in the United States, and 


maybe all the sugar enough for the world. So there island enough 
in the United States to raise all the wheat, if devoted entirely to 
that, or all the corn, or oats, or barley. But in the science of pro- 
duction peoples and neighborhoods adjust themselves to conditions, 
and if there is more sugar land than it is profitable to cultivate, 
that same land will be devoted to the raising of other products 
which are more profitable, and for which there is a better demand. 

There is a cotton shortage in the world. It has enabled specu- 
lators in the market to advance that staple to prices which threaten 
the employment of thousands in this country and abroad, and will 
distress consumers who are dependent upon this cheap article for 
clothing. The area of cotton cultivation might possibly be ex- 
tended to Cuba, whose lands, I understand, are capable of raising 
almost anything, so as to minimize this danger and to meet this 
difficulty. 

But, sir, we are only on the threshold of Cuba—a land, which, 
in productive power and climatic conditions, has no equal any- 
where on earth, and whose soil has scarcely been scratched. One 
million six hundred thousand people are there, but 15,000,000 can 
be ——— comfortably within its boundaries. American capi- 
tal is there to the extent of $80,000,000, and is pouring in every 
year. Now that the conditions of law and its equal enforcement 
and for the safety and free movement of property and people are 
secure, American capital will exploit these opportunities at our 
doors. Our capital is going to the Arctic Circle seeking for gold, 
our enterprising men are enduring every hardship in the wilds of 
Alaska and British Columbia and up in regions of eternal snow. 

We are sending hundredsevery year to look into possibilities for 
investment in the Philippines, 6,000 miles away, where there are 
already 10,000,000 natives. Buthereis a near neighbor, a republic 
created by ourselves, offering security for life, property, invest- 
ment, development, and exploitation. Our capital and enterprise 
are there now. I believe, sir, that before the five years are over, 
when this protocol or treaty expires, instead of Cuba raising 
nothing but sugar, swamping the beet and the cane interests in the 
United States, there will be a large population in Cuba engaged 
in divers industries and wees their share of this product. 

Already American capitalists have built a railroad from one end 
of the island to the other at an expense of between $12,000,000 
and $20,000,000. They have not built that railroad tocarry sugar 
or tobacco alone—that would be madness—but to take enterprise 
and enterprising people all over the territory, to establish summer 
resorts and sanitariums, to raise different agricultural products, 
to build factories, and to do all those things in Cuba which have 
happened along the lines, as they have been extended, of our west- 
ern and northwestern railroads, 

I can remember the time when the farmers of the Middle States 
and New England looked upon every mile of Western railroa‘ 
extended as a menace to themselves, as a nail in their industria! 
coffins. I can remember when there was a feeling that it was a 
calamity to the agricultural interests of the Middle and Eastern 
States to have the cheap lands of the West come in competition 
if transportation rates were to be so low that their products could 
reach the seaboard almost upon the same terms. 

All those apprehensions have Seperes- The catastrophe 
failed to materialize. It is an axiom of settlement and develop- 
ment that if any territory is so governed that people and capit:! 
dare go there, it will not be exploited in one line or in one produc- 
tion, but varied industries, which make a country great and pros- 
perous, will follow settlement along the railroads and transport: 
tion routes. 

Mr. President, as an illustration of the difficulties the opponents 
of this measure contend with, my friend the Senator from Louisiana 
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[Mr. Foster], after stating that this treaty was wholly for 
the benefit of Cuba, and that while it might and would give to her 
great prosperity and the command of our market, to the injury 
of our cane and beet sugar producing interests, said we were going 
toforce it upon her. In other words, that we were going to force 
upon the beneficiary a jug-handled contract, when the beneficiary 
had the jug and we only the handle. ao hter. 

I do not wish it understood, Mr. sident, use I have 
entered into this historical survey of the views of our statesmen 
from the time of Hamilton and Jefferson for the acquisition of 
Cuba, that I am in favor of the proposition of my friend, the 
Senator from Nevada |Mr. NEwLanps] for the annexation of the 
island. _I thinkit would be a misfortune both to Cubaand to the 
United States if at this time that island should be admitted as a 
sovereign State. We have been entirely too careless for one 
reason and another in admitting States. As our Government is 
constituted, with each State, no matter what its — or 
what its interests, equal to every other State in the Senate, we 
have been progressing a toward a government by minori- 
ties, and I certainly would not favor the annexation as yet of 
Cuba or of any of these dependencies of ours. 

I would regard it as a misfortune to admit any of our depend- 
encies as States until they are Americanized—Americanized in 
their population; Americanized in their language; Americanized 
in their school systems; Americanized in their understanding of 
American liberty and American law and order. With the oppor- 
tunities which Cuba offers I look to such an immigration from 
the United States, especially from the Southern States, that 
within five years from now there will be from two td three mil- 
lion Americans in that island. With closer relations Cubans 
will become more American year by year. The day is not far 
distant when Cuba, resembling the United States in its constitu- 
tion, laws, and liberties—and in all which goes to make up a 
country desirable to live in for people brought up and educated 
as are Americans—will have from five to six million people who 
are educated upon American lines and worthy of all the rights of 
American citizenship. Then, with the initiative from Cuba, we 
can welcome another star to our flag. 

The Cuban people after generations of misgovernment and op- 
pression, of insurrection and anarchy, were suddenly clothed with 
the powers and responsibilities of government. They have risen 
to these duties with intelligence and self-restraint, and their 
President has shown a genius for his difficult position which 
places him in the front rank among constructive rulers. The 
President, Con: , and ome of Cuba are neither disheartened 
by delays nor di wees by opposition in their unquestioning 
faith in the honor and friendship of the United States. 

They are entitled to this legislation by every consideration of 
their worthiness and of our honor, obligations, and interests. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the 
fourth resolution. I assumed until the last few moments that 
the Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEwW] was making a speech 
in favor of the introduction of Cuba into the union of States as a 
State. He has denied that in the last moments of his remarks. 

In the first place, the Senator said that he thinks the fourth 
resolution adopted inthe spring of 1898 with unanimity by both 
bodies of Congress wasa mistake. He thinks it ought not to have 
been passed. He must necessarily, then, think that our subse- 
quent treatment of Cuba was also a mistake, because the treat- 
ment we accorded to Cuba was in accordance with and under the 
provisions of that resolution. 

It could not have been a mistake unless it was also a mistake to 
accord to those people such rights as we accorded to them during 
the temporary occupation of that island by the United States. I 
do not know, and no man can tell, what would have been the con- 
dition of Cuba to-day if that resolution had not been passed. 
Certainly, if the Senator from New York had had his way, it 
would not have been an independent republic, nor would it have 
been what he thinks it is—a semidependent republic, or a de- 
pendency of the United States. 

_ The Senator, after saying it was a mistake, after thereby put- 
ting himself in the attitude of a critic of the subsequent conduct 
of the Government of the United States, as well as the resolution, 
goes somewhat into heroics about the great spectacle of the Cuban 
flag going up and the flag of the United States coming down and 
the peaceable establishment of a republican government in Cuba. 

Mr. President, it seems to me, from my standpoint, that that 
was the logical result of the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was the intention of the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly, as the Senator from Wisconsin says, 
that was the intention of the resolution. I have congratulated 
myself that the fourth resolution had accomplished its work, and 
that the Government of the United States having made a pledge 
to the world, the like of which, he said, was never before made 
and performed, we had at least acquitted ourselves before the 
World in a way that there could be no criticism from any moral 


standpoint. But if the Senator from New York is right, if Cuba 
to-day is not a nation with full sovereign powers, we have not 
complied with the provisions of that resolution. 

Mr. President, I resent that. 1 resent it for the American peo- 
ple, for the American nation. We said to all the world what we 
were going to do, and when I was in Cuba, before we had taken 
our troops away,I asked the man who had more to do with se- 
curing the freedom of Cuba than any other living man in Cuba— 
General Gomez—in the presence of my colleagues, ‘‘ General, do 
you doubt that this Government will carry out the provisions of 
the fourth resolution?’’ He said, ‘‘ Senator, a great nation like 
yours can not afford to fail to carry it out, and I know you are 
going to carry it out.”’ 

Mr. President, it was a pledge that we would exercise no sov- 
ereignty, no jurisdiction, no control. The Senator says now that 
itis a dependency. I do not know that he used the term, but he 
says Cuba is not a sovereign power. Is it a dependency? Ido 
not intend to go into a general discussion of that question, except 
to deny that it is a dependency and to assert it is a sovereign 

wer. Andif we said to Cuba, ‘‘ You must do certain things 

fore we take away our troops, provided those things do not 
interfere with the fourth resolution,’’ it was a right which 
we had. 

I did not vote for the Platt amendment, but standing in my 
place I said: ‘“‘I do not object to this because it impairs in the 
slightest degree the sovereignty of that people, but because I am 
afraid that they will feel, if it is made now, that it is made by us 
for the purpose of securing delay, and they may show temper and 
decline to accept it, and then you will have acontroversy between 
us and them which would be difficult to settle.’’ There was not 
a man on this floor who favored it and who spoke on it who did 
not deny that it interfered with the sovereignty of that country. 

I do not intend to elaborate on this point—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the Senator from Colorado—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Col- 
orado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the Senator from Colorado remem- 
bers that almost every at government in the world sustains 
diplomatic relations with the Republic of Cuba—— 

r. TELLER. To-day. 

Mr. SPOONER. To-day, and receives envoys and ministers 
from that Republic. 

Mr. TELLER. I was going to say that I do not intend to ex- 
tend my remarks except to say the very fact that there is a treaty 
here pending ought to satisfy any logical mind that we in all our 
intercourse with that 0 recognize Cuba as an absolute sover- 
eign. There is no such thing as a halfway sovereign. 

‘Mr. SPOONER. We recognize it as an international equal. 

Mr. TELLER. As an international equal, as the Senator says. 
Not only that, but every great nation of the world has its minister 
there. Recognizing the fact that if they put the Platt amend- 
ments in their constitution they might change their constitution, 
as any sovereign power might, we said, ‘‘ You shall make a treaty 
with us, a perpetual treaty,’’ and they said they would. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are two of them here now. 

Mr. TELLER. And as the Senator from Illinois, the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, says, there are two of 
them here now. Thatisa fact. One of them the Senate of the 
United States has ratified. The other I have no doubt will be 
ratified before this session adjourns. 

Mr. President, it is time that this claim should cease in the 
Senate. It is time that the people of Cuba should know that we 
are not claiming the right to control their conduct except for 
their benefit and only for their benefit. 

There has been, I will admit, for many years a desire for the 
acquisition of Cuba. It was infinitely greater when I came of age 
than it has ever been since. I recall very well when the three 
ministers of our country met at Ostend. I recall very well when 
they sent out to the world what they said was to be the position 
of the Government of the United States, that if Spain declined to 

| take what we offered her for the island it was our right to take 
it. There is not here a man of my age who does not know that 
that movement was the movement of the great slave power 
that at that time was in power in this country and making de- 
mands upon us which eventually brought us to the greatest civil 
war that mankind has ever seen. 

The Senator knows, if he knows anything about public senti- 
ment in the North, that there was practically nobody except those 
who bowed down to that great power who did not denounce the 
Ostend manifesto. I will venture to say that every liberty-loving 
community entered its protest against it. I can say I think truth- 
fully that the occupant of nearly every pulpit, with few and very 
rare exceptions, denounced it publicly. That declaration did not 
stand for the sentiment of the American people, and if later on they 
elected one of those men to a high position it was not by the best 
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judgment of the American e, but by the combined wealth 
and the combined arrogance and domination of the slave power. 

But that election, and not Mr. Lincoln’s, is what brought us into 
a war—not a war between the States, bat a civil war amongst our 
own people. Had we elected the opponent of Mr. Buc " 
there would have béen no civil war. It is possible, and probably 
true, that the institution of slavery would not have been destroyed 
without the force of arms; but if the candidate who ran against 
Mr. Buchanan had been elected the slave power in this country 
would not have grown so arr t as to demand what we could 
not admit; and then, because the people of the United States, ina 
constitutional manner, had elected a President of the United 
States that they did not like they went to war with us‘and not we 
with them until compelled to do so by their first attack. 

There will be a demand for the acquisition of Cuba, a demand 
tomakeita State. I said the other day that there were $80,000,000 
of American capital invested in thatisland. Turning to a docu- 
ment here on my table which came out a few days ago, I find that 
the Government of the United States says there are a hundred 
millions of American money invested in Cuba. A hundred mil- 
lions of American money in Cuba, with the Spanish money and 
Spanish population, can dominate that island absolutely when 
they get to work. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster] said rightly that the 


Cubans who carried the Cuban flag would get none of the benefit | 
of this, even if every dollar of it went toCuba. Thereare from a | 


hundred and twenty-five toa hundred and fifty thousarid Spaniards 
who stood by the Spanish Government and who were what Mr. 
Thurber would call the leaders of thought and best people of Cuba, 
the property owners of that island. These, with the American 


property owners who have gone there since or who went there just | 


before the war, can and will dominate the Cuban Government. 

I desire to say another thing. The Senator from New York 
does not understand the American people if he believes that 
the blowing up of the Maine was the cause of the war between us 
and Spain. Nobody knew and nobody can prove and never did 
prove, and it can not be proven to-day, that either Cuban or 
Spaniard had anything to do with the blowing up of the ship. I 
heard one of the best military men now in the service of the 
United States say within a month that he believed that ship was 
blown up by the powder that it had on board, which went off 
without any action of Cuban or Spaniard either. 

Mr. President, it was Weyler who brought us into that conflict. 
It was the cruel acts of Spanish officials in Cuba that excited the 
American people all over the country and brought here in the 
Senate, long before the Maine was blown up, a practically unani- 
mous demand for the recognition of the Cubans as belligerents, 
and, secondly, 64 to 6, that we should recognize the Republic of 
Cuba, then in arms against Spain. 

It was the sentiment of the American people that the people of 
Cuba were entitled to liberty, that they were not receiving it un- 
der the Spanish law, that they were our neighbors, and that there 
was an obligation upon us because of their contiguity to our land, 
which does not exist as to any other people, first, because they 
were a suffering and weak people, not able to contend against 
Spain, and, secondly, every interest of ours was jeopardized by 
the conditions then existing there. 

Mr. President, I have been led to say this in the interest of his- 
tory. TheSenator from New York has delivered to us an oration 
on the history of Cuba. He has not gone back —- beyond 
the remembrance of some who are here to-day. Very few have 
forgotten the acts of 1854. 

obody, I think, has forgotten the acts of Spain in Cuba in 1873, 
and if we had not been the most patient and law-abiding nation 
in the world, if we had not maintained, as we had up to that time 
and did long afterwards, the declaration we had e to the world 
that while we were anxious to promulgate the doctrine of the 
freedom of the human race we would not actively engage in any 
propaganda thereof, we would have gone to Cuba and driven the 
Spanish into the sea in 1854, and if not then, in 1873. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words 
in reply to the Senator from New York [Mr. DePew], and espe- 
cially to that portion of his remarks which were directed to the 
resolution inviting Cuba to become a State of the Union. 

I am sure that I listened with great interest, as did all the Sena- 
tors present, to the historical review which the Senator from New 
York gave of the attitude of this Government toward Cuba—the 
desire that Cuba should form a part of the Republic; that the 
boundaries of the Republic should be extended so as to include 
this military outpost in the ocean, controlling access to the Gulf 
of Mexico and isthmian transit. I regret that after the very elo- 

uent exposition of this question which was presented by the 
deter he did not reach out and give us the full logical con- 
clusion to be derived from it, and that would be that it is desirable 
now, just as it was desirable a hundred years ago, just as it was 


| employing 








DECEMBER 12, 





— fifty years ago, that Cuba should become a part of the 
c. 
The Senator says that Cuba will be better fitted to become a 


= of the Republic tive years hence, ten years hence. He be- 


ieves in union, but he wishes to postpone it until a sturdy 
American citizenship can be created there fit to assume the re- 
sponsibilities of government with us. I insist upon it that the 


best way to secure a sturdy American citizenship there is to in- 
corporate Cuba in the Union now and not to postpone it five or 
ten years hence. 


Let us assume that this bill is passed. Let us assume that the 


production of sugar in Cuba, which has increased in the last three 


years from 300,000 tons to 1,000,000 tons per annum, increases in 
the next five years to 2,000,000 tons. 

Let us assume that then the argument is made to us that the 
whole political and economic future of Cuba depends upon a con- 
tinuation of the treaty; that America is her only market; that 
we have encouraged her to expand her cultivation and produc- 
tion of sugar, and that we should not leave her in the lurch. Let 
us assume that another treaty for five years is adopted and that 
her production goes up to 4,000,000 tons, as it is likely to do, suf- 
ficient to supply the entire United States, and let us assume that 
she obtains the wealth and the oe which the Senator pre- 
dicts. What kind of wealth and what kind of ——— will it 
be? Will it be the wealth of themany? Will it be the prosperity 
ofthemany? No. It will be the wealth and prosperity of a small 
oligarchy there—the planters of Cuba, reenfo from America, 
f slave labor throughout the island. 

Cuba, without restrictive immigration laws, will be the refuge 
of the refuse labor of the world, and the people will be freemen 
in name only—serfs, attached to the soil without interest in it, 
laboring for the great combinations and syndicates which will 
control the land. Will Cuba then be better fitted for incorpora- 
tion into our Union than now? 

I hear it often said that Cuba would be desirable if for a half 
hour she could be sunk into the sea and then emerge after all 
her inhabitants had perished. Everyone admits the richness of 
the soil. Everyone admits the salubrity of the climate. Every- 
one admits the inexhaustibility of her natural resources. The 
only objection that is urged is to the people themselves. And 
yet to-day Cuba has been practically dipped into the sea. Asa 
result of the civil war her population has been diminished—cut 
almost in half—and if Cuba is incorporated into the Union to- 
day it will be incorporated at the period of its lowest development 
as to population. It has a equiahiont of only 1,500,000 people, 
while capable of supporting twelve or fifteen million people. 

Assume, then, that Cuba is taken into the Union as a sovereign 
State of the Union, what would be the result? Our immigration 
laws would apply—the immigration laws that prevent the vicious 
and the uneducated from coming from foreign soil to our own; 
the immigration laws that are likely to be made more restrictive 
in the interest of good citizenship—and then the population of our 
country would pour into that island, and within three, four, or 
five years that island would be thoroughly Americanized, just as 
California was Americanized. So I insist upon it that the speedy 
und practicable way of Americanizing Cuba is to take her into 
the Union as soon as possible. 

Hitherto I have only presented the considerations that appeal to 
us from the standpoint of Cuba, dependent as she is upon the 
markets of this country, debarred as she is from the markets of 
the world; but I claim it would be an equal advantage to this 
coun in harmoniously rounding out the boundaries of the 
Republic and including this great military outpost and this great 
and rich and productive island, capable of supporting twelve or 
fifteen million le. 

All this is to one without outrage, without force, by a sim- 
ple invitation, which, extended by the people of this ccuntry to 
those people, will be certainly accepted—if not to-day, to-morrow; 
if not this year, the next. e logic of the argument is such as 
to make it impossible for her to refuse to accept the position of a 
sovereign State in the greatest Union the world has ever known, 
with the blessings, political and economic, attendant upon it. 

This is a part of the = gee of the Republic, the tra- 
ditional expansion of the Republic, not the modern expansion of 
the empire over countries in distant seas. Hawaii is a military 
outpost in the Pacific controlling ourdefensiveline. Why should 
we have her? She occupies such a position as she would if she 
were only a hundred miles from San Francisco, and practically 
protects the entire coast from foreign invasion. No fleet can sail 
from the Orient and reach the Pacific coast without coaling, and 
with Hawaii in our possession the ships of such a fleet would be 
derelicts upon the ocean before reaching our shores. And so asa 
matter of economy and of wise administration and of wise ad- 
justment of the boundaries of this country we have taken Hawaii 
into the Union as a Territory with a Delegate. She has to-day 
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the position of an infant State, is in a transitional eet 
statehood, not, perhaps, independent statehood; but I that 
some method be found in the future ae her in the 
State of California as a county, and thus give her that repre- 
sentation in the Union to which every foot of ground over which 
the American flag floats is, in my judgment, entitled. 

So it is with Cuba. She ought to be — of the Republic, 
and it has always been so, and I contend that now is the oppor- 
tune time to issue the invitation for her incorporation into the 
Union. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I shall occupy only a few minutes 
of the time of the Senate in giving my reasons for voting in favor 
of this measure. : 

There is no State in this Union for which I have a more kindly 
feeling than the State of Louisiana, and I esteem her Senators 
most highly. But I do not take the same view of the situation 
that they have taken upon this occasion. Georgia, with her solid 
delegation, voted in favor of going to war with Spain to free 
Cuba. Georgia voted to give her money, and she spilled her blood 
to give Cuba independence and start her on the way as a new 
republic. I am not willing to stand here, Mr. President, and say 
that now and for all time to come we shall treat Cuba as we do 
Great Britain, France, or Germany, or any other foreign power. 

Now, in attempting to discuss the measure which we have be- 
fore us, let us briefly get down to the realissue. In the first place, 
what is the existing law between Cuba and the United States in 
regard to our tariff relations with Cuba? We know that we have 
the same tariff relations with Cuba that we have with every other 
government. Now, what change do we propose to make? In the 
first place, when we attempt to amend a law we want to consider 
the old law, we want to consider the new law, and determine what 
is best for the interests of our country. 

Now, let us see what we do when we put this treaty in opera- 
tion. We simply reduce the tariff between Cuba and the United 
States 20 per cent on certain articles, 25 per cent on others, 30 per 
cent on others, and 40 per cent on other articles. There is noth- 
ing in the world in this treaty except to reduce the tariff between 
the island of Cuba and the United States. 

Now, what does it mean? Does any Senator on this side of the 
Chamber contend that if a proposition were presented here to-day 
to reduce the tariff to a revenue basis, say a reduction of 10 per 
cent or of 20 per cent generally with Germany, France, England, 
or with any other foreign country, we would not all vote for it? 
If this is simply a reduction of 20 per cent between Cuba and the 
United States on everything, if I remember correctly, and then 
25 per cent, and then 30 per cent, and then 40 per cent, I feel it to 
be my duty to give this measure my ns 

Mr. RICH. I think the Senator from Georgia is creating 
a rather erroneous impression in the Senate by his last statement. 
The duty on goods coming from Cuba to the United States is re- 
duced only 20 per cent, and uniformly reduced to that extent. 

Mr. CLAY. Iunderstand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Except those on the free list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Except those that are on the free list. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand that. The duty on all goods coming 
from Cuba to our country is reduced 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. And on goods going out it is reduced 20, 30, and 
40 per cent. That is my recollection in regard to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is correct. 

Mr. CLAY. Now, let us see this treaty. I do not one to 
discuss anything — the treaty itself. I will simp y ask that 
the 4 be inserted here as a partof my remarks without read- 
ing 1t. 

[House Document No. 2, Fifty-cighth Congress, first session.]} 

RECIPROCAL COMMERCIAL CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES 

AND CUBA. 


Message from the President of the United States, transmitting the text of 
reciprocal commercial convention between the United States and Cuba, 
signed December 11, 1902. November 10, 1903.—Referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives; 


It being Fepetvet by the resolution of the Senate of March 19, 1908, that the 
approval of Con shall be given to the recip commercial conven- 
tion between the United States and Cuba, signed December 11, 1902, before 
the same shall take effect, I transmit herewith the text of the said conyen- 
tion as amended by the Senate. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Waite House, November 10, 1908. 


The President of the United States of America and the President of tho 
Republic of Cuba, animated by the desire to strengthen the bonds of friend- 
ship between the two countries, and to facilitate their commercial inter- 
course by improving the conditions of trade between them, have resolved to 
enter intoa convention for that purpose, and haveappointed their respective 
plenipotent iaries, to wit: 
mee President of the United Statesof America, the Hon. Gen. Tasker H. 

iss; the President of the Republic of Cuba, the Hon. Carlos de Zaldo y Beur- 
mann, secretary of state and justice, and the Hon. José M. Garcia y Montes 
= er of the treasury, who, after an exchange of their full powers found 
fo in good and due form, have, in consideration of and in compensation 

or the respective concessions and engagements made by each to the other as 

















































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


hereinafter recited, eed and do hereby agree upon the following articles 
for the regulation government of their reciprocal trade, namely: 
ARTICLE I. 


During the term of this convention all articles of merchandise being the 

uct of the soil or industry of the United States which are now imported 

to the epee of Cuba free of duty and all articles of merchandise being 

the product of the soil or industry of the Republic of Cuba which are now 

imported into the United States free of duty 
by the respective countries free of duty. 


ARTICLE I. 


During the term of this convention all articles of merchandise not included 
in the fore Article I and being the product of the soil or industry of the 
Republic of Cuba imported into the United States shall be admitted at a re- 
duction of 20 Re cent of the rates of duty thereon as provided by the tariff 
act of the Un States approved July 24, 1897, or as may be provided by any 
tariff law of the United States subsequently enacted. 


ARTICLE II. 


During the term of this convention all articles of merchandise not in- 
cluded in the fo ing Article I and not hereinafter enumerated being the 
product of the soil or industry of the United States imported into the Re- 
— of Cuba shall be admitted at a reduction of 20 per cent of the rates of 

uty thereon as now provided or as may hereafter be provided in the cus- 
toms tariff of said Republic of Cuba. 


ARTICLE IV. 


During the term of this convention the following articles of merchandise 
as enumerated and described in the existing customs tariff of the Republic of 
Cuba being the product of the soil or industry of the United States imported 
into Cuba shall admitted at the following respective reductions of the 
rates of duty thereon as now provided or as may hereafter be provided in 
the customs tariff of the Republic of Cuba: 


Schedule A. 


To be admitted at a reduction of 25 per cent: 

Machinery and apparatus of er or itsalloys or machines and apparatus 
in which copper or its alloys en as the component of chief value; cast 
iron, wrought iron, steel, and manufactures thereof; articles of crystal and 
glass, except window glass; ships and water-borne vesselsof all kinds, of iron 
or steel; whiskies and brandies; fish, salted, pickled, smoked or marinated; 
fish or shellfish, preserved in oil or otherwise in tins; articles of pottery or 
earthenware now classified under paragraphs 21 and 22 of the customs tariff 
of the Republic of Cuba. 

Schedule B. 


To be admitted at a reduction of 30 per cent: 
Butter; flour of wheat; corn; flour of corn or corn meal; chemical and 
harmaceutical products and simple drugs; malt liquors in bottles; nonalco- 
olic beverages; cider; mineral waters; colors and dyes; window glass; com- 
plete or partly made up articles of hemp, flax, pita, jute, henequen, ramie, 
and other vegetable fibers now classified under the paragraphs of group 2, 
Class V, of the customs tariff of the Republic of Cuba; musical instruments; 
aoe and printing paper, except for newspapers; cotton and manufactures 
thereof, except knitted (see Schedule C); all articles of cutlery; boots, 
shoes, and sli rs, now classified under paragraphs 197 and 198 of the cus- 
toms tariff of the Republic of Cuba; gold and silver plated ware; drawings, 
photographs, engravings, lithographs, chromolithographs, oleographs, etc., 

rinted from stone, zinc, aluminium, or other material, used as labels, flaps, 
Sanda, and wrappers for tobacco or other purposes, and all the other papers 
(except paper for cigarettes, and excepting maps and charts), pasteboard 
and manufactures thereof, now classified under ——_ 157 to 164, inclu- 
sive, of the customs tariff of the Republic of ba; common or ordinary 
soaps, now classified under paragraph 105, letters A and B, of the customs 
tariff of the Republic of Cuba; bee eee ON pee na or preserved in any man- 
ner; all wines, except those now classified under paragraph 279 (a) of the 
customs tariff of the Republic of Cuba. 


Schedule C. 


To be admitted at a reduction of 40 per cent: 

Manufactures of cotton, knitted, and all manufactures of cotton not in- 
cluded in the se schedules; cheese; fruits, preserved; paper pulp; 
perfumery and essences; articles of pottery and earthenware now classified 
under paragraph 20 of the customs tariff of the Republic of Cuba; porce- 
lain; soaps, other than common, now classified under pereqnen 105 of the 
customs tariff of the Republic of Cuba; umbrellas and parasols; dextrine 
and glucose; watches; wool and manufactures thereof; silk and manufac- 
tures thereof; rice; cattle. 


continue to be so admitted 


ARTICLE VY. 


It is understood and agreed that the laws and regulations adopted or that 
may be adopted by the United States and by the Republic of Cuba to protect 
their revenues and prevent fraud in the declarations and proofs that the arti- 
cles of merchandise to which this conyention may apply are the product or 
manufacture of the United Statesand the Republic of Cuba, respectively, shall 
not impose any additional eres or fees therefor on the articles imported, 
excepting the consular fees established or which may be established by either 
of the two countries for issuing shipping documents, which fees shall not be 
higher than thosecharged onthe shipments of similar merchandise from any 
other nation whatsoever. 

ARTICLE VI. 


It is agreed that the tobacco, in any form, of the United States or of any 
of its insular possessions shall not enjoy the benefit of any concession or 
rebate of duty when imported into the Republic of Cuba. 


ARTICLE VII. 

It is agreed that similar articles of both countries shall receive equal treat- 
ment on their importation into the ports of the United States and of the 
Republic of Cuba, respectively. 

ARTICLE VIII. 


The rates of duty herein granted by the United States to the Republic of 
Cuba are, and shall continue during the term of this convention, preferential 
in ct to all like imports from other countries, and in return for said pref- 
qvential rates of duty granted to the Republic of Cuba by the United States 
itis that the concession herein granted on the part of the said Repub- 
lic of Cuba to the products of the United States shall likewise be, and shall 
continue during the term of this convention, preferential in respect tu all 
like imports from other countries: Provided, That while this convention is in 
force no sugar imported from the Republic of Cuba and being the product 
of the soil or thdustry of the Republic of Cuba shall be admitted into the 
United States at a reduction of duty sey than 20 per cent of the rates of 
duty thereon as provided by the tariff act of the United States approved Jul 
24, 1897, and no sugar the product of any other foreign country shall be ad- 
mitted by —— or convention into the United States, while this convention 
is in force, at a lower rate of duty than that provided by the tariff act of 
the United States approved July 2%, 1897. 
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ARTICLE IX. 


In order to maintain the mutual advantages granted in the 
tion by the United States to the Republic of Cuba and by the Republic of 


resent conven- 


Cuba to the United States it is understood and eed that any tax or charge 
that may be imposed by the national or local authorities of either of the two 
countries upon the articles of merchandise embraced in the provisions of this 
convention, subsequent to importation and prior to their entering into con- 
sumption in the respective countries, shall be imposed and collected without 
discrimination upon like articles whencesoever impo: 

ARTICLE X. 


It is hereby understood and agreed that in case of changes in the tariff of 
either country which deprive the other of the advantage which is represented 
by the percentages herein agreed upon, on the actual rates of the tariffs now 
in force, the country so deprived of this protection reserves the right to ter- 
minate its obligations under this convention after six months’ notice to the 
other of its intention to arrest the operations thereof. 

And it is further understood and agreed that if, at any time during the 
term of this convention, after the expiration of the first ear. the protection 
herein nted to the products and manufactures of the United States on the 
basis of the actual rates of the tariff of the Republic of Cuba now in force 
should appear to the Government of the said Republic to be excessive in view 
of a new tariff law that may be adopted by it after this convention becomes 
operative, then the said Republic of Cuba may reopen ene with a 
ve to securing such modifications as may appear proper to both contracting 
parties. 

ARTICLE XI. 


The present convention shall be ratified by the a 
the respective countries, and the ratifications shal exchanged at Wash- 
ington, D. C., United States of America, as soon as may be before the 3ist 
day of January, 1903, and the convention shall go into effect on the tenth day 
after the exchange of ratifications, and shall continue in force for the term 
of five years from date of foing into effect,and from year to year there- 
after until the expiration of one year from the day when either of the con- 
sections parties shall give notice to the other of its intention to terminate 

© same. - 

This convention shall not take effect until the same shall have been ap- 
proved by the Congress. 

In witness whereof we, the respective plenipotentiaries, have signed the 
same in duplicate, in English and Spanish, and have affixed our respective 
seals, at Habana, Cuba, this 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

TASKER H. BLIss. SEAL. 
CARLOS DE ZALDO. SEAL. 
Josk M.Garcia Montes. [SEAL. 


Now, Mr. President, Articles I, II, II, and IV, including 
Schedule A, are as follows: 
ARTICLE I. 


During the term of this convention all articles of merchandise being the 
_—s of the soil or industry of the United States which are now imported 
nto the Republic of Cuba free of duty and all articles of merchandise being 
the product of the soil or industry of the ublic of Cuba which are now 
imported into the United States free of duty ll continue to be so admitted 
by the respective countries free of duty. 
ARTICLE II. 

During the term of this convention all articles of merchandise not included 
in the foregoing Article I and being the product of the soil or industry of the 
Republic of Cuba imported into the United States shall be admitted at a re- 
duction of 20 per cent of the rates of duty thereon as provided by the tariff 
act of the United States approved July 24, 1897, or as may be provided by 
any tariff law of the United States subsequently enacted. 

ARTICLE III. 

During the term of this convention all articlesof merchandise not included 
in the foregoing Article Iand not hereinafter enumerated, being the product 
of the soil or industry of the United States, imported into the Republic of 
Cuba shall be admitted at a reduction of 20 per cent of the rates of duty 
thereon as now provided or as may hereafter be provided in the customs 
tariff of said Republic of Cuba. 

ARTICLE IV. 

During the term of this convention the following articles of merchandise 
as enumerated and described in the existing customs tariff of the Republic 
of Cuba, being the product of the soil or industry of the United States, im- 

rted into Cuba shall be admitted at the following respective reductions of 

he rates of duty thereon as now provided or as may hereafter be provided 
in the customs tariff of the Republic of Cuba: 
Schedule A. 


To be admitted at a reduction of 25 per cent: 

Machinery and apparatus of copper or its alloys or machines and appara- 
tus in which copper or its alloys enter as the component of chief value; cast 
iron, wrought mn and steel, and manufactures thereof; articles of crystal 
and glass, except window glass; ships and water-borne vessels of all kinds, 
of iron or steel; whiskies and brandies; fish, salted, pickled, smoked, or mari- 
nated; fish or shellfish, preserved in oil or otherwise in tins; articles of pot- 
tery or earthenware now classified under paragraphs 21 and 22 of the cus- 
toms tariff of the Republic of Cuba. 


Mr. President, take this treaty. There are certain things in the 
United States that we will be able to send into Cuba cheaper by 
20 per cent than any other countries in the world will be able to 
send the same articles into Cuba. Now, what will be the result? 
The result will be simply that the United States will have the ad- 
vantage over every other country in the world in regard to the 
sale of those articles. There are certain things that we can get 
into Cuba at a reduction of 30 per cent and certain things at a re- 
duction of 40 per cent. Now, what will be the result? In my 
opinion the result will be simply this: Instead of the United 
States to-day selling to Cuba $26,000,000 worth of its agricultural 
products and of its manufactured products we will sell them in 
all probability $35,000,000 or $40,000,000 worth per year. 

I do not put much stress on the argument that we violate the 
favored-nation clause with other nations when we give to Cuba 
® discrimination as against other countries. Take the decision 
read by my friend the distinguished Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Foster], for whom I have the kindest feeling and the warmest 


ropriate authorities of 


friendship. In reciprocity treaties, which provide for reciprocal 
trade relations, we give benefits and we receive benefits, and I 
have never understood that such treaties could be construed as 
violating the favored-nation clause in the numerous treaties we 
have with other countries. The rule has been just the reverse. 

The decision of the Supreme Court read by my friend from 
Louisiana in the able argument which he has just concluded 
clearly sustains this contention, otherwise we would be entirely 
cut off in the future from making reciprocity treaties. The rule 
only applies when we give tariff advantages to one country with- 
out receiving similar reductions which we do not give to another 
country. 

If we had permitted Cuba to ship her goods into our country 
at a reduction without Cuba granting to us the privilege of send- 
ing goods into Cuba with a corresponding reduction, then Ger- 
many, France, Great Britain, or any other foreign power might 
have cause to complain if it were not for the fact that we sustain 
different relations to Cubathan any other country in the world. 

Again, the argument has been made, and on its face there 
would be some force in it, that we will reduce our revenues six or 
seven million dollars annually, and that this money for the next 
five years will go to either the sugar planters or the sugar trust. 

Mr. TELLER. Ten million dollars. 

Mr. CLAY. Well, say, $10,000,000 a year. I have not esti- 
mated it to be that much. Suppose that by reason of the reduc- 
tion the Cubans really get $6,000,000 or $7,000,000 per year. Let 
us turn around and reverse the position. We to-day sell to the peo- 
ple of Cuba, if I remember correctly, about $26,000,000 worth of 
goods per year. 

Mr. TELLER. Twenty-one million dollars. 

Mr. CLAY. It was $21,000,000 last year; that is correct. In 
the year preceding it was $25,000,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Twenty-six million dollars. 

Mr. CLAY. Twenty-five million dollars or $26,000,000, one or 
the other. If Cuba reduces her tariff, in all probability there will 
go from the United States to Cuba during the next five or six 
years, instead of $26,000,000 per year, $40,000,000 or $50,000,000 

er year; and is it not true that we will reap in the United States 
£000,000 or $8,000,000 a year to counterbalance the amount that 
goes to Cuba? 

I say, Mr. President, there are two sides to the proposition. 
Cuba has not come to us begging in regard to this measure. 
Cuba has come to us and asked reciprocal trade relations. She 
said she was our neighbor, living within a few miles of our coast. 
She said: *‘ Buy our goods and we will buy yours. We will be 
your best customer.”’ 

Mr. President, it has been said on the floor of the Senate that 
Germany buys from us $193,000,000 per year and that Great 
Britain and her colonies buy $600,000,000 or $700,000,000; the 
Netherlands and its colonies, I believe, amount to $80,000,000; 
France about $80,000,000, and that other foreign countries will 
take exception to the course which we have pursued and retaliate 
and cease to buy our products. 

Mr. President, I do not think so. I donot think they will have 
any right to do so either in morals or in equity or in law. In the 
first place, they will recognize the fact, as has well been said, that 
this Government sustains relations to Cuba that she does not hold 
toward any other country in the world and will recognize the 
fact by establishing a reciprocity treaty with Cuba. We do not 
discriminate against them, for we both give and receive benefits. 

Now, Mr. President, just a few minutes more. I have taken 
the trouble and pains during the last few days to investigate our 
trade relations with Cuba. I am frank to confess that I have 
not been able to understand why it is that Cuba only buys from 
us about $26,000,000 per year, when she buys from other countries 
about $37,000,000 per year. 

But, Mr. President, it is something worthy of investigation, 
worthy of our attention, and I took the trouble to see what con- 
stitute the $37,000,000 sold to Cuba by Germany, by France, by 
England, and other countries. What did I find? Let us see. 
These figures are partly taken from a speech made by Hon. W. G. 
BRANTLEY, @ Member of Congress from my State, a painstaking 
and accurate Member, and a comparison with the Treasury De- 
partment will show them absolutely to be correct. 

I will take 1901 first, and then 1902. For the year 1901 Cuba’s 
imports amounted to $65,050,141. Now, let us see how much of 
this trade the United States received. She received $28,078,702, 
leaving the balance of $37,000,000 that went to other countries. 

Now, let us see what constituted that $37,000,000. I find that 
in 1901 Cuba bought $6,000,000 of cotton goods. How much of it 
ms a buy from the United States? Four and one-half per cent 

it. 


Again, Mr. President, I find that Cuba bought nearly $700,000 
worth of woolen goods. How much did the United States sup- 
ply? Only $22,000. She bought $2,000,000 of vegetables. How 
much did we supply? One hundred and seventy-one thousand 









dollars. She bought $2,700,000 of wines, and we ee her only 
$329,000. She bought $2,589,000 worth of oil, and we sold her 
only $713,000, when we ought to have supplied her every gallon 
that she bought. 

Again, Cuba bought $1,053,000 worth of chemicals and drugs. 
How much did we sell her? We sold her $422,000 worth. She 
bought $8,000,000 worth of cattle, and we supplied her with only 
$1,994,000 worth. She bought $1,638,000 worth of manufactured 
leather, and we ought to have sold it all to her. Of this amount 
we sold her $405,000 worth. She bought $3,335,000 worth of rice, 
and we sold her $3,000 worth. 

Now, take the year 1902, and I desire, Mr. President, to be ex- 
ceedingly brief. In the year 1902 Cuba’s imports amounted to 
$62,135,464; Cuba’s exports amounted to $64,948,804. Now, how 
much did we sell Cuba in 1902? In 1902 wesold to Cuba $26,053,395. 
Cuba imported into this country $49,498,587, and Cuba bought 
the same year from other countries $36,082,069. The balance of 
trade with Cuba has been against us for some time. She sold to 
other countries $15,450,217. 

Now, let us look at cotton. In 1902 she bought $5,285,511 worth 
of cotton goods. We sold to her only $401,107 worth. She bought 
of vegetable matter $2,307,279 worth, and we sold her only $789,713 
worth. Again, she bought of animals for that year $12,881,681, 
and we sold to her about 50 per cent of that amount. 


$555,554. 


Union that will receive more benefit from this measure than the 
Southern States. I believe that Georgia and North Carolina and 
South Carélina will be the great recipients of any benefits that 
are to flow from this measure. 

Take Georgia. She is gradually becoming a manufacturing 
State. Georgia to-day is manufacturing one-third of her cotton. 
The same can be said of South Carolina and North Carolina. All 
through our hills and valleys in Georgia millions of dollars are 
manufacture in the South 75 per cent of our cotton crop. Ido 
bined. 


oped. Our coal interest and iron interest are being developed. 


to see the time come, if I live, when Cuba will have five or six or 


States, instead of 000,000 per year, $50,000,000 or $100,000,000. 


the work which we began. 


will in any way affect the sugar interests of that State. 


est sugar-consuming country except Great Britain in the world. 
Mr. TELLER. Per capita. 


figures will show that 


and we consume as much sugar as the whole of America produces. 


produced in the world. 









to meet the consumption of our own people 
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least five or six years to enable Cuba to produce 2,000,000-tons of 


Mr. President, the total amount of all her dairy products that 
she bought was $1,096,340, and of this amount we sold her 


Cuba is within a few miles of our coast, and, reviewing this 
matter as I do, I do not believe there are any States in the 


being — in cotton factories. We expect at no distant day to 


not speak disparagingly of New England. I love every section of 
my country, but I tell you to-day that the South is manufacturing 
as much raw cotton for the year 1903 as all of New England com- 


Do you know that twenty years ago the South manufactured 
less than 6 per cent of her raw cotton? The South is bound to be 
a manufacturing country. Our marble interest is being devel- 


We expect to sell cotton goods to all sections of the world; and 
let me tell you we expect Cuba to be our best market. I expect 


seven million ore I expect to see her buy from the United 


I expect to see Cuba buy 80 per cent of all she buys from foreign 
countries from the United States. Mr. President, we fought to 
free her; we started her on the way as a new republic, and we 
should stand by her. We ought to stand by her and be proud of 


Mr. President, I am the last Senator who would strike a blow 
at any industry of my country. I love Louisiana. I do not de- 
sire to injure her sugarindustry. I donot believe this legislation 


Now, let us see. We know that the United States is the great- 


Mr. CLAY. I mean = capita. If I remember correctly, the 

uring the present year we will consume 
about 2,800,000 tons of sugar. You may take the sugar produced 
in the Hawaiian Islands, and produced in Cuba, and produced in 
the United States, and produced in Porto Rico, and produced in 
all America, Central and South America, the Western Continent, 


If I remember correctly, and I do not believe that it can be dis- 
puted, the whole world produces about 10,000,000 tons of sugar, 
and the United States consumes nearly one-third of all the sugar 


Now, suppose every single pound of sugar produced in Cuba 
should come to the United States. We produce here, if I remem- 
ber correctly, about 233,000 tons of beet sugar. We produced 
also this year, I understand, abont 261,000 tons of cane sugar in 
the United States, leaving out Porto Rico and the Sandwich Is- 
lands. With those two combined, we produced about 900,000 
tons of sugar, about one-third of what we consume in the United 
States. Bring all the sugar that Cuba produces here and then we 
will have to send to other countries an get 700,000 tons in order 


Mr. President, now mark you it is estimated that it will take at 





sugar, and by the time Cuba produces enough sugar to supply 
the demands of the United States this treaty will be at an end, the 
five years will have passed. Tariff laws are not made for always; 
they are made for to-day. It is e ted in every civilized and 
progressive country that tariff relations will change. that sched- 
ules will be changed every four or five or six or seven or eight 
ears. 

. I do not want under any circumstances to strike down an in- 
dustry of Louisiana. Far be it from me. I love her like I do 
Georgia. I believe that we are mistaken in regard to the effects 
of this legislation. 

Now, Mr. President, there is one thing in this treaty to which 
I wish to refer, and I am through. I regret it is there.. When 
this treaty was originally negotiated it did not have this proviso 
in it. When the contracting parties entered into this agreement 
there was nothing in this treaty which provided that we could 
not change our tariff relations with other countries for a period 
of five years so far as sugar is concerned. It came to the Senate; 
it went to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and that provi- 
sion was inserted, not to satisfy Cuba, but, if lremember correctly, 
to satisfy certain interests in our own Republic. 

I maintain now that if we desire to change our tariff laws dur- 
ing the next five years in regard to our sugar schedule with any 
country in the world there is nothing to prevent us from doing 
so in law or in morals. In making a treaty with Cuba fixing our 
tariff relations I do not believe we ought to mention what shall 
be our tariff relations with other countries at all. In fact, it was 
not just todo so. But, notwithstanding that fact, I am not going 
to vote against this bill. 

Now, let us see whether we have the right to change our tariff 
relations with other countries. This treaty contemplates that 
Congress may do it. Look at the tenth article of the treaty. It 
is intended that it shall always be reciprocal. 

It is hereby understood and agvest that in case of changes in the tariff of 
either country which deprive the other of the advantage which is repre- 
sented by the percentages herein agreed upon, on the actual rates of the 
tariffs now in force, the country so deprived of this protection reserved the 
right to terminate its obligations under this convention after six months’ 
notice to the other of its intention to arrest the operations thereof. 

The membership of Congressmay change. ‘Tariff relations may 
change in the future. Cuba and the United States recognize the 
fact that if we do make different tariff relations then they shall 
have _ right to give notice and this treaty will at once come to 
an end. 

Mr. TELLER. At the end of a year. 

Mr. CLAY. That is right; at the end of a year. 

Mr. SPOONER. They recognize the fact that they may change 
their tariff. 

Mr. CLAY. They do it, looking after their own interests as 
well as ours. If they have to change their tariff relations, then 
we could give the notice and the treaty would be at an end. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to correct the Senator. 
I do not think we could. Cuba in this treaty simply says, ‘If 
we raise our tariff, which we have a right to do, we will still give 
you 20 per cent advantage over anybody else.’’ That is what they 
say. We would have no right to complain if Cuba raised her 
tariff to 100 per cent to-morrow. 

Mr.CLAY. The tenth article of the treaty reads as follows: 


It is hereby understood and agreed that in case of changes in the tariff of 
either country which deprive the other of the advantage which is represented 
by the percentages herein agreed upon, on the actual rates of the tariffs now 
in force, the country so deprived of this protection reserves the right to ter- 
minate its obligations under this convention after six months’ notice to the 
other of its intention to arrest the operations thereof. 

And it is further understood and agreed that if, at any time during the 
term of this convention, after the expiration of the first year, the protection 
herein granted to the products and manufactures of the United States on the 
basis of the actual rates of the tariff of the Republic of Cuba now in force, 
should appear to the Government of the said Republic to be excessive in 
view of a new tariff law that may be adopted by it after this convention be- 
comes operative, then the said Republic of Cuba may reopen negotiations 
with a view to securing such modifications as may appear proper to both 
contracting parties. j 

Undoubtedly, Mr. President, the parties to this agreement or 
contract contemplated that Congress might change tariff legisla- 
tion in the future. No one would contend that we should sit 
down here and enact a law fixing what shall be our tariff rela- 
tions for five years in the future, or for three years in the future, 
binding future Congresses. 

Suppose Congress to-day, Mr. President, should pass a bill chang- 
ing the present tariff, lowering or making it higher, fixing new 
schedules from beginning to end, changing the Dingley law; sup- 
pose there was a proviso in the tariff bill saying that the rates so 
fixed shall not be changed for a period of eight years. We all 
know that political parties change, and when a political change 
occurs we know that the then majority party could come into Con- 

ess and repeal that tariff law or modify it at any time in the 

uture. Clearly those who negotiated this treaty for the Cuban 
people had that idea. 
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Now, what is the real issue before us? What changes will be 
made in our tariff relations with Cuba when this treaty goes into 
operation? When we get right down to the kernel in the nut, 
there is nothing that will occur, except simply this: We willship 
our goods into Cuba cheaper than any other country can ship their 
goods there; and so we shall enjoy an advantage which no other 
country can enjoy. In the course of time we shall get Cuba’s 
trade. And, Mr. President, Cuba likewise will ship her goods 
into our country more cheaply than any other country can ship 
its goods here. They are simply reciprocal relations, or,as I say, 
benefits. We get certain benefits and the people of Cuba get cer- 
tain benefits. 

To tell you the truth, Mr. President, I should be glad to see the 
United States have the trade of Cuba and that of all the Central 
and South American republics. I want to live to see the day 
when our trade relations with the South American and Central 
American republics and Cuba shall be closer and when we shall 
do more business with them than we now do. It is mortifying to 
me to read the statistics of our exports and imports and to see the 
business that Germany and Great Britain do with those republics 
and with Cuba. 

So far as the resolution of my friend from Nevada [Mr. New- 
LANDS] is concerned, I have just a word to say, and then I shall 
be through. 

Mr. President, I am not in favor of any resolution inviting Cuba 
to come to us, but I do say that I see no harm in the resolution of 
the Senator from Nevada. He simply proposes, in a kind and 
friendly way, to invite the people of Cuba to come and join us as 
a State of this Union. So far as that is concerned, I do not favor 
any action on it, but I see no harm init. The criticisms which 
have been made against the resolution I do not believe are just. 

I sincerely hope, Mr. President, that the time will come when 
we shall have something to say of a friendly nature in regard to 
our neighbors, the South American and Central American repub- 
lics, including Colombia. 

I do not believe that any injury to any of the great industries 
of our country will flow from the passage of this bill. I believe 






that in the future great benefits will accrue to my State and to | 


her sister States, that such benefits will accrue to Louisiana, to 
Mississippi, and to North Carolina, as well as to Massachusetts 
and to Maine and to every other State in this great Union. 

Believing this to be for the best interests of the American Re- 
public, to be right in principle and morals, and to be for the best 
advancement of the people of Cuba, I feel it my duty as a Senator 
to vote in favor of this measure. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I suppose, as this is Saturday 
evening, no other Senator desires to speak at thishour. If not,I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 
14, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 12, 1903. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

William J. Buchanan, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Panama, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Thomas J. Akins, of Missouri, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at St. Louis, Mo., to succeed Bernard G. Farrar, 
whose term of office will expire by limitation December 22, 1903. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

Edward E. Butler, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the second district of Tennessee, to succeed Alonzo J. 
Tyler, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Fred W. Wight, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 

district of Waldoborough, in the State of Maine. (Reappoint- 














ment.) 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 12, 1908. 
POSTMASTERS. 






GEORGIA. 
Richard W. Tindall to be postmaster at Jesup, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Georgia. 
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MAINE. 

Sidney G. Haley to be postmaster at Phillips, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Maine. 

Guy W. McAlister to be tmaster at Bucksport, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Maine. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

John H. Bartlett to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. 

Charles Eaton to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Natt. F. Roberts to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
of Strafford and State of New Hampshire. 

NEW JERSEY. 

George W. Cooper to be postmaster at Somerville, in the county 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey. 

Henry R. Tatem to be postmaster at Collingswood, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

William F. Heidenreich to be postmaster at Sheridanville, in 

the county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


SENATE, 
Monpay, December 14, 1908, 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

Mr. ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, a Senator from the State of Indiana; 
Mr. Epwarp W. CarMAckK, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, 
and Mr. WiLuiam J. STone, a Senator from the State of Missouri, 


—— in their seats to-day. 


he Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
CAPT. JOSEPH M. SIMMS. 


Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Cal- 
endar the bill (S. 833) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, 
United States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired). A similar bill 
passed the Senate in the last Congress unanimously, and it will 
take only a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Capt. Joseph M. Simms, United States Revenue- 
Cutter Service (retired), having been promoted “for meritorious acts of 
public service and wounds received in the United States service, as appears 
upon the public records of the volunteer service of the Army and Navy and 


of the Revenue-Cutter Service,” shall hereafter receive the full retired pay 
of his said rank. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 9th instant, copies of 
the announcements of the Commission on April 28, 1903, of the 
principles governing their action in making decisions upon de- 
murrers, together with copies of various opinions delivered rela- 
tive to such announcements; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of the Baptist Church of Tullahoma, Tenn., v. The 


Is there objection to the pres- 


| United States; which, with the wep sen fy Leper was referred 
to 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordere 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, [ll., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity 
treaty; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hoopeston, I11., 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the congregations of the 
Christian Church of West Virginia, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, 


printed. 








Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Second Presbyterian Church of Baltimore, Md., 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Whitefield, N. H., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah: which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Southwestern Grain and 
Flour Journal of Wichita, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Reformed 
Church of Whitewater; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Whitewater; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Whitewater; of the congregation of the 
Zion Lutheran Church, of Whitewater; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Lecompton; of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of Iola; of sundry citizens of Burlingame and Reeder; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Osage City, 
and of the congregation of the United Brethren Church of Ottawa, 
all in the State of Kansas, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMootT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1790) 
for the relief of Simon Regnier; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the legislature of Wy- 
oming, relative to the extension for a period of ten years the 
time within which desert lands may be segregated; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed in the REcorD, as follows: 


The State of Wyoming. Office of the secretary of state. United States of 
America, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Fenimore Chatterton, secretary of state, of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed has been carefully compared with the origi- 
nal house joint memorial No. 1, and is a full, true, and correct copy of same 
and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 2ist day of February, A. D. 1903. 

[SEAL.] FENIMORE CHATTERTON, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial No. 1, memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to extend for a period of ten years the time within which desert 
lands may be selected and segregated under the operation of section 4. 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring): 

Whereas under the operation of section 4 of an act making appropriation 
for sundry civil expenses of Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for other purposes, approved August 18, 1894, relating to arid-land 
donations, and amended by acts of Congress approved June 11, 1896, and 
March Sl, there has been segregated in the State of Wyoming 202,189.78 
acres; an 

Whereas great interest is now being taken in the reclamation of desert lands 
in this State; and 

Whereas under present conditions the most feasible method of reclamation 
of desert lands is by the system inaugurated under this act; and 

Whereas under the provisions of this act the period of time for the selection 
and segregation of eae lands will expire August 18, 1904: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby requested to ex- 
tend the time within which such lands may be selected and segregated fora 


He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill (S, | period of ten years from August 18, 1904; and be it further 
1793) for the relief of John C. Brown; which were referred to the 


Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper signed by sundry citizens of Anthony 
and Harper counties, Kans., to accompany the bill (S. 1802) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. Couch; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented sundry papers and affidavits to accompany 
the bill (S. 1801) granting a pension to Mary J. Haas; which were 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolution be sent to each of‘the Con- 
gressional ee from this State, with request that they urge such 
measure upon the attention of Congress. 

C. A. GUERNSEY, 
President of the Senate. 

J.S. ATHERLY, 
Speaker of the House. 

Approved February 21, 1903. 

De F. RICHARDS, Governor. 


Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Embury Methodist Episcopal Church, of Central Falls; of the 


He also presented the affidavit of David Bennett, of Fort Dodge, | congregation of the First Baptist Church of Newport; of the con- 
Kans., praying that he be granted an increase of pension; which, | gregation of the Baptist Church of Providence, and of the Wood- 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on | ville Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of North Providence, 


Pensions to accompany the bill (8. 1806) granting an increase of 
pension to David Bennett. 


were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper signed by sundry citizens of Belle 
Plaine. Kans.. to accompany the bill (S. 2267) granting a pension to 
Ruth E. Wright; which wasreferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Kans., praying that he be granted an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the 
bill (S. 1792) granting an increase of pension to John M. Morgan. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Tabernacle Methodist Episcopal Church, of Houston, Tex., 


praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate | 


transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Methodist Episcopal, Christian, Presbyterian, and Baptist 
churches, all of De Land, in the State of Florida, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Missionary Society of the 
Merriam Park Presbyterian Church, of St. Paul, Minn., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 





all in the State of Rhode Island, praying for an investigation of 


| the charges made and filed against Hon. REep Smoot, a Senator 
He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1796) | from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
granting an increase of pension to Matthew Woodworth; which | on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Minden, Nebr., and a petition of 


| sundry citizens of Fairmont, Nebr., praying for an investigation 
| of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoor, a Sena- 
He also presented the affidavit of John M. Morgan, of Baldwin, | 


tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BATE presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Knoxville; of the congregation 
of the Shannondale Church, of Beverly; of the congregation of 
the Disciples of Christ Church and People’s Tabernacle, of Knox- 
ville; of the Missionary Society of the Bell Avenue Presbyterian 
Church, of Knoxville; of the Children’s Mission Home of Knox- 
ville, and of the Florence Crittenton Home Board of Knoxville, 
all in the State of Tennessee, praying for an investigation of the 


| the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 


Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the congregation of the 


| German Methodist Episcopal Church of Victor, Iowa, praying for 


Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the American merchant marine; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Detroit, Grand 
Haven, Elk Rapids, and Whitewater, of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Hopkins, all in the State of Michigan, and 
of the Woman’s Presbyterian Society for Home Missions of the 
District of Columbia, praying for an investigation of the charges 


} 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian Church of Mediapolis, the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Mediapolis, the Swedish Evangelical Lutheran Church of Medi- 
apolis, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fairfield, the United 
Presbyterian Church of Davenport, the Presbyterian Church of 
Kossuth, the Second Presbyterian Church of Davenport, the First 
Presbyterian Church of Davenport, the Home and Foreign Mis- 
sion of the Presbyterian Church of Fairfield, and of sundry citi- 


| zens of Washington, allin the State of Iowa, praying for an in- 


vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rreep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 


made and filed against Hon. Rezp Smoor, a Senator from the | the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 
Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the Woman's Club of 
ouisville, Ky., praying for an investigation of the charges made 


} 


Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of the mayor and city 
council of Pocatello, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion relative to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


wire 
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Mr. ALGER presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 2279) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Williams; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 2281) 
granting an increase of pension to Anthony Walich; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1395) 
granting a pension to Mary McGilvary; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation to extend the scope of the act for the suppression of lottery 
traffic, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 69, Iron Molders’ 
Union, of Middletown, Pa., praying for the passage of the so- 
called eight-hour bill and also the anti-injunction bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Parnassus; of the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association of New Kensington; of the Woman’s Club of 
Media; of sundry citizens of Gravity; of the congregation of the 
Trinity Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Lebanon; of the 
Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of 
Allentown; of the Central Methodist Episcopal Church, of Phila- 
delphia; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New Hol- 
land; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Wyoming; 
of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Mehoopany; of the 
congregation of the United Brethren Church of Lebanon; of 
the congregation of the Church of Intercession, of Philadelphia; 
of the Clay Public School, of Williamsport; of the Young Peo- 
ple’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Lebanon; of the congrega- 
tion of St. Mark’s Reformed Church, of Lebanon; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Lawrence County; of the con- 
gregation of the Park Avenue Baptist Church, of Scranton; of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Media; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Oil City; of sundry 
citizens of Slippery Rock; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Delaware County; of the Epworth League of 
Worthington; of the congregation of St. Luke’s Reformed 
Church, of Kittanning; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Greenfield; of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Presbyterian Church of Burgettstown; of sundry citizens 
of Starrucca; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Coudersport; of sundry citizens of Zelienople; of the con- 
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Mount Carmel; of 
sundry citizens of Evans City; of the congregations of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal and Presbyterian churches of Nicholson; of sundry 
citizens of McKeesport; of the congregation of the Central Presby- 
terian Church, of Erie; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Lancaster, and of the congregation of the United Presby- 
terian Church of Muddy Creek Forks, all in the State of Pennsy!l- 
vania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Columbus, 
Ind., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented memorials of Goethe Lodge, No. 4, Order of 
Sons of Hermann, of Stamford, Conn.; of Copernicus Conclave, 
No. 21, Order of Seven Wise Men; of Ascher Harmonie; of Ale- 
mania Singing Society; of Kutschen und Wagenbauer Unter- 


Unterstiitzungs Bund, and of the German Beneficial Union, Dis- 
trict No. 165, all of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 


HART FARM SCHOOL, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I present some papers re- 
lating to the Hart Farm School that are of interest to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. I move that they be printed 
as a document and referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
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ferred the bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to Esther G. Wharton, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1772) granting an increase of pension to Louise K. Bard, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 172) granting a pension to Elizabeth McClaren; 

A bill (S. 11) granting a pension tu John L. Sullivan; 

A bill (S. 9) granting an increase of pension to David E. Burbank; 

A bill (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 
Cushman; 

A bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Byron D. 


A bill (S. 549) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


. 798) granting an increase of pension to James A, 

Templeton; 

A bill (8S. 1259) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Stanyan; 

A bill (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Barnard; 

A bill (S. 190) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Bell; 


1; 

A bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey; 

A bill (S. 112) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Hammond; 

A bill (S. 1819) granting a pension to Charles P. Skinner; 

A bill (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Holt; 

A bill (S. 1755) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Banks; 

A bill (S. 484) granting a pension to Nancy Marsh; and 

A bill (S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P. 


wis. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 
Chase; 

A bill (S. 1918) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. 
Harrison; 

A bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Cutts; 

A bill (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve; 

A bill (S. 12) granting an increase of pension to Francis E. 


Chase; 

A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber; 
and 

A bill (S. 14) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 


Perry. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 339) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. 
Richardson; ° 

. bill (S. 338) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt; 
an 

A bill (S. 847) granting a pension to John L. Beveridge. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1832) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Herron, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


_ were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
stiitzungs Verein; of Concordia Gesang Verein; of the Hermann | 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (8. 1402) granting an increase of pension to William Paul; 
A bill (S. 2125) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 7. 


| Caswell; 


— _ (S. 959) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
anard; 

A bill (S. 1491) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hoover; 

A bill (8.200) granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy; 

A bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pension to John Bulla- 
more; 
A bill (S. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Hampton C. 
Watson: and 

A bill (S. 215) granting a pension to Mary D. Perry. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
referred the bill (S. 137) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 898) granting an increase of pension to John B. Carter, 
re 


rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
r. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


‘ 


amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 458) granting an increase of pension to Charles Beattie; 

A bill (S. 589) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McMullen; 

A bill (S. 555) granting an increase of pension to Royal A. 8. 
Kingsley; 
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A bill (S. 586) granting a pension to Annie H. Zoll; 
A bill (S. 929) granting an increase of pension to Charles Stermer; 
A bill (S. 456) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 

“7 pill (S. 744) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gas- 

oigne; 

: A bill (S. 1929) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Spahr; and 

MA bill (S. 1429) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. 

Paquin. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to John Mon- 
ahan; 

A bill (S. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 

Bullard; 

A bill (S. 1548) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Jackson; 

A bill (8. 451) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Conant; 

A bill (S. 980) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Wiedemann; 

A bill (S. 987) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph Sieb- 
elist; 

A bill (S, 452) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bullock; 

A bill (S. 745) granting a pension to John Swenson; and 

A bill (S. 587) granting an increase of pension to Anson P. 
Williamson. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 821) granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Den- 
nison; 

A bill (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- | 
herd: 

A bill (S. 78) granting a pension to E. C. Curtis; and 

A bill (S, 868) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Wile x. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 65) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Allen, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 367) granting an increase of pension to George W. Rich- 
wee m, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 270) authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton 
and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near the city of Yankton, 8S. Dak., reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to a. from stereotype plates, with illustrations, 1,000 additional 
copies of the report of the Superintendent of Indian Schools for 1903, for the 
use of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER-GENERAL OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by 
Mr. DILLINGHAM on the 9th instant, reported it without amend- 
ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, in paper covers, at the Government Printing Office, 5,500 addi- 
tional copies of the annual report of the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
gration for the year ended June 30, 1903, with illustrations, of which 1,000 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 


sentatives, and the remaining 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of 
Inigration for distribution. 


COLUMBIAN UNIVERSITY, WASHINGTON, D. ©. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1496) 
supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the 
Columbian College, in the District of Columbia, and the acts 
amendatory thereof, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and submit a report thereon. As it is extremely important that 
ae be passed at an early day, I ask for its present consider- 

on, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 

nate for its information. 





The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act to incorporate the Columbian College, in 
the District of Columbia, approved February 9, 1821, and the amendatory act 
approved March 18, 1898, be, and the same are hereby, amended by repealing 
and striking out of the said charter the following words in lines 20 to 25 in 
section 1 of the said amendatory act of March 18, 1898, namely, ‘** Two-thirds 
of said trustees, and also the president of the university, shall be members of 
regular Baptist churches; that is to say, members of churches of that de- 
nominationof Protestant Christiansnow usually known and recognized under 
the name of the regular Baptist denomination.” 

Sec. 2. That section 13 of the original charter of February 9, 1821, which 
rovides “That persons of every religious denomination shall be capable of 
eing elected trustees; nor shall any person, either as president, professor, 

tutor, or pupil, be refused admittance into said college, or denied any of the 
privileges, immunities, or advantages thereof, for or on account of his senti- 
ments on mattersof religion,” be, and the same is hereby, reenacted and shall 
be hereafter in full force as a part of said charter. 

Sec. 3. That power is hereby given to the board of trustees of said uni- 
versity to change the name of said university at any regular meeting by a 
vote of not less than two-thirds of the total number of members of the 
board, as prescribed by the charter. That upon such action being takena 
certificate, under the seal of the university, stating the name adopted and 
the date when the name shall go into effect, not less than thirty days nor 
more than six months from the date of its aes, together with the fact 
that said name has been adopted by said board, as herein prescribed, shall 
be filed in the office of the recorder of deeds, and thereupon, upon the date 
specified for the name to go into effect, the university shall be known and 
designated by the name adopted, and by said new name the said university 
shall be vested with and convey its real estate, hold, control, and ac minister 
endowments and gifts of money and property heretofore and hereafier made 
for the maintenance of its educational work and do and perform ali acts 
which it now has the power to do under its said charter. Such change of 
name shall not in any other way change, affect, or modify in any degree the 
rights, privileges, obligations, and powers of the said university under the 
chartvr of February 9, 1821, and the amendatory acts thereto. 

Sec. 4. Thatall acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, one moment. There was so much 
confusion in the Chamber that though I tried to listen I did not 
get the whole scope of the bill. AsI understand it from the read- 
ing, it removes the so-called sectarian feature of the institution, 
which I suppose was established under the auspices and patron- 
age of the Baptist Church, and makes it a purely nonsectarian 
college. Iso understood from the reading, and I ask the Senator 
if that is true? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from Maine that four or five years ago the charter of this institu- 
tion was amended, making it a sectarian institution. They now 
ask that that shall be repealed. and that they shall be permitted 
to operate under their old charter. It is simply that. 

Mr. HALE. So that the original charter was nonsectarian? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was nonsectarian. 

Mr. HALE. Now, another feature which I thought I dis- 
covered is that the name of the university may be changed, not 
subject to the approval of Congress, but by the act of the trus- 
tees. I ask the Senator whether that is what is covered by the 
provision, and whether he knows what is in contemplation as to 
the name of the institution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say frankly, Mr. President, I do not 
know whatisin contemplation. I simply know that Doctor Need- 
ham, who is at the head of the Columbian Institution, says there 
is great embarrassment constantly arising because of the simi- 
larity between the names ‘‘ Columbian University ’’ and ‘‘ the Co- 
lumbia University.’’ He cited to me several instances where it 
has been a matter of considerable embarrassment, and he thought 
that the trustees in their discretion might desire at some future 
time to make a change in the name. 

Mr. HALE. I had thought of that and supposed it to be the 
underlying reason for this change. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not know what name is contem- 

lated? 
. Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not. 

Mr. HALE. Those two features, then, cover the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They do, absolutely. 

Mr. HALE. They desire a return to the nonsectarian feature, 
and the privilege of changing the name because it occasions em- 
barrassment with another institution of almost the same title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like toask a question, if the Senator 
from Illinois will pardon me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the Senator from Illinois will al- 
low the Senator from Maryland to ask a question. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield that the Senator may ask a ques- 
tion, but under the rule or arrangement we ought to go on with 
the discussion of the subject that is specially set aside for consid- 
eration. The Senator who is to speak to-day was not in his seat 
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a moment ago,and hence I consented that the bill might be taken | 
up and put on its passage, if it would not lead to discussion. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will take but a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I can not yield much longer. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I was in favor of the bill and of a change to 
the nonsectarian feature, and I have no objection to the change | 
now. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee whether 
it is likely in changing the name (for the power seems ample) the | 
nniversity may desire to call it the American University or the | 
University of the United States, or such other name as Congress 
might hesitate in that connection to have accepted. Is the chair- 
man quite confident that such is not the purpose? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, we have to trust to the 
good sense of the good men who are at the head of the institution. 
I did ask Doctor Needham that direct question as to the name 
‘‘ University of the United States,” and he said they certainly 
would not adopt that name. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I did not think they would, but I thought it | 
might remove an objection to show that it is not contemplated. 

Mr.HALE. Ishould want that thoroughly understood. Other- 
wise I should like to have the bill go over. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the bill | 
goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire simply to say that I shall endeavor | 
to call it up at an early day for consideration; and so far as the 
change of name is concerned I will see that a proper amendment 
is placed in the bill, so that the name will have to be agreed 
—— the Secretary of the Interior or some other competent 
official. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2464) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to John Aylers; which was read twice by its | 


title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2465) to authorize the Mont- 
gomery and Autauga Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2466) granting an increase of 
pension to Florence M. Metz; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 2467) for the | 
relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; which was read twice | 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 2468) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Ocala, Fla., and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2469) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Orville E. Campbell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2470) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph D. Hazzard; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 2471) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Dennis; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2472) granting to railroads | 
and water companies the right of way through public lands and | 
reservations of the United States for reservoirs and pipe lines; | 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2473) to extend the time for the 
selection and segregation of public lands provided for by section 
4 of the act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry | 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1895, and for other purposes;” which was read twice by its | 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

__A bill (S. 2474) granting an increase of pension to Sister Mary 


| 
i~ 


S. 2475) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah | 
and 
a bill (S. 2476) granting an increase of pension to John M. 

rown 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2477) for the relief of | 
Sarah ©. Harsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2478) for the extension of Seven- | 
teenth strect northwest from Florida avenue to Columbia road; ! 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committeg 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8. 2479) granting an increase of 
pension to James J. Lowden; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committeg 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2480) granting an increase of pension to William 
Hoar (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2481) granting an increase of pension to Harmon M, 


| Billings (with an accompanying paper); 


A bill (S. 2482) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Kurz (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2483) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Kib- 
ble; and 

A bill (S. 2484) granting an increase of pension to Jason Dame, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2485) to correct the 


| military record of Isaac Thompson; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2486) to correct the military record of Peter Parker; 

A bill (S. 2487) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Louis Quain; 

A bill (S. 2488) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Joseph Shenevere (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2489) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Wright Farnsworth (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: , 

A bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2491) granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash: 

A bill (S. 2492) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Tuttle (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2493) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Tichurst; and 

A bill (8S. 2494) granting a pension to George Hutton (with ac- 
companying papers). 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 2495) to amend the naval 


| record of Nathaniel P. Jacobs; which was read twice by its title, 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2496) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ebenezer Wing; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2497) for the relief of 


| Mary F. B. Grice; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2498) for the relief of Jean Michel 
Vendenhiem, a citizen of France residing in the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


| on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2499) to authorize the President 


| to place the name of Archibald K. Eddowes on the retired list of 
| the United States Navy with the rank of chief engineer, United 
| States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2500) to correct the military record 
of John McKinley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2501) to correct the military record 
of Harrison Defibaugh; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2502) granting a pension to Robert W. Patrick (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2503) granting an increase of pension to Nathan B. 
Fowler (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2504) granting a pension to M. Kate Monteith (with 
accompanying paper); 

_ A bill (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to John I. Flem- 
ing; 

A bill (S. 


2506) granting a pension to Susannah Ryan; 
A bill (S. 


2507) granting an increase of pension to Aaron B. 


Myers; 


A bill (S. 
Jones; 

A bill (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 
Edson; 

A bill (S. 2510) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
Paul; 


2508) granting an increase of pension to Morris H. 











A bill (S. 2511) granting an increase of pension to Mary Douglas 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2512) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Stona- 
ker (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2518) granting an increase of pension to Roxana S. 
Ker (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2514) to amend the act of 
March 2, 1895, entitled ‘‘An act for the suppression of lottery traf- 
fic through national and interstate commerce and the postal serv- 
ice, subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States;’’ 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (for Mr. CLapp) introduced a bill 
(S. 2515) to extend the United States pension laws to participants 
in the battles of New Ulm and Fort Ridgely, Minn., in the i 





ioux 
war of 1862; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 2516) for the relief of Nye 
& Schneider Company; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 

A bill (S. 2518) granting an increase of pension to Clarinda A. 
Spear (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Atwood (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8. 2520) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Legro (with an accampanying paper). 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 2521) to de- 
tach certain counties from the United States judicial district of 
Washington, and to create a new judicial district, to be called the 
southern district of Washington; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2522) for the relief of the trus- | 
tees of the Free Church of Burlington; W. Va; which was read | 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2523) for the benefit of officers who | 
served over three years during the civil war and over thirty years | 
since, and who have retired on account of disability incurred in 
the line of duty since the close of the Spanish-American war; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2524) granting an increase of pen- | 
sion to James W.-Griffitts; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2525) authorizing the purchase of | 
sites for buildings for the accommodation of the Interior, Treas- | 
ury, and War Departments of the United States, the District of Co- | 
lumbia, and for other public purposes, in connection with removing | 
the Botanic Garden fence and improving the grounds, together 
with the development and encouragement of ramie fiber, silk, and | 
flax preparation and manufacture and their production and profit- | 
able home market in. the United States, under the supervision of 
the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2526) to establish a national 
military park at the battlefield of Fort Stevens, in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 2527) granting an increase of pen- | 
sion to Joseph Roberts; which was read: twice by its title, and, | 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 2528) granting a pension 
to Maggie D. Chapman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2529) granting a pension | 
“) Sarah Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
* the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2530) to authorize certain persons | 
who have intermarried with Cherokees to sue for their interest 
in certain moneys of the tribe from which they were excluded; | 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 
on Indian Affairs. 

Healsointroduced a bill (S. 2531) to provide an American register 
for the steamer Beaumont; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 2532) granting an increase of | 
pension to Elizabeth E. Meckly; which was read twice by its | 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sev- | 
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erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 





on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 2533) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Verner (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2534) granting an increase of pension to Jackson Don- 
ald; and 

A bill (S. 2535) granting an increase of pension to Joel Maxwell. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 2536) for the relief of Elijah 
G. Steely; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2537) for the relief of C. E. Moore; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 2538) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel A. Thomas; which was read twice by title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2539) to create in the 
Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau 
of Public Roads, and to provide for a system of national, State, 
and local cooperation in the permanent improvement of the public 
highways; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2540) authorizing the appointment 
of Allen V. Reed, now a captain on the retired list of the Navy, 
as a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2541) relating to clerks 
to pay officers in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Healsointroduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Larkin; 

A bill (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Green; and 

A bill (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2545) providing 
for the restoration to the navy list of certain officers, graduates 
of the United States Naval Academy, who have been heretofore 
honorably discharged under the act of Congress approved August 


5, 1882; which was read. twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2546) to amend the naval record of 
Charles H. Brigham; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2547) for the relief of the owners 
and crew of theschooner Ella M. Doughty; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Emma McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2549) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles W. Jellison; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2550) for the 
relief of Emile M. Blum; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2551) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth P. Gates; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2552 

A bill (S. 
ceased: 


) for the relief of Amos Woodruff; 
2553) for the relief of the estate of Reese Brabson, de- 


A bill (S. 2554) for the relief of William B. Bayless: 
A bill (S. 2555) for the relief of Willian G. Tidwell; and 
A bill (S. 2556) for the relief of Alexander Anderson (with ac- 


companying papers). 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 2557) granting a pension 
to Johniken L. Mynatt; which was reid twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2558) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sallie H. Kincaid; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2559) granting a pension to 
James Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2560) for the relief of G. G. 
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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ing section 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the immigra- 
gration of aliens into the United States,”’ approved March 3, 1903; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on hnmigration. 

PURCHASE OF CANAL PROPERTY IN PANAMA. 


Mr. MORGAN, I offer a concurrent resolution which I ask 
may be read and printed. and go over under the rule. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 1. That it 
is the right of Congress under the Constitution to be informed of and to con- 
sider and pass upon any contemplated purchase of any property, or claim of 
right, easement, or other interest in property in Panama from the New 
Panama Canal Company for and on account of the United States before such 


contemplated purchase is attempted to be consummated by any order or act | 


of the President of the United States. 


2. That such purchase from the New Panama Canal Company can not be | 


lawfully made and consummated by the President or by the President and 
the Senate as the treaty-making power of the United States without the leg- 
islative consent of Congress. 

3. That it is the duty of the department of the Government engaged in 
making such contemplated purchase, or in effecting the consummation 


thereof under or in virtue of any authority that is derived in whole or in | 
part from any governing power on the Isthmus of Panama, to lay before Con- | 


gress full information as to all the terms and conditions of such contract or 
purchase for its consideration and action before the same is attempted to be 
consummated by such department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request of the 
Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the resolution may be printed and 
go over under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule applies tb Senate 
resolutions alone. This is a concurrent resolution. Does the 
Senator desire to have it lie on the table subject to his call? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to that 
request? The Chair hears none. 

CHAPLAIN OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resoived, That the Rev. Edward Everett Hale be appointed Chaplain of | 


the Senate, the appointment to take effect on the lst day of January, 1904. 
ASSISTANT IN DOCUMENT ROOM. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer a resolution, which goes necessarily 


to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses | 


of the Senate. I will state in offering it that it relates to the 


efficiency of the document room of the Senate, and I am in- | 


formed by those having charge of the document room that it is 
essential to the conduct of the business there, for the convenience 
of Senators. 
The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized to employ one ad- 


ditional assistant in the Senate document room, at a compensation of $1,440 | 


per annum, to be = out of the contingent fund of the Senate until other- 
wise provided by law. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution providing that when the two Houses ad- 
journ on Saturday, December 19, they stand adjourned until 12 
o'clock meridian Monday, January 4, 1904; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was read, and, on motion of Mr. ALLISON, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Saturday, December 19, they stand adjourned 


_ until 12 o'clock meridian Monday, January 4, 1904. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is closed. 
= Chair lays before the Senate the bill known as the ““Cuban 
bill.” 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of ths bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a conven- 
tion between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed 
on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, entertaining as I do a profound 
respect for the wisdom of the Senate as a whole and a proper re- 
spect for the judgment of each individual Senator, I am compelled 
to distrust in some degree my own conclusion when it requires 
me to antagonize a measure which is supported by such a decisive 
majority of this body. Indeed,this feeling of unaffected and sincere 
diffidence is so strong that if the bill now under consideration 
appeared to me less than a most pernicious one, I would not oc- 
cupy the time of the Senate in debating it, but would content my- 
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Mr. PENROSE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 23) amend- | self with simply voting against it on the final roll call. But, sir. 


it seems to me so utterly indefensible from every point of view 
that if I should suffer it to pass without stating my objections to it, 
| I would feel that, out of deference to my associates, I had failed in 
the full performance of my duty. 
This bill is vicious both as a matter of law and as a matter of 
| policy. It is vicious as a matter of law because it violates the 
wise and well-established constitutional principle that all reve- 
| nue bills must originate in the House of Representatives, and it 
asserts the right of the President to initiate legislation of that 
kind. Then, sir, as if to compensate the House for the loss of its 
| only exclusive and its most valuable privilege that body is in- 
vited to share with the President and the Senate the treaty-mak- 
| ing power of this Government—the authors of this legislation 


| seeming to suppose that they can atone for one breach of the Con- 
stitution by committing another. 

As a matter of policy this legislation must be vicious, because, 
paradoxical as the statement may seem, it is repugnant alike to 
Republican and to Democratic tariff doctrine. It offends agains‘ 
the position of the Republican party by withdrawing from our 
only agricultural product susceptible of tariff protection a part of 
| the advantage which it now enjoys, and exposes the American 
| sugar farmer to the competition of the cheaper labor, the cheaper 
| land, and the more favorable climatic conditions of Cuba. It also 
offends against the Republican claim that the chief concern of the 
protective tariff is the welfare of the American wage-earner, be- 
cause it reduces the duty on cigars made by Cuban labor tenfold 
more than it reduces the duty on Cuban tobacco, out of which 
American labor can make exactly the same cigar. 

It runs counter to our Democratic creed because it reduces tho 
duty on raw sugar, which is purchased by a few manufacturers 
for the sake of the profit they can make in refining it, without 
making any reduction whatever on refined sugar, which is pur- 
chased as an article of wholesome and daily food for 80,000,000 
consumers. It also contradicts our Democratic advocacy of freer 
trade by projecting into the island of Cuba a complicated system 
of discriminating and preferential tariff duties designed expressly 
and only for the purpose of protection. 

These, Mr. President, are the charges which I prefer against this 
legislation, and I ask the patient attention of the Senate while I 
endeavor to sustain them with evidence and by argument. 

The natural and orderly discussion in this body upon any meas- 
ure involving both questions of law and questions of policy is for 
us to consider the questions of law first, and that is especially de- 
| sirable in a case like this, where the question of law goes to the 
| very power of Congress to do what has been proposed; because 
ene 5 if any Senator should decide in his own mind that we 

lave no power to enact this legislation, it would then be wholly 
| immaterial to him whether the legislation itself would be wise or 
| otherwise. Observing this proper and natural order, I shall first 
| address myself to the law question involved, and I begin by laying 


| down three legal propositions. 
My first proposition is that— 
The House of Representatives alone has the right to originate 


and the Senate jointly possesses that power. 

My second proposition is that— 

The Constitution commits the treaty-making power of this Gov- 
ernment to the President and the Senate; and the House of Rep- 
resentatives has no right to approve or to disapprove a treaty. 

My third proposition is that— 

The President and the Senate, acting in conjunction with the 
House of Representatives, can not validate an invalid law or treaty: 
and that what is null and void from the beginning must remain 
null and void to the end. 

HOUSE MUST ORIGINATE. 

Mr. President, in declaring that all revenue bills must originate 
in the House of Representatives I merely repeat the very language 
of the Constitution, and it follows as a corollary from that that 
neither the President alone nor the President and the Senate act- 
ing together can initiate sucha measure. Untill heard the speech 
delivered in this Chamber by the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
CLAPP] on the 8th day of the present month I did not suppose 
that it would be necessary for me to refer to the debates of the Con- 
stitutional Convention.to establish either the meaning or the pur- 
pose of that provision. I had supposed that the history of that 
provision was familiar even to the school children of this country 
and that its importance was universally admitted until I heard 
the Senator from Minnesota dismiss it in these remarkable words: 


Let me suggest, sir, that there is absolutely nothing in the provision found 
in Article I of the Constitution that measures for revenue must originate in 
the House that bears any relation to the great matter of government, which 
was the subject under consideration when these various provisions were 
framed and adopted. It is purely and simply an administrative matter. 
That power might just as well have been vested in the Senate as in the House 
of Representatives. 


Against that statement of the Senator from Minnesota I oppose 
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the statement of Elbridge Gerry, who was a distinguished and 
influential member of the Constitutional Convention from the 
State of Massachusetts, and who in addressing that Convention 
on this very point used these words: 

Taxation and representation are strongly associated in the minds of the 
ne and they will not agree that any but their immediate representatives | 
shall meddle with their purses. In short, the acceptance of the plan will in- | 
evitably fail, if the Senate be not restrained from originating money bills. 

The Senator from Minnesota can not have forgotten that direct 
and positive statement of Mr. Gerry, nor can he have forgotten | 
that George Mason—in my opinion the ablest Virginian of his | 
generation, with the exception of Mr. Jefferson alone—concluded | 
a severe arraignment of the Senate with the emphatic declara- | 
tion that the purse strings of the Government should remain in | 
the hands of the representatives of the people. When the Sen- | 
ator from Minnesota tells us that this provision is a mere matter | 
of administration, without angerease, I tell him that this was one | 
question upon which George Washington changed his vote in the 
Constitutional Convention. He had first voted with Blair and 
Madison against the exclusive right of the House to originate reve- 
nue bills, but afterwards changed his vote, joining Randolph and | 
Mason in favor of that exclusive right, and assigning as the rea- 
son for his change that without that provision the Constitution 
might be rejected by the several States. 

Mr. President, surely I do not need to call these illustrious 
witnesses to prove that this provision was one of the compro- 
mises which rendered the Constitution acceptable, first, to the 
Convention which framed it, and afterwards, to the several States 
which adopted it. In the beginning, sir, there was a great, and 
at one time it seemed an irreconcilable conflict of opinion as to 
the representation of the several States in Congress. The larger 
States contended for a proportional representation based on num- | 
pers, and the smaller States contended for an equal representa- 
tion. based upon the idea of State sovereignty. 

After long and earnest discussion it was finally determined to 
meet the demand of the smaller States in this body and of the 
larger States in the House of Representatives. Accordingly it 
was provided that the representation of each State in the Senate 
should be equal, and that the representation of every State in the 
House of Representatives should be according to its population. 
Asis usual in all compromises, this arrangement did not fully 
satisfy either side, and the larger States were only induced to ac- 
cept it when it was coupled with the provision that the right to | 
originate revenue bills should be exclusively vested in the House, 
where the representation was based upon population. 

I believe, with General Washington, that without that provision 
the Constitution under which we live could never have been 
adopted, and, for one, I shall not palter with it im any double sense. 
I shall keep it in its spirit as well as in its letter. 

A BILL IN THE SENATE. 

While the Senator from Minnesota is perhaps the only one who 
has ever been bold enough to waive aside this constitutional pro- 
vision as of no importance, he is not the first who has sought to 
destroy its effect. Other Senators before him have been impa- 
tient under its restraint, and have sought to refine it away by 
argumentative subterfuges. Half a century ago a Senator of 
splendid ability and of exalted character professed to believe that 
while a bill increasing taxes must originate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a bill reducing them might properly emanate from 
this body. In accordance with that view, Senator McDuffie, of | 
South Carolina, introduced his famous bill repealing the Whig 
tariff act of 1842 and restoring the compromise tariff act of 1833. 
That bill was referred to the Committee on Finance; and that com- | 
mittee reported these resolutions: 


} 

| 

Resolved, That the bill entitled “A bill to revive the act of March 2, 1838, | 
usually called ‘ the compromise act,’ and to modify existing duties on foreign | 
| 
| 
| 





imports in conformity with its provisions,” is a bill for raising revenue within | 
the meaning of the seventh section of the first article of the Constitution, and 
can not therefore originate in the Senate: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it be indefinitely postponed. 

This report was submitted to the Senate on the 9th day of Jan- 
uary, 1844, and it was made a special order for January 11. | 
Other business of the Senate, however, intervening, the debate | 
upon it did not begin until the 18th day of January, and con- 
tinued atintervals and with some acrimony until the 31st of May. | 
Of course Senators will perceive that the resolutions themselves 
present only the naked question of jurisdiction; and the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, in opening the debate, confined 
himself closely to that single question. But when Senator Mc- 
Duffie addressed the Senate, he entered upon a general discussion 
of the tariff question, thus provoking an answer in kind from 
Senators who supported the protective policy. 

Many Senators Frankly avowed that they were more anxious for 
a test vote upon the tariff question than they were for a test vote 
upon the question of jurisdiction, and Senator McDuffie himself 
at the close of the debate, and almost immediately preceding the 
vote, declared that there could be no useful purpose served by | 
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voting on the committee’s resolutions, because, said he, ‘‘ the 
question of jurisdiction is one which I have not argued at any 


length.”” So anxious were they for a test vote upon the main 
question of the tariff that Senator Allen proposed an amendment 


| striking out all after the word ‘‘ That’’ in the first resolution and 


inserting the words— 


the duties pagent on importations by existing laws are unjust, and oppres- 
t 


sive, and ought to be repealed. 


On this amendment Senator Evans, of Maine, who was then 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, demanded the yeas and 
nays, and the roll call resulted in 18 affirmative and 26 negative 


| votes, the division here occurring plainly upon the line of the 


general tariff policy of the two parties. It was expecting much of 
human nature to hope that immediately following such a pro- 
nounced partisan division party lines would be obliterated and that 


| the vote on these resolutions would be taken upon their own merits. 


And yet, sir, the vote upon these resolutions, though following im- 
mediately the vote upon the tariff question, shows that thirty-three 
Senators voted for the resolutions, denying the jurisdiction of the 
The four 
Senators who voted in the negative were the two Senators from 
South Carolina, one Senator from North Carolina, and one Senator 
from the State of New Hampshire. 

Withoutintending in the least to impeach the sincerity of Senator 
McDuffie, I venture to say that nointelligent man can read the en- 
tire proceeding without becoming convinced that the South Caro- 
linaSenator himself did not believe in the jurisdiction of the Sen- 
ate, and that his sole and only purpose was to precipitate a tariff 
debate and to secure a test vote onthat question. But, sir, what- 
ever may have been the object of Senator McDuffie, the fact 
remains that the Senate pronounced an almost unanimous judg- 
ment that the House of Representatives alone can originate a 


| bill reducing taxes. 


I have heard it asserted, however, that there is a distinction be- 
tween a bill, as in the case I have recited, and a treaty like that 
which we now have before us. There may be, Mr. President, a 
distinction; indeed, I think it would be easy to show that there is 
a distinction, but the distinction is in favor of the bill, which is 


| the act of the House of Representatives, the President, and the 


Senate, and against the treaty, which is the act of the President 
and the Senate alone. But, sir, instead of spending my time in 
showing that this distinction would strengthen rather than weaken 
our argument, I think I can employ it more profitably in direct- 
ing the attention of the Senate to the fact that the question arose 
in another instance over a treaty when the decision was precisely 
the same. 
A TREATY. 

In 1843 the President of the United States negotiated what is 
commonlyknown as the ‘*Zollvereincommercial treaty ,*’and trans- 
mitted it to the Senate for its ratification. That treaty was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and from that com- 
mittee, on the 14th day of June, Senator Choate, of Massachu- 
setts, submitted a report in which he states the case against the 
President’s right and power to negotiate a treaty of this kind so 
much better than I could hope to state it that I shall ask the Sec- 
retary to read it. 

I commend this report to the careful attention of all Senators, 
but I especially commend it to the attention of the Senators from 
Massachusetts. I do not need toremind them that Rufus Choate 
was not a strict-construction Democrat, who insisted upon the 
cold letter of the Constitution. He was a Whig, and a leader in 
the party which had elected the President who had negotiated 
this treaty and urged its ratification. But over and above his 
political affiliations he wasa profound lawyer, whose learning and 
eloquence are still cherished by the Massachusetts bar, even if his 
advice is not followed by the Massachusetts Senators. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Executive Journal, 1841 to 1845, page 333.] 

Mr. Choate also made the following report: 

That the Senate ought not to advise and consent to the ratification of the 
convention aforesaid. 


In submitting this report, the committee do not think it necessary to say 
anything on the genera! object sought to be accomplished by the convention, 


or on the details of the actual arrangement; nor to attempt to determine, by 
the weight and measure of the reciprocal concessions, which Government, if 
either, has the best of the transaction. These objects have not escaped their 


notice, but they propose to confine themselves to a very brief exhibition of 
another and single ground, upon which, without reference to the particular * 
merits of the treaty, they advise against its ratification. 

The committee, then, are not prepared to sanction so large an innovation 
upon ancient and uniform practice in respect of the department of Govern- 
ment by which duties on imports shall be imposed. The convention which 
has been submitted to the Senate changes duties which have been laid by 
law. It changes them either ex directo and by its own vigor, or it engages 
the faith of the nation and the faith of the legislature through which the na- 
tion acts to make the change. In either aspect it is the President and Sen- 
ate who, by the instrumentality of negotiation, repeal or materially vary 
regulations of commerce and laws of revenue which Congress had ordained. 
More than this, the executive department, by the same instrumentality of 
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negotiations, places it beyond the power of Congress to exceed the stipu- 
lated maximur of import duties for at least three years, whatever exigency 
may intervene to require it. 

In the judgment of the committee, the legislature is the department of gov- 
ernment by which commerce should be regulated and laws of revenue be 
passed. The Constitution, in terms, communicates the power to regulate 
commerce and to impose duties to that department. Itcommunicates it, in 
terms, to no other. Vithout engaging at all in an examination of the extent, 
limits, and objects of the power to make treaties, the committee believe that 
the general rule of our system is indisputably that the control of trade and 
the function of taxing belong, without abridgment or participation, to Con- 

ress. 
. They infer this from the language of the Constitution, from the nature and 
wrinciples of our Government, from the theory of republican liberty itself, 


rom the unvaried practice, evidencing the universal belief of all, in all | 


periods and of all parties and opinions. They think, too, that as a general 
rule, the representatives of the people, sitting in their legislative capacity, 
with doors open, under the eye of the country, communicating freely. with 
their constituents, may exercise this , 
creetly, may acquire more accurate and more minute information concern- 
ing the employments and the interests on which this description of measures 


will press, and may better discern what true policy prescribes and rejects, | 
than is within the competence of the executive department of the Govern- | 


ment. 


To follow, not to lead; to fulfill, not to ordain the laws; to carry into ef- 


fect by negotiation and compact with foreign governments the legislative 
will, when it has been announced, upon the great subjects of trade and reye- 
nue; not to interpose with controlling influence, not to go forward with too 
ambitious ente 
functions of the Executive. 

Holding this to be the general rule upon the subject, the committee dis- 


cern nothing in the circumstances of this case, nothing in the a to be 
attained or in the difficulties in the way of obtaining it, which shou 

a departure from the rule. If Congress think the proposed arrangement a 
beneficial one, it is quite easy to pass a law which shall impose the rates of 
duty contemplated by it, to take effect when satisfactory information is con- 
veyed to the President that the stipulated equivalents are prop2rly secured. 

Upon this single ground, then, the committee advise that the treaty be 
rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is sufficient. The remainder of it relates 
merely to its advantage or disadvantage. 

Mr. STEWART. Would it interrupt the Senator from Texas 
if I were to ask him a question here? 

Mr. BAILEY. Not at all. 

Mr. STEWART. As I understand, this is a House bill, and I 
should like 

Mr. BAILEY. A House bill for what? 

Mr. STEWART. A House bill relating to the revenue. 

Mr. BAILEY. This bill itself says it isa bill *‘to carry into 
effect a convention between the United States and the Republic 
of Cuba, signed on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902.” 

Mr. STEWART. That I understand; but it is a House bill for 
that purpose, and there must be power somewhere to originate 
bills to raise revenue, and I understand the Constitution vests 
that power in the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. And the fact that this is a revenue bill, orig- 
inating in the House, seems to me to constitute a very strong 
argument in favor of its validity when passed. Now, I should 
like to ask the Senator this question: If the pending bill should 
pass the Senate and be signed by the President, would it be a law? 

Mr. BAILEY. He would be a rash Senator who will under- 
take to say what will be decided by the Supreme Court. I take 
it that it would be decided there very much as it will be decided 
here. But I will say to the Senator from Nevada that if the 
House had met this question exactly in accordance with the lan- 
guage of the treaty I have not the shadow of a doubt that the 
Supreme Court would have held it unconstitutional and void; 
and therefore, the House, though merely intending to ratify the 
treaty, inserts matter in the bill, so as to give the court an oppor- 
tunity to sustain it. 

But, Mr. President, let us deal with objects rather than with 
words which conceal objects. The Senator from Nevada knows, 
as I know. that the whole purpose of this bill is to approve the 
treaty; and the only reason that it was ever introduced was that 
the treaty requires Congress to approve it before it becomes effect 
ive. Whatever the form of the bill, the purpose and intent of it 
is not to saise revenue. but simply to ratify a treaty which the 
President has negotiated. 

Mr. STEWART. Can the courts inquire into the purpose and 
effect of the bill when that purpose and that effect are unex- 
pressed on the face of it? 

Mr. BAILEY. They cannot. Under that unfortunate—no; I 
withdraw that word. I think it a fortunate rule of construction, 
becaus? I would not concede to the courts of this country the right 
to look into the hearts and minds of Senators and Representatives 
and determine what motive controlled them. Therefore 1 will say 
that under the sensible rule of construction long ago adopted and 


steadfastly adhered to by the courts they can not inquire what | 


was in the hearts and minds of Senators. But Senators know; 
and the Senator from Nevada, when he votes for this bill, votes 
for it because he wants to ratify a treaty made by the President 
with the Government of Cuba. 

Mr. STEWART. 


it was necessary to put in that clause. J myself believe that the 
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ower more intelligently, more dis- | 


| tive session and has not been reported. 


| to say how many of the eighteen who voted against the motion to 
»rise—these seem to the committee to be the appropriate | 
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President and the Senate could have made this treaty without 
I have not time to argue that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I had hoped that all of the other side would 
adopt that view. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why? 

Mr. BAILEY. Because I might then persuade all of this side 
to vote right. [Laughter.] The President of the United States, 
however, agrees with the Senator from Nevada, because when he 
negotiated this treaty there was not a syllable in it requiring it to 

yait upon the approval of Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. He must be a pretty good lawyer, then. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have never heard him described as a lawyer. 
The Senator from Nevada knows more about him than I do, but 
I think I know enough about him to know that while he has 
spent many days and nights in the pursuit of lighter literature 
he has never known the drudgery of the law; and more is the pity 
for his country. 

The vote was taken on a motion to table the treaty, and resulted 
in 25 yeas against 18 nays. The debate, if any, occurred in execu- 
It is therefore impossible 


table intended by their votes to assert the right of the President 


| to negotiate such a treaty and how many simply intended to 


| protest against that summary and somewhat discourteous man- 
d induce | 


ner of defeating it. 
A SECOND REFERENCE. 

But, Mr. President, this vote of the Senate did not end the 
matter. The President, who had negotiated that treaty, was still 
insistent, and in his annual message to Congress the following 
December renewed his recommendation, and the treaty was 
again referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. That 
committee again considered it, and again reached the same con- 
clusion on the law. The report on the second reference was pre- 
pared by Senator Archer, of Virginia, who differed slightly with 
Senator Choate as to the commercial advantages of the treaty. 
Senator Choate in his report had said they were not a compensa- 
tion. Senator Archer in his report said as a purely commercial 
arrangement it was a desirable one. But upon the legal questions 
involved he pays the great Massachusetts Senator the compliment 
of repeating his argument against the power assumed by the Presi- 
dent, and concludes his report with the statement that however 
desirable as a commercial arrangement the treaty might be, the 
functions which it performed belonged to Congress in its legisla- 
tive capacity and not to the treaty-making power. He repeated 
those magnificent words of Choate that upon these questions it 
was the President’s duty— 


to follow, not to lead; to fulfill, not to ordain the law; to carry into effect 
by negotiation and compact with foreign governments the lezislative will 
when it has been announced upon the great subjects of trade and revenue; 
not to interpose with controlling influence; not to go forward with too ambi 
tious enterprise; these seem to the committee to be the appropriate func 
tions of the Executive. 


THE HOUSE SOMEWHAT SENSITIVE. 

The House itself is somewhat sensitive on this subject, and it 
has manifested its sensitiveness by incorporating into the body 
of this bill a proviso, which reads as follows: 

That nothing herein contained shall be held or construed as an admission 
on the part of the House of Representatives that customs duties can be 
changed otherwise than by an act of Congress originating in said House. 

Which, being interpreted, means that the House consents this 
time, but must not be understood as promising to consent the next 
time. This mild protest, Mr. President, is in striking contrast 
with the aggressive way in which the House has asserted and 
vindicated its prerogative on former occasions. 

In 1835 the Senate added to the Post-Office appropriation bill an 
item increasing certain rates of postage and sent it to the House 
for concurrence in its amendment. The House by an overwhelm- 
ing majority refused to consider that item, and sent it back to 
the Senate with the suggestion that such an amendment would 
not be tolerated. 

In 1837 an extraordinary session had been convened to meet an 
emergency confronting the country. As one means of meeting 
that emergency the Senate passed a bill authorizing the issuance 
of Treasury notes and sent it to the House, where it was promptl) 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means and as promptly 
reported back to the House from that committee. The chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee moved that the House resolve 
itself in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to con 
sider that bill. The motion prevailed, and the House went into 
Committee of the Whole. It took up the Senate bill, but before 
any progress had been made more than one Member objected 
that it was a revenue bill and could not originate in the Senate. 
Mr. Wise moved that the committee should rise and report that 
objection to the House, The chairman of the Ways and Means 


| Committee protested. because there was the greatest possible 
1f the Senator will allow me, I do not think | 


anxiety to pass the bill with the least possible delay; but notwith- 
standing all of this the chairmanof the Ways and Means Committee 
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was compelled to- yield, and upon his own motion the Senate bill 
was left unconsidered and the House took up its own bill on-the 
same subject and with the same provisions. 

In 1871 the Senate -passed a bill repealing the tax on incomes 


and sent it to the House. 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That Senate bill No. 1083, to repeal so much of the act approved 
July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 

yoses,”’ as continues the income tax after the 3lst day of December, 1869, be 
returned to that body with the oe ee suggestion on the part of the House 
that section 7 of Article I of the Constitution vests in the House of Repre- 
sentatives the sole power to originate such measures. 

That resolution was communicated in a due and orderly course 
to the Senate. The Senate insisted upon its bill and asked for a 
conference, and a conference was agreed to by the House. I 
shall not now review that controversy, though it is a very inter- 
esting one, but I desire to read in this connection and in this pres- 
ence one or two short extracts from speeches delivered in the 
House. 

Mr. Garfield, then a Member of the House, declared: 


I wish to say merely that the House has never, at any time, so far as I can 
find, when the matter was challenged or called up, surrendered the right 
claimed in the resolution now pending, and if an 7 House should ever make 
ouch Saeuetee I should look upon it as a dark day for the liberties of the 
country. 

Another most interesting contribution to that discussion was 
made by the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], 
then a leading Member of the House, as he is now a leading mem- 
ber of the Senate. The Senator from Iowa said: 

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the House. I only desire to say that 
whether this question be settled by the analogies of the British constitution 
and the customs of the British Parliament or whether it be settled in view 
ot the compromises which were made when our own Constitution was estab- 
lished, it seems to me clear that by the letter and the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion all bills directly affecting the subject of taxation, whether for the impo- 
— or the remission of taxes, shall originate in the House of Representa- 

The Senate, however, asserting in that case a power which, with 
practical unanimity, it had denied itself in 1844, refused to yield, 
leaving the bill die in conference. 

At the very next session of Congress the question again arose. 
Th's time the House passed a bill repealing the duties on coffee 
and tea and sent it to the Senate for its action. The Senate con- 
curred with sundry important amendments, some reducing and 
others abolishing duties,and returned the bill to the House with the 
request that the House should concur in the Senate amendments. 
In response to that action the House adopted certain resolutions. 
Without reading them, I will say that they were practically the 
same as the resolutions adopted by the House on the income-tax 
bill episode and declared that the amendments of the Senate were 
in conflict with the Constitution and in derogation of the privi- 
leges of the House. My own judgment is that in this latter case 
the House was wrong. It had sent a revenue bill here, and the 
Senate in pursuance of its power had amended it. 

Tho resolution of the House was referred to the Senate Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, from which committee Sen- 
ator Carpenter, a great lawyer, submitted a report on the 24th 
day of April. In that report, though he maintains that the Sen- 
ate was right in that particular instance, he concedes as no longer 
open to argument that a bill either increasing or reducing taxes 
is within the constitutional provision and must originate in the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BACON. In what Congress was that? 

Mr. BAILEY. It was in the second session of the Forty-second 
Congress. 

But, Mr. President, if neither the Senate nor the House had 


Immediately. the. House adopted the 


ever spoken on this question; if there were no debates to en- | 
lighten and no precedents to guide us, the Constitution itself is | 


so plain that no man who honestly desires to understand its 
meaning and to obey its commands ought to be led astray. 

The President of the United States himself, in the beginning 
of this controversy, recognized that the orderly and constitutional 
way to secure this relief for Cuba, if relief it be, was through a 
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bill originating in the House of Representatives. Twice, sir, in | 


messages to Congress—once by a general message and again by a | y , : ° 
g yas S y | dent, that in the case of many treaties there must be legislative 


special message—he urged Congress to make these concessions. 
In accordance with his recommendations a bill was introduced in 
the House, reported, and passed that body. True enough, it did 
not pass in a form exactly pleasing to the President and his advis- 
crs, but their objections were not so much against those features 
of it which related to Cuba as to another feature of it which af- 
fected a certain great and special interest in this country. That 
bill gave Cuba all which this treaty concedes, but having given 
something to the Cubans, it sought to give something to the 
people of the United States, and it was that which provoked 
the hostility of the President and his.friends. The bill reduced 
the duty on raw sugar which the sugar trust imported, and hay- 
ing done that, it then abolished the differential duty, which is 
the peculiar protection of the sugar trust. 


1s] 


It seemed to me then, and it seems to me now, a singular cir- 
cumstance that American statesmen should reject a bill relievin 
the Cuban people, for whose relief they had so earnestly iaaieoed 
us, simply because that bill also carried some small measure of 
relief for the American people. But, sir, rather than take the 
chance of passing that bill with the amendment abolishing the 
differential in favor of the sugar trust, the President and his 
friends abandoned concessions by law, left that bill to perish in a 
committee of the Senate. removed the whole question from the 
jurisdiction of the lawmaking power, and undertook to deal with 
it by a treaty—a gross violation of the Constitution and an in- 
solent affront to both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. President, if the House of Representatives consoles itself 
for the surrender of its power to originate revenue bills with an 
intangible assurance that revenue treaties can not become ef- 
fective until approved by it, it will find when it is too late to rec- 
tify its error that it has exchanged a substantial power for one 
more elusive than a shadow. Under such a proceeding as this, 
sir, the House not only loses its right to originate revenue bills, 
but it is denied the poor privilege of amending them. In say- 
ing this I do not refer to any rule of the House by which it is 
alleged that the right of amendment has been abridged. That 
is a matter of procedure entirely for the House and is not a 
proper subject for comment or criticism here. But aside from 
the rules of the House and looking at it in a broader way, every 
thoughtful man must know that in time, and in all time, as at 
this time, if the House is to deal with revenue treaties at all it 
will be confined to the simple right of saying yes or no. Inthe 
nature of things this must be true. 

If the House should exercise its independent judgment and in- 
corporate in the bill approving a treaty a provision contrary to 
the treaty itself, it would defeat the treaty; and it does not need 
any long experience in legislative affairs to know what would 
happen under such circumstances. A treaty having been negoti- 
ated by a- President elected by a certain party, ratified by a 
Senate, and sent to the House for its approval, would become a 
matter of moral and political coercion upon a House elected by 
the same party; and if any doubt exists in any mind what course 
would be followed, I point to this particular instance. 

The imagination of man can not conceive an instance where the 
House can ever havea greater provocation to withhold its approval 





| than in this very case. It had passed a bill embodying its best 


judgment and conceding. to Cuba what Cuba prayed for, but 
accompanying that concession with other provisions which it 
deemed important. And yet, Mr. President, after the House 
had passed the bill, and while it was pending in the Senate, this 
strenuous President of ours walks, as it were, into the legislative 
Chamber, silences the consideration of a bill raising revenue, and 
takes the whole matter under his own control. 

The House ought to have answered the President’s demand for 
the approval of this treaty by substituting the bill which it passed 
by an overwhelming majority for the bill which the President has 
pressed uponthem. Yet, strange to say, this body of accomplished, 
enlightened, and brave representatives of the people, foregoing the 
independent judgment which they had exercised two years ago, 
have done the President’s will. They seem to have forgotten how 


| he invaded their privileges, and with the stripes of the Execu- 
| tive lash still throbbing upon their backs they have meekly passed 


under the Presidential rod. If they will do so in this case, where 
is the man who expects them to do otherwise in any other case? 

They have the right, I grant you, under this system to disap- 
prove. But how long will that right be recognized, even if it were 
a substantial one for the House to exercise? The Senator from 
Nevada has just announced to the Senate that it is in no wise 
necessary to submit a revenue treaty to the approval of the House; 
and I concur in the view that if the President can make the treaty 
and the Senate can ratify it it need not be submitted to the House. 

HOUSE CAN NOT APPROVE A TREATY. 

Whence does the House derive the power to reject or ratify a 
treaty; or, if the expression please you better, whence does it de- 
rive the power to approve or to disapprove a treaty? The House 
has no power over treaties. I perfectly understand, Mr. Presi- 


action on the part of Congress before the treaties can be executed. 
To illustrate, if the President were to negotiate and the Senate 
were to ratify a treaty with Great Britain agreeing to pay to that 
Government the sum of $10,000,000 in satisfaction of such claims 
as British subjects had lodged with their Government against the 
United States, that stipulation could not be fully complied with 
until Congress had appropriated the $10,000,000 to discharge the 
obligation. That, however, does not come from any right or 
power of the House over a treaty. It comes from that other and 
that wise provision of the Constitution—which perhaps may here- 
after be disregarded by the treaty-making power—that ‘* no money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury except in consequence of ap- 
propriations made by law.’’ It is in obedience tothat prohibition 
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that it becomes necessary for the House to act before certain trea- 
ties can be executed. 

But, sir, if the United States were to make the treaty with 
Great Britain which I have just described, and Congress should 
refuse to appropriate the money, that would be a circumstance 
affecting the execution and not the validity of the treaty. The 
treaty would remaina valid and binding obligation on the part of 
this Government, to be fulfilled when the House would agree to 
an appropriation of the money. 

Alexander Hamilton considered the exclusion of the House 
from the treaty-making power one of the wisest provisions in the 
Constitution; and I desire to lay before the Senate an extract from 
the seventy-fourth number of the Federalist. Before reading it, 
however, I expressly disclaim any agreement with the opinion he 
expreseed concerning the House of Representatives; though a few 
more performances like this may justify before the country the 
opinion which he entertained concerning that body. Here is what 
Mr. Hamilton says: 

The remarks made in a former number, which has been alluded to in 
anot her part of this paper, will apply with conclusive force against the admis- 
sion of the House of Representatives to a share in the formation of treaties. 


The fluctuating, and, taking its future increase into the account, the multi- | 


tudinous composition of that body, forbid us to expect in it those qualities 
which are essential to the proper execution of such a trust. Accurate and 
comprehensive knowledge of foreign politics— 

Among other things which he says the House was not expected 
to possess— 
a steady and systematic adherence to the same views— 

How thoroughly this change within two years justifies that!— 
a nice and uniform sensibility to national character— 

I venture to say that the House of Representativesis not second 
to the Senate in a sensibility for national honor— 
decision, secrecy, and dispatch, are incompatible with the genius of a body so 
variable and so numeronts. 

Alexander Hamilton italicizes the word “‘secrecy’’ as one of 
the essential attributes of the treaty-making power; but secrecy 


is incompatible with the proper regulation of tariff duties in this 


great Republic. I confess I have no very great respect for diplo- 
macy or diplomats. Longago Iaccepted Talleyrand’s definition of 
a diplomat as one who has been sent abroad to lie for the benefit 
of his country; and I am not willing to permit the taxation of our 
people to be regulated by such in secret conference. 

There are, there have been, and there always will be national 
and international concerns which must be adjusted by men trained 
in the diplomacy of the world; but the levy of taxation does not 
belong to that class of questions. As a rule diplomats know 
more about social functions than, they do about the justice of 
taxation; and they are more responsive to special interests than 
are the representatives of the people. I shall never consent that 
a body which sits behind closed doors shall determine what bur- 
dens are to be levied upon the consumption and the commerce of 
this Republic. Yet, Mr. President, that is precisely what we are 
asked to do when we are asked to sanction a treaty regulating 
our tariff duties. 

WHAT IS THE OBJECT? 


Mr. President, why shall the Constitution be set aside? Why 
shall the House be stripped, even with its own consent, of its 
ancient and valuable privilege? What useful and beneficent 
purpose is to be accomplished? If some imminent peril hung sus- 
pended over the Republic or if some great calamity had fallen upon 
our people, then I could understand that both Representatives 
and Senators in their eagerness to avert the one or to alleviate the 
other might not be too technical in their distinctions. But, sir, the 
Constitution is to be set aside, the House is to be shorn of its privi- 
lege, the Senate is to divide its authority in ratifying treaties, and 
all to accomplish a mere trade arrangement of no great conse- 
quence to anybody. 

Of course,lam not ignorant of the fact that in the beginning the 
motive behind this legislation was not admitted to be a trade ad- 
vantage. I am aware that in the beginning it was said that Cuba 
was suffering—starving—and that nothing but a freer admission 
of her products to the markets of this country could rescne her 
merchants and farmers from hopeless bankruptcy. From every 
quarter we were assailed with this false pretense. 
of the United States himself, without assuming entire responsi- 
bility for a description like that, communicated to Congress a 
message in.which he declares that he had received from the 
American representative in Cuba a dispatch communicating an 
earnest appeal from President Palma, pleading that the legisla- 
tion should be speedily passed to save his country from financial 
ruin. 

General Wood, who, in addition to his other duties, titles, and 
eee pe there, was the captain-general of this agitation, has 

1imself declared in a magazine article that the most distressing 
conditions existed in Cuba. They sent committees to Congress 
and telegrams to all the generous of the land. In the pulpit, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The President | 





DECEMBER 14, 





| 
throngh the press, and with every agency that could influence 
public sentimént, the effort was made to arouse public sympathy 
forCuba and public indignation against the few of us who could not 
be clamored outof our convictions. Pictures of suffering, of help- 
lessness, of bankruptcy were set before the public eye at every 
turn, and they were urged to despise the American who was so 
hard of heart that he would not respond to these touching appeals. 

They wrought upon a sympathetic public until that public did 
demand the passage of a law. With the adjournment of Con 
gress and with the investigation of the question, however, there 
came a clear understanding. Men representing Cuba were com 
pelled to admit that the picture had been overdrawn. The truth 
was extracted from unwilling witnesses upon the stand by the 
committee of the Senate having charge of the investigation. 

Then when this spasm of emotional benevolence had passed, 
when the paid attorneys of special interests could no longer de- 
ceive an overcredulous American people, they abandoned that 
argument. Up to that time they had said that this bill was a 
kindly office which, in charity, we owed the Cubans. Driven 
from that, they now proclaim it a commercial opportunity which, 
in avarice, we ought to embrace for our own advantage. 

SUGAR TRUST THE BENEFICIARY. 

I had some patience with the plea of charity, though I knew it 
to be ill founded in fact; but I have none with this plea of com- 
merce, because I know the advantage falls where it is not de- 
served. We aver that the benefit of these concessions goes to 
the sugar and tobacco trusts of this country. Our friends on the 
other side say that it does not, and I allow them credit for all sin- 
cerity in saying it. My own judgment is that there is no differ- 

| ence between the two sides of this Chamber as a matter of honesty. 
I concede that they are as honest in saying that the benefit of 
this bill will inure to the Cuban farmer as I am in saying that it 
will inure to the tobacco and sugar trusts. Let the country de- 
cide between us upon the facts. 
| First, Mr. President, let us understand that almost the entire 
| importation from Cuba into this country consists of sugar and 
tobacco. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
| who has charge of this bill, says that by its provisions the United 
| States will lose $6,000,000 annually in revenue. My own opinion 
is that the loss will be nearer $8,000,000; but in order to avoid 
obscuring the issue by an argument over the details let us admit 
it to be only $6,000,000. Weknow the Government loses that much. 
| That is admitted on all sides. The disputed question is, Where 
does it go—into the coffers of the sugar and tobacco trusts, as we 
assert, or into the pockets of the Cuban farmers, as our adversa- 
ries declare? I believe I can conclusively prove that it goes into 
| the pockets of the tobacco trust and the sugar trust, but I know 
| that if I fail to prove that, I can prove that there is no justice in 
giving it to those whom our adversaries claim will receive it. 
Mr. President, while the treaty reduces the duty on all forms of 
sugar, refined as well as raw, it is a matter of common knowledge 
| that we import no refined sugar from Cuba, and therefore the re- 
duction is entirely upon raw sugar. Who uses the raw sugar 
| which is imported into this country from Cuba? There is but 


i 


one answer; I almdst offend the intelligence of the Senate by de- 
| claring what is so thoroughly known to everybody—that raw 
sugar is not the form in which the public consumes it, and that 
| the sugar trust is practically the only buyer for it. Therefore, 
| if you reduce or abolish the duty on Cuban sugar it is a reduction 
| or an abolition in effect purely and only for the benefit of the 
sugar trust. 

1 maintain the old Democratic doctrine that the consumer pays 
the tax on every imported article, though I know that our Repub- 
lican friends declare that the tariff is a tax which the foreigner 
pays for the privilege of trading in our markets. There is some 
difference among them upon that statement of their position, as 
there is an occasional difference among us as to our position. 
| But the position, almost unchallenged, of the Democratic party 
is that the consumer pays the tax. If so, then, as the sugar trusi 
is the consumer of raw sugar, the sugar trust must pay the tax. 
If the sugar trust pays the tax on the sugar when imported, does 
| it not follow, as certainly as the night follows the day, that when 
you reduce the tax on raw sugar you relieve the sugar trust to 
that extent? 

Every manufacturer in this land understands that when you 
levy a tax on his raw material you levy a tax upon his enterprise. 
| Why does the shoe manufacturer in New England want the duty 
| taken off of hides? Simply in order that he may reduce the manu- 
| facturing cost of his shoes, and in furtherance of that object the 
| junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] has introduced in 
| this body a bill to place hides on the free list. The Senator from 


Massachusetts desires to repeal the duty on hides in order to re- 
| duce the manufacturing cost of shoes, so that the shoe manufac- 
turers of his State can compete for the shoe trade in the markets 
of the world. The Republican party perfectly understands this 
When it lays a duty on wool which the woolen 


and acts upon it. 
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manufacturer must import for use in his factory, it lays at the same 
time what they call a compensatory duty on woolen goods, the very 
purpose of which is to enable the woolen manufacturer to collect 
from the people who buy his woolen goods what he has paid to 
the Government on the importation of his wool. 

A school of thought in the Democratic party, which was potent 
a few years ago, but which I think has passed forever, maintained 
the absurd doctrine that manufacturers ought to have their raw 
material admitted free of duty. And what was their argument? 
It was that if you will remove the duty from the manufacturers’ 
raw material he can produce his goods at such a reduced cost that 
he can then take them into the markets of the world and conquer its 
trade. A very alluring kind of argument, I grant you; but when 
you come to analyze it itis worse than the Republican doctrine 
of protection, because the Republican doctrine does require every- 
body to pay something, and this Democratic doctrine of free raw 
material requires every body except the manufacturer to contribute 
toward the support of the Government. The sole and only argu- 
ment that ran through that free raw-material crusade in the Demo- 
cratic party was that by removing the tariff from raw materials 
we would thus reduce the manufacturer’s cost of his finished 
product. Now apply it. Reduce the tariff on raw sugar and you 
thus reduce the taxation which the sugar trust pays to the Gov- 
ernment for the privilege of importing its raw material; and the 


difference between the cost of raw sugar now and the cost of raw | 


sugar when the treaty becomes effective will go to the sugar trust. 
The sugar trust knows perfectly well that it is to be the bene- 
ficiary of this legislation. Mr. Thurber testified unwillingly be- 


fore a committee of the Senate that the president of the sugar | 


trust had contributed $2,500 toward that campaign of enlighten- 
ment, which they conducted partly with the money of Cuba, 
partly with the money of the United States, and partly with the 
contributions of the sugar trust. Does anybody believe that the 
American sugar trust is an eleemosynary institution? Does any- 
body believe that it gives the money which under the tariff dif- 
ferential it wrings from the labor of this land for the purpose of 
enlightening *‘ leaders of thought? ’’ 

I have no complaint to make against the president of the sugar 
trust because he attempts by law to increase the profits of his busi- 
ness; nearly everybody else in this land is trying to do the same 
thing, but it is our duty to see that no man does it to the injury of 
the American people. Not only does the sugar trust understand 
that this legislation is in their interest, as was evidenced by their 
contribution, but that they understand it is also indicated by the 
fluctuations in their stock. 

Mr. President, I do not mean to say that it is a conclusive argu- 
ment that a law will benefit a certain corporation because the 
stock of that corporation rises in anticipation of that law. Men 
who gamble in stocks—and I use that word advisedly, for it is 
gambling pureand simple, and the greatest gambling hall in all this 
land is the white marble building in New York, which they call 
the stock exchange, where financial fakirs revel and speeulate 
in the products and properties of industrious and enterprising 
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people—are not always wise, but those who congregate there | 


generally know their business. What has been the course of this 
sugar stock? Every time this bill is about to pass that stock goes 
up, and every time it is about to fail that stock goesdown. When 
this Congress convened the price of that stock was around 110. 
Since then the sugar trust has paid a dividend, and yet with that 
dividend paid out of its earnings that stock is above 123, Ata time 
when other great industrial stocks were falling in price and could 
find no buyers, this particular stock was steadily advancing, be- 
cause it was believed by the buying public that the sugar trust 
would be largely benefited by this bill. 

The Senator from Colorado handed me yesterday a circular ad- 
vertisement by one of these stock brokers advising his customers 
to buy sugar stock, and it concludes in this wise: 

With the additional benefits to be derived from this Cuban reciprocity 
bill and the sugar company’s large accumulations of the best sugar lands in 
that territory, wecan see noreason why the future course of the stock should 
not be toward a much higher range of prices, and we regard it as not an im- 
possible thing for it to follow in the footsteps of the late deal in American 
Tobacco, which paid 100 per cent stock dividend after selling up to $225, and 
even after its dividend again advanced to a new high record. e strongly 
advise the purchase of American Sugar common on any and all reactions. 

Six million dollars from the Treasury of the United States into 
the overflowing coffers of the sugar trust and the tobacco trust, 
the stock of one having already risen above 200 cents on the 
dollar and the stock of the other promising soon to follow it. 
Yet, Mr. President, we are asked, first in the name of charity to 
the Cuban people and next in the name of our own commerce, 
to give this $6,000,000 to enrich those who have stifled competition 
and driven their competitors into bankruptcy and despair. 

But, Mr. President, I must not dwell too long upon this line 
of thought, because I desire to examine the claim of those who 
advocate the bill that its benefactions will go to the Cuban plant- 
ers. Let us suppose that the $6,000,000 which this Government 


| American corporation controlling about 40 per cent. 
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is to remit in taxes will go into the pockets of Cuban sugar plant- 
ers and tobacco growers. 
A BOUNTY TO CUBA. 

Do they need it? There was a time when undoubtedly great 
distress prevailed in Cuba owing tothe abnormally low price of 
sugar, and that was the ground upon which, when this bill was 
first reported to the House of Representatives, its passage was jus- 
tified. The distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of that body declared: 


The provisions of the bill have been limited to the crop of this year and 
the next because of the recent action of the Brussels conference. This, it is 
expected, will end the bounty system on exported beet sugar on the Ist day of 
September, 1908. When this export bounty is removed sugar willreturn toits 
normal price. With this advance the Cuban planter would reap a profit of 





| more than 50 per cent upon the cost of his crop, and tariff concessions on our 


part in that event will not be longer needed. 


The payment of bounties on export sugar was discontinued by 
the governments represented in the Brussels conference after 


| September 1, 1903, and sugar returned to a price of profitable 


production in Cuba. The cane lands of that island produce from 


| 18 to 80 tons of cane to the acre—— 


Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. They produce from 25 to 40 tons 
per acre. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Louisiana, who is incompara- 
bly more familiar with this subject than I am, says that those 
lands produce from 25 to 40 tons per acre. I have chosen to take 
the lowest estimate I have heard from anyone, and this makes 
an average production of 24 tons of cane to the acre. That cane 
produces over 220 pounds of sugar to the ton. Thus, the average 
acre of Cuban cane land produces over 5,280 pounds of sugar, 
which will sell in ordinary times for more than $125. 

Be it remembered that the lands are cheap and that the labor 
necessary in the cultivation of a cane crop is limited. A crop 
grown upon cheap land, which needs only to be planted once 
in nine years, and which, with moderate cultivation, will pro- 
duce a revenue of over $100 an acre, is not an industry that calls 


| for a gift from the Treasury of the United States. Sir, the con- 


cession in this bill alone of 33 cents on every hundred pounds of 


| sugar means a gift of $18 per acre from the Government of the 


United States for every acre of Cuban land devoted to the pro- 
duction of sugar. 

I well remember that when a Republican Congress incorporated 
in its tariff law a bounty to the sugar growers of our own country 
all Democrats denounced it, and properly so, as both unjust and un- 
constitutional. At that time the State of Texas was utilizing some 
portion of its unfortunate citizens, who had come there from other 
States and been sent tothe penitentiary for their crimes, in the pro- 
duction of sugar. The legislature passed a bill authorizing our 
officers to receive the money due to the State as bounty upon 
the sugar which we had produced; but our governor was 
wise enough and brave enough to veto the legislature’s bill, and 
declared that the taint of such a dollar should never touch the 
treasury of Texas. That money was left in the Treasury 
of the United States; it has never been and never will be accepted 
by our State. And yet some Senators who here and elsewhere 
have denounced a bounty to American farmers are freely giving 
it to Cuban planters. Eighteen dollars an acre to people whose 
acres average three times as much as American farmers realize 
from their cotton or their grain lands! 

THE TOBACCO TRUST ALSO PROFITS. 

What is true of sugar is equally true of tobacco. As the 
American sugar trust is practically the only customer Cuba has 
for her sugar, so the American tobacco trust is practically her 
only customer for tobacco. Until withjn the last two years or 
porations, an American and an English corporation, the English 
corporation at one time controlling about 60 per cent and the 
Finally 
these two corporations, realizing that combination was more 


| less the cigar trade of Cuba was ew controlled by two cor- 


| profitable than competition, combined, and I will ask the Secre- 
| tary to read a statement in reference to the tobacco trade from a 


Government publication entitled ‘‘ Commercial Cuba in 1903.”’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pertus in the chair). In 

the absence of objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Nearly three years ago the Henry Clay and the Bock & Co., large cigar 
manufacturing concerns, effected a consolidation of interests and bought up 
a number of other factories. The capital was English. American capital, 


1 organi- 


some $6,000,000 in amount, sought a similar consolidation through e 


| zation known as the Habana Commercial Company. This absorbed a large 
| number of the factories which had not been taken in by the Henry Clay- 


| 
| 


Bock combination. Both of these organizations paid very high prices for the 
concerns which they purchased. During the monthof May last (1%) there 
was incorporated under the laws of New Jersey a combination known as the 
Habana Tobacco Company. It is a branch of the so-called ‘Tobacco Trust,” 
and its capitalization provides for $30,000,000 of common stock, $5,000,000 of 

referred stock, and $10,000.00 in bonds. This organization takes over the 

enry Clay-Bock combination, the Habana Commercial Company, and the 
Cabanas factory, thus giving it control of much the greater part, and prac- 
tically all of the important part, of the Cuban cigar and cigarette trade. 
* * *& 
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Mr. BAILEY. Thus, Mr. President, we have, upon the au- 
thority of a Government publication, the statement that this 
combination now controls ‘practically all of the important part of 
the Cuban cigar and cigarette trade.’’ That this is true has not 
been and can not be successfully denied, and yet under the pro- 
visions of this bill the reduction upon Cuban cigars will be more 
than $12 per thousand. Even if that $12 a thousand went to the 
Americans who smoke cigars I should resist the reduction, because 
the American who smokes a Habana cigar is amply able to pay 
high taxes to the Government, and the cheaper cigars which men 
of moderate means and men of narrow circumstances are com- 

yelled to smoke do not come from Cuba, and therefore could not 
“ affected by this reduction. 

Twelve dollars anda half is what this bill concedes to the im- 
porters of Cuban cigars in this country, and those importers, a 
gigantic trust, controlling, according to the testimony of a Gov- 
ernment publication, practically our entire importation. Within 
the last month it has been well-nigh impossible to buy Cuban 
cigars in any quantities in New York, because the men who 
control their importation have been waiting for the passage of 
this bill. If the benefit was going to the Cubans and if the im- 
porters were going to pay the Cubans as much after the bill 
passes as before, there would have been no good business reason 
for waiting. But those importers are wiser than Senators in 
Congress; and I will digress far enough to say that it is no reflec- 
tion upon a Senator to say that in matters of trade the trader is 
his superior. Those cigar dealers know that they will get the 
benefit of this reduction, and they have simply desisted from the 
importation of Cuban cigars until the duty on them has been 
reduced, so that the twelve dollars and a half per thousand will 
go to increase their already enormous profits. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST LABOR. 


But while the reduction on the cigars will be $12.50 per thou- 
sand, the Republican tariff law, which this treaty seeks to amend, 
is so constructed that the reduction will be less than a dollar and 
a half upon a quantity of tobacco sufficient to make a thousand 
cigars. Our Republican friends have long misled American 
laborers into the belief that protection is of the most supreme 
importance to them, and I am not willing to charge that the Re- 
publican leaders have been insincere in this statement. 
willing to grant that they have been sincere in saying it, however 
mistaken they may have been in thinking it. But I shall havea 
right hereafter to doubt them if they refuse now to follow their 
argument. 
manufacturing business in certain cities, although you have built 
it up by compelling the people who smoke cigars to contribute, by 
larger prices, to the laborers who have made them. That, how- 
ever, was a contribution from the American citizen who smokes 
to the American citizen who works, and did not seem a gross and 
irreparable hardship. But here and now you have falsified your 


constant profession and your former practice by reducing the | 


duty on the material to be used by the American laborer, less 
one-tenth of the reduction which you make upon the product of 
the laborers of another country. 

Mr. President, I will ask the Secretary to read resolutions 
adopted by a cigar makers’ union in the city of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will rea. as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas the Cuban reciprocity bill now before the Senate proposes a re- 
duction of the duty on cigarsamounting to $12.60 per thousand, while the duty 
on the amount of tobacco sufficient to make a thousand cigars is to be reduced 
only $1.05, which means a decrease of $11.35 in the protection now afforded to 


American labor; and 
Whereas this measure which has just passed the House of Representatives 


Under your tariff policy you have built up a cigar- | 
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naked proposition of reducing the duty on a raw material to be 
used by American labor one-tenth of what he was asked to reduce 
the duty on the finished product made by the labor of another 
country, would support it. But when it is put forward by the 
President and covered up by soft phrases, they support it with- 
out the least remonstrance. 

I can not comprehend how any sincere friend of American labor 
can vote to reduce the duty on a product made by the laborers of 
other countries by a greater per cent than he would reduce the 


| duty on the material out of which American laborers can pro- 


duce the same article. That, Mr. President, is precisely what 
this bill does; and I have wondered if those who negotiated it 
understood its effect. If, however, you excuse this rank injustice 
against the labor of the country upon the score of ignorance, 
you make an unanswerable objection to the regulation of tariff 
duties in the secrecy of diplomatic correspondence by those who 
know more about the fashions of the rich than they do about the 
interests of the poor. 

These two articles, tobacco and sugar, comprise substantially 
the entire Cuban commerce into this country, and I repeat that 
in respect to them the concession is all to the manufacturer and 
none to the people. It is not even pretended that the remission 
of the duty on raw sugar will reduce the price of refined sugar; 
but, on the contrary, the admission that it would not has been 
distinctly made. Indeed, our friends on the other side could not 
consistently claim that it would reduce the price of sugar to the 
consumers of this country, because that argument would refute 
their other argument that the benefit is going to the people of Cuba; 
and they have at least maintained their consistency by admitting 
that this reduction enures in no wise to the benefit of the American 
sugar consumer. 

JEFFERSON'S RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. President, I have heard it declared in this Chamber—and it 
has also been declared elsewhere—that Thomas Jefferson was the 
first apostle of reciprocity, and under the authority of his great 
name all Democrats have been commanded to support this legis- 
lation. But, sir, I affirm that in all the voluminous writings 
of that immortal Democrat there is not a line which, when read 


_ in connection with its context and properly understood, can justify 


| that claim. 
I am | 





discriminates in favor of the tobacco trust while it threatens the working | 


wages of 100,000 men and women employed in the cigar industry in the 
United States: Be it 
Resolved, That the Central Federated Union of New York, representing 
200,000 organized working men and women, protest against this measure as a 
iece of rank trust legislation aimed at the living of the 500,000 people who 
epend upon the cigar-making industry of this country, and we demand of 
the Senate of the United States the rejection of that part of the Cuban reci- 
procity bill; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent immediately to the United 
States Senate and to the President of the United States. 


Mr. BAILEY. In verifying the statements of those resolutions 
I did not find my calculations to agree exactly with the figures 
given there. Those resolutions state the reduction as only $1.05, 
while I made it, as now recall, something like $1.25. But the fact 
remains that at worst or, if you prefer the expression, at best the 
reduction on the product finished by Cuban labor is more than 
ten times as great as the reduction on the material to be used by 
American labor, and that, too, by a party which iterates and reit- 
erates that it advocates and maintains a protective tariff in the 
interest of the American workingman. do not believe that 


there is a Republican in this Senate who, ifconfronted with the 


The quotation which has been relied on to prove that 
Mr. Jefferson was an advocate of reciprocity is taken from his 
famous report upon the restrictions on American commerce and 
navigation made in response to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives asking the Secretary of State for certain information. 
After detailing at some length the restrictions upon our com- 
merce and navigation, Mr. Jefferson says: 

Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the United 
States, the question is in what way they may be best removed, or modified, 
or counteracted. As to commerce, two methods occur: 1. By friendly ar- 
rangement with the several nations with whom these restrictions exist. 
2. By the separate act of our own legislatures for countervailing their effect. 

Before reading from the argument of Mr. Jefferson enforcing 
his stiggestion that a friendly arrangement is better than counter- 
vailing restrictions—a view in which Democrats will universally 
concur—I beg the Senate to remember that no unfriendly regula- 
tion against our commerce now exists in Cuba, and therefore this 
is not a situation where either Mr. Jefferson’s suggestion of a 
friendly arrangement or of countervailing restrictions can apply. 
After stating the two methods by which restrictions on our com- 
merce might be removed, modified, or counteracted, Mr. Jefferson 
advances what is in reality an argument for freer trade with all 


| nations; or, where that is unobtainable, freer trade with any nation 


willing to enter into such an agreement. He says: 


Instead of cumereanine commerce under piles of regulating laws, duties, 
and prohibitions, could it be relieved from all its shackles in all parts of the 
world, could every country be employed in producing that which nature has 
best fitted it to produce, and each be free to exchange with others mutual 


| surpluses for mutual wants, the greatest mass possible would then be pro 





duced of those things which contribute to human life and human happiness; 
the numbers of mankind would be increased, and their condition bettered. 
Would even a single nation begin with the United States this system of 


| free commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, since it is 
| one by one only that it can be extended to all. 


; 4 When the circumstances of 
either party render it expedient to az a revenue, by way of impost, on 
commerce, its freedom might be modified, in that particular, by mutual and 
equivalent measures, preserving it entire in all others. 

Mr. Jefferson lays down for our guidance in dealing with these 
restrictions this rule: 

Where a nation imposesa high duty on our products it may be proper for 
us to do the same by theirs, first burdening or excluding those productions 
which they bring here in competition with our own of the same kind. 

Mr. President, if any advocate of this bill can show me that 
Cuba has restricted or prohibited the importation of our products, 
then, sir, I will cheerfully join with him in following the advice 
of Thomas Jefferson first to affect a friendly arrangement, or fail- 


| ing in that better way of relieving our commerce, I will then 


agree to meet restriction with restriction and prohibition with 
prohibition. But, sir, so far from it being true that Cuba now 
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discriminates against our commerce by high duties, the contrary 
is the fact; and instead of attempting to secure by this treaty an 
equality of trading privileges, we are discriminating in favor of 
Cuba here and are contracting for Cuban discrimination in our 
favor there—the very conduct which Mr. Jefferson has said would 
justify retaliation on our part against other nations, and which 
must therefore justify other nations in retaliating against us. 

No friend of this bill has given as his reason for supporting it 
that Cuba’s duties against our imports are too high; and it is a | 
matter of common knowledge, sir, that they are now lower than 
the rates imposed by our own law. It is not pretended that the 
purpose of this bill is to reduce Cuban duties against our im- 
ports, and the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
with a candor which does him credit, has said in his speech to the 
Senate that the passage of this bill will compel the Cuban Gov- 
ernment to increase its tariff duties. He said in opening this 
debate: 

But there are a number of causes why Cuba's revenue concessions are so 
small and ours so large. In the first place her tariff is very much lower than | 
ours. In fact, as soon_as this treaty goes into effect she must raise her tariff 
on a great many articles, of course the United States retaining our 20 to 40 

yer cent lower rates of duty than any other nation in the world. Illustrat- 
ing the difference in the two tariffs, our average ad valorem duty on Cuban 


products amounts to over 84 per cent. Cuba's average ad valorem duty on 
American products amounts to but 30 per cent. 





Wonderful forbearance! We concede 20 per cent; we require 
Cuba to concede from 25 to 40 per cent; and yet the amiable | 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations describes our 
concessions of 20 per cent as ‘‘so large’’ and Cuba’s concessions of 
25 to 40 per cent as ‘‘ so small.”’ 


DEMOCRACY AND RECIPROCITY. 


But, Mr. President, I have been told that even if Mr. Jefferson 
did not advocate reciprocity except under certain conditions which | 
do not exist in this case, it is nevertheless true that reciprocity 
must be a Democratic doctrine, because it tends to freer trade. 
That statement has been repeated so often and with such emphasis 
that some men have accepted it as a traditional Democratic tenet, 
and there is serious danger that our party may be placed in a false 
position on this question. I desire for one moment only—because 
one moment will suffice—to reason with my Democratic asso- 
ciates upon this proposition; and I believe that a due reflection 
upon it will sati fy all of them that it is a mistake for anybody to 
contend that reciprocity is necessarily a Democratic policy. 

I can easily conceive circumstances under which a Democrat | 
might feel it to be his duty to vote for a bill originating in the House 
of Representatives, and mitigating the injustice of a protective 
tariff by providing for reciprocal exchanges on a basis of freer | 
trade. But, sir, with an ideal Democratic tariff law upon our stat- | 
ute books I can not conceive a state of circumstances under which | 
I could vote for a reciprocity bill. What I mean by that is this: 
An ideal Democratic tariff law would be one in which every duty | 
was fixed at the lowest rate consistent with the revenue necessities | 
of the Government, and under such a law how could a Democratic | 
Congress find it possible to make concessions toany nation? With | 
every duty fixed at the lowest rate consistent with the needs of the | 
Government, if Congress should pass a bill reducing some of those | 
duties, it would be compelled to pass a second bill increasing | 
others, and thus the harmony of the whole system would be dis- 
turbed, its equality would be destroyed, and inequality would be 
introduced. Those who imported some articles would be permit- 
ted to pay less than their just rate of taxation, while those who 
i mp — other articles would be compelled to pay more than their 
just rate. 

Mr. President, while a reciprocity bill can have no place under an 
orthodox Democratic tariff system, if this were a bill reducing the 
duty on Cuban imports into this country in return for a reduction 
of Cuban duties on our imports into that country, I might cordially 
support it as an improvement upon the existing law. But, sir, 
that is not the proposition with which we have been called upon to 
deal. Instead of reciprocating freer trade with freer trade, this is 
a bill to reciprocate protection with protection. Itconcedes 20 per 
cent of our protection against Cuban products in this country. in 
order to secure a protection of 40 per cent for our products in that | 
country; and all that can be predicated of it with any certainty 
now is that whether the duties against our products hereafter shall 
be higher or lower than they were before this bill becomes effec- 
tive, they shall still be lower than the duties levied against the | 
similar products of other nations. Willing as I might be to vote 
for a bill exchanging freer trade with Cuba, I can not vote to ex- | 
change protection with them and still call myself an advocate of 
freer trade. 

Senators have spoken of this bill as lowering our tariff wall, | 
but they have not spoken accurately. - It does not lower our tariff | 
wall the breadth of a single hair except at the one point where | 
Cuban goods are admitted. At that place it may be fairly said 
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that we take off a single brick, and leaving out for the moment 
the discrimination against other nations, it might be claimed with 
some fair show of reason that this is desirable as far as it goes. 
But, sir, the whole prepossession of a Democrat in favor of it 
disappears when he learns by an examination of the treaty that 
in taking down a single brick at a single place in the tariff wall of 
this country we are adding two bricks to every inch of the tariff 
wall with which Cuba is surrounding herself. In other words, 
Mr. President, we are simply reducing our protection at a single 
point here in order to obtain a greater protection at all points over 
there. It is not an exchange of freer trade; it is an exchange of 
protection; and while I would cheerfully exchange protection for 
freer trade, I will not exchange a small protection for a greater 


| one, 


Some of the more enthusiastic supporters of this policy seem 
to think that they have sufficiently answered all that has been said, 
and all that can be said, on this subject when they claim with a 
sort of mysterious air that in voting against this bill we are voting 
to continue the rates of the Dingley Act. That, sir, does not de- 
serve to be dignified by thename of anargument. The Republican 
party could propose many bills reducing the high rates of the 
present Republican tariff law which I would deem it my duty to 
oppose. If, sir, the Republican majority in the House of Repre- 
sentatives should send us a bill reducing the present Republican 
tariff upon silks and champagne would any Democratic Senator 
feel constrained to support that bill because it makes a reduction 
in the duties levied by the Dingley Act? If we were asked to vote 
for a bill reducing the duty on hides without any reduction in the 
duty on shoes and other leather products, what answer would 
the Democrats of the Senate make to that proposition? Mr. Presi- 
dent, it underestimates the intelligence and patriotism of a Demo- 
crat to tell him that he must vote for any bill amending a Repub- 
lican tariff law without reference to its constitutionality or its 
justice. 

THIS BILL ESSENTIALLY PROTECTIVE. 

Mr. President, the human mind could not contrive a measure 

more essentially protective than the one before us. It is the es- 


| sence of protection, applying that hurtful doctrine of commercial 


restriction at once to Cuba and to the United States. Ihave here 
the treaty, and I desire to call attention to some of its provisions. 
In the eighth article we find this stipulation: 

The rates of duty herein granted by the United States to the Republic of 
Cuba are and shall continue during the term of this convention preferential 


in respect to all like imports from other countries, and in return for said 
preferential rates of duty granted to the Republic of Cuba by the United 


| States it is agreed that the concession herein granted on the part of the said 


Republic of Cuba to the products of the United States shall likewise be, and 
shall continue, during the term of this convention, preferential in respect to 
all like imports from other countries. 

A preferential duty is, as its very name implies, a protective 
duty; and this treaty itself speaks of it as a protection in article 10 
when it declares: 

The protection herein granted to the products and manufactures of the 
United States, etc. 

Yet I am told that an agreement stipulating for preferential 
duties, and described in the words of the agreement itself asa 
protection, must be in line with our Democratic advocacy of freer 
trade. Democratic Senators,I put it to you,if you vote for a bill 
to protect American manufacturers in Cuba how can you consis- 
tently denounce a bill that protects American manufacturers in 
our own country? Iam aware that in one case the extortion is 
practiced against our own people while in the other case it is prac- 
ticed against the Cubans, but that is only a different application 
of it and nota different principle. If protection is an economic 
fallacy in the United States it is an economic fallacy in Cuba, and 
you have no right to mar the record of the Democratic party by 
voting for a bill to apply the doctrine of protection to a helpless 
and neighboring people, thus provoking other countries to apply 
it to. us and our products. 

For years Democratic statesmen have warned our friends on the 
other side and have warned the commercial interests of this coun 


| try that our own protective tariff was breeding a spirit of retalia- 
| tion in the minds of other nations. 


Our warnings have not been 
heeded, but they are being justified. Already some great nations 
have discriminated against some of our products, and others are 
contemplating such action, and in the face of it all we are now 


| asked to add another and a stronger provocation to those already 


on our statute books. 

The mere fact that we have levied taxes for the purpose of ex 
cluding the citizens of other nations from trading in our markets 
is of itself a strong and constant temptation for them to levy 
duties intended to prevent our citizens from trading in their 
markets. We have even gone beyond that point, and against 
those articles from nations which seek to stimulate their com- 
merce by export bounties we have levied a countervailing import 
duty equal to their export bounty, and this is especially applied 
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to sugar. Not content with giving our Cuban customers the ad- 
vantage of this countervailing duty in addition to their cheaper 
carriage charges, we are now urged to further supplement those 
advantages as against our German friends and customers by giv- 
ing Cuba a preferential reduction of 20 per cent on her sugar. 
Hereafter, and when this bill becomes a law, the German who 


comes to exchange his sugar for our shoes will be told at the cus- | 


tom-house that he must pay 20 per cent more for the privilege of 
bringing his sugar into our markets than his Cuban competitor 
pays. (anit be a matter of just surprise if German self-respect, 
combined with German interest, resents this discrimination 
against their country? If it should happen that German states- 
men answer our discrimination against their sugar by a like dis- 
crimination against our meat products, what explanation will 
Senators offer to their complaining constituents? Mr. President, 
in commercial affairs neither nations nor individuals receive good 
for evil. They generally, and very justly, receive according as 
they give. 

What a spectacle do we present to the world in demanding 
an open door in the Orient for our trade when we are striving to 
close every door in the Western Hemisphere? If we negotiate 
treaties to keep other people from trading with this New 
World, how shall we complain if the Old World applies to 
us among them the same rule which we have applied to them 
amongst us? Reciprocity of the right kind might lead to better 
conditions than the present protective tariff, but a reciprocity 
which stipulates for discriminating and preferential duties is 
protection run mad, and a Democrat who supports it stultifies his 
party and himself. 

Mr. President, these grave offenses against the principles of 
sound government and of the Democratic party are condoned in 


order that Democratic Senators may say to their constituents that | 


they have made a new market for cotton cloth, for cattle, for 
flour.and for wheat. Of course there are other articles upon which 
thetariffisreduced. The first reductions arein Schedule A; and it 
reduces the tariff on whiskies and brandies. Oh, charitable bene- 
faction! An inexperienced and struggling people engaged in the 


painful and difficult task of establishing their self-government | 
It is fit that | 


must have their cheaper whisky and cheaper brandy! 
they shall also have the cheaper sugar to sweeten it! 

I hope Senators from our Southern States will analyze the bene- 
fits of this bill to their people. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
CULLOM] says that as to two of the only three agricultural prod- 
ucts which will find a market in Cuba we do not need any con- 
cession. Describing the reductions article by article and line by 
line, that Senator says: 

Flour of wheat. 
$2,231,000, 


es We supply also her entire import of corn, amounting to a million 
olilars. 


_ So far as obtaining a greater part of the Cuban market in flour and corn | 
is concerned, it was unnecessary to have any concession at all; but this 30 | 


per cent concession will go into the pockets of our millers. 
Giving up the revenues of the Government in order to put 30 


= cent of Cuban tariff duties in the pockets of our millers; and yet | 


am told that that is inaccord with Democratic policy. TheSen- 
ator further says: 
Cuba gives us a 40 per cent concession on rice. 


The Senator must know that the United States to-day does not | 
produce enough rice for its own consumption, and is compelled | 


to import large quantities to meet the demands of our own people. 
I believe, and I confidently hope, that the time will come ion 
the marshes and lowlands of Texas and Louisiana will become 
great rice fields; but that time has not come, and it will not 
come within the five years during which this convention is to last, 


and consequently the Cuban concession on rice is of no importance. | 


The expectation is, and they lay great stress upon it, that Cuba 
will afford a market for certain cotton goods produced by our 
Southern cotton mills. 
can increase our trade with Cuba in that respect. 
for a time at least that trade may grow, but while the cotton man- 
ufacturer is reaping some small profit from the Cuban trade we 


are stimulating in Cuba acompetitor against the Southern cotton | 
Those who imagine that the cotton-cloth trade with | 
Cuba is the only Southern interest or injury involved in this | 


farmer. 


legislation know little about the agricultural possibilities of that 
island. Again referring to this Government publication entitled 

‘Commercial Cuba in 1903,’’ I beg especially the Senators from 
Southern States to hear this: 


Cotton is a plant indigenous to Cuba, but it has not been cultivated there 
toany great extent. It isclaimed that the conditions are most favorable for 
its production on a large scale in the island, and in some quarters the incep- 
tion of an important Cuban cotton interest is being seriously canvassed. In 
fact. during the present season a successful yield of several thousand bales of 
sea-island cotton has been secured in Puerto Principe. The subject is treated 
somewhat at length in the accompanying report by the United States consul- 
general at Habana. 
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I believe that | 
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The same stimulus which you administer to Cuba in order to 
make a market for the southern manufacturer’s cotton good; 
must also stimulate the cultivation of cotton to compete agains 
the southern farmer. Looking at the question from the narrow 

| and selfish interests of our Southern States, what profit is it tha 
you encourage the development of Cuba in order to make a marke 
for a few of your cotton goods when the encouragement result 
in the production of a large quantity of cotton, thus reducing th 
price of the cotton grown by southerh farmers? 

Not only has that argument been addressed to the selfish inter 
| est of the Southern cotton manufacturer, but it has been mad 

with peculiar force to those of us who represent cattle-growin 
States. Justafter the Spanish evacuation of Cuba,when the island 
had been desolated and its live stock had perished in that dreadfu! 
guerrilla warfare, the cattlemen of Texas sold many cattle to 
people who purchased them for shipment to Cuba. These gentle- 
men, unusually intelligent about their business, fondly but blind], 
imagined that this trade would continue, and they began, I pr 
sume, in response to that campaign of education among “th 
leaders of thought’’ to deluge me with letters stating that the 
cattle interests of Texas were vitally concerned in this Cuban 
market, and urging me to support this reciprocity treaty. 

I had the frankness to say to these gentlemen, as I trust I shal! 
| always have the frankness to say to the people who honor me with 
their confidence, that even if it did serve the cattle interests « 
Texas I could not be induced to support this measure, because it 
was vicious in spite of any particular good that might come to 
our people. Upon a further examination of the question, of 
course, I soon discovered the folly of the men who were seeking 
to open a market which they could supply in a few months and 
which, being supplied, would in a few years compete against 
them. 

The truth is, Mr. President, it is extremely doubtful if any State 
in this Union affords such excellent advantages for cattle raising 
as can be found in the island of Cuba. In addition to her mild 
| climate, her grasses are succulent and perennial, They have no 
winter there to wither the earth’s vegetation, as we have even in 
our Southern States, and cattle of every kind can be maintained 
at a minimum cost throughout the entire year. 

I made this statement to one gentleman, who very promptly 
| and very pertinently asked me why it was they had never been 
| able to build up a live-stock industry of any consequence in that 
|island. I answered him then, without having read what I now 
| intend to read, that it was due to the course of the Spanish Goy- 
| ernment in pursuing with systematic vigilance her determination 
| to allow Cuba to produce nothing but sugar and tobacco. 

I now read again from the Government publication entitled 
, Commercial Cuba in 1903—and by the way, Mr. President, while 
| Tam sure all Senators have read it, if they will take the time to 
read it through carefully they will find that this publication seem 

| to have been prepared expressly to support this reciprocity policy. 
| This document contains the following statement: 


However numerous may have been the live stock in Cuba in the most 
| prosperous times under the old régime, the capacity of the island for grazing 
| purposes has never beenseriously tested. Mention has been frequently ma 
nereinbefore of the vast tracts of natural pasturage of superb quality in t! 
| Cuban uplands, and these are supplemented by large areas of artificial o1 
cultivated pasturage in the farms and slambations ell af which offer unusua 
advantages to cattle raisers and for the successful care of all kinds of |i 
| steck. Grasses are abundant all the year round, and so is water, obtainah|: 
| from the numerous streams. The palm trees, of which there is a multitud 
in all parts of the island, yield a berry which is peculiarly grateful to ho 
and as these berries are to be found everywhere in immense numbers t! 
raising of hogs becomes an easy matter to the Cuban farmer. 


A little preceding that statement comes the verification of wha 
I said about the determination of Spain to confine the soil ani! 
energy of Cuba to the production of sugar and tobacco, Thi 
publication says: 


The abundance of good grasses for pasturage in the island naturally turn: « 
the thoughts of the first colonists to the raising of live stock, and for t» 
| centuries or more this was the main activity among the settlers, so far as t! 
domestic market was concerned, although no live stock was exported a1 
| tobacco remained the leading export. Spain's persistence in imposing grivv- 
ous taxes on all domestic animals had nearly ruined this otherwise flouris 
ing industry before the last revolution broke out. Horses were taxed => 
apiece; mules, $32; oxen, $22; cows, $10; hogs, $7. 


| 
| 
| 
| Mr. President, if Spanish greed was compelled to levy a ta‘ 
| like this in order to restrict the live-stock industry of that islan:! 


| how long will it afford a market for our cattle when these tax: 
| are removed and the growth and multiplication of live stock en 
| couraged? Already, so the reports of the agricultural depart- 
| ment of that island disclose, the island is practically restocked, 
| and Cuba will be selling live stock to the world before she is ever 
compelled to buy again in any considerable numbers. : 
Mr. President, I am not only detaining the Senate beyond it 
own patience, but I find my throat unequal to the task of continu- 
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¢ longer, and in esti that I may hope to be in condition to- 
= rrow morning briefly to consider one other phase of this ques- 


tion, I am going now to resume my seat. I desire to say that if 
that interferes with the arrangement or the convenience of any 
other Senators I shall of course leave their arrangements and 
e ir ee to be first respected, and shall govern myself 

ccordingly 

T he one question which I desire yet to discuss is that phase of 
the subject under which it has been contended, and will be con- 
tended with still greater force when the Senator from Wisconsin | 
[Mr. SPOONER] comes to address the Senate, that while all I have 
said about the right of the House of Representatives to originate | 
revenue bills, and about the disability of the President and the 
Senate in that respect, true as it may be generally, it is not appli- 
cable here, because the matter under our consideration is a bill 
which did originate in the House of Representatives, and, as I 
desire to show—as I believe I can—that that is a mere subterfuge 
which does not bring this proposition within the rule, or, rather, I 
would be more accurate in saying, which does not take this 
proposition without the rule, I hope I shall find a time when it is 
convenient to other Senators to conclude my argument on this 
point. 
' Perhaps, however, before I yield the floor I ought to say that it 
is not my purpose to save that argument until after other Sena- 
tors have spoken. UnlessI am able to present it to the Senate | 
before the Senator from Wisconsin addresses this body, I shall | 
not present it at all. I have no disposition to take any advantage | 
of that kind, seeking the last say upon the only possible ground | 
on which this legislation can be defended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The senior Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PeRKINS] gave notice to the Chair, but not to the | 
Senate, that he desired to take the floor in the morning on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. 





Mr. President, the Senator from North Caro- 
, [ think, desired to address the Senate, but I | 
do not see him at this moment in the Chamber. 
Mr. CARMACK. He was here a little while ago. | 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall wait a little while to see if he | 
comes in. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from North Carolina has been sent | 
for, and I think will soon be here. 

Mr. CULLOM, I hope nothing will be done until the Senator 
comes in and we can ascertain whether or not he desires to speak 
to-day. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not wish to adjourn for the present, at 
any rate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I find that a great many Senators are anxious 
to speak to-morrow and the next day; and there will be too many, 
pe hea to be heard; so I should be very glad, if any Senator de- 
sires to speak, if he ‘would take the floor when he has the oppor- 
tunity to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator, from North Carolina will 
be here in a few minutes. | 





Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing to wait for a little while. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will 
not make that motion for a few moments. The Senator from 
North Carolina possibly may not desire to speak to-day, and at 
any rate we shall have an executive session before adjourn- 
ment. 


Mr. SCOTT. I propose an executive session now in order to 
save time. 
Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from North Carolina was 


expected to follow the Senator from Texas, and is now in the 
building. I think he will soon be in the Chamber. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I will withdraw the motion for an execu- 
tive session for the present. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to introduce some data 
upon which I made my remarks the other day. The first of the 
statements is relative to domestic exports frem the United States 
to Cuba, ete. I should like to introduce these papers in the order 
in which I send them to the Reporter. They are taken from dif- 
ferent publications of the Government. I put these statements 
in because they will give the opportunity for the acquisition of a 
thorough knowledge of this whole question to anyone who may 


| examine them. 


Mr. CULLOM. I did not catch the Senator’s statement as to 
what these documents are. 

Mr. TELLER. They are statements of the exports from the 
United States to Cuba'and imports into the United States from 
Cuba from 1892 to 1903, etc. Then I have a statement showing 
the revenues and expenditures of Cuba from 1898 to 1903. I have 
here also tables showing the production and consumption of cane 
sugar in the various sugar-producing countries of the world; the 


| consumption of sugar per capita in Europe and the United States 


from 1889 to 1900; the production of beet sugar in the principal 
European countries from 1828 to 1900 

Mr. CULLOM. Are they official documents? 

Mr. TELLER. All of the statements I present, with one ex- 
ception, are taken from official documents—from Government pub- 
lications. 

I have also a statement giving the production of sugar in Cuba 
and the insular possessions of the United States—Porto Rico, Ha- 
waii, and the Philippines. 

I wish also to introduce an extract from a work published by 
the Government of the United States entitled ‘‘ Progress of the 
United States in Material Industries.’ This shows the expendi- 
tures of the Navy, interest on the public debt, etc., from 1800 to 
1902. It also shows our imports and exports of merchandise dur- 
ing those years. I desire that these tables may go into the Rrc- 
ORD just as I send them to the Reporter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Colorado, and the papers re- 
ferred to by him will be inserted in the REcorpD, 

The statements referred to are as follows: 





Commerce of the United States with Cuba during the years ending June 80, 1892-1902. 


DOMESTIC EXPORTS FROM THE UNITED STATES TO CUBA. 


| 1892. 


1893. 
























































































1894. | 1895 1896. 1897 1898. 1899 1900 1901. 1902. 
Total domestic exports... ----|817, 622, 411 |$23, 604,004 |$19, 855, 237 ss 533,260 $7, 312, 348 \g7, 599, 757 $9, 233, 804 \g17 247,952 $25,236,808 $24,100,453 $25,012,109 
Total foreign exports..... 881,159 |" "558, 604 | 270, 084 274,401 [" “218,582 |" “660,019 | "827,762 | 1,368,425 [1 92 ” 1.864.348 | 1°611.391 
| 17,953, 570 | 2, 157, 698 | 20, 125,921 | 12,807, 661 7, 630, 880 | 8, 259, 776 | 9,561,656 | 18,616,377 | 26,513,400 | 25,964, 801 28, 623, 500 
Gold 6, 946, 048 6, 408, 264 “12,351,317 | 8,186,805 | 2 “319, CE 4,197,546 | 10,886,916 805, 483 505, 837 406, 425 
Silver 2,700 19, 598 87,510 | 12, 986 BE Bo vacen gone: 900 | 428, 688 | 19, 900 22, 423 14, 450 
aa | | ee - le, 
Tot old. ee? a ee a i OR a - _ a 5 fe 253. 009. RB 
Meee ee ee nnn nen scsmmmmiumecnna ceneedcdecace : ” 540" 632 

IMPORTS INTO THE UNITED STATES FROM CUBA, 

snsiaeaasgl tan gs ae ve pas ee 

1892. 5 1893. 1894. 1895. 1896, | 1897. | 1898. 199. | 1900. 1901. 1902. 
Tote ul free of duty ............. $66, 140,835 '$66,049, 369 $67, 418,289 |g17, 684,765 | $2,074, re | $1,270,059 | $276,000 $I, 031,713 | $1,854,373 | $2,691,597 $2,644,017 
tal dutiable ................. 11, 700, 836 | "12; 657, 137 8, 257,972 | 35, 186,494 | 87,942) 17,196, 758 | 14,956,477 | 24,877,115 | 29,517,381 | 40,731,501 | $2, 050, 667 
Total imports..........-- 71,981,671. 961,671 | 78,7 5,678, 261 | 52,871,259 | 40,017, 7 30 | | 18,406,815 | 45,282,477 | 25, 408, 828 | 81,371,704 | 43,423,088 | 34,604, 684 
Gold... .canscetitebabesitiiasemte vg 808, 410 | 024, 1, 005, a5 | 8, 580, 736 5,188,182 | 4,454,092 | 5,165,083 | 86,383 | 2,207,696 | 255, 431 766, 510 
BVUE ..ccaeumsenesougealalia 404,707 | 199; 12,541 | 67,652 | 095 | 25, 161 | 45,71 | 200 62.500 

a ' 

Total gold...... P i - Pare — 
Tots si Saves er ee ee re ee eee Pree SNOOP RSS COR TRE COPIES SS SANE ESS CRONSE A COST ROCeen NeOTeN $78, yet 7, ot 4 





992, 12 
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Imports into the United States from Cuba for four years preceding the reci- Commerce of the United States-with Cuba from 1851 to 1908—Continued. 
procity treaty of 1891. 


ne ee none ncececae Q00,815, 087 Domestic | Imports from Cuba into United 
52) 130,623 = ports States. 
53, 801, 505 7 =e 30— rom 
61. 714.395 Year ending June 30- United 


<caueiemnntace States to Free. Dutiable. Tot 
Total 216, 961, 700 Cuba. - 
Or an average of $54,240,447. to 


$13, 746, 058 05, 55, 712, 5 

Exports to Cuba for the same time. ; z 12, 748, 008 oe on Oe as ne oe or ons 
al cca 3 11, 365, 013 193, 108 | 56,708,229 | 56,901, 3: 

eat 874 12,204,829 | 204,933 | 63,354, 723 63 649" Ga 

13° 084° 418 8 10, 924, 633 555,627 | 54,867,891 | 65,423,018 

ono So 38 : | 10,999, 276 519,390 | 62,484,014 | 68,008, 404 

te 775, ( zs 656, = = 794, 610 | 70,450,652 

nee 8 ‘567,918 | 785,829 | 64,758,705 | 65,544" 534 

Total 47,064,174 | 799 10,562,880 | 1,484,688 | 55,696,859 | 57; 181) 497 

Or an average of $11,763,543. BAY 8,719, 195 1,786, 049 40, 520, 044 42, 306, 093 

Average balance of trade against United States, $42,476,905. 6 10,020,879 | 1,765,751 | 49,345,029 | 51,110,730 

8 10,138,980 | 2,033,205 | 47,482,229 | 49,515, 434 

aaa 9,724,124 | 2,066,379 | 47,252,708 | 49,319,087 

¢ 11,297,198 | 2,405,425 | 49,725,198 | 52,130, 623 

Commerce of the United States with Cuba from 1851 to 1903. 12,669,509 | 2,761,711 | 51,089,880 | 53,801,591 

Ss 11, 929, 605 | 26,044,502 | 35,669,898 | 61,714,395 





eee 17,622,411 | 66,140,825 | 11,790,886 | 77,931, 67 
Domestic | Imports from Cuba into United 9% | 23,604,004 | 66,049,369 | 12,657,137 | 78, 706.508 
exports States. | 19,855, 287 | 67,418,280 | 8,259,972 | 75,678,261 
Year ending June 30— ena Se ee at oe 90 | 12, 533, 260) teres ee ot apa 
. 2,074,7 87,942,967 | 40,017,730 
} States to Free. | Dutiable.| Total. , 599, TE 1, 270,059 | 17,136, 756 18, 406, 815 
| Cuba. 9,283,894 | 276,000 | 14,956,477) 15, 232, 477 
; piaioraeaennerianeneatensainn . coves pret pages oon 
| ane claiiei oie ‘ i cael eee Mas iia tae 2, 236, 8 , 854, 373 | 29,517, % 81, 374, 704 
$5, 230,276 | $322, 154 1$16, 385, 759 | $16,707,913 | 4, 24° 100,453 | 2' 6915587 | 40,731501 | 43) 423" 088 
5, 808, 196 277,870 | 17,307,746 17, 585, 616 on’ me oa 20 5a ‘ : 
5,773,419 | 220,875 | 18,327,288 | 18,547,663 | 190: ere dB dee 2 GB eet 
998116 | 382°520 | 16.615.252 | 16,997 781 | 18 20,140,132 | 3,114,807 | 50,827,983 | 62, 942, 71 
607,119 | 285,392 | 18,156,460 | 18,441,852 | - Silden 
, 199,085 | 386,102 | 24,025,646 | 24,411,748 
9,379,582 | 395,051 | 44,217,911 | 44,612, 962 | Revenues and expenditures of Cuba from 1898 to 1903. 
, 673, 167 | 513,332 | 22,246,839 | 22,760,171 | : s : 
217,268 | 594.675 | 32.094.915 | 32.689)590 | [From data compiled by the Bureau of Insular Affairs, War Department, 
747,913 | 357,887 | 82.065.873 | 32.423'760 | Washington, for the years 1898-1902; since May 20, 1902, from official records 
9,461,082 | 308,815 | 30,334,038 | 30,642,853 of the Cuban Government. } 
na a0 I, he clea elements es etasemnpesne ple ihesisemeenenen 
8,707,148 | 281,713 | 23,787,452 | 24,069,165 . Expendi- 
, 208,817 | 429,826 | 36,574,707 | 37,004,533 Year. Revenues. | om 
, 847,002 | 336,300 | 29,694,056 | 30,080,356 | TEE ae) oe z i , 
, 994,546 | 295,799 | 37,230,200 | 37,525,999 | ; 
| 14,171,835 | 382,304 | 38,014,222 | 38,396,526 | July 18,1808-June 30,1899... _..................| $7,961, 823.55 5, 793, 738. 98 
| 15,255,843 | 259,441 | 49,515,263 | 40,774,704 | July 1,1899-June 30,1900 _-_-- | 17,885,898. 38 $5 dat" oss 67 
12,643,955 | 320,385 | 56,656,106 | 56,976,491 | July 1,1900-June 30, 1901 17, 160,580.61 | 17,645, 427. 84 
13,091,662 | 148,773 | 53,628,335 | 53,777,108 | July 1,1901-May 19, 1902_______._....--...........| 14,708,302.07 | 16, 401, 480. 76 
| 14,200,496 | 211,638 | 57,323,287 | 57,534,925 | May 20,1902-December 31, 1902. ._........2...-.-- | 9,729, 448. 85 8, 102, 587.30 
| 13,168,958 | 251,623 | 67,012,792 | 67,264,415 | January 1,1903-June 30, 1903 | 8, 197,940.09 | 5, 220, 250,72 
| 15,231,039 | 409,614 | 76,668,111 | 77,077,725 
| 19,597,981 | 721,854 | 84,708,243 | 85,428,087, |< eeseseseeesF - 
| 15,586,658 | 322,778 | 64,264,939 | 64,587,717 | 4 Unofficial. 














Quantity of sugar consumed in the United States from 1877 to 1901. 


[Data furnished by Messrs. Willett & Gray, New York.] 





Domestic product— 
a: Refined prod- | 7 | Consump- 
Calendar year. uct of sugar Manufac- | | Ofsor. | Total. | tion per 
imported.a em Of cane. | Of maple.| Of beet. | ghum and| capita. 

molasses. | other. 


Tons. Tons. 
35, 500 89, 000 
40, 000 71,000 
44,900 112,000 
50,617 88, 822 . 
39, 949 127, 367 1,012, 206 
64, 456 76, 372 1, 134,994 
40,722 142, 297 36 | 
50, 000 135, 243 
47,259 100, 876 
72,613 135, 158 
62,274 85, 394 
58,840 167,814 
43,715 153, 909 » 
53, 282 136, 508 ° 476, 377 
31, 320 221, 951 . 888, P51 
1,597, 306 30, 000 204, 064 
1, 623, 872 20, 000 235, 886 
1, 700, 635 15,000 271, 336 
1, 572, 438 15,000 824,506 
1, 670, 963 603 243, 220 1, 960, 086 
1,715, 007 150 810, 537 ¢ | 2,070,978 
1, 708, 937 1,700 252,812 34, 45: 2,002, 902 
1, 844, 642 5,200 160, 400 2, | 2, 078, 068 
1,950,014 7,647 174, 450 % 2, 2,219, 847 
17,977 292,150 5,000 24,8 2, 372,316 


Pe we DS To 











_ @Leading refiners state that little or no sugar is manufactured from domestic molasses; also that in refining there is only about 2 per cent waste of 
original weight. Messrs. Willett & a New York, state that of the sugar consumed in 1899 only about 53,934 tons were unrefined, 
6 Includes 309,070 tons Hawaiian, 66,279 tons Porto Rican, and 5,)90 tons Philippine. 











1903. 
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Summary tables of the production and consumption of cane sugar, 188), to 189h. 
(Compiled mainly from information supplied by Messrs. Rueb & Co., London, England.} 
[In gross tons of 2,240 pounds. } 



































Countries 1884. 1885. 1886. 1887. 1888. 1889. | 1890. 1891. 1892. | 1893. 
JaWA ocixxduumusecn padetvant 338, 866 396, 372 828, 577 398, 831 370, 973 353, 104 365, 7! 456, 615 485, 135 458, 300 
Dutch and French Guiana -... 7,289 4,530 6, 283 8, 458 6, 207 7,508 | 8,113 7, 867 a8, 000 | a8, 000 
CealeRinc 00s oa akan eee thins oon 560, 934 631, 967 731, 723 646, 588 656,719 | 547,792 | 675,233 819, 760 981,200 | 761,900 
Mant... icine gdaundbanigh etre wiict 122, 925 203, 490 181, 148 173,918 184,567 | 218,843 147, 524 166,460 | 160,000 | @160,000 | 
Porte RICO scccccedsiwmenscecesen | 98, 665 70, 000 63,914 81,355 60, O87 | 62, 403 | 58, 167 47,345 69, 405 | 49, 360 
Send cach ehtld Unodpitiencinn 268, 335 190, 000 249,821 | 270,692 230, 384 120,000 | 175, 407 159, 006 190,900 | 207,500 
Mar, So cisadiccdsneeesoen 49, 370 38, 786 30,199 | 39, 582 39, 434 BS, 965 35, 098 32, 376 19, 472 | | 82,725 
GusGeOe soccccascessecsssvee 55, 257 41,131 36, 678 54,940 48,344 45,173 46, 430 48,112 46, 935 | 41. 650 
Reateitidiscahinabisicecehadioons 37, 800 87, 973 34, 732 31, 389 32, 081 25, 418 | 36, 165 39, 410 | 39,685 | 35,500 
EQUINE vincan taqdidewsiereoss 128, 443 94, 375 127, 958 90, 562 167, 814 162,264 | 143,745 219,415 | 163,700 217, 470 
Egypt .-----------------22------ 37, 587 5, O35 51, 700 48, 283 42, 07 82, 742 | 26,715 46, 410 | 57,460 | 57,700 
ee cages adviseseoene 120,539 127,540 114, 198 102, 398 124, 078 182,171 124, 564 130, 251 | 111, 880 70, 400 
British India 82,749 54, 349 59, 253 48, 606 51, 437 51, 687 60, 592 50,991 | a55, 000 a55, 000 
Wate cc gkavased 17,172 16, 000 13, 250 9, 060 6,005 7,129 | 7,044 7,800 15, 803 | 19, 369 
A att NEE., . cucde stidbuWaseas cons 59, 869 87, 245 87,000 107,000 | 100,000 | 100,000 | @ 100), 000 | @100,000 2 100,000 | @ 100,000 | 
TREO ia cet deta ok tnbhen coats 20, 868 25, 361 2h, 000 28, 756 25,014 22, 359 | 80,273 30, 000 28, 375 26, 300 | 
MaTHAGOE, cawane aeons Sutoee nese 53,722 56, 200 40, 780 61, 895 68, 108 57, 226 | 76, 092 | 44,345 5 62.559 | 
TN coc n stil ae biailasshiae <ahs 61, 875 64, 634 49,175 69,140 55, 777 49,940 | 54,083 | 46, 104 48.800 | 
British Guiam@®. ........22}--00- 125, 822 96, 058 111, 856 134, 875 108,076 | * 108,367 108, 113 | 119, 289 : 109,771 | 
ONG |... cae ceweetens ootnbwneieh 6,529 31,719 85, 000 30, 000 @ 85, 000 a 30,000 | a 40,000 240,000 44,750 63.600 | 
Hawaii --..- Suhaeseseashastes 63, 948 76, 496 | 92, 050 101,712 | 115, 307 125, 450 120, 686 126, 000 125, 000 | 134, 675 
Total of above countries.| 2,327,084 | 2, 390, 161 2,470,295 | 2,538,040 | 2,522,442 | 2,295,541 2,434,837 | 2, 747, 556 2,921,300 | 2,720,570 
i te. a aE og oo cab tinabde gentile aaa bekee bea. 17, 254 | 23,000 | 15, 497 | 20, 859 17,202 | 417,000 | 
Minor British West India pos- 
sessions and British Hon- | | 
BATON ..<<ceccvbetheoseccestine 56, 921 , B87 44,518 51,617 51, 162 53,004 | 50, 653 | 44,123 b46, 784 | 642.161 
ORME, c'ssca ncnctibanesesnwasens 113, 613 93, 657 | 86, 586 118, 000 61, 506 60, 130 57,944 | 52,530 
DE cccucgd ante pEccatccnbseesteo<cchGuceen Fi spate be dnel Sesettt ities 1ottieais tien a 40, 000 a40,000 | 440,000 a 45, 000 
SO os cde ntantbdn secs éwetes a a RI a 34,500 30,000 230, 000 a30,000 a30, 000 a 20,000 
Aree EIN 36 cee wabsbbebnecccken 20,000 25, 280 | 28,000 33,000 38, 000 | 4@30, 000 | @ 30,000 | @15,000 . 
es 8, 5s 15,484} 12269 11946 17,088 17,415 |  215230| 21/000 |f %180,000) 2180, 000 
Danish West Indies...........- 9,277 12, 257 | 11,130 13, 074 14, 285 14, 835 | 9, 354 | 9,790 
Other foreign cane-growing | | 
COUMAPEID 3. Ce babi sce cece cana 12,107 11, 421 | 15, 552 10, 058 9,073 8,536 | 8, 308 9,043 
Total from cane-grow- 
ing countries ........... 2,547,531 2,592,647 | 2,702,850 | 2,805,735 | 2,795,805 | 2,472,461 2,697,823 | 2,984,901 3,165,286 | 2,959,731 
DOUG v0 sgxireddeeddvews buses 2, 360, 314 2,545,889 | 2,137,351 2,728,810 | 2,451,950 2,785.84 3, 670,782 | 3,695,568 | 3,455,744 | 3,390,583 
UI ks Ae ettatns neta cnckes | 4, 907, 845 5, 138, 536 | 4,840,201 5,534, 545 ‘| 5,247,755 | 5,358,305 | 6,368,605 | 6,680,469 | 6,616,080 | 6,359,314 
| 
a Estimated. bExports. 




















Consumption of sugar per capita in Europe and in the United States, years ending July 31, from 1889 to 1900. 


Countries. 


Austria-Hungary 
Belgium 
Bulgaria 
Denmark 
France 
Germany 
Greece 
Its aly 


Por taaal and Madeira 
Roumania 
Russia 
Servia 
Spain 

Sweden and Norway 
Switzerland 
T ‘ur Ke ey 


Total Europe 
United Statesa 


Total 


1888-89. | 1889-90. 


j 
| Pounds. 


Production of beet sugar én the 


Crop year. 


1827-28 
1&28-2 
1829-5 


I 
19.6 
21.2 
4. 0 
38.3 
25.3 
11.7 
.6 
q 
9 
1 
9 


o 
~ 




















1890-91. | 1891-92. | 1892-93. | 1893-94. 
} 

-ounds.| Pounds.| Pounds. Pounds. | Pounds. 
16.1 15.0 16.0 17.2 | 16.6 
21.3 21.6 21.3 21.1 21.7 
4.2 4.1 5.2 6.1 7.1 
39.0 41.0 43.6 43.5 43.0 
28.5 28.7 30.5 27.9 27.8 
22.9 24.0 23.6 22.9 | 26.7 
10.3 10.1 8.6 7.4 7.3 
8.0 7.9 7.2 8.3 7.7 
25.0 27.7 26.3 36) 25.6 
12.5 13.8 12.4 12.5 | 13.1 
5.1 3.9 3.9 4.5 | 4.1 
9.9 10.0 10.3 11.0 | 11.1 

8.7 8.8 3.8 4.2 4.3 
9.2 9.3 11.1 12.4 12.5 
21.9 22.5 24.1 23.7 | 24.8 
82.4 32.9 31.3 31.6 | 42.3 
6.4 8.1 9.3 7.6 7.2 
77.8 78.7 80.7 77.4 84.8 
21.9 | 22.2 | 22.6 | 22.0 23.3 
52.8 | 66.3 | 63.8 | 64.4 66.7 
2.4) 27.6 I 28.9 I 28.0 29.4 | 





ac senders year. 





[From Licht’s Journal of Sugar Manufactures, August, 1899; data for the United States from the Statistical Abstract of the Unite 


1894-95. 


> nw 


principal and other European countries from 


[From Jules Belot: Le Sucre de Betterave en France 1800-1900. } 


1830- 


1831-4 
18324 
1833-3. 
1834-4 
1835-4 
1836-37 - 
IS87-3 


1838 ‘ 


1840-41 
1841-42 





France. | Germany. 


Metric tons. 
2, 600 
4,000 
5, 500 
7,000 
9,000 
12,000 
20,000 
a. 
| is 
35,000 
48, 968 
| 39, 000 
| 23, 000 


Metric tons. 


27; 000 14, 205 
31;000 


Austria- 
Hungary. 


Metric tons. 


Russia. 


Metri 


| | 
| Pounds. | 


1895-96. | 1896-97. | 1897-98. 








Pounds.| Pounds. 


19.6 | 18.2 17.8 
22.7 23.1 23.1 
5.0 6.6 | 5.5 
46.7 47.6 | 48.8 
28.4 | 32.8 | 30.9 
31.3) 26.3 30.2 
5.9 | 6.0 6.2 | 
6.0 | 6.1 6.3 | 
25.6 | 25.5 | 84.4 
12.8 | 13.8 14.2 
6.7 | 7.1 7.2 
10.1 | 11.8 12.6 | 
4.3 | 4.8 | 4.7 | 
10.9 9.4 8.1 | 
30.1 33.2 40.7 
44.2 31.5 52.1 
7.8 7.3 7.1 
87.5 86.1 91.3 
24.3 24.1 25.4 
62.5 64.8 61.5 
29.6 30. 4 30.6 
1828 to 1900. 
Belgium. Holland. 


c tons. Metric tons. | Metric ton 


1898-99 


Pounds 





| 137, 
3,098, 


ali, 


b42, 


a 130,000 


. 256 


. OBD 


d States, 1900.] 


1899-1900, 


Pounds. 


18.3 17.6 
23.2 23.3 
6.6 6.7 
47.8 54.8 
33.0 | 37.0 
30.7 33.9 
6.5 73 
6.2 6.1 
28.9 22.5 
12.8 14.7 
4.8 1.8 
12.9 14.0 
5.1 5.3 
12.3 10.6 
34.7 38.2 
56.8 60.3 
7.7 8.0 
SS. 4 91.6 
2.7 27.1 
62.6 65. 2 
32.0 33.0 
Other 


s 


countries. 
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Production of beet sugar in the principal and other European countries from 1828 to 1900—Continued. 





Austria- 
Hungary. 


Crop year. France. Germany. a4 Russia. Belgium. | Holland. Other 
| 


| | countries 


|" 
Metric tons. | Metric tons. | Metric tons. | Metric tons. | 

1842-43 30,000 | 7,736 

1843 29, 000 | 

1844-45 36, 000 

1845-46 41, 000 

1846-47 54, 000 | 

1847-48 64, 000 | 

1848-45 39, 000 

1849-5 i ee ee 8 ene ae 62, 000 

185-5 Bo ee oe 75, 000 
69, 000 
75, 000 | atthe aoe 
77, 000 | 7 5, 19, 000 | 
45, 000 . 25.000 | 22,000 | 
92,000 7, | 21,000 
83, 000 . 3, 17, 000 
152, 600 121, 000 | , 00) 15,000 
138, 000 144,000 70, 20,000 | 
126, 000 | 146, 000 | . | 14, 000 | 
101,000 | 127,000 | 80, Of 22,000 | 
146, 000 | 126, 000 | 90, 89,000 } 
174, 000 138, 000 90, i 40,000 
108, 000 151, 000 1, | 50, 000 
149, 000 171,000 130.000 | 70,000 
274, 000 186, 000 130, j 60, 000 
217,000 201, 000 159, 0 110, 000 
225,000 165, 000 120, 150, 000 | 
211,000 | 208, 000 140, 100, 000 | 
289,000 | 217,000 180, Of 130,000 46, 000 
289, 000 263,000 220). 140, 000 | 60,000 16,000 
337,000 | 186, 000 210, 170, 000 94, 000 19.0090 
408. 000 263,000 230, 220° 000 90,000 | 26,000 
397.000 291.000 240, 001 210,000 92, 000 31,000 
451, 000 256,000 230, 180, 000 | 90,000 24,000 
462, 000 358,000 | 280, 000 210,000 105, 000 31,000 
243, 000 291, 000 290, 000 240, 000 | 69, 000 22, 000 
398, L322 381,000 | 250, 000 292, 000 62, 000 26,000 
432, 636 430, 000 380, 000 273,000 | 93, G00 27,000 
277,911 | 415, 000 | 420, 000 300,000 | 75,000 24 000 
330, 869 573, 000 510. 000 277,000 89. 000 28, 000 
393, 268 622,000 | 440, 000 290, 000 | 95, 000 25,000 
425, 198 849, 000 | 490, 000 319,000 | 108, 000 29° 000 
473. 675 | 961,000 | 470,000 358, 000 139, 000 40,000 
_* 035 , 147,000 | 650, 000 405, 000 | 115,000 40,000 
285, 216 838, 000 | 370, 000 525, 000 63, 000 25, 000 
466° 553 | = 000 | 550, 000 472,000 118, 000 | 37,000 
375, 260 ‘ 400,000 441,000 | 122,000 | 38,000 | 
446, 563 978, 000 515, 000 520, 000 | 125.000 | 36,000 
754, 761 , 261,000 799,000 526, 000 | 73, 000 56, 000 
6590, 454 832,000 | 8,000 544, 000 | 205" 000 72,000 | 
616, 263 , 198, 025 , 408 560, 000 180, 000 37,000 | 
554, 768 , 280, 834 93, O57 450, 000 166,000 65,000 | 
548, 198 , 336, 001 $34, 005 647,000 | 220,000 72,000 
747, 989 , 827,978 1,044, 576 | 601,000 | 240,000 80,000 
659° 606 637° 057 | $1..085 | 717.000 220, 000 108, 000 | 
742, 827 | , 821, 223 927, 840 720,000 280. 000 156, 000 ¢ 
811, 185 , 844, B89 21, 493 | 730, 000 | 234, 000 126, 000 169,000 
781, 975 , 122, 429 FB O41, 768 750, 000 204, 000 152,000 140,000 
805, 000 , 790, 000 1, 120, 000 900, 000 | 300, 000 | 180, 000 275, OOM 


Metric tons. | Metric tons. | Metric tor 




















Production of beet sugar (in tons) in European countries in jive-year periods from 1863-6), to 1899-1900. 

243,000 | 1883-8 ee : ; 2, 456, 675 
715,000 | IBR8-80._._.... Ae re 2. 650.5 
1,200,000 | 1804-05 ................ ciktéis debnde cada ene 4,698,538 

762,635 | 1899-1900 a 5, 870, 000 





a Six-year period. 


Sugar crops of the world from 1895 to 190k. 


[Estimated by Messrs. Willett & Gray, New York.] 
{in gross tons of 2,240 pounds. } 


1895-96. | 1896-97. 1897-98. 1898-99. 1899-1900. | 1900-1901. 1901-2. | ; 1903-4 








United States: | | 
Louisiana --..... ‘ . 317, 306 237, 720 282, 009 810, 447 245, 511 132,000 275,000 290,090 300, 000 240, 00 
Porto Rico .... shielded . rae. 52, 500 | 50, 000 58, 000 54, 000 53, 826 | 35, 000 | 80,000 100, 000 85, 000 95 
Hawaiian Islands_. 3, 201, 632 224, 220 204, 833 | 252, 507 | 258,521 | 921; 461 300,000 | 875, 000 875, 0 
Cuba, crop - 240, 000 219, 500 814, 009 345, 260 | 308, 543 | 635, 856 875,000 | 980, 000 1,120, 0 
British West Indies: | 


Trinidad, exports 56, 641 | 58,000 53, 000 53,000 53, 430 41,000 50, 000 50,000 | 45, 000 | 
Barbados, exports......-.-.-.-......... 82, 343 | 47, 800 52,178 47,835 | 45,789 | 50,000 | 60,000 60,000 | 81,000 | 
Jamaica 30,000 30,000 80,000 | 27 27, 000 80,000 30,000 | 18,772 | 
Antigua and St. Kitts.................. 24,000 2g 29/000 25, 000 22 25, 000 25, 000 | 18, 000 | 
French West Indies: 
Martinique, exports .......-...........- 35,000 5, 000 85,000 | ) 82,000 | 82,000 | 82,000 | 
Guadeloupe._...- ge iieaiai 3,000 | 45,000 45,000 45,000 ¢ 35, 000 | 35, 000 | 38,000 | 
Danish West Indies—St. Croix. J 18, 008 13,000 2 13,000 | 13,000 13,000 
Haiti and Santo Domingo 38 48, 800 48,000 | . 45,000 | 45,000 | 45, 000 
Lesser Antilles, not named above . 8,000 | 8,000 | 8,000 8,000 12,000 
Mexico, crop 2,000 2,000 000 93, 000 | 95, 000 115, 000 | 
Central Ameri¢a: | 
Guatemala, crop 8,000 | 9,000 9,000 9,000 10,000 
San Salvador, crop 5 3,000 4,000 | 5 5,000 | 5,000 5,000 
Nicaragua, crop 500 | 1,500 | 3,500 3, 500 4,500 
Costa Rica, crop 200 | 500 | i 1, 800 1,500 4,000 | 
South America: | : 
British Guiana (Demerara), exports -- » ° 789 106, 070 | 2 | 95,000 | 95, 000 121,570 
Dutch Guiana (Surinam ),crop 00 i, 5 6 000 | 6,000 | 6,000 | 6, 000 13, 000 
Venezuela - . 2/000 8,000 8,000 8.000 
68, 000 | 71, 735 105, aa 61,910} 100,381} 105 000! 105,000 140, 000 | 
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Sugar crops of the world from 1895 to 1904—Continued. 


































































































| | 
1804-95. 1895-96. 1896-97. 1897-98. | 1898-99. | 1899-1900. | 1900-1901. 1901-2. | 1902-3. | 1903-4. 
South America—Continued: 
; Argentind, CPOP <.c<<cusace cccccccectes 90, 000 | 130,000 165, 0 110, 000 72,000 91,507 114, 252 115, 000 130,000 | 84, 000 
Brasil, CEO s cadatinaStuciancdce vane eoures 275, 000 | 225, 000 210, O00 195, 000 154. 495 192, 700 190, 000 215, 000 ‘181, 500 | 237, 000 
Total in AMM dedscccccecmsaden 2,343, 107 or 1, 572, 152 | 1, 609, ws 0 | 1, 721, 657 1, 732, 760. | 1,567,652 | 2,235,569 | 2,516,000 2.7 726, 342 2, 854,000 
1 
l 
A ritish India, exports...........-..---- 50,000 | 50,000 | 28, 000 20,000 | 10,000 10,000 15, 000 15, 000 | 15, 000 15,000 
Siam, crop (consumption 30,000 tons) -. 7,000 | 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 re : 
JAYS, CTOD <nuccbinisecibeuibten ince nedacie> 486, 051 608, 259 | 498,434; 531,201 689, 281 721,993 710, 120 765, 000 | 842, 812 880, 000 
Japan (consumption 170,000 tons, most- | 
ly imported) ween come nn sn coos cams wnee| eeccce 2 cceelmoweee woe ece|ocmcns oo cewelcccces = ccces pomecce oon-<- i | aes eee eee -|-- Te 
Philippine Islands, exports -.........-.- 180,000 | 240, 000 202, 000 | 78,000 93, 000 | 62,785 | 52,000 | 70,000 90, 000 125, 000 
China (consumption large, mostly im- | 
POPCO . ..onesunnegndioabevasssccadenescn Janna aa------ Sbigih Gitaianinnieig tiranciaied trowibibin hn nachbmyestiidibniisdmaninaslatnne —— D titititent nha ebitedinnis snutuue linens : d 
Total it AGUNG niansGiiat pen sndsunntss 23,051 | 900, 254 735, 434 | 736,201 | 790,281 | 903,778} 784,120} 857,000 | 947,812| 1,020,000 
Australia and Polynesia: | 
Queensland... cate chteietsine onnetsindities 91,712 75, 000 | 100, 774 97,916 164, 241 | 123, 269 | 92,554 | 117,000 76, 626 93, 800 
New South Wieliiidckededncnsnucts cans 85, 000 85, 000 | 31,000 26,000 | 28, 000 | 15, 500 | 19, 000 | 19, 000 | 21,000 | 20, 009 
Fiji Islands, exports.................... 27,000 | 30, 000 | 30, 000 30, 000 | 34, 000 31,000 33, 000 | 33,000 | 30, 500 ov, WUD 
Total in Australia and Polynesia _...| 153, 712 | 140, 000 161,77 153, 916 226, 241 169, 739 -. ~ 144, 554 | 169, 000 133, 126 163, 809 
Africa: | 
Revit, CPO <<cceantidsctbnsccescedhmeupe 90,000 92,000 | 100, 000 80, 000 87,900 98,500 | 94, 880 95, 000 90,000 90,000 
MAURIS .0ccudipanthidlnn 6ocs coddtmanes | 115, 000 | 145, 000 | 152, 677 121, 693 186, 487 | 157, O25 | 175, 267 145, 000 150, 349 175, 000 
R6UDION .....- cnncenscecesee ccccnsencese 35, 300 | 44, 700 45, 082 31, 483 | 87,781 | 35, 000 | 35,000 | 35, 000 35, 000 35, 000 
Total ten Dias cectiencas cnenddicncds 240, 300 | 276, 700 297, 759 233,176 812,168 | 290, 525 305,147 | m8, 100 275, 349 300,000 
Europe—Gnedl . ciaksidbbctedsenccandtindesk 20,000 | “0 000 8,000 | 8, 000 25, 000 33, 215 33,000 | 33, 000 28, 000 28, 000 
Total cane-sugar production (W.& G.)...| 3,480,470 | 2,909,111 2, 872,956 | 2,859,050 | 3,095,459 | 2,864,959 | 3,502,200 |) 3,850,000!) 4,110,629 4, 965, 800 
Europe beet-sugar production (Licht)....| 4,792,530 | 4,285,429 | 4,916,586 | 4,831,774 | 4,982,101 5,518,048 | 6,068,994 | 6,710,000 | 5,521,569 5, 850, 000 
United States beet-sugar production | | 
CW. & G.) ..cctieeianieed eiatsetinnsleeusmacusedn, 20, 443 | 30,000 | 37, 536 | 40, 399 32, 471 72, 944 76, 859 190, 000 195, 463 233, 000 
Ss 
Grand total cane and beet sugar --.. 8,298,443 | 7,224,540 | 7,827 073 7,731,223 | 8,110 022 8,455,951 | 9,648,243 | 10,710,000 | 9, 827,961 10, 848, 400 
| | 
Estimated increase in the world’s produc tion, 6: 20, 839 tons i in 1908. 4. 
Production of sugar in Cuba and the insular possessions of the United States, 1868 to 1903. 
Foxe . Porto | ss Phili ypine | ~ Porto 3; — Philippine 
Year. Cuba. | ‘Rico. | Hawaii. hilippine| Year | Cuba | ‘Rico. Hawaii. Islan ts, 
y Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. || Tons. | Tons. Tons. Tons. 
1868 2 witnssaleseitlieh tet pile. desieien 799, 000 SE Sse testheidhead CE te. ee ebentboocas | 731,723 | 76, 408 96, 528 185, 799 
BEOD..... ...0 acensdingeiaanaibtieiiaa 776, 000 SRE Fcnciiicabicwet ce 646, 578 95, 337 94, 090 179, 149 
IOUD.. . ....... <auceculnencnates 775, 000 | UNI Rataedteutibiis | ST NR sn eeniiheitineihnned | 656, 719 | 59, 137 105, 307 185, 308 
ye: 187] oo vawuineiiebsnnstagnigelasies 597,000 | DD bcacnccbonns | et tn admsnnewwhetedsimmens 560, 333 62, 401 108,110 218, 926 
i 1872 » ocesimegunaes akidieabiate 761,000 | |} aa | th, te, Cpe dubcdedinsive | 682, 368 57,248 133, 834 147, 526 
‘ 1873 oossuiadattaadeeteiae aed 846, 000 ED Din bmcalibbiail I 819, 760 50, 401 122, 772 166, 414 
si ENA. .... .c-snccemabbuneunbbndienally 681, 000 I cote 108, 861 eh echt tiliadeehailt cee } 976, 789 | 41,204 119, 084 246, 941 
BD. ...- -cccas cncesdeteswedoonssuy 718, 000 | 85, 126 | 11, 196 iP, ndunick sitio occanbonwunchiionss 815, 894 43, 000 147, 689 261,518 
ROTO. . ..... ccamingaleneimemeaiemeaid 572, 000 | 63,178 | 11,640 IE IE, 6 4 lsndindreaitihinae aeuidisinmiadinghntitices-= 1,054,214 45, 890 136,913 194, 319 
1877 cocecnssngnendiasd 506, 550 56, 830 | 11,418 122,868 |} 1895.....-.. hinaluninve @6ulaahe-peieenetenaes | 1,004,264 50, 000 201, 600 240, 000 
DID. .... -- cavawcpaeliininidiaibceioe 530, 600 76, 050 | 17,157 i aac naninitheipaias dugndamatiiceiiin 219,500 54, 000 197,000 
i SOUR. ....c.<canmeee es 680, 700 | 68, 291 | 21, 884 Es Ct Ecce won nusigiiiiehiinmens 314, 000 54, 000 165, 000 
« 1880) oo scna dealin isabioiae det: 547,000 | 51, 662 | 28, B86 II, Sho iiclaiinsne 3 oe sunbawiiiiwout 345, 260 53, 800 93, O00 
Be « oc cco ncusabeliebeidiia de Sied 483, 900 | 55, 881 41, 870 RE is cians a nedns bediiindbe ss | 308,540 35, 000 2 : 62, 780 
1882 occce/sdietieibitaiad dtadies ie 600, 350 78, 800 | 50, 971 eS a 635, 850 80, 000 321,460 52, 000 
BOOD. . ....« cdniahheeteeniae 484, 970 76, 408 50, 940 a } 875, 000 100, 000 300, 000 70, 000 
1884 ee re” 560, 900 96, 337 63,712 in. iin dagudendindidsese 980, 000 85, 000 375, 000 100, COO 
EM Se! SR ea OR ae | 631, 967 87, 54 76, 495 EE I ltd hits <wiindcowrioccheiax 1, 250, 000 | 95, 000 Pf iia iret 
a j j 
Progress of the United States in its material industries, 1800 to 1902. 
overseen na aE ER RR et lee EEN 8 | BS gS ee ns eae De 
Receipts. 
Year. : : a alate hain pee ee . ~ 
noite | Lepositors in Total net ordi- a Internal reve- 
| Total deposits. savings banks. aks. | nary.a | Customs. —-, 
A ae | $10, 848, 749 | $9, 080, 934 | $809, 307 
129%) 9, 384, 214 | 8,583, 309 7.43 
a 17, 840, 670 | 15, 005, 612 | + 106, 261 
3, 08? 24, 844, 117 | 21, 922, 391 | 12, 161 
sii 19, 480, 115 | 13, 499, 502 | 1, 682 
Nan 43, 592, 889 | 39, 668,686 |_. ae 
sh 52,555,089 | | PR 
sar: > 49, 846, 816 | 47,339, 327 |..... . 
= 538 61, 587, 082 | SE hitnncccasnam ican 
on 5 73, 800, 341 a eaitene 
»6 65, 350, 575 STE Be viicise whétnecacece 
an 7 74, 056, 699 | I onan nanan cacend 
- . 68, 965, 313 | a lc 
— 5 46,655, 366 | 41, 789, 621 | - amie 
san 52, 777, 108 | 49,5 c. . 
1861 8 56, 054, 600 | 53, Ts natin giniathde 
a 48 41, 476, 29 39, 582; 126 |--- , 
1963 : 51, 919, 261 | 49,056,398 |... aa 
186 7,096 112, 004, 946 | 69, 059, 642 37, 640,788 
188% ; ¢ 243,412,971 | 102, 316, 153 109, 741, 134 
190G 7 Data eeweabewamasse Sw cwasasauen ssunda succes Suciut sacseueccncsccosusse Se ittien acentiadbe cuales 980, O44 322, 081, 158 84, 928, 261 209, 464, 215 
1AgT To NAT ewebbacinnss Sansa sacnseceeessccndemneseseccassnsensecnes cons seinen 1,067,061 519, 949, 564 | 179, 046, 652 309, 226, 813 
Laan ” "79°" Sees ReRate mnsuen sweden Shewedeeseren abthe Sucasqecesen sacaneene= secs ©. ccnbidiasnbibaslaaieh aie 1, 188, 202 462, 846, 680 176, 417,811 266, 027, 537 
1899 7 TTA ttt n eee ew nwwe cecenwnacens coeene cacecee baie cnieibaiians Calton SRatatiinialiaiiatiens 1,810, 144 376, 434, 454 | 164, 464, 600 191, 087, 589 
IBM) Teta en seeeSaasesse ewan asaeccanseeaesns encnseccnssencencesenscecscsss Dh aaa le ce thas 1, 466, 684 357° 188, 256 180, 048, 427 158, 356, 461 
187] 97 TTT TTT ente nn enw es cnwew new nnee mans eceseneececeneee nn nn cree eeecen tS sis debnianiiettilh aninainnel 1, 630, 846 305. 959, 834 | 194, 538, 374 184, 899, 756 
~ 00 $0065 SUSCNGS GEE Eb tetneenseIunses dnad édeduesadese evecesuceness I ea d-sicecitickabbscdaiiiies 1, 902, 047 874, 431, 105 206, 270, 408 143, 008. 154 
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Progress of the United States in its material industries, 1800 to 1902—-C ontinued. 





Receipts. 


7 . a . 7 i i * 7 7 st “eg ~ 
nneite | Depositorsin | Total net ordi- | 1 Internal reyo. 
Total deposits. anviaae banks. | nary.a | Customs. one. 


1, 992, 925 $364, 694, 230 $216, 370, 287 $130, 642. 178 
2, 185, 832 B22, 177, 674 188, 089, 523 113,729; 314 
2,298, 401 299, 941, 091 1638, 108, 834 102, 409, 785 
$2, 114, 551, 360 2, 359, 864 284,020,771 | 157, 167, 722 110,007 45 
2, 128,547,128 2, 368, 630 290, 066, 585 148, 071, 985 116, 700, 738 
2,025, 441, 208 2,395, 314 281, 000, 642 | 130, 956, 493 118, 630. 
1, 878, 484, 270 2,400, 785 257, 446, 776 130, 170, 680 110, 581, 625 
1,940, 701, 712 | 2,268, 707 | 272, 322, 137 | 137, 250,048 113, 561.6 
2, 306, 986, 680 2, 385, 582 333, 526, 501 186, 522, 065 124, 009. 
2, 609, 518, 492 2,528, 749 | 360, 782, 298 198, 159, 676 135, 264, 396 
2,755, 938, 053 2,710, 354 | 408, 525, 250 220, 410, 730 146, 497 , 505 
2,876, 438 898, 287, 582 214, 706, 497 144, 720: 
8,015, 151 348, 519, 870 195, 067, 490 121, 586, 07 
3, 071, 495 | 823, 690, 706 181, 471, 939 112, 498, 728 
8, 158, 950 836, 439, 727 192, 905, 023 116, 805, 996 
8, 255, 772, 134 8,418, 013 871, 408, 278 217, 286, 893 118, 823. 3 
8, 458, 266, 965 8, 838, 291 379, 266, 075 219,091,174 124, 206, 873 
8,751,514, 138 4, 021,523 387, 0560, 059 | 223, 882, 742 130, 881, 5 
3, 998, 973, 105 4, 258, 893 408, 080, 983 229, 668, 585 142, 606,706 
4, 232, 059, 335 4,533, 217 392, 612, 447 219, 522, 205 145, 626, 249 
4, 630, 490, 156 4,781, 605 354, 937, 784 177, 452, 964 153, 971, 07% 
4,586, 213,170 4,830, 599 B85, 819, 629 208, 355, 017 161, 027, 62 
4, 638, 931, 485 4, 777, 687 297, 722,019 | 131, 818, 5381 147,111, 2 
4, 872, 085, 276 4,875,519 813, 390, 075 | 162, 158, 617 143, 421, 6 
4,888,089, 119 5, 065, 404 326, 976, 200 160, 021, 752 146, 762, 86 
5, 196, 847, 530 5, 251, 1382 347, 721,.705 176, 554, 127 146, 688,574 
5, 927, 489, 998 5, B85, 746 405, 321,335 149, 575, 062 170, 900, 641 
6, 675, 471, 743 5,687,818 515, 960, 620 206, 128, 482 273, 437, 162 
7, 464, 719, 145 6, 107, 083 567 , 240, 852 233, 164, 871 295, 327, 927 
8, 535, 053, 136 6,358, 723 587, 685, 338 i , 456 307, 180, 664 
9, 315, 193, 912 6, 666, 672 562, 478, 233 254, 444, 708 271, 880, 122 








Exports of merchan- 


Expenditures. Total | Imports ee eanae, 
number | 5 
| 


| Interest on 
public debt. 


Per 
| capita, 


- of pen- Per 
Pensions. sioners. Total. capita. ¢ 


Total net 
ordinary.» 


Navy. 


$7,411,370 | $2,560,879 | $3,448,716 | $3,402,601 $64, 131 | , 252, 768 | $17.19 780 $13. 
5,311, 082 2,294, 324 1, 654, 244 3, 163, 671 83, 74 | 5,400,000 | 11.80] 66,757,970 9 
13, 134,531 2,630,392 | - 4,387, 5, 151,004 8, 208, 376 | . 450, 000 .71 | 69,691, 669 | 
13, 229, 533 4, 767, 129 8, 239, 42% 1, 912, 575 ; | 62,720,956 | .87 | 71,670,735 
24, 139,920 7,095,267 | 6, 113, 174, 598 , 258, 706 5.76 | 123,668, 982 
37, 165,990 9, 687, 025 7, 904, 8, 782, 39% LD Nan snccucee 8, 509, 526 .48 | 144,875,726 | 
44,054,718 | 12,161,965 | 8,880,581 | 3,696, 76 2,293, 377 | 210,771,429 .78 | 188,915, 259 
40, 389, 955 8,521,506 | 8,918,842 4,000, 2% 2, 401, 859 , 440, 398 | 86 | 166,984, 231 
44 | 9,910,498 | 11,067,790 8, 665, 8 , 756, 206 | | 263, 777, 265 30 | 208,489, 282 
51,967,528 | 11,722,288 10,790,096 | 8,070, . 794 | .27 | 287,043, 764 | 
56, 316, 198 14,648,074 | 13,327,005 | 2,314, 465 708 | 9.46 | 218,909,503 
66, 772, 528 16, 693, 161 14, 074, 835 1,953, 822 , 310 -05 | 281,219, 4238 
66,041,144 | 19,159,151 | 12,651,695 1, 593, 28, 342 2.05 | 298, 823, 760 
72,330,437 | 25,679,122 | 14,053,265 1,652, 3, 654 3.85 | 272,011,274 | 
66,355,950 | 23,154,721 | 14,690,928 | 2,637,650 | 341 | 83 | 202,902,051 
60,056,755 | 16,472,208 | 11,514,650 3, 144, 121 119 | .25 | 838,576,057 
62,616,056 | 23,001,531 12, 387, 157 4,084, 157 034, 600 336 | 289,310,542 | 9.02 | 219,553, 833 
45%, 379,897 | 389,173,562 2,640,353 | 13,190,345 852, 170 3, 159 | , 356, 677 | 5.79 | 190,670,501 | 
694,004,576 | 603,314,412 | 63,261,235 | 24,729,701 | , 078,513 ‘ 8, 335,815 | .29 | 203,964,447 | 
811, 283,679 | 690,391,049 | 85,704,964 | 53,685, 422 | , 985, 474 816, 447, 283 .30 | 158,837,988 
, 217, 704,199 |1,030,690,400 | 122,617,484 | 77,395,090 | , B47, 621 85, 986 , 745, 580 | 87 | 166,029, 308 
385, 954, 283,154,676 | 43,285,662 | 133,067,625 | 15,605,550 126,722 | 434,812,066 | 2.26 | 348,859,522 





me peed et be ff fe fa 


baw 


202, 947, 7 95,224,416 | 31,084,011 | 143,781,592 | , 936, 552 153,183 | 3895, 096 .44| 294,506,141 
3 | «(123,246,649 25,775,508 | 140,424,046 3, 782, 169,648 | 357, 440 | .33 | 281,952,899 | 
78,501,991 20,000,758 | 180,604,243 28, 476, 187, 963 7,506, 879 .45 | 286,117,697 
57,655,675 | 21,780,230 | 124, 235, 498 28,340, 202 | 198, 686 25, 408 | 06 | 892,771,768 
35, 799, 992 19, 431, 027 125, 576, 566 34, 443, 885 | 27, 408 520, O84 | 2.65 | 442,820,178 
35, 372, 157 21,249,810 | 117,357,840 , 538, | « 232,208 $26, 505, OTT 3.80 | 444,177,586 | 
46, 323, 138 23, 526, 257 104, 750, 688 29, 859, 42 238, 42, 135,210 | 5.91 522, 479, 922 
42, 313, 927 30, 932, 587 107,119, 815 29,088, 41f 236, 2 587, 345 3.26 | 586,283,040 | 
, 120, 646 21, 497, 626 103, 098, 545 29, 456, 216 | 234, 8 558, | .97 | 513,442,711 
4,857,813 | 38,070,889 18, 963, 310 100, 243, 271 , 257, 306 | 282, 137 0), if .29 | 540,384,671 | 
4,209,963 | 37,082,736 14, 959, 935 97, 124,512 27, 963, 752 | 232, 51, 223, 126 | 49 | 602,475,220 | 
, 463, 452 | , 154,148 17, 365, 301 102, 500, 875 27,137,019 | 223,998 | 437,051, 53% .21 | 694,865, 766 
$1,619, 935 | ,425,661 | 15,125, 127 105, 327, 949 35, 121, 482 242, Thi 445, 777, 99 | 
169,090,062 | 38,116,916 | 13,536,985 95, 757,575 56, 777, 174 | 20) 667, 954, 7 51 | 
177, 142, 898 | ,466,461 | 15,686,672 85, 508, 741 59, 059, 280 268 642, 664, 68 
186, 904, 233 3, 570, 494 15, O32, 046 71,077, 207 . 345, 194 285, 724, 639,! 46 
206, 248, 006 | , 911, 388 15, 283, 437 59, 160,131 , O12, 574 503, 6 723, 180, . 05 
189, 547, 866 | , 429,603 | 17,292,601 54, 578, 378 55, 429, 228 323,756 | 667,697, 68 .16 
208, 840, 679 | 2,670, 578 16,021, 080 51, 386, 256 56, 102, 267 345,125 | 577,527, é 
191, 902, 993 34, 324, 153 13, 907, 888 50, 580, 146 63, 404, 864 365,783 | 685, 436, 1: 
220), 190, 603 38,561,026 | 15,141,127 47,741,577 75, 029, 102 406,007 | 692,319, 
214, 938,951 38,522,456 | 16,926,438 44,715,007 | 80,288,509 452,557 | 723,957, 
240, 995, 131 , 435, 271 21,378, 809 41,001, 484 87, 624, 779 489,725 | 745,131, 
261, 687, 2038 , 582,838 | 22,006,206 36, 099, 284 106, 936, 855 587, 044 789, B10, 409 
317, 825, 549 , 720, 0865 26, 113, 896 37,547,135 | 124,415,951 676,160 | 844,916,196 
321, 645,214 , 895,456 | 29,174,139 378,116 | 134,588,053 876,068 | 827, 402,462 
356, 213, 562 49, 641,773 30, 136, 084 27,264,392 | 159,357,558 966,012 | 866, 400, 922 
339, 683, 874 54,567,930 | 31,701,204 ,841,406 | 141,177,285 $69,544 | 654,904,622 
825, 217, 268 51, 804, 579 28, 797, 796 30,978,030 | 141,395, 229 970,524 | 731,969,965 
316,794,417 | 50,830,921 27, 147, 732 35,385,029 |. 139,434,001 | 970,678 | 779,724, 674 
827, 983, 049 48, 950, 268 84,561,546 | 37,791,110 | 141,053,165 976,014 | 764,730,412 
| 
} 
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405,783,527 | 91,992,000 58, 823, 104 37,585,056 | 147,452,369 | 993,714 | 616,049,654 05 |1, 231, 482, 330 
565,175,255 | 220, 841,254 63, 942, 985 39,896,925 | 139,394,929 | 991,519 | 697,148, 489 9. 22 |1, 227,028, 302 | 
447,553,458 | 134,774, 768 55, 953, 078 40, 160, 333 140, 877,316 | 993, 529 849, 941, 184 10. 88 |1,394, 483, 082 | 
477,624,374 | 144,615, 697 60), 506, 978 82,342,979 | 139,328, 622 997,735 | 823,172,165 10.58 |1, 487, 764, 991 | : 
442, 082,813 112, 272, 216 67,803,128 | 29,108,045 @) 38, 488, 550 999, 446 | 908, 320, 948 11. 43 PSR, Tae, a 1.49 
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ox 
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a** Net ordinary receipts” include receipts from customs, internal revenue, direct tax, public lands, and ‘‘ miscellaneous,” but do not include receipts 
from loans. premiums, or Treasury notes, or revenues of Post-Office Department. — . ; ; : 

b* Net ordinary expenses” include expenditures for War, Navy, Indians, pensions, and ‘‘ miscellaneous,” but do not include payments for interest, pre 
miums, or principal of public debt, or expenditures for postal service. : 

c Based on total imports prior to 1866, after that on imports for consumption only. 

ad Based on total exports prior to 1866, after that on domestic exports only. 
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Mr. TELLER. Ihave alsoa statement in relation to the Cuban 
finances taken from the message of President Palma to the Cuban 
Congress, November 1,1902. Lask that that also may be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The statement referred to by 
the Senator will be printed in the RecorpD in the absence of ob- 
jection. 

; The paper referred to is as follows: 


CUBAN FINANCES. 


[Extracts from President T. Estrada Palma's message to the Cuban Con- 
gress, November 1, 1902.] 

I fulfill with true satisfaction the duty imposed upon me under section 5 
of article 68 of the constitution in presenting to Congress the project of the 
general budget of the nation for the fiscal year of 1903. * * * 

In the project which I have the honor to submit to Congress the endeavor 
has been to establish the greatest economy in accord with the manifesta- 
tions which I made in my programme of the 7th of September, 1901, in which 
I expressed the necessity of organizing the Republic as modestly as was pos- 
sible, so as to avoid difficulties and embarrassments for lack of foresight, for 
which reason we should carefully combine the organization of the public 
services, as well as their allowances of funds, adjusting them to the capacit 
of the island in the matter of income, and resting upon actual data an 
never upon flattering hopes. 

As a consequence of that purpose the expenses have been limited to the 
necessities which are a charge upon the State in conformity with the laws 
and provisions regulating the public services and in accordance with one of 
the clauses of the appendix of our constitution in what relates to the land and 
marine sanitary service. 

The general summary of the project is as follows: 

REVENUES. 
Cua, Baise eie sdthins Gbu i ncredc Seb ciu ch asdé sedans svceucedocss $14, 781, 000. 00 
Dae rn Ce i ea eiciediciosn oe edkinSbh oetitinhtwetid dha 1, 200, 000. 00 
Consular fees ......... 250, 000. 00 
Interns Pe Mawedr aren cdacsecab=ccne 500, 000. 09 
Communications (posts and telegraphs) 420,000. 00 
Properties and dues of the State. .............-.-....--2---..--06 119, 800. 00 
FOP it ibnnh sedan cipes weccscahtawesauquadnuapenadane 243, 200. 00 















NS Ailend Gt abalidins gis tetdedecdenenndentdadssansesieus 17,514, 000. 00 
EXPENSES. 
Leen sc tcacindbditiectites pencsk panies cbausteim cette wondiaeies 413, 319. 68 
Executive: eae < 
te inne ike chhciacne Ghiheds tusheodhiw dbbocs 85, 700. 00 
Department of state and justice. ..................- 310, 396. 00 
BOTT GAME Or TON TIEIOING noone cccews ecco cccsnnsecsces access 4, 529, 998. 00 
Sr Oo ks sin ewesee canwndeaeaodanbibade 1, 801,117.88 
Department of public instruction -..................-..--.... 8,721, 790. 84 | 
Department ef Dutlio Worle... ...... ......--s20.-200-.scenwece 2,923,011. 82 
Department of agriculture, industry, and commerce....... i165, 319. 50 
TI Fela de etic ak Silva dhbw ined tctsckadaredatndokieeven 13, 537, 334. 04 
De ie hoe date cinn makes hsb ac cens nen i 949,814.00 | 
ee IE i nei c isishonniballon Dues vatele ~ 14, 899, 967. 72 
eS oe, Sin nuke aditineta wash Jihine nein 2, 614, 032. 28 


Deducting from $14,899,967.72 the amount of the expenses in the accom- 
vnying project the amount of the services newly created—i. e., Congress, the 
Presidency, the consular corps, and the increase of the rural guard—amount- 
ing to $1,457,947.68; also the amount of the contracts entered into by the mili- 
ary government, which the actual Government has to carry out, aggregat- 
ing $1,085,271.88, it would result that the expenses for the services before es- 
tablished would amount only to $12,355,748.66, or $7, 157,855.21 less than the sum 
of the disbursements in the past fiscal year of 1901 to 1%2, without making 
any reduction in the services of sanitation and charities and others of not 
less importance. These sums compared with those of the last three years 
present the following results: 














Year. Income. Expenses. Surplus. | Deficit. 
Eo dee ade. 
1899 to 19004... 2... | $17,885, 905.90 | $15,601, 453.06 $1,604, 452.24 |. 
1900 to 1901 @ _ 2... 17, 154,920.28 | 17,644,9901.81 |_.........-- $490, 065.53 | 
1901 to 1902 5 ......... | 18,791, 478.21 TR SLOT |o0c5 s+ 0062-- | 723, 180. 66 | 


MUD ccinitsnubaken ns | 17,514,000. 00 





14, 899, 967.72 | 2,614, 032.28 |........ eiwans 
i‘ «Data from the report of the Secretary of War of the United States of 
merica. 
>Data from the report of the general treasurer of the island. 
¢ Estimated. 


Mr. TELLER. I have another statement here which I do not | 
desire to put in the Recorp at this time, but I wish to call the | 


attention of the Senate to it. It is a statement made from the 


Willett & Gray publication of New York. A careful examination | 


of this statement shows that in eight months there was received 


by independent purchasers of sugar from the world 128,124 tons, | 
and that the refiners of sugar received 1,084,494 tons. I simply | 


want to show that sugar is practically bought and consumed by 
the refiners. Though bought by the importer, it must ultimately 
go to the refiner, because there is no other way for the importer 
to dispose of the sugar. It is barely possible that some small 
part of that might have been refined sugar and might have been 
sold on the market. 


Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I did not intend to participate | 


further in this discussion, but a thought occurred to me in listen- 
ing to that part of the very able and exhaustive speech of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] where he referred to the dangers 
that would come to this country from the productive power of 
the island of Cuba. 


XXXVIII——13 


We have heard in this debate that Cuba might raise citrus 
fruits and tropical fruits and vegetables to an extent that would 
seriously interfere with our Southern States, especially Florida, 
and with California. We have heard also from the Senator from 
Texas that Cuba might become a factor in the raising of cotton 
to such an extent as to affect materially the Southern planters 
who are engaged in the production of cotton. 

It has been stated repeatedly here by Senators from many States 
that Cuba would raise sufficient sugar to swamp the_cane-sugar 
and beet-sugar interests of the United States. 

We heard also this afternoon that Cuba has the capacity to sup- 
port, and will probably support, a sufficient number of cattle to 
render the raising of cattle by the States and Territories now en- 
gaged in that business an unprofitable occupation. If a)l this be 
true, then Cuba is the most remarkable country on the face of 
the globe. 

Cuba has 44,000 square miles, and twenty-nine States of the 
American Union have from a half to three times as many square 
miles. New York has 47,620 square miles; Pennsylvania has 
more square miles than Cuba, and so have North Carolina, 
Georgia, and Florida. All the Northwestern States have one- 
third to one-half, and two of them twice as many more square 
miles; and Texas, which is to suffer so severely in her cotton and 
in her cattle production by what Cuba may do under the stimulus 
of this tariff, has 262,290 square miles, as against 44,000 square 
miles for Cuba. 

Sir, it seems to me that if all these predictions can be realized, 
then in the 44,000 square miles of Cuba is to be a production of 
cotton, of cattle, of sugar, of cereals, and of citrus fruits which 
will wipe out of existence about 2,000,000 square miles in the United 
States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I made the statement the other 
day that Cuba would produce sugar enough practically to supply 
the world’s consumption. In the official statement of the Govern- 
ment of the United States the amount of sugar raised this year is 
put down, in the different publications, all the way from 1,130,000 
tons to 1,250,000 tons—I do not know which is right—and the 
statement is that that quantity of sugar is raised on from 400,000 


| to 450,000 acres. The statement is also made by the Government 


that there are 5,000,000 acres more of just as good sugar land as 
the land now being cultivated with sugar.* The Government also 
in this statement, from which the Senator from Texas | Mr. 
BaILEy] read and which I have not had time to look up because 
I did not think this question was coming up here again, asserts 
that Cuba can raise 6,000,000 tons of sugar. There are about 
10,000,000 tons raised in the world. So that, Mr. President, I do 
not think the statement as to the amount of sugar is exaggerated, 
because if you take the 5,000,000 acres of additional land in Cuba 
which are adapted to the cultivation of sugar, and estimate the 
sugar that they would produce in proportion to the quantity pro- 
duced on the 450,000 acres now used for sugar cultivation, the total 
amount would almost equal the present world’s product. 

What the Senator from New York said about cattle is undoubt- 
edly true. Since the war Cuba has bought nearly a million cattle. 
She did not buy very many of them from the United States; she 
bought most of them from South America, because tlre cattle from 
that country are especially adapted to the Cuban climate and are 
healthier than the cattle that went from the United States, al- 





though, of course, cattle may be imported from the United Statey 
into Cuba. Before the war Cuba had something over two and a 
half million head of cattle, and, as the Senator said, they hada 
| large number of horsesalso; Idonotrememberhowmany. They 
had raised cattle under very serious embarrassments, because 
Spain did notintend that they should raise cattle, for cattle could 
not very well be exported to Spain, and Spain intended to confine 
the products of Cuba practically to sugar and tobacco. 

| The Senator speaks about citrus fruits. If anybody will go to 
| Cuba he will find what I found down there. I found the orange 


growing wild in the woods. In Florida I also found oranges 
growing wild in the woods, but they are not edible oranges. 
They are not poisonous, but they are not pleasant to the taste, be- 
cause they are bitter. But in Cuba oranges grow wild and are 
sweet. They have not been cultivated in the island for many 

years because of the same difficulty, the treatment of Spain, and 
| probably because of the high duty imposed by this country on the 
| importation of oranges. Cuban oranges are not as good as the 
| California oranges, which have been cultivated for many years; 
| but I was told in Cuba that by grafting the California orange 
upon the wild orange they would be able in five years at least to 
| produce a very great number of oranges. It is not out of reason, 
| Mr. President, to say that the reduction of the tariff will stimu- 
| late orange growing in Cuba, and I believe that they can compete 
with California to-day, with the present tariff, if they choose to 
do so. I have been in California and have there seen oranges 
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raised. I went into an orange grove in California where I found 
gas pipes extending all over the orange orchards, and they were 
orepared to light the gas whenever frost was likely to come. 

hey frequently lose their groves in California because of frost, 
but there never has been any frost known in the island of Cuba, 
so far as I know. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the point I was making is simply | 
this: It was addressed to the alarming speeches as to what will 
occur from the productive power of the island of Cuba. Here is 
a territory which has nearly 4,000 less square miles than the State 
of New York, and yet the assertion is gravely made by Senators 
that this territory, which is so much less in area than New York, | 
can impair, if not ruin, the productive industries in four or five | 
great lines of States, each of which is from one to three times as 
large as the island of Cuba and possesses soil, climate, and every | 
quality. necessary to competition in the line of its production. It 
seems to me to be a reductio ad absurdum. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I observed in the speech of the 
Senator from Colorado {Mr. TeELLER]—and I have looked it up to | 
see if I was correct about it—some remarks he made in regard to 
Chinese labor in which I think he must have overlooked the facts | 
as they are. The Senator from Colorado said: 

As it stands to-day Cuba may import Chinamen or Japanese or any other 
Asiatic servile labor that they see fit in any numbers they may wish. 

Under the military government of the United States our laws | 
excluding the Chinese were put in force—in fact, were enacted 
there under that government, and have been adopted by the pres- 
ent Government of Cuba. In other words, our laws about the | 
Chinese are in force in the island to-day 

Mr. TELLER. I think differently. 

Mr. LODGE. Unless they have been repealed very lately. 

Mr. TELLER. I think not. I want to show the Senator that 
Chinamen are now going into Cuba, if I can turn to the matter 

Mr. LODGE. I made some inquiry in regard to it, and I will 
show the Senator the law ina moment. I have sent for it. 

Mr. TELLER. I knew that was the law, but I find the state- 
ment here that some Chinamen have gone there this year. 

Mr. LODGE. Under our law some Chinamen may come into 
the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe that law is in force in Cuba. 

Mr. LODGE. Our law was adopted there. The only informa- | 
tion I was able to get—and I will say that I might have got it in | 
greater detail, but [have not had the time—was from the Cuban 
minister, who informed me that the law of Cuba to-day is exactly 
the same as our law about the exclusion of the Chinese; that it 
had not been changed in any way, and that no Chinese labor 
could be imported. That is my authority for making the state- 
ment, and I assume that the Cuban minister knew about the ac- 
tion of his own Government. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, 1 can not say as to that, but I 
find that some Chinamen are coming in. There are some China- 
men there now in large numbers—20,000 of them. 

Mr. LODGE. There were Chinamen there before, but the 
Cuban minister told me that no Chinese labor could be imported, 
for the Cuban law on that subject is the same as our law. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that I got this information from | 
a gentleman who came from Cuba during the last month. I may 





be mistaken. 

Mr. LODGE. I have given the Senator my authority. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Depew] naturally thinks the State of New York is the 
greatest State in the Union because it has the greatest population. 
Having been born, brought up, and educated there, I do not wish 
to say anything to disparage that claim, but I think the Senator 
understands the difference between a tropical climate and its 
production and a temperate climate and its production. A good 
deal. at least, of the State of New York is not yet cultivated, and 
probably never will be. The document which I hold in my hand, 

ublished by the Government of the United States, and which, 
suppose, is not intended to misrepresent the possibilities of 
Cuba, declares that Cuba is capable of supporting a population of 
15,000,000. Ido not imagine the Senator from New York will 
claim that the State of New York can support 15,000,000, for she 
can not support now the population she has of 7,000,000 and over 
without the assistance of our Western States in furnishing her 
with food. She buys a good part of the food we raise in the West— 
meat, flour, and all sorts of food products. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, asthe Senator from North Caro- 
lima [Mr. Smoimons] has been spoken of as desiring to ~ om to- 
day, I wish to say that lam informed by that Senator that heis not 
now prepared to speak, and will not be until to-morrow. [If there | 
is no other Senator desiring to speak, I move that the Senate pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
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| the district of Teche, in the State of Louisiana. 


| place of William B. Sampson. 
December 13, 1903. 


DECEMBER 14, 


sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
15 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 


| day, December 15, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 14, 1908 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Fred Butler, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Leadville, Colo., his term having expired April 21, 1902. (Reap- 


| pointment. ) 


Daniel J. Foley, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys 

at Eureka, Cal., vice James F. Thompson, removed. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John A. Thornton, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for 

(Reappointment. ) 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALASKA, 

William B. Sampson to be postmaster at Skagway, Alaska, in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


CONNECTICUT. 

Edmund E. Crowe to be postmaster at South Norwalk, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in placeof Edmund 
E. Crowe. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

George E. Scofield to be po#tmaster at Greenwich, in the county 


| of Fairtield and State of Connecticut, in place of George E. Sco- 
| field. 


Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

Rufus H. Seymour to be postmaster at Ridgefield, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of William C. Bar- 
hite. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1908. 

IDAHO. 

George E. Hovey to be postmaster at Burke, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho, in place of Arthur C. Cogswell, re- 
signed. 

ILLINOIS. 

William E. Cummings to be postmaster at Highwood, in the 
county of Lake and State of Nlinois, in place of William E. Cum- 
mings. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Thomas 8S. Green to be postmaster at Gardner,in the county 
of Grundy and State of Illinois, in place of Thomas 8. Green. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

William Hawley to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county of 
Kane and State of Illinois, in place of Chauncey H. Parmely. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

David Herriott to be postmaster at Morgan Park, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois, in place of David Herriott. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. 

Horace H. Peaslee to be postmaster at Naperville, in the county 
of Du Page and State of Illinois, in placeof Samuel Mather. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Richard R. Puffer to be postmaster at Odell, in the county of 
Livingston and State of Illinois, in place of Richard R. Puffer. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Harry E. Spear to be postmaster at Polo, in the county of Ogle 
and State of [llinois, in place of Harry E. Spear. Incumbent’s 
commission expired December 13, 1903. 

INDIANA, 

John C, Row to be postmaster at Osgood, in the county o! 
Ripley and State of Indiana, in place of John C. Row. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

IOWA. 

Cornelius C, Platter to be pase at Red Oak, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa, in place of Cornelius C, Plat- 
ter. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Charles A. Reynolds to be postmaster at Harlan, in the couniy 
of Shelby and State of Iowa, in place of Charles W. Rhinesmith. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Lovett E. Sherwood to be postmaster at Shellrock, inthe county 
of Butler and State of Iowa, in place of Lovett E. Sherwood. [n- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

KANSAS. 

Joseph S. Stone to be postmaster at Burrton, in the county of 
Harvey and State of Kansas, in place of Joseph 8S. Stone. In 
cumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

KENTUCKY. 

Thomas Boggess, jr., to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Boyd and State of Kentucky, in place of Thomas Boggess, jr. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. 

George W. Hutcheson to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in tho 
county of Anderson and State of Kentucky, im place of George 
W. Hutcheson. Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 
1903. 











1903. 


—_— 


Ethel E. Johnson to be postmaster at Vanceburg, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Kentucky, in place of Ethel E. Johnson. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. ? 

Will P. Scott to be postmaster at Dawsonsprings, in the county 
of Hopkins and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1903, 

MICHIGAN. 

Charles H. Baird to be postmaster at Holly, in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan, in place of Charles H. Baird. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Charles A. Cline to be postmaster at West Branch, in the 
county of Ogemaw and Siate of Michigan, in place of Charles A. 
Cline. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 
Archibald K. Dougherty to be postmaster at Elk Rapids, in 
1e county of Antrim and State of Michigan, in place of Archi- 
ld K. Dougherty. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
» 1903. 

Loren A. Sherman to be postmaster at Port Huron, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan, in place of Loren A. 
Sherman. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Hamilton A. Macklem to be postmaster at Marlette, in the 
county of Sanilac and State of Michigan, in place of George 
Wever. Inucumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Villiam McGillivray to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county 
of losco and State of Michigan, in place of William McGillivray. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Gerrit Van Schelven to be postmaster at Holland, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Michigan, in place of Gerrit Van Schelven. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

MINNESOTA. 

Charles W. Paige to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county of 
Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles W. 
Paige. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Raleigh M. Pope to be postmaster at Mora, in the county of 
Kanabec and State of Minnesota, in place of Newlon H. Danforth, 
resigned. 

Charles F. Searle to be postmaster at Milaca, in the county of 
Millelacs and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles F. Searle. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Irene F. Elliott to be postmaster at Okolona, in the county of 
Chickasaw and State of Mississippi, in place of Irene F. Elliott. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 


tl 
bi 





John R. Matthews to be postmaster at Wesson, in the county | 
of Copiah and State of Mississippi, in place of John R. Matthews. | 


Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 
MISSOURI. 

J. W. 8. Dillon to be postmaster at Grant City, in the county 
of Worth and State of Missouri, in place of Jerry F. Okey, re- 
signed, 

MONTANA, 
Lawrence Hauck to be postmaster at Philipsburg, in the county 
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Orlando W. Sutton to be postmaster at Bath, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York, in place of Orlando W. Sutton. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

ORTO. 

Chandler W. Carroll to be postmaster at St. Clairsville. in the 
county of Belmont and State of Ohio, in place of Chandler W. 
Carroll. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

Andrew J. Heinlein to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the county 
of Belmont and State of Ohio, in place of Andrew J. Heinlein. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

Robert C. Stewart te be postmaster at Toronto, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio, in place of Martin B. Edwards, jr. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Elta H. Jayne to be postmaster at Edmond, in the county of 
Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Elta H. Jayne. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Thomas J. Palmer to. be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Grant and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Thomas J, 
Palmer. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

SOUTH DAKOTA, 

William T. Ellis to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
McCook and State of South Dakota, in place of William T. Ellis. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

O. H. La Craft to be postmaster at Clark, in the county of 
Clark and State of South Dakota, in place of George G. Jennings. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

TENNESSEE, 

William O. Douglas to be postmaster at Jellico, in the county 
of Campbell and State of Tennessee, in place of William O. Doug- 
las. Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1903. 

TEXAS. 

Henry T. Vaughan to be postmaster at Mart, in the county of 

McLennan and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Octo- 





| ber 1, 1903. 


VERMONT. 
Martha W. Arnold to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of 
Windsor and State of Vermont, in place of Martha W. Arnold. 


| Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 


Henry G. Blanchard to be postmaster at Newport. in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont, in place of Henry G. Blanchard. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 19038. 

VIRGINIA. 

S. W. Tardy to be postmaster at Buenavista, in the county of 

Rockbridge and State of Virginia, in place of Joseph W. Waddy, 


removed. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
William H. Glover.to be postmaster at Terra Alta, in the county 


| of Preston and State of West Virginia, in place of William H. 


of Granite and State of Montana, in place of Lawrence Hauck. | 


Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Lewis W. Davis to be postmaster at East Jaffrey,in the county 
of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire, in place of Lewis W. 
Davis. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

NEW YORK. 

Stephen P. Barker to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York, in place of Stephen P. 
Barker. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 


George T. Eveland to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county | 


of Delaware and State of New York, in place of George T. Eve- 
land. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 


Alonzo E. Hadley to be postmaster at Springville, in the county | 


of Erie and State of New York, in place of Alonzo E. Hadley. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 13, 1908. 

Charles C, Johnson to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of Charles C. John- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 


Elbert E. Makepeace to be postmaster at Alexandria Bay, in | 
| of Chaffee and State of Colorado. 


the county of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of Elbert 
. Makepeace. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 

903, 

_ Aloysius McArdle to be postmaster at Victorhill (late West 
Seneca), in the county of Erie and State of New York, in place of 
Ste McArdle. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

3, 1908. 

Lillian I. Pearsall to be postmaster at Sea Cliff, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Lillian I. Pearsall. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Willard F, Sherwood to be postmaster at Hornellsville, in the 
county of Stenben ‘and State of New York, in place of Willard F. 
Sherwood. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 


Glover. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 
WISCONSIN. 

John F. Gillmore to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of 
Pepin and State of Wisconsin, in place of John F. Gillmore. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

William H. Dobson to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county 
of Weston and State of Wyoming, in place of Elmer E. Waite. 
incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations conjirmed by the Senate December 14,'1 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Charles M. Moses, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine. 
POSTMASTERS, 


ORADO. 


ane 
IOS, 


coi 

Henry T. Sutherland to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county 
of Logan and State of Colorado. 

Edward L. Trounstine to he postmaster at Walsenburg, in the 
county of Huerfano and State of Colorado. 

Charles T. Wade to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in the county 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Frederick W. Galer to be postmaster at Nowata, in the Cherokee 

Nation, Indian Territory. 
IOWA. 

Simon D. Breuning to be postmaster at Ackley, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Iowa. 

Charles F. Le Compte to be postmaster at Corydon, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Iowa. 

Edward Madigan to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county 
of Butler and State of Iowa. 

Edward A. Snyder to be postmaster at Cedar Falls, in the 
county of Blackhawk and State of Iowa. 
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Benjamin C. Wise to be postmaster at Cascade, in the county 

of Dubuque and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS, 

Harry C. Achenbach to be postmaster at Clay Center, in the 
vinty of Clay and State of Kansas. 
Jacob B. Boyer to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas. 

Henry W. Conrad to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kansas. 

Robert T. Jellison to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county 
of Republic and State of Kansas. 


cK 


A. L. Utterback to be postmaster at Caney, in the county of | 


Montgomery and State of Kansas. 
MARYLAND. 


of Kent and State of Maryland. 
MICHIGAN. 
Burton F’. Browne to be postmaster at Harbor Beach, in the 
county of Huron and State of Michigan. 
William P. Stiles to be postmaster at Coopersville, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
Justin Berkin to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of 
Stevens and State of Minnesota. 


Frank Dillingham to be postmaster at Granite Falls, in the | of all midshipmen (naval cadets) of commuted rations, to which they are en- 


county of Yellow Medicine and State of Minnesota. 
John Frisch to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county of 
Winona and State of Minnesota. 
Mons Hauge to be postmaster at Benson, in the county of Swift 
and State of Minnesota. 
Eilert Koefod to be postmaster at 
Pope and State of Minnesota. 
Fred E. Wheeler to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county 
of Swift and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
Charles Casper to be postmaster at Belton, in the county of 
Cass and State of Missouri. 
William J. Godt to be postmaster at New Haven, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Missouri. 
VERMONT. 
Harlow C. Ayer to be postmaster at Richford, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Vermont. 
Henry J. Fisher to be postmaster at Morrisville, in the county 
of Lamoille and State of Vermont. 
Charles E. Hall to be postmaster at Swanton, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Vermont. 
Edward J. Tyler to be postmaster at Enosburg Falls, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Vermont. 
WISCONSIN. 
Wiibur H. Bridgman to be postmaster at Stanley, in the county 
of Chippewa and State of Wisconsin. 
Emile C. Duval to be postmaster at West De Pere, in the county 
of Brown and State of Wisconsin. 
August J. Seeman to be postmaster at Boscobel, in the county 
of Grant and State of Wisconsin. 
George W. Burchard to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 


Glenwood, in the county of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonDaAy, December 14, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following resolution 
and ask for its immediate-consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be authorized to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House and recess. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
HOLIDAY RECESS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following concurrent 
resolution and ask for its immediate consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
when the two Houses adjourn on Saturday, December 19, they stand ad- 
journed until 12 o'clock meridian January 4, 1904. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


DECEMBER 14, 


On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COMMUTATION OF RATIONS FOR MIDSHIPMEN, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the provision under the heading “Supplies and Ac. 


counts,” in the act making fy cea for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1903, for 


| **Provisions, Navy,” shall not be so construed by the accounting officers of 
| the Treasury as to deprive midshipmen on sea duty of the benefit of com- 
| muted rations as provided by section 1577 of the Revised Statutes. 

M. W. Thomas to be postmaster at Chestertown, in the county | 


The SPEAKER. Is there 
tion of the resolution? 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 


objection to the present considera- 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 


| object. I should like to hear some statement relative to the matter. 


| 
| 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 

Secretary of the Navy. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I ask that the Clerk read the letter of the 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 9, 1908 


Sir: For many years past annual provision has been made for the paymen 


titled under section 1577 of the Rovised Statutes, the appropriation for this 
purpose being made in naval appropriation acts under the heading “ Supplies 
and Accounts,” subheading “provisions, Navy.” Inthe act of July 1, 192 
(32 Stat., 679), for example, such appropriation was made in the following 
terms: 

“For * * * commuted rations for officers on sea duty (other than com- 
missioned officers of the line, Medical and Pay Corps, and chief boatswains, 
chief gunners, chief sailmakers, chief carpanters) and midshipmen * * * 


| $3,500,000." 


In the corresponding provision in the current naval appropriation act, ap- 
proved March 3, 1903 (32 Stat., 1190), however, a comma follows the words 
“chief carpenters,” and the words ‘“‘and midshipmen” were included within 
the marks of parenthesis; in view of which it has been held by the Comp 
troller of the Treasury that, so far as this act is concerned, midshipmen on 
sea duty can not be paid commutation of rations, having been placed with 
respect thereto on the same footing as the other classes of officers excepted 
from the benefit of the appropriation. 

There is reason to believe that it was not the actual intention of Congress 
thus to deprive midshipmen on sea duty of commuted rations, but that the 
placing of the second mark of parenthesis after the word * midsh!pmen” was 
due to a typographical error. I thavefore respectfully requost that, for the 
purpose of remedying this apparent defect, there be embodied in the urgent 
deficiency bill the fc owing »rovision, viz: 

‘The proyision under the heading ‘Supplies and accounts,’ in the act mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June ‘¥), 
i4,and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1903, for ‘ Provisions, Navy,’ 
shall not be so construed by the accounting officers of the Treasury as to de- 
prive midshipmen on sea duty of the bencfit of commuted rations as pro- 
vided by section 1577 of the Revised Statutes.” 

For your information in connection with the consideration of this sub- 
ject, I herewith inclose copiesof the following papers, viz: Letter of the clerk 
to Naval Committee, House of Representatives, dated March 12, 1908, ad 
dressed to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts; letter of the 
Pay master-General of the Navy, dated March 14, 1908, addressed to the Sec- 
retary ofthe Navy; letter of the Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, dated 
April 20, 1908, addressed to the Secretary of the Navy, with indorsements 
thereon; letter of the Acting Secretary of the Navy, dated October 1, 1903, 
adiressed to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. 

Very respectfully, 
W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 

Hon. JAMES A. HEMENWAY, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
"House of Representatives. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, 
Washington, D. C., March 14, 1908. 

Sir: 1. In the naval appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1904, appropria- 
tion ‘* Provisions, Navy,” the first clause is as follows: 

‘For provisionsand commuted rations for the seamenand marines, which 


| commuted rations may be paid to caterers of messes, in cases of death or de 


sertion, upon orders of the commanding officers, commuted rations for 
officers on sea duty (other than commissioned officers of the line, Medical 
and Pay Corps, and chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief sailmakers, chief 
carpenters, and midshipmen), and commuted rations stopped oa aceount of 
sick in hospital and credited to the naval hospital fund.” 

2. This is identical with the estimate submitted and with the similar clauso 
in the appropriation bill for the current year, except in the placing of the 
last of the two marks of parenthesis, namely: 

‘For provisions and commuted rations for the seamen and marines, which 
commuted rations may be paid to caterers of messes, in cases of death or de 


| sertion, upon orders of the commanding officer; commuted rations for officers 


on sea duty (other than commissioned officers of the line, Medical and Pay 
Corpsand chief boutswains, chief gunners, chief sailmakers, chief carpenters) 
and midshipmen, and commuted rations stopped on account of sick in hospital 


| and credited to the naval hospital fund.” 


| midshipmen on sea duty of the commutation value of the ration. 


| 


3. The effect of the phraseology first quoted above is apparently fe pegeive 
The House 
Naval Committee having shown no intention while the bill was under con- 
sideration and during the hearings to change the law in this respect, there is 
reason to suppose that the change in position of the second parenthetical 
mark is simply a typographical error. : 
4. The change having been made, however, the question of its effect is raised 
for consideration. Accordingly, attention is invited to the following: 
Section 1577, Revised Statutes, provides that— : 
“Midshipmen and naval cadets in the Navy shall be entitled to one ration, 
or to commutation therefor — 
and this has been the unvarying rule since the passage of the act. There 
would seem to be no doubt that under the section quoted midshipmen will be 
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entitled each to a rationin kind during the coming fiscal year, whether ashore 
orat sea, and also that all those not on sea duty will be entitled to commutation 
therefor; but the question remains with regard to the midshipmen on sea 
duty: Under the phraseology of the appropriation bill for 1904 are they de- 
prived of the usual commutation for rations? 

5. The attested official original of the bill on file in the State Department 
has been examined, and the bill as printed (copy inclosed) agrees therewith 
in regard to the appropriation now under discussion. 

6. Reference to the Comptroller of the Treasury issuggested, with request 
for an early decision on the subject herein presented, in order that timely 
publication to the service at large may be made. 

A. 8. KENNY, 


Respectfully, 
Paymaster-General, United States Navy. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, April 20, 1903. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Sir: I have by your reference a letter to you from the Paymaster-General 
of the Navy of date March 14, 1908, with the accompanying papers, relating 
to the appropriation ‘‘ Provisions, Navy,” under the heading of ‘Supplies 
and accounts” contained in the naval appropriation act of March 3, 1903, mak- 
ing appropriations for the fiscal year 194. My decision is requested as to 
whether said appropriation will be available for the payment of commuted 
rations to midshipmen on sea duty. 

The particular provision of said act which gives rise to the question is as 
follows: 

‘For provisionsand commuted rations for theseamenand marines * * * 
commuted rations for officers on sea duty (other than commissioned officers 
of the line, Medical and Pay Corps,and chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief 
sailmakers, chief carpenters,and midshipmen),and commuted rationsstopped 
on account of sick in hospital and credited to naval hospitalfund * * * .” 
(32 Stat., 1190.) 

The act of July 1, 1902, making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes (32 Stat., 679), con- 
tains the following appropriation under the heading of “Supplies and ac- 
counts: ”’ 

‘For provisionsand commuted rations for theseamenand marines * * * 
commuted rations for officers on sea duty (other than commissioned officers 
of the line, Medical and Pay Corps, and chief boatswains, chief gunners, 
chief sailmakers, chief carpenters) and midshipmen, and comauatel rations 


stopped on account of sick in hospital and credited to the naval hospital 


fond ° & + 2 

It will be observed that in said act of July 1, 1902, the words ‘“‘and midship- 
men” are outside of and immediately follow the words included in the pa- 
rentheses, while in the act of March 3, 1903, the words ‘‘and midshipmen” are 
included as part of the words inclosed in the parentheses, and there appears 
acomma between them and the words “chief carpenters,”’ which immediatel 
precede them; and it will be further observed that the act of March 3, 1903, 
is a later act than the act of July 1, 1902. 

Iam of qotsicn that the act of March 3, 1908, is not ambiguous and that 
the words therein employed expressed the will of Congress and must be per- 
mitted to perform their legitimate functions in the ascertainment of that 
will. Congress intended by the words used in the above provision of said 
act to place midshipmen with respect to commuted rations while on sea duty 
on the same footing, so far as said appropriation is concerned, with commis- 
sioned officers of the line, Medical and Pay Corps, and chief boatswains, chief 
gunners, chief sailmakers, and chief carpenters. 

All papers transmitted by you are herewith returned. 

espectfully, 
L. P. MITCHELL, 
Assistant Comptroller. 


[First indorsement.] 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, April 22, 1903. 


Referred to the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts for its information, in 
connection with its letter (No. 746) of the l4th ultimo, and return. 

‘The Bureau will so prepare its estimates for the fiscal year 1904-5 as to give 
midshipmen commutation for the ration which they are at present allowed, 
but which, owing to the provisions of the act of March 3, 1908, they shall not, 
in the fiscal year 1903-4, have received, and will, upon the reassembling of 
Congress, prepare and submit for the consideration of the Department an es- 
timate to be embraced in the urgent deficiency bill, giving them such ration 
for the fiscal year 1903-4, 

Moopy, Secretary. 
8.C. L. 


[Second indorsement.] 


BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, September 2/,, 1903. 


1. Respectfully returned to the Department. 

2. The Bureau's estimate for ‘* Provisions, Navy,” for the fiscal year 1904-5 
has been prepared and submitted, as indicated in the first clause of paragraph 
2 of the first indorsement. With reference to the current fiscal year, no ad- 
ditional appropriation is necessary, all that is required being that Congress 
shall correct, by resolution or a clause in oneof the appropriation bills, either 
“deficiency” or “naval,” the typographical error by which the words “and 
midshipmen” were included in the parenthetical clause of the appropriation 
act for the present year. It is therefore suggested that recommendation be 
made to the proper committees of Congress for a relief act in the manner in- 
dicated, to the effect that “the typographical error by which the words ‘and 
midshipmen’ were included in the parenthetical clause of the appropriation 

Provisions, Navy,’ for the fiscal year 1904, act approved March 3, 1903, shall 
not be construed by the accounting officers of the Treasury so as to deprive 
midshipmen on sea duty of the benefit of commuted rations as provided by 
section 1577, Revised Statutes.” 

H. T. B. HARRIS, 


Paymaster-General, United States Navy. 


NAvy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, October 1, 1903. 


SiR: Receipt is acknowledged of the Bureau's indorsement (2d, 70416) of 
the 24th ultimo, in which it is suggested that the failure of midshipmen to 
receive commutation of rations under the current naval appropriation act 
be remedied, not by a deficiency appropriation, but by legislation to the 
effect that the qocopees, omewe shall net, because of the typographical 
error under the head of ‘Provisions, Navy,” in said act, where xy midship- 
men were included among those not entitled to commutation of rations, so 
construe the act as to deprive midshipmen on sea duty of the benefit of com- 
muted rations as provided by section 1577 of the Revised Statutes. 
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The suggestion of the Bureau is approved, and the Department will at the 
proper time make recommendation to Congress accordingly. 
Very respectfully, 
H. C. TAYLOR, 


Acting Secretary. 
The CHIEF OF THE 
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
HovsE O# REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., March 12, 1908. 

Srr: In the examination of tne naval appropriation act for 1904 I find on 
page 16 of public document No. 160, under the Bureau of Supplies end Ac- 
counts, ‘‘ Provisions, Navy,” line 7 of the item, a parenthesis afi 1e word 
‘‘midshipmen.”’ This parenthesis should be after the word ‘‘ carpenters,” 
line 6. 

If you will examine the estimates you will find the provision submitted by 
the Department as I have herein indicated. 

An error was made in printing, as I have examined the copy for the printer 
and find same as the Department estimates. 

You will observe the effect of the language as now printed in that it would 
deprive the midshipmen of rations—a proposition that was neither considered 
by the committee nor Congress. 

Kindly bring the matter before the proper officials in the near future so 
that the midshipmen may not suffer through an crror. 

Very respectfully, 







Frep. B. WHITNEY. 
Rear-Admiral A. 8. KEnny, 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, what is the proposition? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is this: By a typographical error which 
occurred in the naval appropriation biil the midshipmen are cut 
out of commutation money, amounting to about a hundred dollars 
a year, which was evidently not intended to be done. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does this provide for correcting that? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The allowance is authorized by law, and 
this provision cutting them out of it wasa mistake. The boys 
need their money for Christmas. 

Mr. MADDOX. Icould not hear a word, there was so much 
confusion. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like toask the gentleman 
what the change will beif the so-called error iseliminated? What 
difference is it with it in and with it out? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The money is provided and has been pro- 
vided in the past. It is authorized by statute law. Simply by a 
typographical error they are cut out of it this year, and the rea- 
son for now coming in with this provision is because the urgent 
deficiency bill will not pass before the holidays and these boys 
will be left without their money for Christmas. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HamMILTon], chairman of the 
Committee on Territories, represents to the Chair that it is de- 
sirable that the Delegate from Hawaii be appointed as a member 
of that committee. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the Delegate from Hawaii |Mr. KALANIANOALE] will be ap- 
pointed as a member of the Committee on Territories. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker,I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 6758. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LAWRENCE in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House.on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 6758, being the bill making appropriations for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions, and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. VAN Vooruis] is recognized. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman,I yield thirty minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. ApDAms]. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the House is in 
Committee of the Whole considering the annual appropriations 
for the stipend which our Government gives to those men who 
sacrificed their limbs and their health in the service of their 
country that this Union might be preserved. I do not know 
whether it was this idea that suggested itself the other day to the 
gentleman from Arkansas, whose mind seemed to become very 
much agitated at what he termed as the secession of a State be- 
longing to the country of Colombia, but he felt moved in the 
spirit to criticise the action of the Administration in control of 




























































































198 CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 14, 


our Government, and more particularly that branch in control | That was the potent factor that took away these troops from 


of its foreign affairs, for what he deemed to be a gross violation of 
propriety, both of conduct and international law. 

The gentleman in the beginning of his remarks disavowed that 
he spoke for his party, and said that he spoke but in his individual 
capacity. It is difficult for the gentleman, as the ranking repre- 
sentative of the minority on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
to disassociate himself from his party. He is its mouthpiece on 
such questions, and he can not help very well but speak for them. 
But it is emphasized in the fact that later in his remarks he dis- 
tinctly said that he wished to acquit himself and his party. I 
wish to quote him correctly. 

My purpose now is to acquit myself and my party of the wrongful act by 
which its attainment is sought to be accomplished. 

Mr. Chairman, the acme of patriotism as recognized throughout 
the world, so far as the relation of one’s country toward foreign 
nations, is, *‘ My country, right or wrong;’’ and I submit that an 
individual or a party who undertakes to criticise the foreign ne- 
gotiations or the conduct of his Government in that regard should 
be very sure of standing on solid ground in the criticism, and 
that they are not caviling at the conduct of their country for 
mere political advantage. 

It is a fact greatly to be deplored that the composition of our 
Government seems to be such that domestic politics enters into 
the influence on its foreign policy. A nation whose intercourse 
with her sister states is liable to be changed or reversed in the 
course of four years is greatly hampered in her negotiations. 
There is lacking that promise of perpetuity in her contracts which 
other nations have a right to expect and which may make them 
halt in binding themselves perpetually to a compact which the 


former nation may, through a political revolution, be compelled to | 


rescind. It is one of the few strong points in the imperial form 
of government that a foreign policy can be laid down and pur- 
sued without fear of interruption or change by domestic political 
interference. This is best illustrated in the foreign policy of 


Russia, who, come what hindrance may, pursues her set foreign | 


policy with a steady persistence whose force finally becomes irre- 
sistible, and I commend it to the minority party of our country, 


be it of what political complexion it may in the future, that it is 
the part of wisdom to restrain political criticism and to follow | 


that policy which seems to be the best for our country in its rela- 
tions with the outside world. 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman admitted, and 
his party indorses the position, that the construction of the canal 
across the Isthmus is not only worthy of consummation but must 
be absolutely accomplished. "Why, the very object, the very pur- 
pose that the gentleman and his party indorses is about being ac- 
complished in the most expeditious, the most satisfactory way, 
owing to some change in the affairs, beyond reasonable hope of 
the greatest enthusiast. Not only are they not satisfied with the 
accomplishment of the main object, but, forsooth, they must criti- 
cise the way in which it is accomplished. It strikes me, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is carrying criticism far beyond legitimate 


grounds in the conduct of our Administration, which represents | 


the entire country in its relation to foreign countries. 

I propose, Mr. Chairman, to look into some of the reasons that 
the gentlemen offers as to why this is dishonorable conduct. 
Surely that is strong language, and when he acquitted himself of 
its use he only did so against individuals, and said that he brought 
no charge against individuals of dishonorable conduct in the 
management of these affairs, but he did not withdraw the charge 
that the course of our Administration brought dishonor upon our 
Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore] 
advances two propositions: First, that in order to recognize the 
new Government in its de facto existence, it must absolutely have 
achieved its independence. On this ground the gentleman from 
Arkansas is entirely correct. 

There can be no question but that the Republic of Panama had 
actually achieved its independence; no question as to the size of 
the territory or any question of duration of time comes into this 
question of international law. Panama had actually occupied 
the territory with the consent of its citizens. At Panama the 
Colombian soldiers actually joined with the insurrection in the 
establishment of the new Republic, and at Colon there were 450 
troops, quite a sufficient force to put down any insurrection in 
that city, or even to meet the forces of the United States to main- 
tain the power of the parent Government, to have shown if they 
meant to maintain their sovereignty over this portion of the ter- 
ritory; and what did they do? They got on a ship and calmly 
sailed away. 

I will not refer to the methods so common in South American 
countries, which was a much more potent factor than any alleged 
act on the part of the United States. But we are informed that 
the general took away the snug little sum of $8,000, and his troops 
refused to embark on the ship until he had divided with them. 


| Colon, and not any act or influence on the part of the United 
States Government. 

| Mr. Chairman, the second proposition of the gentleman was 

| that there must be an undoubted ability on the part of the newly 

| formed Republic to maintain independence. The gentleman will 
find no such maxim laid down by the writers of international 

|law. He was obliged, in order to find authority for that state- 
ment, to go back to the insurrection of the Spanish provinces 
against. their mother country of Spain. He cited somebody's 
messages and opinions of the statement of that period in contro] 
of our country. 

Mr. Chairman, the situation at that time was entirely different 
from what it is now. The Republic of the United States was not 
then in a position to take a strong action in regard to that mat- 

| ter. It was a great question, which involved all the South Amer- 
| ican colonies, which had been in rebellion a longtime. Spain still 
| contended that she was endeavoring to put down the rebellion ani 
| reestablish her authority. Her forces did not march away an‘! 
| resign the territory to the peaceful occupation of the new repub- 
lic. The situation was entirely different. 
| The gentleman and his party are not always up-to-date on pub- 
| lic questions which come before this Congress or the nation at 
| large for discussion. I have been very much hampered in my 
| investigation of this subject, as I only returned to the-city las‘ 
| Saturday and, unfortunately, the libraries of the State Depart- 
ment and the Congressional Library were closed, and I could not 
| get access to the authorities; but in my hurried search this morn- 
ing I came across two authorities, one of the most recent English 
| authorities on international law, which says: 
Independence should be so construed that it may be reasonably expected 
| to be permanent; reasons of policy control, however— 

That is from Hall, page 89, fourth edition, the latest authority 
on English international law. I will now quote from one of the 
| most recent authorities, a name that stands preeminent, not onl; 
in military science, but also as a writer on constitutional and in- 
ternational law in our country—Major-General Halleck. . He 
| says (Vol. I, third edition, p. 84): 

A question of policy and prudence only, which each State must determine 
for itself—the manner and recognition of new governments. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there ever was an occasion when the 
question of policy should be brought in it is surely in regard to 
the recognition of Panama. For centuries the idea has been in 
the mind of man to build a canal across the Isthmus to connect 
the great waterways of the Pacific and the Atlantic Ocean. For 
years our country has been desirous of accomplishing that end. 
For years the project has been delayed by various obstacles, both 
physical and international; by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty ani 
other causes which have prevented the consummation of that 
project. In the meantime the Panama company came in and 
obtained the right from Colombia to build the canal and under- 
| took to do so, with the disastrous results that we all know. 

Now, what has been the policy of our Government in regard to 
this question? The gentleman stated in his remarks that our Ad 
ministration was open to criticism, because it was not acting in 
obedience to the law; that this House had passed unanimously « 
bill for the construction of a Nicaraguan canal and had sent it 
| over to the Senate, where it had been changed so as to provide for 
|a route via Panama. That statement, Mr. Chairman, needs son 

modification. It is true that the Committee on Interstate an! 
| Foreign Commerce reported to this House a bill for a canal by 
| the Nicaragua route; but the gentleman entirely omitted the fa: 
| that after the bill was reported, and before the knowledge wa 
| brought to either the distinguished chairman of the committee or 
| the committee itself, the French company, that had all along re- 
| fused to name any price at which they would sell their canal, sud- 
| denly made the offer to sell, at the appraised value of our own Com- 

mission all the rights of that canal for $40,000,000. 

In the debate on that bill I submitted the proposition, which | 
supported by a few remarks, that it struck me it would be a busi- 
ness proposition that under these new conditions we should con- 
sider the offer of the French company. 

An amendment was offered, for which 102 votes were cast, that 
it was the part of business prudence and wisdom to consider the 
offer of the French company. After that amendment was de- 
feated, it is true, the bill passed here unanimously, for everybody 

| was and has been in favor of acanal. The bill as passed by the 
House went to the Senate, with this notice from the House that 





the sentiment of the House was unanimous here as to the advisa- 
bility of constructing a canal. The Senate took up the question 
and sent the bill back to the House amended, owing to the 
amended report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, who at once, 
when the conditions were changed, stated frankly that their re- 
port was made subject to the condition that the French would 
offer no price whatever; that, therefore, they had reported in 
favor of a Nicaraguan canal; but as soon as this offer was made 
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the Commission at once changed its opinion and reported to the 
United States Senate absolutely that physically, economically, 
from an engineering waa and from almost every other 
standpoint—the shortness the hours for passage, the reduced 
number of locks—that on almost every point the considerations 
were in favor of the Panama route. And for these reasons the 
Senate adopted that provision and returned the bill to the House, 
where it was passed. ; 

Why, Mr. Chairman, some portions of the gentleman’s speech 
sounded almost like an argument in favor of a Nicaraguan canal 
instead of the Panama route. But the Congress of the United 
States has determined that the route should be via Panama; and 
the President was given a reasonable time in order to carry that 
out. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman went on further to say that 
the Colombian Congress having repudiated the treaty the Presi- 
dent was at once bound to proceed to construct a canal by the 
Nicaraguan route. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman has stated that the President 
was given “ reasonable time ’’ in which to effect an agreement by 
which the canal should be built acrossthe Panamaroute. I would 


like him to state to the House what the President was to do under | 


the law in case of failure, after a ‘‘ reasonable time,’’ to effect that 
agreement with the Colombian Government. What, according 
to the provision of law, was the President required to do in that 
case? 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I state frankly that it was pro- 





vided that in case of a failure of the negotiations with Panama | 


within a reasonable time the President was to proceed to build a 
canal by the way of Nicaragua. The very choice of the words, 
‘‘a reasonable time ’’—and they were chosen after mature judg- 
ment—was for the purpose of putting the President in such a po- 
sition that if the project of a Panama Canal should fail he should 
then be obliged to build a canal by way of Nicaragua. To that 


| after that these men thanked our officers and men for voluntarily 
| leaving their ships and doing what they did. 
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We can follow the example of 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Satan or a else at any time. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. We could not follow the ex- 
ample of Brazil, for Brazil was following the example of the Re- 
public of the United States in throwing off the monarchial form 
of government and entering into the family of republics of 
America, thereby wiping out the last vestige of royalty wh‘ch ex- 
isted on the Western Hemisphere. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican = 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman admit or deny 
that if we had not assisted them they could have ac vieved this 
so-called independence which he talks about? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I would only say to the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Justanswer the question yesor no. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I will answer the gentleman. 
I will only say that I don’t know whether he was in the Hall at 
the beginning of my remarks 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, I was. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Then if he had been | 
he would have heard that Panama needed no assistance from a 
body. The recognized forces that were to enforce the sovereignty 





of the parent country sailed away. They made no attempt to en- 
force the power of Colombia over the new Republic. The soldiers 
in Panama joined the ranks. The soldiers at Colon sailed away 


and left the territory in undisputed possession of the new Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They sailed away after our officers 
had voluntarily left their ships and taken their repeating guns and 
turned them on these forces which came up, and told them that 
if they did not leave they would be fired on immediately, and 


In addition to that, 


| Colonel Black, of the Navy, at the time the flag was raised, was 
| accorded the honor and high privilege of first raising the flag of 


extent the language used in the law was imperative; the President | 


was to have no option. But it was necessary that the President 
should exercise the greatest judgment and wisdom, so that when 
Colombia had rejected the treaty,and when at once a new oppor- 
tunity arose for carrying out the mandate of Congress, the law 
should be carried out and the Panama route maintained. Con- 
ditions had changed; and I am glad to say the opportunity has 
so far improved that in the judgment of many, including myself, 
the President would have been criminally wrong if he had tried 
to evade the mandate of Congress and not construct this canal by 
the way of the Panama route. 

Why, sir, in the minds of the enthusiasts for this canal the 
only point of dispute, the only question for serious considera- 
tion. was that Colombia professed that under her constitution she 
could not give the right of sovereignty to the strip of land over 
which the canal was to pass. 
the changed conditions by the establishment of this new Republic 
breaking away from Colombia, we had the opportunity longed for 
in our fondest hopes of getting the absolute sovereign control of 
the land through which the canal is to pass. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, through all the negotiations and through 
all the projects in respect to this canal it has come about—nobody 


the new Republic of Panama. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Tennessee, with his usual patriotism, is paying the highest 
compliment to the marines of the United States tl anybody 
could possibly pay. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do not lay it to the marines. 
were ordered to do what they did. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield 
further. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is very fond of making speeches, but he can not make them en- 
tirelyinmytime. As I said, the gentleman is paying the greatest 
compliment to the United States marines that could possibly be 
paid. I believe we had at the outset about 150 marines on shore, 


yar 


Leb 


They 


| put there to protect American property, and I hope as long as 


And here, unexpectedly, owing to | 


this country sustains a navy that its men will be employed in 
that righteous occupation. Yet the gentleman means to say that 


| the 150 marines, with their officers, intimidated 450 Colombian 


knows exactly how, but beyond the utmost expectations—that | 


the conditions are far better and far superior, with the canal 
passing through this new Republic, with the strip of land entirely 
under our control, with sovereignty over and with the right to 
protect and fortify the two ends of the canal, than it would other- 
wise have been, and that we have gained more than we could 
possibly hope for. 

The next criticism of the gentleman was as to the suddenness 
of the birth of the Republic of Panama. 


have experiences in life as we go along in the public service, and | 


it so chanced that I had one in regard to the birth of a republic. 


Why, sir, the suddenness of the birth of the Republic of Brazil is | 
to be counted by hours as against days which were consumed | 


during the birth of the Republic of Panama. The birth of the 


Republic of Brazil happened in this way, and I shall recite to the | 


House the incidents as they occurred. One day at about 1 o’clock 
I saw the Emperor, Dom Pedro, drive in his carriage to the station 
at Petropolis to go down to Rio Janeiro, for there had been some 
reports of disturbances there. When we received the afternoon 
papers that evening the Republic was established, the Government 
installed, the cabinet named, and the Emperor a prisoner in the 
royal palace. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think that we 


want to follow the example of Brazil or any of those South 
American countries that we have been taking care of and pro- 
tecting by virtue of the Monroe doctrine for nearly a century? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Why, we can not follow the ex- 
ample of Brazil—— 


| possibly by his presence putting down the insurrection. 








troops, with five brigadiers and three native major-generals, and 
I don’t know how many more officers, informing them that they 
must leave their country or that they would be forced to do so. 
Why, the absurdity of the proposition is plain to everyone exc« 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to go back, we were viewing the Emperor 
of Brazil driving to the station with the purpose of going and 
As | 
said, when we received the evening papers of that day the Repub- 
lic was actually in existence. That wason the 15th of November. 
I succeeded in getting a dispatch off to that great statesman 


+ 
pt 


| James G. Blaine, reciting the facts that had taken place. 
Mr. Chairman, we all | 


The cable was then closed against foreign communications. 
the 17th I sent a dispatch to Mr. Blaine: 

The imperial family sailed to-day. Government de facto with ministry 
established. Perfect order maintained. Important we acknowledge first. 

On the 19th, as soon as the cable was opened, Mr. Blaine re- 
plied: 

You may maintain diplomatic relations with the Provisional Government 
of Brazil. 

I would like to call the attention of our Democratic friends in 
this connection to the reason why I stated that it was important 
that we recognize first. I felt it proper that the first Republic of 


| our hemisphere should be the first to acknowledge the establish- 


ment of the new Republic. 
Brazil and get the good will of that country. 


I wished to open trade relations with 
We did get the 


| good will of that people, and Mr. Blaine negotiated a reciprocity 


treaty with Brazil with 25 per cent reduction in the tariff in our 
favor, the like of which we will never get again with that country 
or with any other South American state. And I would remind 
gentlemen who in the recent debate have said on that side of the 


On , 
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Chamber that they supported the reciprocity treaty with Cuba 
because it was one step toward their favorite doctrine of free 
trade, the moment the Democratic party came into power Grover 
Cleveland repealed that treaty,and we will never get another one 
so favorable. 

Therefore you can see why it was important to give prompt rec- 
ognition to the new Government. So our Administration was 
justified in recognizing this new Republic of Panama, because 
the great canal for which this country is morally responsible to 
the world must be constructed. Here was an opening and a 
chance to do it, and our great, farseeing Secretary of State, who 
stands to-day the peer of any man engaged in the diplomatic 
service of the world, was too clever and too wise, too farseeing, 
not to take advantage of the occasion which enabled that little 
Republic to be the pathway for the construction of this canal, 
which is to change the commerce of the world, in which we have 
so great an interest. 

The recent recognition of the Republic of Brazil is not the only 
example of the promptitude of our Government in such events. 
The provisional government of the new Republic of France was 
proclaimed on the morning of February 25, 1848, and recognized 
by Mr. Rush, the American minister. on the 28th, three days 
thereafter, and at the close of the Franco-Prussian war on the 
proclamation of the Republic by Gambetta on the 4th of Septem- 
ber, Mr. Washburne, our minister at Paris, was authorized to 
recognize the Republic, and did so on September 6, on the second 
day. i 
sional government that three cables were sent on the same day 
authorizing recognition if the new Government was ‘‘in posses- 
sion and control,’’ thus defining, so far as our country was con- 
cerned, the conditions for the legal and proper recognition of a 
new form of government. 

The gentleman from Arkansas attempted to cast the imputa- 
tion that our Government, in spite of its official denial, was aware 
of the proposed insurrection in Panama, if not having aided and 
abetted in its institution, and in proof of that allegation quoted 
the dispatch of Acting Secretary Loomis, dated November 3, 
which was as follows: 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1903. 
(Sent 3.40 p. m.) 
f Dpriios on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully 
informed. 


Loomis, Acting. 
As it antedated a cable from our consul at Panama, Mr. Ehr- 
man, as follows: 
PANAMA, November 3, 1903. 
(Received 8.15 p. m.) 
Reported will be in the night. Situation is critical. 
EARRMAN. 


The former dispatch was sent on receipt of the news brought 
by a representative of the Associated Press, who came to the 
State Department and announced an outbreak on the Isthmus of 
Panama, and anyone reading the dispatch of Mr. Loomis will 
readily see that it seeks information and does not convey it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the attention of the 
House to our policy toward Colombia when the treaty with that 
country was under consideration. Her whole course of conduct 
in regard to these negotiations has been shameful. 

There is no other word to apply toit. When we began to ne- 
gotiate and protocols were made with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
which we had to do in order to balance them against Colombia, 
seven millions was the price she asked for a rightof way over the 
Isthmus of Panama. She then “ bluffed”’ us up to $10,000,000, 
and, with that liberality which characterizes our country, rather 
than keep the negotiations longer delayed we agreed to give the 
ten millions. The treaty was negotiated by her authorized agent 
and our President, confirmed by the Senate, and was sent to the 
Congress of Colombia for ratification. 

Now comes in a very peculiar piece of history in regard to the 
negotiations for this canal. The Congress began to dicker and 
say that we should pay fifteen or twenty millions, then they began 
to dicker with the French company and say that they would never 
ratify the treaty unless the French company paid to Colombia a 
part of the forty millions the company was to get from us, and 
they went on quarreling among themselves; but that is no new 
feature with the Governments of our South American Republics 
when any money is to be paid. The first thing that is to be set- 
tled is as to which of the political parties is to control; and I am 
credibly informed that the politicians in Colombia were quarrel- 
ing among themselves as to who was to handle this money; and, 
while doing so, they allowed the time to slip by until it was too 
late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I wish the gentleman would 
yield me further time. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I yield the gentleman fifteen minutes 
more time. 


No uprising yet. 


So anxious was our Government to recognize the provi- | 
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Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. Chairman, the pro- 
ceedings in the institution of the Republic of Panama was a com- 
mon thing in that region. If anyone will take the trouble to 
look into the various revolutions in the several states composing 
what was or used to be the Republic of New Granada, he will 
see a part of it became Venezuela, a part of it became Colombia, 
and the other part Costa Rica. But gentlemen who examine the 
history of those countries will see that Panama has been an un- 
willing member for many years. 

The fact is that all of the revenues of the country of Colombia 
are gathered at the ports of Panama and Colon. The interior of 
Colombia, except the high grounds around Bogota, produce very 
little that adds tothe wealth of thecountry. The result has been 
that all the money so raised in Panama was sent up to Bogota, 
and there Congress appropriated the money, not principally for 
the benefit of the Isthmus of Panama, where it was raised. On 
the contrary, there has been one long complaint in Panama that 
she did not receive her just proportion of the revenues which 
were raised in her ports. The supreme moment came when the 
construction of this canal was proposed. Everyone knows that if 
you take that canal away from Panama she is ruined. If you go 
to Nicaragua her revenues cease, her sale of supplies to passengers 
and traffic will be over, and she will sink down to that state from 
which she has a right to free herself if she can. 

Panama watched with great interest the proceedings on the 
ratification of the canal treaty at Bogota, and she sent word dis- 
tinctly and plainly to that Congress what she would do if that 
treaty was not ratified. It was in pursuance of that resolution of 
her people and that firm determination that she would not be 
treated in this way any longer by the central Government at Bo- 
gota, that when the treaty failed she rebelled, as she had a right 
to do, and set up an independent government. It was not so sud- 
den as some of our friends have alleged. It was a long thought- 
out matter, and the best proof of that is that when the time came 
the people were ready, and the best proof that it was justified is 
that all her people, without exception, made the officers who rep- 
resented the parent Government at Bogota join in the revolution, 
and only turned out the representatives of the parent Government 
who held the offices at Panama and Colon. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have gone over most of the ground. I 
have not been able to cite as many authorities as I would like 
for two reasons. Yesterday the libraries were closed, and I only 
returned to the city on Saturday afternoon. In conclusion, I 
wish to say that it is a dangerous thing to criticise any Republi- 
can Administration. Our party represents the spirit and progress 
and the advance of this Republic which, under its guidance, has 
been great throughout the past year. The gentlemen who rep- 
resent the party on the other side of the Chamber seem to take 
great delightin obstruction. As I said in the opening part of my 
remarks, they can not even allow things to go through that they 
want themselves. They must say, ‘‘Oh, but you didn’t do it in 
the right way.”’ 

But, Mr. Chairman, we have done it in the right way, under 
the guidance of a President who will take care of this coun- 
try, who has guided it in the right way; and we have done it 
under the guidance of a Secretary of State who, as the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DinsMORE] said, learned his lesson at the 
feet of Lincoln, and who, with his great ability, has arisen from 
the office of private secretary of the President to be the secretary 
of the nation. [Applause.] Solong as he is at the helm we need 
not meddle and try to find fault. He will guide us, as he has 
done, against all the ablest diplomats in Europe. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] He stands that high that not a power in 
Europe will take a step on any question that involves the whole 
relations of the world without first asking the opinion and advice 
and what will be the action of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party will be maintained in 
power, and it will go on and construct this great waterway, ani 
there will be no act in the Administration of Theodore Roosevelt 
that will cause in the future greater gratitude and greater renown 
to himself and his party than seizing this legitimate opportunity, 
within the strict fimits of international law, to construct this 
great waterway that is going to unite the vast oceans whose trade 
will bear the products of the American people to the doors in the 
East, and will enable us to go on in that period of prosperity which 
has been instituted in recent years by the laws enacted by the 
Republican party. [Applause on the Republican side.}] And, 
unless I am mistaken, Mr. Chairman, judging from the intelli- 
gence and patriotism of the American people, this prosperity of 
our country will be allowed to continue under the able leaders for 
future ages tocome. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and leave to print a speech made by President 
Roosevelt on the proper attitude of our Government in interna 
tional affairs. 

There was no objection, 
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REMARKS OF PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT AT ROCHELLE, ILL., JUNE 3, 1903. 
My FRIENDS AND FELLOW-CITIZENS, MEN, WOMEN, AND CHILDREN OF 


RocHELLE: It isa real pleasure to be here to-day. I must say first, as ever. 
a word of special greeting to the veterans of the great war who have turne 


out to see me, then a word of greeting to the children. As you know, I be- 
lieve in children, and as I like your stock and want to see it kept up, I want 
to say that I am pleased to see that the children seem all right in quality and 
in quantity. To them I have got just this one word to say: I believe in play 
and I believe in work. 4 hard while you play, and when you work don’t 
play at all. [Applause. ] at is fairly good advice for the elders also. 

It is always a fortunate thing when one is able to illustrate doctrine by 
uxample. ow, [am notin the habit of saying what I do not think, on the 
stump or off the stump, so you can take my words at face value when I con- 
rratulate the people in this district in having in public life the kind of pub- 
lic servant who raises immensely by 7 pronase the tone of all public serv- 
ice—Congressman Hirt. [Applause.] Congressman Hirt has served for 
years at the head of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the House. That kind 
of service is indispensable to the nation; but it offers few chances of doing 
anything that will, particularly locally, attract the attention of the district; 
and sometimes I fear that the very fact that a man is of immense usein Con- 
gress to all the United States fails to get him quite the recognition that he 
should get from that portion of the United States which votes for him at elec- 
tions. Therefore I want to thank you and congratulate you, the people of 
this district, for having had a standard of public service in your minds which 
has made you continue Mr. Hittin Congress. You have set a good example 
in the hi P ew type of self-government to the rest of the nation. 

In dealing with our foreign affairs my feeling is that we ought to act just 
about as we like to seea man act in private life. The man who brawls, who 
boasts, who threatens, who bullies, is always a disagreeable and womans 
a worthless member of a community; and if,in addition to boasting an 
threatening, when he is taken up he fails to make good, he becomes wholly 
contemptible. The man we like to see as a fellow-citizen is the man who 
does not brag or bully, who is quiet, but who holds his own, who is not going 
to permit himself to be insulted or wronged, is not going to wrong others, is not 
going to talk about wronging others, butis going tosee that they donot wrong 
him. That is just the attitude that I wish always to see taken by America 
in international affairs. It isa poor thing to talk Seana and insultingly 
of other nations. It does not do any good. Itdoesharm. Itis apeee thing, 
above all, to take a position from which we may have to recede. Let us 
always speak courteously of other powers, never insult them, but when we 
have made up our minds that a given policy is demanded by the interest and 
honor of the United States, say so and then make our words good by deeds. 
[Applause.] Don’t youthink that is middling good common sense? _ [Cries of 
“That is right!""] want an adjunct to our foreign policy also. I want the 
United States Navy built up and kept built up. I think that foreign powers 
are inclined to deal fairly with us and to mean well by us, but I think it 
helps them out if we have a goodnavy. [Applause.] 

The fact that a man behaves himself and is also able to hold his own isa 
good provocative of courtesy among otbers. Don't youthink so? I think so. 
To quote a proverb that always appeals to me, that I have quoted before: 
“Speak softly and carry a big stick; you will go far.” The United States 
Navy is Uncle Sam's big stick; and it behooves each oneof us to see to it that 
there is no let up in the building and the keeping in fine shape of that Navy. 
Iam not speaking for a navy for purposes of war; I am speaking for the 
Navy for the purpose of keeping the peace. The Navy isthesurest guaranty 
against war. It is the best insurance in favor of peace; and, furthermore, if 
we have a Gace, good navy then (what I earnestly hope shall not in 
our day happen) should there be a war we can rest assured that we will come 
out of it handing on to our children undimmed the flag whose luster shed 
such glory upon our fathers in the daysofthecivilwar. [Cheersandapplause. } 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I now yield one hour 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [| Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I wish to invoke 
the attention of this Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union while I discuss a means of relief I have proposed for 
the tobacco growers of the United States, to do which in the last 
Congress, March 22, 1902; I introduced a measure entitled ‘‘A bill 
for the relief of tobacco growers,’’ H. R. 12909, but no action 
was taken thereon. In view of the fact that the evils that I un- 
dertook to remedy by this measure are still in existence, oppress- 
ing our tobacco growers, at the extra session of this Congress I in- 
troduced, November 19, 1903, the first and second sections of my 
former bill, hoping that by undertaking to cure a portion of these 
evils we may succeed during the present session of Congress in 
securing some remedial legislation ‘‘for the relief of tobacco 
growers.”’ 

_The first section of my bill proposes to give ‘‘ any person”’ the 
right of free, or unrestricted, trade in leaf tobacco; that is, trade 
in leaf tobacco without license or tax. As the law now is, as I 
shall show, the grower of tobacco can dispose of his tobacco in 
the leaf of his own growth, and none other, without tax or license; 
but the purchaser of such tobacco must pay a tax as a dealer or 
manufacturer, 

This places the grower of tobacco at the mercy of his customer, 
who usually is a manufacturer, notably the tobacco trust, or his 
representative, or the exporter who is also in the tobacco trust, 
directly or indirectly. 

The man to whom he sells the leaf tobacco, let that man be 
whom he may, whether an exporter or manufacturer of snuff, or 
tobacco, or cigarettes, or any other thing that we make out of to- 
bacco, must pay a tax of 6 cents per pound or more. 

The second section of this bill provides that the tobacco grower 
shall have aright without tax to stem or twist his tobacco. As the 


law now is the tobacco grower has not the right to stem or twist | 


his tobacco, except for his own personal use, without paying 6 cents 
per pound. He can not even stem and twist it and give it away 
to his neighbors or to anybody else unless he pays this tax. He 
can only grow his tobacco and stem or twist it for his own private 
use without being taxed. If he does stem or twist or change the 

natural condition’ of the tobacco, except merely to cure it, he 
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becomes a manufacturer and is at once subjected to all its onerous 
conditions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order that the committee may hear 
literally the measure which I have introduced to cure these evils I 
ask the Clerk to read the bill I introduced November 19, 1903. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4482) for the relief of tobacco growers. 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for any person to buy and sell 
Sehoeee Eagremsmes and in the leaf without license or the payment of any tax 
of any kind. 

Sxc. 2. That it shall be lawful for any grower of tobacco to sell his own 
roduct, or to deliver to another person any tobacco grown by himself to be 
»y such person carried to market and sold for the benefit of the grower, any 

tobacco grown by such planter, in the hand or in the leaf, or stemmed, or 
stemmed and hand twisted, or stemmed and hand pressed, or hand twisted, 
or hand pressed, without license and without the payment of any tax of any 
kind: Provided, That such planter shall furnish to the person by whom he 
sends it to market or offers it for sale a written authorization for that partic- 
ular transaction, specifying the number of pounds. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The purpose of the proviso at the 
end of this bill is simply to protect the producer of tobacco against 
its being stolen and sold. It is a police regulation to protect the 
farmer and, being self-operative, I think will greatly aid him in 
this way. 

Mr. Chairman, there was considerable doubt amongst some 
Members of the last Congress with whom I discussed this bill as 
to what the law is as to this tax. Some who should have known 
better contended that this oppressive law had been repealed, 
which I denied not only in the House, in private conversation, 
but in my canvass for renomination for Congress. In view of 
this and the enormity of the evil in question, I concluded to ad- 
dress a letter on the subject to the Commissioner of Internal Revy- 
enue, Mr. Yerkes, asking him, categorically, certain questions, 
which that distinguished official promptly answered, clearly show- 
ing that my contention of the law was correct. 

Omitting his argument, for the sake of brevity, I will read that 
portion of his letter containing my questions substantially and 
his answers thereto, as follows: 

MR. YERKES’S LETTER. 
WASHINGTON, March 12, 1903. 
Hon. Jonn W. GAINES, 
Member of Congress, House of Representatives. 

Sir: I have received your letters, dated 7th and 9th instant, respectively, 
presenting the following questions: 

1. Youask, Did the Fifty-sixth or Fifty-seventh Congress relieve tobacco 
growers of taxes on tobacco raised by them; and if so, under what statute and 
section thereof? ; 

2. Does the law tax—and if so, how much—tobacco growers when they stem 
or twist their tobacco for their own use or to sell the same? 

8. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobacco for their own personal 
use without paying a tax? . : 

4. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobacco for the purpose of giy- 
ing it away without paying a tax? ee ey 

5. You ask for the departmental or judicial definition of the term “dealer 
in tobacco.” a a 

6. You ask for the definition of the term ‘‘manufacturer of tobacco.” 

7. You ask whether a tobacco grower who stems or twists his tobacco 
grown on his own farm or purchased from a neighbor is a manufacturer, or, 
in other words, whether stemming or twisting tobacco is manufacturing. 

Mr. Yerkes replies to these questions as follows: 

From the foregoing premises, I [Mr. Yerkes] am constrained to answer 
your questions categorically, as follows: 

1. That Congress has never per a tax on natural-leaf tobacco in the 
hands of farmers, but only upon leaf tobacco which they may have sold di- 
rectly to consumers. : 

2. Under the present law a tax of 6 cents per pound is imposed upon all to- 
bacco stemmed or twisted by a farmer not intended for his own personal use, 

3. A farmer may stem and twist tobaccofor hisown use without incurring 
liability to tax on such tobacco. : 

4, Stemming or ae tobacco is regarded as manufacturing, and a 
grower or planter can not lawfully stem or twist his tobacco for sale or for 
the purpose of giving it away without payment of tax. If he should engage 
in that business he would be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco and be 
required to qualify assuch by registering with the collector of the district, 
filing statement and bond, and to pack, label, and stamp his product, as pro- 
vided by regulations No. 8, pages 5 and 6. 

5. ‘Every person whose businessit is to sell or offer for sale manufactured 
tobacco, snuff, or cigars shall be regarded as a dealer in tobacco.” 

6. My answer to question 4 is an answer to question 7. 

7. The term “manufacturer of tobacco”’ is defined in the first and second 

aragraphs of section 69, act of August 28, 1804, amending Revised Statutes, 
BOA. which section 69 provides that— 

** Every person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or snuff for him- 


self, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whether such 
manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crushing, or rubbing of any 
raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise preparing raw or leaf tobacco, or manufac- 
tured or partially manufactured tobaceo or snuff, or the putting up for use 
or consumption of scraps, waste, clippings, stems, or deposits of tobacco re- 


sulting from any process of handling tobacco, or by the working or prepara- 
tion of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, scraps, clippings, or waste, by sifting, 
twisting, screening, orany other process, shall beregarded as a manufacturer 
of tobacco.” 

The second paragraph of that section provides that— 

* Every person shal also be regarded asa manufacturer of tobacco whose 













business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a hogsherd, case, or 
bale, or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other duly regis- 
tered dealers in leaf tobacco or duly registered manufactur f tobacco, 





snuff, or cigars, or to persons who purchase in packages for exp 
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded as manufact i tobacco, 
and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up and prep by such manu- 
facturer in such packages only as the Commissioner of Internal Revenne, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe: Provided, 
That farmers and growers of teheaee who sell leaf tobacco of their own 


and all 





growth and raising shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco; and 
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so much of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and acts 
amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.” 

Commenting on these sections the Commissioner says: 

In the first paragraph every person is regarded as a manufacturer of to- 
bacco who in any manner prepares his leaf tobacco for consumption by 
crushing, twisting, stemming, grinding, or otherwise changing the tobacco 
from its natural condition. 

In the second paragraph every person is regarded as a manufacturer of 
tobacco who sells and delivers his leaf tobacco in its natural condition to con- 
sumers, or to persons other than registered dealers in leaf tobacco, manufac- 
turers of tobacco or cigars, or persons who buy leaf tobacco in packages for 
export; and all leaf tobacco so sold by such person is regarded as a manufac- 
tured tobacco subject to tax; but there is this exception, that farmers and 
growers are not to be regarded as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of 
their own growth and raising. 

By even “‘changing the tobacco from its natural condition ”’ 
(except by “curing” it in the usual way) the producer becomes 
a “‘manufacturer”’ and liable for a tax as a manufacturer. 

Mr. Chairman, the first tax on cigars, chewing and smoking to- 
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bacco was levied in July, 1862, oncigarettes in 1864, andon dealers, | 
- > 


manufacturers, and producers in 1868. You will all remember, 
particularly some of you gentlemen who are a little more gray- 
haired than I, that this internal-revenue tax on tobaccoisa war tax. 


Possibly the distinguished gentleman [Mr. Hr of Connecti- | 


cut] now occupying the chair is perfectly familiar with these en- 
actments. It will be remembered that Congress passed or under- 


took to pass in 1861 or 1862 a tax on both cotton and tobacco for | 


the purpose of providing means for crushing the Confederate | 


States. Outof that spirit of legislation, out of the desire, as it 





DECEMBER 14, 
C pengnamn, by act approved March 2, 1901, reduced materially the receipts of 
the Bureau by a partial repeal of these laws, and by act approved April |” 
1902, the Spanish war taxes were totally repealed. = 

During the past fiscal year, therefore, the objects and rates of internal. 


| revenue taxation have been practically the same as those existing prior {, 


the Ist of July, 1898. By reason, however, of general business conditions, tho 
income of the Government from internal-revenue receipts is much larger 


than pa to the Spanish war. The total receipts for the fiscal year whic} 
ended June 30, 1898, were $170,866,819.36. The receipts for the past fiscal year 


were $60,000,000 greater. The following summarized statements show tho 
operations of the Bureau during the year: 


Receipts from internal revenue, as shown by collectors’ reports, in 1902 and 1 





Fiscal year ended June 30— 





Objects of taxation. 





1902. 


Increase. Decrease 
1903. 


| | | 
ee ie $121, 138, 013. 13 $131, 953, 472. 39-$10, 815, 459. 26 





Distilled spirits 


Manufactured tobacco.| 51,987,925.19, 48,514,810. 24 -............. $8,423,114 95 
Fermented liquors-_-..-. 71, 988, 902.39) 47,547, 856.08).............. 24, 441,046. 3) 
| Oleomargarine.-........ 2,944, 492. 46) EE. cndsansdeneens | 2,207, 700.15 
Filled cheese........... 24.00 6, 445. 26 G6, 421.26) ........ 
Mixed flour -_........-.. | 2,212. 85 SO ee 417.85 
Adulterated butter | 
and process or reno- | 
vated butter ......... | a 500.00 151, 558. 97) 151,068. 97) .......... 
Banks and bankers _... 227.50 899.50 ORE 
Miscellaneous .........- 023,855, 682.78 ¢6,827,908.97).............. 17, 028, 38s 76 
ON ss acesistinteic 271, 867,990. 25, 230, 740,925.22). ............. 141, 127, 065. 08 


were, to crush the Confederacy and the civil war of forty years | 


ago, this tax was first levied on tobacco, and that tax, gentlemen, 
has remained upon the statute books in different forms down to 
the present hour of this year of our Lord 1903. 


We allow any person to shell his corn and sack it and take it to | 


town and sell it, as Ihave done. We allow a man to gin his cot- 
ton and separate the seed from the cotton, take the cotton to town 
and sell it—seed and all. But we do not tax the man who shells 
or sacks his corn. We do not tax the cotton grower who gins and 
sells his cotton. 

Why, in the name of heaven, is the tobacco man, the tobacco 
grower, required to pay the burdensome tax of 6 cents for stem- 
ming and twisting his tobacco to sell or give away, when to-day 
that same tobacco is selling in the leaf at 4 and 5 cents a pound? 

Hence it is that the farmers in Tennessee and Kentucky and 
Virginia, North Carolina, Missouri, and, I daresay, the farmers of 
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, and New York, indeed throughout the 
United States, are crying out against such an unnecessary and 
oppressive law—a war tax in time of peace, if you please. 

It is not simply a tax or a burden, but it has gotten tothe point 
where the farmer must raise something else, if he can, in his to- 
bacco fields, because he can not raise 4-cent tobacco and sell it in 
the leaf or twist it and pay 6 cents tax on it and make a living. 
There is this much about the tobacco soil, and my handsome, 
able, and eloquent friend from Kentucky [Mr. Stan.Ley], who 
does me the honor to listen to me and who knows more about 
the tobacco soil than I, can correct me if Iam in error in this: 
That is, the farmer can not raise anything else profitably on to- 
baccosoilexcepttobacco. Isnotthatso? [Mr. STanLEy assented. | 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SranLey] is doubtless 
versed in tobacco and tobacco soil, and is thoroughly familiar 


with all the pains the tobacco farmer undergoes in taking care of | 


his crop, in killing the worms and doing various other things, 


looking after it daily as he would a sick infant; yet that farmer | 


has to pay a tax of 6 cents a pound if he undertakes to twist that 
tobacco for anybody except himself, when his tobacco is selling 
and was selling the other day in Louisville and in Clarksville, a 
tobacco market in my own district, at 4 and 5 cents a pound. 


Mr. Chairman, here in a time of peace, when we have to take | 


our tax money out of the overflowing Treasury and place it in 
the banks of the country in order that it may be put in circula- 
tion and prevent panics, we have an oppressive civil-war tax—not 
simply a tax levied for revenue—but a war tax vigorously en- 
forced forty years after the law was first enacted and the civil 
war ended! 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his able report, makes a most 
remarkable statement, which I do not undertake for a moment to 
dispute. He says that notwithstanding the fact that we repealed 
in 1902 what is known as the ‘‘ Spanish-war tax,”’ for the purpose 
of reducing the internal taxation, nevertheless, last year, 1903, 
the internal revenue amounted to sixty millions more than it did 





guage: 
The total receipts for the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1898, were $170,- 
866,819.36; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, $230,740,925.22. 
I will read all Secretary Shaw says on the subject, at page 29 
of his last report: 
INTERNAL REVENUE. 


The collections in the Internal Revenue Bureau have been variable during 
the past five years because of of Spanish war revenue taxing 


laws, which for three years tnevensed Ghe setlections by $100,000,000 per year. 





a Advance collections under act of May 9, 1902. 

bIncludes special taxes, legacies, Schedules A and B, excise tax, etc., re. 
pealed July 1, 1902. 

¢ Includes $5,356,774.90 from legacies on which the tax had accrued prior to 
the repeal of the act. 


With ‘‘practically the same objects and rates of internal taxa- 
tion’’ in 1903 that we had in 1898, yet to-day we havein the Treasury 
of the United States, with the Spanish war tax totally repealed, 
sixty millions more coming in from internal taxation than we had 
when we put the Spanish war tax upon our statute books in 18s. 
Now, carrying out the spirit and purpose of Congress to reduce 
taxation in law and fact, why not reduce it more—why not carry 
out that spirit in fact and law until you do reduce the taxation 
down to where it was on a peace basis, and thus confer a substan- 
tial benefit upon the tobacco farmer? 

Did not the Republicans say the Dingley tariff of 1897 would 
supply all the revenue we need? Then repeal the law imposing 
this tax on the tobacco producer until at least your internal 1 
ceipts shall fall to $170,000,000, as in 1898. , 

I will grant you, Mr. Chairman, that ‘‘manufacture”’ means 
something done with the hand—from manus, the hand, and fac: 
to make—TI believe. But is stemming and twisting tobacco a 
process of manufacture under a fair and honest definition? Is 
that not stretching the word mightily? Iwill leave that questi 
very largely to my genial friend from [linois [Mr. Bovure.! 
who is now a distinguished member of the Ways and Means Com 
mittee, and I ask him if it is not very farfetched to say that when 
I go out and shell my corn from the cob that I am manufactur 
ing? Is that not simply shelling corn? But when I turn around, 
stop shelling corn and go to stemming tobacco, then I am manu- 
a tobacco. I am a manufacturer under this abomina)|: 
aw. 

Mr.BOUTELL. I would say tomy genial friend from Tenness 
that I think it is just about as much manufacture as the presen 
oleomargarine law is a revenue law; and while we are on this mat 
ter of reducing taxation, I should like to ask my genial frien‘ 
from Tennessee if we had not better repeal this so-called revenu 
tax on oleomargarine, which discriminates against an honora! 
and upright industry? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; I disagree with my friend : 
that. It is not an honorable and upright industry to engage in 
making and branding ‘‘oleo’’ as butter, or whether thus bran‘ 
or not, tosell ‘‘oleo’’ as butter. Making and branding, or, whe* 
branded or not, the makingand selling of ‘‘oleo’’ as *‘oleo”’ is hon 
orable and upright, so far as I can see. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I should like to ask my genial friend from 
Tennessee—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Let me tell the gentleman why | 
voted for a 10-cent liability or tax on “‘ oleo.’”’ Because this tax 


_ was to be levied and the liability attached only upon the fraudi- 


lent disposition of ‘‘ oleo.”’ If it is sold as ‘‘oleo’’ no tax at 


| taches or liability is incurred. When I sk fi 
in 1898, before we enacted the Spanish-war tax. Here is his lan- | y an ne Seaeeeen & 


butter I mean cow butter, and the grocer knows I do, and 


| he sells me “‘ oleo ’’ he not only misleads his neighbor and friend, 


but he practically lies to him and perpetrates a fraud as well. 
ees 

ence, as I contend, this 10-cent tax or liability is a tax on 
vice, not virtue. It is not a tax on a natural right. It was the 
best we could do to protect the honest farmer in the honest manu- 
facture and sale of cow butter. This fraud could have been pro- 
hibited otherwise, and I would have freely and without any 

















1903. 


reluctance whatever supported that law. As it was I voted fora 
makeshift. If the “‘ oleo” manufacturer or vender perpetrates 
this fraud, he ought to pay the penalty for that sin against his 
neighbor whom he is in duty bound to love as himself. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And yet—— 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
fraud and wrongs in Congress and elsewhere, and I hope my 
friend will give me the credit to believe that I acted conscien- 
tiously in thus acting in behalf of the honest farmer as against 

the fraudulent manufacturer or vender. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And yet my friend from Tennessee—whose 
opinion about the oleomargarine industry is entirely contrary to 
my opinion of it—had_ to go outside and away beyond any prece- 
dent ever established by the Democratic party in the matter of 
Federal taxation in order to enforce a police power within the 
limits of a sovereign State, and I think.the sooner that law, and 
the principle which that law presents, is wiped off our statute 
books the sooner we will return to the grand old principles of 
Andrew Jackson, of Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Andrew Jackson, of everywhere, 
if you will permit me. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Just one moment, as my friend has brought 
me into this discussion. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I yield with pleasure. I am al- 
ways glad to have something good in my speech, and I get it from 
the gentleman, my friend. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Why not also favor the repeal of the present 
high tax on distilled spirits and give some free alcohol in the arts? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But would it aid the arts to tax 


corn? My friend from Illinois has reminded me of a strong point, | 


justas Texpected he would do, in favor of my bill, which is this: 
When I went to the Department the other day to find out about 
how much this bill, if law, would reduce the revenues to the Gov- 
ernment, this argument was used: ‘‘ Why don’t you take the tax 
off of whisky? Why don’t you take it off this, that, and the 
other?” ‘* Well,’ Isaid, ‘‘I will tell you why. That is not ex- 
actly a parallel case. You take corn that is incapable of doing 
any harm to anybody on earth, unless you give a horse too much 
of it or unless you eat too much corn bread—and I ate that until 
I came to Congress and I am very sorry that I do not get a chance 
to eat it now thrée times a day—but the corn is changed from 


corn into whisky—entirely different fromcorn. That is manufac- | 


turing, pure and simple. But when the farmer stems or twists 
his tobacco it is still tobacco, and not manufactured tobacco. It 
is still used for and as tobacco. Here is the difference between 
the two propositions.”’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Congress has gone along and said stem- 
ming and twisting is manufacturing. Congress says other things 
are true thatare not. Congress legislates on Sunday, and we are 
so ashamed of it that, although we have a constitutional right to 


I have always tried to oppcse | 


| by the hand, by machinery, or by art, as cloths, iron utensils, shoes, machin- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





do so, yet we change the Recorp or Journal, or both, and make it | 


the legislative day—Saturday. I think one day last Congress we 
undertook to correct something we had in fact and law done on 
Sunday, and made it appear that it was not done in fact or law 
on Sunday, when we all knew the House had. So we go along 
and doa great many things by legislation. We try sometimes to 
call a lie the truth and the truth a lie in other words, to make a 
long story short. 


| of the tobacco trust by the law. 


Now, gentlemen, I appeal to your candor and your fair-minded- | 
ness and ask you if a farmer is engaged in manufacture when he | 


stems and twists his tobacco with his own hands on a rainy day 
in the barn when neither he nor his hands can work outdoors? He 
either goes into the barn and shells corn and sends somebody to 
mill or he goes in there and stems tobacco and throws the stems 
away or fertilizes his ground with them. Is this manufacturing? 

_Now, let me go back, so far back that they almost use the long 
8's in printing-the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, reported in 5 Cranch, page 284, in a case decided by Chief 
Justice Marshall, of the United States v. Potts and others, in 
1809. The counsel in the case said: 

The real question is whether these raised bottoms can be considered as 
manufactured copper, or as much a raw material as plain copper plates. 

It was undertaken to exacta duty on the copper plate with ‘‘raised 
edges’ as manufactured copper. In this state it was more easily 
used. But Chief Justice Marshall repudiated this contention. 
He said: 

The opinion of this court is that copper plates that stand up at the edge 
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Stemming or twisting does not “‘ produce.” We ‘‘ produce” 
when we make a cigar, snuff, or plug tobacco. There is no 
‘*skill,”’ but there is labor employed in stemming or twisting to- 
bacco; but it is still tobacco—raw tobacco. 

In the case just cited the court said: 

Webster defines manufacture to be “anything made from raw materials 


ery, saddlery, etc.” (145 N. Y., 377.) 

Each of these articles is a new product, not raw material. 
**Shoes’’ are not hides. ‘‘Cloths’’ are not cotton or wool. ‘‘ Sad- 
dlery”’ is made of raw hides and raw iron by skill and labor. 
The court in this case held that ‘‘ mixing teas, roasting, mixing, 
and grinding coffee is not manufacturing.’’ The tea was bought 
in ‘‘ its original state and the coffee in the raw bean.”’ 

The court said: 

No new article is produced, as it is still coffee and tea that is placed upon 
the market. 

The court cited and followed the leading cases: Frazee v. Maffit, 
20 Blatch., Cir. Ct. Rep., 267; Hartranft v. Wiegeman, 121 U.S., 
609; People v. Knickerbocker Ice Company, 99 N. Y., 181. 

In the Hartranft case the court cites and approves the 5 
Cranch case, the Frazee case, and other cases. 

In the Hartranft case the court held as ‘‘unmanufactured’”’ 
shells that had been cleaned by acid and are intended to be sold 
as shells. They are still shells. The court held— 


We are of opinion that the shells in question here were not manufactured, 
and were not manufactures of shells, within the sense of the statute impos- 
ing a duty of 35 per cent upon such manufactures, but were shells unmanu- 
factured. 

They were still shells. They have not been manufactured intoa new and 
= article, having a distinctive name, character, or use from that of a 
shell. 

The application of labor to an article, either by hand or by mechanism, 
does not make the article necessarily a manufactured article, within the 


| meaning of that term as used in the tariff laws. 


Washing and scouring wool does not necessarily make that resulting wool 
a manufacture of wool; cleaning and ginning cotton does not make the re- 
sulting cotton a manufacture. (121 U.S., 614.) 

Pressed or baled hay is not manufactured (20 Blatch., supra); a publisher 
of a newspaper is not a manufacturer. (In re Capital Publishing Co.,3 Mc- 
Arthur, 412; in re Kenyon, 1 Utah, 47.) 

Marble cut into blocks for convenient transportation is not manufactured. 
(121 U. 8., supra.) 

But Congress can pronounce any person a manufacturer, regard- 
less of what that person does, if Congress so chooses, nowadays. 

The supreme court of the State of Massachusetts has declared 
that mining coal is not manufacturing, and that ice harvesting is 
not manufacturing. The coal is still coal, and the ice is still ice. 
(106 Mass., 131; 135 Mass., 162; Hibbinger v. Westford. ) 

It used to be, as I remember when I was a boy at my native 
home, 12 miles from Nashville, that I could go down to my old 
neighbor, whose spirit long since took its everlasting flight, and 
there in his barn I could see long strings of twisted tobacco; all 
this he would sell. Then I have seen him crush it for smoking 
purposes, which he would put in boxes and give away to his 
neighbors as a Christmas gift, and so on. 

Now, the farmerof to-day is not allowed to dothat. Everything 
of that kindisdoneaway with. That business is under the 
The tobacco trust to-day has 
the control of everything that the farmer makes in the nature of 
tobacco save that he consumes himself. Take the year of 1899, 
there were about 4,340,816 pounds of tobacco left in the hands of 
the farmers and their neighbors, according to the census report, 
out of 868,163,275 pounds of tobacco raised that year. Think of 
it. The balance was made into “ cigars, cigarettes, snuff, and to- 
bacco’’ and exported. This is shown by the following letter: 


8 mtrol 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS. 





Washington, December 12, $ 
DEAR 31R: Replying to your verbal inquiry regarding the chare of the 
tobacco crop cf the country not sold for manufacture or exportation, and 
therefore, presumably, consamed by the producers, I have the honor to say 
that the United States census of 1900 reports the total tobacco crop of 1899 at 











868,163,275 poundsin the cured state. Itfurtherreports the amount consumed 

in factories and exported in 1900 at 662,518,341 pounds, but says that the to- 
| bacco loses from 15 per cent to 20 per cent in the sweating process after leav- 
| ing the farm but before its manufacture or exportation. Allowing 4 per 
| cent for the loss from thesweating process between the farm and the fact 


are exempt from duty, although imported under the denomination of raised | 


copper. It appears to have been the policy of the United States to distin- 
guish between raw and manufactu copper. From the facts stated the 


or export dock, the 662,418,341 pounds manufactured or exported would rep 
resent 828,522,298 pounds when sold by the farmers. 

The census report also states that the loss by the stemming of tohacco ex- 
ported has been estimated to amount to as much as 3} per cent of the entire 
crop of the country, which would be 30,385,715 pounds. It also estamates the 

| loss by fire at-one-half of 1 per cent, or 4.340.816 pounds. Toob amount 

| retainedin the handsof producers it would therefore be necessary to subtract 
from the total production: 

Pounds. 

The amount manufactured and exported --.............-.....-.-.. 662,818, 341 


copper in question can not be deemed manufactured copper within the in- 


tention of the legislature. 

obacco stemmed or twisted is still raw material. It is still 
tobacco. It can be used with and without stemming or twisting. 
In either condition it is still raw tobacco. 


The process of manufacture is supposed to produce some article by the 
ae yy of skill and labor to the raw material. 


(145 N. Y., 877, People v. 





The loss by sweating between the farm and the factory or export 

dock 
The loss by stemming. - --- 
The loss by fire 


. @ 165, 704, 585 
6 30,385, 715 
¢ 4,340, 816 


+ Loss of 3} percent. ¢Loss of one-half of 1 per cent. 


Combining these four totals, the amount manufactured and exported, the 
weight lost by sweating, the loss by stemming, and the loss by fire, produces 
a total of 863,249.457, which, subtracted from the total product. 568,163,275 


a Loss of 20 per cent. 
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pounds, would leave a total of 4,913,818 pounds unaccounted for, and presum- 
ably retained by the farmers. It is proper to add that this total is in sub- 
stantial agreement with the census report, which estimates the ** home con- 
sumption by farmers and the gale of tobacco to their neighbors” at about one- 
half of 1 per cent of the total crop, which would be 4,340,816 pounds. 


Very truly, yours, 
O. P. AusTIN, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. J. W. GAINES, Member of Congress, 
1325 G street NW., Washington, D. C. 

Now, my idea is to give the farmer free trade in his tobacco. 
Let him sell it to Smith. and let Smith sell it to Jones, and let 
Jones trade it off for coffee, for cows or horses, or buy himself 
more land, or trade it again throughout the country, and in that 
vay do the best he can with it, instead of forcing the farmer to 
take his tobacco to the cities and be compelled to sell it to the 
tobacco trust and take their trust-set price. Leave them the 
same control over it they had in former days, and maintain that 
industry in the country. In this way you will maintain the to- 
bacco industry and prevent the people from leaving their homes 
in the country and seeking employment in our cities, thus doing 
away with those conditions that cause the population of the cities 
to grow so unduly, leading more and more to the decadence of our 
inunicipal governments. 


You will thus add to the good citizenship of the people in our | 
rural districts, maintaining the local inhabitants, and giving each | 


and every man the right to take his own hands and his own fingers 


leys of Connecticut, or the prairie farms of the West. 


enue that will be taken from the Government by making this 
bill the law. 

Free trade in leaf tobacco will not lessen the manufacture of 
cigars, cigarettes, and snuff, and very little, if any, reduce the 
making of *‘ chewing and smoking tobacco.”’ 

During the calendar year 1902, Mr. Yerkes says, we manufac- 
tured tobacco, etc., as follows: 

Quantity of tobacco and snuff manufactured. 
Pounds. 
185, 736, 781 
12, 065, 617 
131, 130, 733 
18, 682, 341 


247,615, 472 


Quantity of plug and twist tobacco produced 
Quantity of fine-cut chewing ae goenne 
Quantity of smoking tobacco producec 
Quantity of snuff produced 


Total quantity of tobacco and snuff produced 
Cigars and cigarettes manufactured. 
Number of cigars weighing more than 3 pounds per 1,000 pro- 
aS PS ia ienpnelii canine idmiahaasinatia biiminedindennt 6, 231, 714, 558 
Number of cigars weighing not more than 3 pounds per 1,000 
SIIOE «nied nsiner gh nksehintebnaestinteniamaiebees Loncmonenn nis “MSE 
Number of cigarettes weighing not more than 3 pounds per 1,000 
2,961, 229, 132 


pre miuced , 
Number of cigarettes weighing more than 3 pounds per 1,000 pro- oo 168 Sin 
, 131,315 


Leaf tobacco. 
Pounds. 
114, 955, 138 
2, 434, 029 


Unstemmed used in the production of large cigars 

Unstemmed used in the production of small cigars -.......-...-..- 

Unstemmed used in the production of cigarettes... ............-... 

Unstemmed and scrap used in the production of chewing and 
smoking tobacco and snuff 


Total leaf tobacco used 


Average quantity of leaf tobacco used per 1,000 large cigars... -...-. 
Average quantity of leaf tobacco used per 1,000 small cigars 
Average quantity of leaf tobacco used per 1,000 large cigarettes. -. 
Average quantity of leaf tobacco used per 1,000 small cigarettes -- 
The total collections of revenue from each source during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1903, were as follows: 


From manufactured tobacco 

From snuff 

From cigars, taxed at $3 per thousand 

From cigars, taxed at 54 cents per thousand 
From cigarettes, taxed at $1.08 per thousand 
From cigarettes, taxed at 54 cents per thousand 
From cigarettes, taxed at $3 per thousand 


20, 359,171.69 
345, 869. 93 


265, 425.17 


ESE, AILS EIN SE EE A OYE REE 43, 513,616. 85 


Such a law will not stop the exportation of the leaf tobacco, be- 
cause that will go on asit hasalwaysgone on. But what will it do? 


It will give the farmers, it will give the manufacturers, the | 


broker, the dealers, and people who desire to deal on a small or 
a large scale in leaf tobacco, under the first section of this bill, 
the right to buy it, to make it into manufactured products with- 
out paying the tax of 6 cents, and then afterwards to make 
cigars and other productions out of it. That will do what? It 


will lessen the price of cigars in all probability unless the trust | 


keeps up the price. It will not lessen the making of cigars, ciga- 
rettes, snuff, plugs, etc., not in the least. 

Suppose the farmer stems and twists his totacco, it will only 
be on asmall scale; he will do it with hisown hand. He will not 
buy machinery, for he has not the money to thus invest. 
he dare not do so. If he did have the money and invested it in 
machinery, he would come in competition with the tobacco trust 
and their machinery for twisting and stemming, and he would be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| is passed. 





$18, 640, 059. 20 
1, 130, 455. 00 | 


2,743, 504. 89 | 


29, 041.05 | 


| Low lugs at 
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practically driven out of the business in a short while. Still, it 
would bea great blessing for the farmer, in his little way, to have 
the chance to twist and stem his tobacco like any other man; to have 
the same right as he does to manipulate his corn and other farm 
products. It will bring trade into his neighborhood; it will be 
practically legal tender, as it used to be in Virginia, when 12 
pounds of “‘ bright Virginia’’ bought a wife, and some of us now 
couldn’t get her with a thousand pounds [laughter]—belles havo 
gone up so and tobacco down. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. With pleasure. 

Mr. MACON. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if 
the farmer now stems and twists any tobacco at all? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Only for his own personal use. 

Mr. MACON. He does not do it for sale? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He does not stem or twist any for 
sale unless he pays the tax, and I do not believe he does either. 

Mr. MACON. If the gentleman’s bill is enacted into law the 
revenue will not be cut down a single cent, because the farmer 
now pays nothing into the revenue by reason of the tax for stem- 
ming and twisting tobacco. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He does not pay any tax unless he 


] f | stems and twists it for sale. 
and stem and twist his tobacco—trade in the fruits of his own | 
labor—made on the sunny hillsides of the South, the nutmeg val- 


Mr. MACON. Then it will not cut down the internal revenue 
if the gentleman’s bill is enacted into law, because the farmer 


y | now stems and twists none for sale. 
Mr. Chairman, a great deal, I guess, will be said about the rev- | 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman may be right. I 
contend that it will not materially cut down the revenue if this bill 
If it does cut it down it ought to be cut down, because 
the tax is unjust. Weare paralyzing the farmer, robbing him 
of his right to labor that God Almighty has given him, and we 
ought to repeal this unjust tax. I am for the farmer first and the 
superstrata of society next. If you destroy the farmer, you de- 
stroy the manufacturers, cities, and our institutions. My heart 
goes out tothe farmer. All my interest in this measure is to take 
sare of the farmer, his wife and children first. 

Mr. MACON. If the gentleman will allow me, my reason for 
asking the question was simply this: I thought it would be in 
favor of the gentleman’s proposition, that if his measure was 
enacted the revenue would not be cut down. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I appreciatethe suggestion. It is 
a good one. Section 1 would only cut down the revenue in this 


| way, that the farmer’s little amount of twisted and stemmed to- 


bacco would comein contact with tie trust’s stemmed and twisted 
tobacco, and lessen that amount which the tobacco trust, as well 
as the manufacturers, now pay in revenue to the Government. 
In other words, it would create a competitor to the trust, but 
only in a very small way. And what would be the result? The 
tobacco grower would be made more independent, and you would 
protect him from the tobacco trust. To-day his unstemmed com- 


| mon leaf sells, some of it, at 4 and 5 cents, but a year ago it sold 
11,816, 159 | 


for 6 and 7. 

Why, we hear a great shout in and out of Congress, and I hope 
it is absolutely true, that all the people are in a prosperous con- 
dition, that there is more money in the country than ever before. 


| Listening tothe speech of my friend from Iowa the other day, why, 
| my goodness alive! you would have supposed that money was 


growing on the trees, and that prosperity was washing away the 
country. [Laughter.] And yet you find the farmer's leaf tobacco 


| to-day cheaper in the markets than last year, and possibly for 


years. 
Clarksville, Tenn., is a great tobacco exporter. 
Leaf-Chronicle, Clarksville, of December 12, says: 
CLARKSVILLE TOBACCO MARKET. 
[From our regular correspondent, | 
Our receipts this week were two hogsheads, private sales forty-six hogs 
heads—no changes to report. There were some small salés on the loose to 


bacco floors, but the cold weather checks operations in both branches of the 
business. We will have lively times later on. We quote: 


The Daily 


$3.00 to $3.50 

Common lugs at 8.50 to 4.00 

Medium lugs at 00 to 4.50 

Good lugs at to 6.25 

Low leaf at 0to 5.25 

.25 to 5.75 

Oto 6.75 

00 to 8.00 

The Leaf Tobacco Exchange of Louisville, in the press Decem- 

ber 11, 1903, compared the prices of tobacco for 1902 and 1903, as 
shown by the following: 

LEAF TOBACCO. 
[Louisville Courier-Journal, Friday evening, December 11 (1908).] 
The market to-day was without special feature. No good or fancy tobacco 


| was offered, the offerings consisting entirely of medium and common graces, 


Then | 


| tinues strong, but dark tobacco rules low. 


for which fair prices were realized in view of market conditions. Burley con- 

The offerings to-day consisted of 86 hogsheads, 13 burley and 73 dark; 43 
were original inspections and 43 reviews. Rejections yesterday amounted to 
26 hogsheads. 














1903. 


—————————————— 





The first sale Tuesday will be held at the Planters’ warehouse. 

The range in prices for both the 1902 and 1908 wee tobacco is practi- 
cally unchanged this week. Total sales amounted to 1,079 hogsheads. as com- 
ared with 4,145 the qeerespente week a year ago, 2,034 in 1901, and 4,269 in 
{o00. Out of the total for the week 818 hogsheads were sold at auction and 
%1 sold privately. Thesales for the year to date amount to 102,562 hogsheads, 
as compared with 157,819 in 1902, 151,278 in 1901, and 139,908 in 1900. 

Sales of Burley for the week total 468 hogsheads, 151 of new crop and 317 of 
the 192 crop; sales of dark were 611 hogsheads, 63 of new a * and 548 of 1902. 
The average percentage of rejections for the week was17. Burley rejections 
were light, averaging only 14 per cent of the offerings. Receipts for the week 
were 380 hogsheads, and from January 1 to date they amount to 79,159 hogs- 
heads, as compared with 116,465 the corresponding period in 1902 and 117,987 
in 1901. 

- es cold, dry weather has made it impossible to move tobacco to market, 
owing to the fact that it is not in condition for shipping, and for the first 
time in years it looks like December will go by without a heavy movement 
of the season’s crop being recorded for the month. The movement will be- 
come heavy shortly after the first general rain. 

WEEKLY REPORT. 


The following are the revised quotations as prepared by the quotations 
committee of the Leaf 'Tobacco Exchange: 
1902 crop. 


Dark. 














































| The competition would be the greatest against the 


Burley. 

Red. | Colory. |Rehandling.| Export. 
_ ———____—_———- eee ars - Ra = eee 
Trash (green or | $4.00 to $4.50 | $5 00 to $5.50 |............... $3.25 to $3.50 

mixed). | | 

Trash (eound) ....... 450to 5.50) 6.50to 8.50 |..............-. 8.50 to 3.75 
Common lugs....-..- 550to 6.00] 8.50to 9.59 |_.............. | 3.75to 4.25 
Medium lugs ...... _.| 6.00to 6.50] 9.59 to 10.50 |_...........--- | 4.25 to 4.50 
Good lugs......------| 6.50 to 8.50 | 10.50 to 12.50 | $4.00 to $4.50 | 4.50 to 5.00 | 
Commonleaf(short).| 6.50 to 7.50 7.00 to 8.50} 400to 450) 4.75 to 5.25 | 
Common leaf .......- | 8.00to 9.50 | 8.59 to 10.50 | 450 to 5.25) 5.25 to 6.00 | 
Medium leaf......-.- | 9.50 to 11.59 | 10.50to 12.50 | 5.25 to 6.50 6.00 to 7.00 | 
Good teak < «=. dovsnéte | 11.50 to 13.75 | 12.50 to 15.00 6.50 to 7.50) 7.00to 8.50 
Fine and selections. .| 15.00 to 18.75 15.00 to 30.50 at a eal ei bia a 
a Bee vi 1993 crop. 

| surley. Dark. 

} Red. Colory. | Rehandling.| Export. 
Trash (green or f 

weet) 35 jock ccc ti $3.50 to $4.00 | $4.50 to $5.00 |_............-.. | $2.00 to $2.25 

Trash (sound) ....... 4.25 to 4.59 I IN vs incertae extiiettemeniteisll | 22 to 2.75 
Common lugs.......| 450to 5.00/ 6.00to 7.00 |_.............- 2.75 to 8.00 
Medium lugs -....--- | 5.00to 6.00| 7.00to 8.00 |. 222-2. -..| 8.00 to 8.50: | 
Good lugs....-.--.-.-- | 6.00to 6.50 | 8.00to 9.50 | $3.50 to $3.75 | 3.0to B.75 
Common leat (short)| 6.00to 7.00} 6.50to 7.50/ 3.00to 3.59} 3.00to 3.50 
Common leaf ........ 7.00 to 8.00) 7.50to 8.50] 3.50 to 4.00) 350to 4.00 
Medium leaf... ....... 8.00 to 9.50} 8.50t0 10.00 | 400to 5.00) 4.00to 5.00 
Geod: SORE oc cms sennskl 10.00 to 11.50 | 10.00 te 12.50 5.00 to 6.00 5.00 to 6.00 
Fine and selections..| 11.50 to 13.50 | 12.50 to 14.25 | 6.00to 7.50] 6.00to 7.50 


N. b.—Unsound or defective in condition, length, or color, or mixed pac 
ages from 1 cent to3 cents lower. 
Clarksville market. 

M.H. Clark & Bro. write as follows concerning the Clarksville tobacco 
market, under date of December 10, 1903: 

“Our receipts this week were % hogsheads. There were no public offer- 
ings. Private sales 46 hogsheads of the lower grades of leaf at the late ruling 

rices. Sales would be larger but for the cold weather, which makes ware 
Sonn men averse to sampling. 

There has been quite a movement in the loose tobacco market in purchases 
of the fine and fancy crops at from $10 for leaf and $2 for lugs down to $7 for 
leaf and $2 for Ings, and purchases would be larger brt for the unfavorable 
weather for examining crops in the barns. For old crop we quote: 


k- 


Low lugs, $3.50 to $4; common lugs, $4 to $4.50; medium lugs, $4.50 to $5; | 


good lugs, $5.25 to $5.75; low leaf, $4.75 to $5.25; common leaf, $5.50 to $6.25; 
medion sant, $6.50 to $7.59; good leaf, $7.50 to $8.50; fine and selections, none 
ppeareda, 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
the gentleman? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 


Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt 


Certainly, with pleasure. 
Do I understand the gentleman 
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to say that the farmer has not the right to manipulate his tobacco, 


to prepare it for market? 
_ Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
ing”’ it? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. To sort it, to strip it. 

_ Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No, sir; he can not stem or twist 
it without paying a tax of 6 cents per pound unless for personal 
use, 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. We do it in Connecticut with 
our seedling tobacco, our wrapper tobacco. 
without paying a license. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
are acting contrary to law. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. We are a law-abiding people. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I know that; but this just shows 
that the good people of Connecticut, though they rarely make a 
mistake in the matter of sending good men to Congress, may be 
ignorant of some things in regard to the law. Commissioner 
Yerkes, in his letter to me March 12/1903, thus expounds the law 
on that point: 


2. Under the present law a tax of 6 cents per pound is imposed upon all to- 
co stemmed or twisted by a farmer not intended for his own personal use. 


What do you call ‘‘ manipulat- 


Well, I tell you right now they 


Our farmers do that | 


| can buy no raw leaf tobacco, and the planter loses this small « 


3. A farmer may stem and twist tobacco for hisown use without incurring 
liability to tax on such tobacco. 

4. Stemming or twisting tobacco is regarded as manufacturing, and a 
grower or planter can not lawfully stem or twist his tobacco for sale, or for 
the pespes> of giving it away, without payment of tax. If heshould engage 
in that business he would be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco, and be 
required to qualify as such by registering with the collector of the district, 
filing statement and bond, and to pack, label, and stamp his product, as pro- 
vided by regulations No. 8, pages 5 and 6. 

This is the law of April 12, 1902, which the gentleman helped 
to make. ’ 

It will thus be seen that the farmer is required to put the to- 
bacco up in ‘* packages ’’ of a certain shape and size and weight, 
which he can not do because he has not the means of doing so. So 
that he is not allowed to stem or twist his tobacco, but he has not 
the machinery with which to put it into packages. Thus it is 
clearly shown that the tobacco trusts have this law in their favor 
on the statute book, and they are trying to perpetuate it here, with 
Congress, I believe, ignorant of what is being done or what it has 
done. I know that my friend from Connecticut is, as I am,a 
friend of the farmer. He has shown that often. 

When the farmer, although he has a legal right to sell his to- 
bacco without tax while in the leaf only, tries to sell it, the 
would-be purchaser says: ‘‘I can not pay you so much for your 
tobacco because of this tax; you must cut down the price below 
what you asked last year.’’ That is the result. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to go a little further and read some tes- 
timony that I have here, showing how much this measure will 
affect the revenues. That question has been asked me before to- 
day. I have shown already that in 1898, before we had any Span- 
ish war tax, we collected $170,000,000 of internal revenue, and 
now, after we have taken off the Spanish war taxes, we are col 
lecting $60,000,000 more in 1903 than we did in 1898. 

Mr. M. H. Clark, one of the ablest and best writers on the sub- 
ject of tobacco, an experienced tobacconist of Clarksville, Tenn., 
as well as a good citizen, has written several articles on this sub- 
ject, some of which have fallen into my hands. Here is what he 
says about this revenue question: 

If these repeals of laws are made, then a new line of custom 
made for leaf tobacco and a new competition brought into the mar 
ing especially against the Italian tobacco monopoly, which is con 
detrimental to the interests of our tobacco planters and general to! 
purchasing int 
just those Italian types which would find the readiest sale in t 
States. 

It would virtually be a new demand, which might take little or none from 
the revenue the Government receives from the sale of manufactured to- 
hacco, as the southern negroes would be large consumers of the raw leaf 
tobacco, while they are but small consumers of plug tobacco. The action of 
the tobacco trust in working this law throuch Congress was a blunder, and 
a serious one, as it has antagonized against it the planters and others inter- 
ested in this great staple and lost it good profits. 
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Now, I want to say that the negroes and laborers in the South, 
and possibly elsewhere, rarely ever buy cigars. They rarely ever 
buy manufactured tobacco. If they do it is *‘ plug,’’ for chew- 
ing. They prefer what they call ‘‘old long green,” or ‘old 
Lincoln twist.’’ as a distinguished Republican called it the other 
day, when talking about the twisted tobacco which he saw down 
South during the civil war. 

In another article Mr. Clark gces further, and says: 

GIVE JUSTICE TO THE TOBACCO PLANTER. 
[M. H. Clark, Montgomery County, Tenn., 1908.] 














Allagricuitural products raised by the farmer—hay, wheat, corn, cotton, 
hemp, and the rest—under the spirit of American Constitution and laws, in 
their raw state are free of taxation under the internal-revenuo laws,and any 
persen can buy and sell same to consumers without vexatious regulations or 
tax per poundonsame. Evensugar raised by planting can be | by anyone 
to consumers; but when it comes to scliing leaf tobs » to ers a tax 
is levied of the same amount per pound a it was manufactured, and re- 
qtired to be packed in boxes cf specified weights, and ve io culations 
mada intended to, and does, prevent the sale of raw leaf tobacco to consumers 
for chewing or pips tobaccos. 

It was not always so. Raw leaf tobacco, like all other agricultural prod- 
ucts, was permitted to be sold to consumers by anyone until a bill was lob- 
bied through Congress in 1894 by the tobacco trust and manu turers of 
plug and pips tobacco3 which acted as a positive prohibition to the sale of 


raw leaf tobacco to the consumer. 
The bill was cunnirg'y devised by the trust, and argument was 
the manufacturer paid a large revenue to the Governm« { 
protection from the sale of raw leaf. ButasC 
legislate against the agricultural interests, it was cunt 


made that 

| demanded 

knowingly 
? 3 





per- 
, pel 








, it w : 
mitting planters to sell their own raw leaf tobacco personally t msumers, 
but not through agents except by licenses, payment of sar vufac- 
tured tobacco, and vexatious regulations. This vicious legi m succeeded, 
and the trust has the whole field, and the consumer, howey wish it 





: npetition 
against the tobacco trust. 
WANT RAW LEAP FREE FROM TAX, 
The facts are thatin the States south of North Carolina, Kentucky 
nessee, and Missouri there are many poor people—whites and 1 
much desire to buy tho raw leaf p in their cabins 


, Ten- 


who 





leaf and hang tt uy d chew or 
smoke it as they may prefer, instead of buying the heavily sweetened plug, 
for which the trust compels them to pay from 30 to 60 cents per pound or go 
without. The so-called tobacco trust has bought out or crushed out so many 
of their legitimate competitors for business that there is only a comparative 
handful of independent manufacturers left. This is notably so in the snuff 
branch, there being only one independent factory left. This independent 
concern has been so oppressed by illegal methods used to destroy its business 
and crush out its honest competition that it has been compelled to appzal to 
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the protection of the Supreme Court of tho United States and sue for $150,000 
damages, which does not half cover what it has suffered. 

Every tobacco section south of the Potomac, Ohio,and Missouri rivers is in 
a state of unrest and distress under the throttling of this so-called “octopus,” 
with itsmany arms. Growers fear further suffocation of the greatindustry 
of tobacco planting. This crop has been the money crop of these sections. 

Since the American Tobacco Company and Imperial Tobacco Company 
of Great Britain have combined and formed the British-American Tobacco 
Company the planters of South and North Carolina and Virginia have been 
rushing their crops to market to sell them before the full effect of this last 
combination is felt. f 

Of all the numerous strip stemmeries in the West only two have opened 
their doors, one an Irish house, which stems for its own factory at Belfast, and 
the other a member of the Imperial Tobacco Company. Thousands of hands 
are idle, and planters have virtually no competition for their crops in the 
stemming districts. 

PRICES TO GROWERS SHOULD BE HIGHER. 

Wit! 
souri, the stocks of old leaf now reduced to a few thousand hogsheads, a crop 
smaller than the last, observers say that under the old conditions burleys 
would be 8 to 5 cents higher than at present, but with one buyer taking, per- 
haps, 8) per cent of the crop, the independent manufacturers, with the pres- 
ent selling 
feeble competition, and the trust fixes the price at what it thinks the planter 
will still make enough tobacco for it. 

There are no more intelligent men in the United States than the tobacco 
planters. They feel the present evils and fear the darker future, hence their 
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|is practically pauperizing our tobacco growers. 


1 the conditions in the burley districts of Kentucky, Ohio, and Mis- | 


DECEMBER 14: 


country, but immediately asked me how much it would reduce 
the revenues of the Government. 

I have shown, I think, as you can all see, that it will not mat 
rially reducethe revenues of the Government, but if it does tha: 
the relief asked for should be given. It isa tax upon the farmers’ 
hands. He can not use the hand that God Almighty tells him | 
must use to make a living. He becomes a pauper, a vagrant, if 
he does not do so. Under the law of the land he is arrested an(| 
put out on the vagrant force to make the highways of our country 
or clean our streets. So that we have a law that not only ties t} 
hands of the farmer, but, as you must see, it so restricts his 
natural abilities and the usefulness of his tobacco lands that it 
They must 
quit raising tobacco or become bankrupts if this relief is noi 


| granted. 


methods seeking to drive them out of the trade, can give but | 


conventions at Lexington, Mayfield, and in the stemming districts of Ken- | 


tucky and at Clarksville, Tenn. While conventions of farmers and planters | 


@ 


are productive of much good, they rarely achieve practical results, and nat- 
uraliy. The agriculturists have their laborious duties to attend to and can 
not combine effectively against a small body of capitalists, who can turn 
loose on Wall street $150,000,0000f bonds as fast as the pressescan print them, 
making the public furnish their “‘sinews of war,” and appl y methods to crush 
gut fair competition, and to buy the raw material at the lowest and seil the 
product at the highest, and bring in Congress to aid them in these plans. 

Wall street sees the game, says the bonds at present are safe, and buys 
them. What chance has the honest planter to contend? 
at 6 cents, but when a buyer wants to pay 8 cents to sell in the leaf in the 
Southern States to people who prefer the natural leaf, the trust says, ‘‘ no; Con- 
gress passed my 3 
competition dies, for the jlanter can not leave home to peddie his crop out in 
poxes of stipulated weights of 10, 20, 40, and 60 pounds. A cute little trick 
and dodge to work into the law of 1894. 

For every evil there is a remedy. The evils referred to are so great that 
they can not be remedied all at once, but a start can be made. and it is sug- 
gested that the following plan be adopted as a start in the right direction: 


PETITIONS TO CONGRESS SUGGESTED. 


Let there be appointed in each large district—the burley, stemming dis- 
trict, Clarksville, and the rest—a full executive committee, with power toap- 
point subcommittees in each county, who are to appoint a committee in each 
county district to obtain the signature of every planter to petition to Con- 
gress. Let the petitions have an appropriate heading, asking that all laws 
prohibiting the free sale of raw leaf tobacco to consumers by anyone be at 
once repealed, and have these masses of petitions forwarded to the Represent- 
atives and Senators of their districts and States. 

Congress can not fail to heed such petitions crying so loud for just relief, 
as the whole prosperity of the country rests upon agriculture. he sale of 
raw leaf tobacco will reduce but little the consumption of plug tobacco, for 
many will not use it on the plantations, and as they can not get natural leaf 
go without, but will increase the demand for leaf tobaccoand give that much 
competition against the “trust.’’ The negroes have not received from the 
United States Government the once expected “40 acres and a mule,” but it 


Again, is it better, Mr. Chairman, to destroy the tobacco grow- 
ers of this country than to reduce the revenues of this great 
Government? Is it not better to put back upon the statute books 
the stamp on checks, from which we gathered millions of war tax 
into our coffers during the recent war, than to grind and grind and 
destroy and oppress the tobacco interests of the country and bank- 
rupt the tobacco growers of the country? If we can not reduce 


| the revenues, cut down expenditures before you cut down the 


He can sell his crop 


bill, taxing you 6 cents a pound if you do so;” and that little | 


farmers. It is an outrage to permit the tobacco trust to control 
the tobacco growers, rather than to have the Congress control 
them and make and execute laws in the interest of the farmers 
and laborers. 

I say give the God-made man a chance to go on with his tobacco 
raising, as it was intended he should do by the great. God who 
made him, and as the preservation of society and his own fireside 
and family require him to do. Hence it is, not only at the 
instance of the people I represent, but of Members of the House 
to whom I have addressed myself in private, that I have to-day 
thus at great length and in a running way undertaken to bring 
especially to the attention of this great Jawmaking power thie 


| unhappy conditions of the tobacco farmer, hoping that I may 


persuade this Congress to give this relief to the farmer, which he 


| says he must have, and which we know from the facts that I have 


might at least give them the chance to buy what they want—natural leaf to- | 


bacco—to use as they wish. 


There are more voters in the country than in the towns, and if represent- | 


atives at Washington refuse justice to the country people they will return 
home to stay there. 

God save the people! 

The people, Lord, the people! 

Not trusts and combines, 

But men. God save the people! 


The tobacco farmers in Tennessee and Kentucky met at Clarks- 
ville, Tenn., last spring a year ago and passed a resolution in the 
form of a petition, which is as follows: 


To the honorable Senators and Representatives of Congress: 

The tobacco planters of Tennessee and Kentucky feel a great oppression 
from the law passed in 1894 restricting the sale of raw leaf tobacco, and 
respecifully represent that leaf tobacco is the only agricultural product upon 
which a tax is laid upon’its sale to anyone. All of the cereals, hay, hemp, 
cotton, sugar, and other agricultural products are free of sale to anyone by 
anyone without tax, but raw leaf tobacco can not be scold to consumers with- 
out paying a tax of 6 cents per pound (nearly 100 per cent of its value), the 
same as if it was manufactured, with one exception, viz, the planter can in 
person sell to consumers his own crop without said tax, but the real consum- 


| TOBACCO GROWERS— ORGANIZING FOR PROTECTION 


ers and customers for raw leaf tobacco are the negroes and poor white peop!e | 


in the cotton and sugar Siates, too far away from the tobacco-growing States 
to be reached by the tobacco planters. 

This demand is from people who use very little manufactured tobacco and 
prefer the raw leaf, and failing to get that go without, therefore the repeal 
of the tax on raw leaf tobacco would cause but little loss of revenue to the 
Government. The sale of raw tobacco used to be free, as are the cereals and 


| which agents receive and execute instructions from the same head. 


stated he must have, to remain a tobacco grower of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, in order that I may have the opportunity of 
rounding out my speech, I ask unanimous consent to insert some 
papers to which I have alluded and from which I have quoted in 
part, but not entirely read, and I reserve the balance of my time 
and yield it to my colleague, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Simms}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there ob- 
jection? 


There was no objection. 


APPENDIX. 


AGAINST THE TRUST 
ENCROACHMENTS—HOW THE PRESENT CONDITIONS AFFECT THE FARMER 
AND WHAT THEY PROMISE. 


{Springfield (Tenn.) Herald, January 24, 1903.] 


Tobacco growers in many counties are holding meetings and organizi 
for the purpose of forming some cooperative plan whereby they may protect 
themselves against the encroachments of the tobacco trust in destroying com 
petition and fixing the price of both the leaf tobacco as it leaves the producer 
and the manufactured article as it leaves the factory. 

So far these organizations have accomplished nothing. While it is hoped 
that they may accomplish much good, there can be little doubt as to the 
final result. Further than that, they may serve to stimulate a wholesome 
education along certain lines. 

Trusts have come to stay until they are destroyed by national legislati: n, 
and the people might as well make up their minds to that effect. The pu 
chase of the Weissinger tobacco factories, of Louisville, a few days ago by 
the Continental Tobacco Company gives the trust a complete monopoly of 
the whole business, except a few small concerns in different places, and the 
tobacco growers are at its mercy with scarcely the semblance of what may 
be calied a tobacco market at home or on the breaks. 

The farmer has nothing better left than to sell his crop to the loeal agent 
of the trust, or sell it on the breaks to the agent of the same party ban of 

lere 


| may be, and doubtless always will be, some variation between the price 


all other products of the soil, but a law was passed by Congress in 1894, largely | 


through the efforts and influence of the “tobacco trust,” placing, as afore- 
said, the tax of 6 cents per pound on the sale of leaf tobacco. 

Therefore, appealing for justice, the tobacco planters respectfully petition 
Congress to put raw tobacco on the same footing as other vegetable products 
and repeal all laws and partsof laws which prohibit the sale of leaf tobacco to 
consumers by anyone, which will give an entirely new demand for leaf to- 
bacco and lifta burden from the to 

JANUARY, 1968. 


This is a matter which appeals peculiarly to me. I am con- 
stantly appealed to by letters and petitions, every one asking that 
some relief be given. When I presented the bill a few days ago 
to a distinguished member of the Ways and Means Committee, 


the very moment that he scanned the bill he said that it was im- | ¢.5m monopoly and made such that individuals can safely engage in business 


portant, a very important matter, not only to the farmers of the 


co planters, and we will ever pray, etc. 
| sold at fancy 


offered by the local agent and that for which the tobacco will sell on the 
breaks, but the difference will never be greater than the average upon the 
whole of the cost of prizing, shipping, and selling the tobacco. 

This, if it can be called a market, will be practically the only future one. 
Just what the ruling price for leaf tobacco will be will depend somewhat on 
circumstances. A short or bad crop will vary the general average some. 
The trust must have the tobacco and it will hold out some sort of inducement 
both for a full crop and a short one, but the rule by which the price wil! be 
gauged is fixed,and not on competition at that, but it will be the least average 
price for which landowners will permit the tenants to raise the crop, and 
whatever that may be. 

There will, of course, scattered here and there, be a few fancy crops and 
rices. This must, for policy, obtain as incentive to growers 
who usually believe they grow the fancy crop and obtain the fancy price, 
while it amounts to nothing with the trust, because it so little affects the av 
erage price for the whole crop. 

This is not, we admit, a very rosy view of the tobacco-growing_ bus! 


| ness, but we can see no hope for improvement in the market until the life is 


crushed out of the trust system by national legislation and conditions freed 


on their own hook without the fear of being crushed by trust combination. 
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LET THE TOBACCO PLANTER HAVE JUSTICE. 
The following letter explains itself: 
CLARKSVILLE, TENN., January 21, 19038. 
AMERTCAN AGRICULTURIST: 


rprror 

» in a former letter attention was called to the great injustice done to the 
tobacco planter by the law made in 1884, by the passage by Congress of the 
50 ed Wilson bill, which prohibited the sale of raw leaf tobacco to con- 
gut xcept by the payment of the same tax as is laid upon the manufac- 
t | tohacco. 


A every agricultural product except raw leaf tobacco has free sale to any 
very one, by any persons, amendment was made permitting plantersin 
+6 sell tobacco of their own growth to consumers. But as the con- 


= -; who wish to buy and use the raw leaf live in other States, the amend- 
ment was worthless to the planter, as it was intended it should be. 

rho Tobacco Growers’ Association of this district, under the able leader- 
“ f its energetic president, Charles H. Fort, and secretary, C. N. Meri- 


ther, have taken the matter up and are getting up petitions to Congress 

to abolish all laws and parts of laws which prohibit the free sale of leaf to- 
by anyone to anyone. ; 

If these repeals of laws are made, then a new line of customers will be 

e for leaf tobacco and a new competition brought into the market, bear- 

specially against the Italian tobacco monopoly, which is considered so 


detrimental to the interests of our tobacco planters and general tobacco trade. 
The competition would be the greatest against the purchasing interest, as it is 
inet those Italian types which would find the readiest sale in the Southern 
States 

It would virtually be a new demand, which might take little or none from 
the revenue the Government receives from the sale of manufactured to- 
bacco, as the Southern negroes would be large consumers of the raw leaf 
tobacco, while they are but small.consumers of plug tobacco. The action of 
the tobaece trust in working this law through Congress was a blunder, and 


a serions one, as it has antagonized against it the planters and others inter- 
ested in this great - and lost it good profits. 

Its truest and most intelligent policy would have been to let matters stand 

as they were and to follow the lead of those enterprising jobbers and com- 
pete with them for this trade. 
Its immense command of capital, most of which has only cost blank paper 
and printer’s ink, its thorough methodic organization, and trained experts, 
woud have given itadvantages realizing $2 profits where ordinary jobbers 
or shippers yot $l, and won the gratitude of the planter as a competitor 
against the Ifalian monopoly. 

This grea’: trust in its methods has been progressive and aggressive, and 
whenever any branch of tobacco manufacture was seen to be making profits 
it has at once entered into competition with it and occupied most of the field. 

If the great ‘‘ Duke of North Carolina” has gotten the fog of ‘the London 
particular” out of his brain, and the matter be brought before him, he must 
clearly see that the former action of his trust wasa serious blunder, and its 
true interest is now to join heartily with the planters in their efforts to se- 
cure the repeal of the obnoxious law of 1894 referred to, and be able to add a 
new and profitable branch to its present aggregation of business. 

Respectfully, yours, 
M. H. CLARK. 
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MR. YERKES’S LETTER. 


WASHINGTON, March 12, 1908. 
Hon. Joun W. GAINES, 
Member of Congress, House of Representatives. 

Sik: [have received your letters, dated 7th and 9th instant, respectively, 
presenting the following questions: 
|. Youask, Did the Fifty-sixth or Fifty-seventh Congress relieve tobacco 
owers < wae on tobacco raised by them; and if so, under what statute and 
n thereot? 

2. Does the law tax—andif so, how much—tobacco growers when they stem 
or twist their tobaceo for their own use or tosell the same? 

3. Can tobaceo growers stem or twist their tobacco for their own personal 
use without paying a tax? 

_ 4. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobacco for the purpose of giv- 
ing it away without paying a tax? 

p Yi u ask for the departmental or judicial definition of the term “dealer 
in tobaeco.” 

6. You ask for the deffnition of the term “ manufacturer of tobacco.” 

7. You ask whether a tobacco grower who stems or twists his tobacco 
grown on his own farm or purchased from a neighbor is a manufacturer, or, 
in other words, whether stemming or twisting tobacco is manufacturing. 

In conclusion, you ask if there is in existence any law which requires-a 
farmer whoraises tobacco to pay any tax for raising tobacco, or for stem- 
ming his own tobacco, or that which he purchases from another farmer who 
grows the tobacco. 

if there is such law you ask to be referred toit, and to the section thereof, 
and you ask whether a farmer who grows tobacco can take that tobacco 
and sell it without paying any tax. 


gr 


geact 





| tobacco who sells and de 


all cut and granulated tobacco in certain other packages; and this section 
makes no exemption in favor of the farmer or grower of tobacco. 

The definition of a “‘mannfacturer of tobacco” will be found in subsection 
9 of section #244 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section 69, act of 
Angus 28, 1804. 

id section 69 provides that— 

“ Every person whose business itis to manufacture tobacco or snuff for him- 
self, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whether such 
manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crushing, or rubbing of any 
raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise preparing raw or leaf tobacco, or manufac- 
tured or partially manufactured tobacco or snuff, or the putting up for use 
or consumption of seraps, waste, clippings, stems, or deposits of tobacco re- 
sulting from any process of handling tobacco, or by the working or prepara- 
tion of leaf tohacco, tobacco stems, = clippings, or waste, by sifting 





twisting, screening, or any other process, shall be regarded as a manufactw or 
of tobacco.” 

The second paragraph of that section provides that— 

“Ever rson shall also be regarded asa manufacturer of tobacco whose 
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a hogshead, case, or 
bale, or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other than duly regis- 
tered dealers in leaf tobacco or duly registered manufacturers of 
snuff, or cigars, or to persons who purchase in packages for export; 
tobacco so sold by ouch persone shall be regarded as manufactured tobacco, 
and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up and prepared by such manu- 
facturer in such packages only as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
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the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe: Provided, 
That farmers and growers of tobacco who sell leaf tobacco of their own 
growth and raising shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco: and 
so much of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and acts 
amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.” 

In the first paragraph every person is regarded s manufacturer of to- 


bacco who in any manner prepares his leaf tobacco for consumption by 
crushing, twisting, stemming, grinding, or otherwise changing the tobacco 
from its natural condition. 

In the second para en every person is regarded as a manrfacturer of 

ivers leaf tobacco in its natural condition to 
sumers, or to persons other than registered dealers in leaf tobacco, manu- 
facturers of tobacco or cigars,or persons who buy leaf tobaceo in packages 
for export; and all leaf tobacco so sold by such person is regarded as a man- 
ufactured tobaceo subject totax; but theres this exception that farmersand 
growers are not to be regarded as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of 
their own growth and raising. 

You ask for a departmental or judicial definition of the term a ‘' dealer in 
tobacco.” 

In reply, you are advised that— 

“Every person whose business it is to sell or offer for sale manufactured 
tobacco, snuff, or cigars shall be regarded as a dealer in tobacco.” 

The difficulty in the way of a lucid interpretation of the statutes relating 
to the sale of leaf tobacco by farmers has been that such restrictions have 
been coupled with special tax provisions and not contained in any separate 
statutes. 

The tenth subdivision of section 3244, Revised Statutes, imposing special 
tax,exempted a farmer from paying the tax as a dealer in leaf tobacco, but 
he was required to confine his sales to tobacco of his own production and 
that received by him from tenants as rent and who produced the same on 
his land. 

This statute also provided that nothing therein should be construed to ex- 
empt the farmer or planter from the special tax who, by peddling or other- 
wise, solid his leaf tobanee at retail directly to consumers. 

This provision was also reiterated in section 14, act of March 1, 1879. 

The statute imposed upon retail dealers in leaf tobacco a special tax of $500 
per annum and 50 cents for every dollar of sales in excess of $1,000. 

All persons were regarded as retail dealers who sold leaf tobacco directly 
to consumers, or to persons other than those who had paid special tax as leaf 
dealers, or manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, or cigars, or to persons who pur- 
chased leaf tobacco for export. 

This, in effect, was a prohibitory tax against the sale of leaf tobacco at re- 
tail directly to consumers. 

This act was amended by act of March 3, 1883, only so far as it imposed a 
special tax and provided that retail dealersshould pay annually a special tax 
50 and 30 cents for each dollar on amount of their monthly sales in ex- 
OO per annum. 
lt was provided, however, that farmers and producers of tobacco could 
sell, at place of production, tobacco of their own growth or raising at retail 
directly to consumers to an amount not exceeding $100 annually 
This was also, in effect, a prohibitory tax against the sale of leaf tobacco 
to consumers. 

The special tax provision was repealed by section 26, act of October 1, 1890, 
This act, section 27, made it the duty of the farmer to furnish a statement of 
his sales of leaf tobacco, with the name and residence of the person to whom 
sold, and the previous limitations on sales were continued, although the spo- 
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| cial tax had been repealed. 


W ithout avtempting to give you an immediate categorical answer to each | 


question as presented, I have the honor to inform you that at the first session 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress, by act approved April 12, 1902, section 3, the 
following law was passed relating to tobacco: 

* Szc. 3. That upon tobacco and snuff manufactured and sold, or removed 
for consumption or use, there shall be levied and collected, in lieu of the tax 
now imposed by law, the following taxes: 

“On snuff, manufactured of tobacco or any substitute for tobaceo, ground, 
dry, damp, pickled, seented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, when prepared 
for use, a tax of 6 cents per pound. And snuff flour, when sold or removed 


| sons who 


for use or consunrption, shall be taxed as snuff, and shall be put up in pack- | 


ages and stamped in the same manner as snuff, 
“On ail chewing and smoking tobacco, fine cut, cavendish, plug, or twist, 
cut or granulated, of every description; on tobacco twisted by hand or re- 
Guced into a condition to ba consumed, or in any manner other than the or- 
dinary mode of drying and curing, prepared for sale or consumption, even 
it prepared without the use of any machine or instrument. and without be- 
ing pressed or sweetened; and on all fine-cut shorts and refuse scraps, clip- 
Pings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco, a tax of 6 cents per pound.”’ 
_ You will not find in this section meron in favor of the farmer, who 
is hot privileged to twist, stem, or otherwise change his tobacco and prepare 
it for consumption. 
. Us section is only a reenactment of section 3368 of the Revised Statutes 
: - A a ha = July 20, 1868, section 61, and which last act first imposed a stamp 

x 1% 

This provision of law has been in force continuously, without change ex- 
cept as to the rate of tax. since 1868. ‘ 

Section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, and amendato 
manufactured tobacco id 
facturer thereof in certain specified 
removal for sale or consumption, an 
twist tobacco shall be put 


acts, require that all 
and snuff shall be prepared and put up by the manu- 

skages and in no other manner before 
provides that all cavendish, plug, and 
up in certain packages, and smoking tobacco and 
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The act of August 28, 1804, repealed the former act requiring farmers to 
make a sworn statement of their sales, and since that time farmersand grow- 
ers of tobacco have been privileged to sell leaf tobacco of their own growth 
and raising, and that received from tenants as rent for their land, without 
restriction as to the quantity sold, place of sale, or the business of the per- 
urchase the tobacco. 

From the foregoing premises I am constrained to answer your questions 
categorically, as follows: 

1. That Congress has never imposed a tax on natural-leaf 
hands of farmers, but only upon leaf tobacco which they 
rectly to consumers. 

2. Under the present law a tax of 6 cents per pound is imposed upon all to- 
baeco stemmed or twisted by a farmer not intended for his own personal 

3. A farmer may stem and twist tobacco for his own use without incurring 
liability to tax on such tobacco. 








use 





4, Stemming or twisting tobacco is regarded as manufacturing, and a 
grower or planter can not lawfnily stem or twist his tobacco for sale, for 
the purpose of giving it away, without payment of tax. If he should engage 
in that yusiness he would be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco, and be 


| required to qualify as such by registering with the collecior of the district, 


| 
} 
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filing statement and bond, and to pack, label, and stamp his product, as pro- 
vided by regulations No. 8, page 5 and 6. 

5. Thave already given you the legislative definition of term “dealer in 
tobacco.” 

6. My answer to question 4 is an answer to question 7. 

7. The term “manufacturer of tobacco” is defined in the first and second 
paragraphs of section 69, quoted on page 3 of my letter. 

Respectfully, 


J. W. YERKES, Commissioner. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [| Mr. Sims] 
is recognized for six minutes. 
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Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, in this morning’s Washington Post 
appears the following editorial: 


GOVERNMENT ESTIMATES ON COTTON. 


No end of dissatisfaction is being expressed in cotton-growing and cotton- 
raising circles over the estimate made by the Department of Agriculture of 
the season's cotton production. The speculators on Wail street secureda tip 
on the figures, or at least acted upon an alleged tip, which was emphatically 
confirmed by the figures given out by the Government, and succeeded in 
creating something like a panic on the cotton exchange. 

There is no way of telling how much of the present and recent excitement 
in the speculative cotton market is due to the Government's part in furnish- 
ing estimates of the year’s cotton supply, but the fact remains that a most 
disturbed condition of affairs exists, and many of those most deeply con- 
cerned in the business blame the Government for having had a part in it. 
Protests are being made by the cotton manufacturers against the further 
furnishing of estimates by the Government. 

The purpose of the a Department in furnishing these estimates 
is to give the cotton-mill managersa hint of the season's output, and thus 
enable them to better gauge their purchases. The immense importance of 
the cotton crop and the interest felt in it by home and foreign manufac- 
turers are considered sufficient excuse for the Government’s part in securing 
estimates of the crop and —- them public. The cotton manufacturers, 
however, have become convince 
more harm than good. The information, which would be of immense ad- 
vantage to the mill owners and exporters, is seized by the speculators and 
used by them in manipulating the cotton market, upsetting values, and, as 
has been the case this fall, causing the closing of cotton mills until normal 
conditions are restored. 

These mill men argue, and with apparent force, that it is the duty of the 
Government to furnish facts, but that it is not the duty of the Department 
of ———— to go to the expense of furnishing “estimates” for the bene- 
fit of the speculators. It is argued that if the eee desire to secure 
this advance information, they should be compelled to go to the expense of 
collecting it, and, further, that when the Government indulgesin guesswork 
it causes confusion and trouble, doing much more harm than good. 

It would seem that the mill men have offered pretty sound arguments in 
support of their contention. The Government estimates are made before the 
cotton is picked and before it could be of use either to the cotton grower or to 
the cotton manufacturer. The only result, apparently, is tosupply the cotton 
brokers with information upon which they are able to juggle with the mar- 
ket futures, forcing prices for the entire crop up or down beforea bale of it 
is picked. When the last Government bulletin of estimates was announced 
the speculators ran the price up several cents. 

The cotton growers were naturally jubilant, but they have not been able 
as yet to realize anything upon their joy. The mill operators have called for 
a conference, looking to the curtailment of production until the demand for 
manufactured products warrants an increase of price and warrants them 
in paying an advanced price for raw materials. So that nothing has been 
gained by the growers or the mill owners from the publication of the Govern- 
ment’s estimates. The only beneficiaries of this gratuitous work of Gov- 
ernment, up to date, appear to have been the speculators. 

This editorial is an attack upon the correctness of the report 
made by the Department of Agricuiture on the present year’s 
cotton crop. Itattacksit almost viciously, and if the high source 
and high standing of this paper did not preclude the idea one 
would think that it was inspired, from the fact that it does not 
state the facts, but misstates almost every fact attempted to be 
stated. 

The Washington Post is quoted by more newspapers than per- 

aps any other newspaper in the United States, and the character 
and standing of this paper are such as to warrant belief in any 
statement it makes without investigation. So much the greater 
the harm done by misstatements of fact from such a source. 

This is my excuse, Mr. Chairman, for giving this matter atten- 
tion in this manner and at this time. 

This editorial says, among other things: 

The purpose of the Agricultural Department in furnishing these estimates 
is to give the cotton-mill managers a hintof the season’s output, and thus en- 
able them to better gauge their purchases. The immense importance of the 
cotton cr pone the interest felt in it by homeand foreign manufacturers are 
considered sufficient excuse for the Government's part in securing estimates 
of the crop and making them public. The cotton manufacturers, however, 
have become convinced that the publication of these estimates does more 
harm than good. The information, which would be of immense advantage 
to the mill owners and exporters, is seized by the speculators and used by 
them in manipulating the cotton market, upsetting values, and, as has been 
the case this fall, causing the closing of cotton mills until normal conditions 
are restored. 

The editorial charges that the Agricultural Department is doing 
this work, so far as the cotton crop is concerned, for the benefit 
of manufacturers and exporters, leaving the grower out of sight 
entirely. It criticises the accuracy of these reports as to cotton, 
but does not say one word about wheat, corn, and oats crops, that 
are treated in exactly the same way. It further says: 

It would seem that the mill men have offered pretty sound arguments in 
support of their contention. The Government estimates are made before the 
cotton is picked, and before it could be of use cither to the cotton grower or 
to the cotton manufacturer. 

That statement is absolutely inaccurate, The report was made 
on the 3d day of December this year, and information was re- 
ceived from all sources up to the 26th of November. And now 
to say that this report is made up before a bale of cotton is picked 
is an absolute inaccuracy, and is not true in substance or in de- 
tail. Then further the editorial says: 

The only result. apparently, is to supply the cotton brokers with informa- 
tion upon which they are able to juggle with the futures, forcing prices for 
the entire crop up or down before a bale of it is picked. 

Before a bale is picked! The report here referred to is the re- 
port made by the Agricultural Department on December 3, Peo- 


that the publication of these estimates do | 
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ple who live in the cotton-growing country know this statement 
is absolutely untrue, but there is an attempt being made to many. 
facture a sentiment in Congress to deprive the Agricultural De. 
partment of this function. The farmers and producers are jp. 
terested in knowing the facts about the crop, as much s0 as the 
purchaser of the product of their toil, and they have a right to 
demand this information from an absolutely reliable and unbiased 
source, 

The cotton farmers can not send agents out all over the count 
at great expense to bring them these facts, but the Government js 
doing it for the benefit of no particular class, but for the benefit 
of everybody in general who is concerned in this industry—the 
exporters, the manufacturers, the growers, the dealers, consumers, 
everybody. 

This article further says: 

When the last Government bulletin of estimates was announced the specu- 
lators ran the price up several cents. The cotton growers were naturally 
jubilant. but they have not been able as yet to realize anything upon their 
joy. The mill owners have called for a conference looking to the curtai)- 
ment of production until the demand for manufactured products warrants 
an increase of price and warrants them in paying an advanced price for raw 
materials. The only beneficiaries of this gratuitous work of Government up 
to date appears to have been the speculators. 

This statement is on a par with the others referred to. Cotton 
did not advance several cents, not even 1 cent. It went up about 
75 points, which means three-quarters of a cent. There is nota 
spot-cotton market in the United States that has not been three- 
quarters of a cent higher since that report was published than it 
was before, and that increase is here with us and is going to re- 
main. The Agricultural Department has made an effort to be 
absolutely fair and absolutely correct and truthful, and condi- 
tions warrant the conclusion at which they have arrived, not- 
withstanding such misleading statements as the editorial re- 
ferred to. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not by me the detailed information as 
fully as I would like to have to reply to this editorial, but will use 
such as I have. The great spot-cotton markets of the United 
States are New Orleans, Galveston, and Savannah. 

The price of spot cotton middling in quality quoted November 
5 at New Orleans was 108 cents per pound. On December 1—just 
two days before the Government report was published—the price 
in New Orleans was 11} cents per pound, showing an advance of 
112} points, or 1, cents, per pound. During this period of twenty- 
five days no Government report of estimated yield had been made, 
but cotton advanced more than 100 points. On December 1—just 
before the Government report was published—spot cotton was 
selling in the largest spot market in the United States at 11} cents 
per pound. Atnoon on December 3 the Government report of 
estimated yield was made public and spot cotton jumped in the 
same market to 124 cents per pound, or 75 points. 

On last Saturday, the last day for which we have quotations, 
spot cotton middling in quality sold in New Orleans at 12} cents 
per pound, orin one-eighth of acent of as muchas it sold for on the 
day the report was published, showing a net gain of 624 points. or 
$3.25 per bale. Mr. Chairman, think of the many millions of dol- 
lars this means to the cotton farmers whose cotton had not been 
marketed when this report was published, and the Washington 
Post is clamorous to have these reports discontinued. Has not the 
farmer as much right to know facts beneficial to him at Govern- 
ment expense as any other class of citizens? 

Mr. Chairman, it is altogether whose ox is gored as to the 
source of these complaints against the Agricultural Department. 
I remember quite well that when the report of the Department 
as to the August condition of cotton was published about the Ist 
of September last, showing a condition of over 80 per cent, and 
about 8 per cent above the ten-year average, that there was 4 
great clamor went up from the bull speculators in New York and 
elsewhere to the effect that the estimate of condition was much 
too high, and was made in thé interest of the mills, and was in- 
tended to put the price of the new crop down when it czvme into 
the market. Now, after the crop has been practically gathered, 
and with much better and more accurate and reliable sources of 
information, the Department makes an estimate of the size of the 
present crop, and the accusation is now made that the estimate 1s 
much too sinall and made in the interest of the speculators. 

Mr. Chairman, the object of the Government report is to place 
the growers on an equal footing with the dealers in cotton. The 
Department speaks to everybody, and its benefits are general and 
confined to no class, while the reports and estimates coming from 
private sources are made to subserve private interests and are 
never made public unless it is in the interest:of private gain. 

The Department seeks information from every available source, 
including growers, ginners, manufacturers, merchants, bankers, 
carriers, State agents, traveling agents, the records of statistical 
bureaus showing which source gave best information in the past. 
This year additional agents from the Department reported from 
Texas. The greatest possible effort has been made to give reliable 
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information as to the probable yield of cotton and the report is 
entitled to the highest consideration. 

The argument made in the Post as to cotton is equally applica- 
ble to reports made by the same Department on wheat, corn, and 
oats, but there appears no demand to abolish them. The whole 
fight is made against the cotton grower. It has been charged 
that the report of the Government as to cotton leaked. This is 
positively denied by the Department, and is entirely disproved 
by the course of the market on December 3, the day the report 
was made public. The Cotton Exchange in New York opens at 10 
o'clock a. m. and closes at 3 o’clock p.m. The Government re- 
port was made public and read in the exchange at 12 o’clock noon. 
On December 3, 1903, the December option opened at 11.65 per 
pound and sold down to 11.59 just before noon. The report was 
read at noon, and the December option closed that day at 12.52, 
showing a gain of seventy-three points from noon, after the report 
was read, until 8 o’clock, when the exchange closed. Now, if any 
speculator or broker had had a tip as to what the report would be, 
does it stand to reason that futures would have declined just in 
advance of the publication of the report? No,indeed. If advance 
information had been given of the character of the report cotton 
would have advanced instead of declining, as it did. 

The methods of the Statistical Office of the Department of Agri- 
culture make leaking impossible. 

The more important reports are not opened until the morning 
of the day when the report goes to the public, and not until after 
the door of the office of the Statistician and his assistants who do 
the final tabulating is locked, no one being permitted to go in or 
come out until the report is made up and brought to the Secretary 
for his signature. It is then given to the public, to the whole 
world, at cne and the same moment. 

Mr. Chairman, these repeated attempts to discredit the good 
faith and honesty of one of our great Departments of Government 
are to be deplored and frowned upon. 

The late report of the Government has saved to the farmers, 
who toil in the cold and in the heat, many millions of dollars, 
Most usually the price of cotton is kept down during the gather- 
ing and ginning season, and until the European and American 
spinners have purchased their supplies, after which speculators 
have taken hold of the small remnant of cotton and run the prices 
up and made fortunes for themselves. But, thanks to the Agri- 
cultural Department, the farmers of the South this year are get- 


ting the benefit of information as to the actual size of the crop | 


that they were of themselves unable to procure. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, there is no one here at 
the present time who desires to speak on this side, so I give way 
to the gentleman on the other side. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I now yield thirty- 
five minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Linp]. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time that I shall 
occupy I shall not attempt any general discussion of the tariff. 
I shall discuss only certain phases of the question. One reason is 


that I do not think that a general discussion of that question at | 


this time is called for—certainly not so far as the general merits 
of the policy of free trade or protection is concerned. 

It seems to me that since the decision by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the income-tax cases the possibility of free 
trade in this country, were it desirable, no longer exists. By that 


decision this country is irrevocably committed to a tariff policy | 


for purposes of revenue at least, and a tariff for any purpose is 
necessarily protective to a greater or less extent under present 
industrial conditions. 

By modern processes, not only in this country but the world over, 
the cost of manufacture has been cheapened to such an extent 
that any tariff on a commodity produced at home is necessarily 
protective. Ican imagine that twenty, thirty. forty, or fifty years 
ago a 20 or 30 per cent tariff might not have been highly protec- 


tive, but with the modern and cheaper processes of production it | 


is now necessarily so in many industries. 

We hear a great deal said on both sides of the Chamber in 
regard to a protective tariff and a revenue tariff, as though the 
two terms represented distinct and opposed policies. They may 
have in the past, but there is little ground for distinction any 
longer. What is imposed to-day as a revenue tariff is also a pro- 
tective tariff, and from this time on, when our industrial activity 
covers almost the entire field of human endeavor, any tariff levied 
upon the commodities that we produce within our own domain— 
and we produce everything—is necessarily a protective tariff to 
its extent. In the future it will be more accurate to speak of the 


tariff as “‘high’’ or “‘low’”’ than to speak of a revenue tariff or a | 


protective tariff. 

Aside from this there is another reason why any academic dis- 
cussion of the question has ceased to be of importance, and it is 
this: We are to-day absolutely the greatest industrial nation in 
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the world, not only in our capacity to produce, but in the amount 
and character of our industrial production. My Republican 
friends will undoubtedly suggest that the protective policy has 
made us such. 

Granting this to be true, and I do not care to discuss the ques- 
tion, for no one advocates a free-trade policy, let me suggest to 
you that the other great industrial nation of the world, England, 
relatively greater than we are—not in fact, because her domestic 
trade is much smaller and her population is less—has aitained 
her industrial greatness under a different fiscal policy. the policy 
of free trade. So that here we have an historical! and absolutely 
incontestible fact, that the two leading nations of the world have 
attained industrial greatness, one under an almost constant policy 
of protection and the other under a continuous policy of free trade. 

With these facts before us it seems to me that it is 
folly to predicate absolute right or wrong of either protection or 
free trade. Like other economic policies, either may be right or 
wrong, according to the circumstances or situation of the coun- 
try for which it is proposed. In acountry such as Engiand wes 
when it adopted the policy of free trade, with its favorable situa- 
tion and facilities for commerce, with its large amount of capital, 
and with the industrial progress that it had already made, free 
trade was undoubtedly the best adapted and most beneficent fis- 
cal policy to develop and advance its industrial great 

So in the United States, a young country, rich in natural re- 
sources, richer than any other in the world in raw materials, not 
rich in capital, with a sparse population, and that population not 
skilled in manufactures, there is every reason to believe that the 
protective policy has had a beneficent effect in stimulating its in- 
dustries. 

If these suggestions are true, and they seem to me incontestible 
in the light of history, then the question that presents itself to us 
to-day is not protection or free trade. but the practical question, 
What shall we do under existing conditions to further our indus- 
trial and commercial interests in the greatest degree? I am de- 
lighted to see perhaps the leading advocate of the protective policy 
before me [Mr. Hrpsurn], the gentleman who certainly has made 
the most eloquent appeal to the House that has been made for the 
preservation of conditions as they are. I will submit to him this 
proposition, because it is the basis upon which I shall present the 
questions that I propose to discuss. 

The proposition is this: A fiscal policy is useful to any country 
in connection with its‘ industrial development to the extent to 
which it tends to develop and extend the demand for domestic 
products without unduly burdening the consumer. A fiscal policy 
is injurious in the same respect to the extent that it tends to 
destroy, reduce, or embarrass the demand for home products or 
| home manufactures. 

Now, tothe extent that the protective policy has furthered our 
industrial and general growth—because I will concede that under 
the conditions that have prevailedit has had a stimulating effect, 
although I do not concede that it does not produce other effects 
that possibly counterbalance its good effects, but which are 
largely ethical rather than economic—to the extent that the pro- 
tective policy has benefited American industry, it has been by 
restricting and burdening the importation of foreign manufac- 
tures by the tariff, thereby increasing the demand for the domes- 
tic product. 

By increasing the demand, by broadening the field for the 
domestic product, it has tended to increase the price of that 
preduct, because, in increasing the demand for a commodity, 
necessarily, other factors being equal, it increases the price. By 
reason of increasing the price it hasinvited additional capital and 
additional labor into industrial production, and, by that means, 
it certainly has extended the scope of labor, and possibly increased 
wages. 

The effect of the free-trade policy in England has been identic- 
ally the same. By reason of her greater industrial advance and 
progress than any other nation in the world at the time, by reason 
of her commercial situation, by reason of the fact that she was 
ready to supply the civilized world with the results of modern in- 
| vention and industry to a greater degree and earlier than any 
other people, she wisely adopted a policy of free trade and invited 
the commerce of the world to come without let or hindrance, and 
thereby created the greatest possible demand for her domestic 
products. 

Now, our situation was different from that. What worked well 
in England and created the greatest possible demand for domestic 
products—I mean that fiscal system—might not have worked well 
here. 

Now, then, starting from this premise, the virtue in the policy 
of protection rests on the proposition that it affords the greatest 

possible demand for domestic products. 
Whenever any legislation, whenever any tariff schedules, 


economic 


ness. 
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whether denominated protective or otherwise, cease to have that 
effect, and, on the contrary, have a deterrent effect on production 
and commerce, curtailing consumption at home, harassing and 
restricting trade, reducing the demand for our productsabroad, 
and only burdens the domestic consumer, it ceases to be justifi- 
able, gentlemen of the majority,even on your own ground, on the 
grounds of protection; and that is the great difficulty with our 
tariff to-day. 

It has ceased to be an economic policy that tends to develop, 
foster, and bring forth the greatest industrial activity within our 
domain, and to make the largest, broadest domestic and foreign 
market for our products. 
this reason that we appeal to you to forget partisan interests 
for the moment and meet the present necessities of our situa- 
tion. 

Why, I read in a Republican Philadelphia paper that came to 
my desk the other day—the Inquirer, November 18—that a steel 
plant in Philadelphia has negotiated a large sale of steel rails in 
Asia, of which fact I am very glad, for we are all proud of any 
conquest made by American capital and American industry. 

I read this statement: 

The price of $22.88 per ton, which the company gets for rails sold to the 
Mecca Railway Company, is $5.12 per ton below the pool price to domestic 
buyers, but still the company will make a profit of $9 per ton, it is said. 


Now, Iam proud of the fact that American industry should 


reach a point where a ton of steel rails can be produced at such | 
figures, but I would be prouder of the fact if our legislation were | 
such that the American people could have part of the benefit of 


it. [Applause. ] 
I was out on the Pacific coast for a couple of weeks just before 
I came down here, and I learned of an occurrence that impressed 
the situation with reference to our iron and steel schedule on my 
mind in a greater degree than anything that has yet come to my 
notice. 

As you all know, there is an immense packir 
Pacific coast. 


iw 


ig industry on the 
A great deal of tin plate is used in that industry. 


There is also a large demand for sheet steel and sheet iron for | 
On the trip referred to I learned what I am now about | 


Alaska. 
to state. 
capable of verification by anyone who is curious. The Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, to which I shall refer, will give you 
the data and the facts. 

A firm in Portland, Oreg., dealing in hardware and handling 
large quantities of tin plate and sheet steel found that they 
needed some six or seven carloads of such material. 


about a year ago last summer. They wrote to Pittsburg, the 


only place where those commodities could be bought, to one of | 
the subsidiary companies of the steel trust, and received quota- | 


tions. These people at Portland found that the price made by the 
Pittsburg company was exorbitant, that it left no profit to them 


on the basis of the contracts that they had entered into, so they | 
sent up to Vancouver, a thriving town just over the Canadian | 


line, I think within 15 miles of the United States boundary, and 
they procured a firm of Canadian brokers to write to the same 
concern a letter similar to that which they had sent, to ascertain 
at what prices they could buy these seven carloads of tin plate 
and sheet steel. 

The Canadians were given quotations ranging from eight to 
eleven dollars per ton less than the quotations to the American ap- 
plicants. Attheinstance of the Portland firm theCanadian brokers 
immediately ordered the tin plate and the sheet steel. In due course 
of time the orders were filled and the bills of lading, with drafts 
annexed, were sent to the bank at Vancouver. Those of you who 
are at all familiar with dealings in that kind of commodities 
know that the manufacturer usually advances the freight, directs 
the route of shipment, and sends draft with bill of lading. These 
cars had been routed from Pittsburg to Chicago, from Chicago to 
St. Paul via the Burlington road, and from St. Paul to the Pa- 
cific via the Northern Pacific Railroad. 


In due time, as I say, the bills of lading, with drafts attached, | 
arrived in Vancouver, and the Vancouver brokers promptly paid | 
the drafts, indorsed the bills of lading, and sent them to their | 


Portland customers. 

They immediately put themselves in communication with the 
Northern Pacific Railroad and found that the cars were in transit 
somewhere in North Dakota. They demanded that the cars should 
be diverted, so as to be sent—three to Portland, two to Seattle, one 
to Tacoma, and one to another point, I think, instead of being 
carried through to Vancouver. They had the title papers—the 
bills of lading—indorsed; the drafts duly receipted. The railroad 
company could do nothing else than comply with the demand, and 
the cars were diverted, and this clever Portland firm saved about 
$3,000 by the transaction. 

Now, gentlemen, speaking to you as American citizens, what 
do you think of a condition of affairs that compels our own citi- 
zens to resort to lying and subterfuge to get that decent treat- 


It is this that we complain of; it is for | 


I am not going to give names, but what I shall say is | 


This was | 


ment that they ought to be entitled to as a matter of right under 
| our own laws? And still you say, ‘‘ We stand pat.” Party pol- 
icy, the exigencies of a prospective campaign, will not justify you, 
you say, in remedying these evils at this time; nor do you prom- 
ise to do it at any future time. 

If my time permitted, I should like to call your attention to 
some-of the schedules in the present law, and comment on the 
burdens that they impose upon our people, but I can not go into 
details, and will insert them in my remarks. 

Ad valorem duties collected on the following commodities in 1902. 
Per cent 


| 


Earthen, stone, and china ware 
Leather manufactures 

Giass and glassware, total 

Window ss and plate glass, up to 
Lead and manufactures of 

il AEE IEE A SELL TOIL LEE LE LIE ELLE SLD 
| Bay rum 

Borax and borates 

Woolens and worsteds 

Cotton hose 

Carpets of flax, hemp, or jute 

| Flannels for underwear 





| Hats of wool 

aa ne rl nl tinal edeaincet <icenduninciienitiiainae sais 
| Calico, value not over 7 cents per yard 

ON th ines oleate ii chk thie casein 6a cal sel Mil cali et 
| Bleached cotton, valued at not more than 7 cents per yard 

In the iron and steel schedule, notwithstanding that we pro 
duce more iron and steel than any other nation and more cheapiy, 
our exports in 1902 amounting to over $98,000,000, we impose rates 
of ad valorem duty on the items named, as shown by Treasury 
returns for the year 1902: 

Per cent 
Hoop iron or steel .......--.... wiitpatntaies aiinniniane ing tanmineitin i uidininrintiinit 4) 
Band steel for making band saws. ...............-..-.....-----.-. pasate 57 to ¢ 
Boiler or other ircn or stecl plate, cold rolled 
Common sheet iron or steel, valued at less than 3 cents per pound... 
| Wire i 
Wire 
| Wire rope smaller than No. 16 _............-..... & 
Wire rope larger than No. 16 and all sizes.....................--.-.---- 54 
SN ei inch ten einai eaten tbaenineasnminnumiieoniwdiie 45 to 7 
Se a te a ne scnalalinaianmie te oeliserein kaineraneh 
Cutlery, average 
Scissors and shears,average ...........-. sient ‘ile intiicaidiion dette plkbeaitea pelted 
Bar IO (GURRCORA)... on. <nedds<oenescsace 
Flat iron (not less than 1 inch wide) 
Square iron 
Steel rails (railway) - 
Pig iron 

Schedules like these, in view of the present state of the industry, 
do not stand for protection—you can not justify them as such. 
They only afford opportunity for ‘‘ graft.’ They retard railroad 
development and other construction at home, and handicap our 
manufactures abroad. 

There is hardly a village in the North having a population in 
excess of 5,000 where there is not a factory of some kind manu- 
facturing implements, manufacturing engines, tools, carriages, 
and what not. My city of Minneapolis sends hundreds and thou- 
sands of machines and engines abroad every year—thrashing ma- 
| chines, harvesters, plows, cultivators, bicycles, gasoline engines, 

steam engines, wagons, carriages, and a variety of manufactured 
articles requiring iron and steel—and there are many smaller 
cities in our State developing manufacturing in numerous similar 
lines. 
But they have been hampered and restricted for ag in their 
work. Why? Steel and iron are their raw materials, and unless 
| they can get their raw material, their steel and their iron, sub- 
| stantially on the same basis of prices which prevails in the mar- 
| kets of the world they are handicapped. By these exorbitant 
| schedules you enable the trust to hold up these hundreds o! 
| smaller manufacturers and prevent them from getting the raw 
| 
} 


material that they need to engage in the world’s competition, 
which they are otherwise better equipped for in many lines than 
any manufacturers in the world. 

In these and many other schedules your tariff has ceased to be 
a protective tariff, because instead of furthering and increasing 
the demand for domestic production it has decreased it. Instead 
of encouraging industry it retards industry. Mr. Chairman, I 
arose really not to speak on these questions so much as to call at- 
| tention to another situation connected with our tariff, which to 
my mind is more important to the American people than is any 
other pending question, 

The fact that I have grown up in the North Star State, that I 
have lived a neighbor to Canada all my life, perhaps enables me 
to speak, not only with stronger personal convictions, but with 
greater familiarity than most of you. I remember when I was 
in this House, a young fellow, fifteen or sixteen years ago, I had 
occasion to discuss our Canadian relations. I remember one oc- 
casion when the House passed a bill pellmell, at the suggestion of 
President Cleveland, to retaliate against Canada for some imagi- 
nary wrong. 


| 
| 
| 








The whole performance was absurd; but there were only two 
men in the House, the gentleman from arm get {Mr. Dat- 
zeLL] and myself, who recorded our votes in the negative. The 
pill died in the Senate. If you will look at the map of North 
America which is usually displayed in the lobby, you will find 
that on our northern border, extending from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, a distance of over 4,000 miles, is a country much larger 
in area than ours. It is peopled by the same people—that is, it 
has drawn its population from the same source. - speak the 
same language. They read the same literature as we do and have 
on the whole the same system of government, at least so far as 


ideals. 

They are Americansust as intensely as are we. Those of you 
who justify the protective policy on the ground that it protects 
our own people against the competition of a lower population, a 
lower standard of living, a lower standard of wages, can not 
truly say, if you know the Canadians as I know them, that we 
are justified in maintaining a tariff wall against them on that 
ground, 

The standard of living in Canada, excepting possibly in the 
Province of Quebec, is just as high, just as promising for the 
future as the average standard in the States, and I think possibly 
a little better. What about this country to the north? Some of 
you say it is a cold, barren, worthless region. There was a time, 
gentlemen, when our country was less known and less regarded, 
when the population of this country was much less than Canada’s 
six millions. 

When this country became one of the nations of the world in 
its own right it had Jess than 3,000,000 people. The place occu- 
pied by the magnificent city of Minneapolis, which 1 now have 
the honor to represent, was not a village fifty years ago. 
great State of Iowa, so ably represented by the gentleman before 
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selves a tariff barrier from participating in the development 
and in the trade of that magnificent territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Does the gentleman desire any further 
time? 

Mr. LIND. I should be zlad to have fifteen or twenty minutes 
more. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I yield to the gentleman twenty minutes 
more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for twenty 


| minutes. 
self-government is concerned. They are actuated by the same | 


Mr. LIND. This region not only will raise immense quantities 
of grain, but is capable of developing and maintaining as high a 
degree of prosperity and civilization as we have in Iowa, Wiscon- 
sin, Minnesota, and the two Dakotas. It is bound tocome, and in 
a short time. The young men from Iowa, the young men from 
Dakota, the young men from our State, the young men from I[ili- 
nois, are going there, went there last year and the year before, 
not by thousands but by tens of thousands, to participate in the 
development of that magnificent domain. 

Do you blame them for going? Did you not do the same when 
you came out to the prairies in Illinois; when you ventured to 


| Oregon? Did not my father do the same when he came to Minne- 


| 


The | 


me {Mr. Heppurn], was a frontier settlement fifty, or, at the ut- | 


most, sixty years ago. 
3ut look at that map again, as I suggested, and you will ob- 
serve that the great interior basin of North America extends with- 


out interruption from the Gulf of Mexico clear up to the Arctic | 


This basin in the aggregate comprises the largest, rich- 
est, most valuable agricultural area in the world. In physical 
conformation it is a unit. It ought to be commercially. It will 
be. Itis destined to be a unit commercially and economically, 
whether it will be politically or not. Ido not care for political 
unity. 

You are familiar with the portion of this area south of the 
boundary line. The tillable area north of our boundary line is 
almost as large. I speak from personal knowledge. <A year ago 


Ocean. 


sota? Some of you before me ventured to go to the frontier 
prairies of the Dakotas. It is in destiny-—although I almost de- 
spise the word after the way it has been prostituted of late—bnut 
if there is any permissible use for it in connection with politics 
I say it is in the déstiny of this continent that that section shali 
be part and parcel of ourselves, economically at least. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Why stand in the way? Why will you not permit those of our 
own blood, of our own language, of our own ideals, and our own 
manners—in fact, I heard it said that my colleague from the Red 
River district strayed into Canada toelectioneer last fall, and did 
not discover that he had strayed until he was told. [Laughter. ] 
I say, why will you not permit those people to trade with us, to 
be part of us economically? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
for a question? 

Mr. LIND. I will, if my time can be extended. 


Will the gentleman yield 


What is tho 


| question? 


last summer I started from Minneapolis und went 1,700 miles | 


north and west into Canada. I traversed the larger portion of 
the northwestern Provinces, whose area and population are as 
follows: 








| | Popula- 
| Area. tion, 1901, 
, Sq. miles, 

Manitoba. cindinnateieehdiea adie petted died ties RnCbdekOben Adee 73, 956 256, 211 
ALD, Jcpedteancated aa Maireic ta stn enecdsectcenaecevdl 100, 000 65,876 
AsO chatuni Mae UNAD ubenihes dbeese bdprencicvesee 90, 340 67, 385 
Wivitialh (eR | $83,300 178, 657 | 
Gna tONN i 114, 000 25, 679 








three times the size of the original thirteen States; larger than 
Minnesota, the two Dakotas, Iowa, Wisconsin, and Illinois, with 
Michigan, Ohio, and New York thrown in. And what about this 
vast territory? Let me tell you that for a distance of over 1,200 
miles in that journey I saw wheat fields dotting the prairie—grain 
fields as good as I ever saw in our State or in Dakota. I was up 
in that region some twelve years ago, when I was a Member of 
this House before. Then it was a wilderness west of Manitoba, 
but now it is dotted with settlements all the way up the Saskat- 
chewan River and into the Peace River country. 
three years grain production in that region has more than doubled. 
"he wheat crop has increased from 25,000,000 bushels per annum 
to upward of 50,000,000, and I presume it will reach 60,000,000 
or 65,000,000 this season 1 do not assume to speak with ab- 
s¢ ine SOS in these figures, but the statistics are readily ac- 
cessible, 

This immense region is destined to raise more grain, more 
cereals other than corn, than any equal area in the United States. 
But notwithstanding these conditions and this development at 
our own borders, taking place befora our eyes, with a wanton 
shortsightedness, influenced by the petty notions that prevail in 
N ew England and have dictated the policy of this great and grow- 
‘ng nation for the last quarter of a century, we have shut our- 





ithin the last | 
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| barrass our markets?” 
| find that we have sold to Canada this year as much agricultural 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Minnesota whether he thinks the people of the 
Province of Quebec are of the same standard of living and of 
the same standard of blood as the people of the United States? 

Mr. LIND, If I understand the statistics correctly of the State 
from which the gentleman hails, the standard of living, or at 
least the antecedents, of a considerable portion of the popula- 
tion of Massachusetts is very similar to the standard of living 
and the antecedents of the people of the Province of Quebec. [Ap- 
plause.] And I was very careful in my preliminary statement to 
except 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts again rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LIND. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Are you not aware of the 
fact that the standard of living is very much higher among the 
people of Massachusetts, although perhaps some few of them are 
of similar descent? Are you not also aware of the fact that the 
French population in Quebec is increasing in far greater ratio than 





ee | any other birth rate in the Dominion of Canada? 
“15 . . . . . | 
This immense domain is more than twice the size of Texas; 


Mr. LIND. Iam not familiar with the rate of increase of the 
population in French Canada. I have never had an opportunity 
to investigate. My acquaintance with Canadians has been wholly 
in the West, and that is the future of Canada, as it is of the 
United States. [Applause.] Now, I said the suggestion has been 
made that those people might sell a few dozen eggs, that they 
might sell an occasional mutton, that possibly they might ship a 
little cream and an occasional cheese to the New York market. 
Supposing they do! If they shipped their entire product—every 
pound of it—it would be less than 2 per cent of the American 
product. 

Now, gentlemen, do you think seriously that that would em- 
If you will consult the statistics you will 


produce—yes, over 100 per cent more—than Canada has sold to 
us. Our farmers and produce merchants have found a market in 
Canada during the first ten months of 1903 for $16,000,000 worth 
. — and dairy products, breadstuffs, cotton, fruit, and live- 
stock. 

The reason for that is, in part, that the whole Klondike or Yukon 
region, the gold region in Canada, is largely tributary in trade 
to the west coast of the United States. 

I am glad to see a gentleman from the west coast before me. I 
say to him that if we had freer trade relations with Canada, if we 
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had free trade with Canada in natural products, his State and his 
neighboring State of Washington would supply every pound of 
food that goes into the Klondike. Is not that true? 

Mr. HERMANN. Weare practically doing it now. 

Mr. LIND. 
that are now imposed. 
year, and that amount could readily be doubled. 

It is said also that the Canadians would sell us some lumber. 
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England coast, and that is where our weakness lies. If Canada 
had kept her clapboards off the New England coast we would 
have no tariff wall. They have sold us this year about $8,000,000 
worth of lumber, and we sold them $5,000.000 worth. Is thata 
great difference? Some of the gentlemen before me, who were 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means in the last Con- 
gress, and are again, if I read the report aright, argued that it 
would not do to suspend the coal tariff; that such action would 
injure the American coal industry. Congress did temporarily 
put it on the free list. Will you continue it there, or will you 
contend again that the American coal industry is threatened? 
Let us look at the facts. 

We bought from Canada during ten months of this year, end- 
ing with October 31 last, some $3,000,000 worth of coal, and sold 
the Canadians some $16,000,000 worth in round numbers. Should 
we object to such exchange? Is it not ridiculous for a great, 
powerful nation like ours to use such a petty argument? Why,I 
dislike in a discussion to devote so much time to figures; but there 
is a class of figures here that I wish to interest you in. 


ending on the 3ist of October, 1903, in just a few, but they indicate 
the character of the trade. 


Exports to Canada. 
en eID on occ cn ccusbulbsed bank deen dnedin dining bees $3, 461,714 
Cattle -- , 719, 642 
a aisle ct ae ele aeiaehine aigtlaenaae 3, 000, 
I a a , 985, 12 
Books and printed matter , 401, GR 
Paper and manufactures of 
RAREROE, TUTE, GIG TARUMEROUUITOS, 6 ison cn ncecwescnsccsesantcecoteen 
Cotton,and manufactures of 
Coal, anthracite 


Lumber and furniture 
Meat products 

Tools, electric apparatus, 
typewriters, vehicl 
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ypper and ore 
Paper pulp 


Furs and hides 


Wool and flax 


liz 


g June 30, 
approximately $125,000,000 worth, while they sold tou: a little over 
$55,000,000. I may not be correct in these figures, but they are 
approximately right. Now, these figures do nct t2ll half the tale. 
They sold us raw material, products of the forest, the mines, and 
the scil. Wesold them industrial products—cewing machines, 
ty; ewriters, electrical instruments, electrica! machinery, engines. 
and machinery of ail kinds. If there isany one rule well settled in 
economics it is that profitable export is in articles that have been 
carried to the highest point of industrial finish. 

Here are the figures of United States trade with Canada for 
three years, 1901-1903: 


Imports from 
Cenada. 


Year ending June 30— Exports to 
Canada. 


$42, 982, 478 
48, 787,573 
55, 528, 648 


, 746,519 
, 708,275 
5, 981, 831 


a 845, 436, 625 147, 298, 699 


There is ten times the profit to America in exporting an Elgin 
or a Rockford watch at $50 than there is in sending out $50 worth 
of grain. Now, our exports to Canada were largely of that profit- 
able class—industrial goods—and our imports were chiefly of the 
raw-material kind. That is not all. If we had trade relations 
which permitted our commerce to follow the natural channels of 
trade, not only the present but the future trade of the great in- 
terior region from the Minnesota State line to the Arctic Ocean, 
which I have referred to, would be ours. Its natural outlet would 


be down the Mississippi Valley, to Lake Superior, and to Lake | 


Michigan. 


You are doing it now in face of the restrictions | 
You sent them over $3,000,000 worth last | 

| our State. 
It | 
is unfortunately true they do send a few clapboards to the New | 


I selected | 
some of our exports toCanada and imports during the ten months | 
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Geographically and physically that great interior country is cut 
off from the rest of Canada. There isa physical barrier of nearly 
a thousand miles of rock and morasses to be traversed without 
profit, without local freight, between Winnipeg and Ontario, 
While, as Isay, if you would give the natural factors in commerce 
the opportunity to operate, that entire traffic would come throug) 


Ispeak to my colleagues from the Northwest with full assurance 
that they will not deny the statement that the one factor that has 
contributed the most to make Minneapolis great is the develop- 


| ment of her milling industry—through the development of that 
magnificent industry, the greatest in the world, and through the 


energy and foresight of our earlier business men, Charles Pillsbury 
and others, living and dead. P 

Minneapolis has become the greatest primary wheat market in 
the world. It makes every bushei of wheat raised in Minnesota 
and the Dakotas worth 2 to 6 cents a bushel more than it would be if 
our section were dependent on Chicago or any other eastern point. 
Some of us know what has made Milwaukee famous. [Laughter.] 
All of us know what has made Minneapolis famous—* Pillsbury’s 
Best.’’ To maintain the standard of that magnificent bread and 
of all of our flour, our mills must have a certain proportion of 


| hard wheat: and let me tell you confidentially that wheat raised 


in Iowa and southern Minnesota and South Dakota is deterio- 
rating somewhat from year to year, both in quantity and in 
quality. 

Mr. DAVISof Minnesota. Willthe gentleman permita question? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is it not true, as a matter of fact, 
that the mills of Minneapolis grind a considerable portion of the 
grain that is raised within, say, 100 or 150 miles tributary thereto, 
the Dakotas and Minnesota? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is it not also true that the cash 
price of wheat raised in that vicinity at various times in the year 
is from 1 to 4 and 5 cents higher than in any portion of the north- 
st market or the market in Chicago? 

Mr. LIND. Possibly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If that is true, is the speech of the 
gentleman in the interest of the farmers of the Northwest or is 
it in the interest of the milling industry in Minneapolis? I? it is 
in the interest of the milling interest at Minneapolis, will not the 
breaking down of the barriers and allowing this great quantity 
of wheat to come in across the border and pass to these mills have 
a tendency to reduce the cash price of the wheat grown by the 
farmers in the Dakotas and in Minnesota? . 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman is making aspeech. Let me pro- 
ceed to answer his question. I want to say to my friend, who rep- 
resents a portion of the old district I had the honor to once rep- 
resent 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
at the present time. 

Mr. LIND. Let me say that I am not here to represent any 
one interest of Minnesota. I own one of the good farms in the 
gentleman’s own county. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
mine. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LIND. What little property I own in this world is in- 
vested in farms. I speak on this question farmer. I am 
thoroughly familiar with wheat farming in our State. The gen- 
tleman only supplemented my statement by his question. His 
question implies that by reason of the mills in Minneapoiis and 
the resulting large demand for wheat, wheat frequently com- 
mands at Minneapolis 4 to 5 cents per bushel more than the gei- 
eral market price. Thatistrue. I started to say. and the ge 
tleman will not deny the fact, that the wheat in his section. in 
Towa, and in the southern portion of Dakota is somewhat deterio 
rating in quality. 

What has made Minneapolis flour great? What has given it a 
world-wide market? Is it not its superior quality and the faith- 
ful maintenance of that quality? But, to maintain that standard, 
we must have thestronger wheat, that wheat richin gluten which 
comes now only from the prairies of the Dakotas and from tue 
northern part of our State and, in decreasing amount, but which 
we must obtain from Manitoba and from the other Canadian 
Provinces in the future. 

If for possible present temporary gain you think that our mill- 
ers should be prohibited from maintaining the guality of th 
goods and maintaining their world-wide market, where will your 
farmer neighbors and mine land when * Pillsbury Best’’ has cease( 
to stand for what it now stands? You know, as I know, that our 
local wheat commands the price that it does only because our 
mills can as yet obtain enough of the stronger northern wheat to 
mix with it. 

But I trust, my friend, that you and my other colleagues from 
' our State, who are men given to economic thought and study, will 
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Adjoining the gentleman's district 


The gentleman is a constituent of 


as a 








1903. 


take a broader view of this whole question, one commensurate 
with its importance to the future of our State. Do you think 
that a tariff of 20 cents a bushel helps the price of grain in Min- 
nesota? Do you think that the tariff on hog products helps the 
price of hogs? Last year hogs were 5, 6, and 7 cents a pound; 
this year they are 3 cents a pound; steers, last year,7 and 8 cents 
a pound; this year, under 8 cents. If the tariff helps those prices, for 
God’s sake give us more tariff on hogs and more tariff on steers. 
But you know as well as I do that it is absurd to contend that 
the tariff can help the price of a commodity of which we produce 
millions upon millions of pounds or bushels, as the case may be, 
for export. In some corner in Minnesota or Michigan, away from 
railroads, the tariff on these commodities might have a local ef- 
fect, but it can not influence the market price of our staple exports. 
3ut this is the weakness of extreme protection; thatis, the ethical 
weakness of the policy which makes men come here as exponents, 
agents, advocates for this little special interest or that, instead of 
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standing by the great general economic interests of the nation | 


that need attention. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. TAWNEY.. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iask that his time be extended two minutes 
that I may ask him one question. 

Mr. LIND. Would not the gentleman make the extension a 
little longer? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iam willing to make it five minutes. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I yield the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Linp] fifteen minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman is extended for 
fifteen minutes. Does he yield to his colleague? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish to ask my colleague whether he thinks 
a tariff of 20 cents a bushel on wheat affects the price of that arti- 
cle in Minnesota or the Northwest generally? 1 will answer the 
question in the language of a gentleman from his own town or 
city who came here during the last Congress 

Mr. LIND. My colleague is not asking me a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And urged upon me the idea of removing that 
tariff, but when he was asked what effect that would have upon 
the price of wheat in Minnesota and vicinity, he said it would re- 





| morning they were selling at 25 cents a box. 
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manent trade. It will not be of the temporary character of the 
trade which results from mere differences of industrial develop- 


ment. It will be as permanent as the differences in climate and 
latitude. What have the farmersof Minnesota and Pennsylvania 


to exchange? Absolutely nothing. If the industrial develop- 
ment of Minnesota were the same as the indust ‘al development 
of the State of Pennsylvania, there would be little commerce be- 
tween the two States. 

Trade along lines of parallels continues only so long as there is 
a marked difference in industrial development. All permanent 
trade—Jefferson saw this and Blaine saw it—between nations, the 
trade that is not dependent on differences in industrial develop- 
ment, extends along lines of longitude instead of lines of latitude. 
I said the Pennsylvania farmers and the Minnesota farmers can 
not trade. Tennessee farmers and Minnesota farmers can trade 
and do trade. We send them the old-fashioned cheerful Min- 
nesota ‘‘ Murphy;’’ they send us the sweet potato. They send us 
tobacco, and we send them flour. The South sends us fruits and 
early vegetables, and we returnthe productspeculiar to our section, 

One of the large items of imports to Canada, over a million dol- 
lars, was fruit. I left Minneapolis in July—strawberries selling 
three boxes for a quarter. WhenI reached Winnipeg the next 
At that very time we 


| had bushels—hundreds of bushels—in my own county to be 
| shipped, the same as we shipped every day into the Red River Val- 


| is wicked. 


| sightedness. 


ley during the season and into the Dakotas, but on account of 
the tariff barrier we could not send them to Canada. Now, that 
I believe it to be wicked in the sight of God to thus 
prevent the good people of Canada from enjoying the luscious 
fruits that we produce to the southward. [Applauseand laughter 
on the Democratic,side. 

Nor do we profit by it. You, my Republican friends, are prone 
to talk about Democratic inefficiency and Democratic short- 
If at any period in the history of our country it has 
been worse than yours is now, all I can say is, may the Lord have 
mercy on the memory of Democracy. On this question the only 
rational, efficient legislation the country has had it received at 
the hands of the Democratic party. In 1854, foreseeing the pos- 


| sibilities and the future of our great neighbor to the north. the 


duce the price of wheat to the farmers by perhaps 4 to 5 cents a | 


bushel. That was the answer of that advocate for the removal of 
the duty on wheat. 

Mr. LIND. Now, Brother Tawney,I donot claim a monopoly 
of the folly in Minneapolis. [Laughter.] There are men there 
wiser than myself and also these whoare not wiser. [Laughter. ] 
Before the gentleman asked his question I was suggesting that we 
take, if you please, a larger view of this wheat question than that 
suggested by him and my other friend. 

We all know that next to cotton our chief export consists of 
wheat and wheat products. It will so continue for many years. 
Our principal American competitor is Argentine in the south, and 
Canada on the north is rapidly becoming a factor not to be de- 
spised in the markets of the world. Now, let me ask the gentle- 
man from Winona, my colleague, if this is not a true statement 
of an economic principle, that the price of any commodity is reg- 
ulated by the number of competing factors, either as sellers or 
buyers? 

The more competitors offering a commodity for sale, the less 
price it will bring; the more-competing buyers, the higher price 
it will bring. If you permitted natural causes to operate in trade; 
if you permitied the great future wheat crop of that region to be 
handled along nature’s route and by the men and means the 
best equipped in the world to handle a great grain crop, viz, the 
people of Minneapolis and of the Northwest, every bushel of that 
wheat would pass to the markets of the world through our coun- 
try and through our commercial channels, or at least under con- 
ditions which we in part controlled. 

Instead of reaching Europe as a competing factor at unseason- 
able times, to be dumped on the market when not wanted, at a 
low price, it would go there as part and parcel of the one great 


Democratic Administration then in power negotiated a treaty 
providing for free trade in natural products between Canada and 
the United States. 

In the year before the negotiation of that treaty we exported 
eight millions to Canada. In the year following the negotiation 
of that treaty our exports increased to $15,000,000 and our imports 


| grew almost apace, not quite; and so our trade increased from 


year to year until the treaty. without any human being hav- 
ing given a tangible reason for the act, was abrogated by usin 1866. 

Ever since that time, by a persistent course of irritation, little- 
ness, unbecoming a nation as great as ours, we have done every- 
thing to annoy and estrange our Canadian friends. 

Mr.TAWNEY. Will mycolleaguepermitan interruption there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That treaty of 1855 was a treaty merely for 
the exchange of natural products, was it not? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the balance of trade the year before that 
treaty took effect was how much in favor of the United States, 
san the gentleman state? 

Mr. LIND. Well, it was very trifling. 

Mr. TAWNEY. From thirty-two to thirty-four millions the 
year before. 

Mr. LIND. Oh, the whole trade, my friend, between the two 
countries was less than $15,000,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the report of the Bureau of Statistics 
shows that it was between thirty-two and thirty-three million 


dollars. Now, the year before the treaty was abrogated the bal- 
i ance of trade had changed so that it was almost $30,000,000 in 
favor of Canada. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. LIND. No. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the fact as shown by the figures 


American wheat crop. The American wheat crop would then be | 
offered to the foreign consumer as required, instead of being sub- | 


jected to a dual competition in its sale, and that in the aggregate 
would mean infinitely more than any possible temporary gain of 
a cent or two in a locality, but i do not concede that the repeal of 
the tariff would affect the price except for the better. 

But wheat is only one out of a score of commodities that might 
be mentioned. Why, Canada has mines, forests, water power, 
coal, oil—all of the natyral resources that have made the United 
States great, all in the infancy of their development. 


Will you | 


continue to deprive our young men of the opportunity to assist | 
in their evelopment? Will you forever compel them to renounce 
intercourse with their kinsmen if they go there? 

In another aspect the upbuilding and development of Canadian 
When established it will be a per- 


trade merits consideration. 
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furnished by the Bureau of Statistics. 
tleman just one question more, 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not also a fact that since the abrogation 
of that treaty our trade with Canada has been constantly increas- 
ing, and has increased every year? 

Mr. LIND. It has been increasing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the balance of trade in favor of th 
United States has been increasing every year? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. Now, there is the point. So long as Ameri- 
can statesmanship is based upon such arguments as that, that 


Now, I will ask the gen- 


| because we have the advantage of a sister nation—for we have 


it—and so long as that advantage tends to our profit, no matter 
how it irritates, no matter what desperation it drives the other 
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nation to, no matter what retaliation or foreign alliances it may 
drive that nation into, we must persist in it, forsooth, because it 
DAYS. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
charity in trade. 

Mr. LIND. Iam not pleading for charity. If there has been 
any plea for charity in my remarks up to this moment I would 
like to have some gentleman call my attention to it. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] The Canadians need not our charity. 
They have a dominion as magnificent as ours, and they are begin- 
ning to have just as much pluck and self-sufficiency as we have; 
but you and your party, by persisting in the exclusive policy that 
has prevailed for the last five years, have driven English states- 
men into the advocacy of a counter policy which, if it prevails, 
will cause you to plead for charity before your farmer constitu- 
ent | Applanse on the Democratic side. ] 

| want to say to my friend from the First district of Minnesota 
[Mr. TAwnry], who undoubtedly thinks that he is representing 
his farmer constituents well—I know he means to, and I only 
regret that he can not take a broader view of his duties and of 
their necessities [applause on the Democratic side]—you raise 
a gt leal of pork in your district. I raise some on my farm. 
Heretofore we have been selling hams and pickled pork as well as 
flour in Germany. In the ten months which expired on October 
81 last we sold to the United Kingdom, Germany, and France of 
these commodities, as follows: 


United States exports of wheat flour during ten months ending October 31, 1903. 
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I understand my colleague is pleading for 


* 
y | 


od 


Value. 


Ci Quantity. 


untry. 
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Barrels. 
7, 980, 492 
668, 633 


2,921 | 


United Kingdom a 
I ach te lacldedetch eisai dels ao-ahnenioabaidbapibeha onsale ‘ 
France -. 


$30, 962, 842 
2,619, 849 
12, 524 


_—— ee —————————— 


United States exports of hams and pork. 


Country. 


Hams. | Value. | Pork. | Value. 


j 


Pounds. | 
58,811, 399 
2, 653, 168 


133, 437 


-0unds. 
148, 270, 363 
880.048 
96, 365 | 


$17,795,311 | 
90,158 | 
10, 418 | 


$6,111,713 
248, 275 
12°8 


United Kingdom............ 
ST ntepdnneewsecdeihae 
France . 


This shows how tariff war affects our exports to the Conti- 
nent. 

By reason of the retaliatory tariffs which the “‘ graft’ schedules 
in our tariff law have raised against us, and upon which you 
‘stand pat,’’ our farmers have virtually been cut out of the mar- 
kets of continental Europe. And if Chamberlain’s proposed 
policy should be adopted and Canada become part of the proposed 
imperial commercial union, our farmers will be cut out of the 
English market as well, and it will be a sorry day for us if they are. 

I believe that even in national affairs instead of pursuing a 
narrow, selfish, and shortsighted policy it is better to act on the 
principle of ‘‘ Live and let live.’’ [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

The Canadian tariff is reasonable as compared to ours. It 
averages less than 25 per cent ad valorem, and ours is nearly 50 
per cent. 

That the Canadians should complain of this treatment is natu- 
rai, especially as they are our largest customer next to England. 
The Canadians desire free trade in natural products. I believe 
that we can well afford this concession. Our trade relations 
were mutually profitable under that arrangement during the 
time that the treaty wasin force. I call attention to the following 
table: 


ng our ft le with Canada during the reciprocity treaty of 1851, in- 
ior to its adoption and the last full year under its opera- 


period, March 16, 1855, to March 17, 1866.] 


Imports into | Exports from 
United States. United States. 


i 
299 | 
79,718 | 
445 
27, 559 
, 412 
5,289 
276,614 
, 916 
44, 836 
50D | 
2. 796 
22,724, 489 
18,511, 025 
17, 484, 786 
23, 608, 736 | 
83, 158, 672 | 


$3, 5a. 170 
11, 787, 002 
10, 
12, 423, 121 
24, 157, 612 
27,741, 808 


ots 
29, 025, 349 


28. 109. 494 
29” 695, 928 
22' 676,513 
20; 573,070 
27.619, 814 
26, 574, 624 
27; 529/939 





229,608 | 


24, 138, 482 | 
23, 604, 526 | 
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Canada allows England a preferential of 334 per cent on manu- 
| factures. If we accorded her natural products the same treat- 
| ment as England does, we would, of course, demand and be enti 

tled to the same reduction upon our manufactures. 

Much more might be said on this subject, but my time does not 
permit. Iwill print some extracts from an article which appeared 
in the November number of the Gateway, a magazine published 
at Detroit: 

In overlooking Canada we have passed by the richest country, and in 
many ways one of the most desirable countries with which to enter into 
reciprocal trade relations. For one thing, facility of communication is abun 
dant as that between the different States of the Republic. 

Canada, or British North America, lies next to us, and, like our country, 
is growing stupendously. We formerly had a reciprocity treaty with Can 
ada. In those days the trade of Detroit was not shut out from its neighbors 
We found customers there with the same facility that we found them in 
Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, and every other State where our manufacturer 
and merchants did business. 

How is it to-day? A wall. hard to pass through and as restrictive of inter- 
course as the Chinese Wall we hear about, fences usin. In this situation our 
trade with the 5,000,000 of Canada about equals our trade with one of the 
minor cities of our land. 

Every State that borders on the Dominion of Canada realizes the handi- 
cap on commerce made by the custom-houses of the two nations. 

We have been stupid in erecting these tariff barriers against Canada. It 
does not require the knowledge of a student of political economy to see the 
result. It is especially plain to those of us who live nearest the national 
boundary, reading across the continent, from the mountains of Maine to 
the bays of Oregon. 

Our tariffs have brought retaliatory tariffsfrom Canada. For every stroke 
we have given her she has given usa counterstroke. Both stroke and coun 
terstroke have been the occasion of much loss. It is all very foolish. T) 
time has come to get back to sensible ways in dealing with our neighbo: 
To the extent of language, institutions, and sympathy they are people like 
ourselves, . 

EXPORTS OF 1903, BY COUNTRIES. 

In the fiscal year just closed our exports totaled $1,420,138,014. 
grand divisions the distribution was: 
Europe 
North America 
Asia . 

South America 
Africa 
Oceania 


By world 


$1, 029, 587,728 
215, 640, 0 
57, 94, 46 
41,114, 601 
38, 433, 151 
37, 408, O36 


1, 420, 138,014 


The practical question now is whether the United States will be wise 
some appear to think—or will be unmistakably foolish—as we believe—in pe1 
mitting a tariff war with our best American customer to develop through 
failurs to recognize the importance of the existing situation. 

A comparison of our trade with Canada in 1902 in identical classes of goods 
shows a total of about $40,000,000 of imports from the Dominion and about 
$97,000,000 of exports, a heavy balance in our favor. From the list we select 
a few leading articles showing the most important interchanges: 


Trade of the Dominion of Canada. 


Imports 
from United 
States 


Exports to 
Articles. 


United 
States. 





493 
529 
433 | 
18, 56D | 
7,415 
, 174 
3, 803 
3,241 
, 247 
, 442 2,174 
, 628 25, 167 
4, 794 l, 
2,318 2. 466.° 
"0, 306 2,173 
6, 695 x5) 
28, 625 | 
265, 910 
16, 723, 329 | 


1,832,777 
0, 817, 45 


7" 


Animals 

Breadstuffs 

Coal 

Cordage 

Drugs 

Fruits 

Fish and fish products -.. 

Furs, and manufactures of. ..................-..--- 
Hay | 
Hides, etc 

Iron and steel, and manufactures of 

Leather, and manufactures of 

INS, ste ads sbatieinbetiatiiimenes eteunatsidssonies 
Seeds | 
Stone, and manufactures of 

Potatoes..... 

Other vegetables 

Wood, and manufactures of 


5, 
8,041, 
2, 733, 

186, 2 
1,13 

121, 


9 1" 


on 


i) 


ai , 
254, 4! 


5, 656, 27 


If these “specific’’ figures signify anything, they show such an operation 
of the laws of supply and demand as practically nullifies the high tariff argu 
ment in this connection. With hampering duties removed, trade would ir 
crease in both directions, and for every dollar the Canadian made he would 
send 60 cents or more back to this country for the purchase of more goods 
Reciprocity in noncompetitive products only is not a sensible proposition 
in its relation to Canada. The point to bear in mind is that it would be b: 
yond the power of Canada to send goods enough here, under the most un 
restricted reciprocity, tocause serious competition in the American market 
What she could send would be of enormous benefit to her, for she is small in 


| numbers, but it would be only a trifle in comparison with the production « 


this country. 

In other words, we can afford to be generous with the Dominion, as we can 
afford to deal generously and humanely with the Philippines, to say nothing 
of the fact that our merchants and manufacturers want more of her goods 
for the purpose of making money with them. 

Can we afford to do otherwise than meet the Dominion halfway with a 
trade proposition and evince a disposition to treat her fairly? The menaci 
which overhangs the State of Maine contributes to the answer to this question 
Oneof the most powerful mainsprings which is operating to favor the construc 
tion of the new Canadian transcontinental railway is the fear that the United 
States will withdraw the bonding privileges whieh the Dominion now enjoy: 
Canada fears American jingoism, and New England jingoism particularly 
| Her railroads are being constructed east and west, when they should run 

north and south. We have taught her to fear instead of rely upon us, and 
Portiand bids fair to become a conspicuous victim of the result of this policy. 

Can we afford toignore the importance of negotiating a reciprocity treaty 
with Canada? As one of the leading Canadian journals says, she is exerting 
‘*the pressure of her determination to become an industrial nation."’ This 








1903. 


suggests, in effect, that one of her first steps will be to bar the importation 
of foreign manufacturers. 

We had better wake up and press the subject upon Congress, and es 

ly upon our own Congressmen, with the energy that the subject demands. 
|The time of Mr. Linp having expired, Mr. BrunDIDGE yielded 
to him two minutes more. ] 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, since I was last a Member of this 
body great events have transpired. We have disposed ofa foreign 
war. It brought trouble, it brought problems that I think will 
embarrass us in the future, but it also brought blessings, and the 
greatest of those blessings—that the American people have awak- 
ened to a consciousness of their greatness. [Applause.] We 
know to-day what itis to bean American. It means more than 
it ever did before. With that national consciousness, with this 
greatness before the world, let us approach these great fiscal and 
economic questions in the same spirit, in a spirit as broad and com- 
prehensive as that of the elder statesmen and befitting the future 
and the potentialities of this nation. [Prolonged applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BisHop haying taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed bill and resolution of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

An act (S. 833) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, 
United States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired). 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 23. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 


c 
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there be printed in paper covers, at the Government Printing Office, 5,500 | 
’ 


additional copies of the annual report of the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
rration for the year ended June 30, 1903, with illustrations, of which 1,000 
§ | be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the remaining 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of 
Immigration for distribution. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas |Mr. BEALL]. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the great- 
ness and the power of the Republican party. I know that in the 
twinkling of an eye, almost, it has changed the geography of the 
world. I know that over the night it can make one republic by 
despoiling another. It has done so. But there is one thing the 
Republican party can not do, and that is to put the Democratic 
party in the attitude of opposing the great isthmian canal. 


+ 


| same manner the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada 
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believe the President should have obeyed the law, but he did not. 
He has negotiated a treaty with the freshly hatched Republic of 
Panama for the construction of the canal by that route, and this 
treaty is before the Senate for ratification. 

It is not because a canal is to be built that Democrats are dis- 
satisfied; it is not because the Panama route may be the route by 
which the canal will be built that Democrats criticise the recent 
conduct of the President; it is not because they hope to restore 
to Colombia the sovereignty over Panama that Democrats attack 
the President, but it is to protest against a wrong, to appeal to 
the conscience of the American people to disavow an act which if 
established as a precedent will endanger our peace in the future 
and which will lessen the confidence of the world in our moral in- 
tegrity as a nation. 

For fifty years past the Government has been seeking to cement 
the ties of friendship between the United States and the South 
American governments; to overcome the feeling of fear and dis- 
trust with which they were inclined to regard us; to demonstrate 
to them that we did not covet their territory and had no designs 
upon their sovereignty. Especially has this been the case with 
those governments having sovereignty over the territory across 
which a canal could be dug. In 1846 we entered into a solemn 
treaty with New Granada. New Granada wasafterwards merged 
into the United States of Colombia and the latter succeeded to all 
the rights and benefits of that treaty. 

I desire to quote a part of Article XXXV of that treaty, ex- 
pressing in part the obligations assumed by each Government, as 
follows: 

And in order to secure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment 
of these advantages, and asan especial compensation for the said advantages, 
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles 
of this treaty, the United States guarantees positively and efficaciously to 
New Granada, by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before- 
mentioned Isthmus, with the view that the free transit from one to the other 


sea may not be interrupted or embarrassed at any future time while this 
treaty exists; and in consequence the United States also guarantees in the 








has and possesses over said territory. 
It will be observed that this article recites that certain special 
advantages have been given to the United States in the preceding 


| articles of the treaty. Under this treaty the United States Gov- 


The Democratic party was the pioneer, was the pathfinder, in | 
this great enterprise of connecting the two great oceans by a canal | 


through which might pass the argosies of the world’s commerce. 
Democrats in season and out of season, in the House of Represent- 
atives, in the Senate, in party platforms, upon the stump, and 


dinned into the ears of the American people the demand for the 
construction of this canal. 

Long before some of the saints of this new dispensation came 
upon the scene, even while the present ‘‘strenuous’’ one was in 
his swaddling clothes, Democratic Presidents were clamoring for 
the construction of this canal that would bind together the Orient 
and the Occident by ties of commercial interests and commercial 
friendship. Beforeasingle Republican now in public life had iden- 
tified himself with the movement, and when, indeed, the Repub- 
great transcontinental railways and other antagonistic interests, 
in positive opposition to the idea, a great Democrat, now and for 
a long while past a distinguished member of the Senate from the 
South, was devoting the best energies of his life to crystallizing 
sentiment in favor of the isthmian canal. 

Nor will the party now permit differences of opinion as to the 


crats have had their preference as to the route. Fora generation 
past, while the great crusade in its favor was going on it was 
waged upon the theory that it would be constructed upon the 


ernment secured the right of transit across the Isthmus of Panama, 
and as part consideration therefor the United States guaranteed 
two things, viz: First, the complete and perfect neutrality of 
the Isthmus of Panama; and, second, ‘“‘the rights of sovereignty 
and property which New Granada has and possesses over said 
territory.” ' 

This treaty was made just after a war of secession which had 
been in progress for the preceding twelve years within the limits 
of New Granada, and it was designed to prevent its possible re- 


| currence. Under the provisions of the treaty the United States 


lican party stood in either apathetic indifference or,in serving the | 


through the press, wherever their voices could be heard, have | interfered in more than one instance to protect the sovereignty 


of New Granada and its successsor—the United States of Colom- 
bia—over the territory of Panama. Article XXXV, before quoted, 
could not have been designed to protect Colombia against the 
aggression of European nations, for the Monroe doctrine of our 
Government, independent of any treaty stipulation, would effect 
this object. It did not have in view the protecting of Colombia 
against the attacks of other South American governments, be- 
“ause none was threatened and none contemplated. Its covenant 
surely was to protect Colombia against dismemberment by in- 
ternal disturbances, and for more than fifty years this Govern- 
ment observed its obligations. 

You will observe, Mr. Chairman, that on November 38, 1903, 
the Government of the United States was bound by its traditional 
policy of amity and friendship to Colombia to do no act sub- 


| versive of her sovereignty, and, in addition, was bound by the 


Nicaraguan route. The canal and the route became identified, so | : ! L 
| could not honorably and consistently refuse to perform our part 
| of the contract and yet require the other contracting nation to 
| perform its part. 


that the project became known as the Nicaraguan Canal. With 
scarcely an exception, engineers have declared it to be the most 
practicable route; commissions appointed by the Government re- 
ported in its favor; only two years ago the House of Representa- 
tives declared, with scarcely a dissenting voice, that the canal 


} . ° . | 
should be built and built as a Nicaraguan canal. In the Sen- 
ate an amendment was adopted giving the Panama route the | 


preference, but providing that, if satisfactory terms for the con- 


struction could not be agreed upon with the United States of | ©10 : yA 30V : 
| evidently required an additional pledge from the United States, 


Colombia, then the President should negotiate for its construc- 
tion by the Nicaraguan route. 

The treaty with Colombia failed; the law was mandatory in its 
prorat it gave the President no discretion. Democrats be- 
leve that the law is supreme; that it applies with equal force to the 
President of the United States and to the humblest citizen. We 


most solemn treaty obligation to protect this sovereignty. If, as 


route of this canal to affect its loyalty to the canal idea. Demo- | @ fact, this Government had become weary of fulfilling its treaty 


| obligations to Colombia, it had the right, in the way rec 


nized 
by international law and by honorable means, to abrogate this 
treaty of 1846, but in doing so good conscience would have re- 
quired us to relinquish the rights we had secured under it. We 


On March 21, 1902, the United States negotiated another treaty 
with Colombia, known as the Hay-Concha treaty, and on January 
22, 1903, the Hay-Herran treaty was signed by the representatives 
of the two Governments. This last treaty was ratified by the 
Senate on March 17, 1903. Colombia apparently was still suspi- 
cious of the designs of the United States upon her soveignty and 


and in both these proposed treaties the following provisions were 
inserted: 

The rights and privileges granted to the United States by the terms of this 
convention shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia over 
ae Segrevery over whose boundaries such rights and privileges are to be ex- 
ercised. 
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The United States freely acknowleages and recognizes this sovereignty 
and disavows any intention to —_ it in any way whatever, or to increase 
its territory at the expense of Colombia or o any of her sister republics of 
South or Central America; but, on the contrary, it desires to strengthen the 
powers of the republics on thise ontinent, and to promote, develop, and main- 
tain their prosperity and independence. 

It was provided by the Hay-Herran treaty, ratified by the Sen- 
ate on March 17, 1903, that to become operative it must be ratified 
by the United States of Colombia on or before September 22, 1903. 
This was not done. 


expected to derive a manifest 
refusal was brought about by corrupt means, and proceeded also 
from a desire to drive a better bargain with the United States in 
order to secure $20,000,000 or $25,000,000 instead of $10,000,000 
provided for in the treaty, and that the failure of Colombia to 
ratify the treaty would delay the United States in its purpose to 
construct the canal. 

In so far as the first complaint is concerned, it can be dismissed 
with but little consideration. It isa right inherent in every na- 
tion to decide for itself whether or not a treaty negotiated by its 
representative shall be ratified where ratification is required. 


The President and Secretary of State of the United States nego- | 


iated the Hay-Concha treaty, but it was not ratified by the Sen- 
ate. Colombia had no just cause of complaint because of this. 
In 1884 we negotiated a treaty with Nicaragua for the construc- 
tion of the canal, but the Senate refused to ratify it. Nicaragua 
did not make war upon us because of this failure. Within recent 
years we negotiated a treaty with Great Britain which our Senate 
rejected, and yet Great Britain did not feel aggrieved. 

Nor can justification be found for our conduct because Colom- 
bia attempted to ‘drive a sharp bargain.’’ We drove a *‘ sharp 
bargain ’’ with the New Panama Company ourselves, compelling 
them, under threat of building the canal by the Nicaraguan 
route, to agree to accept our valuation upon their concessions and 
property. 

Nor can we Cefend our conduct because corrupt influences may 
have conspired to delay the construction of the canal by the re- 
jection of the treaty. It took half a century in the United States 
to educate the people with respect to the canal project; to over- 
come the tremendous influences opposing it absolutely and seek- 
ing to defeat it by delay. Against it were arrayed powerful in- 
fluences in the North and East, because the South and West, by 
reason of their geographical position, might reap the prime ad- 
vantage, and the great transcontinental railroads have made their 
influence felt because the canal threatened to destroy the monopoly 
of transportation which they have so long enjoyed and upon 
which they for so long feasted and fattened. 

At the very time the Spooner amendment to the Hepburn bill 
was passed, by which the « “anal route was changed from Nicara- 
gua to Panama, the very contingency that has happened—the 
rejection of the treaty by Colombia—was provided for when it 
directed the President to construct the canal by the Nicaraguan 
route should Colombia fail, after a ‘‘ reasonable time,” to ratify 
the treaty with the United States. That law has never been re- 
pealed. Itshould have been obeyed. The President in his recent 
message used the following language: 

No man is above the law and no man is below it, nor do we ask any man’s 
permission when we require him to obey it. Obedience to the liv is de 
manded as a right, not asked as a favor. 

How hollow and insincere these words seem in the light of the 
flagrant violation of the law by the President himself. 

Now,Mr. Chairman, let us briefly examine into the part played 
by the United States in the recent revolution in Panama and see 
how it comports with fair and honorable dealing with a sister 
republic and with the established precedents of our Government. 
This revolution was not indigenous to the soil of Panama. It was 
of foreign birth and foreign parentage. The eggs from which it 
w »atched were laid in the United States and in Paris. Mr. 
Roosevelt and his Administration were not ignorant of the events 
that 1 » transpiring, nor were they disinterested spectators of 

occurring. It was known to the conspirators against 
ia that if the United States lived up to its treaty obliga- 
yution would fail. 
st have been known that our Government would 
indeed, it has been current in the press that a promi- 
of the revolution had the audacity to visit the 
te before the revolution occurred to discuss with 
ts. It was an open secret for weeks and months 
m was coming as soon as the plotters in the United 
ance were ready for it, and it was openly proclaimed 
| have the moral support of the Administration. 
WILLIAMS Mississippi. May I interrupt the gentle- 
Mr. BEALL of Texas, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of 


2 Baltimore 


With pleasure. 


pun accurat ly {o> to'd the 
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. , i ‘ | in ignorance of what was occurring. 
Two special complaints are waged against | 


Colombia—one that she refused to ratify a treaty from which we | 
advantage, and the other that this | 


| “MORAL” 


It was not expected that it would | 


Mississippi. In June, or July or August, | 
whole business, and | 


DECEMBER 14, 


said it was being concocted in Paris and here. I will give the 
articles to the gentleman to insert in the Recorp if he wishes 


| them. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. Iwill be very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman. It was also an open secret that such a revolution was 
being fomented, and if the Administration didn’t know about 
it the Administration was practically all there was in this country 
[Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

I will insert in the Recorp these extracts from the Baltimore 
Sun of different dates, long prior to the revolution, which show 
that something was expected to happen. 


BOLD STEPS FOR CANAL—STATES OF PANAMA AND CACUA MAY SECEDE 
FROM COLOMBIA—ROUTE GOES THROUGH THEM—DRASTIC MEASURES ARE 
THREATENED UNLESS COLOMBIAN GOVERNMENT MAKES HASTE TO RATIFY 
TREATY. 

WASHINGTON, June 11. 

In case the Congress of Colombia declines toratify the Panama Canal trea 
at its meeting beginning June 2, it is thoughte xceedingly probable that the ’ 
two Colombian States of Panama and Cacua, occupying all the Isthmus of 
Pant una, W ill re volt and set up an independent republic favorable to the in- 
ter 

Info or mation "ha is recently b en received by the State Department from 
agents of the U nited States in Colombia which shows most conclusively that 
the people of Panama and Cacua are in favor of the« anal treaty, and that they 
are working strenuously for the ratification. * 

The possibility which is said to exist that Panama and Cacua will secede 
in case the treaty is defeated will preclude the possibility of the State De 
partment entering into any negotiations with Nicaragua looking to the rati- 
fication of the treaty for the construction of a canal over the Nicaragua 
route. It may be stated upon the best authority that the United States i 
tends to build its canal over the Panama route, and that confidence ~? fe it at 
the State Department that either the treaty will be ratified by the 
bian Congress or else some sort of an agreement will be reached Lee en the 
States of Panama and Cacua wher reby the United States will obtain the 
privilege of construction. 

in the event of a coalition between Panama and ( 
probable that the United States wor ud hav« 
new republic against C lombia. The two States together would formar 

yublic larger than Costa Rica, and with the canal passing through it would 
be in an excellent position to be self-supporting. 

It issincerely hoped by the State Department that the treaty will be ratified 
by Cok ombia and that it will be unnecessary to resort to drastic measures in 
order t ) procure the right of way across the Isthmus. Confidentisl repor 
are being received from time to time by the De spartment r acme ¢ he 
sibiliti jes of ratific sation. One day these are of optimistic « racter, only to 
followed shortly by a report from an ther sec i m of the country a wai 
is said positively that the treaty has not the slight chance of being ratifix 


This appeared three months before the limit given to Colombia 
to ratify the treaty had expired and indicated that at that time a 
revolution would follow the defeat of the treaty, and that th: 
President would wait such revolution rather than obey the man- 
date of Congress as expressed in the Spooner amendment, and 
that ‘‘ drastic measures’*’ would be resorted to by this Govern- 
ment in order to procure the right of way across the Isthmus. 
In the light of subsequent events this article has the appearance 
of being ‘inspired. The treaty did fail, the President did wait for 
the revolution to occur, the Administration did resort to ‘** drastic 
measures.”’ 

Permit me to direct the attention of the House to ano ‘ther 
special from Washington to the Baltimore Sun of July 28, 1903, 
more than three months before the revolution occurred: 


AID TO UPRI 
MENT IN P 


‘acua it is more than 
»to proniise its protection tot 


I 


SING—UNITED STATES MAY SUPPORT 
ANAMA—SITUATION REGARDED GRAVE. 
WASHINGTON, July 27 

Not for several months has the feeling of the State Department officials, 
in theiranxiety to see the consummation of the Isthmus canal project, reached 
such a high degree of encouracementas it did to-day upon the receipt of news 
from Colombia that a revolution is imminent in that Republic. 

+ a ~ * * * * 


THE MOVE 


r dis 
couragi ‘d by certain oppositi m in Colombia, “hsve be “i ypi ing » for a revi 
tic m in that Republic. it is beli oved 3 now that the time for such an outbri 
has arrived, though the belief is entertained in some auagters that ratific ‘a 
tion of the canal treaty will follow the first sign of revolution and possibly 
settle this disturbance. 

There is every reason to believe that the United States will give encour 
agement to the revolutionists should the break come. It is raid that agents 
of the Panama Canal Company are prepared to finance a revolution, 
assured that the United States will give it moral support. The scheme is 
have the States of I ymaand Cacua secede from the union in Colombiaanc 
establish another government. Itis held that with the moral support that 
the United States could offer it would be impossible for the present Govern 
ment of Colombia to withstand the revolution. 

There is no doubt that had the United States not interfered in the 
revolution in Colombia by seizing and operating the Isthmus railroad the 
revolution would have succeeded. Therefore, without such interference by 
this country a se ond time, it is thought the Government would collapse and 

the insurgents be installed as rulers. The interests of the United States in 
the case are entirely different now. At the time of the last revolution th 
canal project w as not in its present shape. At the present the United St: ute 3 
would give moral aid to the insurge nts, even though it acted within th 
bounds of “ benevolent neutrality.’ 


This special emphasizes several facts: 

First. The ‘‘ State officials ’’ felt ‘‘ encouraged 
lution was threatened. 

Second, That certain ‘canal advocates ”’ 
a revolution. 

Third. That the revolutionists would be encouraged by the 
United States with *‘ moral” support. 


feel 


last 


**? because a revo 


have been hoping for 











Fourth. That the French Panama Company (the company sell- 
ing their possessions to the United States for $40,000,000) would 
‘finance’ the revolutionists. 

Fifth. That the ‘‘interests’’ of the United States favored the in- 
surgents. Yet at this time the United States was at peace with 
Colombia, and bound by solemn covenants to protect her against 
dismemberment. 

[ direct your attention now to what appeared in the Baltimore 
Sun of August 20, 1903. 

SECRET PLOT IN PANAMA—FOREIGN RESIDENTS INVOLVED IN THE CANAL 
\GITATION—ALREADY PREPARING A BLOW—IT IS EVEN DECLARED THAT 
"HE NEW GOVERNMENT TO TAKE CHARGE HAS ALREADY BEEN SELECTED. 

SAVANNAH, GA., August 19. 

An English owner of valuable properties in Panama, who came to buy 
machinery, said to-day: : ; 

“You may look for a governmental revolution in Panama at any time. 
General Cobos's recent attempt was premature, but he and I and every for- 
eigen resident of the Isthmus know that a de facto government has been se- 
lected; that it has the support of the only troops available for service, and 
that the word of American property owners is all that is needed to see Gov- 
ernor Muti supplanted—this time in earnest.” 

The hitch in the canal treaty is not surprising to those of us who have 
most at stake, the foreign residents, but has been a foregone conclusion for 
months. Failure on the part of the United States to « my + te the Panama 
Canal means ruin to many,serious losstoall. Revolution that shall terrorize 
the powers in Bogota is easy to arrange. The army has not been paid for 
months, and a promise by the foreigners to pay each enlisted man $50 in gold 
and officers sums proportionately larger has gained an enthusiastic, though 
secret, allegiance. 

But if it be said that these extracts represent only the opinions 
of the newspaper correspondents and do the President and his 
Administration an injustice, let me call your attention to a re- 
markable interview given out by Senator McComas, of Maryland, 
on August 26, 1903, and appearing in the Baltimore Sun of Au- 
gust 27, 1903. Let it be remembered that Mr. McComas is a Re- 
publican Senator, a close personal and political friend of the 
President, called by the President into council in his efforts to 
win Maryland for the Republicans, and in every way situated so 
as to reflect the sentiment of the President. 
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M'COMAS’S VIEWS—WHAT HE THINKS ABOUT NATIONAL AND STATE AFFAIRS, | 


FINANCES, PANAMA, AND CUBA—THDE ADMINISTRATION MAY SUPPORT SE- 

CESSION, 

HAGERSTOWN, MD., August £6. 

* * * Senator McComaAS also believes that the extra session of Congress 
will not begin before November 9. * * * 

He is also satisfied that nothing can stop the nomination and election of 
Mr. Roosevelt next year, and he believes that the Isthmus canal will be 
dugat Panama. If the Colombian Government holds out against the treaty, 
then, in the Senator's opinion, the State of Panama and possibly one or two 
other States will secede and set up a government which will treat with the 
United States, and that in seceding they will receive the moral support of 
the Administration at Washington. 

. * * * * * * 


Discussing national affairs, Senator McCoMAs said to the the Sun corre- 
spondent: 
meee The Panama Canal will be built. There will baa revival of the 
agitation for Niearagua, induced by the a panes refusal of Colombia to 
ratify the treaty ratified by us last March. velieve Marroquin will succeed 
and we will get the treaty. If we do notI believe Panama, with or without 
other Colombian States, will declare her independence, if necessary, to 
achieve this waterway, to make her a great state. 


“The United States is pacific and just to all South American countries. In | 


the interests of civilizatiou and of America we must favor within the inter- 

national law this enlightened country, which wants what the world wants 

the isthmian canal. Our moral influence would strongly support Panama. 
However, the Colombian Goyernment may yet prevail, and this treaty is 
backed by the Marroquin Colombian Administration, which is potent with 
he Colombian Congress.” 

Among the great metropolitan papers of this country none has 
been more loyal to the Republican party nor more earnest in the 
support of its policies than the New York Times. On November 
6, 1903, this paper contained a remarkable editorial under the cap- 
tion “A national disgrace,’’ in which the policy of the Adminis- 
tration was criticised in the severest way. In the course of this 
editorial the following statement of facts was made: 

_ Pending the consideration of the treaty at Bogota the prediction was con- 
fidently made in this country that if ratification should be refused the State 
of Panama would secede, set up a government of its own, and make a treaty 
with us to permit the building of the canal. In proof of the fact that this 
was not empty speculation we have now before us the disclosure that three 
months ago 4,000 Winchester rifles, 1,50 ,000 rounds of ammunition, and other 
materials of war to the value of $60,000 were shipp dad from Mc rgan City, La., 
under clearance papers purporting to cover a cargo of lumber. Theattempt 
to land these munitions of war on the Colombian coast 25 miles north of 
Colon failed because the Government troops had got wind of the matter. The 
steamship having the arms aboard then sailed away for Porto Rico, a Terri- 


torial possession of the United States, where the rifles and ammunition were | 


successfully delivered over to the revolutionists. 

However that may be, it isa fact that the plans of the insurgents were 
known in New York more than two monthsago. It was to this country that 
the authors of the plot naturally turned for help. 

rhe revolt occurred on the 3d of this month, and a new government on 
paper was created. It isa fact that will not escape cbservation that sevon 
war vessels of the Navy were, by orders from Washington, dispatched almost 
on the instant from nearby stations.for Colon and Panama. We werein a 
position to make an immediate display of an armed force on both coasts of 
the revolted State, 


The revolution that was scheduled to occur, and which it was 
said repeatedly months before would have the support of the 
President, did occur on the afternoon of November 8, 1903. It 
was rather a significant fact that it occurred just at the time the 


polls were closing on election day in the United States, just too 
late for the people to voice any protest by their ballot. 


The following correspondence, by cable, between the State 
Department and the representative of the United States at Pana- 
ma, shows how keen this Government was to catch the first in- 
telligence of the uprising to which its ‘‘ moral’’ support was to 
be given. According to press reports, the gunboat Nas/ville 
appeared on the scene during the preceding twenty-four hours. 
The mine is laid. The fuseis ready. Let the fireworks begin. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1908. 
(Sent 3.40 p. m.) 

Uprising on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully in- 

formed. 
Loomis, Acting. 
Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
PANAMA, November 3, 1903. 
(Received 8.15 p. m.) 
No uprising yet. Reported will bein the night. Situation is critical 
EHRMAN. 
Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
[Telegram. } 
PANAMA, November 2, 1903. 
(Received 9.50 p. m.) 

Uprising occurred to-night, 6; no bloodshed. Army and navy officials taken 
prisoners. Government will be organized to-night, consisting three consuls; 
also cabinet. 

soldiers changed. Supposed same movement will be effected in Colon 
Order prevails so far. Situation serious. Four hundred soldiers landed 
Colon to-day Barranquilla. 

EHRMAN, 
Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman 
(Telegram. | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1908. 
(Sent 11.18 p. m.) 
Message sent to Nashville to Colon may not have been delivered. Accord- 
} that following message is sent to Nas/iville immediately: 


fon: 





u the interests of peace make every effort to prevent Government troops 

at Colon from proceeding to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must be 

kept open and order maintained. Acknowledge. (Signed) DARLING, Acting.” 
Secure special train, if necessary. Act prompily. 

Loomis, Acting. 


Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman. 
(Telegram. ] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 1, 1903. 
(Sent 12.02 p. m.) 
Communicate with commander of gunboat Bogota and state plainly that 
this Government, being responsible for maintaining peace and keeping tran- 
sit open across Isthmus, desires him to refrain from wantonly shelling the 
city. Weshall havea naval force at Panama in two days, and are now or- 
dering men from the Nashville to Panama in the interests of peace 
Loomis, Acting. 





Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
[Telegram.] 
PANAMA, November 4, 1908. 
(Received 7.10 p.m.) 
Mass meeting held. Independence publicly declared. Three consuls ap- 
proved organize government, composed Federico Boyd, José Agustin Arango, 
Tomas Arias. Bogota in sight. 
EHRMAN. 
Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. ] 
PANAMA, November 4, 1908. 
(Received 9.59 a. m.) 
Cables Nashville received. Nashville notified. Troops will not be moved. 
Last night gunboat Bogota fired several shclis on city; one Chinaman killed. 
Bogota threatens bombard city to-day. 
EHRMAN. 


Mr. Ehr in to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. } 
PANAMA, November 5, 1903 
(Received 12 
Received an cfficial circular letter from the committce of the provisional 
government saying that on 4th political move occurred,and the Department 
of Panama withdraws from the Republic of the United States of Colombia 
and formed the Republic of Panama. 
Requested to acknowledge the receipt of circular letter. 
8 i 





EH RMAN, 
Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman, 
[Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 5, 1903. 
(Sent 3.15 p. m.) 
Acknowledge the receipt of circular letter and await instructions before 
taking any further action in this line. 


Loomis, Acting. 












CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. Loomis to Mr. Ehrman. 
(Telegram. | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 5, 1903. 
E ; ; j (Sent 5.09 p. m.) 
Keep Department informed as to situation. 
Loomis, Acting. 
Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
[Telegram. } 
PANAMA, November 5, 1903. 
(Received 9.42 p. m.) 
Royal Mail for Cartagena. 


ieValis. 


3s reembarked’ per 


ura. Quiet j 


Bogota sup- 


ERMAN. 


, November 6, 1903. 
(Received 11.55 a. m.) 
Isthmian movement has obtained sv far success 
have enthusiastically joined independence. 
iers known on isthmian soil at present. Padilia 
ta. Bunau-Varilla} nappointed officially conf 
Republic of Panama at Washington. 
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ENRMAN. 


felegram. 
DFPARTMENT OF STATE, 
ashington, November 6, 1903. 
(Sent 12.51 p. m.) 
by an apparently unanimous movement, dis- 
2 With the Republic of Colombia and resumed 


nama hi 
conne ‘ 
ed that a de facto government, republican in form, 
pposition from its people has been established in 
: i will enter into relations with it as the responsible 
erritory and look to it for all due action to protect the 
persons and property of the citizens of the United States and to keep open 
the isthm . accorcance with the obligations of existing treaties 
governing the 1 United States to that territory. 

Communicate @ 


tions in entering in 


) the 
hove to 
to relations with the local authorities. 
Hay. 

But that is not all. On November 2, 1903, the day before the 
‘* revolution ’’ occurred, the Administration was preparing for it 
and was carrying out its determination to despoil Colombia, to pre- 
vent the Government force from landing, not on the canal strip 
alone—the only strip in which this Government had an interest— 
but 
are now patrolling the coast of Colombia to prevent the landing 
of any Colombian troops upon Colombian soil, and our marines 


are stationed along the border line of Colombia to prevent her | 
army from marching overland into Panama to put down the revo- | 


lution which our own Government helped to incite. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Apams] this morning 
in an attempt to defend the Administration related the occur- 
rence of the abdication by old Dom Pedro of the Brazilian throne. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania was the representative of the 
United States in the capital of Brazil at the time. He says he 
saw the old Emperor in his carriage ride through the streets one 


afternoon; that a revolution occurred that night, the Empire tot- | 


tered and fell, and the Emperor sailed away. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania made an admission that should have caused 
his removal. He admits that he knew nothing of this revolution 
being in contemplation until it occurred. 


vanced since then, Mr. Chairman. Wehavean Ehrman on guard 


at Panama now, and Loomis and Darling are ‘‘ acting’’ at Wash- | 


1? gtoa. 


Ehrman was not groping in darkness, like the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania was in times past, because Ehrman knew be- | 


fore the revolution ever occurred that it was going to occur. 
{ Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] By some sort of 
mental telepathy Loomis here in Washington knew in advance 


that it was going to occur, and it may be that for fear that it | 
mnight not occur on time he sends Ehrman a gentle reminder, sug- | 


" gesting to him that something ‘‘ ought to be doing.”’ 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Why, certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore]. 
that a revolution had broken out in Panama was brought to the 
State Department by a person representing the Associated Press. 
Thereupon, with that prudence which should be exercised by the 
State Department, a telegram was sent to our representative there, 
asking if the ramor was true—not informing him that a revolu- 
tion was expected to take place. This is evidenced by the note at 
the head of the correspondence sent to the House of Representa- 
tives at their request by the President, showing how that dispatch 
was sent. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I yielded for the purpose of a question 
only, but if what the gentleman states was sufficient authority 


Malimros, who will be governed by these instruc- | 


at any place within 50 miles of Panama; and our war vessels | 


| reflect upon this Republican Administration. 


We have certainly ad- | 


The same allegation was made | 
A rumor | 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 14, 


for the State Department to act, then it ought to have acted 
weeks and months before, because the press of this country teemed 
with suggestions that a plot against the integrity of the United 
States of Colombia was being formed, and the details of that plot 
were known under the very shadow of this Capitol. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. That telegram 
out whether the rumor was true. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. In order, if it was true, I presume, th 
recognition might instantaneously be accorded the bantam R 
public. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] Th 
illustrates the grounds of my complaint against the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania. He is entirely too slow. He couldn’t re; ort 
| the details of the Brazilian revolution until it had occurred. The 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania should sit at the feet of Ehrman 

and Loomis. They don’t do things that way. [Laughter.] 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. If we were as slow as the Dem- 
ocratic party the canal would never be built. [Laughter on the 
Republican side. | 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. 
gentleman. 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman had listened 
to my remarks this morning he would have heard me say that the 
Administration is to be commended for seizing the opportunity 
to construct a canal under more favorable conditions than has 
ever happened before. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Of course the gentleman would com- 
mend the Administration for ‘‘ seizing’’ anything; that is what 
we are objecting to of late years. There is a disposition mani- 
fested by the Republican party to “‘ seize’’ anything that is lying 
around loose. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] There is too 
much ‘‘seizing’’ and too much ‘“‘ Casarism’’ being displayed in 
this country. 
The State Department evidently wanted a revolution; it ex- 
pected a revolution. It inquired whether one had reported for 
| duty. The representative at Panama answered, ‘‘ No uprising 
yet.’’ But he afforded Loomis consolation in what followed, for 
it notified him that the revolution would come off in the night, 
and it did come off at 6 p. m. [Laughter.] Two hours and 
| twenty minutes after the secession special was due by Loomis’s 
time card in Washington it hove in sight in Panama. Loomis 
was the acting chief dispatcher for the Roosevelt Revolution 
Road, and Ehrman ran an information burean. One hour and 
thirty-five minutes after the Department of State was advised by 
Ehrman that a revolution was expected it was notified by the samc 
party that the revolution had already occurred and that a gov 
ernment would be organized during the night “‘ consisting of 
three consuls and also a cabinet.” 

But the gentleman said this morning that it was dangerous to 
That sounds lik 
Russia. I concede that it isdangerous for a Republican to reflect 
upon it, because this Administration is on horseback and ha 
teeth, and if a gentleman on the other side doesn’t prostrate him 
self he is likely to suffer mutilation. The gentleman from Pem 
sylvania dare not reflect upon this Administration. He has post 
offices and patronage at stake; his portion of the “ official pic’’ 
would look smaller than 30 centsif he did. ‘‘ Pie’’ isthe favorite 

Republican provender. Inacontest between principle and *‘ pi: 
principle had better take to the woods so far as the Republica: 
party isconcerned. [Laughter and applause on the Democrati 
side. | 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 


was sent to find 


I did not understand the remark of the 


Will the gentleman allow 1 


| a question? 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas yiel 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. If the gentleman will not make 
} 
speecn. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I want to say to the gentlema 


| that there is only one post-office in my district, and the Senator 
| from my State take care of that. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. Well, I don’t know much about Penn- 
sylvania. I accept his statement that there is but one post-oifice 
in his district, but there must be other “ plum trees” for him to 
shake. The gentleman from Pennsylvania flaunted the Stars and 
Stripes this morning and said he stood for the sentiment ‘* Our 
country, right or wrong.’’ We echo the sentiment. Adopting 
the expression of a distinguished orator of the North we are tor 
our country, ‘‘If it is right, to keep it right; if it is wrong, to get 
it right.”” It is because we love our country that we protes 

| against this course of dishonor—this departure from the tradi 
| tions of the past. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DinsMork] a few days ago 

| denounced the conduct of this Government in its dealing wit! 
‘Colombia and Panama as unprecedented in our history and 
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unwarranted by international law. Complaint has been made that | and life. It was born asa protest against slavery. Within recent 


the opinions quoted were not modern enough to suit the case. 
Until now I have cherished the belief that it was far wiser and 
hetter for one seeking to fortify his position by authorities to go 
pack to fundamental principles and to the founders of the Gov- 
ernment—to seek counsel from those who guided our country in 
days past and gone. It is not a matter of su rise that the Presi- 
dent refuses to heed the example of many of his predecessors, for 
his estimate of their character is wholly at variance with the 
popular conception. We have been taught to look with deference 
and respect back to the fathers and founders, to heed their admo- 





nitions, and to follow their examples. But the President has 
disillusionized us. Instead of giants in those days, there were 
pigmies; instead of statesmen, there were mountebanks and im- 


postors; the vaunted statecraft of the fathers was a myth, and 
the glories achieved upon the field pale before the incomparable 
splendors of this peerless soldier of San Juan. 


The President once wrote a history of Thomas H. Benton, and | 


in this book he consigns to oblivion many hitherto historic char- 
acters; and for the information of the House and as a warning 
against the folly of ever looking to their words or examples in 
times of national stress I desire to read what he has to say in 
regard to these “‘ little Americans.” 


Jerrerson.—Scholarly, timid, and shifty doctrinaire, who supplanted the 
elder Adams. 

Monroz.—He was a courteous, high-bred gentleman, of no special ability, 
but well fitted toact asa Presidential figurehead during the politically quiet 
years of that era of good feeling which lasted from 1816 to 1874. 

Jackson.—Ignorant, headstrong, and straightforward soldier; of strong, 
narrow mind and bitter ppesetion, with few statesmanlike qualities. 

VAN BuREN.—Faithfully served the mammon of unrighteousness, both in 
his own State and later on at Washington. 

Harrison.—General Harrison had already shown himself to be a good 
soldier and a loyaland honest public servant, although by no means stand- 
ing in the first rank either as regards warcraft or statecraft; but the mass of 
his supporters apparenfly considered the facts, or supposed facts, that he 


| 
| 


years it has recognized and permitted slavery in the Philippine 
Islands. Its first success precipitated secession, and its first Presi- 
dent made war upon it and destroyed it by the sword. This last 
Republican Administration sets its seal of approval upon seces- 
sion, not only by encouraging it in Panama, but in using the 
Navy—and if need be, the Army—of the United States to prevent 


| its suppression. 





In 1836 Texas declared her independence of Mexico. Her peo- 


| ple had been largely drawn from the United States and were one 


in language, one in tradition, one in sentiment, and one in aspi- 
ration with the people of the Union. By their valor in the field 
they had enriched the history of the world. They had made that 
era the heroic age of the Southwest. They had given the Alamo 
to the world as a shrine dedicated to imperishable heroism; at 
Goliad they had furnished the world the inspiring spectacle of 
heroes dying for liberty; at San Jacinto they had vindicated their 
right to be free; they had dispersed and driven from their soil the 
invading army; they had captured its leader; they applied to the 
United States for recognition. Mr. Clay of Kentucky, in a re- 
port made in the Senate on June 18, 1836, used the following 
language: 

About three months only have elapsed since the establishment of an inde- 
pendent government in Texas,and it is not unreasonable to wait a short 
time to see what its operations will be, and especially whether it will afford 
those guaranties which foreign countries have a right to expect before they 
institute relations with it. 

At that time the “‘ignorant, headstrong ’”’ Jackson, of ‘‘ narrow 
mind and bitter prejudice, with few statesmanlike qualities,”’ 
was President. He had been the close personal and political 


| friend of Houston and of Crockett.. He had been a soldier: he 


| 


lived in a log cabin, the walls of which were decorated with coon skins, and | 


that he drank hard cider from a gourd as being more important than his 
capacity as a statesman or his past services to the nation. 
TyLeR.—He has been called a mediocre man, but this is unwarranted flat- 


tery. He was a politician of monumental littleness. * * * His chief men- | 


taland moral attributes were peevishness, fretful obstinacy, inconsistency, | 


incapacity to make up hisown mind, and the ability to quibble indefinite y 
over the most microseopic and pana plays upon words, together wit 
an inordinate vanity that so blinded him to all outside feelings as to make 
him really think that hestoodachance to be renominated for the Presidency. 

PoLK.—Who was, excepting Tyler, the very smallest of the small line of 
Presidents who came in between Jackson and Lincoln. 

TAYLOR.—He was neither a great statesman nor yet a great commander. 

Pizrce.—A small politician, of low capacity and mean surroundings, proud 
to act as the servile tool of men worse than himself, but also abler. He was 
ever ready to do any work the slavery leaders set him, and to act as their at- 
torney in arguing im its favor—to quote Benton's phrase, with “ undaunted 
mendacity, moral callosity, [and] mental obliquity.” 


The Panama “ revolution’’ occurred at 6 p. m. November 3. 
Its independence was recognized at 2.45 p. m. on November 6 by 
the United States. What justification was there for this action? 
What was there to recognize? No stable government had been 


formed. A self-constituted junta had assumed power under the | 


protection of the United States. war vessels. Press reports were 


| knew how to appreciate valor. All the impulses of sympathy, 


of sentiment, and of interest urged upon him the recognition of 
Texas. In his message to Congress in December, 1836, however, 
he used the following language: 


The acknowledgment of a new State as independent and entitled toa place 
in the family of nations is at all times an act of great delicacy and responsi- 
bility, but more especially so when such State has forcibly separated itself 
from another of which it has formed an integral part and still claims domin- 
ion over it. 

And again he says: 

It has thus made known to the world that the uniform policy and practice 
of the United States is to avoid all interference in disputes which merely re- 
late to internal government of other nations, and eventually to recognize the 
authority of the prevailing party without reference to our particular inter- 
ests and views or to the merits of the original controversy. 

” * oa * ~ x * 

We acknowledged the separate independence of New Granada, of Ven- 

ezuela, and of Ecuador only after their independent existence was no longer 


| a subject of dispute or was actually acquiesced in by those with whom they 
| had been previously united. It is true that with regard to Texas the civil 
| authorities of Mexico had been expelled, its invading armies defeated, the 


chief of the Republic himself captured, and all present power to control the 


| newly organized zovernment of Texas annihilated within its confines. But, 
| on the other hand, there is, in appearance at least, an immense disparity of 


| 


responsible for the statement that the flag of the insurgents was | 


raised by a naval officer of the United States. It had noarmy; no 
navy. It had not enough citizens of Panama in its support to fill 
its offices, and it had to conscript Frenchmen interested in the old 
canal company. 

If the support of the United States had been withdrawn, this 
Government of Panama would have vanished in an hour. Yet 
it was recognized, By what right was this done? That “ timid 
doctrinaire’’ (Jefferson) said that to be entitled to recognition it 
“must be made by the will of the nation substantially declared.” 
The Government of Panama did not represent the ‘‘ will of the 
hation,”’ nor was it substantially declared. 

John Quincy Adams, when Secretary of State, said recognition 
would follow when— 


| 


the independence is established as a matter of fact, so as to leave the chance - 


of the opposite party to recover their dominion utterly desperate. 

In 1823, in discussing the attitude of this Government toward 
o rtain revolted colonies in South America, he used the following 
angcuage: 


hen & sovereign has reasonable hope of maintaining authority over in- 
Strgents, the acknowledgment of the independence of such insurgents 
war d be an international wrong. It is otherwise when such sovereign is 
manifestly disabled from maintaining the contest. 

r + . s . 

That ‘ Presidential figurehead’? (James Monroe) refused to 
recognize the independence of certain South American States 
unti 


- is manifest that all those provinces are not only in full enjoyment of 
tone dependence, but, considering the state of war and other circumstances, 
“at there 1s not the most remote prospect of their being deprived of it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


to the gentleman. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the Republican party has 


reversed itself upon the two great principles that gave it birth | most intolerable oppression stirred this country most profoundly. 


hysical force on the side of Texas. The Mexican Republic, under another 
oxecutive, is rallying its forces under a new leader and menacing a fresh 
invasion to recover its lost dominion. 

But it is said in this House that we are interested in Panama: 
that it is to our commercial advantage to recognize Panama in 
order to hasten the construction of the canal. Compare this spirit 
of to-day with the spirit of 1836 as viewed by Jackson: 

But there are circumstances in the relation of the two countries which re- 


quire us to act on this occasion with even more than our wonted caution. 
Texas was once claimed asa adh of our property, and there are among our 
citizens those who, always rehictant to abandon that claim, can not but re- 


gard with solicitude the prospects of the reunion of the territory to this 
country. 

A large portion of its civilized inhabitants are emigrants from the United 
States, speak the same language with ourselves, cherish the same principles, 
political and religious, and are bound to many of our citizens by ties of friend- 
ship and kindred blood; and, more than all, it is known that the people of 
that country have instituted the same form of government with our own, 
and have, since the close of your last session, openly resolved, on the ac- 
knowledgment by us of their independence, to seek admission intothe Union 
as one of the Federal States. This last circumstance isa matter of peculiar 
delicacy and forces upon us considerations of the gravest character. 

The title of Texas to the territory which she claims is identified by her in- 
dependence. She asks us to acknowledge that title to the territory, with an 
avowed design to treatimmediately for its transfer to the United States. It 
becomes us to beware of a too early movement, as it might subject us, how- 
ever unjustly, to the imputation of seeking to establish the claim of r 


| neighbors to a territory, with a view to its subsequent acquisition by our- 


selves. 

Prudence, therefore, seems to dictate that we should still stand aloof and 
maintain our present attitude, if not until Mexico itself or one of the great 
foreign powers shall recognize the independence of the new Government, 
at least until the lapse of time or course of events shall have proved beyond 
cavil or dispute the ability of the people of that country to maintain their 
separate sovereignty and to uphoid the Government constituted by them. 
Neither of the contending parties can justly complain of this course. By 
pursuing it, we are but carrying out the long-established policy of our Gov- 
ernment, a policy which has secured to us respect and influence abroad and 


| inspired confidence at home. 


Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes more | 


| 


In 1849 the Hungarian patriots were struggling for liberty 
under the leadership of Louis Kossuth. The splendid heroism 
they displayed and the fact that they were in revolt against the 
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Inspired by the most commendable sympathy,there came a demand 
from all sections upon the President of the United States to recog- 
nize the independence of Hungary. Taylor was President. ‘‘ He 
was neither a great statesman nor a great commander,’’ and he 
refused recognition to Hungary. 

In a special message to Congress he gave his reason, as follows: 

My purpose, as freely avowed in this correspondence, was to have ac- 
know ledged the independence of Hungary had she succeeded in establishing 


> O71 
a government de facto on a basis sufficiently permanent _in its character to 
have justified me in doing so, according to the usages and settled principles 
of this G vernment, and although she 1s now fallen and many of her alan 
patriots are in exile or in chains, lam free still to declare that had she been 
successful in the maintenance of such a government as we could have recog- 
nized we should have been the first to recognize her in the family of nations. 

But if all other precedents were lacking the course pursued by 
the Government of the United States in the great civil war settled 
beyond all cavil the policy of the United States. Eleven States 
seceded from the Union. They established a government of their 
own. 
gress. They were performing all the functions of government. 
In population they had a third, in area a half, of what was then 
the territory of the States. They had the nucleus for a navy 
which was driving the commerce of the United States off the seas. 
They had an army of the best soldiers the world ever saw. The 
superiority of the southern soldiers stand to-day admitted by Mr. 
Roosevelt himself. He says that to the decline of the militant 
spirit of the northeast was— 
due, more than anything, the undoubtedaverageinferiority of the northern 
to the southern troops, at any rate, at the beginning of the war of rebellion. 
The south ers by their whole mode of living, their habits, and their love 
for outdoor sports, kept up their warlike spirit; while in the North the so- 
called upper classes developed along the lines of wealthy and timid bourgeois 
typs, measuring everything by a mercantile standard (a peculiarity debas- 
ing one if taken purely by itself),and submitted to be ruled in local affairs by 
low foreign mobs, and in national matters by theirarrogant southern kinsmen. 
The militant spirit of these last certainly stood them in good stead in the civil 
war. The world has never seen better soldiers than those who followed Lee. 

These soldiers were led by Beauregard, by Joseph E. Johnston, 
by Albert Sydney Johnston, by Hood, by Jackson, and, above all, 
by Lee, who, according to Mr. Roosevelt— 
will undoubtedly rank as, without any exception,the very greatest of all the 
great captains that the English-speaking peoples have brought forth, and this 
although the last and chief of his antagonists may himself claim to stand as 
the full equal of Marlborough and Wellington. 

That army of the South had routed the forces of the Govern- 
ment, had driven back the invading army, and was in sight of the 
Capitol. The Confederacy applied to foreign governments for 
recognition. Mr. Seward was Secretary of State. England’s 
‘interest’? would have been subserved by the recognition of the 
Confederacy, except that it would have involved ber in war with 
this Government. Mr. Seward, in the course of his very able 
correspondence on this subject, committed his Government to the 
policy that— 
to recognize the independence of a new state, and so favor, possibly determine, 
its admission into the family of nations, is the highest possible exercise of 
sovereign power, because it affects in any case the welfare of two nations 
and often the peace of the world. 

And he further says: 

Humanity has, indeed, little to hope for if it shall, in this age of high im- 
provement, be decided without trial that the —— of international law 
which regards nations as moral persons, bound so to act as to do each other 
the least injury and the most good, is merely an abstraction too refined to be 
reduced into practice by the enlightened nations of western Europe. Seen in 
the light of this principle, the several nations of the earth constitute one great 
federal republic. When one of them casts its suffrage for the admission of 
new members into that republic, it ought to act under a profound sense of 
moral obligation, and be governed by considerations as — disinterested, 
and elevated as the general interests of society and the advancement of 
human nature. 

At that time Abraham Lincoln was President of the United 
States. Mr. Chairman, I was born in the South, reared in the 
South; my father, my brother, my kindred, fought in the armies 
of the South. I love her history, her traditions, her memories. 
I would not exchange the heritage thus bequeathed to me for all 
the gold of the barons of trade. But we of the South are forget- 
ting many of the bitter memories of the past. We join to-day 
with all other sections in doing honor to the memory of Abraham 
Lincoln. 

in this crisis of my country’s history, when precedent seems 
abandoned, when principle seems forsaken, when we are begin- 
ning to worship new and strange gods, when our destiny as a na- 
tion is ‘‘ quivering in the wind,’’ I say, Would to God that in 
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They had a president, a vice-president, a cabinet, a con- | 


such an hour and such acrisis there stood at the helm a man with | 


the gentleness and courage, with the honesty and experience, 


| States but of the whole civilized world. 


with the wisdom and statesmanship of Abraham Lincoln to guide | 
the old ship on its wonted way, avoiding the shoals and the nar- | 
rows and the dangers which it must encounter if it sweeps on in | 


the course it is now going. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, for forty years the Republican party has been 
hiding behind the tombstones of its great men—first of Lincoln, 
then of Grant, then of McKinley. It can not in this instance in- 
voke the example of Lincoln, nor of Grant, nor of McKinley. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


For | properly or not I am not going to discuss 
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| almost ten years, beginning with 1868, the Cuban patriots were 

| struggling for theirliberty. Grant's sympathies were with them, 

| The interests of our people would have been subserved by the 

| freedom of Cuba. The insurgents there were, under all the rules 
of international law, a thousand times more entitled to recognition 
than the Republic of Panama; but with Grant “ strenuosity ”’ wag 
not a mania, and this stern and silent soldier chose to abide by 
the example of the fathers. 

Again in 1895 the struggle began anew in Cuba. It was of g 
character to appeal to our sympathies; it stirred our hearts; the 
trade of our nation with Cuba was destroyed; the property rights 
of our citizens were imperiled; the wail of starving thousands 
in Cuba assailed our ears; the condition was intolerable. Cuba 
was appealing to McKinley for help, for recognition, for a place 
amongst the nations of the world. McKinley applied to Cuba 
the test applied by Jefferson and Monroe, by Jackson and by Tay- 
lor, by Lincoln and by Grant, and would not yield to Cuba's im- 
portunities, but chose in preference to send the armies and the 
fleets to Cuba as an act of war, to check and stop the unspeakable 
horrors being enacted there. ’ 

Mr. Chairman, it is better to follow the old landmarks. We 
are too great to play the bully over the weak. The world hates a 
bully; it honors a man or a nation that dares always to do right, 
The weaker the other nation the more careful, the more consid- 
erate, we should be. It is better for us to honor the memory of 
the fathers by walking in their footsteps than to dishonor and 
discredit them as we are doing at thistime. They chose the path 
of safety; soshould we. They chose the way of honor; so should 
we. They chose the way of right; so should we. The rights of 
other nations, the honor of our own, and the safety of our people 
all plead for this Government to stop before it goes too far; before 
it molds wrong into a precedent; before it enthrones force; be- 
fore it destroys liberty. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Baker]. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I had not expected to take up 
the time of the House so early in the session. I had thonght of 
exercising that modesty which is becoming in a new Member; 
but there have been two statements made upon the floor recently, 
by men conspicuous in leadership on the other side—one economic 
and the other political—which, it seems to me, demand a reply, 
even if it be by a new Member. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], in his speech on the 
19th of November, said: 

There is labor in every part of this country for every man who wants a 
place to work. 

And that sentiment found, as it necessarily and properly would, 
applause upon the Republican side. There was no reason why 
there should not be applause upon the Democratic side, if it were 
true! And then the gentleman from Iowa proceeded: 


And there is a compensating wage for every man who will perform a‘ 


lay’s 
labor. 


It is because my views are so entirely at variance with what 
the gentleman evidently regards as a ‘‘ compensating ’’ wage that 
I have asked for the privilege here now of making some com- 
ments upon what in my estimation is a most extraordinary state- 
ment. 

What constitutes a compensating wage? In my humble judg- 
ment a compensating wage means the entire product which any 
laborer gives to an article by his toil, and if any part of the value 

| of that labor which he has implanted upon that article is sub- 
tracted or taken away by some other power, then to that extent 
that labor does not obtain a compensating wage. 

Is there any-man, even upon the Republican side, who will 
claim to-day that, as we see growing up on the one hand gigantic 
fortunesalmost beyond calculation, and as we see in our great cities 
especially hundreds of thousands of individuals who scarcely know 
where their breakfast is coming from in the morning, who will 
pretend that these men, these hundreds of thousands of individ- 
uals, having none of the wealth of the world, have rece:ved com- 
pensating wages for their past toil? 

Mr. Chairman, I want to cite a few authorities to show the lack 
of proper compensation, the lack of a compensating wage to the 
laborers of this country. A year ago a hearing took place which 
attracted the attention not merely of the people of the United 

A great contest had been 
waged in this country for months, in which on the one hand were 
arrayed the most powerful band of monopolists that probably ever 
afflicted any country and on the other hand 140,000 of almost help- 
less toilers. That struggle had gone to such an extent, had con- 
tinued so long, the industries of the country had been so seriously 
affected, that there arose an almost universal demand that the 
contest should cease, and a commission was appointed—whether 
and that commission 














1903. 


gave @ hearing. I want to read from the New York American 
somo of the comments on that hearing. 
SCRANTON, December 9, 1902. 

The members of the strike commission wept to-day when a miner told his 
simple straightforward story of incredible treatment, of inhumanity that 
astounded the judges. 

Just think of it! In the United States of America, in a country 
that it is boasted possesses greater freedom than any other coun- 


try in the vorld, and where protectionists at least claim labor | 


gets a higher wage, we are told this body wept when they heard 
of the inhumanities which had been practiced upon some of the 
men then out on strike. It goes on— 

The veil was raised a few inches and the commissioners were astonished 
as they looked beyond. 

I will not burden the House with all the details. Let me call 
attention only to one or two things, as set forth in the reports ap- 


pearing in the New York American and Journal. That paper's | 


comment follows: 


Coll had had every bone in his body, except his neck, broken in the service 
of these people, and after the strike had been turned out of his house—poor 
place, itis true, but the only home he knew—with a sick wife, her hundred- 
vear-old mother, his son, and the children of twocomrades who had been killed 
at work, and with whom he in his charity had shared hishome. They had 
been turned out at a moment’s notice into the cold street to perish. His wife 
had died as the result of the exposure, and he had just come from burying 
her to tell his story. 

THE TALE OF KATE BURNS. 

Mrs. Kate Burns, whose husband was killed in the Markle mines at Jeddo 
fourteen years ago, testified that since then she and her children have been 
working to pay off rent and coal. 

“I have lived at Jeddo all my life,” she said. ‘My father was a miner and 
I married a miner. For nine years he worked hard,and when he was carried 
home dead I had no money saved to bury him. He had been run over by a 
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But it is based upon a minimum price of $4.50 a ton. Four 
and a half dollars a ton, of which $2 is absolutely nothing but 


monopoly. 
THE RECURRING ANTHRACITE COAL PROBLEM. 

If there were any doubt from any other feature of the Anthracite Com- 
mission report that the anthracite monopolists were able to exert an hyp- 
notic influence over that Commission, this * shrewd” provision must dissipate 
it. It certainly displays great shrewdness from the standpoint of the opera- 
tors, but it is the “ devilish shrewdness” of a highwayman or a buccaneer. 
If Captain Kidd had offered to divide with the captains of the ships he looted 
on the basis of 5 per cent to them and 95 per cent to himself, provided they 
agreed to bring other merchantmen within the ‘‘sphere of his influence,” he 


| would not have displayed as great cunning, nor have effected a more one- 


sided bargain than that the operators have “dished” the miners with in this 
clause. 

Observe the cool effrontery of the proposition! The miners are to reap no 
advantage, so far as this proposition is concerned; there is to be noameliora- 

” insufferable conditions that were the cause of their striking, until 
when? Not until their oppressors have secured a price for the product of 
these very miners which gives the speretete at least $1.50 a ton over and 
above what would yield large dividends on the actual capital invested. 
Monopoly is to receive at least four times as much profit as will pay a high 
rate of dividend on actual capital—$2.50 per ton would suffice that—before 
those who risk their lives in digging the coal are to derive any benefit from 
this clause. 

But even this does not disclose the real malignity of the ‘‘agreement!” 
Realizing that while the great American public gave no concrete evidence of 
their sympathy for the miners in the shape of financial assistance, yet there 
was a strong feeling among the poopie generally that they were not receiving 
an adequate or even fair wage, and that a slight rise in the price of anthra- 
cite should be endured, if there was no other way to insure the miners receiv- 
ing decent wages, the ‘‘shrewd” gentlemen who exploit the public through 
monopolizing the anthracite deposits use this very sympathy of the people 


| for the further undoing of the poor. They say, in effect, “ You ought not to 


| complainif anthracite at tidewater does cost more than $4.50a ton: you your- 


jocomotive in the mines, but there was no redress. I was left with four | 


children, the oldest 14 years of age. We had been living in a four-room house, 
but after hts death I moved to a two-room house. 

“I buried my husband with the money contributed by his friends, and 
sot nothing from the company. I had to goto work as soon as my child was 
Core I took in washing, cleaned offices, did housework, and everything 
that was possible to keep together my little family. 

NOTHING FOR HER WORK. 


“For the two-room house I was charged $3.65 per month. I found that I 
got nothing from the company for my work in the offices, as my earnings were 
credited to the rent bill. For six years I got no credit from the company 
store. 

* When my eldest boy was 14 years of ageI sent him to the mines, as I needed 
the money desperately. He was to get 73 cents a day, but his first pay day 
he got a due bill of $396 for rent and coal. 

“| kept on working as hard asI could to pay that bill. [had received noth- 
ing from the company for my husband’s death. Two years later I sent my 
second son to the mines, and c. too, kept working for nothing in cash. We 
have Leen working ever since and at last have worked off our debts, but have 
nothing else to show for all these years.” 


Where is the ‘compensating ’’ wage for the Burns boys and 
their heroic mother? Remember the latter years of this tragedy 
were enacted during the vaunted period of prosperity, terminat- 
ing—if the tragedy has really terminated—in May, 1902, the very 
zenith of this period. 

“Compensating wages’’ we are told existin the United States for 
every man who desires to work, and yet the evidence was brought 
out that under this system of slavery that existed in the anthracite 


selves expressed sympath} for the miners in the wages we were ‘ enabled (?)’ 
to pay them when coal was low; surely you will not complain of paying a 
trifle more, now that you know that for every 5 cents increase in price the 
miners are to receive an increased wage.” 

A ‘“‘compensating ’’ wage, I suppose. 

So far as the public yields toany such specious pleading it is tantamount to 


| anadmission that $4.50 is a fair price, and operatesas anestoppelof complaint 


| ningof the proposition from another point of view. None apy 
y pro] I PY 


against that figure as an outrageously high one. But note the devilish cun- 
i yreciate better 
thanthe men who dominate the anthracite “‘gentlemen’sagree nt’ that the 
high prices of commodities of the past four or five years have reached their 
zenith, and that prices are bound to fall very gonerally—the sloughing off of 
prices of Mr. Morgan's “undigested securities’’ is pretty strong evidence 
that they are tired of holding them until the “lambs” take them off their 
hands—for some time tocome. Therefore, possessing as they do an almost 






| absolute monopoly, and being able to fix the price anywhere they please 


| (short of driving consumers to the use of bituminous), the coal trust will boa 


| in a position where they can, in the era of low prices, which will surely soon 


| lowone. You see that we aro now operating our mines ata loss 


coal regions of Pennsylvania these children worked for fourteen 


years and never received one solitary penny of cash in wages. 
Who were the men that had brought that great industry into 

this condition? To find the origin of the formation of the coal 

trust you must go back to the time when Franklin B. Gowen first 


come for all articles not monopolized, continue to charge even so extortion- 
ate a price as $4.50 without the people doing much “squawking,” the same 
public having in effect admitted that that price was “ fair’’—or else why use 
itas the minimum price from which any increase in the wages of the miners 
must count? 

On the other hand, the miners will find their hands tied should they again 
protest against the prices and conditions under which they are em 
They will be told, ‘Why you agreed that all demands for an in 
wages shall count from $4.50; that was an admission that that fizure wasa 
1s We are 
selling coal for less than $4.50 a ton. How isit possible for usto pay a higher 
rate, when even the rate we now pay resuits in our being compelled to sell 
ata loss?’ If the operators feel themselves equal to keeping their counte- 
nance while doing so, they will probably gravely suggest that the miners ac- 
cept a sliding reduction in wages until such time as the price of coal shall 
again reach $4.50. 


I can think of nothing that so aptly illustrates the value of this 








| concession by the coal barons as the story of the boy who, munch- 


started to form that combination. Gradually the combination | 


became greater, gradually the power of the monopoly became 
stronger, until the time came when over 90 per cent of the produc- 


tion of anthracite coal was carried on and controlled by the men | 


who, according to the constitution of the State of Pennsylvania, 
~—_ acting illegally in everything they did in the mining of that 
Coal, 

A former Secretary of State of the United States—a former 
Attorney-General—characterized these men in this language. 
Mr. Richard Olney said: 

Who are they that are so insistent upon the suppression of lawlessness in 


ie ——e regions? Why, the most unblushing and persistent of law- 
reAKCYS, 

For years they have defied. the law of Pennsylvania, which forbids com- 
mon carriers engaging in the business of mining. ’ 

lor years they havediscriminated between customersin the freight charges 
ou their railroads in violation of the interstate-commerce law. s 

Jo. ¥ years they have unlawfully monopolized interstate commerce in vio- 
lationof the Sherman antitrust law. : 

Indeed, the very best. excuse and explanation of their astonishing attitude 
at the Washington conference is that, having violated so many laws for so 
long and so many times, they may rightfully think they are wholly immune 
trom either punishment or reproach. 

Does any man in this country believe that these 1/0,000 anthra- 
cite toilers received a ‘‘ compensating wage?’’ Dces any man here 
believe they were in receipt of a ‘* compensating wage?’’ The 
most remarkable agreement, probably, ever made in this country 
is that agreement which these monopolists have tricked these 
miners into: *‘ For each increase of 5 cetits in the average price 
of white ash above $4.50 at tidewater the miners are to secure an 
addition of 1 per cent in their pay.”’ 


ing an apple, is asked by a smaller boy standing by, to ‘* save me 
the core;’’ to which modest request comes the rejoinder, ‘‘ There 
ain't going to be no core.”’ 

And this is calleda ‘‘ compensating wage’ by gentlemen on the 
other side. 

I want, with the permission of the House, to read another clip- 
ping. Itisaclipping from a paper that in my judgment is doing 
more than any other newspaper in the United States to call the 


| attention of the country to the distressing conditions which exist 
| in many industries—the New York American. Thisis an extract 





from a sermon delivered by Cardinal Gibbons a few days ago, in 
which the Cardinal spoke of the conditions obtaining in the cloth- 
ing industry in the city of Baltimore. It is as follows: 

Ina careful investigation I have discovered that after laboring for six 
days at from ten to twelve hours a day, their weekly compensation amounts 
to $5 or $8, and with this pittance they have to pay for house rent, food, and 
clothing, and other expenses incident to family life. They are living on 
starving wages. The result is that ina few years they become incapacitated 
for work. 

I would ask gentlemen on the other side when these toilers in 
the clothing sweatshops of Baltimore become incapacitated for 
work—the evidence showing that they receive only six to eight dol- 
lars a week, and therefore obviously can not lay by anything to 
maintain them in their old age—from whence are they to receive 
the ‘‘compensating wage’’ which is to support them when they 
become incapacitated for work? This is not a unique condition. 
The conditions in the coal industry and the clothing industry are 
not unique in the United States. Right in my own city, New 
York,in the Borough of Brooklyn, where I live, for two years men 
have climbed my door stoop nearly every day, asking me to use 
what infiuence I possessed, which is extremely little, to get them 
a job in the parks of that city. 
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And what do these men receive in the park department under 
the government of that great city? They receive $2 a day in 
wages, and if they work every day in the week they earn $12. 
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| 
| 


These men who do not have to go through acivil-service examina- 
tion have got to take the chance that climatic conditions will be | 


favorable, so that they can work. A friend of mine who is a fore- 
man in one of the parks tells me that on an average the men do 
not work more than four days in a week. 
men are begging for an opportunity to get a job where they can 
not expect to earn more than $3 a week in the great city of New 
York, where rents are so high and where prices have been in- 
creased in this period of ‘* prosperity,”’ 
able to squeeze labor down and raise prices up. In that great 
city these men beg for an opportunity to earn $8 a week. The 
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Out of the pockets of scantily paid workersin Baltimore; out of 
the pockets of 140,000 toilers in the coal-mining region of Penn- 
sylvania; out of the pockets the poor people of this land; be- 
cause it is only the poor people that use oil to illuminate their 
houses. One hundred and twe nty-five million dollars is the price 
that we have got to pay to the Standard Oil Company alone for 
this glorious period ef prosperity. One hundred and twenty-five 
million dollars—or a large portion of it—goes into the pockets of 
a half dozen men, who are already in possession of such great 
wealth that they could not throw it away if they tried. 

It would not be possible for John D. Rockefeller to throw away 
in silver dollars, one every second, if he began on the Ist day of 
January and devoted every moment of the year—never stopping 
to eat or sleep—to the close of the 3ist of December, it would not 


of 


In other words, these | 


where trusts have been | 
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Mr. OLMSTED. That man must have been a man of feeb), 


| mind, because there isn’t an able-bodied man in Pennsylvania 


that can not get $2a day. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. Let me say that the farm upon which this man 
was employed the whole of last summer is situated 2 mil 
from the city of Port Jervis, in a town called Matamoras, a: 
for the gentleman’s own information I will give him the name of 
the farmer if he wishes. That man to my positive knowled 
received a wage of $5 a week and a small house in which to live. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want tocall the gentleman’s attention ¢, 
the fact that Port Jervis is not in Pennsylvania. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BAKER. I said it was 2 miles from Port Jervis, over in 


| Pennsylvania, at a town called Matamoras, and if the gentleman 
| is familiar with the geography of his own State he will _know 
cost of living has gone up 37 per cent during this period of so- | 
called prosperous times, and at the best wages have not gone up | 


that Matamoras is in Pennsylvania. [Laughter and applause. | 


A gentleman on my left calls attention to the singular fact that 


| Port Jervis is in three States, one of them Pennsylvania, so it 


Is it a compensating wage that gives | 


be possible for him to throw his income away, let alone his princi- | 


= And yet we are told that this is prosperity! Prosperity? 
fes, prosperity has come during the past four years to those men 
who have control of the great monopolies of the country. It has 
enabled these men with what reputation they Sorunaly had to 
delude the American people and foist upon them so-called ‘‘ securi- 
ties,’’ three-quarters of which is water, and the American people 
are finding that they can not digest that proportion of water. 
{Laughter. ] 

I spent last summer in the highly protected State of Pennsyl- 
Vania, in a State where practically every man bows down to this 
idol ** protection.” and if that theory worked in that State at 
least you would think that prosperity would be found. And yet at 
the farmhouse where I stopped, a farm laborer who was asked, to 
my positive knowledge, to go to work on two other farms received 
a wage of $5 a week and a small house to live in. Is that a com- 
pensating wage? Fortunately for him he has only a wife and one 
small child; but if he had nine or ten children his wages would 
have been no higher. Five dollars a week for eight months in 
the year is all that that man is sure of receiving. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chaixman, will the gentleman allow an 
inté rruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from N 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BAKER. I want to say, this being the first time I have 
spoken upon this floor, that I shall maintain the invariable rule I 
have followed outside of this House, to answer every question 
that may be addressed to me, no matter who the gentleman may 
be. [Applause.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. 
sylvania this occurred? 

Mr. BAKER. In Pike County. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is not very specific. 

Mr. BAKER. I will be more specific; it was near Milford. 


Yew York yie ‘ld 


I want to ask the gentleman where in Penn- 


might have taken place in Port Jervis and still have been in 
Pennsylvania. 

But, as I have already said, this situation is not unique. It is 
not unique to the mining industry; it is not unique to the cloth 
ing industry; itis not unique to the farm laborers. Why, sir 
in the great State of Iowa, where we are told every man has | 
bank account, the farm laborers do not receive in wages during 
the whole year as much as the mileage (some $400, I am told) that 
is paid to the gentlemen from Iowa tocometo Congress. [Laugh 
ter and applause on the Democratic side. 

Now, I want to read some thing else to this House. A gentle- 
man who I suppose has done mort > for the great State of Pennsy1- 
vania (in the estim: — hay the people of that State, but not mine 
than any other man was, at the time of the great labor strug: 
at Homestead, very cz ireful to remain secluded at Skibo C: 
was very careful not to respond to cablegrams sent to him as ki 
that he use his influence to see that that titanic struggle 
brought to an end—that gentleman would hear nothing of 
moanings of the men who were shot down at Homestead, but | 
a a great deal to say about the ‘* beneficent ’’ system ws itut 

y the United States Steel Corporation which is called a ‘** bon 
a for their employees. What does Mr. Andrew Carnegie 

At a meeting of the Iron and Steel Institute, in London, Ma 
referring to the stock-bonus plan for employees, Mr, Carn 
said: 

In the bonus granted to employees we have proof of regard for them 

Heaven savethemark! ‘“ i for the employees ”’ is he Ww 
in which Mr. Carnegie speaks of this little ‘‘ arrangement”’ 
which can not but tell, and the distribution of shares in the concern ha 
advantage which so far even no partnership has enjoyed. 

True! Never before in any large way, on any large scale, | 
an industrial corporation been able to foist upon its a . 

a favor—stock at 82} which is selling to-day in New York ¢ 
This is the way they “regard” their workmen. This is the: ’ 
that great protected industry, the United States Steel Cor; 
tion, ‘‘ takes care” of its employees. 

That this infant industry would perish from the land, that 
strong arms of its brawny workmen would wither up, that 
tall chimneys would topple and fall, that the ore and coal in 
ground which this corporation owns would secrete itself near: 
the center of the earth, perhaps finally coming to the surfac« 
the other side of the globe—China, if it were not for the tari! 
we have the highest authority to prove. 

Its first president, its spectacular president, Charles M. Schw 
(a man after the President’s own heart), in one of those c 
dential communications which occasionally pass between captains 
of industry, but which rarely see the light of day, writing to M 
Frick under date of May 15, 1899, said: 

VAST PROFITS OF THE “TARIFF-PROTECTED™ TRUSTS. 

As to the future, evenonlow prices, am mostsanguine. Iknow posit 
that England can not produce pig iron at the actual cost for less than $! 
per ton, even allowing no profit on raw materials, and can not put pig 
- to arail with their most efficient works for less than $7.50 a ton. This w o 

vake railsat net cost to them at$19. Wecansellat this price and ship a! 
so as to net us $16at works for foreign business, nearly as good as home | 
ness has been. What is true of rails is equally true of other steel pro: t l 
Asa result of this we are going toc sontrol the steel business of the world 

You know we can make rails for less than $12 per ton, leaving a nic: 
gin on foreign business, Besides this foreign costs are going toincrease y' 
by year, because they have: not the raw material, while ours is going to 
crease. The result of all this is that we will beable to sell our surplus abr: 
run our works full all the time, and get the best practice and costsin this w: 

The following is the comment of the New York Herald on M r. 
Schwab’s letter: 

A time, when steel rails could be made here at $12 a ton and sold abroa 
at $16, the price of steel rails, according to the records of the American | 
and Steel Association, were $28.12 a ton. 

With the stockholders receiving 100 per cent on actual cost ‘ 
plants, etc., or $133,000,000, and 150,000 employees receiv! 
$120,000,000, one naturally asks, even in this case, who is gett 
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the ‘ compensating "’ wages? Is it thestockholder or the employee? | know, is made of 1903, as it is currently reported that “‘oil and 


Only this very day an Associated Press dispatch reports: 
|, TRUST CUTS WAGES—AN ERA OF RETRENCHMENT WILL BE ENTERED 
UPON JANUARY 1. 
New Yor«, December 14, 1908. 
The statement was made to-day by a leading official of the United States 


STEEL 


Steel Corporation that, besinaing January 1, 1904, about 9 per cent of the 
employees of the corporation will suffer wage reductions ranging from 5 to 
ne t. This reduction will affect about 150,000 workmen in the various 
ore the subsidiary companies. The remaining 10 per cent of employees 
a bers of the Amalgamated Association of Lron, Steel, and Tin Work- 
ers, whose wage schedule runs to July 1, 1004. 
inance committee of the steel corporation has, it is understood, under 
n ation the dismissal of man high-salaried employees, in addition to 
ho ready discharged, but no statement on this point was forthcoming 
- asserted that, barring some unforeseen technicalities, employees of 
th poration who participated in the profit-sharing plan will, in the com- | 


ing month, receive a $5 dividend on the preferred stock to which they sub- 
scribd at $e2 50. 

‘Unforeseen technicalities”? is good. I suppose it was an un- 
foreseen ** technicality ’’ that caused the stock, which the employ- 
ees were graciously permitted as a favor to purchase at $82.50, to 


fall to $52.3874, when the insiders—the promoters—unloaded. It is | 


ly also an ‘*‘ unforeseen technicality’’ that requires these 


5 cent to 20 per cent wage reductions, so as to bring them, I 
su ». down to what the gentleman from Iowa calls a ‘‘com- | 
pensating’’? wage. The New York Tribune’s report says: 

I ion was received in this city [New York] from Pittsburg yester- 


y an arrangement between the Amalgamated Association and the 
t sheet steel mills an increase of output will be allowed, while the 

pta cut inwages. This agreement is expected to lead to an 

u readjustment of the wage schedules at the plants of the steel cor- 
rat o that the employees will be permitted to turn out more work to 

p for the cut in wages, and the cost of production, therefore, will be 


The italics are mine. Whatan admirable arrangement! The 
m ‘to be allowed fo work harder to enable them to earn as 
formerly. We never hear of the stockholders being 
lowed” a cut in dividend! It is always the employee who 
must suffer. Will my Republican friends maintain that their 
idolized system of ** protection ’’ compels the employer to pay the 
high rate of wages that that system of taxation ‘‘ enables’’ them 
to pay? ! 
; a result of this—-the ability to produce steel rails in the 
United States at $12 and less per ton, as against a net cost to pro- 


duce in England of $i19—and as a result of ‘‘ protection,”’ the | 


United States Steel Corporation was able to earn profits to the 
enormous amount of $111.000,000 in 1901 and $133,000,000 in 1902, 
atotal of $244,090,000, after making deductions for depreciation of 
plants. ete. The wages paid during these two years amounted to 
g 100,000 in 1£01 and $120,000,000 in 1902. 
When it is considered that it is extremely doubtful if it would 
25,000,000 to duplicate all plants, machinery, wharves, rail- 
roads, etc., of the company, it will be seen that its earnings have 
really amounted about 100 per cent a year. 

Innumerable instances of the great disparity between what 
labor receives in wages in a protected industry and the ‘‘ compen- 
sation’ which goes to the trust controlling such industry could 
be cited, but I admit that none are more glaring than— 

BORAX. 

Most of the borax produced in the world is obtained in the 
barren and sterile region of California, where Chinamen and In- 
dians who dig it receive the high wage of $1 to $1.25 a day—when 
they work. Borax is controlled by a trust known as “ Borax 


Cc 


Limited,’’ an English corporation whose stock, however, is largely | 
owned by Americans. Because Great Britain has no tariff for | 


protection,” ** Borax Limited ”’ sells its borax there for 2} cents 
while charging 7% cents a pound here. 

Who gets the ‘‘ compensating ” wage in this case! The China- 
man or the Indian who dig the borax in as inhospitable a region as 
exists probably on the globe, where no vegetation can grow, and 
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gets the munificent pay of $1 to $1.25 a day, or ‘‘ Borax Limited ”’ | 


(unlimited as to itsability to squeeze the American people) which 
makes at least 300 per cent on the actual cost to it of every pound 
of bor ix if mines and manufactures? 

If this prosperity of which we hear so much boasting as being 


due to Republican policies really exists, how is it that every | 


Weekly trade paper and almost every issue of our daily newspapers 
Contain accounts of lockouts and shutdowns and reductions of 
Wages? Is it that the wages heretofore paid in these industries 
have been more than “‘ compensating?’’ Do the protected barons 
feel that the workingmen have been getting too large a propor- 
; mot this prosperity, even after they have paid 40 per cent more 
on the necessaries of life, and they (the monopolists) have not 
een getting their share? If this is so, why do we hear that more 
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millionaires were made in that garden spot, that very Alhambra | 


. I rotection ” (Pittsburg) during 1900, 1901, and 1902 than pre- 
lously existed in the entire country? Not so much boasting, I 


| philanthropy’ have been getting in some fine work, as a result of 
| which some budding millionaires there are now counting their 
wealth in six or even five figures instead of in sevens as before. 

I will not take the time of the House to read this imposing list 
of shut-downs, lockouts, and wage reductions, culled chiefly from 
good Republican newspapers. If will ask leave to insert them in 
| the Record as part of my speech. I will, however, quote now 

what the International Mercantile Agency, of which ex-Director 
of the Census Merriam is the head, said, about December 5: 


The week is characterized by further slackening industry. Wages of 
200,000 industrial employees have been reduced 10 per cent or more, and prepa- 
rations are making to effect a similar reduction with respect to 300,000 others 
in various lines on or about January 1. 

As indicating the slackening in industry, we may note the fall- 
ing off in the production of pig iron. The Iron Age of Decem- 
ber 10 says that the production fell from an average of 1,600,000 
tons a month for July, August, and September to 1,074,000 tons 
for November, and that ‘‘ such a drop within the short space of 
two months is altogether unprecedented in the American iron 
industry.’’ Yet it says thatnot only did the stock of iron greatly 
| increase during November, but that for the first week in Decem- 
ber there was a still further falling off in production. 

On October 22 the Boston Transcript, a leading Republican 
paper, said: 





Organized labor is facing the greatest wage crisis since the panic of 1893, 
* * * JIthas been estimated that before close of the year t rem 
ploying concerns of the country will have discharged nearly 1,000,0 


On November 11 the New York Journal of Commerce and Coim- 
mercial Bulletin, the greatest journal of this class in this country, 
said: 


It would be folly to shut our eyes to the fact that industrial and in turn 
commercial depression are following right along in the wake of the financial 
collapse. Milis are shutting down; mining is being restricted 


WORKINGMEN ARE ANXIOUS. 
The National Labor Tribune, of Pittsburg, in its last issue, 
gives this pointer: 


Wages are expected to come down at the first of the year ll di tions. 
Many craft—iron and steel workers notably—have been reduced 
> 





Justice requires that other things should coms down in proportion 
and cunen be lowered, if the workingman is not to be ground be 
upper and the nether millstone. 

Apparently a new idea has occurred to these labor papers. If it 
can be made to work, the wage-earners will not in the future have 
to carry the heavier end of the burden of industrial depressions. 
They will unload on somebody else. When the demand for goods 
falls off and the manufacturer’s profits begin to diminish the manu- 
facturer reduces his working force or reduces wages, or both. 
When the demand for labor slackens and labor’s earnings grow 
less why can not he have his rent, taxes, and other costs of living 
reduced accordingly? How nice it would be if he could pass this 
trouble along. 

But the workers will not get relief in these directions. Land- 
lords refuse to reduce rents, because they know that there are 
just as many houses and as many people who have to live some- 
where; that is, until they freeze or starve. The total taxes of the 
average family are about $125 a year, of which $10 goes for State 
and local taxes, $25 for mternal revenue, and $90 for tariff taxes. 
Of the tariff taxes only about $15 goes to the Government, the re- 
maining $75 going to the tariff trusts and other protected interests. 

There is no good reason why this $75 a year of tariff taxes which 
i 
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goes to the protected trusts should not be taken off even when 

times are good and when wages are high. When wages are low 

|} and men are out of work every unnecessary burden should be 
lifted from the laborer’sback. This burden can be lightened only 
by the action of Congress; but, unfortunately for the workingman, 
they have elected the wrong set of men toCongress. The ‘' stand 
patters ’’ are now on deck here, and they would see the working- 
men of this couutry sweat blood before they would think of offer- 
ing the relief that could be given only by stopping the ** graft ”’ of 
the trusts. 

President Roosevelt in his message has not mentioned the word 
tariff. He has joined the ‘‘stand patters.’’ Every Republican 
now says that the tariff should not be disturbed until after t 
Presidential election. Of course the real reason for this is that 
the protected manufacturers have paid for the privilege of tariff 
taxing the people and will not consent to let go of the privilege. 

WAGE REDUCTIONS, CLOSED MILLS, ETC 

As indicating the continued and rapidly increasing decline in 

wages and in the number of workers employed, the following ad- 
| ditional news items are quoted: 
[From the Iron Age, December 10, 1903. ] 


The independent sheet mills are demanding of the Amalgamated Associa- 
tion of Iron and Steel Workers that union wages in sheet mills be reduced 20 
per cent, this being the reduction already made in the nonunion mills of the 
| American Sheet Steel Company. In case the association refuse to accept 


the 
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this reduction, the opinion is expressed that all but two or three of the mills 
will be closed down and all orders will be pooled and worked off at the mills 
running. 


Where will union labor be then! 

Effective on Tuesday, December 1, the wages of 321 men employed at the 
blast furnaces at the Ohio works cf the Carnegie Steel Company, Youngs- 
town, Ohio, were reduced 8.47 per cent. Common labor was reduced 6} per 
vent. 

How nicely graded these reductions are! 

On December 16 wages will be reduced from 10 to 20 per cent in all blast 
furnaces the Mahoning and Shenango valleys. All the furnaces of the 
United States Steel Corporation will make a corresponding reduction. 

To help out the ‘“‘ bonus”’ plan, I suppose! 

Three furnaces of the Carnegie Steel Company’s Edgar Thompson group, 
at Bessemer, Pa., are now idle. a 3 

Tte Lake Shore Engine Works, Marquette, Mich., have reduced wages in 
all departments 10 per cent. Atthe shops of the Duluth and South Shore 
Railroad, in that city, hours of labor have been cut to nine daily, with a pro- 
portionate reduction in wages. Several hundred men are affected. 

It is stated that poor trade conditions have caused the Brown & Sharp 
Manufacturing Company, Providence, R. I., to lay off 600 men for an indefi- 
ite period, and to reduce the hours of the remaining machinists from 60 to 
} per week. 

Why does not this company “leave well enough alone”’’ and 
‘stand pat ’’—keep their works running? 

The plant of the American Steel Foundries, at Sharon, Pa., which was 
closed down last week on accountof scarcity of orders, has started up again. 
The wage scale has not been adjusted, but the men wil continue at work un- 
til anagreement is reached. The molders have been notified of a reduction 
in wages from a basis of $3.50 per day to $3.15 per day. 

Employees of the galvanizing department of the Wheeling Corrugating 
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Works, Wheeling, W. Va., have been notified of a reduction in wages of 20 
per cent, effective December 1. 
RAILWAYS CUTTING DOWN. 
About October 14 the New York Times, under the above head- 
line, reported as follows: 


Third Vice-President W. C. Brown, of the New York Central, admitted 
yesterday that large reductions were being made on his road. 


“The forces are being reduced,” he said, * partly for the reason that a ma- | 


terial decrease in business is anticipated. That is but natural when steel 
milis are closing down, and in the present conditions of the building trades, 
owing to strikes. We understand that the outputof pig iron will be reduced 
25 per cent. That means 25 per cent less coke and also 2% per cent less busi- 
ness for us. he men let go for this reason will be mostly shop men.” 

Of course, those who choose to do so can accept the interested 
optimistic yvaporings of Republican statesmen and discard the 
disinterested warnings of our great trade and labor journals and 
of our financial and commercial authorities. But if, as has here- 
tofore been supposed, the iron and steel industry is the barometer 
of business, then a great industrial storm will soon be upon us. 

CREATOR AND PRESERVER OF PROSPERITY. 


A significant letter appeared on November 23 in the Youngstown 
(Ohio) Vindicator. It is addressed to ‘Senator M. A. Hanna’”’ 
(creator and preserver of prosperity), ana reads as follows: 

DEAR Sir: Iam an employee of the Republic Iron and Steel Company, of 
Youngstown, in the Bessemer department. The works are closed since elec- 
tion for an uncertain length of time, and Iam out of work. Most of the fur- 
naces and many of the other mills in this valley have also peen closed since 


election, so that I can not get work anywhere else, and the cost of living is 


higher than I have ever known it to be. 
formed of the condition of things or you would have prevented it; for you 
said in your speech here on October 15 last that if you were elected prosper- 
il Vv 
wages reduced. 
bebeved you : 

The “‘sorehead’’ Democrats among my neighbors are saying that you 
knew better when you made such a statement, that you made them to de- 
ceive the people into voting for you, and that you are no better than any 
other confidence man or fraud. Now, Mr. HANNA, what we want is for you 
to show these lying Democrats that your word is as good as your bond, as 
you said it was, and that you can give us bazk prosperity. Please order the 
mills to open and wages restored to the old figure by December 1 and oblige 
many of your admirers. 

To this letter, which is signed ‘‘ John Smith, vice-president 
Hanna meeting, October 15,”’ there is a postscript admonishing 
that ‘‘if you don’t do something soon there will be soup houses 
in this valley.” 

Soup houses! Why, the man must be crazy! Our Republican 
friends tell us that soup houses are only established when the 
Democrats are in power. And yet it does sound a little strange, 
does it not, that prosperity, which these Youngstown people were 
promised should be theirs (if they would only then forever politi- 
cally bury the man whom the monopolists all over the country 
fear more than any other man—Tom L. Johnson), should have 
followed its self-constituted guardian out of town? For the sake 
of the people of Youngstown, and for the sake of the reputation of 
the Republican party, I hope prosperity’s guardian will catch the 
first train to Youngstown and take prosperity back there with 
him, and thus avoid the charge that the Republican party is giving 
those people soup houses instead of prosperity. 

These same gentlemen who were largely responsible for foisting 
a thousand million dollars of water upon an unsuspecting public 
were also guilty of exploiting another trust known as the “* ship- 
building trust,’’ which is practically all water. I suppose that 
was in order to enable the ships to have some of their natural ele- 
ment in which to float. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 


He says that 
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I voted the Republican ticket because you said this and I 


What does the receiver of that corporation say? 


I am sure you have not been in- | 


would continue, but if Johnson were elected the mills would be closed and | 
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the formation of the company is an “ artisticswindle.”” Just think 
of it! 

A gentleman who has been a member of the other House, a 
gentleman who is sufficiently responsible in the great State of 
New Jersey to be selected as trustee for this defunct corporation 
and its few assets, says the formation of that company was an 
‘‘ artistic swindle,’ and it was to the gentleman who was mainly 
responsible for the flotation of that company that the Member 
from Ohio a year ago sent that frantic telegram, ‘‘ There arg 
10,000 frantic miners in my district; for God’s sake stop the 
strike!’? He knew—the Member from Ohio knew—where wag 
the seat of power in the United States. He did not send any tele. 
gram to the other end of Pennsylvania avenue. No! He sent 
his telegram to the corner of Wall street and Broad street. He 
knew that there was the seat of power in the United States, and 
he sent his telegram there beseeching that the influence of the 
power of government which was situated there should be used to 
settle the coal strike, which otherwise meant, in his judgment, 
the loss of his seat in Congress. 

These gentlemen have been guilty not only of an “artistic 
swindle,’ according to the language used by ex-Senator Smith, 
but they have also been guilty of wholesale plunder. Even Re- 
publicans must admit that if there is any plunder going on, the 
men or body of men engaged in plunder can only plunder those 
who are in possession of wealth, and if the plunder is effected, 
then the men who previously had the wealth are shorn of it while 
the plunderers walk off with the booty. 

Now, if plundering has been going on in the United States un- 
der the egis of these great financial magnates, then it necessarily 
follows that the people have been plundered. But that does not 
surprise the gentlemen from Pennsylvania. You have been so 
accustomed for years to laying the whole American people under 
tribute that it does not surprise you that a financial magnate 
should only lay a few thousand investors in stocks under tribute. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Iam absolutely impartial in my denunciation of robbery. I not 
merely say that it is wicked under the so-called theory of ‘‘ pro- 
| tection ’’ for a few men to be given the power to put their hands 
| into the pockets of the American people, but I also say it is equally 

wicked when a corporation does what it is charged by the pres 

government of the city of New York with having done. The city 
of New York charges that one of the great trusts, not satisfied, I 
suppose, with putting its hands into the pockets of the American 
people to the extent of $70,000,000 a year—the sugar trust—bu 
| because, [ imagine, it needed a few more dollars to declare another 
one-fourth of 1 per cent dividend—has stolen $525,000 worth of 
water from the city of New York. 

Gentlemen, any man that understands the influences that con- 
trol men must know that when you confer the power on a man 
or a body of men to rob legally, just as sure as they get the oppor 
tunity to do it they will rob illegally, as the sugar trust is charged 
with doing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] While the de- 
moralizing effect upon many who possess no legal power to rob, 
unless their moral nature has been fully developed, is to throw 
the glamour of respectability, of ‘‘shrewdness,’’ over stealing 
when carried on on a large scale, which incites them to petty pec 
| ulations and breaches of trust. 
| Incidentally I might call the attention of the gentlemen on the 
other side to the fact that there are some 75,000 textile workers 
whose wages have recently been reduced from 15 to 25 per cent. 
I am curious to know which the gentleman from Iowa regards as 
the compensating wage. Was it the wage paid before the reduc- 
tion or that now paid? If it is the wage formerly paid to these 
textile workers, then how comes it that having performed their 
part of the bargain entered into between them and the boss of the 
Republican party in Ohio, if not of the country, when he invited 
them to stand * pat,’’ to ‘‘leave well enough alone,’ and they 
have stood “* pat’’ and voted for the Republicans and ** pros] 
ity ’—why, I ask, is faith broken with them? Why are their 
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wages reduced? Is it claimed that the wages these men received 
before the 15 per cent to 25 per cent reduction went into effect was 


more than ‘‘ compensating?”’ 

The newspaper which puts this item in circulation very prop- 
erly suggests that it would be well for these men, the men em 
ployed in that industry, to *‘ let well enough alone” and not rank 
themselves with those who are termed “‘agitators!’’ And yet. 

_referring again to the remarks of the distinguished cardinal. | 
want to say, as he says in speaking of the condition that exists 
in the clothing business of Baltimore, ‘* You can agitate the «ses 
tion; by agitation the air is stirred, the sky is cleared, healthy 
discussion is provoked, you arouse public attention to pressing 
grievances, you invoke popular sympathy.’ (I doubt, however, 
the ability of even a cardinal to invoke sympathy from the |ene- 
ficiaries of protection.) ‘‘ You remove the veil so that one-half 
| of the world can know how the other half lives.’’ 

' It is because a few individuals have the power conferred ‘upon 
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them by legislation to rob the great mass of the people. It is be- 
cause of that that one-half of the people do not know how the 
other half—the lower submerged tenth—live in this country. 

Why is it that a ‘‘ compensating ’’ wage is not paid to the coal 
miner; to the worker in the clothing sweat shop; to the farm la- 
porer; to the factory operative, whether in cotton, worsted, 
woolen, and paper goods, boots and shoes, or other industries; to 
the sales girl of our city department stores; even to the clerks and 
pookkeepers—most of whom regard themselves as superior to 
factory operatives—thousand of whom, even in New York, with 
its high cost of living, receive less than $12 a week? Why is it 
that despite the manifold inventions which more than anything 
else mark the latter half of the nineteenth century, inventions 
which in some industries have increased the power of labor to pro- 
duce ten, twenty, and, in some few instances, forty fold—why is 
it that capital even (capital not engaged in monopolistic enter- 
prises or having some monopoly privileges) finds its return stead- 
ily diminishing, except, maybe, during a few years of particu- 
larly flush times? The answer to one is the answer to all of these 
queries—monopoly! I am well aware that in the public mind 
the word monopoly is associated almost exclusively with what 
has become known as the “‘trusts,”’ but these combinations are | 
merely the more glaring illustrations of the effects of monopoly. 
The ownership of valuable land in our large cities, of water 
powers and water privileges—wharves, etc—of mineral and tim- 
ber lands, constitute monopoly privileges, and their ownership | 
confers a power quite distinct from the possession of capital by 
the same individuals. 

The exclusive franchises to perform certain public functions in 
our cities, such as the supplying of gas, water, and electricity, 
street-car and elevated railroad service, as well asinterstate trans- 
portation, are monopoly privileges of the highest value, the pos- 
session of which gives the power to continuously tax the people. 
Colossal fortunes have been secured (‘‘earned”’ is the mistaken term 
most generally used) by the few men controlling these enormously 
valuable privileges, which have been used to lay the whole people 
under tribute. The factory girl and the sales lady of our great 
stores many of whom receive as little as from $3.50 to $5 per 
week, have their scanty earnings reduced by the extortionate toll | 
which the street-car monopolies exact. A service which it re- 
quires a stretch of the mind to figure as costing one-half of the 
5 cents collected (even if seats were provided for all), and for 
which a 3-cent fare would yield a generous dividend on the actual 
capital invested in the lines and their equipment. This 2-cent ex- 
cess collected twice a day constitutes during the week a serious 
depletion of the meager wages which these girls receive, and has, 
undoubtedly, been the means of driving many of them to the 
streets. 

How is this condition to be altered? By what means can we 
prevent the further appropriation by monopoly of anever-increas- | 
ing proportion of the wealth which labor and capital produces? 
The answer is simple. Complex as our present civilization ap- 
pears to those who have not studied economic principles, it is 
complex only in the subdivision of labor. The effects of monopoly 
are as Clearly apparent to those who will study the matter as 
though primitive civilization existed and all wealth was produced 
directly from the land. To secure a ‘‘compensating’’ wage to 
labor, to secure a just and full return to capital, we must strike 
at the causes which produce monopoly. We must strike at the 
roots. We can do this by substituting in place of the cumber- 
some, unintelligent, discordant, complex. system—or lack of sys- 
tem—which taxes production and accumulation, which says, in 
effect, to every individual that the more industrious and more | 
effective your methods of production, the greater judgment and | 
skill displayed therein the greater burden of taxes shall you bear; | 





while it says to monopolists, in effect, the more you monopo- | 
lize natural opportunities (thereby depriving labor and capital of | 
the means of production) the greater the extent and scope of your 
monopoly, and the less use you permit these opportunities to be | 
put to the less burden of taxation shall you bear. To secure a 

compensating ’’ wage to every toiler it is but necessary to re- 

store natural law, to institute the ‘‘ natural ’’ system of taxation— | 
the single tax. No words that I can use can soclearly and graph- | 
ically portray the benefits that would follow if this were done as 
those contained in Ethics of Democracy, by Louis F. Post, 
who in this book has illumined fundamental Democratic princi- 
ples, and who, week by week, in the columns of the Public com- 
ments upon current events of the day from the standpoint of real | 
Democracy in a manner that can not fail to clarify the thought | 
of those who read his paper, and I therefore commend it to my | 
Republican friends on the other side, who stand so much in need 

of it. He says on page 141: | 


f By means of the single-tax principle the abolition of land monopoly can be 
ully accomplished. By means of the single-tak method it can be far ad- 


vanced, Under this simple land reform, sound in economics and unassail- 
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able in morals, no one could hold any kind of land out of use without suffer- 
ing serious and continual loss. Land would have to be used, and be well 
used, or be abandoned. There would be no profit in mere ownership. That 
oal being reached—indeed, long before it had been fully reached—trade 
ving meanwhile and by the same method been freed by the abolition of 
commercial and industrial taxes and of highway obstacles, the benefits of 
economic improvement would be generally diffused and the evil spirit of the 
trust would be exorcised. 

With the annual value of special landed advantages applied to common 
use and no longer retained by private owners; with taxes on industry thus 
made unnecessary, and consequently abolished; with highways freed from 
special privilege; with unused land everywhere made freely accessible, and 
the barriers of industrial corral thus broken down; with demand for pro- 
ductive work thereby made to exceed supply, and through the free interplay 
of all the economic forces of consumption and production perpetually to 
maintain that excess—with these demonstrable effects of the single tax 
realized, there would b2 no more possibility of subjugating labor and mo- 
nopolizing business with paper agreements than of holding back the waters 
of Niagara with a paper dam. 


GOD HELP RHODE ISLAND! 


I now come to the political matter that I expressed a desire to 
discuss at the opening of my remarks. A few days ago I was 
impelled to ask the Member from Ohio this question on the occa- 
sion of his annual anteelection prophecy: ‘‘ Does the gentleman 
know that the reelected governor of Rhode Island is the same 
kind of a man as ‘Tom L. Johnson—a Single-Tax Democrat?’’ and 
as the only reply he made was, ‘‘ God help Rhode Island!”’ and 
as I now learn that that portion of his remarks wherein he spoke 
of the recent election in that State does not conform to the facts, 
I take this, the earliest opportunity, to state just what the facts 
are, and also why I, a resident of another State, deem it of 
importance that the country and also the prophet of the Repub- 
lican party should know for what these men stand. 

It will not do for my Republican friends to insinuate that the 
people of Rhode Island do not know for what Governor Garvin 
stands. They know he stands for— 


EQUAL ELECTORAL REPRESENTATION, 


So that 200 votes in a Republican rural community shall not 
have equal political representation with 10,000 Democratic votes 
in Providence. 

THE INITIATIVE. 

So that not more than 5,000 voters shall be required to initiate 
amendments to the Constitution, to be submitted directly to the 
people. 

TAXATION OF PUBLIC FRANCHISES. 


So that the exploiters of special privileges shall not escape taxa- 


| tion—the farmer and workingman now bearing nearly all the 


burden of taxation. 
THREE-CENT RAILWAY FARES IN PROVIDENCE. 

So that shop girls shall not be forced to give quite so largea 
proportion of their scanty earnings to monopoly. 

TEN HOURS’ LABOR IN TWELVE HOURS FOR MOTORMEN AND CONDUCTORS. 

So that these men can occasionally see their children during 
daylight. 

THE REFERENDUM. 

So that no franchise shall be valid until appraved by a majority 
vote of the electors. 

He has been several times a member of the State senate as well 
as of the lower house, having been elected some thirteen times, 
as well as having been acandidate for Congress at four successive 
Congressional elections, while as the Democratic candidate for 
governor in 1902 and 1903 he polled on each occasion from two to 
five thousand more votes than the other Democratic candidates 
for State offices. 

General GROSVENOR, among other things, said that*he Repub- 
licans last year elected the lieutenant-governor by 700 or 800 and 
this year by some 8,000. I have here a letter from Governor Gar- 


| vin’s secretary, in which he gives the figures which show that the 


Democratic candidate for lieutenant-governor was elected in 1902 
by 2,164, and that so far from the Republicans electing their can- 
didate in 1903 by 7,000 to 8,000 he only had a plurality of 381, suf- 
cient, it is true, to elect him, but indicating no such change of 
political sentiment in Rhode Island as the gentleman would have 
the country believe. 

‘**God help Rhode Island!’’ It would seem that this appeal is 
unnecessary, as the people of that State at the last two elections 
have given the best evidence of their ability to help themselves. 
For years that little State has been the happy hunting ground of 
the boodler and corruptionist. Immense sums have been annu- 
ally spent to make certain that the State would remain in the 
‘right’? column, the column which the gentleman from Ohio 
states is to aggregate some 260 votes in the electoral college. 

Like Tom L. Johnson, in Ohio, Governor Garvin is one of those 
few men in public life who will not spend one illegal or corrupt 
dollar to influence political results, not even to secure his own 
election. As he is by repute a poor man, it is very doubtful 


whether, even if he had the disposition, he could raise pennies 
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where the Republicans raise dollars. The beneficiaries of “‘ pro- 
tection ’’ are not contributing to the support of real Democrats— 
those who oppose every form of special privilege. But the gen- 
tleman from Ohio says, ‘* We have not only both branches of the 
_ legislature, but we have them by alarger majority than we elected 
them by one year ago.’’ What does the gentleman mean by a 
larger majority? Does he mean to imply that a majority or even 
plurality of the voters in Rhode Island last year, or even this year, 
voted for the Republican candidates for the senate and the assem- 
bly? [imagine not. Yet I can not see how the uninitiated could 
draw any other inference from his language. 
What are the facts? We find that in 1902 twenty towns—with 
a total population of 36,672 and but 8,994 voters, and in which 
the aggregate vote cast for all these twenty Republican senators 


was but 3,855, or 43 per cent of the vote of those towns—elected | 


a majority of the senate, which consists of thirty-eight members. 


While 3,855 Republican voters were able, under the grossly un- | 


fair apportionment existing in Rhode Island, to elect twenty sena- 
tors, it took 22,579 Democratic votes to elect ten—not twenty— 
senators in Democratic districts. We thus get a glimpse of hes 
the Democrats, under the leadership of Governor Garvin, haye 
been ‘‘up against’? in that State. Under the law there, as 
amended in 1901, these twenty senators, a majority of the senate, 
in effect, constitute the government of the State of Rhode Island, 
as the senate is really the executive power. All that these twenty 
men have to do is to refuse to confirm any appointment by Gov- 
ernor Garvin, and then, under this strange law, they can in the 


course of a stated number of days (very few) proceed to nomi- | 


nate and confirm whoever they may select. 

Incidentally, and for the information of the gentleman from 
Ohio, I wish to call attention to the fact that it took 10,997 Dem- 
ocratic votes in the city of Providence to elect the one Senator 
which this Republican apportionment permits that city to have. 

The marvel is, not that the Republicans have a majority of 
both houses of the legislature, but that the Democratic repre- 
sentation is half as large as it is where such gross inequality pre- 
vails. 

It is entirely true that, as the General says, they—the Republi- 
cans—have the legislature, and that is what they wanted. Of 
course they wanted the legislature. 
thropy’’ would be deprived of their most skillful leader and 
strongest supporter at the other end of the Capitol. 


trol of ‘“‘their’’ legislature, while I notice that the gentleman 


from Ohio is content to let that phase of the subject severely | 
Even he will not boast of the saturnalia of corruption and | 


alone. 
political debauchery which the Republicans have resorted to to 
retain control of the legislature of that State, for without whole- 
sale corruption, without the expenditure of an immense boodle 
fund—the extent and persistent use of which one would think 


should make even Republicans blush with shame—they could not, | 


even with their shockingly indecent apportionment, elect a ma- 
jority of the legislature. 
WHAT JOHNSON AND GARVIN STAND FOR. 


But why is it that I am so interested in the governor of Rhode | 


Island, and what induced me to call attention to the fact that he 


is the same kind of a Democrat as the last Democratic candidate | 
It is because these two men represent the | 
highest ideals of Democracy, because they stand for its noblest | 


for governor of Ohio? 


aspirations, because of all the candidates of the Democratic party 


in the United States at the last election, who were known outside | 
of their own districts, these two men alone stand unreservedly, | 


unequivocally, and unqualifiedly for that fundamental Demo- 
cratic principle—‘‘ equ 
none.”’ 

It is because the United States has strayed far from this prin- 
ciple; it is because the people have not been alert to the insidious 


Without it ‘‘ oil and philan- | 


But the | 
Rockefellers do not boast of the methods employed to retain con- | 


rights to all and special privileges to | 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 1, 


| short work of the whole system of special privilege, that I hone 
| the public will know more of them. a 
It has been said that the recent election in Ohio means the pp. 
| litical death of Tom L. Johnson. Those who thus prophesy do 
| not know the man nor the power of the truths for which 
stands. To such men, imbued with a great moral purpose, 
_ determination to devote their lives to the uplifting of humanity 
_ in the only effective way that mankind can be permanently bene. 
| fited, by abolishing monopoly, defeat is nothing more than a tem- 
| porary obstacle. 
Johnson and Garvin, as well as less conspicuous workers in tho 
| cause for which Henry George gave his life, know full well t}, 
forces massed against them. They well know that every artifice 
of which shrewd, able, unscrupulous and extremely wealthy men 
are capable are and will be exerted to deceive the people as to the 
| principles for which they contend. They know that all the power 
that monopolistic wealth can control—financial, commercial, and 
social—is being organized and marshaled againstthem. That the 
great daily and weekly newspapers with few exceptions are like- 
wise so controlled and are used to misrepresent them and their 
cause. But even this combination does not appall them. No 
temporary defeat will deter them from continuing the battle 
against every form of special privilege, against every law which 
| gives one man an advantage over his fellow, and for the estab- 
lishment upon this earth here and now of an order of universal 
justice which shall secure to even the weakest and poorest the 
full value of his toil. 

The leading monopolists of this country, the men who during 
recent years have piled up fortunes of scores and hundreds of 
millions of dollars, know them, whether the Members of this 
House do or not, and they also know that the principles for which 
Governor Garvin and Tom L. Johnson contend, and of which they 
are the most conspicuous advocates in the United States, would, 
if applied, solve the anthracite-coal problem as well as any and 
all other monopoly problems. It is because of this knowledve 
that these two men were especially singled out for attack in the 
| last campaign by all the great exploiters of special privileges, 
whether Republicans or whether masquerading as Democrats, 
whether residents of New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and Chi- 
cago, or residents of Ohio and Rhode Island. 

Of one thing the Members of this House may be assured—that 
the big monopolists of this country have a keen perception of the 
danger to their monopolies that would follow the complete triumph 
of men like Tom L. Johnson and Governor Garvin. The monopo- 
lists fully realize that these two men mean business, that no sneers 
or calumnies will deter them from their purpose to aid in over- 
throwing every monopoly in the country, and that the way to 
accomplish this is to deprive them of their special privileges, for 
it is through the possession of special privileges that men obtain 
the power to rob their fellow-men. 

These men are two of the most conspicuous of those in the 
United States of whom Henry George, with that profound faith 
in man’s inherent sense of justice which was his most marked 
| characteristic, with a seer’s vision, prophesied in the closing cliap- 
ter of Progress and Poverty when he said: 


he 
the 


The truth that I have tried to make clear will not find easy acceptanc: 
that could be it would have been accepted long ago; if that could be it w 
never have been obscured; but it will find friends, those who will toil ! 
suffer for it; if need be die for it; for this is the power of truth. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LawrENcE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6758, the 
| pension appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


if 


attacks that have from time to time been made upon that principle; | 


it is because as a whole they have never yet fully realized its | 
great import; it is because they have listened to the siren song of | 
people have | 
rmitted this and other legislative bodies to nullify it by grant- | 


those who wished to emasculate it; it is because the 


ing special privileges to this and to that special interest, until 
they became drunk with the power and immense wealth which 
the possession of special privileges has enabled them to rng 
from the people; that monopolists have become so insolent anc 
domineering that they have come to regard these special privi- 
leges as their inherent and inalienable rights, threatening with 
annihilation, political and commercial, any who may have the 
temerity to challenge their right to continue to oppress the people. 
It is because these two men, Tom L. Johnson and Lucius C, F. 
Garvin, are devoting their lives to the endeavor of educating the 
le to see the causes which produce monopoly, well knowing 
Phat, once its primal cause is understood, the people will make 


SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolution of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: ; 

An act (S. 833) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain 
United States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired)—to the Comuut- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 23: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), T)at 
there be printed in paper covers, at the Government Printing Office, 5.” 
additional copies of the Annual Report of the Commissioner-General of |» 
migration for the year ended June 30, 1903, with illustrations, of which |\'” 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the remaining 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Bureau ot 
Immigration for distribution— 


to the Committee on Printing. 











1903. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 
To Mr. Brooks, for an indefinite time, on account of sickness 
in family. 

To Mr. Futon, for ten days, on account of important business. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Van Vooruis (at 4 o’clock and 14 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for clerical force in the 
General Land Office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of in- 
spections of disbursements and transfers by officers of the Army 
during the past fiscal year—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relating 
to the claim of Rittenhouse Moore—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, papers in the case of 
Sarah A. Haney, now Pitt, and a favorable recommendation 
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| 
| 


thereof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and letters of | 


officials only ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a 





recommendation, papers in the pension case of Julia Doty, now 






officials only ordered to be printed. 







San Francisco and relating also to the status of said institution— 






ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of 
notes from the representatives of certain foreign governments in 
relation to the export duty on Manila hemp or fiber—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
acommunication from the Commissioner of Pensions, papers show- 
ing the fraudulent nature of testimony in the pension case of 
Henry E. Van Trees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
letters of officials only ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting draft of a 
resolution authorizing the reception of Don Luis Bogran H. as a 
student of the Military Academy—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 












a communication from the Commissioner of Pensions, and with 
favorable recommendation, papers in the case of Patrick Fitzpat- 
rick, father of Dennis Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and letters of officials only ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Supervising Architect, submitting an 
estimate of increase of limit of cost for extension of custom-house 
and post-office building at Bangor, Me.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Auditor of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, submitting an estimate of appropriation for additional la- 
borers "he: the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 














of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 






; ‘ oe on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to 
printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting me- 
morial of W. H. Ansley, chairman of a committee of the Five 







to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secreta 
of a communication from th 






istry, Agricultural De 
ations, and ordered to 





printed. 








letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, and with a favorable | 


of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
t e Secretary of Agriculture, submit- 
ting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for Bureau of Chem- 
tment—to the Committee on Appropri- 


Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and letters of | 


A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit- | 
ting papers relating to an investigation of the Sailors’ Home at | 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and | 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting list 
of awards made by the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 
mitting an estimate of increase of cost of building at Stillwater, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for rent of offices at Rome, 
Ga.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for increase of limit of cost 
of post-office building at Salem, Oreg.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for repair work at the post- 
office building at Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Rosanna Griffin against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the.assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry E. Hilliard against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Kilbourn H. Rowsey against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John Schuman, administrator of estate of August Schuman, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for acquiring or renting legation 
property in Constantinople—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


AND 


| ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with | 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy | 


submitting an estimate of appropriation for construction of steam | 
light-house tender for the Eleventh light-house district—to the | 


the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3540) 
to provide for a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the 
United States from Porto Rico, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 8); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5030) 
granting a pension to William H. Mount, and the same was re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
| follows: 

By Mr. KALANIANOALE: A bill (H. R. 7266) to ratify, ap- 
prove, and confirm an act duly enacted by the legislature of the 
| Territory of Hawaii to authorize and provide for the manufacture, 





Civilized Tribes, in relation to statehood for the Indian Territory— | 


| distribution, and supply of electric light and power on the island 
| of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7267) for the erection of a pub- 
| lic building at Paris, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7268) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
| culture station in north central Kentucky (Seventh Congressional 

district )—-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
| By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7269) to set apart certain lands 
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in the Territory of New Mexico as a public park, to be known as 
the Pajarito Cliff Dwellers’ National Park, for the purpose of 
preserving the prehistoric caves and ruins and other works and 
relics therein—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7270) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to survey and construct a military wagon 
road from Valdez to Eagle City, in Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7271) granting an increase in salary to the | 
foreman of printing and foreman of binding in the Government 
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Printing Office, and changing the names of said positions to super- | 


intendent of printing and superintendent of binding, respectively— 





to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 7272) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians, 
in the State of North Dakota, and to make appropriations for 
carrying the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7273) to enable the | 
city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in 
Maricopa County, Arizona Territory, severally to issue the bonds | 
of said municipalities for the purpose of aiding in the construc- | 
tion of a freighting and wagon road from any convenient point 
in the Salt River Vailey to the Salt River reservoir dam site in 
Maricopa County, Ariz.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

3y Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7274) to amend 
section 76 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a government for 
the Territory of Hawaii’’—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R.7275) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Grand Island, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7276) for the erection 
of a public building at Bloomington, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7277) to complete the Jefferson 
Memorial Object-lesson road—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 7278) to amend section 953 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7279) for an 
additional circuit judge in the first judicial circuit—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 7280) for the improvement 
of Sulphur River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 7281) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to procure suitable medals for the survivors, and the 
families of such as may be dead, of the forlorn-hope storming 
party of Port Hudson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 7282) for the remodeling and en- 
larging of the Government building at Springfield, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7283) for the extension of 
School street southward to Kenesaw avenue, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 7284) for the purchase of a 
national forest reserve in the White Mountains, to be known as 
the National White Mountain Forest Reserve—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7285) to remove the restrictions 
upon the sale of lands in the Indian Territory in certain cases—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7286) to create recording district No. 26 in 
the western district of the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile 
and West Alabama Railroad Company toconstruct and maintain 
a bridge across the Tombixbee River between the counties of 
Clarke and Choctaw, Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west 
of St. Stephens meridian—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Ala- | 


bama Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Warrior River in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 
8, township 21 south. range 9 west of Huntsville meridian—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7289) to extend to 
citizens of the United States who were owners, charterers, mas- 
ters, officers, and crews of certain vessels registered under the 
laws of the United States, and to citizens of the United States 
whose claims were rejected because of the American citizenship | 
of the claimants, or of one or more of the owners, by the inter- | 
national commission appointed pursuant to the convention of | 
February 8, 1896, between the United States and Great Britain, | 
the relief heretofore granted to and received by British subjects 
in respect of damages for unlawful seizures of vessels or cargoes, 
or both, or for damnifying interference with the vessels or the 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 14, 


voyages of vessels engaged in sealing beyond the 3-mile limit, 
and ogress the jurisdiction of the United States, in accordancs 
with the judgment of the fur-seal arbitration, at Paris, in its 
award of August 15, 1893, and so that justice shall not bo denied 


| to American citizens which has been so freely meted out to Brit- 


ish subjects—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 7290) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Manistee, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 7291) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful 


| restraints and monopolies,’’ approved July 2, 1880—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7292) making Vinal- 


| haven, Me., a subport of entry—to the Committee on Ways and 
| Means. 


By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 7293) for the erection of a post- 
office building at Sharon, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 7294) to regulate the prac- 
tice, pleadings, forms, and mode of proceeding in civil causes in 
equity in the circuit courts of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7295) to provide for the sale of the timber 
and other material growing or being on public forest reserves and 
for renting or leasing of the lands therein—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7296) for the protection of the public forest 
reserves and national parks of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7297) to quiet 
certain land titles in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7298) to remove discrimi- 
nations against American sailing vessels in the coasting trade—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7299) to amend section 13 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency 
of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United 
States,’’ approved March 3, 1899—to the Committees on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 7300) for the continuance of 
experiments by the Department of Agriculture in reference to the 
boll worm and for investigation of the cotton wilt disease—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7301) to establish a soldiers’ 


| home near Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7302) to recognize and promote 
the efficiency of army chaplains—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 7303) for the widening of V street 
northwest—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 7304) for the establishment 
of agrostological stations and demonstration farms in Texas, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 7305) to acquire title to ad- 
ditional property for the erection and completion of the new 
United States custom-house now being erected in the city of Bal- 
timore, in the State of Maryland, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 7614) for the establishment 
of a food bureau in the Department of Agriculture, and for pre- 


| venting the adulteration and misbranding of foods in the District 


of Columbia and the Territories, and for regulating interstate 
commerce therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 16) 


| that the Secretary of War be authorized and directed to present 


a report showing the estimated cost of continuing the harbor im- 
provements at Everett, Wash.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 17) that the Secretary 
of War be directed to cause a survey to be made and estimate of 
cost of removing Starr Rock, Bellingham Bay, Washington- 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 18) that the Secretary 
of War be authorized and directed to present a report showing cost 
of removing obstructions to navigation of upper Columbia River, 
Washington, etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 19) that the Secretary 
of War be authorized and directed to cause a survey to be made 
and estimates of cost of dredging and improving harbor of South 
Bend, Wash., etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 20) that the Secretary 
of War be directed to cause an examination and survey to be 








CONGRESSIONAL 


1903. 


made and estimate of cost of improving Chehalis River, Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A resolution (H. Res. 93) that the Clerk of 
the House furnish the Committee on Judiciary with the following 
works and books, namely: Three sets of United States Compiled 
Statutes and Supplement, three sets of United States Compiled 
Statutes and Supplement, Rose’s Notes (13 volumes) of United 
States Reports, Rose’s Digest (3 volumes), United States Re- 
ports, and Russell & Winslow’s Syllabus-Digest of United States 
Supreme Court Reports—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
fi jllows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7306) for the 
relief of Laura A. Wagner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 7307) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Tichenor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 7308) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucius E. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 7309) granting a pension to Johan 
Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Maria V. E. Bit- 
ters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7311) granting a pension 
to Thomas Large—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 7312) granting a pension to 
Horace W. Gleason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: »A bill (H. R. 7313) for the relief of C. E. 
Moore—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 7314) for the relief of Dr. 


O. R. Early, of Lowndes County, Miss.—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7815) for the relief of the estate of Richard | 


Mann, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
J. Kincaid—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7317) for the relief of the Methodist Church 
of Kossuth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7318) for relief of heirs of Coleman Rogers, | 


deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 7319) for the relief of heirs of Sylvia Cannon— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7320) for the relief of the heirs of M. A. 


McAnulty, deceased, late of Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Com- | 


inittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) for the relief of estate of D. R. Hub- 
bard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7322) for the relief of the heirs of George W. 
Gardner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7328) for the relief of Jeremiah Walton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7324) for relief of estate of W. R. Smith, 
of Burnsville, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7825) for the relief of estate of W. F. Young, | 


of Burnsville, Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7826) for the relief of the heirs of Abel 
Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7827) for the relief of J. R. Wilson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7828) for the relief of Nancy H. Jones—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7329) for the relief of the estate of J. W. 
Hopkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7330) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Hubbard— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7831) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Hubbard, 


of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7332) for the relief of the estate of Josiah 
White, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 73383). for the relief of the estate of R. C. 
Bumpass, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7334) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Johnson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7335) for the relief of the estate of Mary H. 
Moore, deceased, Iuka, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 7336) for the relief of the estate of William 
Clement, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mnittee on War Claims. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 7337) for the relief of Matilda H. Reed. of 
Inka, Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7338) for relief of George Kimberley and 
Sam Kimberley, heirs of M. P. Kimberley, deceased, late of Tisho- 
mingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7339) for the relief of Francis E. Whitfield 
and Lucy G. Whitfield, of Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7340) for the relief of David Ingram, of Ita- 
wamba County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7341) for the relief of Isabella Rowsey, of 
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7342) for the relief of the estate of W. F. 
Young—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7343) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 
of Kossuth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7344) for the relief of A. W. McClure, of 
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7345) for the relief of the estate of J. K. Mor- 
rison, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7346) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
D. Fielder, of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7347) for the relief of Susan C. Robinson, 
Iuka, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7348) granting an increase of 
pension to Ira Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7349) granting an increase of pension to Riley 
Stroud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7350) granting an increase of pension to John 
| C. Besier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7351) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 7352) to restore to the active 
list of the Navy the name of Homer Lycurgus Law—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 7353) granting an increase of 
| pension to William H. Shreiner—to the Committee an Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7354) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shisler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7355) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARE: A bill (H. R. 7356) for the relief of Benjamin 
F. Massie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7357) granting a pension to 
Georgia A. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7358) granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7359) granting a 
pension to Mary Degnan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 7360) granting a pension to 
| William T. Mefford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7361) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Murch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7362) granting an increase of pension to 
| Philetus G. Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7363) granting an increase of 
| pension to Frank Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiong 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7364) granting an increase of pension to 

Leonard M. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7365) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Samuel Gordon—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 
| By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 7366) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas J. Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 








| Also,a bill (H. R. 7367) granting an increase of pension to 
| John M. Barron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Nor- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7369) for the relief of John N. 
Trussell—to the Committee on Claims. 
| By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7370) granting an increase of 
| pension to Andrew Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 7371) granting an increase of 
| pension to Maj. William Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7372) granting a pension to 
Albert J. Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7373) granting a pension to Harriet J. Wood- 
bury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7374) granting an increase of pension to 
Jabez Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 7875) removing charges of 
. desertion and granting an honorable discharge to Samuel Pheas- 

ant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7376) granting a pension to Josephine Col- 
bath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7377) granting an increase of pension to Vir- 
ginia B. Mullan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7378) granting an increase of pension to Israel 
Purdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7379) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Zimmerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH; A bill (H. R. 7380) granting a pension to 
Harrison S. Crites—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7381) granting a pension to Susan E. Potter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension to 
Ellen A. Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7383) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 


monly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7384) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


longhby R. Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 7385) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7386) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7387) granting an increase of pension to John 
L. Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7388) granting an increase of pension to John 


Baer, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7389) granting an increase of pension to David 
M. Haskell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7390) granting a pension to Elymas F. Wil- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 7391) for the relief of the widow 


and heirs of John A. Stephens, deceased—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7392) for the relief of the widow and heirs 
of John A. Stephens, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7393) to grant a pension to Gevert Schutte— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 7394) granting an increase 
of pension to Amelia Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7395) for the relief of Emile M. Blum—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7396) for the relief of Edgar M. 
Wilson, administrator of Thomas B. Van Buren, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 7397) granting a pension 
to John Eskew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


k 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7398) granting a pension to Mary Ettie Os- 


orn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HERMANN. A bill (H.R. 7399) for the relief of John 
Wesley Miller, of Portland. Oreg.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 7400) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7401) to correct the military record of James | 


Watson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7402) for the retief of the Indiana State 


board of agriculture—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7403) granting a pension to | 


Weiter L. Hammand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7404) for the relief of the estate of Thomas | 


O. Marrs, of Pike County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief of the estates of J. M. 
Fidler and T. O. Marrs, of Pike County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7406) for the benefit of Emily Byrd, of Wolfe 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7407) for the benefit of Elizabeth Bevins, of 
Pike County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7408) for the benefit of the estate of B. 8S. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 7409) to place Elias H. 

Parsons on the retired iist of the United States Army—to the Com- 
miitee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos 
DD. Hoge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Caléwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7412) granting an increase of pen. 
sion to Mary E. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 7413) granting an increase of 
pension to J. C. Beckwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia; A bill (H. R. 7414) for the relief 
of William H. Howard and Oliver D. Lewis—to the Committes 
on Claims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 7415) for the relief of Robert 
Barnett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7416) for the relief of Henry C. Prater—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7417) granting an increase of pension to Jef- 
ferson 8S. Keeton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter Minkler—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7419) granting a pension to Alice R. Cron- 


| kite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 7420) granting an increase of 


| pension to Ira D. Marston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- | 


By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 7421) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Penn Mack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R: 7422) to pay Orville Jennings, 
of Fulton, N. Y., for work done under contract of March 25, 
1889—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 7423) granting an increase of pen 
sion to Thomas D. Fitch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) granting an increase of pension to John 
V. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7425) granting an increase of pension to Wiil- 
liam Wiggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7426) granting ap increase of pension to 
Lemuel Rodarmel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7427) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 7428) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7429) granting an increase of pension to 
John Q. Converse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7480) granting an increase of pension to 
David L. Yarnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7481) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles N. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7482) granting a pension to Hannah Dowd 
Vanderford—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7433) granting an increase 
pension to Alexander E. Fine—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7484) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton T. Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 74385) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7486) granting an increase of pension to 
James Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7487) granting a pension to Everett Jont: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7438) granting an i: 
crease of pension to Corinne Tolman—to the Committee on Inva 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 7439) granting a pension t 
Helen M. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7440) granting a pension to Lewis Gould- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7441) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 7442) granting an increase 
pension to Marcus Wood—-to the Committee on Invalid Pcn- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7443) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Henry Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7444) granting a pension to Washington 
Dutcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 7445) granting a pension to 
Alfred Rauland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7446) granting a pension to Abijah J. Whi! 
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7447) grant 
ing an increase of pension to William Bailey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7448) for the relief of George 
Rea, deceased, late of Copiah County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7449) for the relief of James H. Shannon 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of Ann M. Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of the estate of George 
G. Noland, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also. @ bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the estate of William 
R. Tinsley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7453) for the relief of the estate of John R. 
Powers, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7454) for the relief of the estate of William 
M. Bowles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7455) for the relief of Samuel S. Coon—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) for the relief of D. O. Perkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7457) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine P. 
Byrnes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 7458) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Nancy 
Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7459) for the relief of the estate of William 
E. Bolls, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7460) for the relief of Caleb Perkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7461) for the relief of the estate of Claham 
Blackman, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Ar bill (H. R. 7462) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eli Cooprider—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7463) granting an increase of pension to 
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By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7489) granting an increase 
of pension to Safford R. Hamer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7490) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7491) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7492) granting an increase of pension to 
Angeline E. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7493) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Seip—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7494) granting a pension to Richard J. Van 
Valkenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7495) granting a pension to Charles J. Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 7496) granting a pension to 
Emeline Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7497) granting a pension to Emma A. Web- 
ster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7498) granting a pension to Miranda Berk- 
head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7499) granting a pension to A. Hausman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7500) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Springer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7501) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Catlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 




























Sarah A. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7502) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7464) granting an increase of pension to | John W. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Annis Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 7503) granting an increase of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7465) granting a pension to Abigal Tharp— | pension to Leroy S. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. stons. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7466) for relief of the estate of Sewell Coul-| By Mr.SHULL: A bill (H. R. 7504) granting an increase of pen- 
son, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. | sion to Morris H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7467) for the relief of Martin All—to the; By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 7505) for the relief of Henry H. 
Committee on Military Affairs. Wynn—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to| By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7506) for the relief 
Joseph A. Dudgeon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | of the estate of John Avritt, deceased—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 7469) granting an increase | Claims. 
of pension to Gustave Freudenthal—to the Committee on Invalid Also, a bill (H. R. 7507) to correct the military record of Daniel 
Pensions. : F. Tracey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7470) granting an increase of pension to| Also, a bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to W. B. Scroggy— 
Isaac B. Goforth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7471) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to William L. 


John Schade, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) granting an increase of pension to| Also, a bill (H. R. 7510) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry McQuirter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Humphrey Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7478) granting anincreaseofpen- | Also,a bill (H. R. 7511) granting an increase of pension to John 
sion to Nicholas Correll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | T. Stosel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7474) granting | Also, a bill (H. R. 7512) granting an increase of pension to 





an increase of pension to Fannie C. Morey—to the Committee on | Larkin Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7513) granting an increase of pension to 


By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 7475) granting an increase of | Wiley R. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to Margaret Oldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7514) granting 
sions, | an increase of pension to Patrick Turney—to the Committee on 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 7476) granting a pension to August W. | Invalid Pensions. 

Diercks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 7515) granting a pension to 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7477) grant- | Rebecca A. Mathias—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ing an increase of pension to Cyrenins Dennis—to the Committee | By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 7516) granting an increase of 


on Invalid Pensions. | pension to Thomas A. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7478) granting a pension to Eli Tippett—to | sions. 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7517) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H.. R. 7479) granting a pension to Eli Tippett—to the | Lemuel N. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 7518) granting 


By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 7480) for the relief of Joseph | an increase of pension to Eliza Flynn—to the Committee on Inva- 
Mahon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | lid Pensions. 
By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 7481) fixing the status of Louis| Also, a bill (H. R. 7519) granting an increase of pension to 
Weber, under section 4756, Revised Statutes—to the Commit- | James Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
tee on Naval Affairs. By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7520) for the relief of 
_ By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 7482) granting an increase of pen- | W. W. Norris—to the Committee on War Claims. 
sion to Jennie Pittit Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7521) grant- 
sions, ing a pension to Julia Elgie—to the Committee on Pensions. 
_By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 7483) granting an increase By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 7522) granting an increase 
. pension to Richmond G. Howlett—to the Committee on Invalid | of pension to Thomas Hanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ensions, sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7484) granting a pension to Caroline C. Kuhn— Also,a bill (H. R. 7523) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 








to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. D. 8S. Knisiley—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7485) for the relief of James W. Kingon—| Also, a bill (H. R. 7524) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on War Claims. | George F. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


_ By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 7486) granting an increase of pen- Also, a bill (H. R. 7525) granting an increase of pension to 

sion to Frank B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Henry C. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7487) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 7526) granting an increase of pension to Or- 

Francis Kna p—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ville W. Sage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

~— a bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) granting a pension to David E. Boyse— 
bert Grayem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) granting a pension to Lizzie S. Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7529) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Edward H. Beebe—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7530) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Edward Montgomery—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7531) for the relief of Robert M. Jack, 
Daniel F. Jack, Henry Hayden, John Kennedy, Wright H. Calk- 
ins, and James E. Barrett—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7532) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Henry D. Cutting, alias Henry C. Stratton—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7533) to correct the military 
record of Charles Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7534) authorizing and directing the repay- 
ment to George W. Jordon, of Skinnersburg, Scott County, Ky., 
the sum of $1,000, that he paid to avoid the draft in 1864—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of Jacob Swigert, late 
deputy collector, seventh Kentucky district—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7536) for the relief of Oldham County, Ky.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7537) for relief of J. S. Janus, of Shelby 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7538) for the relief of Irene E. Johnson, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Leo L. Johnson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7539) for the relief of the African Methodist 
Episcopal Zion Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7540) for the relief of the Colored Baptist 
Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 7541) for the relief of Mrs. Joanna Edwards— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7542) for the relief of J. R. Roberts—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of Uriah Edwards—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7544) for the relief of D. W. Price—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7545) for the relief of Frank H. Church, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Cornelius Clay Cox—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7546) forthe relief of James Miller, of Bour- 
bon County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7547) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie R. As- 
hurst, administratrix of the estate of William Ashurst, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of Robert Langston—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7549) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John C. Kane—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7550) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Turner Rogers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7551) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Henry Linn—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel I. Pearce—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7553) granting a pension to Mary E. Martin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7554) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Em- 
bry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7555) granting a pension to William P. Han- 
lon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7556) granting a pension to Mary A. Wei- 
gand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7557) granting a pension to William G. Man- 
deville—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7558) granting a pension to Francina Wal- 
ler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hur- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7560) granting a pension to Martha Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7561) granting a pension to Elizabeth King— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7562) granting a pension to John Hedrick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7563) granting an increase of pension to W.W. 
Rowlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7564) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel D. McMeekin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7565) granting an increase of pension to 
James Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7566) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Walsh, widow of John Walsh, late private Company D, Fifth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7567) to increase the pension of John F. Rodg- 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7568) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Costigan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7569) granting an increase of pension to 
Waller G. Bond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7570) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7571) granting an increase of pension to Davis 
Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7572) granting an increase of pension to Jason 
M. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 7573) for the relief of the 
estate of Ramsay Crooks—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7574) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay 
Crooks—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WALLACE: a bill (H. R. 7575) for the relief of Jacob 
P. Stroope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7576) for the relief of William Crow—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7577) for the relief of E. C. Young, O. P. 
Young, and the estate of J. A. McGinnis, deceased—to the Com- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7578) for the relief of the heirs of John W. 
Barton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7579) for the relief of the heirs of John C, 
Eckels—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7580) for the relief of J. C. Karr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7581) for the relief of the heirs of William 
T. Stone, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) for the relief of S. N. Caughey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7583) for relief of estate of Joshua Hill— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7584) for the relief of Nathaniel S. Word, 
deceased, late of Ouachita County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 7585) to correct the military 
record of Larkin Tonguet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7586) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Loar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7587) for the relief of the estate of John H. 
Piatt, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 7588) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William A. Stewart—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 7589) granting a pension to 
Nancy Peltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7590) for the relief of Francis M. Watrous— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7591) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7592) granting an increase of pension to 
William V. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill TH. R. 7593) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7594) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Miller—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7595) granting 
a pension to Ella Hatfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7596) granting an 
increase of pension to Cornelius C. Maynis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7597) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7598) granting a pension to Mastin W. Bond— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7599) granting a pension to Lucinda Mc- 
Corkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7600) grant- 
ing a pension to Nelson Thomas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 7601) granting an increase 
of pension to Eleazar Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7602) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Dickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7603) granting a pension to James Foltz—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7604) granting a pension to Mary Aman 
Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7605) granting a pension to Nancy Hawkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7606) granting a pension to Sarah E. Haynes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7607) granting a pension to Rev. Joel W. 
Nye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 7608) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Swan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7609) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Ryon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Alsc, a bill (H. R. 7610) for the relief of the heirs of Alpha A. 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7611) for relief of William Martin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 7612) for the relief of the 
estate of Brig. Gen. Wager Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of 
Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 7618) granting'a pension 
to Caroline Bittrolff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Papers relating to the eight- 
hour bill and the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Grain Dealers’ National Cenvention, rela- 
tive to legislation to render the decisions of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission effective—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 5250) grant- 
ing increase of pension to Levi G. Cunningham—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Verdon, Nebr., favor- 
ing passage of the McCumber bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the executive commit- 
tee of the Southwestern Lumbermen’s Association, of Kansas 
City, Mo., relating to an amendment to Senate bill 1261, which 
denies use of the mails to certain class of literature—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the settlers of the Indian Pasture Reserve, 
No. 3, Comanche County, Okla., relating to the treaty between 
the Kiowa and Apache tribes of Indians, in Oklahoma, and the 
United States regarding the Neutral Strip and other lands in 
Oklahoma—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Duncan, Ind. T., favoring passage 
of a bill opening to settlement the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche 
Indian Pasture Reserve, No. 3, in Comanche County, Okla.—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of Colonel Givens Post, No. 
200, Grand Army of the Republic, Hallowell, Department of 


Kansas, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Southwestern 
Lumbermen’s Association, relating to an amendment to Senate 
bill 1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Convention at 
Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of power of Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Homer 
Lycurgus Law—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

_By Mr. COWHERD: Paper to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to William T, Mefford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

_By Mr. DANIELS: Paper to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of William Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of J. 8. Wilson, trustee, Mineral 
County, W. Va., praying for reference of war claim to the Court 
7 Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

_Also, papers to accompany claim of John N. Trussell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

_By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National 
Convention at Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of 
power of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. - 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of La Crosse, Wis., favoring 
the improvement of upper Mississippi River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 








| man Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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| of power of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
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Also, resolution of the La Crosse (Wis.) Manufacturers and 
Jobbers’ Union, favoring enlargement of power of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, , 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of La Crosse, Wis., relative 
to the improvement of the upper Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Nicholas Gruber— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Grain Dealers’ National Convention, at 
Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of power of Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National 
Convention, at Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of 
power of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, in favor of the appoint- 
ment of a permanent nonpartisan tariff commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of citizens of Keokuk, Iowa, for im- 

rovement of upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on 

ivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Rev. Francis Z. Rossiter, 
against sale of liquor in Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany bill to increase the 
pension of John L. Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of officers of Twenty-seventh Indiana Regiment, 
in favor of bill to increase the pension of John L. Files—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension to 
Lieut. Elymas F, Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to John Baer, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of Board of Trade and citizens of New 
Bedford, Mass., for breakwater in Buzzards Bay, Massachusetts— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of William Stone, heir of Mark 
Stone, Maury County, Tenn., praying for reference of claim to 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mitchell H. Butt, Maury County, Tenn., ad- 
ministrator on the estate of Diana Butt, praying for reference of 
claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John M. Speed, Maury County, Tenn., pray- 
ing for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bow- 


Also, petition of J. W. Wallis, Clayton County, Ga., praying 
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of S. J. Carmichael, Loudon, Tenn., praying for 
reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Rev. Charles E. Dunn, of Freeport, 
Il., favoring Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of business men of Ashton, IIl., protesting against 
passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rev. M.S. Newcomer and others, of Mount 
Carroll, Dl., favoring the anticanteen bill, the McCumber bill, 
and urging investigation of delay in building gymnasiums at 
army posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. S. Smith, of Elmoville, Ill., favoring Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Asso- 
ciation Convention, at Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement 












mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of citizens, favoring passage of Mc- 
Cumber bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Hamilton Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Poughkeepsie, N. Y., favoring the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of residents of Fulton, N. Y., praying 
for legislation prohibiting the use of intoxicating liquors in Gov- 
ernment institutions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 6633, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clark Tritt—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 6632, claim of W.R. Lee 
against United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
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5609. granting a pension to B. F. Grigsby—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National 
Convention, relative to legislation to render the decisions of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission effective—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition relative to the eight-hour bill and the anti-injunc- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill granting | 
a pension to Annis Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. | 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah A, Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Marine City, 
Mich., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | 

3y Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Outdoor Art League, of Cal- 
ifornia, urging that legislation be enacted to preserve the Cala- | 
veras trees of California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 7217, granting a pension 
to Elizabeth E. Schultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, rel- 
ative to legislation to render the decisions of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission effective—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill 
granting a pension to Nora Stokes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
granting an increase of pension to Cyrenius Dennis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDER: Paper to accompany bill to remove charge of 
desertion from record of Joseph Mahon—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Ira Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of Jennie Pettit Morrison for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National 
Convention,at Minneapolis, Minn., favoring enlargement of power 
of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 6994, granting 
increase of pension to Theresa Nebrich—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6699, to pension Oscar W. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6995, granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph H. Steel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions. 
\lso, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6698, granting a pension 
to Mary L. Adler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of Woodson Post, No. 185, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Yates Center, Kans., favoring the passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the executive committee of the Southwest- 
ern Lumberman’s Association, protesting against the passage of 
Senate bill 126i—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of residents of New York Mills, 
N. Y., praying for legislation against polygamy—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLEMP: Paper to accompany bill to correct military 
record of Henry H. Wynn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of merchants of Colfax, I11., | 
against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Offic« 
and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. SULLIVAN: Paper to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to Ira Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Resolution of Booth Post, No. 130, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Grand Meadow, Minn., favoring passage 
of bill granting a pension of $12 a month to soldiers who served 
ninety days or more in the war of 1861-1865—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Resolution of citizens of | 
North Carolina, asking for legislation against the cotton-boll | 
weevil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Resolution of Board of Trade of Baltimore | 
city, relating to the deepening of the main ship channel from 
the port of Baltimore to a depth of 35 feet—to the Committee on | 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of East Davenport Turnverein, of Da- 
venport, Iowa, against the passage of the Hepburn bill, relative to 
oe pe liquor traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor | 

raffic. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petitions of citizens of Bement, Piatt 
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County; of citizens of Strasburg, Shelby County; of citizens of 
Cowden, Shelby County, and of Philo, Champaign County, Il]. 
protesting against the passage of any parcels-post bill—to th» 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: Papers to accompany bil] 
granting pension to Mrs. Hedwig A. Maas—to the Committee oy 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany bill to in- 
crease pension of Lucinda McCorkle; also, papers to accompany 
bill to increase pension of John M. Stevens; also, papers to ac- 
company bill to pension John Whitehead; also, papers to accom- 
pany bill to increase pension of Cornelius C. Mangis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 15, 19038. 


Prayer by Rev. J. WresLey SULLIVAN, chaplain of the Stato 
senate, Harrisburg, Pa. 

Mr. ANSELM J. McLaurin, a Senator from the State of Missis- 
sippi, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journa 
will stand approved. It is approved. 

KIOWA INDIAN AGENCY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
results of the investigation into the affairs of the Kiowa India 
Agency; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred i 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 

munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


| mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 


in the cause of Plains Lodge, No. 135, Free and Accepted Mason 
of East Baton Rouge Parish, La., v. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee « 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of sundry citizens of West 
Bay City and Lyons, and of the Ladies’ Literary Club of Grani 
Rapids, all in the State of Michigan, praying for an investigati 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Samoor, a Sen:- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of B. Frank Ma 
son Post, No. 428, of Alfred; of L. O. Morris Post, No. 121, of 
Albany; of William E. Avery Post, No. 438, of New York Cit) 
of A. A. Curtin Post, No. 392, of Geneseo; of Abraham Vosburg 
Post, No. 95, of Peekskill; of Gordon Granger Post, No. 7, of Cli 
ton Springs; of Swift Post, No. 94, of Geneva; of C. L. Willa 
Post, No. 34, of Troy, andof D. F. Schenck Post, No. 271, of Fult 
all of the Department of New York, Grand Army of the Repub 
in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of a servi: 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home and Forei 
Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Mechanicsville: 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Dobbs Ferry; « 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Pinebush; of th 


| Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Halsey Valley; of the 


congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Westtown; of sundry 
citizens of Frankfort and Schuyler; of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Rensselaer; of the congregation 
the United Presbyterian Church of Coila; of the Woman’s Chri 


| tian Temperance Union of Angelica; of the Sabbath School of th 
| Presbyterian Church of Catskill; of the congregation of the 


Presbyterian Church of Lake George; of the National Sabbath 


| Alliance, of New York City; of sundry citizens of Corinth; of the 


congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Brunswick; of 


| the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Brookhaven, ani! 


of sundry citizens of New York Mills and Troy, all in the State of 
New York, praying for an investigation of the charges made ani 
filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of the New Albany Ice 
Company, of New Albany; of the Retail Merchants’ Association 
of Evansville, and of E. E. Perry, of Indianapolis, all in the State 


| of Indiana, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 


relative to the use of the mails for certain classes of literaturo 
and for contracts of insurance; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 











1903. 





He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Rochester, Ind., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 


from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 


Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Cranford, of sundry citizens of Oak 
Ridge, of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Lam- 
ington, of the congregation of the Second Presbyterian Church of 
Belvedere, of sundry citizens of Westfield, and of the Mothers’ 
Section of the Haddon Fortnightly of Haddonfield, all in the State 
of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 


Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and | 


Elections. 

Mr. MILLARD presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Adams, of sundry citizens of Waterloo, of 
the Ladies’ Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Laurel, of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Laurel, of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Presbyterian 
Church of Winnebago, of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Clarks, of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Ponca, of the Woman's Missionary Society of Winne- 
bago, and of the Synod of the Presbyterian Church of Platts- 


mouth, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for an investigation | 


of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoor, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MILLARD (for Mr. Drerricn) presented petitions of the 
congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Wayne, 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Wayne, of 
sundry citizens of Wayne, of the Synod of the Presbyterian Church 


of Plattsmouth, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | 


Tecumseh, of sundry citizens of Nelson, and of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Tecumseh, all in the State 
of Nebraska, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BALL presented a petition of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of St. Georges, Del., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp SMoort, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HANNA presented petitions of the Young People’s Union 


of the Mahoning Presbytery, of Canton; of the Hyperion Club, of | 


Athens; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian, Presby- 
terian, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Richmond; of the 
congregation of the United 
burg, Wellsville, Wooster, Youngstown, and Wheat; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance unions of Oberlin, Delta, New Lon- 
don, Mount Pleasant, Columbus, Dover,and Sharon Center; of the 
Twentieth Century Club, of Wellston; of sundry citizens of Sa- 
ineville and Galion, all in the State of Ohio, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 34, United 
Brotherhood of Leather Workers, of Columbus, Ohio, praying 


for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and also the anti- | 


injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Columbus Iron and Steel 
Company, of Columbus; of the Silver Manufacturing Company, 
of Salem; and of the Acme Machinery Company, of Cleveland, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to reorganize the consular service; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

_ He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Plymouth, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented memorials of the Jackson Ice and Fuel Com- | 


pany, of Jackson; of the Stone Lake Ice Company, of Cincinnati; 
of the Hamilton Ice and Cold Storage Company, of Hamilton; of 
the John Shillito Company, of Cincinnati; of A. & H. Knorr, of 
Cincinnati; of the Arctic Ice Company, of Cincinnati; of Jacob 
Boneysteele, of Bellaire; of L. Beecher, of Hillsboro; of the City 
Ice Delivery Company, of Cleveland; of the Banner Ice Company, 
of Cincinnati, and of the J. B. McNab Ice Company, of Salem, all 
in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation relative to the use of the mails for certain classes of litera- 
t ure and for contracts of insurance; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of the Cigar Makers’ International 
Local Union No. 123, of Hamilton; of Local Union No. 96, of 
Akron; of Local Union No. 48, of Toledo; of Local Union No. 75, 
of Columbus; of Local Union No. 45, of Springfield, and of Local 
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Union No. 79, of Sandusky, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; which 
| were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a memorial of sundry ministers of 
the Methodist Church of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against 
| the repeal of the anticanteen law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Juneau, 
Alaska, remonstrating against a territorial form of government 
for Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of Lew Dailey Post, No. 33, Depart- 
ment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bluffton, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Butler, of the 
| Local Council of Women of Indianapolis, of sundry citizens of 
South Bend, of the congregation of the Third Presbyterian 
Church of Fort Wayne, of the congregation of the Baptist Church 
of Fairmount, of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
| Bloomington, of the Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary 

Society of Sullivan, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
| Church of Legonia, all in the State of Indiana, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
| Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Frankford; of sundry citizens of Coatesville, Warren, 
and Redclyff; of the Ladies’ Aid Society of the First Baptist 
Church of Coatesville; of the Young People’s Bible Union of the 
First Baptist Church of Coatesville; of the Salvation Army of 
Coatesville; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Kittanning; of the congregation of the Forty-third Street Pres- 
byterian Church, of Pittsburg: of sundry citizens of Parkers 
Landing; of the congregation of the United Episcopal Church of 
North Clarendon; of the Woman’s Foreignand Home Missionary 
Society of West Pittsburg; of the Woman’s Clubof McKeesport; 
of the congregation of the Emanuel Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Roxboro; of sundry citizens of Knoxville; of the congregation of 
the Belmont Avenue Baptist Church, of Philadelphia; of the con- 
gregation of the Memorial Baptist Church, of Philadelphia; of 
the Luther League of New Holland; of the congregation of the 
Twentieth Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia; 
of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of New 
Alexandria; of the congregation of the First Lutheran Church of 
Warren; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of War- 
ren; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of 
| Warren; of the congregations of the United Brethren Methodist 
Episcopal churches and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 





| of Sugar Grove; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Landisville; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the Home- 
wood Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Pittsburg; of the congre- 
gation of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of the Atonement, of 


Warren, and of the congregation of the North Broad Street Pres- 
byterian Church, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REEp Smoot, a Senator from theState of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the congregation of the 
[ the congre- 
gation of the Park Street Presbyterian Church, of Newark; of the 
congregation of the Clinton Avenue Reformed Church, of New- 
ark; of the Mothers’ Section of the Haddon Fortnightly, of Hada- 
donfield; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of An- 
dover; of the Roseville Young Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Newark, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Danville, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the legislative committee of 
the National Cigar Leaf Tobacco Association, of New York City, 
| remonstrating against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity 
| treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. BERRY presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, the Epworth League, the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, the Christian Church, the Woman's Foreign 
Missionary Society, and the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, all of Springdale, in the State of Arkansas, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BATE presented petitions of the congregations of the 
| Methodist Episcopal Chureh and the Cumberland Presbyterian 
' Church, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, all of 
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McMinnville, in the State of Tennessee, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of Colonel Givens Post, No. 
200, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of 


Hallowell. Kans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension | 


law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for an increase 
of the United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of H. A. Chambers and sundry 
other citizens of Warrington, Fla., praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting them the right of suffrage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Current Literature Club, of 
Salina. of sundry citizens of Bartlett, and of the congregation of 
of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Burlingame, all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. RreEp Smoot, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the South Congrega- 
tional Church, of New Britain, Conn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors on all 
Government premises; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Sinjaehriger Maenner 
Unterstiitzungs Verein, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of A. P. Randall and 17 other 
citizens of Brownell. Kans., and the petition of A. A. Hartley and 
22 other citizens of Brownell, Kans., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoorT, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1559) granting an increase of pension to Marie A. 
Rask; and 

A bill (S. 1652) granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 
McMillan. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1704) granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Ritchart: and 

A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Mamie H. Thayer. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Hites, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1984) granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1604) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary A. Bishop, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1206) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 255) for the relief of the Farmers and 
Mechanics’ National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa., reported it with- 
out amendment. 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES IN CUBA. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Puatt of Connecticut on the 11th instant, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be yee 2,000 copies of the report of the War Department on the re- 
ceipts and expenditures in Cuba during its occupation by the United States, 
1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 750 copies for the use 


of the Senate, and 250 copies for the use of the War Department. 








LUIS BOGRAN H. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred a communication from the Secr; 
tary of State, transmitting a request of the Government of Hon 
duras to authorize the Secretary of War to receive Don Luis 
Bogran H., of Honduras, as a student at the Military Academy at 
West Point, at the expense of the Government of Honduras, to re- 
port a joint resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Luis Bogran H., of Honduras, was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represen tatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to permit Luis Bogran H., of Honduras, to receive instruction 
at the Military Academy at West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be 
caused to the United States thereby: And provided further, That in the casa 


of the said Luis Bogran H. the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Re 
vised Statutes shall be suspended. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. — 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT IN DOCUMENT ROOM. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted yesterday by Mr. ALLISON, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 


| agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized to employ onead 
ditional assistant in the Senate document room, at a compensation of $1,440 
per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate until other 
wise provided by law. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 
Friend (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2562) granting an increase of pension to Amos Hart 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 
Banta (with an accompanying paper); 

‘ A = (S. 2564) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Branch; 

A bill (S. 2565) granting an increase of pension to Webster 
Macy (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2566) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Kent 
(with an accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 2567) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Abbott (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2568) granting an increase of pension to Winfield S. 
Conde (with an accompanying paper); and 
Pe bill (S. 2569) granting an increas2 of pension to John W. 

en, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 2570) granting a pension to Alfred Gunningham (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A biil (5S. 2571) granting an increase of pension to Alice McLeod 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2572) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Lucas (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2573) granting an increase of pension to Robert L. 
Bailey; and 

A bill (8. 2574) granting an increase of pension to Nelson Purcell. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2575) for the 
relief of the estate of William Wheeler Hubbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2576) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Redshaw; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2577) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert Marshall; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 2578) granting an increase 
of pension to Sylvester Beezley; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2579) for the relief of the estate of 
Brig. Gen. Wager Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of Refugees, 
Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 2580) granting an increase 
of pension to Susan F. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 2581) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Myron D. Hill; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2582) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Harry M. Sherman; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally reat twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 2583) to compensate A. Van De Vyver, bishop of the | 
diocese of Richmond, Va.. for the demolition, removal, and re- 
building of the Roman Catholic Church on the Government reser- | 
vation at Old Point, Virginia (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2584) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah C. Jones and Mrs. 
Lucy F. Tyler; 

A bill (S. 2585) for the relief of Wesley Rankins; 

A bill (S. 2586) for the relief of Edgar M. Wilson, administra- | 
tor of Thomas B. Van Buren. deceased; 

A bill (S. 2587) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Charles W. Adams, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2588) for the relief of Gilbert Vandenbergh; 

A bill (S. 2589) for the relief of George T. Larkin; 

A bill (S. 2590) to provide for the payment of overtime claims 
of letter carriers excluded from judgment as barred by limitation; | 
A bill (S. £591) for the relief of the estate of Zachariah F. Cal- 

breath, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2592) for the relief of the estate of Robert N. Blake, | 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2593) for the relief of William Crosby. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2594) for the relief of the 
State of Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2595) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George IF. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and, | 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (5S. 2596) granting a pen- 
sion to Frances F. Hopkins; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committ<e on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2597) for the relief of the estate of 
Eliza Turner, deceased, Richard H. Turner, and Eliza Turner; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Contmittee 
on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2598) for the relief of the estate of Henry E. Lawrence; 

A bill (S. 2599) for the relief of the estate of Archibald D. 
Palmer, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2600) for the relief of E. H. Flory; 

A bill (S. 2601) for the relief of the estate of Rosemond Le 
Blanc, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2602) for the relief of Florville Kerlegan; and 
A bill (S. 2603) for the relief of the estate of Jacob A. Wolfson, 
deceased. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2604) for the relief of Chris- | 
topher McDonald; which was read twice by its title,and referred | 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 2605) to authorize the ap- | 
pointment of Acting Asst. Surg. Leopold Herbert Schwerin, | 
United States Navy, as an assistant surgeon in the United States | 
Navy: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2606) for the relief of | 
G. D, Hearn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2607) for the relief of E: M. A. | 
Owen; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- | 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2608) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of George R. Johnson, deceased; | 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 





on Claims. | 


Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 


tee on Pensions: . 
A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Charlotte M. Kittredge; 
A bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to Henry B. Wise; 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- | 
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| public; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


| accompanying papers); and 


| erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
| on Claims: 


| De Long; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 


| willing to commit myself to its provisions. 
| Committee on Patents. 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (S. 2611) granting a pension to Ellen J. Throckmorton; 
A bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to Sarah H. Bellamy; and 
with bill (S. 2613) granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 

iller. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 2614) for the relief of 
H. J. Brewer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2615) for the relief of the estate of 
Wiley B. Brigance, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2616) making appropriation 
to pay the estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, in full for any claim 
for pay and allowances made by reason of the election of said 
Lee to the Forty-seventh Congress and his services therein; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2617) to authorize Mr. H. H. D. 
Peirce, Third Assistant Secretary of State, to acvept a decora- 
tion conferred upon him by the Government of the French Re- 

































































Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2618) granting an increase of pension to Mary Foster 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2619) granting a pension to Augustus Nelson (with 


A bill (8S. 2620) granting an increase of pension to Ira Bacon 
(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2621) for the widening 
of V street northwest; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2622) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of John R. Thomas; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


A bill (S. 2623) for the relief of David W. Hollis (with an ac- 
companying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2624) for the relief of the estate of Jonathan Paulk, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2625) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Blake- 
more, deceased: and 

A bill (S. 2626) for the relief of the estate of Mary McCaa, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2627) for the relief of Agnes 
W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2628) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Durham: which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2629) granting a pension 
to William M. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and re- o 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 2630) forthe relief of W. H. 


panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 2631) to protect 
the Mississippi Valley from destructive floods; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I introduce a bill to establish a 
court of patent appeals. and for other purposes. I believe these 
bills in former sessions have been referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and I will ask to have this bill referred to that commit- 
tee. I desire to say that I have not read the bill sufficiently to be 
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w Jw 


The bill (5S. ) to establish a court of patent appeals, and 
for other purposes; was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2633) granting 
an increase of pension to John Allen; which was read twice by its 


Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2634) granting a pension to Delphina P. Lovering 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2635) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Lap- 
ham (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2636) granting an increase of pension to Alvin D. 
Lane (with accompanying papers). 
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Mr. HEYBURN intruduced a joint resolution (S. R. 25) re- 
questing the President to acquire, by annexation or otherwise, the 
island of Santo Domingo and the dependencies of Santo Domingo | 
and Haiti; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENT TO DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MILLARD submitted an amendment proposing to increase | 
the salary of the United States consul at Solingen, Germany, to 
$3,000, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and con- | 
sular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN J. SHIPMAN. 

M¥. PLATT of New York. I move that the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia be discharged from the further considera- | 
tion of the bill (S. 1719) for the relief of Priscilla J. Shipman, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of John J. Shipman, deceased, for work 
done and materials furnished to the District of Columbia, and | 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

A. R. CRUZEN. 

Mr. CARMACK submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed _to inform the 
Senate whether any report has been made to the Treasury Department by 
L. Cullom, special agent of the Treasury, with respect to the conduct of 
A. R. Cruzen, collector of customs in Porto Rico; and. if so, to transmit the 


same to the Senate with a statement of what action,if any, has been taken 
thereon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The passage of the resolution in- 
volves a matter of policy, and that is whether the reports of in- 
spectors of the Treasury Department, the Interior Department, or 
any other Department should be called for to be made public 
while the proceedings have not beencompleted. I hesitate about 
passing resolutions calling for the reports of special agents or in- 
spectors who have been asked to consider charges of malfeasance 
against public officers. I wish that the resolution may lie over. 
I should like to make some inquiries about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule.and under the unanimous consent given on Satur- 
day it will lie on the table until after the bill under consideration 
has been disposed of. 

Mr. CARMACK. So I understood. I have not asked for the 
present consideration of the resolution. I ask that it may lie 
over until the present order is discharged. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie over. 

Mr. CARMACK. I had notasked for its present consideration. 

OLD GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be directed 
to inquire as to the safety of the old Government Printing Office, so called, 
and whether any persons are or are likely to be employed therein by the 
Government under circumstances involving their personal safety. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, without having it read, a com- 
munication under the authority of the writer, to which his name 
is signed, in the Washington Post of yesterday morning on this 
subject. It is a paper accompanying the resolution and explain- 
ing it. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





Is there objection to the con- 


Without objection, the paper 
will accompany the resolution and be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
RECORDS OF THE VIRGINIA COMPANY OF LONDON. 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That un- | 


der the direction of the Librarian of Congress there be printed and bound 
in cloth 7,000 copies of the records of the Virginia Company of London, now 
in the custody of the Library of Congress—500 copies for the Senate, 1,500 
copies for the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for use and distri- 
bution by the Library of Congress. 


PURCHASE FROM NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General is directed to inform the Senate 
whether he has made, or is making, on behalf of the United States, a pur- 
chase from the New Panama Canal Company of any property rights, Reivt 
leges, or concessions that were granted by the Republic of Colombia to N. B. 

yse for the construction of a canal at Panama, or any interest in the | 
Panama Railroad, or any partof the stock of the Panama Railroad Company | 
chartered under the laws of New York; and if such purchase has been made, 
or is being attempted or negotiated, under what state or government is the 
sale of any or all such property authorized to be made by the New 
Canal Company? 

2. And that he will inform the Senate as to the terms of such proposed pur- | 

, orconsummated purchase, including the sum to be paid forsuch prop- | 
erty and canal rights and privileges, and that he will send to the Senate | 
copies of all papers relating thereto that are or have been in his possession or 
under his control, so as toinform the Senate fully as to the entire transaction. 
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8. That he will inform the Senate as to any participation of the Govern 
ment of France in such nese or sale, whether the same is proposed or 
consummated, and whether any and what agreement has been entered int, 
between France and the authorities now exercising the powers of the 
ernment on the Isthmus of Panama in respect of said purchase and sale of 
the property and rights of the New Panama Canal Company. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator re- 
quest? 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask that under the rule, as I understand it. 


| the resolution may lie on the table, subject to call. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

be no objection, subject to call. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pas 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) in relation to commuted rati 
for midshipmen; in which it requested the concurrence of tho 
Senate. 


It will lie on the table, if ther 


PRINTING OF MAP. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereis a bill (S. 2525) whic] 
was introduced yesterday by the Senator from West Virgi: 
[Mr. Scott] and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. It provides for an illustration, and under the law the 
order to print must be made. The Chair will take the liberty 
making the order to print the illustration as well as the bill. 


COMMUTED RATIONS FOR MIDSHIPMEN. 


Mr. HALE. Iask that the joint resolution which has just come 
from the House of Representatives be laid before the Senate. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) in relation to commuted 
rations for midshipmen was read for the first time by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the joint resolution be read at length, 
and then I will move an amendment. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That the provision under the heading “ Supplies 
and accounts,” in the act making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes, approved Mar: 
1908, for “‘ Provisions, Navy,’ shall not be so construed by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury as to deprive midshipmen on sea duty of the benefit 
of commuted rations as provided by section 1577 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. HALE. This is simply a measure to correct a mistake in 
punctuation in a clause in the navalact. The House has corrected 
it. I ask the Senate to concur with the joint resolution from the 
House with an amendment striking out the words ‘‘ on sea duty’ 
in line 9. That will leave the law just as it is at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. In line 9 I move to strike out the words “on sea 
duty ’’ after the word ‘‘ midshipmen.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint r 
olution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


VANDEGRIFT CONSTRUCTION COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 


| read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit 


tee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled ‘An act 
temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Ri: 
and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance enacted by the 
executive council of Porto Rico on March 2, 1903, granting to the Vandegr''t 
Construction Company the right to build and operate a line of railway 
of Ponce and the playa of Ponce in the island 


. 


| Porto Rico, and to deyelop energy by water or other power for distributi 


and sale for railway, lighting, and industrial purposes. 
This ordinance was approved by the President of the United States 
Murch 21, 1908. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT 
Write Hovsg, 
Washington, December 15, 1908. 


LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 


| was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Se- 


lect Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, covering a state 
ment showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana Purchase 
Exposition Company for the month of October, 1908, furnished by the Louis! 
ana Purchase Exposition Commission in pursuance of section 2 of the ‘Act 
to provide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of 
the Louisana Territory,” etc., approved March 3, 1901. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuuite Houss, December 15, 1908. 
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GOVERNMENT LANDS CONTROLLED BY WAR DEPARTMENT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, dnd referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


e Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a supplemental report by the Secretary of War, sub- 
mitting additional data regarding land owned by the United States and 
under control of the War Department, in further compliance with an item 
contained in the sundry civil appropriation act approved June 28, 1902. 

HEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


To 


WuitgeE Hovussg, December 15, 19038. 
Norr.—Papers accompanied similar message to the House of Representa- 
ti ve 


5. 


LIEUT. COL. L. K. SCOTT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations: 


7) 
4 


Senate and House of Representatives: 


| transmit herewith a report from the Secretar 
pying papers, concerning the claim of Lieut. Col. L. K. Scott. a British sub- 
ject, on account of the adoption by the Ordnance Department of the United 
States Army of a system of sighting of which he is the inventor. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuire House, December 15, 19038. 


NORWEGIAN STEAMER NICARAGUA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, as a case not acted upon by the Fifty-seventh Con- 
ress, a report from the Secretary of State, and accompanying pa , Te- 
fat ng to the appeal for indemnity addressed to the equitable consideration 


the Government of the United States by the owners of the Norwegian | : ; 
6 oe ee ; ; 7 . | for pleasure or business, and setting forth such facts as well as the character 


steamer Nicaragua. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
White Hovuss, 
Washington, December 15, 1908. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate House bill 1921. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a conven- 
tion between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed 
on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-con- 


of State, with accompa- | — ; 
r pe conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500 for each 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 


(Circular No. 13.] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
DIVISION OF CUSTOMS AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 1, 1899. 

The following is published for the information and guidance of all con- 
cerned: 

The laws and regulations governing immigration to the United States are 
hereby declared to be in effect in the territory under government by the 
military forces of the United States, and collectors of customs are directed to 
enforce said laws and regulations until the establishment of immigration 
stations in said territory. All money collected under this order must be de- 
posited and accounted for as prescribed for customs collections. 

G. D. MEIKLEJONN, 
Acting Secretary of War. 





Sec. VII. None of the foregoing paragraphs shall apply to Chinese per- 
sons, the immigration of whom is prohibited; and during such prohibition it 
shall not be lawful for any Chinese laborer to come from any foreign port or 


place to Cuba. 


The master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring to Cuba on such ves- 


| sel, and land, orattempt to land, or permit to be landed, any Chinese laborer, 


meaning both skilled and unskilled, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on 


and every such Chinese laborer so brought into Cuba, and may also be im- 
prisoned for a term not exceeding one year. 

Any Chinese person found unlawfully within Cuba shall be caused to be 
removed therefrom to the country whence he came, and at the cost of Cuba, 
after being brought before some judicial officer or tribunal! in Cuba and found 
to be one not lawfully entitled to be or to remain in Cuba, and in all such 
cases the person who brought or aided in bringing such person to Cuba shall 
be liable to the Government of Cuba for all necessary expenses incurred in 
such investigation and removal, and Cuba shall pay all costs and charges for 
the maintenance and return of any Chinese persons having the certificate 
prescribed by law as entitling such Chinese person to come into Cuba who 


| may not have been permitted to land from any vessel by reason of any of the 


foregoing reese. 

‘Sec. VIII. The prohibition of importation of Chinese shall apply to all 
subjects of China and Chinese, but shall not apply to diplomatic officers of 
the Chinese Government or other governments traveling upon the business 


| of their government, whose credentials shall be taken as an equivalent to a 


certificate which will be required of merchants or other persons traveling 


| and estimated value of the business and a description of said merchant or 


person. The secretaries, the body and household servants of diplomatic of- 
filcers of the Chinese Government or other government traveling upon the 
business of their government, and Chinese laborers and merchants who 


| were in Cuba on April 14, 1899, and have since then continued to be residents 


sent agreement the time will be equally divided to-day between | 


those who favor the bill and those who oppose it. It will be a 


convenience, therefore, for the Chair if a Senator rising to ad- | 
dress the Senate would state whether he speaks for or against the | 


bill. 

Mr. CULLOM, Isuppose that the question of dividing time 
will depend upon the hours or minutes Senators speak. Some 
Senators will make brief speeches and others long ones. 
think it might be well 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will try to recog- 
nize that, and divide the time as well as it can be.divided. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator from California to yield to me 
ir &a moment. 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to put into the Recorp certain 
papers in connection with a discussion I had with the Senator 





+ 


from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] yesterday in regard to the immi- 


gration laws of Cuba, 

l ask leave to have printed in the Recorp the order from the 
Acting Secretary of War of April 14, 1899, which put in force in 
Cuba by general order all the laws of the United States. 

I should also like to have printed in the Recorp the sections 


relating to Chinese labor which are taken from our laws, and | 
which were formally enacted by the military government on the | 


15th of May, 1902, just before we withdrew from the island. 

[ also submit a letter from Colonel Edwards, the head of the 
Insular Bureau, transmitting these papers to me. He says, at 
the end of the letter: 


IT have just made inquiry of the State Department, and they tell me that, | 


4s far as they have any knowledge, this order of May 15, 1902, has not in any 
Wise been modified since our occupation ceased. 

, I also made inquiry of the minister of Cuba, and he informs me 
that our laws in regard to the prohibition of Chinese labor are in 
7 = in Cuba to-day and have not been modified by his Govern- 

nent, ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 


and the papers will be printed in the REcoRD, 


Sol | 





thereof, who may now reside therein or abroad and are able to establish 
their identity, are also exempted from the provisions applying to other Chi- 
nese persons. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Mu ashington, Dec noer % 

My DeAR SENATOR: In obedience to your telephone request I hasten to 
incloge herewith Order No. 155, Headquarters Department of Cuba, Habana, 
May 15, 1902, issued by General Wood, the approval of the Secretary of War 
having been previously given thereto, and cail to your attention Sections VII 
and VIII thereof, prohibiting the immigration of Chinese. 

I would furthermore call to your attention the inclosed circular, No. 13, 
Division of Customs and Insular Affairs, War Department, Washington, 
April 14, 1899, putting into effect the United States immigration laws in Cuba. 

I have just made inquiry at the State Department and they tell me that as 
far as they have any knowledge this order of May 15, 1902, has not in any wise 
been modified since our occupation ceased. 

Very sincerely, 

Hon. H. C. Loner, 

United States Senate. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, the opponents of the Cuban 
reciprocity treaty seem to me to be on the wrong tack. They 
are like the captain who shapes the course of his vessel by dead 
reckoning north-northeast to reach a certain port, when the true 
course, which he might have ascertained had he taken the 
trouble, is northeast. He therefore must not be surprised if he 
brings up on the rocks. 

It is asserted by those who oppose this treaty that it will injure 
| certain great interests of the United States—sugar, citrus fruits, 

and tobacco. But I think that if they had taken ‘an observa- 
tion,’’ as the captain referred to should have done—in reality, 
have ascertained the facts—their argument would not have been 
|}in danger of shipwreck. It is true that Cuba competes with 
American sugar producers, beet and cane, but our sugar growers 
are protected against her by, I think, the highest tariff which we 
enforce, which amounts to 102 per cent ad valorem at the present 
prices for the same grade as beet sugar. 

The Cuban treaty does not by any means put our producers at 
the mercy of Cuban planters, for the proposed reduction will leave 
a protection of 78 per cent on raw sugar and 82 per cent on refined, 
which should be quite sufficient for the encouragement of any 
enterprise. Our Secretary of Agriculture, in his latest annual 
report, states that the beet-sugar industry is well established and 
| that its future depends on the adoption of economic methods in 
| field and factory. If our farmers and beet-sugar manufacturers 
| are not enterprising enough to adopt such methods and prosper 
j 
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under a protective duty of 82 per cent, it must be that they, too, 
have gone off on a north-northeast course, which, as in the case 
| of the captain, would be their own fault. 
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NO REDUCTION IN PRICE OF SUGAR. 

The fears expressed as to the dolorous fate of our domestic cane 
and beet sugar growers arises from the fact that it is feared that 
the market price of sugar may be reduced. If it is not reduced, 
domestic sugar will not, of course, feel any effect from the re- 
duction in the duty. 

If the opponents of this treaty think that sugar prices are about 
to fall, they have got still farther away from their true course. 
If they will read the accounts which come from our consuls in 
Europe, they will find that the results of the Brussels sugar con- 
ference mean shipwreck of their arguments. 

These results are already appearing. The abolition of the ex- 
—_ bounty has caused 42,620 acres to be withdrawn from sugar- 

eet culture in Germany, 44,347 acres in France, and 80,296 acres 
in Russia, and this in the present year, although the convention 
did not go into effect until September. And already the effect is 
becoming observable in exports from Germany, for it is pointed 
out by our consul in Leipzig that there was, for the first quarter 
of 1903. a decrease of exports of beet sugar to England amounting 
to 63,000 long tons, 

In addition to the discouragement of export there is a govern- 
mental encouragement of domestic consumption of sugar in the | 
sugar-producing countries of Europe, beginning with an increase 
in the allowance to the army and followed by the reduction of inter- 
nal taxes, resulting in the lessening of price to domestic consumers. 
Under this policy it is estimated by eminent French authorities 
that the increase of the consumption of sugar in France will reach 
600,000 tons per annum, and Germany hopes to increase her con- 
sum) tion 1,000,000 tons. This ought to greatly relieve the pressure | 
of overproduction on the world’s sugar market that has been 
depressing prices since the inauguration of the ‘‘ cartel’’ in 1909, 
which the Brussels sugar convention abolished. Thus the ten- 
dency to export is weakened in two ways, and, according to a 
high Austrian authority, when Germany’s consumption of sugar, 
which is now only 30 pounds per capita per year, equals that of 
England, which is 98 pounds, as says a German author, Max | 
Shippel, in his book on sugar production, Germany will have no 
sugar whatever for export. 

Another important fact is that nonsugar-producing countries | 
which have been supplied by Germany, France, and Russia are 
now, because of the diminution in their beet-sugar supplies, in- 
creasing their purchases of cane sugar. It is noted that for the 
first time in twenty-five years England has bought sugar from 
Cuba. 





PRICES IN THE WORLD MARKET WILL BE RAISED. 


These facts mean this: That less beet sugar will be imported 
into the United States; that more of the cane sugar of the world 
will be consumed by foreign nations; that a larger and larger pro- 
portion of Cuban sugar will go to other markets than our own. 
The falling off in exports from beet-sugar countries will relieve 
the pressure upon the sugar market of the world, which will not 
only prevent a fall, but will probably increase domestic prices, 
which increase will surely come if our own consumption increases 
at its past ratio. Our own consumption per capita has increased 
pretty rapidly, from 54 pounds in 1884 to 66; pounds in 1894, and 
72,4; pounds in 1902. That signifies an increase of 553,400 tons in 
eight years—over 6 pounds per capita. 

We are the greatest sugar-consuming nation on earth except 
Great Britain, and if we were to deduct from her consumption the 
amount that goes into her jam and jelly industry, largely for ex- 
port, it would probably show that our per capita consumption 
nearly equaled hers. 

And it must be remembered that the reduction of 20 per cent 
is on Cuban sugar only, which forms but one-third part of our 
sugar imports. As against the other foreign sugars, American 
refined sugar will still havea protection of 102 per centad valorem 
at the present price of sugar in the American market. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. LIinquire of the Senator if he is sure he is cor- 
rect in his statement as to the percentages? I have had some in- 
vestigation made of the matter, and I thought the percentage | 
was less than the Senator has stated. 

AD VALOREM PROTECTION ON SUGAR. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the Senator from [linois that 
I have examined into the matter, and that the figures I am giv- 
ing have been obtained from the Treasury Department. They 
are as follows: 


‘mT 








Average ad valorem duty on sugar. 





Per cent.| Per aaanl Per cent. 
Raw sugar 70.43 85. 96 97 
Refined sugar 82.23 101. 06 


_— 


| Florida citrus fruits. 
| lemons to develop an export trade, in spite of all the advantages 
| of proximity to a vast market, a favorable climate, cheap land, 


| inclusive, were, by years, as follows: $1,991, $622, 
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This refined sugar is the same grade of sugar as the beet sugar 
which is granulated when it comes from the beet-sugar factory, 

I think there is no question, Mr. President, but that these fig- 
ures are correct, as they were given to me, as I have already 
stated, by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only desired, if the Senator would allow me, 
to interrupt him sufficiently long to get the exact statement as 
the Treasury Department gvies it, so that we may rely upon its 
being accurate. 

WHY CUBAN SUGAR WILL NOT AFFECT PRICES. 

Mr. PERKINS. The other foreign sugars are those which fix 
the price at which Cuban sugar will be sold here, for the cost to 
us has always depended on the cost of sugar at Hamburg, and 
will so depend whether Cuba sells us 1,000,000 or 2,000,000 tons 
or more a year. 

Cuba can get in our market only what we are obliged to pay in 
the world market. No matter how much she may pour into the 
American market, Cuba can not change the price ashade. If she 
can produce cheaper than any other country on the globe, all her 
yearly product would not affect the American market, for we are 
compelled to buy two-thirds of our sugar from other foreign 
sources, and the price of Cuban sugar would conform to the price 
we paid her rivals. If she were able to supply our entire con- 
sumption, the price of Cuban sugar would still be governed by the 
world price. She could not go above it and would not go below 
it. And this world price, plus freight and a duty of 102 per cent 
ad valorem, is the price with which our domestic producers have 
to a Cuban sugar does not enter into the price problem 
at all. 

WHAT THE REPUBLICAN PARTY HAS DONE. 

What the Republican party has done for the domestic sugar- 

producing interests can be told briefly. In 1890 sugar was on the 


| free list, and a bounty of 2 cents per pound was paid on beet and 
| cane sugar produced in the United States. 


The Wilson-Gorman 
bill abolished the bounty and placed a duty of 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem on imported sugar. By the Dingley bill this duty was in- 
creased so that now it equals 98 per cent ad valorem on the price 
of raw sugar in the New York market. Then there is this con- 
sideration: Whenever there is any great strain or pressure at a 


| given point, something is liable to give way. That there has been 


severe pressure, for a great many reasons, to grant some reduc- 
tions of duty to Cuba we all know, and we probably avoid what 
might have happened—even greater reductions or possibly no 
duty—by granting 20 per cent; and besides this, the question of 


| trriff is settled for five years. 


THE CITRUS-FRUIT INDUSTRY. 

There is another point where the opponents of the treaty think 
that we may be injured by Cuban competition if our tariff is re- 
duced. This pointis the citrus-fruit industry. The objections to 
the treaty on this score might be met with a chapter like the 
famous one dealing with snakes in Ireland. At least, if there are 


| oranges and lemons in Cuba, there are so few as to cut no fig- 


ure whatever in a question of competition with California and 
Cuba never has raised enough oranges and 


and low freights. 
Less than three-tenths of 1 per cent of the soil under cultiva- 
tion is devoted to citrus culture, and it is unlikely that under the 


| most favorable conditions there would be an increase in produc- 
| tion that would enable Cuba to become a rival of American grow 
| ers. 


Citrus-fruit growing is what may be called a scientific 
occupation, requiring for good results great intelligence, great 
care, great botanical knowledge as far as relates to trees of this 
character, and great patience and industry. The ordinary native 


| planters of Cuba possess none of these qualities, and in conse 


quence turn to horticultural pursuits, in which nature does all 
the work required except that of the crudest kind, which is within 
the scope of native ability. 

In consequence, although there is a vast market for citrus fruits 
in the United States, ‘‘ the cultivation of oranges,’’ as the Cuban 
census states, ‘‘has been generally abandoned since the develop- 
ment of oranges cultivated in Florida and California.”’ 


REDUCTION IN IMPORTS OF CITRUS FRUITS. 


The value of the imports of Cuban oranges from 1898 to 1902, 
$474, $2,187, 
$560. The value of lemons ranged from $4 to $545 per year. The 
duty on oranges is now 71 per cent ad valorem, and a reduction 
of 20 per cent would still leave a protection of 57 per cent ad va- 
lorem for the American grower, and it is hard to see how this 
slight reduction, leaving as it does the Cuban grower at a great 
disadvantage, can stimulate his intellectual faculties and imbue 
him with the energy that will be necessary if he is to raise citrus 
fruits for the American markets. It is impossible for him to 
compete with the American grower now, for he has no oranges to 
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col]. and it would be five or six years before groves planted this 
; could be brought into bearing, and this fact, if there were 
nothing else, would act as a deterrent to planting citrus-fruit trees. 
nick returns are what the Cuban desires. He is constitution- 
ally averse to waiting a year or two for things to grow. In con- 
sequence sugar and tobacco will receive his attention in the future 
as in the past, and the Florida and California growers will be 
left in possession of our citrus-fruit market. The United States 
consul-general at Habana thinks that steps should be taken to as- 
certain the cause of the insignificance of the exports of fruit 
from Cuba. The cause is the less skill required in the cultivation 
of sugar and tobacco and the greater and more immediate the 
returns therefrom. 
HIGH AD VALOREM DUTY ON CITRUS FRUITS. 


It will be remembered that when the Dingley bill was under 
consideration the California delegation secured a material increase 
in the duty on citrus fruits, from 12 per cent under the Wilson- 
Gorman bill to 71 per cent ad valorem, the present rate of duty. 
This increase was urged not on account of danger from Cuban 
competition, but because of that of Jamaica, which has large and 
long-established orange orchards, on which greater and greater 
reliance would be placed as sugar growing diminishes, as has 
been the case for years, and as it will continue in the future. 
This bar against Jamaica oranges was effectual, and still remains 
at the very high notch at which we placed it. 

While I know it is not fashionable to indulge in prophecy, yet 
I believe, Mr. President, so long as the Republican party has con- 
trol of the administration of governmental affairs in this country 
that duty will not be reduced from its present rate either upon 
citrus fruit, sugar, or any great industry from which California 
has given such splendid results to the country. 

There can be no question as tothe adequacy of the protection 
of California citrus fruits against competition from an island 
that does not grow enough to export, and which will not increase 
its output to any appreciabie extent until its hundreds of thou- 
sands of acres of sugarand tobacco land are brought under culti- 
vation. 

What protection has accomplished for the citrus-fruit interests 


ol 
1882 we imported $5,500,000 worth of oranges, and in 1902 only 
$784,000, worth, of which $720,000 came from Italy, the British 
West Indies, and Mexico, against which the high tariff of 71 per 
cent ad valorem will still operate if the proposed reduction is 
made. 

IN CASE CUBA IS ABLE TO INVADE OUR MARKETS. 

The Senate’s attention has been called to certain newspaper 
articles and private letters which state that a great number of 
orange trees have been or are about to be planted in Cuba, and 
that planting of such trees isgoing on all over the island. Assum- 
ing that this is true, I submit that the rejection of this treaty 
would neither prevent the planting of the new groves contem- 
plated nor kill the trees already planted. If it be true that capital 


is being invested in citrus fruits in Cuba, we have no means of 
preventing it, and if Cuban oranges should by chance be able to | 
drive California fruits from eastern markets in spite of a pro- | 
tective duty of 57 per cent ad valorem, after deducting the 20 per 
cent, [am very sure that whatever reduction in the cost of plac- 
ing California fruits on the eastern market which would be 


necessary to hold that market would be made by the railroad 
companies, which otherwise would lose a very considerable part 
of their revenue. 

_The policy of railroads, like all other transportation companies 
that have a single right of way, is to charge all the traffic will 
bear, and that has kept the rates from California at a high figure— 
higher, in my opinion, than they should have been; but it would 


necessarily cause a reduction of rates on the part of the railroad | 


companies, or they would lose the transportation of the products 
of these great industries from the Pacific to the Atlantic shore. 
The railroad companies, like others, are’always alive and keen in 


protecting their own interests, and surely this small reduction of | 


~0 per cent, if it be necessary, would not only be made up by the 
railroad companies, but even a greater reduction, in order that 
they may retain the business. 
THE ENORMOUS DUTY ON TORACCO. 
In tobacco Cuba is a competitor of the United States, but our 
Own producers are protected against this competition by a tariff 
which, reduced by 20 per cent, is still enormous. The average 


value of our tobacco crop of 1902 was 10 cents per pound, yet it is | 


pri ‘tected by a tariff of from $1.85 to 
‘Or wrappers, and from 35 to 50 cents per pound on tobacco for 
fillers. Our own production is principally tobacco of a quality 
fillers, yet it is protected by a tariff from three and a 
five times its average market valve. If a reduction in 
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suitable for 
half to 
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‘lorida and California is fully illustrated in the fact that in | 


2.50 per pound on tobacco | 





24] 
protection to 28 and 40 cents a pound on tobacco whose invoice 
| value averages 45 cents is not sufficient to protect our own grow- 
ers, I am unable to see how we can help them unless we give 
them, in addition to a protective tariff, a good big bounty. That 
the tobacco interests will not be injured by the proposed reduction 
is made clearly evident by the lack of protests against it from 
tobacco growers and manufacturers. I have received only two, 
I think, since the Senate voted on the treaty last March. 
CALIFORNIA PRODUCTS WELL PROTECTED. 

So far as my own State of California is concerned I think the 
measure of protection afforded to it by the Republican tariff is 
satisfactory. I have already shown that the importation of 
oranges has fallen from $5,500,000 to $784,000 per annum in twenty 
years, though California has not received the entire gain, Florida 
being also a producer. But in raisins, prunes, and currants she 
is the only producer, and in these staples the result is even more 
marked than in the case of citrus fruits. In 1892 we imported 
over 10,000,000 pounds of prunes; in 1902, only 500,000 pounds. 
In 1892 we imported nearly 21,000,000 pounds of raisins; in 1902 
a little over 6,000,000 pounds. She has driven the foreign Zante 
currant from the market, and the French and German prune can 
now be found only in very isolated cases. And in spite of our 
growth in population and the increased consumption attending 
the extraordinary increase in wealth in the past ten years. our 
imports of still wines, which California makes, has remained ab- 
solutely stationary since 1892. 

WHY THERE SHOULD BE RECIPROCITY. 


I think it may be accepted as proven beyond a resonable doubt 
that the proposed reduction in the Cuban tariff will injure no 
American industry. If it will not, and the reciprocal reduction 
of the Cuban tariff on American goods will benefit us, there can 
be no valid reason why the treaty shall not be made effective. In 
1899 we sold Cuba products worth $29,000,000 and bought from 
her $37,000,000 worth. In1901 we sold to her $25,000,000 worth and 
bought $49,000,000 worth. Thus, while we bought more from her, 
we sold less, which is not a satisfactory condition of affairs. Our 
percentage of sales to Cuba has fallen from 43 per cent to 41 per 
cent, while Germany has in the same period doubled her percent- 
age of sales to Cuba, and England, France, and other Enropean 
countries have materially increased their own. These facts show 
that we are being beaten by Germany, France, and England in 
the market which is at our very doors—in fact, are being crowded 
out of it. 

Unless the tide can be stemmed we shall find our enemies, in 
an industrial sense, in possession of a market which should te 
virtually ours exclusively, and while we buy all, or nearly all, of 
Cuba’s products, we shall sell them next tonothing. It seems to 
| me that this is a state of affairs that should appeal to every busi- 
ness man, and should enlist him on the side of a treaty which 
| will give us an advantage of from 20 to 40 per cent over our com- 
petitors, and will enable us to maintain and strengthen our com- 
mercial foothold in Cuba. It is unnecessary to call to mind the 
many staple products of our fields and factories that meet with 
sharp competition in the Cuban market. They will occur to 
everyone. But I will refer to the case of my own State, Cali- 
| fornia, for an illustration. 

WHERE CALIFORNIA WOULD BE 

Our olive oil, raisins, canned and preserved fruits, c 
beans and peas, canned salmon, preserved, canned, pickled, and 
salted vegetables, wines, and salt come into direct competition 
with the same class of goods imported into Cuba from France, 
Germany, Spain, and other countries. Our sales of these goods 
to Cuba amounted in 1902 to $485,156, while the value of the im- 
| ports from the other countries named amounted to over $4,000,000. 
| What share of the $485,000 went to California I do not know, but 
| 
| 





BENEFITED. 


mons, 





I do know that with suitable encouragement by a reduction in 
| the Cuban tariff my State will, if it makes the effort, receive 
much of that $4,000,000 which now goes to Spain, Germany, and 
France. 

California makes the best olive oil in the world, yet Cuba 
| bought in our markets in 1902 only §2,414 worth, while she bought 
| from Spain $887,125 worth and from France $13,276 worth. She 
bought of us only $1,026 worth of raisins, while Spain sold her 
mm us $77,000 wort 
| preserved fruits, and from Spain and France $170,000 worth. We 
| sold her $400,000 worth of onions, peas and beans, and other vege- 
| tables, excluding potatoes, while she bought of Spain, France, 
| 

| 


$39,563 worth. She bought fri S77 h of canned and 


Germany, Mexico, and American countries other than the United 
States over $1,000,000 worth. Of potatoes we sold her $390,000 
worth, while other countries sold her nearly as much. She bought 
of us wines worth $3,529, and from Spain alone $1,550,000 worth. 
Sait from the United States cost her $575, while she paid $70,000 
to Spain and Germany alone. 
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CAN WE NOT CAPTURE THE CUBAN MARKET? 

Here are a number of products which California prides itself it 
can supply in at least as good quality as can be found elsewhere 
in the world. Yet the people of Cuba buy ten times as much of 
them from other countries as from the United States. Can it be 
possible that a measure which will give us an advantage, on the 
average, of 30 per cent in Cuban markets over our competitors 
will not enable us to secure for ourselves a very large proportion 
of that trade which now goes to France, Spain, and Germany? 
It seems to me we should be put to-the proof of our incapacity if 
we are in truth unable to take advantage of such an opportunity. 

But observers abroad believe that the chances are in our favor. 
In the matter of wine, our consul at Lyons, France, after a care- 
ful study of the conditions of the French, Spanish, and American 
wine trades, writes to the State Department that he ‘* can see no 
reason why the wine growers of New York, Ohio. and especially 
California, should not capture the Cuban market,’’ and this with- 
out the proposed reduction of 20 and 30 per cent in the Cuban 
tariff. 

THE DELEGATION'’S LOYALTY TO CALIFORNIA’S INTERESTS. 


I think the facts I have given relating to citrus fruits, sugar, 
wines, prunes, raisins, and other products of California demon- 
strate conclusively my loyalty to the State which has honored me 


by electing me again and again one of her representatives in this | 


be “ly. 

in the framing of the Dingley bill the California delegation, as 
all know, struggled for protection for the industries of our State. 
The results of those struggles are seen in our immense orange 
groves, our vast vineyards, our forests of prune trees, our immense 
borax and quicksilver mines, and our hundreds of square miles of 
sugar-beet fields. Not oneof that delegation would advise a step 
which would tend in the least toretard the growth of those great 
industries. 

When it was proposed two years ago to authorize the negotia- 


tion of a treaty with Cuba, in terms which gave such latitude | 


that there was a chance that the tariff bars might be let down 


too low for the safety of California producers, it is well known | 


that I was one of that body of recalcitrants who successfully and, 
I think, wisely combated the measure. And in this opposition 


the delegation was backed by the California Republican State | 
When the | 
treaty. that we now propose to make effective was placed before | 


convention, which declared against that measure. 


us last winter, it was seen that no interest of California was en- 
dangered. Yet desiring to secure the views of my constituents, 
to whose kindness and consideration I feel that I owe all I am 
and all I ever hope to be, I sent copies of the treaty to the legis- 
lature, which was then in session, and which had just again re- 
elected me for the third time to the seat I now have the honor of 
occupying. 
THE TREATY PLACED BEFORE THE LEGISLATURE. 


The legislature had been elected a few months before, and was 
therefore fresh from the people. 
pression of my views as to the bearing of the treaty on our indus- 
tries, but with the declaration that, should the legislature take an 
opposite view and instruct me to oppose a measure that I believed 
to be advantageous to the entire country and to contain no ele- 
ment of danger to any California interest, I would vote against it 
or resign my seat. No action was taken by the legislature, and 
in March I acted on my best judgment and voted to ratify the 
treaty. I believed then, as I believe now, that it is destined to 
expand the market for American products, which has been grad- 
ually closing against us through foreign competition, and that in 
this expansion California has a chance to profit, while there is no 
chance that she can be injured. 

AN INCONSISTENCY. 

In passing, I desire’ to call attention to a glaring inconsistency 
which is apparent here and there on the other side, but which has 
evidently escaped the notice of those who are afflicted with it. 
It is this: Some of my friends, like the Senator from Nevada, op- 
pose this treaty, presumedly, on the ground that it will expose 
certain productive industries of the United States to serious com- 
petition and hence to injury. 

Yet, on the other hand, they believe that Cuba should be a part 
of the United States, and would support a movement to bring her 
under the American flag. Were this done, what would become 
of the protection to the great American industries they are now 
so anxious about—sugar, tobacco, and citrus fruits? Would not 
free sugar, free tobacco, and free oranges be far more disastrous 
than the slight reduction of tariff on those products as provided 
by the treaty we are considering? It seems to me that the advo- 
sates of annexation would be more consistent if they insisted that 
the proposed reductions were not sufficient to give that measure of 
prosperity to Cuba and ourselves which they must have in view 
when they faver the hoisting of the American flag over that 
island. 


I sent the copies with an ex- | 
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BENEFICIAL RESULTS OF RECIPROCITY. 

If there is any doubt as to the effect of reciprocal reductions jin 
| tariff on the exports of the United States to Cuba, one has on)y 
to turn back to the time of James G. Blaine, whose theories of 
reciprocity were adopted by the Republican party and by it de- 
veloped in practice. Reciprocity with Cuba under the terms of 
the tariff act of 1891 went into effect in September of that year. 
and it will be interesting and instructive to see what was the 
effect upon our export trade with Cuba. These exports from 1x8 
to 1890 averaged about $11,000,000 per year. In 1891, which had 
only four months of reciprocity, they increased to over $12,000 (0), 
The year 1892, however, when reciprocity was in full swing. 
showed exports amounting to $17,953,570, and the next year, 18));. 

to $24,157,698. Our exports to Cuba doubled in two years. 

In view of these figures and those of succeeding years which 
told another story, there is no wonder that the Republican na- 
tional convention of 1896 condemned the repeal of the reciprocity 
measures by the Democratic party as a ‘‘ national calamity.” 
And in the platform which was then framed it demanded the re- 
newal and extension of the reciprocity provisions of the tariff act 
which embodied Mr. Blaine’s ideas on that subject. ‘‘ Protection 
and reciprocity,’’ said the platform, ‘‘ are twin measures of Re- 
publican policy and go hand in hand. Democratic rule has reck- 
lessly struck down both and both must be reestablished.’’ 

It seems to me if that was good Republican doctrine in 1896 it 
is good doctrine now, because the tree is known by the fruit it 
bears, and the best results have accrued from it. A course taken 
in opposition to it will place us in the position of the Democratic 
party, whose course we have so vigorously condemned. It seems 
to me we are but carrying out Republican ideas in the treaty with 
Cuba, and that to refuse our sanction to it is to announce greater 
fealty to Democratic doctrines than to those of our own party. 

In no respect is this proposed legislation in conflict with the 
Dingley tariff law. The rates fixed in 1897 on sugar and other 
products were largely specific on all products, and the law pro- 
| vides for reciprocal agreements or treaties with foreign nations 

on the basis of a 20 per cent reduction, and therefore I am not 

able to discover what objection any friend of the McKinley pro- 

tective policy or the Dingley law can have to this legislation. 

There is no infraction of that statute in this Cuban bill or treaty. 
BUSINESS SENSE, NOT SENTIMENT, SHOULD GOVERN. 

As to Cuba herself, I think she has done too well to warrant 
us in being guided wholly by sentiment in our dealings with her. 
Our arms liberated her, and with our assistance she was set upon 
her feet. We fed her starving, clothed her naked, restored her 
finances, and gave her a rich revenue; we cleaned her cities, alol- 

| ished disease, built roads, repaired her public works, and set her 
in the way of helping herself. And that she has made good use 
| of the aid we gave her is made evident in the growing prosperity 
of her people. Her trade is expanding, wealth is being accumu- 
| lated, and she is well started on the road to happiness and riches. 

We as Republicans rejoice in her prosperity. And now we 
think that we have a right to share in some of the prosperity that 
| we have rendered possible, and we support this treaty that we 
| may not see all the fruits of our labors go to our industrial rivals 
| To secure a fighting chance to save our trade by a reciprocal 

tariff reduction which still safeguards all of our own interests is, 
it seems to me, our duty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to en‘er 
into an elaborate discussion of the measure under consideration 
I desire merely to define my position upon it, and to state the rea 
sons which impel me in the action I shall take. 

When the Philippine revenue bill was under discussion 
this body during the last Congress, I submitted some remarks in 
which I attempted to show that those islands were not on!y ex- 
tensive in area but that they were exceedingly rich and produ 
tive; that if we retained them as a permanent possession of | 
Government American capital and enterprise would inovit:! 
go there and develop, clear, and bring under cultivation th 
rich lands; that development and cultivation would not 
complished through and by the employment of native lab r 
cause it was toolazy and shift!ess, nor yet by white labor, beca 
the white man can not successfully labor in that climate, but t! 
that development and cultivation would be accomplished throu 
the employment of Chinese labor, and to that end means w 
be found to suspend or repeal the anti-Chinese legislation ap) 
cable then and now to those islands. 

I then pointed out that by reason of soil and climate t! 
islands were especially adapted to the growth of sugar, rice. 
bacco, and, perhaps, cotton, all of which are staple product 
this country, and especially in the southern portion of the « 
try. And I argued that in this way, through the policy of 
Government and the employment of American capital, the ay 
culture of this country would be brought into competition w1' 
the richer soil of the Tropics, tilled and cultivated by the chea)" 

' labor in the world. 
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I was then making an argument against the retention. of the 
Philippine Islands, and in that connection I expressed the opin- 
jon that if the agricultural interest of those islands was ever de- 
veloped so as to become seriously competitive with us it would be 






to vote for it because I believe that balancing all the advantages 
and disadvantages, for probably there are both advantages and 
disadvantages in connection with it, the sum total of benefits will 
be in the interest of the whole people of the United States. 










through the employment of American capital, and only in the Mr. President, it is suggested that this slight reduction in the 
event we should retain them; that it would never be done by | duty upon sugar will destroy the sugar industry of this country. 
native enterprise; for should we retire from the islands we would | That is a familiar argument. It is an argument that we are in 
certainly guarantee their independence and thereby prevent them | the habit of hearing in this Chamber and around this Capitol 
from failing into other hands, and from certain special interests in this country whenever it 





is suggested that there should be a repeal or reduction in any of 
the existing rates of, tariff duties. 
But that aside, I do not believe that this slight reduction of 





it may seem that the position which I then took is somewhat in- 
nsistent with the position I shall take upon the measure now 










before the Senate, and there probably would be someinconsistency | duty on sugar will destroy any sugar interest in this country or 
put for the fact that the situation with reference to Cuba is very | even materially cripple it. If I thought the passage of this bill 
diverent from the situation with reference to the Philippine | would destroy the sugar industry of Louisiana or the beet industry 
Islands. The soil of Cuba is indeed rich, even richer than that of | of the West, or even materially cripple those industries, one or 
the Vhilippines, and it is likewise adapted to the growth of some | both, I would not care to vote for it. But I do not believe it will 
of the staple crops of this country. have that effect. 

But there, Mr. President, the analogy between the two ceases. Everyone, I believe, admits that the passage of this bill and the 
The agricultural interest of the Philippines is in a crude and | reduction of the duty upon sugar will not affect, certainly in the 
primitive condition; that of Cuba is already in a tolerable state | immediate future, the price of sugar in this country, for everyone 


of development. If the agricultural interest of the Philippines 
is ever developed, it will have to be by the employment of outside 


knows, and concedes. that the price of sugar in this country 
is the world’s price of sugar, with the duty imposed by our tariff 


capital; but, whether we annex Cuba or not, whether this legis- | and the transportation in bringing it from other countries added. 
lation becomes effective or not, the agricultural interests of Cuba If the treaty with Cuba becomes effective and the duty on Cuban 
are going to be developed, either by American or European capi- | sugar is reduced as therein provided, the price of sugar in this 


tal or by native enterprise. I think there can be nothing more | country will, other conditions being the same, continue the same 
certain than that. it now is, and that price will be the price of sugar in Hamburg, 
But, Mr. President, whether the agricultural interest of Cuba | where the world’s price of sugar is regulated, plus the duty and 
shall be develeped by American or European capital or by native | freight to New York. The German and the Frenchman will get 
enterprise, it will not be developed through the employment of | the same price for his sugar in this market; the American pro- 
Chinese labor. Cuba is not now using, never has, and, in my | ducer will get the same price for his sugar; the American con- 
judgment, never will use Chinese labor. sumer will get his sugar for no less; the Cuban will get the same 
In fact, there is not a single West Indian island that, to any | price in our market for his sugar, but he will have a larger net 
extent, employs in its agriculture Chinese labor, and possibly, | profit than his foreign competitors, because he will not have to pay 
with one exception, there is no country in the world to-day, not | quite so much duty on his sugar sold in this country as will his 
excepting the South, chiefly dependent upon black labor, that | foreign competitors. 
uses Chinese labor. But, Mr. President, the opponents of the proposed legislation, 
[have simply said this, Mr. President, by way of explanation | conceding the force of that argument, suggest that the passage of 
of my position upon these two subjects, bearing some relation- | this bill will greatly stimulate the production of sugar in Cuba, 
ship the one to the other. thereby increasing the world’s supply of sugar and pressing down 
Mr. President, I voted for the treaty and I am going to vote for | the world’s price of sugar, and as a result the American price of 
this bill. But I did not vote for the treaty, neither do I intend | sugar. 
to vote for this bill, upon any idea that Cuba is in distress and That contention would undoubtedly be true if the increase in 
needs this legislation as a matter of grace. I did not believe at | the production of sugar in Cuba as a result of the passage of this 
the time I voted for the treaty that Cuba was in distress. I | measure should be so great as to affect the world’s price of sugar, 
thought then that under all the circumstances she was in a rea- | and if that increase in production would not come about inevi- 
sonably good condition. tably from other causes independently of this legislation and 
Iam sure that Cuba is not now in distress or need of charity | beyond our control. 
from the United States. On thecontrary, from the best informa- Mr. President, can anyone who is familiar with the facts with 
tion I have been able to obtain, I have reached the conclusion | reference to the possibilities of Cuba in the culture of sugar, 
that the condition of Cuba to-day is one of comparative pros- | whether this treaty becomes a law or not, whether this conces- 
perity. sionis granted to Cuba or not, doubt that thatisland will increase, 
Neither am I going to vote for the bill on any assumption of | and rapidly increase, its production of sugar until in the near 
national honor, duty, and obligation from this Government to | future it reaches the full extent of its capabilities? 
Cuba. I agree entirely with the senior Senator from California The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster], in his very able 
|Mr. PERKINS], who has just taken his seat, that we have already | speech upon this subject delivered in this Chamber a few days 
done all that duty requires for thatcountry and that people. We ; ago, told us that the average output of sugar in Cuba per acre is 
drove Spain from Cuba. We lifted the yoke of oppression from | about 2} tons, worth, lam advised, in the markets of Cuba, on 
her neck. We gave her liberty and independence, and we helped | the plantation of the producer, at least $100. Can anybody doubt 
her to establish a government republican in form at an expense | that lands, easily cultivated as Cuban lands are, yielding an in- 
to this country of something over $300,000,000 and the sacrifice of | come of a hundred dollars an acre right upon the plantation 
many precious lives. That, I think, is the full measure of our | will be developed to the fullest extent possible without tariff or 
duty: at least, Mr. President, it is more than any other nation | artificial stimulation of any kind? I know it is suggested that if 
has ever done for an alien people since.the beginning of time. this measure is not passed the price of sugar in Cuba will possibly 
| shall not vote for this legislation for any of these reasons nor | fall so low that the Cuban planters will be forced to go out of the 
for all of them combined. I shall vote for it in part because I | sugar business and put their lands in something else besides 
think it will be a great advantage to Cuba, and we ought to be | sugar; but I do not think the facts sustain that contention. 
glad to help her if we can without injury to ourselves, because she Mr. President, we have in the western part of this country ex- 
is Our neighbor and we are responsible for her national existence. | ceedingly fertile land adapted to the growth of wheat but not 
lam going to vote for it in part because I believe it will be a | adapted to the growth of cotton. If the price of wheat in this 
means for the establishment of a desirable and permanent trade | country shall fall to 60 cents and the price of cotton shall go up 
relationship between Cuba and this country. to 15 cents, those lands will probably continue to be cultivated in 
_ But, Mr. President, my chief reason for voting for this measure | wheat. We have exceedingly rich lands in the South adapted to 
1S not that it will help Cuba, although I have no objection to do- | the cultivation of cotton but not to the growth of wheat. If the 
ing that, and would be glad to help in doing it, but because, in my | price of cotton go down to 5cents a pound and the price of wheat 
Judgment, this legislation will be of great benefit to the people | go up toa dollar or a dollar and a quarter a bushel, those lands 
of the United States considered as a whole. will probably continue to be cultivatedin cotton,and why? Simply 
It is possible, I think highly probable, that the benefits which | because there is nothing else to do but to cultivate cotton. There 
will accrue tous from this treaty will be very much greater in | is like diversity of soilin Cuba. Some of her lands are especially 
my State and section than in some other States and sections of | adapted to the growth of sugar, but they will not successfully pro- 
this Union, But I willnot vote for this measure for the reason in- | duce tobacco. For the same reason that the South continued to 
timated by one Senator on this floor, in speaking about certain | grow cotton when it went to 5 cents, below the cost of production, 
southern Senators whose States were supposed to have a special | Cuba will continue in the cultivation of sugar, though it fall below 
interest in the adoption of the treaty; I am not going to vote for | the price of profitable culture as compared with other lines of 
it because it will benefit my section particularly, but I am going ! agriculture. 
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Mr. President, [doubt very much whether Cuba will ever pro- 
duce, as is contended it can produce, enough sugar to supply the 
American demand, which will increase as Cuban production of 
sugar increases, but if she is capable of producing enough sugar 
for that purpose I have no doubt she will produce it whether she 
gets these tariff concessions from us or not. 

Mr. President, I know that the sugar producers of this country, 
especially those of Louisiana, are not upon an equality in all re- 
spects with Cuba in the production of sugar. In some respects, 
however, there is apparently an equal condition, especially in the 
case of Louisiana. There is substantially the same condition as 
to the kind of labor employed in Louisiana and in Cuba, and about 
the same condition as to the price of labor applies in Cuba and 
in Louisiana. The kind of labor employed in Louisiana is the 
native white labor and black labor. The kind of labor employed 
in Cuba is native white and black labor. 

From the best information I have been able to obtain, and I 
have made quite a thorough search, the wages paid labor in the 
sugar fields of Louisiana range from $15 to $20 per month. The 
rate of wages paid labor in the cane fields of Cuba ranges from 
$15 to $25 per month, the difference being slightly in favor of 
Louisiana in that respect. 

I know, that there is a disparity to Louisiana’s disadvantage 
in the soil and possibly in climatic conditions. The soil of that 
island is richer than that of Louisiana. It averages a greater 
yield per acre than that of Louisiana. But, Mr. President, dif- 
erence in fertility of soil is not always nor generally an insuper- 
able obstacle to successful competition. To draw another illus- 
tration from this country, my State and a number of other South- 
ern States will not yield near so much per acre in corn as the 
rich lands of Kansas and other western corn-growing States 
possibly will not yield over one-half as much per acre, and yet 
with free trade between the States North Carolina raises and 
sells corn in competition with Kansas and makes a living profit 
upon it. 

My State will not produce nearly so much cotton per acre as 
the State of Texas, and yet, Mr. President, we have been making 
and we are making cotton to-day in competition with Texas, and 
at a good profit. 

The Senator from Louisiana told us the other day that the aver- 
age output of the sugar lands of his State was about 1 ton of 
sugar per acre. From the best information I have been able to 


obtain the output of the beet-sugar States ranges from 2 to 2} tons | 


of sugar per acre. The price of these different kinds of sugar is 
about the same. With this great disparity between the output 
of sugar in Louisiana and the beet-sugar States of this country, 
with absolute free trade in domestic products in the home mar- 
ket, Louisiana during all these years has been able to meet this 
domestic competition and sustain itself in the cultivation of cane 
sugar. 

I have no doubt, Mr. President, as I said before, the soil of Cuba 
is more fertile and better adapted to the growth of sugar than 
that of this country. But that is a disadvantage which we have 
to contend with in competition with tropical countries in other 
things as well as sugar; but the superior thrift, efficiency, and in- 
telligence of labor the Temperate Zone over labor in the Tropics 
has generally been able to overcome these disadvantages of soil 
and make competition successful which would otherwise be im- 
possible. 

sut, if our boasted superiority in labor conditions and machin- 
ery conditions is not sufficient to enable us to overcome these 
disadvantages in competition with Cuban sugar, then I submit 
that after we have taken 20 per cent off of the duty on sugar in fa- 
vor of Cuba there will still remain an ample duty to counterbal- 
ance any disadvantage growing out of better conditions of soil 
and climate. 

I have been tanght, and I believe, that the Dingley tariff is 
an abomination; that it is exorbitant and excessive taxation, and 
that after levying a sufficient sum to make up the difference be- 
tween the labor and the material cost between this country and 
competing countries it imposes heavy additional duties, in many 
instances for no other purposes than private enrichment. 

The average ad valorem duty under this highly protective 
measure is only about 57 per cent, I believe. The present duty 
upon sugar is about 87 per cent, or about 30 per cent in excess of 
the average Dingley rate. After deducting the 20 per cent con- 
ceded to Cuba by this legislation, there will still remain a duty 
upon sugar of about 69 per cent—I have not made the calcu- 
lation accurately, but that is approximately correct, I think— 
leaving a duty upon sugar after this reduction of 12 per cent 
above the average Dingley rate. I submit that is enough protec- 
tion to overcome the differences in conditions of sugar cultivation 
here and in Cuba. If it is not, then sugar can not be produced in 
this country on conditions just to the American consumer of 
sugar. 
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My State is a great tobacco-producing State. I believe there arg 
about thirty counties in my State in which tobacco is one of the 
chief agricultural products. Last year three towns in my section 
of the State, within 50 miles of each other, each sold on their 
warehouses nearly 20,000,000 pounds of leaf tobacco. Last year 
the manufacturers of my State manufactured over 100,600,009 
pounds of leaf tobacco. 

This bill reduces the duty upon tobacco to the same extent that 
it does upon sugar. And yet I am not complaining. I stand 
ready to vote for the bill. Why? Because if the tobacco of my 
State needs protection against Cuban tobacco the present tariff 
upon tobacco is about 78 per cent ad valorem, 21 per cent above 
the average Dingley rate, and after deducting the 20 per cent 
conceded to Cuba by this legislation there will still remain a duty 
of about 65 per cent upon Cuban tobacco imported into this 
country, or about 8 cents more than the average Dingley tariff 
rate. It seems to me this is sufficient to overcome any disadvan- 
tage in competition with Cuba. At least it is but a moderate re- 
duction from what appears to be a high rate of protection. 

Mr. President, I would not contend for a minute that the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [ Mr. Foster] and other Democratic Senators 
who have opposed any reduction of the present Dingley rate as it 
applies to sugar are to be taken as advancing protection theories 
when they make the contention that any reduction in those rates 
in favor of Cuba will destroy the sugar industry of their section. 
I understand, and we all understand, and it is a natural feeling, 
and one entirely justifiable, that if high protective rates are to 
obtain in ‘this country they should not be applied with discrimi- 
nation toward any industry or toward anySection. If that policy 
is to obtain, then it is perfectly natural for Louisiana to come 
here and to demand that she shall be given her share of the 
bounty. LIappreciate that argument. I can sympathize with it. 
But, this is but a moderate reduction from an exceedingly high 
rate of duty, and I must confess I do not feel the force of the 
argument when applied to the legislation under consideration. 

Mr. President, I said that I was going to vote for this bill chiefly 
because, in my judgment, after counterbalancing all the advan- 
tages and disadvantages, it would, I believed, be greatly in the 
interest of the people of this country. I want to address myself 
for a few moments to that phase of the subject. 

The senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], in the very 
interesting speech made by him upon this subject the other day, 
informed the Senate that Cuba was the richest island in the 
world. Ithink he might have said the richest country in agri- 
cultural possibilities in the world. He informed us that even 
under present conditions, only two or three years out of a devas- 
tating and destructive civil war, with its labor demoralized, to- 
day Cuba’s exports per capita were four or five times greater than 
ours. Undoubtedly that is true, Mr. President. Cuba does not 
only export per capita more than we do, but I think more than 
any other nation in the world. 

With the return of prosperity, with the establishment of nor- 
mal conditions, and with just and wise laws and administration, 
the yearly output of Cuba will rapidly increase, and her export 
trade will correspondingly grow. In fact, Mr. President, in a 
little over two years, less than three, the sugar exports of Cuba 
have risen from less than 400,000 tons to a million tons. What 
does all this mean, Mr. President? It means that in the near future 
Cuba is going to be an enormously rich country. But Cuba isan 
agricultural country, and will continue to be an agricultural 
country, and her agricultural products will continue to be con- 
fined chiefly to the production of sugar, tobacco, and fruits. 
With this great wealth will come new wants and the ability to 
supply these wants. Sugar, tobacco, and fruits won’t feed the 
people of Cuba. Sugar, tobacco, and fruit won't clothe the peo- 
ple of Cuba. These things they must buy largely from other 
countries. 

Cuban imports last year were, I believe, about $60,000,000; prob- 
ably a little more than that. I do not recollect. 

Mr. CLAY. Nearly $62,000,000. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Nearly $62,000,000 worth, the Senator from 
Georgia suggests tome. In the near future it may be predicted, 
within the five-year life of the proposed treaty, although I do 
not mean to go into the business of prophecy, but it may wit! 
reasonable certainty be predicted that within that time the import 
trade of Cuba will reach $100,000,000. That is not, I think, too 
high an estimate. We now get only about 42 per cent of her im- 

ort trade. The balance of it goes to European countries—to 

rance, to Germany, to England, to Spain. If this treaty shall 
become operative by the passage of the pending bill, we shall be 
given in the Cuban markets an advantage in the sale of our 
goods ranging from 20 to 40 per cent over our German, our 
Spanish, and our English competitors, and with that advantage, 
instead of selling her $25,000,000, as now, upon the basis of her 
present trade, we ought to sell her $50,000,000 worth of our goods, 
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ani in the life of this treaty we ought to sell her, instead of | I have already spoken longer than I expected. 


¢>() 000.000 worth, $80,000,000 or $90,000,000 worth. 

"Cuba purchased last year about $6,000,000 worth of cotton goods. 
3ofore this treaty expires she will buy over $12,000,000 worth, I 
have nodoubt. We now get only about $400,000 worth of this 
cotton trade. With the advantage this treaty will give us over 
our European rivals (an advantage ranging from 80 to 40 per 
cent) we ought to sell Cuba all the cotton goods she consumes. 
Cuba uses the cheaper grades of cotton goods, such as we make 
in-the South, such as we make in my State, where we are now 
manufacturing all the raw cotton we make. The treaty gives 
this class of goods a concession of 80 per cent. Knit goods, now 
largely made in my State, get a concession of 40 per cent. 

With this advantage over our foreign competitors, when we are 
able to go to the Cubans and sell them our goods with this advan- 
tage over those competitors, can there be any doubt that we shall 
be able to control the import trade of Cuba? 

Mr. President, we have been told by distinguished representa- 
tives of the Republican party in this debate that the reciprocity 
enunciated by Blaine, by Republican national conventions, and 
by the late lamented Mr. McKinley only extended to articles 
which we do not produce in this country—non-competitive articles. 
If that is a correct definition of Republican reciprocity, then this 
treaty manifestly does not illustrate Republican reciprocity. The 
Democratic party believes in low tariff. It believes the present 
high tariff rates should be revised and greatly reduced. 

We have to raise in this country an enormous amount of money 
through customs duties to defray the necessary expenses of the 
Government. In levying those duties for this purpose, if provi- 
sion is made for the actual and bona fide difference in labor and 
material cost in this country and in competing countries, that will 
not be wrong or unjust, but the Democratic party is in favor of 
pulling down, destroying, and trampling under foot all duties 
that are levied for the purpose of the enrichment of special in- 
terests. 

With that definition of the Democratic idea of tariff, this bill, 
while not based and built upon the lines of Republican reciprocity, 
is, in my judgment, founded upon and builded upon the lines of 
Democratic tariff reduction, call it reciprocity or what not. 

The junior Senator from California (Mr. Barp], who addressed 
the Senate upon this subject the other day in an exceedingly enter- 
taining speech, in discussing the question of the possible control 
by our manufacturers of Cuba’s import trade, said that even now, 
without this treaty, our manufacturers could control the Cuban 
market if they would only model their goods to suit the wants 
and the requirements of the Cuban people. That is true. It is 
equally true that if our manufacturers would model their goods 
s0 as to suit the wants and requirements of Central and South 
America they could control a large part of that valuable trade. 

This is not anew idea. The trade journals have been present- 
ing to our manufacturers this idea for some time. They are pre- 
sumably entirely familiar with it, and I have no doubt they accept 
as true the proposition laid down by the Senator from Califor- 
nia; but the fact remains that American mannfacturers have 
not so modeled their goods as to suit the wants and require- 
ments of these markets. Why? In the first place, the manufac- 
turers of this country know that it is doubtful whether they could 
successfully turn the trade of those countries from established 
channels. Secondly, they know that even if they should suc- 
ceed in getting that trade they would have to wrest it from 
Europe in a sharp and fierce competition, and that the profits 
would probably be nominal. 

_ Besides these considerations, Mr. President, the expense of ad- 
justing old machinery and purchasing new machinery in order 
to so model goods ,as to suit the wants of those people would be 
considerable, For these reasons our manufacturers, though prob- 
ably just as thoroughly convinced as is the Senator from Cali- 
fornia that they could get these markets if they would do what 
he says is necessary to get them, have not seen fit to do these 
things. But suppose we should negotiate a treaty to-day with the 
countries of Central and South America by which we would be 
given an advantage over our European competitors in those mar- 
kets of from 20 to 40 per cent, does any man doubt that our man- 
ufacturers would at once employ the means and incur the ex- 
pense necessary to get that trade and that they would get it? The 
Same 1s true with reference to Cuba. Give our manufacturers 
these concessions, give them this advantage of from 20 to 40 per 
cent over their English, German, and Spanish competitors, who 
are now getting 58 per cent of that trade,and our merchants wil 
at once begin diligently to seek this trade. They will model 
their goods so as to suit the nicest and most delicate requirements 
of the Cuban consumer, and will incur any and every expense 
necessary to do that, and they will sell to Cuba practically all 
that she buys from abroad. 

Mr. President, one more suggestion and I will have finished. 
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The opponents of 
this measure tell us that this concession to Cuba will be a bounty 
pure and simple. I do not want to stickle about words or terms. 
I do not know whether or not it can be correctly and properly 
described asa bounty, but I do know that if it bea bounty to 
Cuba we will get from Cuba a bounty in return. 

The difference in the two bounties will be against us in the 
beginning, but, Mr. President, if Cuba shall fulfill the just ex- 
pectation of her friends and of intelligent men throughout the 
world during the next five years, I am inclined to think by the 
end of that time the balance of bounty will not only be in our 
favor but that it will be sufficiently in our favor to overcome any 
difference against us in the beginning. 

But this much is certain, that, bounty or no bounty, it is not 
money taken out of the pockets of the people of this country. It 
is a mere remission of a tax, not as a gratuity, but in expectation 
of compensating benefits. If this bill does not pass, that tax will 
possibly be collected and go into the Treasury; but what need has 
the Treasury for it? It is already overflowing to the bursting 
point. It has already over $200,000,000 more than it has any use 
for, and has only recently deposited in the national banks of this 
country over $150,000,000 without interest, because there was no 
other way to get that money back into circulation and make it 
perform the functions for which it was created! The Treasury 
of the United States does not need this tax, but the people of the 
United States do need this trade. this increase of trade, which we 
may reasonably expect as a result of the passage of this bill and 
the remission of this small tax. 

Mr. President, before I take my seat I want to say that I wish 
certain amendments might be made to this bill, but I recognize 
the fact that if any amendment should now be made it would 
destroy the treaty. But I do not want the opportunity to escape 
without expressing my condemnation of certain provisions of the 
bill. Iam going to vote for it notwithstanding those provisions, 
because I think the good in it greatly overbalances the evils of it. 

I especially object to what is known as the “‘ five-years’ clause,”’ 
that clause by which we have stipulated that the Dingley rate of 
duty upon sugar shall not during the life of this treaty be reduced 
below its present rate. If I believed that that provision of the 
treaty and this biil is legal, is constitutional, would be legally 
operative, if I believed that it is binding upon the treaty-making 
power or the lawmaking power of this country, I would hesitate 
before voting for it. I would not care to sanction any such prec- 
edent as that, however great the benefits might be. 

But, Mr. President, as a lawyer I know full well that as alegal 
proposition this Congress has no right or power to bind future 
Congresses; that the next Congress may reduce the rate of duty 
if it chooses to do so notwithstanding this five years’ clause. 

But it is said that provision is a part of the treaty and there- 
fore part of a contract, and being part of a contract the faith and 
honor of the nation is plighted to its fulfillment and the keeping 
of its spirit and its letter. That argument has little force with 
me. Why? Because itis a contract between Cuba and the United 
States, and this provision was not put in the treaty for the benefit 
of Cuba, for certainly Cuba does not object to the reduction of 
duties provided in our sugar schedule; on the contrary, Cuba is 
asking now that they be reduced, and she would be glad to see 
every cent of protection taken off of sugar imported into this 
country. 

It would be, therefore, no violation of faith with Cuba to re- 
duce the duty on sugar, but would be just exactly what Cuba 
would like to have done. If it be said that itis the result of an 
understanding with the beet-sugar and the cane-sugar growers of 
this country, my answer is that if there had to be made such an 
understanding as that to secure the consent of this interest to this 
legislation, everybody connected with that understanding knows, 
or should know, that Congress has no right to make any such 
promise and write it in the laws of the country, and they can not 
complain if the next Congress disregards that which this Con- 
gress has no right to do. 

There are other provisions of this treaty, Mr. President, to 
which I object, but I shall not take the time of the Senate in their 
discussion. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, when a bill which is seem- 
ingly, at least, at variance with ancient, time-honored, and time- 
tried Republican principles, is to be enacted into law by a Republi- 
can Congress, it seems to me that it becomes not only a right, but 
a moral duty for every Republican who votes for the passage of 
the measure to give his reasons for so seemingly departing from 
the tenets of his own party. 

Not all the reasoning nor all the eloquence of the Senators who 
have interested us and who have sought to enlighten us upon this 
proposition can bring the terms of this bill to harmonize with 
absolute protection to our own home industries, and the very 
most that can be said of it is that it leaves them protected to a 
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certain degree, four-fifths as great as they would be protected 
without this bill. 

Mr. President, that means one of two things; either the tariff 
schedules upon sugar and tobacco and other Cuban products 
which we have carried upon our Dingley tariff act for years have 
been too high. or more than necessary for absolute protection, or 
else if we modify them they will be less than adequate. One of 
these two propositions must be adopted. I believe there are few 
Republican Senators who do not stand exactly pat upon this tariff 
schedule, and if it is good for the balance of the world, there must 
be some special reason why it is not equally good when we con- 
sider our relations with the Cuban trade. 

We seek to explain our deviation from these ancient rules of 
our party on one or all of three separate grounds: First, that, 
having by our own actions freed Cuba from the dominion of her 
home Government, having released her from the tyrannous acts 
of the Spanish Government, a moral duty, as well as a sense of 
national pride and national consistency, demands that we should, 
so far as lies in our power, see also that she have greater pros- 
perity than she had under the Spanish rule, and that her people 
be made more prosperous and more happy; second, that by reason 
of the reciprocal diminution of our own tariffs upon our own 
products imported into Cuba we will reap a benefit that will 
correspond, at least, with our losses; and third, that by our own 
act or by our own influence we induced the Cuban Government 
to surrender a part of her own independence to this country. 
giving us control over her internal and external affairs, and 
that she did so with the understanding, at least. that we would 
give her some reciprocal benefits in the markets of our own 
country. 

Mr. President, the first proposition must be answered in the | 
negative. We owe the island of Cuba absolutely nothing. For 
hundreds of years she had to tug at the tether which bound her to 
the Spanish Government, and when by our action we severed 
those bonds it was never understood for a single moment that we 
should further, at our own expense, make those people happy and 
prosperous. It was understood when we took our first steps to- 
ward the breaking of those bonds that we would shield that coun- 
try against foreign aggression; that we would apply to it our Mon- 
roe doctrine; that she should be shielded not only against external 
dangers but possibly against internal anarchy, but beyond that 
our duty did not go for a single moment. 

Mr. President, national pride and national sense of justice will 
not allow us for a single moment to see this foster child, which 
we have wrested from an unnatural parent, suffer any great loss 
or be subject to the control or influence of any foreign country. 
But beyond that I say we did not agree to protect her. It was 
not expected that the moment we changed the national condition 
of the island the national character of those people would change. 
The world knew and we knew the natural instability of Spanish- 
American republics, and it was never thought that by reason of 
the sudden change of national character those people would sud- 
denly take upon themselves Anglo-Saxon reliability and adapta- 
bility for self-government or Teutonic frugality and industry. | 
That was not in the least expected by us. 

With a country and a climate capable of producing with the 
same amount of labor, with an equal amount of expended energy, 
from three to five ‘times what may be produced in our own c -un- 
try. it was never expected that we should continue this island 
always prosperous at our own expense, There is such a thing as 
philanthropy gon» daft: and when, in a case of this character 
we exerci-e so v ry much concern for the commercial interest of | 
Cubaat th» expense of our own, and at a time when every Senator 
und retands that it: coffers are fu'l, that the condilions there 
are bet er t-an they have ever been known in the history of th 
is and, I m)m t that it is crowding very close tothe ine. 

Iam aware that our duty did not cease with the close of the | 
war; that having by our own act broken the bonds which united 

i 








that country to the mother country it was our duty also to pro- 
tect her against foreign aggression, and possibly it was further 
incumbent upon us as # neighbor to see that she had good, stable 
government in the island; but what I insist upon is that there 
was no duty imposed upon us to keep her prosperous at our own 
expense. 

Mr. President, our sugar-beet growers labor from ten to twelve 
hours per day. Not only do they themselves do that, but it is 
oo of every chick and child that is able to pull a weed or lift a 

eet. 

Now, is it just or proper that we should take these laborious | 
people, even supposing they are making a profit to-day, and say | 
to them they shall share that profit with the Cuban laborer, who | 
does not work ten hours or twelve hours in anentire week. That 
is upon the supposition that our people can stand this reduction. 
I believe they can stand a reduction of 20 per cent and still make 


a profit out of the sugar-beet industry. Every American farmer 
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must not only labor in the field during the day, in the heat of the 
summer, for ten or twelve hours, but he must, in order to live iy 
a country like ours, make more and receive greater profits than 
he would if he lived in the island of Cuba, and that should je 
taken into consideration in our relations with the new Cuban Rk e- 
public. Iam straight and squarely against the proposition that 
the American farmer, who labors for this length of time, should 
divide his profits, even admitting that he has a goodly profit and 
more than he may be entitled to from the standpoint of reciprocity , 
with the Cuban laborer. 

Why is a tariff ever necessary between two countries? It must 
be based on one or all of three simple propositions: That labor in 
this country is higher than it is in the country against which we 
levy our import duties; second, that the amount of labor required 
to produce an article is greater than in that country; and third, 
that the standard of living in this country is very much higher, 
and it requires a greater amount of labor and a greater profit in 
order that a man may exist, and exist well, in his home community, 

When we compare these conditions so far as they concern our 
Cuban trade relations, every one of these propositions is glaringly 
obvious. Like all lands in other than tropical regions, our lands 
will not produce by themselves. They are not self-productive in 
foods of any character or in other articles that amount to any- 
thing. Everything that we get out of mother earth is obtained 
by constant, continuous, and arduous toil in order to lure it from 
the earth. 

The condition is entirely different in Cuba. Should we, there- 
fore, as a nation and as a people be compelled to put ourselves in 
actual competition with a people who require so little? Not only 
this, but every American farmer must build a good substantial 
home. He must expend large sums for fuel and clothing, and 
why, as a matter of duty and justice, should he be compelled to 
compete with the people of a nation who live outside the greater 
portion of the time, whose cost of fuel is practically nothing, and 
whose epidermis answers for clothing the greater portion of the 
year? I submit, therefore, that upon the ground of justice alone 
we are not bound to grant this concession to Cuba. 

But, Mr. President, the ardent friends of this measure assure 
us that if at our own expense we make the Cuban people prosper- 
ous—that is, if we take out of the profits of the sugar-beet raisers 
and the tobacco growers of this country enough to make the 
Cuban people prosperous—the latter will buy more of our gooils. 
That is one way of seeking a foreign market for our goods; but it 
isa method which has never before been adopted by the American 
people, and I doubt if we will ever again try the experiment. 
The sacrifice is not justified by any of the conditions as they ap- 
pear tous. When we look over our trade relations with Cuba 
during the period of reciprocity, and before and after that period. 
we find that in every instance, while reciprocity has given us brt 
a little benefit, it has given the foreign country a benefit far in 
excess of that which we have received. 

The Senator from California | Mr. PERKINS], who so seductively 
enlightened us on this question a few moments ago, saw fit 
give some of the figures in relation to our relations with Cuba 
prior to, during, and after our reciprocity arrangement. lle 
gave only one side of them, however, and I think he will pardvn 
me if I quote the other side. I will take 1890, before reciprocal 
relations were established. In that year Cuba exported to tliis 
country $53,801,591; we exported to Cuba in the year 15°) 
$13,084,415. The balance of trade against us was $40,717,175. 
Now we will run over to 1892, when the reciprocal law was in 
force. We sold Cuba $13,953,570 worth, approximately the san: 
as before, but she sold us $77,993,671 worth. increasing the bal 
ance of trade against us to $60,040,101. Taking the next year. 
we raised our trade somewhat. We sold Cuba in the year 15))' 
$24,157,698 worth. She sold us $78, 706,506 worth, and there was 
a balance of trade against us of $54,548,908. Taking the last 
year, 1894, Cuba sold to us $75,678,261 worth, and we sold to | 
$20,125,321 worth, giving a balance of trade in her favor 

Then we come to 1895. The balance of trade against us dropped 
down immediately to $40,063,598. In 1896 the balance of tra 
against us was only $32,476,850. In 1898 it had dropped down 
$5,670,821. Taking the last year, 1902, the balance of trade wis 
only $8,071,184. In other words, under present conditions t 
balance of trade is $8,071,184, as against $60,040,101 in 1892. And 
where has the change been? Let us glance at the figures for a 
single moment. I will take our exports to Cuba. 

In 1890 they were $13,084,415; in 1892, $18,953,570; in 18 
$24,157,698; in 1894, $20,125,821; im 1895, $12,807,661; in 15! 
$7.530,880; in 1897, $8,259,776; im 1898, $9,561,656; in 18, 
$18,616,877; in 1900, $26,513,400; in 1901, $25,964,808; in 1! 
$26,023,500. So we see that our exports to Cuba to-day are far 


more than they were when she was selling us $77,000,000 wort) 
of goods. 














1903. 


I will ask permission to insert this table in my remarks. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


Cuban exports and imports. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. PERKINS. If my friend will permit me, during the 
years to which he has referred there was a reciprocity treaty by 
which sugar from Cuba virtually came into this country free. 
We were paying 2 cents a pound bounty upon sugar produced in 
this country. The other years that he refers to were those dur- 
ing the civil war in Cuba, and of course trade naturally fell off. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The falling off inthetradeis more with the 
Cuban trade than with our own. Her trade has been subject to 
every character of exigency. Sometimes it has been great; the 
next year it has been much smaller; but the figures as a whole 
show that Cuba has benefited far more than we have under our 
reciprocal arrangements. 

Mr. President, the real benefit which one country obtains in its 
trade with another isnot so much the volume of trade as it is the 
surplus in its favor. 
try are for the most of a perishable character. We sell abroad 
$60,000,000 worth of breadstuffs and fabrics from our factories, 
and they are gone ina year. We receive in sugar, tobacco, and 


other produce $60,000,000 worth, and they are gone in a year. | 
But give us $60,000,000 worth of balance of trade which is paid | 


in gold dollars and we have something that is good to-day, good 
to-morrow, and good for a hundred years from to-day. Whathas 
given us all our great prosperity in the last five years? Has it 
been so much the volume of trade between the States or the great 
volume between this country and other countries? 
been in the vast volume of the balance of that trade. 

Give us $60,000,000—gold dollars—in balance of trade a year 
from the old country landed on this side of the water, and con- 
tinue that for five years and we have $2,500,000,000 in substantial 
property, property that remains here, and that is the character of 
trade for which we should always look. That, I repeat, is what 
has given us the great prosperity in the last five years. 
a certain proportion of that vast sum of money, of course, has 


gone back in the payment of interest on bonds, and has been ex- 
pended by tourists in the old country, a great portion of it has re- | 


mained here. It has filled up our banks to overflowing; it has 
given confidence to our speculators and our business men; it has 
raised the price of our commodities from 25 to 500 per cent; it 


has filled the whole country with prosperity during all this time. | 
not been because of the volume of trade, but because of the | 


It has 
surplus of our exports over our imports. When we apply that to 
Cuba, it simply makes a leak for so much more profit. 

But there.is another side to this question, and a side which 
sinks deep into the heart and conscience of every American citi- 
zen who takes pride in his country beyond the mere question of 


financial gain or loss, and that is the honor of the country itself. | 


We received from Cuba when she adopted her constitution cer- 
tain concessions. 


a) : : : 
all time, not merely over her external but her internal relations, 


but she also contracted to give us a coaling station, placing her- 


self entirely at our mercy. 


Now, what induced her to do this? The understanding, express 


or implied, that in lieu of what she had granted to us—and cer- | 
tainly there can be no greater grant than that of absolute inde- | 


pendence—she would receive not only protection abroad, but in 
our country a market for her goods which would not be accorded 
to the balance of the world. I know there are many present here 
wh ) will say that neither a Representative nor a Senator nor the 
President himself had the right to induce those people to that 
belief. Mr, President, that does not answer the question. As 


a of a Spanish-American country those people understood 
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No; it has | 


While | 


She not only made herself perpetually the ward | 
of this country; not only was this country made her guardian for | 


lat whatever was the wish of the head of any country there | 
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would be a Congress which would accede to those wishes and 
that she would receive what she contracted for. 


What else would induce her to do this? Some of my friends 
tell me that she would have done this simply because we agreed 
to protect her. She did not have to surrender her independence 
in order to get that promise from us. Cuba knew of our Monroe 
doctrine. She knew that it protected her against all foreign in- 
vasion; that it cleared her path of all foreign difficulties. She 
did not believe that she needed us to take care of her internal 
affairs. She did notstruggle for two hundred years against Span- 
ish rule without the belief or understanding that she could take 

care of her own affairs. Therefore there was but one thing that 
weighed heavily upon her, and that was the question of providing 
a market for her home products. 

We received that benefit. Is there a Senator here to-day who 
would surrender it if he could? Would he give back to Cuba her 
absolute independence, her control over her foreign relations, and 
over her internal affairs? Would he yield to her again our coal- 
ing station and our naval base which we have established there? 

| If he would not, then there is but one thing in honor that he can 

| do, and that is to pay the price for which these things were given. 

Upon that theory, and upon it alone, I shall vote for this bill— 

| upon the proposition that we are bound in honor either to return 

what we have received from Cuba or give her certain concessions 
| upon her products when imported into our own country. 

| Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am led to ask the indul- 

_ gence of the Senate for a short time by reason of a colloquy that 
occurred before the close of the session yesterday between the 

| junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGg] and my colleague 

| [Mr. TELLER], in which the exclusion of Chinese from Cuba was 

| the topic. In the course of my colleague’s remarks he discussed 

| the cheapening effect of Chinese labor upon the principal prod- 

| uct of Cuba and the necessary evil result it would have when its 

| products were brought into competition with American sugar 

| unless duties to counterbalance the low price of Cuban labor were 
retained. 

| The junior Senator from Massachusetts evidently felt the logic 

| of the argument, and that if the claims of my colleague were not 


'impaired his argument would go with peculiar force to the 
farmers of the country, especially to the farmers of the great 
Northwest and of the Pacificcoast. He appreciated that it could 
not conduce to Republican popularity in any section of the coun- 
try if the agriculturists should realize that the policy of the Re- 
publican party brought what the agriculturist produced into di- 
rect competition with the product of cooly labor from other 
countries with little attempt by the dominant party to counter- 
vail against the cheap labor. 

The question of Chinese labor in Cuba is a very important one 
in connection with this Cuban controversy, for certainly if the 
sugar fields of Cuba are to be tilled by Chinese labor and the pro- 
tection afforded by the present tariff to American sugar is to be 
seriously impaired, then I submit that the sugar industry of the 
United States, whether it be cane or beet sugar, has been dealt a 
serious blow. 

Toward the close of the session yesterday the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] said: 

I observed in the speech of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]—and 
I have looked it up to see if I was correct about it—some remarks he made in 
regard to Chinese labor in which I think he must have overlooked the facts 
as they are. The Senator from Colorado said: 

“Asit stands to-day Cuba may import Chinamen or Japanese or any other 
Asiatic servile labor that they see fit in any numbers they may wish.” 

Then the Senator from Massachusetts continued: 

Under the military government of the United States our laws excluding 
the Chinese were put in force—in fact, were enacted there under that gov- 
ernment, and have been adopted by the present Government of Cuba. In 
other words, our laws about the Chinese are in force in the island to-day—— 

Mr. TELLER. I think differently. 
| Mr. LopGr. Unless they have been repealed very lately. 

Mr. TELLER. I think not. I want to show the Senator that Chinamen are 
| now going into Cuba, if I can turn to the matter—— 


Mr. Lopes. I made some inquiry in regard to it, and I will show the 
Senator the law ina moment. I have sent for it 
Mr. Te.uerR. I knew that was the law, but I find the statement here that 


some Chinamen have gone there this year. 

Mr. LopGE. Under our law some Chinamen may come into the U 
States. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe that law is in force in Cuba. 


ted 





Mr. Longe. Our law was adopted there. The only information I was able 
to get—and I will say that I might have got it in greater detail, but I have 
not had the time—was from the Cuban minister, who informed me that the 
law of Cuba to-day is exactly the same as our law about the exclusion of the 
Chinese: that it had not been changed in any way, and that no Chinese labor 

| could be imported. That is my authority for making the statement, and I 


assume that the Cuban minister knew about the action of his own Govern- 
ment. 


Iam not prepared, Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
| Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 
| Mr. LODGE. I do not know whether the Senator was in 
| Chamber this morning 


the 





Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 
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nase ines nARaERIATSSa—— 


Mr. LODGE. But this morning I put in the Recorp, first, the | into the island of Cuba of the year 1899. 


general military order, then the enactment of the military govern- 
ment, which enacted by seetions our entire Chinese immigration 
law, and then a statement from the Bureau of Insular Affairs 
that the State Department reported that those laws are still in | 
force. I made further inquiry of the Cuban minister in order to 
confirm that statement, and he did confirm it. He says the law | 
has not been changed in any way, and that Chinese laborers can 
not be imported into Cuba any more than they may be imported 
into this country; that the laws are the same. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to say to the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts that I have before me the documents to which he referred, | 
and I intend to refer to them. If any stress is laid upon the sen- 
tence that ‘‘ Chinese labor can not be imported,” then perhaps he | 
may have reached a correct conclusion. But it is not a question 
of the right toimport Chinese labor. It is the question of Chinese | 
immigration. In the United States we not only prohibit the im- 
portation of Chinese, but we prohibit the immigration of Chinese. | 

Mr. LODGE. Thatds the precise law in Cuba, prohibiting the 
immigration. There are three or four sections there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perrus in the chair), The 
Senator from Massachusetts ought to address the Chair. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwill come to it all in time. I can not 
cover everything in a few moments. But there is a serious mis- | 
take somewhere, for if the Senator is right the House of Repre- | 
sentatives. the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, and 
different Departments of the Government have been laboring 
under a singular delusion about Chinese immigration into the 
island of Cuba. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts this morning 
presented the letter, to which he refers with proper introductory 
remarks, for insertion in the Recorp. It is a letter dated at the 
Bureau of Insular Affairs of the War Department, December 13, 
1903, and is as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 15, 1903. 

My Dear SENATOR: In obedience to your telephone request, I hasten to 
inclose herewith order No. 155, headquarters Department of Cuba, Habana, 
May 15, 1902, issued by General Wood, the approval of the Secretary of War 
having been previously given thereto, and call to your attention sections 7 
and 8 thereof, prohibiting the immigration of Chinese. 

I would furthermore call to your attention the inclosed circular, No. 18, 
Division of Customs and Insular Affairs, War Department, Washington, 
April 14, 1899, putting into effect the United States immigration laws in Cuba. 

I have just made inquiry at the State Department, and they tell me that as 
far as they have any knowledge this order of May 15, 1902, has not in any 
wise been modified since our occupation ceased. 

Very sincerely, 
CLARENCE R. EDWARDS, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. H. C. Lopes, 
United State Senate. 


I take it, Mr. President, that the circular No. 18, of date April 
14, 1899, referred to in Colonel Edwards's letter, is fully as effective 
in prohibiting the immigration of Chinese into Cuba as the later 
order of Governor-General Wood dated May 15, 1902. They are | 
both orders of officers of the United States. They both relate to 
a country of which we were in but temporary occupation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- | 
sei ts. 

Mr. LODGE. The firstoneisanorder. The second one, if the 
Senator will look at the beginning, is an enactment under the form 
in which they were all enacted during our occupation. It is not 
merely a military order. It is an unimportant point, but it was | 
enacted; and all those enactments under the military government 
were adopted by the Cuban Government subsequently. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Isuppose the Senator from Massachusetts 
will admit that so long as the United States Army occupied Cuba, | 
and before the order of May 15, 1902, was made, the order of | 
April 14, 1899. was as effective in prohibiting the immigration of | 
Chinese into Cuba as that of May 15,1902. To see whether order | 
No. 155 of Governor-General Wood is an enactment, I desire to | 
read its introduction: 

I, Leonard Wood, military governor of Cuba, by virtue of the authority | 
vested in me, direct the publication of and hereby reenact in such form as to 
enable their continued enforcement, pending such action as the Congress of 
Cuba may take thereon, the following provisions of law relating to immi- 
gration. 

This is a new model for legislative enactments. Following | 
what I read is a number of sections, and among them Sections | 
Viland VIII, to which the Senator from Massachusetts particu- | 
larly referred. 

Now, what we have is this: An enactment by General Wood in 
the form of an order. By it he reenacts, to use the language of | 
Governor-General Wood, a certain order relating to immigration | 


That is all. To create 
the belief that that has resulted in permanent Chinese-exclusioy, 
laws by Cuba the insular department, in its letter to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, says: 

I have just made inquiry at the State Department and they tell me that 


as far as they have any knowledge this order of May 13, 1902, has not in a: y 
wise been modified since our occupation ceased. 


Somewhat evasive language, I suggest. 


It falls far short of a 


statement that such laws do exist. 


Before I proceed further I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to a report sent by the acting chief of the insular division to 
the senior Senator from Connecticut, Hon. ORVILLE H. Puarr, in 


| which is contained the statistics of immigration into Cuba for the 


fiscal year 1901. That was when the order of 1899 was in full 


| force and effect; when, according to the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts, Chinese exclusion was in full operation. By these sta- 


| tistics we find that, except from Spain, there was a larger immi- 


gration from China into Cuba that year than from any other 
country. Every country upon the face of the globe is apparently 
given in this table. We discover from it that of Americans there 
were 514 immigrants, that there were but 349 Cubans, there were 
725 Porto Ricans, there were 14,808 Spaniards, but from China 
there was an immigration of 756 persons. 

The Senator from Massachusetts suggested that Chinese may 
come into this country now under our exclusion laws. That is 
true, but will the Senator from Massachusetts suggest that Chi- 
nese laborersmay come into this country? Certain specified classes 
may come into this country, and then under many most effective 
restrictions, certainly not laborers. When we turn to an aiii- 
tional table we find that of the 756 Chinese who immigrated into 
Cuba in 1901, 898 were laborers, 320 were merchants, dealers, and 
others of like callings, so that with an alleged Chinese-exclusion 
law in effect in Cuba in 1901, with the United States in full and 
undisputed possession of the island, we find in the face of the laws 
that over 750 Chinese immigrated into that island, of whom more 
than one-half were ordinary Chinese laborers. 

I take it, Mr. President, that, having in mind the necessity for 
labor in Cubaand the manner of the enactment of this so-called law, 


| it will not be any more rigidly enforced in the future than it was 


while the United States was in possession of the island. I want 


| to show to the Senator that he is the only one in either branch 


of Congress who up to this time has had the temerity to even in- 
timate that there are Chinese-exclusion laws now in force in the 
island of Cuba. The Cuban reciprocity bill of the Fifty-seventh 


| Congress, which was the forerunner of the treaty bill now under 
| discussion, was prepared and introduced by Mr. Payne, who is 
| the Republican leader on the floor of the House and chairman of 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 
provided as follows: 
That for the purpose of securing reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, the 


President is hereby authorized, as soon as may be after the establishment of 
an independent government in Cuba— 


Mark the language— 


and the enactment by said Government of immigration and exclusion laws 
as fully restrictive of immigration as the laws of the United States, to enter 
into negotiations with said Government, etc. 

The House chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means on 
March 19, 1902, it is very evident, was not aware that anyone 


That bill in its first section 


| would suggest that exclusion laws at that time existed in Cuba. 


Again, in the body of the bill, Mr. PayNgE—its author—says: 


And whenever the Government of Cuba shall enact such immigration and 
exclusion laws, and shall enter into such commercial agreement with the 
United States, and shall make such concessions in favor of the products and 
manufactures thereof as aforesaid, and which agreement, in the judgment 
of the President, shall be reciprocal and equivalent, he shall be authori 
to proclaim such facts, both as to the enactment of such immigration and ex- 
clusion laws and the making of such agreement; and thereafter unti! the 


| Ist day of December, 1908, the imposition of the duties now imposed by law 
| on all articles imported from Cuba, the products thereof, into the Uvited 


States shall be suspended, and in lieu thereof there shall be levied, collec v4, 
and paid upon all such articles imported from Cuba 80 per cent of the rate of 
duty now levied upon like articles imported from foreign countries. 

So if the law that passed the House at the last Congress and 
came to the Senate, and now sleeps the sleep of death with the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, had gone into effect, it would 
have provided that there should be no reciprocity between Cuba 
and the United States until the President had become satisticd 
that Cuba had enacted just such exclusion laws as are on tlie 


| statute books of the United States. 


Then, further, Mr. President, this bill that represented the views 
of the chairman of the House Committee on Ways and Means, 
and no doubt represented the views of his Republican colleagues, 
provided that— 


The President shall have power, and it shall be his duty, whenever he shall 
be satisfied that either such immigration or exclusion laws or such agre®- 
ment mentioned in this act are not being fully executed by the Government 
of Cuba, to notify such Government thereof, and erentue there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported from Cuba the full rate 
of duty provided by law upon articles imported from foreign countries. 
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That is pretty strong testimony as to the true state of the law; 
that is, the absence of exclusion laws in Cuba. The bill went to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and it was reported back 
from the committee, retaining practically the identical provisions 
to which I have called the Senate’s attention. 

[ will not stop to read the provisions of the bill as reported, 
but I desire to read in this connection the report of the majority 
of the Committee on Ways and Means that accompanied the bill 
as it was reported from that committee and put before the House 
for its consideration. 

On page 4 of this report I find the following: 

On the hearings before the committee it was generally conceded that no 
loss would accrue to our own sugar industry unless in the course of a few 
vears the reduction in duty should stimulate the production of sugar in Cuba 
to such an extent that she should increase her product and be able to supply 
all the sugar we import from foreign countries. It also appeared that this 
is impossible unless she was able to import more laborers, and the fear was 
generally expressed that she might import cheap Asiatic labor to such an ex- 
tent as to interfere with our hoime production. For this reason- 

3ecause it might disastrously affect the agriculturists engaged 
in the cultivation of the sugar beet— 

For this reason the requirement was placed in the bill that she should 
adopt immigration and exclusion laws as restrictive as our own lawson these 
subjects. This wouldeffectually check the immigration of cheap labor. But 
under the time limit of the present bill every danger of future injury to our 
own industries is entirely eliminated. 

Mark the language, Mr. President. The report not only gives 
the reasons why the Republican majority of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the last Congress insisted that Cuba should enact 
restrictive immigration laws as strong in every way as our own, 
but the statement is made that— 

Under the time limit of the present bill every danger of future injury to 
our own industries is entirely eliminated. 

Surely, Mr. President, in view of the bill as introduced by the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of the other 
House, in view of the bill as reported, in view of the report of 
the majority of that committee, in view of the free immigration 
of Chinese into Cuba in 1901, and in view of the evasive and non- 
committal character of whatever communications have been read 
here, there is little room to doubt but that Cuba is as open to 
Chinese to-day as is the Chinese Empire. 

But this fact should be noticed in this connection. The reci- 
procity provided for in the bill that passed the House of Repre- 
senatives and was sent to the Senate during the last Congress 
expired by its express terms on the ist of the month. Relief was 
then deemed necessary for Cuba but for a little over a year; relief 
was to cover but two crops of sugar in Cuba. In addition to the 
short duration of the convention, less than two years from the 
time it would have been enacted if it had gone through, however 
speedily, we have provisions to safeguard the industries of the 
sugar-beet farmer requiring that Chinese should be rigidly ex- 
cluded from the ictoandl. It was the equivalent of the expression 
of a conviction by the Republican House of Representatives, if 
not of the Republican members of the Senate, that there should 
be no lowering of the wall of protection around the sugar pro- 
ducers of this country, however slight, unless there was an abso- 
Inte certainty that a law would be enacted by Cuba to prevent | 
the introduction of the cheap labor that would enable the Cuban 
sngar to so undersell American sugar as to arrest the development 
of the great new American industry. 

Mr. President, what interests intervened to induce the President 
to omit these provisions for Chinese exclusion from this treaty? 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. BatLey] correctly expressed the 
situation in his remarkably clear and forceful and lucid speech 
yesterday. The action of the President in taking this whole ques- 
tion of change in our tariff laws from Congress, where it prop- 
erly belonged, and while the House bill was yet being considered 
by the proper Senate committee and covering the same identical 
things us were in the bill by treaty with Cuba, was an insult to 
the House of Representatives, to which body is given the sole 
power to originate revenue measures. 

But, Mr. President, in addition to that this bill which the House 
has sent to the Senate not only decreases the safeguards that the 
bill of the last Congress provided for the agriculturists of the coun- 
try, but it increases the time for which this tariff reduction is to ex- | 
tend to about three times that which was fixed by the Adminis- 
tration bill of the last Congress. If the President of the United | 
States believed when, through his Secretary of State, this treaty | 
was negotiated that these carefully worded provisions in the House | 
bill with reference to Chinese exclusion were in force in Cuba, | 
something would have been said in the message or by other means | 
of communication to Congress explaining why these provisions | 
Were omitted from the treaty. | 

Itis not for me to assail the motives of any official, however | 
high or however low. I know, though, and the country knows, | 





that in the bill which was framed at the last session by command 
of the President there were provisions carefully worded provid- 
ing that Cuba should enact laws rigidly excluding Chinese, and ' 
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without which the reciprocity it provided for should never go in- 
to effect, while the treaty which the President made later and 
that is now up for adoption omits all reference to such require- 
ments. 

Mr. President, I put these facts totheSenate. I have no doubt 
about the sincerity of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


LopGE]. He does not, however, pretend to speak of his own 
knowledge. The Insular Department simply gives what the Sen- 


ator has stated as its opinion, because it has heard nothing to the 
contrary. I take it that Cuba is not now paying much attention 
to any of the orders of General Wood, now that it has its own 
President, its own Congress, and its own executive and judicial 
departments. 

There is nothing in the make-up of the population of Cuba, Mr. 
President, to exclude Chinese labor. Why are the Chinese ex- 
cluded from the United States? Not because the New England 
manufacturers favored such exclusion; not because the mannfac- 
turers in any section of the country saw a necessity forit. Their 
ideal of a manufacturing heaven is cheap raw material and the 
cheapest labor to be secured, and they would be only too glad to 
see every exclusion law wiped from the statute books, that compe- 
tition in labor might become the same as competition in the pur- 
chase and sale of hogs. The elements in the United States that 
secured the Chinese-exclusion law were the laboring elements. 

The labor unions, representing the different trades and callings, 
led in the educational campaigns; and soon the common people 
living in every section of the country recognized the justice of 
the propaganda labor was directing. They came to labor’s sup- 
port, and Congress was forced by the sentiment they aroused to 
place such exclusion laws upon the statute book. Have the Span- 
ish owners of sugar plantations any views except those of profit 
upon that grave social and industrial question? The labor of 
Cuba can not be compared in intelligence and vigor and inde- 
pendence with the labor of the United States. American labor 
will not go to Cuba. Americans who do go there will go there to 
exploit and get rich quickly. They will be people of wealth and 
those ambitious for wealth. They will go to exploit. Their 
force and intelligence and selfishness will so overpower labor that 
the voice of labor can not be heard to defend itself from the yel- 
lowcurse. Though there were an exclusion law upon the statute 
book, it would be as much a dead letter as the statutes against 
swearing or the city ordinances against expectorating upon the 
sidewalks. 

The farmers of the United States, especially those engaged in 
the production of the sugar beet, the fruits, and the vegetables 


| with which the products of Cuba come in competition, m*y as 


well recognize as an immovable fact that they will have in Cuba 
the cheapest labor of the world to compete with, and that just as 
soon as these reciprocal arrangements between the United States 
and Cuba are perfected, when everything is settled to the notion 
of the American sugar trust, then, Mr. President, you will see 


| the influx of Chinese and Japanese labor into Cuba commence in 


earnest, and what is predicted now will then Lecome an accom- 
plished fact. 

Mr. President, when we view the attempted legislation in Con- 
gress there appears to be a settled and determined effort through 
some agency, of which the Republican leaders of the Senate and 


| House appear to be the mouthpiece, to destroy the beet-sugar in- 


dustry of the country and to supplant it with the product of the 
cane. We know that beet sugar is a menace to the profits of the 
sugar trust. We know that beet sugar leaves the factory in the 
refined state; that crude beet sugar is unfit for domestic or manu- 
facturing use; that it is offensive to the smell and odious to the 


| taste. 


So beet sugar must be refined before the maker of it can find a 
market. For every ton of beet sugar consumed in the United 
States there is wrested from the sugar trust the profits on a ton of 
raw cane sugar produced in Cuba or the Philippimes or elsewhere, 
upon which it not only loses the profit of refining, but since the 
trust in connection with the Hamburg dealers are able to fix the 
price of refined cane sugar it loses the artificial profit upon it. 
Therefore, Mr. President, when we find the sugar trust invading 
Michigan and closing the mouths of Michigan representatives, 
when we find the sugar trust invading Colorado and buying up 
stock in the beet-sugar companies, we realize that it is not for the 
welfare of the beet-sugar industry, but for the purpose of control- 
ling as far as it can the production of beet sugar, that it may carry 
on with more certainty of success the scheme on foot to limit as 
much as possible, if not destroy, the beet-sugar industry alto- 
gether. Its design is to maintain for the future, as they have to- 
day. practically an absolute control over the sugar supply for the 
United States. 

Mr. President, in struggling against the reduction of the tariff 
on Cuban sugar, I do not understand that I am offending any 
Democratic doctrine. I stand, as I have heard others say they 


stand, ready to unite with the rest of Congress in any general and 





250 


fair revision of the tariff, and am ready, when that is done, to 
submit to such reduction in sugar duties as justice will require. 
I maintain that when the tariff is reduced upon sugar the tariff 
should be reduced upon every article that the sugar raiser needs 
and purchases. 
agricultural implements, his lumber, his nails, his clothing, and 


everything that enters into his family and industrial life at the | 
lesser price that the reduction of the tariff will bring about, he 
The sugar 


can then afford an equitable reduction in sugar rates. 
schedule was fixed at the time schedules upon every other line of 
American products were fixed. They were systematically and, I 
suppose, scientifically arranged. They should stand as they were 
fixed or be revised and modified together. To select one schedule 


for immolation is unfair to the producer of the goods in that | 


schedule, and I protest against it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
tion? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that a rate which 
will be equitable between nails and sugar 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
is out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will address the Chair. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator must get permis- 
sion from the Chair-— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And of the Senator from Colo- 
Taco. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island. | 
I was about to ask the Senator from Colorado | 
if he thought the establishment of equitable rates of that kind | 
upon nails, upon sugar, and upon each of the other articles that | 


Mr. ALDRICH. 


he has named would be a proper thing to do; and would he be 


willing that sugar should receive the same ad valorem rate that | 


these other articles receive? 
protection? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am ready, Mr. President, taking the 
resent tariff schedules as the basis, to stand for a fair and equita- 
le reduction of rates all along the line. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why does the Senator take the present tariff 

as the basis? Does he think that is equitable? 
Mr. PATTERSON. No, sir; of course it is not equitable; and 
I have very, very grave question as to whether the Senator from 
Rhode Island believes it to be equitable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is too high—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. 


Would he think that was proper 


Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
terrupted by the Chair I was about to say 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
is out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas about saying when I was interrupted 


that I think the present rates upon sugar are higher, in view of | 


all the circumstances, than they ought to be, and I believe the 
Senator from Colorado agrees with me; but he is willing to have 
the duties reduced, as I understand him now, upon other articles, 
but is not willing to have them reduced upon sugar. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, how the Senator from 
Rhode Island can reach a conclusion such as that, in view of my 
statement, I am at a loss to determine. 
do not agree—and if I had the time I could demonstrate it—that 


the tariff is too high upon sugar; that with the tariff as it exists | 


to-day beet sugar, taking an entire season’s crop as the basis, is 
almost a losing proposition. The margin of profit for the beet- 
sugar raiser is so small that if the tariff upon Cuban sugar is re- 
duced as the pending bill proposes you will find the production 


of the sugar beet very largely curtailed and the progress of the | 


industry arrested. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to enunciate as a 


doctrine for himself and his party that the possibility of producing | 


at a profit articles in the United States is the sole element to be 
taken into consideration in fixing duties? Is that the contention 
of the Senator from Colorado? 
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When he can, through such reduction, buy his | 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | 





I think it is too high. I am very glad we | 
have that deliberate admission from the Senator from Rhode | 





DECEMBER 15, 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator 
from Rhode Island and answer some of my Democratic colleagues 
by quoting the words of Thomas Jefferson. I say now, I am 
willing to stand by what that great apostle of Democracy said 
about American industries; and I insist that the true Democratic 
doctrine, measured by Jefferson’s teachings, is that where an 
article of moment may be produced in this country, if it needs 
protection in its infant state, the tariff should be high enough to 
afford that protection from the destructive competition of the 
cheaper foreign article until, if it can be accomplished within a 
reasonable time, it is able to hold its own in the American market. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

: ee PATTERSON. Yes, sir; I yield to the Senator from Rhode 
sland, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Isthat Democratic doctrine? Is that doctrine 


| sustained by the Senator’s associates on that side of the Chamber? 


Mr. PATTERSON. I propose to read what Thomas Jefferson 


| said, 


Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator from Colorado say? 
Mr. PATTERSON. I approve what Mr. Jefferson said, and I 


| add, Mr. President, that when you can demonstrate that an article 


such as beet sugar is capable of the tremendous production to 


| to which that article can be brought within certain portions of 


the United States, when, with reasonable protection, there can be 
raised within this country every pound of sugar that will be con- 
sumed within it, and thus save to the country and retain in the 


| pockets of its people $100,000,000 annually, and more, that would 


otherwise go to enrich foreign countries, if protection is to be the 


| rule, that product is entitled to sufficient protection. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that the rule he has 
enunciated in regard to beet sugar ought to apply to the other 
products of the United States? 

Mr. PATTERSON. When you name a product upon a parity 


| with beet sugar, capable of such tremendous expansion, capable 


of resulting in such revenues to the farmer, an article of prime 
necessity, capable of retaining in this country within the course 
of a few years the immense sum of a hundred million dollars and 


| over, then I have no hesitation in saying, if protection is to be the 
| rule, that article, if it needs it, is entitled to protection. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 


| yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly, Mr. President. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think there is any other 
product in the United States that comes within the rule which he 


_ | has named except beet sugar? 
When I was in- | 


Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, yes, Mr. President. It may be that 
the things the Senator has in mind and that I have in mind may 
be produced in such quantities and at such figures by reason of our 
vast area, the productiveness of our soil, and the ease with which 
they are cultivated and gathered that they will get along and 
have gotten along for nearly a century without any protection. 
The status of each article is what determines its claim upon Con 
gress in the matter of duties. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] would not in- 
sist, nor will any of his colleagues, that every article that may be 
produced within the United States is to be succored by the same 
percentage of protection. It may be a relatively small duty for 
one, a higher duty for another, and a yet higher duty for another. 


| The things to be taken into consideration, as I understand. are: 


Is it a product of which this country may be made the home? Is 


01 | it a useful article, and may it be supplied to American consume.’s 
With one proposition [ | 


at a profit with reasonable protection? 

If I have not read the literature of my Republican friends in 
vain, then I am right in what I have suggested, however crudely 
I may have explained it. But for the information of my Repub- 
lican friends and some of my Democratic friends let me read what 
Thomas Jefferson said. In a letter to David Humphreys, found 
in Ford’s edition of his works, Volume V, page 416, this is the 
doctrine he announced: 

My idea is that we should encourage home manufactures to the extent of 
our own consumption of everything of which we raise the raw material. 

In his second annual message Mr. Jefferson said: 


To protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances * * * (is 
one of) the landmarks by which we are to guide ourselves in all our proceed- 
ings. 

In his eighth annual message he said: 

Little doubt remains that the (manufacturing) establishments formed and 
forming will, under the auspices of cheaper materials and subsistence, the 
treedom of labor from taxation with us, and of protecting duties and prohi bi 
tions, become permanent. 
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Again, speaking of infant industries—and the sugar beet in the 
United States, however vigorous an infant it may be, is an infant 
that has the sunshine of but six or seven years upon its head— 
Mr. Jefferson said: 

I do not mean to say that it may not be for the general interest to foster 
for a while certain infant manufactures until they are strong enough to 
stand against foreign rivals. 

That is what we say about beet sugar. Itis an infant industry, 
and it ought to be fostered until it is strong enough to stand against 
foreign rivals. It is not an industry that is hoary headed, that 
has grown so strong that it not only supplies the American de- 
mand but is able to ester free-trade countries across the ocean 
and successfully compete with the products of those lands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Colorado | 


yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish the Senator from Colorado would tell 
me frankly whether he thinks Mr. Jefferson’s doctrines are liable 


to be indorsed by the Democratic caucus in these modern times? | 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Democratic party is not 
a free-trade party. Aska Democratic Senator to-day, and I doubt 
if you will find one who says he is in favor of free trade. There 
have been times when tariff for revenue only was a cult, and, as 
was said by the Senator from Texas [Mr. BatLEy] yesterday, 
when free raw material was a cult, but conditions have changed 
the views of many. There was a time when avast section of this 
country was almost wholly agricultural, with little prospect in 
the future of becoming manufacturing, and it appeared to be to the 
interest of those sections, ‘‘ intelligent selfishness,’’ as it has been 
denominated, that they should struggle for free trade, because 
their desire and interest were to secure everything they consumed 
at the lowest price at which it could be obtained. 

I discover, Mr. President, that now in the State of Georgia, in 
North Carolina, in the State of Maryland, and in other Demo- 
cratic States tariff views have changed considerably. Their peo- 
ple now stand for a revenue sufficient to meet the necessities of 
the Government, economically administered, with all the pro- 
tection that is incidental to such a revenue; and I am willing to 
stand upon that proposition. 

There is a wide difference between a tariff that will raise the 
revenue for a government economically administered, with inci- 
dental protection, and a tariff that offers a refuge to every trust 
and monopoly that can break its way into the country. There is 
awide difference between the tariff for which I stand, and for 
which my Democratic colleagues stand, and the one which en- 
ables the American manufacturer to send abroad what he makes 
and sell it to the foreigner at anywhere from 30 to 50 per cent 
less than he sells it to the American customer. There is a wide 
difference between a tariff which provides revenue for a govern- 
ment economically administered, with incidental protection, and 
one that may be so manipulated that all the steel and iron and 
leather and cotton products of this country can be practically 
placed under the control of one head that possesses the power to 
raise prices until the profits make the monopolists multimillion- 
aires—every one of them—almost within a year. 

i wish to read from a letter written by Mr. Jefferson to Thomas 
Lieper. He says: 

Every syllable uttered in my name becomesa text for the Federalists, who 
torment the public mind by their paraphrasesand perversions. Ihave lately 
inculcated the encouragement of manufactures to the extent of our own con- 
sumption, at least, in all articles of which we raise the raw material. 

Is there any article consumed in the United States of which 
more of American raw material enters than into beet sugar? 
From the time the seed is planted in the ground until the product 
as sugar is emptied into the sack at the sugar mill everything 
associated with theindustry is American. The labor is American, 
the soil is American, the sun is American, the machinery is 
American, the limestone, the coal, the coke, the sulphur, the 
barrels, the sacks are all American. 
the product of American intelligence, labor, and skill that is so 
distinctively American as is beet sugar when ready to be placed 
upon the market. 


But I continue to read from Mr. Jefferson's letter to Mr. Lieper: | 


-i have lately inculcated the encouragement of manufactures to the extent 
of our own consumption, at least, in all articles of which we raise the raw ma- 
ter al. On this the Federal papers and meetings have sounded the alarm of 
Chinese policy, destruction of commerce, etc. That is to say, the iron which 
Wwe make must not be wrought here into plows, axes, hose, étc., in order that 
. ’ shipowner may have the profit of carryin 

“cK Ina manufactured form, as if after manufacturing our own raw materi- 





&'s tor our own use there would not be a surplus produce sufficient to employ 
¢ « proportion of navigation in carrying it to market and exchanging it for 
Hose articles of which we have not the raw material. 
ei - this absurd hue and cry has contributed much to federalize New Eng- 
ini. Their doctrine goes to the sacrificing agriculture and manufactures 
aoe commerce, to the calling off our people from the interior country to the 
int nore to turn merchants, and to convert this great agricultural country 
that a city of Amsterdam. But I trust the good sense of our country will see 


its greatest prosperity depends on a due balance between agriculture, 





There is no finished article | 


it to Europe and bringing it | 


manufactures, and commerce, and not in this protuberant navigation which 
has kept us in hot water from the commencement of our Government and is 
now engaging us in war. 


Mr. President, I am quite willing to stand by every sentence of 
what I have quoted. He who reads the works of Mr. Jefferson 
intelligently will discover that what I have read is a fair epitome 
of the views he expressed upon the subject of protection to Amer- 
ican industries. 

There is another matter, now that I am on my feet, to which I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate. It is the loss of the 
sugar and tobacco duties to the Government. It is admitted that 
by this measure some $10,000,000 of the present revenues will be 
lost. If what the President in his last annual message says is 
true, if the figures as supplied by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions are true, then I give the Senate warning that before the 
close of the next biennial period the Government will need the 
revenue that it is proposed to remit by this bill, and the Govern- 
ment will be forced to make good the deficiency by curtailing 
proper expenditures—it may be for the Navy; it may be for the 
Agricultural Department; it may be elsewhere—or else the Gov- 
ernment will be compelled to impose additional taxes upon other 
commodities. In his annual message, read in this Chamber a 
few days ago, the President said, after giving figures which 
show a continuous and accelerated decrease in the public revenues: 
Should this decrease continue at the same ratio throughout the fiscal year, 
| 


the surplus would be reduced by, approximately, $30,000,000. Should the 
revenue from customs suffer much further decrease during the fiscal year, 
the surplus would vanish. 


Then he says: 

Such being the case it is of great moment both to exercise care and econ- 
omy in appropriations and to scan sharply any change in our fiscal revenue 
| system which may reduce our income. The need of strict economy in our 
expenditures is emphasized by the fact that we can not afford to be parsimo- 
nious in providing for what is essential to our national well-being. Careful 
economy wherever possible will alone prevent our income from falling below 
the point required in order to meet our genuine needs. 

Mr. President, some documents were distributed, as I under- 
stand, by the Committee on Appropriations but a few days ago. 
They are evidently authentic, and I desire to call the attention of 
the members of that committee to what they disclose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator leaves the branch of the 
subject in which I am interested. I should like to read for the in- 
formation of the Senator a very short extract from a speech re- 
cently made elsewhere, in a place to which I am not permitted to 
allude here, but so interesting and so much to the point that I am 
sure the Senator from Colorado will be anxious to hear it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Where does the Senator from Rhode Island 
say the speech was made? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was made elsewhere. I quote: 

Protection, Mr. Chairman, is a system of taxation whereby many are 
| robbed in order that a few men may be hothoused by legislation into artificial 

prosperity. {Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.| Asa supple- 
mentary definition, protection is a system of taxation whereby capital and 
labor are deflected from naturally profitable pursuits and enterprises into 
the channels of naturally unprofitable pursuits and enterprises. [Applause 
and laughter on the Democratic side.] And, as a corollary, the method 
whereby they are deflected is by the enactment of laws forcing the consumer 
to pay to the artificial hothoused enterprises a higher price than with a free 
commerce the consumer would have to pay. 

Now, this speech, I understand, was the announcement of the 
doctrines and policy of the new Democracy. It Was made by the 
selected representative of that new Democracy. It was the initial 
announcement of the Presidential campaign. In justice, how- 
ever, to the Senator from Colorado, I am bound to say that it was 

| made before the elucidation of these important questions and 
principles made this day by him, and I suppose that the speaker 
| quoted did not understand what Mr. Jefferson’s views were tpon 
| this subject. He certainly was notin line with the interpretation 
| of Mr. Jefferson which has been offered by the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Rhode Island tell 
us who made that speech and where it was made? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not permitted to do so by the rules of 
the Senate. It was made in another place. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, Mr. President, I submit that he 
ought not to bring into this controversy anonymous communica- 
tions. When amanis prohibited by any known rule from giving 
either the author of that from which he quotes or the place, he 
ought, in common fairness—I was going to say decency, but that 
is too harsh a word—keep his mouth closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that he is a representative, the 
most conspicuous 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thisconversation is out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I will say that the gentleman 
to whom I have referred is the most conspicuous representative 
of modern Democracy. 

Mr. CARMACK. Oh, no. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I think so. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think I am justified in making the state- 
ment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
is out of order. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was recognized by the Chair. 


The Senator was interrupting me, if there was any interruption. | 


I beg the Chair’s pardon-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
he is out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall take my seat. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have great respect for 
the views of the Senator from Rhode Island upon questions of 
finance or the tariff. He always expresses himself intelligently. 


The Senator can speak on, but 


But when it comes to his views about who is or is not the most 
distinguished exponent of modern Democracy I must beg leave | 


to deciine to accept his views. There is nothing in the relations 
of the Senator with distinguished Democrats to justify him in 
discriminating between theirstanding. But there are differences 
between Democrats as there are differences between Republicans. 
Does the Senator from Rhode Island square his tariff views with 
the views of the governor of Iowa? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I try to. 


Mr. PATTERSON. You find that you make a lamentable | 
If current history speaks the truth, and the Senator | 


failure. 
from Iowa may be able to give us some light upon the subject, 
he governor of Iowa traveled from Iowa and had an interview at 

the White House and then went home and permitted the Senator 
from Iowa to write the platform, materially modifying that which 
the governor had written in the past. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwish tosay that I did not have the junior 
Senator from Iowa in my eye, but I am quite willing that he shall 
answer. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado | Cuba, and the Philippine Islands produce within 500,000 tons of 


| the total consumption, and when Cuba increases its product from 


yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr.DOLLIVER. As this isthe second time that distinguished 
Senators have alluded to the governor of Iowa as having altered 
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I am sometimes reminded, when I witness the avidity with 
which my Republican friends swallow whatever comes from the 
White House, of a nest of young robins, with mouths extended, 


| fluttering their immature wings, ready to receive any worm, 
| though it is a reciprocity worm, that is dropped from the parent 


| a broken leg to a case of unrequited affection. 
| of the nostrum advertised it and asked for testimonials. 








bird at the White House. I suppose that that is party discipline, 
It may be that Senators have concluded that that is what is to 
pull them through the coming campaign. But it will be a good 
deal like the nostrum which was warranted to cure anything from 
The propounder 
One 
enthusiastic fellow wrote a letter to this effect: 

DEAR Srr: My mother-in-law was stricken for nearly a year. 
days she lay at death’s door. 
and it pulled her through. 

{ Laughter. ] 

Before I recur to the figures to which I was giving attention 
when interrupted by the Senator from Rhode Island I want 
to add a few more facts to demonstrate that there is a conspir- 


For thirty 
She took one bottle of your wonderful ren 


y 


| acy—I do not say any Senator is associated with it—to place the 


sugar trust in supreme control of all the sugar that is consumed 
in the United States. 

We not only are to have sugar from Cuba under the present 
bill, but we have the Philippines, which also produce sugar, and 
with soil equally as well adapted to sugar production as that of 
Cuba, with a sugar area far in excess of Cuba’s area, with levis- 
lative propositions to convey vast tracts in the island tosyndicates 
with the view of turning them into sugar plantations. 

Here is a bill introduced by the junior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGE], which proposes to reduce the present tariff 


| upon sugar the product of the Philippine Islands to 50 per cent of 


the existing rate. With the tariff reduced on Cuban sugar, with 
this bill enacted into law, as it will be, if not at the present ses- 


| sion, as soon as the election is over, the death knell of American 


beet sugar is sounded. 
We consume somewhere in the neighborhood of 2,600,000 tons. 
Already the United States, the Hawaiian Islands, Porto Rico, 


| about 1,100,000 tons, which it is now, to 1,500,000 tons the increase 


| Lodge bill will more than supply the American demand. 


his convictions and views upon the tariff question, I feel at liberty | 


to say that I know of nothing in his record which indicates that 

he has surrendered any of his convictions, and the returns of the 

late election indicate that he surrendered none of his majority. 
Mr. PATTERSON. The returns of the late election disclose 


_ beet sugar as rapidly as their production is increased. 


in the Philippine Islands certain to follow the adoption of the 
When 
that state is reached, the cheaper sugars of Cuba, the Philippines, 
Santo Domingo, and the Hawaiian Islands will displace American 
It has be- 


| come a mere question of time under this new Republican policy 


that the modification of his views, as expressed in the Iowa plat- | 


form, said to have been prepared by the senior Senator from 
Iowa, received the approval of the voters of Iowa and not the 
platform of a year or two years ago, which were distinctively his 
or the oft-repeated public declarations of the governor of lowa 
upon the subject of the tariff. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If it will not disturb the Senator—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will add that it isa common opinion in 
Iowa that as between the two platforms there was no substantial 
or debatable difference. 


| ance of the President, has entered upon. 


when American beet sugar must have its epitaph written. 

This is the policy which the Republican party, under the guid- 
This is the policy that 
was commenced in dealing with the Philippine Islands at the last 
session of Congress, and its extension is now insisted upon by 
the President and the junior Senator from Massachusetts, the 


| Senator from Ohio, and other leading Administration Senators. 


| the products of their industries destroyed. 


I want to say to my Republican friends that if they wish to retain 
the support of the farmers of the great Northwest it will be well 
for them to halt, and to halt suddenly. Men do not enjoy seeing 
They will not stand 
by with indifference while their investments are being under- 


|} mined for the profit of distant islands and the enrichment of 
| trusts. 


Mr. PATTERSON. There was seemingly a difference, but not | 


a substantial difference. There was simply a difference; such a 
difference as the senior Senator from Iowa knows so well how to 
promulgate. It was sufficiently different, however, to bring the 


clashing Republican tariff forces of Iowa together upon a plat- | the support of a large majority of the Democratic representatives 


form, [ imagine the junior Senator and the senior Senator yielding 
some of their views and the governor of Iowa yielding some of his. 
I simply refer to this to show that there are differences upon 
the tariff question between Republicans as well as between Dem- 
ocrats. 
Democrat or a Republican upon it to chop off his extremities to 
fit the measure. There are differences, and there should be dif- 
ferences, but after all there is a happy mean in Democratic 
views which, when all are considered, amount to about the con- 
clusions I have stated. 
sut on the Republican side what do we find? The protective 
tariff leagues all over this country are bombarding and berating 
Republican Senators for abandoning protection by reason of their 
support of thismeasure. And I am inclined to believe that about 
four out of five of the Republican Senators upon this floor will 
hold their noses while voting for it. They do not believe in it, 
and know it is distinctly against the Republican doctrine of pro- 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not the Senator aware that if this measure 
becomes a law, as it probably will, it will become so by and with 


| in both Houses? 


No machine can make a Procrustean bed and put a | 


| 
| 


Mr. PATTERSON. Iamsorry tosay, Mr. President, that such 
will be the case, so far as the House is concerned: but it is not so 
with the Senate. Inthe Senate the measure receives very meager 
Democratic support. I donot know what influence moves Demo- 
crats. They must answer to their own convictions and to their 
own constituencies. I know that their attitude is not a wise one 
and will not commend them to the farmers of the country. But 
this is in no sense a Democratic measure. It is the President's 
measure, and it is he, moved by what influences we must only 
surmise, who negotiated it and now presses it upon Congress. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I believe in a revision 
of the tariff, but I do not believe in the American sugar trust re- 
vising it for me. I stand ready to see many articles placed upon 
the free list, where they may be so placed without serious impair 
ment to worthy American industries, but I do not propose that 
the American sugar trust shall point out to me what particular 


tection and that its unerring tendency will be to destroy a great | items shall go upon the free list nor upon what particular items 
| the tariff shall be reduced. 


American home industry. 









1903. 


If officials high and influential in the Republican party are 
willing to occupy a different attitude, it is for them to answer. 
For Democrats who will follow, it is for them to answer. I 
speak for myself. What I say is the outgrowth of my own ma- 
tureconvictions. I know I represent the views of my constituents, 
irrespective of party, and I know that there are fifteen or sixteen 
Republican Senators upon this floor who, if they could break 
away from the infiuences of the White House and vote against 
this measure, as their convictions tell them they should, they 
would bring rejoicing to the hearthstones of an all but unani- 
mous constituency at home. 

To return to the loss of revenue which this measure will entail. 
The actual appropriations for 1904 were $728,651,607.12. The 
total estimates for 1905 are $783,974,206.19. In other words, the 
excess of estimates for 1905 over appropriations for 1904 is 
$55,322,599.07. Itcan not be said that Congress will eliminate 
from the estimates an amount to bring the appropriations within 
the revenue; for we find that the appropriations for the present 
year were but $5,000,000 below the estimates, and when you add 
to the appropriations about $20,000,000 of deficiencies and miscel- 
laneous bills you find that the actual appropriations by the last 
Congress were in excess of the estimates. 

The President in his annual message estimated that the revenues 
from all sources except postal revenues this year would be $560,- 
396,674. We have not the estimates of revenues for this year from 
the postal service, but I take the postal revenue for the fiscal year 
1903, and it amounted to $159,472,060.72. If we add the estimate 
of the President of revenues from all sources except the postal 
revenue to the postal revenue of the present year—and it is not 
likely to be increased much next year—we find that the total is 
$719,868,734.72, or the full revenue for 1905, adding the postal 
revenues for last year as the postal revenue for this, and the total 
revenues will fall below the estimates $64,105,471.47. 

Yet, with this condition staring Congress in the face, with Con- 
gress appropriating up to estimates and usually exceeding them 
by the deficiencies that are voted and added, the proposition is to 
give to Spanish sugar planters and the American sugar trust ten 
millions of the current Government revenue. 

Mr. President, what is 1t for? The plea of suffering Cuba has 
been abandoned. Now, it is all made to rest upon some asserted 
obligation of honor, and why? The claim is made that by forcing 
the Platt amendment upon Cuba a moral obligation rests upon 
the United States to help Cuba through reciprocal tariff relations, 
even though in aiding Cuba serious injury will result to the Ameri- 
can farmer. 

Ideny it. I deny that anything was forced upon Cuba except 
that which the United States would force upon it whether the 
Platt amendment had been adopted or not. Iassert that the Platt 
amendment no more interferes with the independence of Cuba 
than does the enforcement of the Monroe doctrine as to Mexico, the 
Central American States, and the South American States. What 
are the provisions of the Platt amendment? Let me very briefly 
recur to them. The first prevents Cuba from entering into a 
treaty with any foreign power which will impair or tend to im- 
pair the independence of Cuba, and will not permit any foreign 
power to obtain by colonization or for military or naval purposes 
lodgment in or control over any portion of the island. Must not 
impair the independence of Cuba. That means the subversion of 
Cuba by some foreign power. It is to prevent the lodgment 
a island of Cuba of some foreign power. That is pro- 

nobited, 

_ Under a fair construction of the Monroe doctrine, so far as the 
first section of the Platt amendment is concerned, it simply puts 
into effect the Monroe doctrine. Cuba accepts it, and why should 
not Cuba accept it? There is not a South American or a Central 
American State that is not grateful to the United States for its 
assertion of the Monroe doctrine. Not one of them that doesnot 
feel more secure in the morning and in the evening and in the 
darkness of midnight by reason of it. 

The second clause of the amendment declares that Cuba— 
shall not assume or contract any public debt to pay which, ete., the ordinary 


revenues of the island after paying the current expenses of the Government 
Will be inadequate. 


That does not prevent Cuba from enacting laws for the collec- | 


tion of whatever revenue it sees fit. So the indebtedness is within 
the limits of its revenue as fixed and collected by the Cuban Gov- 
ernment, there is no infringement of the second clause. 
‘unply another safeguard to make the Monroe doctrine the more 
elte ‘tive. Itis to prevent such governments as Germany, Great 
Britain, and France, from setting up claims of indebtedness and 
using those claims as excuses for sailing their ships of war into 
Cuban harbors, and landing their armies upon Cuban soil, and 
ultimately ‘Securing lodgment for foreign colonies within its 
limits. It is a fair, just, and considerate extension of the Monroe 


doctrine, and within the limits of the Monroe doctrine it does 


It is | 
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| cion! 
| est one. 
| paid for the freedom of Cuba—the price in money and blood.and 
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not interfere with the actual indebtedness of Cuba at all. The 
next is: 

The United States may intervene for the preservation of Cuban 
independence. 

The United States does not insist upon any particular form of 
government in Cuba. So far as the Platt amendment goes Cuba 
may be a republic or a monarchy. Independence and freedom 
may exist without a republican form of government. This clause 
is a simple provision that the United States may see that there is 
Cuban independence, and— 
the maintenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, 
property, and individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with 
respect to Cuba imposed by the treaty of Paris on the United States now to 
beassumed and undertaken by the Government of Cuba. 

Could the United States have done less? By the treaty of Paris 
the United States undertook for Cuba, then about to become a 
sovereign government, certain obligations that Cuba in the end 

yas bound to perform and should perform. This latter clause is 
but a proper provision to secure the performance by Cuba of the 
obligations that the United States assumed for her under the 
treaty of Paris. 

The next clause validates the acts of the United States ini Cuba, 
“lawful acts,’’ I think is the term, during the American occu- 
pancy, and why should it not? Why should not Cuba agree that 
in recognition of the services of its deliverer from the tyranny 
and oppression of Spain at the cost of blood and treasure, a deliy- 
erance that the Cubans were utterly unable to secure for them- 
selves, it would validate the acts of the United States while we 
were in possession, providing for the institution of a stable goy- 
ernment therein? 

Then Cuba assumes obligations to execute plans devised or that 
might after be mutually agreed upon for the sanitation of the sea- 
coast cities. There is no proposition to interfere in that. Itisa 
moral obligation resting upon Cuba to prosecute the sanitary re- 
forms that were inaugurated while the island was in the posses- 
sion of the United States, and for very plain and palpable reasons. 

Then the Isle of Pines was to be omitted from the constitutional 
boundaries of Cuba. I understand that even the Senators who 
constituted the Commission upon the part of the United States 
agree that under the terms of the treaty the Isle of Pines does 
not belong to Cuba. The United States proposed in the Platt 
amendment that Cuba for that reason should omit it in declaring 
its boundaries; and what is the United States doing? Out of the 
abundance of its generosity, because the Isle of Pines is close to 
and may be of advantage to Cuba, the United States generously 
gives it to Cuba by a treaty that has not yet been acted upon, but 
which I suppose will be ultimately ratified. 

The only exaction that the Platt amendment puts upon Cuba 
that is not legitimately within the reason of the Monroe doctrine 
is that it will cede or lease coaling stations to the United States. 

Well, Mr. President, I think that more has been paid for these 
coaling stations than was ever paid by one government to another 
before for such uses. It is not unusual for governments to nego- 
tiate with one another for the purchase and sale of coaling sta- 
tions. The price that we paid for these in Cuba can never be 
It can hardly be estimated in 
suffering and indeaths. Itcan hardly be estimated in the pension 
lists that will follow as the resuit of the war for the liberation of 
that island. 

Tell me that by reason of the provisions of the Platt amend- 
ment there is an obligation, moral or otherwise, resting upon the 
United States to concede to Cuba except what we would concede 
to any other country as a free gift without moral or other coer- 
Mr. President, the claim of moral obligation is not an hon- 
No man who has in mind the price that this Government 


lives and pension lists and woe and travail—can believe for a mo- 
ment that there is any moral claim which calls upon the United 
States to concede to Cuba beyond that which the Government 


| should concede to any other nation that deals fairly and justly 


by it. 

“Mr. President, I have occupied much more time than I intended. 
The question of the industry to which I have especially directed 
my attention is with me an important one, an overpowering 
one. I have seen the investments of the millions of dollars that 
the people of the Northwest and of my State have made in this 
industry. I have seen in Colorado alone, where six years ago not 
a pound of sugar was produced, this year 100,000 tons added to 
the world’s supply. 

Colorado is the third beet-sugar producing State of the country. 
California and Michigan alone exceed Colorado in sugar produc- 
tion. I would be false to every obligation that rests upon a Rep- 
resentative were I to sit idly and silently by while legislation was 
being enacted that Congress itself does not desire, that is forced 
upon an unwilling Congress by an overzealous President, and that 
Senators can not sustain under any plea of right or justice, 
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The time will come, Mr. President, when what I have pre- 
dicted about the injury tothe great American sugar industry will 
be justified in every letter, syllable, word, and line. The time 
will soon come when the Philippine measure will be added to this 
Cuban outrage, and when it does come the American sugar in- 
dustry will soon thereafter lie in its grave, the money that has 
been invested in it will be lost, and the sufferers will be those 
whom the Republicans have insisted should look to them for pro- 
tection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
make a request of the Senate? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent that the injunction 
of secrecy be removed from the votes upon the Cuban treaty and 
the amendments thereto. 

Mr. HOAR. That ought to be done, I suppose, in executive 
session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not see any reason why it should. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. SoI object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. CULLOM. If objection is made, I will let it go. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate 
briefly upon some phases of this subject. The Senator from Colo- 
rado |Mr. TeLLER| desires to proceed this evening. I will take 
the floor, if it is agreeable to the Senate, and yield to the Senator 
from Colorado for such remarks as he wants to make. I shall 
not take long. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to make a speech, 
but the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] seemed to be 
very anxious to know whether the friends of beet sugar were ask- 
ing some special privilege for it. There has been no speech made 
here or anywhere else which indicated that the opponents of this 
bill and the advocates of “‘ standing pat’’ on this particular duty 
have ever thought or suggested that this was an industry they 
wanted special legislation for. 

If there is anything that the Republican party has in its life- 
time iterated and reiterated, it is that the protective system was 
for infant industries. It is that enterprises first starting might 


Objection is made. 


be built up by the tariff. That has been one of the things the 
Democrats have frequently complained of, and said it was not the 
ee of the Government to foster any enterprise or industry. 


ut it does not lie in the mouth of any man who belongs to the 
Republican party to complain when we say that this is an infant 
industry and falls within the rule that you have laid down and 
upon which the country has proceeded for the greater part of the 
time at least for the last forty years. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that we ask no special favors for this Colorado and west- 
ern industry. We simply ask that you shall treat that industry 
as you treat any other. But we do stand here and protest against 
the infamy of this great Government saying to an enterprise that 
is certainly reputable and respectable, ‘‘ We will withdraw from 
you one-fifth of the protection granted to other enterprises.”’ If 
you stopped there, if you withdrew that from all the sugar which 
comes into the United States, we might not have a just complaint. 
But you do not do that. You keep up the tariff on every other 
— of sugar that comes in except that which comes from Cuba. 

you say that will reduce to the Cuban planter on the duty now 
paid abdut 34 cents on a hundred pounds of sugar, and that will 
go into his pocket. 


is a bounty which you are paying the competitor of the Colorado 
beet-sugar raiser. 


Mr. President, you might as well face that, and you have got | 


to face it. You can not excuse it; you can not palliate it. You 


have got where you can not even claim that there is any occasion | 


to build up the sugar industry in Cuba. 
and you know it. 

Mr. President, there is but one conclusion that any man of 
logical mind can come to, and that is, if you believe, as you say 


It will take care of itself, 


mean to destroy the beet-sugar industry in this country. 
colleague has said, you have another bill here, and when that 


shall have become a law you will have another bill; and so you | 


will go on and destroy that industry. 


know whether it is because in this great industry the West is to 
come to the front and practically produce the sugar; but I do 
know, Mr. President, that in the many years I have been associ- 
ated with this question it has never been the policy of the Repub- 
lican party, or of any other party, to pick out an industry in one 
section of the country and ruin it. And that is what you propose 


to do in thiscase. You propose to do it without any excuse what- | 


ever. You propose to give to the people of Cuba, you say, not 
$6,000,000 a year, as has been said, but more than $6,000,000 on 
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There is not anybody here so stupid nor is | 
there anybody in my State so stupid who does not know that that | 


| attempted to do so. 
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sugar alone; and then you make them a present of about $4,000,000 
a year on the tobacco that they will bring to the United States. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], the 

chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, said that this 
year the reduction of duty would amount to $10,000,000. He in- 
timated that next year it would not be quite that large. I venture 
| to say that next year it will be cmnaaia greater than it will }e 
this year, because the sugar production in Cuba will be much 
| above what it is this year, and the Cubans will sell us more sugar 
| next year than they sell us this year. 
It is true that we get a concession. It is true that we get some- 
| thing in return in the way of a remission of duties. We remit 
$10,000,000 of duties and put $10,000,000 of burdens in addition to 
what would have been put upon our people if those duties had 
been paid by Cuba, and we get the magnificent sum of $1,100,000 
| as a concession or rebate, you may say, of Cuban duties. It isa 
concession of $10,000,000 on our part and of $1,000,000 on the part 
of the Cubans. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
for a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. I merely wish to ask the Senator a question 
for information. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not to provoke debate or controversy, 
Does the Senator agree with his colleague that the present duty 
on sugar is not more than adequate for protection to the bect- 
sugar industry? 

Mr. TELLER. JI am not called upon to pass upon that question, 

Mr. SPOONER. Ionly wanted the Senator’s opinion. I do not 
know myself. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that the duty was put upon it by 
the party in power at the time it was enacted, which is the party 
in power now. If it is the opinion of the party in power that it 
is higher than it ought to be, then they have the unquestionable 
right and the unquestionable power to reduce it to a degree which 
they think is equitable and just. 

I have said again and again that when you attempt a revision 
of the tariff I will join in any reasonable revision of it; but | 
shall not, without a protest, allow you to take the duty off practi- 
cally the only thing in my State which is protected by the tariff. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Will my colleague yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Apropos of the question propounded by 
the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. yee,” I want to state that 
the Agricultural Department, in a very full exposition of the 
beet-sugar industry, taking the entire product of the last year, 
demonstrates that beet sugar when ready for the market costs 4 
cents and a fraction a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. here? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Here in the United States. When ready 
for shipment, the Department says, it costs 4 cents and a fraction 
a pound. If there is any controversy about it, I shall have the 
figures here to-morrow to demonstrate what I say. 

Now, then, when you take the cost of making Cuban sugar and 
add to it the tariff, it is perfectly demonstrable and clear beyon( 
peradventure that the present tariff duty on beet sugar is not sufti- 
cient. That is the truth about it. The Louisiana cane-sugar 
planter lost on his crop last year and there was the merest frac- 
tion of a cent a pound made upon the beet-sugar crop of last year. 
I will demonstrate it if there is any question made about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado a question, if I may, on this point. What per cent ad va- 
lorem would he consider to be a reasonable protection for beet 
sugar? 


Mr. PATTERSON. 








I have not figured it out, and have nit 
I have demonstrated to my own satisfaction 
that the present rate of duty is not at all excessive, and that you 


| can not afford to deduct any fraction of protection from it. 
you do, that the Cuban is to get the benefit of the reduction, you | 


As my | 


Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator consider the ad valorem 
of the present rate of duty? I meanin round numbers, of course. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Idonot understand the Senator’s question. 
Mr. HOAR. What does the present rate of duty afford a 


| valorem as a protection, according to the Senator’s understandin: 
I do not knqw whether it is because of its geography; I do not | 


Mr. PATTERSON. 
sugar. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If Iam not mistaken, I think it is some- 
| where between 70 and 80 per cent. I am not clear about it. | 
am giving the Senator my best recollection, yet I may be mis- 
taken, for I have not carried the figures out in detail. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not very learned or wise on this particular 
| question, and while I shall, of course, support this bill, I am not 
' myself very enthusiastic about it. Yet I have put the questior 


I suppose that depends upon the price « 



















to several leading sugar advocates within the last twelve months, 
and everyone who has been to see me or communicated with me— 
and a good many have—and I have received from no one of them 
an answer which indicated that he thought there ought to bea 
duty which should be higher than an average of 60 per cent ad 
yalorem. That is what they have substantially agreed on. 

Mr. TELLER. Who has agreed on that? 

Mr. HOAR. Icannot give the names. I would not, of course, 
if | could, and I could not if I would; but everybody who has 
made a communication to me on this subject has made the state- 
ment that the duty should not be higher than 60 per cent ad 
valorem. The question is whether, so far as this particular part 
of this thing is concerned—the junior Senator from Colorado | 
talks about destroying this infant industry and this legislation | 
being the grave of the beet-sugar industry—60 per cent ad valorem | 
js not a good living protection for beet sugar? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Isimply want tosuggest to the Senator—- 

Mr. HOAR. I donot understand the Senator himself, although 
he is a representative of this great industry in his State, which 
we all respect, has any information which prepares him to say 
what would be a proper protection. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have never made any 
efforts to reduce it to the ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. The ad valorem for the present year on raw 
sugar is 97, and on refined sugar 101. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have never attempted to reduce it to the | 
ad valorem basis, but there is one thing we know, I would say in 
reply to the Senator from Massachusetts: We know what it costs | 
to produce beet sugar, so far as we can learn it from the careful 
investigation and the truthful report of the Department of Agri- 
culture. We know approximately to-day what Cuban sugar can 
be produced for, we know what it can be sold for if you plus its 
cost of production with the tariff, and we know that, with that 
as the basis and the guide, the sugar industry of the United States 
is languishing to-day in Louisiana and in the beet-sugar States, 
and that you can not afford to reduce the duty, however it may 
figure out ad valorem, without seriously injuring that industry. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may ask the Senator a question, is it lan- | 
guishing 

Mr. TELLER. Ithink, Mr. President, I must resume the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I will finish the sentence, with the Senator’s leave. 
If the sugar industry be languishing, is it languishing in conse- 
quence of Cuban competition? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly; and Porto Rico and the Philip- 
pines will add their quota. All you have got to do is to take 
down the bars and the industry is gone. That is exactly what 
we are fighting against. We are fighting against Cuban com- 
petition, and against making the effort to produce sugar in this 
country more difficult. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is not a question whether the 
sugar duty is too high as compared with other duties. The ques- 
tion is whether you should revise the tariff and reduce the tariff | 
on one single article when the demand, if there is any demand at 
all. is that all articles included in the tariff should be considered. 


Does | 
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| amount. 


| dicate that he thinks the tariff duty on sugar is too high. 





I do not myself believe, and I think I know perhaps as much | 
about the matter as anybody who is not engaged in the sugar in- | 
dustry, that the present tariff is too high for the protection of the | 
infant industry of beet sugar. I am not one of those at whom 
the Senators on the other side can throwclubs. I have been vot- 
ing a good many years here with them on the tariff question. 


I thought it was a Republican principle, and I thought it ought | 


to be a Democratic principle, that any infant industry is entitled 
to the care of the Government. I know that theorists have said 
otherwise, and I know that there was a time when the Demo- | 
cratic party, as a party, insisted that the Government should be | 
bloodless and heartless and heedless of any interest. But, Mr. 
President, that has not been the policy of this Government. You 
have taken care of the New England factories; you have taken 
care of every industry on the Pacific coast; and when there is an 
attempt to meet a great and growing want in this country by 
raising our own sugar, thus saving to our people from $100,000,000 
to 5125,000,000 a year which we have sent out of the country for 
- n y poms for foreign sugar, that attempt should not be 
esisted, 

Mr. President, the raising of beet sugar is one of the infant in- | 
dustries in this country. 1 know there are more sugar factories | 
in Michigan than there are in Colorado. 

do not wish to make any statement that will hurt any indus- 
try, but I know that there has been more than one beet-sugar fac- 
tory in this country which has been on the very verge of bank- 
Tuptcy even under the present tariff. That industry is young, | 
Mr. President, Every little while the manufacturer of beet sugar | 





| making sugar in that factory. 
| two years they had a town on it of 2,000 people. 


|} City. 


finds that there is another method which perhaps would be better 
than the one he employs; and at great expense he changes his 
machinery. Thatindustry is going through the same experience 
which every other infant industry has undergone since the world 
began. It is being brought to perfection by degrees. The time 
will come when beet sugar can be made for 3 cents a pound; but 
it can not be made at any such price now, nor can it be made and 
sold for 4 cents a pound; and yet I look forward to the day when 
it will be profitable to sell beet sugar from the factories at even 3 
cents a pound. 

What is the theory upon which you have been legislating for 
many years? I have voted with you on every tariff bill passed 
here for twenty-five years or more, except in one instance. Your 
theory is that aninfant industry is entitled to the protecting care 
of this Government. If there is anything that you have boasted 
of since you were organized as a political party, it is that. 

Mr. President, whether it is right or whether it is wrong, 
whether we can submit to a reduction or whether we can not, 
that is not the way to revise the American tariff. To pick outa 
single item and reduce the duty on that item is not the way to 
revise the tariff. If we should find that a tariff duty was too 
high and that it brought about hardships upon the people of the 
country by putting too high a price upon the article, then there 
might be some reason for reducing the tariff on that article. 

Nobody has declared here that sugar is to be made cheaper as a 
result of the passage of this bill. On the contrary, it has been de- 
clared over and over again that the same price is to be paid by the 
American consumer under this tariff, modified as you are modi- 


| fying it, as has been paid under the existing tariff. 


You say Cuba, struggling Cuba, needs our fosteringcare. Some 


' on this side of the Chamber within my recollection, who have in- 


veighed against the protecting hand of the Government being 
extended to any industry, are telling us that they think the par- 
ticular industry in their section needs the protecting care of the 
Government to-day, but seem to be willing to take it off of this 
one article, beet sugar, whose production is practically confined to 


| the great plains of the West. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
said. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there was a very distinguished 
gentleman who ran for the Presidency—he was distinguished as 
a warrior, though not so much so perhaps as a statesman—who 
said one day that the tariff question was a local question, and 
there went up a guffaw all over the country as if he were making 
an ignoramus of himself. In the twenty-five years and more that 
I have been here I have found that the tariff question is an abso- 
lutely local question. I have found that New England stands for 
a tariff on its cotton goods to an extent away beyond this in 
I never found any of them complaining that the tariff 
was too high. If the tariff on cotton goods is not high enough, 
there is nobody who has had more to do with the fixing of that 
tariff for the manufacturers of New England than the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance of this Senate [Mr. ALpricH]. If 


That is practically what General Hancock 


| that duty is not high enough to protect New England and New 
| England industries, he, and he alone, is to blame. 


The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] would seem to in- 
I did 
not intend to touch on that question, but I want to say just a 
word or two. Whenthe House committee were taking evidence a 
year ago last winter, I note they brought before it a gentleman 
from the city of Baltimore who, with his associates, had in- 
vested about $2,000,000 in the sugar industry in Colorado. They 
had bought a large tract of land; they had built a factory to make 
sugar. and they had constructed ditches. Inallmy experience, Mr. 
President, I have never seen a better illustration of the benefits 
of a protective-tariff system than I saw in that instance. They 
selected for their operations a prairie without an inhabitant on it— 
growing nothing but wild grass. They dug a ditch many miles 
in length and at great expense; then they built a factory, and to- 
day there are at least 2,500 or 3,000 intelligent American citizens 
who get their living by raising beets on that piece of land and 
They took a raw prairie and in 
They had 
churches and schools and all the institutions of civilized life. 

A gentleman connected with the beet-sugar industry—not a 


| Democrat, but a Maryland Republican—appeared before the House 


committee and in substance stated that this reduction of one- 


| fifth of the duty on sugar would put that great enterprise into 


the scrap heap, using that very term. I did not bring the report 
of the testimony taken by that committee here for the purpose of 
reading from it, and perhaps I may not have discovered the best 
things that this gentleman from Baltimore, Mr. Carey, said. 

Mr. CAREY. Raw sugar went up yesterday. I expect refined sugar has 
gone up, too. The last report I had was $4.45} per 100 pounds f. o. b. Kansas 
hat is the market in which I am chiefly interested 

Mr. NEWLANDs. Now, can the producers of sugar in this country escape 
loss at that price? 


6 


Mr. CARrry. I can not answer that question except as a guess. My opinion 
is that, so far as the Michigan factories are concerned, until they find a more 
profits vble use for their by-products, $4.25 would put them out of the ring. 
means practi 
freight it. Of course you add to the expenses if you have tostore your sugar 
and pay interest and storage charges on it. This will be a nec essity if the 
trust c ane s to hold up our mar ket at the manufacturing period. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Would 4} cents be a compensatory price? 

Mr. Carey. I think 4} cents—from 4} to 4} cents—is not far from the per- 
manent price of sugar to-day. 


That was a year agolast January. I belie ve the sugar factories 
of Colorado can produce sugar more cheaply than it can be pro- 
duced in any other portion of the world. We have invested in 
Colorado up to the present time not less than $6,000,000, largely 
our Own money. All of the seven or eight factories have been 
one except one. I do not like to say anything about the 
bee 
with making a 
but I do not know of another State in which the sugar industry 


has been so largely developed and in which sugar factories are | 


more numerous than the sy are in Colorado, where a number of | 
factories have not been in distress. I only know one in Colorado 
that has had any special trouble. 

We produce in Colorado beets much richer than those found— 
I ought not to say in Colorado alone, because the same richness of 
quality is found in the beets of all that arid or semiarid region, 
Utah, Wyoming, Montana, and so on, in what might be called 
the irrigating region—we produce there beets that are very much 
richer than can be raised in regions where rain is common. 


One trouble in raising beets for sugar is that if you have a rainy | 


fall the beet continues to grow and the sugar is not deposited in 
the beet. In Colorado we ‘Tarely have a rainy fall. Any Senator 
who will take the pains to walk into the Marble Room and look at 
the map there will see that we have, day in and day out, clear 
weather. It has been said by the Department which takes cog- 
nizance of such subjects that for ninety days in the fall of the 
year we have abs. lutely a cloudless sky in Colorado; and to-day, 
while Michigan, including its beet-sugar ground, is covered with 
snow, our State, aside from the high mountains, is bare of snow, 


and our farmers are plowing and gathering the beets, if they have | 


not already done so. 

The beet-sugar industry to-day promises more to the American 
people than any industry, unless it be the great iron and textile 
manufactures. 


pounds of sugar for every man, woman, and child, but the per | 
capita consumption has to be increased 10 pounds before we 


reach the average per capita consumption of Great Britain. 
sugar consumption of that country largely goes into marmalades 
and preserves, while in the United States it represents the sugar 
the American laborer uses on his table. There are no people in 
the world who actually use so much sugar percapitaas wedo. It 
has now become a well-known fact in scientific circles that sugar 
is not a luxury, but a necessity for health and strength and 
growth. The French Government has determined that rations 
of sugar are one of the best things they can give their army, and 
every 
or even to lie in camp in their fortresses has a ration of sugar. 

Mr. President, I do not want to enlarge upon this, because it is 
time to quit. Much might be said about this being an infant 
industry. 
and twenty-five million dollars a year, and sometimes even more, 
for foreign sugar. We have bought our sugar of people who 

ractically bought nothing of us, and we will continue to do it. 
W e have been buying the cheap sugar of Java, raised by men 
who get 10 cents a day. Our sugar growers get $2aday. We 
have been b uying the cheap sugar of Ce zylon. We have been buy- 
ing it all over the world. We bought it from Cuba, where a 
man can live on less than he can in the United States. Here the 
men demand more than they do in Cuba. 

I do not wish to say anything against the Cuban laborer, but 
he is not the American laborer. He does not live as the American 
laborer does. He does not demand what the American laborer 
demands. He livesina hut. If you go down there you will find 
thousands of them living in huts that did not cost $10 apiece. 
You will not find the American sugar grower living in a hut of 
that kind, and you do not want to see him living in a hut of that 
kind, 

I agree with my colleague that the protection which is being 
given to sugar in this country is not too high for the present, but 
I do see the time when, in my opinion, a very great reduction can 


be made in the tariff, because when these great enterprises are | 


once established, when we shall have learned exactly how to 


raise beets and how to make sugar, we will be able to do it for | 
very much less, and the American consumer will get his sugar 25 | 


or 30 or 40 per cent cheaper than he is getting it to- day. 
Mr. President, I started in to say something about the amount 
of sugar in a beet. When the French under Napoleon began to 
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That | 
-ally 4-cent sugar at the factory, allowing from 10 to 20 cents to | 


t-sugar industry of any other State for fear I may be charged 
comparison between my own State and another, 


The American people are using very nearly 90 | 


The | 


“rench soldier who goes out to fight the battles of France | 


We have been sending abroad a hundred to a hundred | 
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raise sugar, it was said that 4 per cent was just about the amount 
of sugar in a beet. They raised it to 6 per cent; they raised it to 
8 per cent; they raised it to 10 and 12 per cent. The average in 
the United States is not to exceed probably 14 or 15 percent. Woe 
have raised beets in Colorado that were nearly one-third sugar, 
We raised those beets because of the climatic conditions. We 
raised those beets because we could take off the water and ripen 
the beet when we wanted to. The difficulty which the Michican 
man and the Wisconsin man and men from other sections en- 
counter in trying to raise beets is that the heavens do not al; 
facilitate the ripening of the beets. 
continue to grow. 

I have seen beets growing in Arizona that grew all the year 
| round and never stopped growing. The beet must stop growing, 
It must ripen; then the sugar comes into the beet. The sugar 
that gets into the beet is usually in the last month of its growth, 
and unless you can take off the water and ripen the beet you will 
| not be certain of the amount of sugar you can raise. Thirty-two 
per cent of some beets has been found to be sugar. Of course 
| that is not the usual amount. I metoneof the active sugar grow- 

ers of Colorado, a man who put his own money into the business, 

not only in one ‘factory but in two or three, and he said to me, 
| ‘** Last year we ground tons and tons of beets that went 22 per ce nt 

sugar,’’ and in Europe 10, 12, 13, or 14 per cent is considered fair, 

I do not want to make any ‘extended remarks on this subject at 
| this hour, but I do desire to say, in reply to the Senator from 
| Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who would seem to indicate that 
he thought we were asking something unusual, that we do not 
ask any favors. If it is the policy of the Government to put the 
| tariff 20 per cent lower, put it there, and we will try to make our 
| conditions correspond to it; but we do insist that an industry 

which promises to provide one of the articles of food and one of 
| the necessaries of life to a high civilization—and in twenty years 
it will require at least $400,000,000 a year to supply the oo 
| people with sugar, if the consumption continues to grow as it ha 
| been growing for some years—is entitled to the same protecti: n 
to which any other industry is entitled. 

Mr. President, we were told two years ago that there was great 
| suffering in Cuba and that, because of the distress in Cuba, we 
| should ameliorate their condition by buying their sugar, which 

we could only do by putting down the tariff duty. We took all 
the sugar that Cuba made, and we took it at prices that gave to 
her a profit; and Cuba, instead of raising 650,000 tons, raised 
850,000 tons, and this year will raise 1,250,000 tons. Do you sup- 
pose it raises it because it can not do anything else? The Cubans 
can raise tobacco; and they send into the markets of the world 
$28,000,000 worth of tobacco, manufactured and unmanufactured, 
an export of tobacco alone that was practically a per capita ex- 
port equal to our per capita export of all the exports from the 
United States. Cuba has the greatest net exports in the world; 
that is, the greatest net between the exports and the imports | 
been found in Cuba. Cuba can make sugar at a rate at which no 
American cane grower or beet-sugar grower can make it. 

If you are in favor of free trade, and if every industry must 

| take care of itself, that is one thing. I am notin favor of that. 

I believe it is righteous and just to consider the condition of every 
| infant industry in this country, and if an industry is one of that 
class which, by the fostering care of the Government, as 10 
made a great industry, beneficial to the American people, I am in 
favor of it, and I have always given my vote upon that princip|: 
and I always shall. But will any man tell me to-day why y: 
should select sugar? Why should you say to Cuba, “‘ We will let 
your sugar in here at a reduction of one-fifth of the rate at whi 
we let in other people’s su zar?” Do you expect to give to t @ 
American sugar consumer any benefit by that reduction? On 
the contrary, you declare that the money shall go into the hands 
of the sugar producer in Cuba. I say here, as I said before, t'a 
this is the most wicked and ridiculous economic proposition t 
ever was submitted to the human race. I challenge you gent! 
men on the other side to show anywhere in the history of the 
world where any nation has been so forgetful of the interests of 
her own people that she has given a bounty to build up an indus- 
try in a foreign land to compete with her own. 

Mr. President, if this wickedness shall be completed and if t! this 
at outrage shall be perpetrated upon the American nation, 

cause it is an outrage upon every man in it, in that it is a vivla- 
tion of the fundamenta principles of a free government an 4 
free people, there ought to be an end of any such thing as an : 
tempt to foster industries by a tariff. 

Mr. President, I shall not, even under such conditions as the 
abandon my conviction of the wisdom of taking care of infant in- 
dustries. I can not be driven from the convictions of many yea rs 
by the improper conduct of my associates here or anywhere ¢ 1s 
But I know it is absolutely indefensible, and I want some Senator 
on the other side of the Chamber to tell me how he reconciles it 


ways 
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with justice and right to select for such treatment one industry, 
and that, too, an infant one needing our assistance, and one which 
»rornises some day to be a great and magnificent blessing to the 
whole people of this country in providing one of the health-giving 
foods. 

: I want some one to tell me what excuse there is for it. We had 
the lying pretense here for more than two years that there were 
poverty and distress in Cuba. There is not a section of the United 
States anywhere in better industrial condition now than is the 
island of Cuba. 

I have no doubt this crimé will be completed by the passage of 
this bill. I have had an idea that I would try to amend it. I 
thought I would offer a provision that the sugar should at least 
be raised by the hands of freemen and not serfs. But I know the 
edict has gone forth that no amendment shall be made to the bill, 
and if [should spend my time here in attempting to do it, I should 
destroy an opportunity for somebody to discuss the bill upon its 
merits and not upon the technicality which would be raised if I 
should offer the amendment. 

Mr. President, I am going to dismiss this case. I donot expect 
to utter another word on it during the debate. I am going to 
leave it with the declaration that in my judgment the sugar duty 
remitted will not go into the hands of the Cubans. There is not 
even that pretense to be made. It will go into the pockets of the 
great sugar trust. I have in my desk a statement which shows 
that for many years we have had a countervailing duty on sugar 
coming from Germany. I charge here and now, and if anybody 
denies it I will prove it from the record, that the great sugar 
trust has absorbed that countervailing duty, amounting to 28 
cents a hundred, ever since it was put on, and has not given to 
Cuba the benefit of it, not even when Cuba was in the throes of 
revolution and distress. The trust will not do it now, when the 
Cuban planter and the laborer are in better condition than those 
of any agricultural section on the main continent. 

Mr. President, influences that I can not understand, influences 
that I can not comprehend, have declared that this bill shall be 
enacted into law. I say to Senators, vote as your judgment dic- 
tates, for I have no right to do otherwise, but if the high and 
strong hand of Executive favor had not been used here, and if 
there were no fear of Executive disfavor, I do not believe this bill 
would ever have passed either body of Congress. It may be that 
that is beyond the rules of the Senate and of proper debate, but I 
can not help but believe that this bill represents not the judgment 
of the American people, but the judgment of somebody else. 

I have had so much relation with this subject that I know that 
the great combination known as the sugar trust had control of 
the newspapers of this country to an extent no other enterprise 
ever did, and they filled the papers from one end of the land to 
the other with the lying statement that Cuba needed our gener- 
osity and ourassistance. When that disappeared, when that lying 
pretense could no longer be made, then they overwhelmed us 
with the declaration that this was to our interest. 
terest to surrender on this main continent the production of an 
article of food for which in a few years we will pay, unless we 
raise it on our own land, from $250,000,000 to $400,000,000 a year? 
We have paid $125,000,000 since this discussion began for sugar 
raised on other lands, 

_If there ever was in the history of legislation a case which jus- 
tified the doctrine of protection, this is it. If there ever was an 
industry that needed the fostering care of the Government of the 
United States and promised, with slight and temporary assist- 
ance, to become a great profitable industry, it is the sugar industry. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two more. Not only 
have the newspapers of this country been filled with appeals to 
us, but the Government publications have been filled with ap- 
peals to us. I have now on my table a Government publication, 
published with the money wrung from the people of the whole 
nation and not of the few, in which there is an attempt to make 
it appear that the beet-sugar industry of this country does not 
need this protection, and that honor and justice demand that we 
should give to Cuba this remission of duties. Mr. President, no- 
body has shown us why. Nobody has pretended here that there is 
suffering in Cuba. Nobody here who has any regard for truth 
will pretend that thereis any suffering there. 

I say here that, in my judgment, the Cubans will practically get 
no benefit from the reduction, but it will go into the pockets of 


the great combination known as the “ sugar trust,”’ which has the | 


capacity to secure legislation of this kind against an industry of 
& great portion of the West, where it is being built up. 

1 do not know whether the nine factories in Colorado will go 
into the scrap heap, as said Mr. Carey, from whom I read; I do 
not know but that they may live. I do nat believe that many of 
those in other sections of the country will. I can not speak for 
Michigan; I have no right to speak for other States; but I do say 
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that if the result of this legislation goes into the pockets of the 
Cubans it will stimulate that industry there to the extent that it 
will eventually drive the sugar business out of the United States. 
Bad as it is, wicked as I think it is to put money into the hands 
of this great trust, I believe it is infinitely better for us that the 
sugar trust should steal it than that Cuba should get it when it 
does not need it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minntes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, De- 
cember 16, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 15, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday was read and ap- 
proved. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 6758, 
the pension appropriation bill. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LAWRENCE in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House.is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 6758, being the bill making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions, and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Van Vooruis] is recognized. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as the 
gentleman may desire to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman,I have been gratified in 
some particulars at the course this debate has taken. I am glad 
that gentlemen on the other side of the aisle found it consistent 
with their sense of duty to give expression to their views upon 
the Panama question. I am glad indeed to know that the Demo- 
cratic minority is in favor of the construction of the Panama 
Canal, notwithstanding they oppose ali of the means and meas- 
ures that have been suggested and adopted for its construction. 

That kind of support, Mr. Chairman, is not very efficacious; it 
will not dig many canals; but it is in keeping with the attitude 
of that party upon all great measures that come up for considera- 
tion. In relation to the Cuban treaty, for instance, Members on 
the other side of the House declared repeatedly in the recent debate 
that they were in favor of the treaty and yet persistently under- 
took to load the bill making that treaty operative with amendments 
which, if adopted, they must have known would have resulted in 
its defeat. 

During the Congress before substantially the same question was 
up for consideration, and the same amendment that gentlemen on 
the other side undertook to engraft upon the bill at this session 
was put upon the proposition in the last Congress, and the result 
was the absolute defeat of the treaty. That sort of support, Mr. 
Chairman, is not the kind that will inspire confidence in the wis- 
dom and good faith of the Democratic party in relation to these 
great questions. 

I have a fair appreciation, I believe, of the functions and re- 
sponsibilities of the minority party in the administration of the 
affairs of this great Government. It has great opportunities and 
grave responsibilities, and it may contribute much toward wise 
legislation and pure administration. But there is always a 
danger that a minority party will degenerate into a party of cap- 
tious critics and caviling fault-finders and become a party of ex- 
pediency, without character or conviction, ready to seize any 
opportunity that may appear to afford temporary advantage 
against its adversary; and I fear, Mr. Chairman, that the Demo- 
cratic party of to-day has evolved into that deplorable condition. 

I speak of the Democratic party as an organized entity. I have 


| no reference to the individual members of that party, for as indi- 


viduals and citizens they are wise, patriotic men; but the party 
as an organized entity has its own character and attributes, and 
as such it is responsible to the people of this country for the dis- 
charge of its duties. 

The press reports in the last few days have announced that 
there is great liability of war upon the Isthmus of Panama; that 
the Republic of Colombia is preparing to make war against the 
United States and the Republic of Panama to reestablish its sov- 
ereignty over the Isthmus, 
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In the Washington Post of yesterday was a dispatch from a | they do not reflect the sentiments of the great body of the people 


special correspondent at Barranquilla, discussing the condition of 
public sentiment in Bogota and throughout the United States of | 
Colombia generally in relation to the independence of Panama 
and in respect to the position of the United States recognizing the 
independence of the newly made Republic. 

I will ask, Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk be permitted to read 
portions of that account, the parts that I have indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Special to the Washington Post, by Clifford Smyth, former United States 
consul at Cartagena. ] 


BARRANQUILLA, December 2 (via New York, December 12). 


Doubtless in the United States the serious suggestion that Colombia will 
fight unless properly placated will not be given much consideration. I have 
talked to officials, politicians, merchants, and working people since landing 
in Colombia, and I venture the assertion that if General Reyes were to land 
here to-morrow with news not favorable that within twenty-four hours sol- 
diers will be on the march toward Panama. 

It was my understanding when I left the United States that the actual sit- 
uation in Colombia should presented by me. This I shall endeavor to do, 
giving the viewpoint of those who think they have been opus, As an 
American, I realize that the Panama Canal is a fact and will be built; that 
President Roosevelt will hold the canal and contiguous territory against 
Colombia, and that in this he has the support of nearly all Republicans and 

srhaps a majority of the Democrats, ——- this latter proposition Colom- 

ians refuse to believe. So it seems to methat theinteresting news and facts 
are to be gathered in Colombia—and they must be gathered from contact 
with Colombians. 

As yet I have not encountered another correspondent, and but for my long 
service in Colombia I doubt if Ishould be permitted the safe liberty that is 
now accorded me; but in Panama the Associated Press has the completest 
opportunity for developing and presenting the news, so from here I shall 
head toward Bogota, to be present when marching orders are given. 

From Governor Insignares and General Tovar I heard the strongest ex- 
pressions of determination on the part of Colombia to win back the Isthmus 
atany cost. The present plan is to await the results of the mission of Gen- 
eral Reyes in the United States, General Holguin in Europe, and General 
Ospina in South America. 

Vith the failure of this mission it is then the undoubted intention of Co- 
lombia to invade the Isthmus by a land march, thus avoiding the interven- 
tion of the American naval forces at Colon and Panama. 


ROOSEVELT AND NAPOLEON. 

Popular feeling so far backs up this warlike attitude on the part of the 
Government. On the street men talk glibly of possible encounters with 
American troops. Roosevelt, who is personally execrated By everyone here, 
is likened to Napoleon, whose imperialism, it is pointed out, finally arrayed 
Europe against him and brought about his downfall. Something of the 
same kind will happen, it is hoped by these Colombian enthusiasts, should 
fighting commence on the Isthmus, where, once landed, the ability of the 
Colombian forces to maintain themselves against all comers is believed by 
many. 

Of course, with the invasion of the Isthmus, it is quay understood that 
diplomatic relations with the United States would be severed, and business 
between the two countries would come to a standstill. The more sanguine 
of the people appear to view such a condition of things with equanimity, 
claiming that Colombia is able to maintain itself, if forced to do so, on its 
own resources. 

[tis altogether probable, however, that if there did not exist the secret 
hope that the Democratic party in the United States will do something to 
save Panama for Colombia, or at least force some compensation for its loss, or 
that Europe and the Spanish republics may rally to the assistance of Colom- 
bia, the possible invasion of the Isthmus would be abandoned. But, believ- 
ing that Democratic opposition to the Roosevelt Administration means help 
for Colombia in some form or other, the ney is to pursue their 
present contention no matter to what extreme it leads. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to 
charge the Democratic party with undertaking to foment or in- 
cite war against the United States over this question; but the 
standing of this correspondent and the reliability of his report of 
the situation there I assume to be creditable. The report declares 
that there is a secret hope in the breasts of the Colombians that 
the Democratic party in the United States will create such a sen- 
timent against the Administration that this Government will be 
compelled to reconsider its action recognizing the independence of 
the Republic of Panama, and to abrogate the treaty it has negoti- 
ated with that newly born Republic for the construction of a 
canal across the Isthmus. 

A secret hope inspiring and prompting warlike measures against 
the United States, based upon the attitude of the Democratic party 
toward the Panama question! The correspondent says help of 
some kind or other is expected from the Democratic party in the 
United States, and that hope, Mr. Chairman, can not help but be 
strengthened by the character of the discussion which has taken 
place in this Chamber within the last three or four days respect- 
ing the conduct of the Administration in the recognition of the 
Republic of Panama and the negotiation of the new canal treaty. 

I say that I do not believe that any such purpose was in the 
heart of a single Democrat, yet the unfortunate attitude of that 
party in its petty criticism of the Administration has been such 
as to inspire belief in the Government at Bogota that it has the 
moral support of a large body of Americans in its hostility to this 
country. The people of Colombia have but little conception or | 
appreciation of the harmless effect of the fulminations of Demo- 
cratic statesmen and orators against the Administration tpon this | 

| 
i 





question. 
They do not know that the expressions of hostility and opposi- 


tion to the work of the Administration in this regard are the | 
empty vaporings of a desperate minority in stress of weather, and | 


of the United States without regard to political affiliation. They 
may learn in the future how little they can depend upon the ehyj- 
litions of the minority party in the House in their frantic } nt 
for some issue that may possibly lead to success in the approach. 
ing national election. They should profit by the experience of 
that erstwhile patriot Aguinaldo, who was encouraged in his Op 
position to this Government by the belief that Democratic syc. 
cess at the polls meant Philippine independence. It was a vain 
hope. There was no prospect of Democratic success then; there 
is less now. 

Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the attacks upon the Admin. 
istration for the recognition of the Republic of Panama are yp- 
justified and unwarranted from any standpoint. In 1846 this 
Government negotiated with New Granada the treaty that is so 
common in the literature and discussion of the day. By the 
terms of that treaty the Government of the United States assumed 
certain responsibilities respecting the neutrality of the Isthmus 
and the preservation of the sovereignty of the Republic of New 
Granada over it. 

That treaty carried with it mutual covenants, mutual obliga- 
tions. The Republic of New Granada, impliedly, at least, under- 
took and agreed with the United States that it had the capacity 
and the disposition to fully perform and discharge all of its obli- 
gations as a sovereign power among the great powers of the earth, 
It undertook and agreed with the United States that it had the 
power and disposition to preserve order on the Isthmus, and to 
protect the rights and interests of the United States and its citi- 
zens that were acquired and granted by the terms of the treaty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, history shows that during the fifty-seven 
years of the existence of that treaty there have been fifty-three re- 
bellions, revolutions, and riots of a political character upon the 
Isthmus, and upon six distinct occasions during that time the 
United States has been compelled to land sailors and marines upon 
the Isthmus to patrol the railroads across the Isthmus and to pre- 
vent disorder and destruction. And on three or four other occa- 
sions the Government of New Granada and the succeeding (Goy- 
ernment of Colombia have called upon, nay, have demanded of 
the United States that it intervene to preserve the sovereignty of 
those Governments against Peru and other powers in South 
America. 

History has conclusively demonstrated that the Republic of 
Colombia was absolutely unable to perform its engagements un- 
der the treaty of 1546; that it was absolutely unable to maintain 
law and order upon the Isthmus of Panama. Its impotency was 
a constant source of embarrassment, vexation, and anxiety on the 
part of this Government during all those years. 

The history of recent legislation on the canal question is in the 
minds of all members of the committee. In 1902 the Congress 
declared that the time had come when the United States should 
enter upon that great world undertaking, that it should enter 
upon the construction of that mighty enterprise, and it passed 
what is known as the Spooner law, vesting in the President the 
discretion to negotiate for the right to construct a canal across 
the Isthmus of Panama, and, in the event that he should be 
unable to do that, to take steps to construct the canal upon tli 
Nicaraguan route. 

A broad discretion was vested in the President by that law. and 
Congress, in unmistakable terms, declared its preference for the 
Panama route. The Hay-Herran treaty was negotiated in pursu- 
ance of that law, ratified by the Senate of the United States. and 
submitted to the Colombian Congress for consideration, and it 
was rejected by unanimous vote of that Congress. 

More than that, the Colombian Congress did not propose an 
amendment to the treaty; it did not offer a single suggestion 
respecting the basis of a treaty that it might agree to, but 
adjourned after having unanimously refused to accept the treaty 
proposed by the United States—no, not proposed by the ‘nited 
States, but proposed and submitted by the joint action of the dip- 
lomatic representatives of the two Governments. 

What inference was to be drawn from this conduct on the part 
of the Colombian Government? If it really desired the const ruc- 
tion of a canal across the Isthmus, or hoped that the great watrr- 
way would ultimately be located there, it would have offered 
some suggestion as‘ basis for future negotiations between tlie 
two countries; but it did not, and the result was revolution 0 
the State of Panama. That was a most natural result. ; 

As was said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] in his 
able and eloquent speech the other day, it was one of the things 
that might have been expected. Revolutions are common in (!)t 
part of the country. They seem a natural attribute of Sout! und 
Central American civilization. The people of Panama arose })'\¢- 
tically as one man and denounced the action of the Colom!ian 
Government in refusing to agree to a treaty that meant so m ch 
tothem; a treaty that would make the Isthmus of Panama the 
great commercial thoroughfare of the hemisphere. Revolu‘iou 
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was the result, and I say it was the natural result, and the people 
of Panama arose with practical unanimity and established a gov- 
ernment of their own. 

The United States was then confronted with this situation: 
The de facto Government of Panama was the only Government 
in control of affairs, as far as control existed anywhere. There 
was an absolute absence of authority upon the part of the Re- 
public of Colombia to perform the responsibilities of sovereignty 
and afford protection to the rights and interests of the United 
St ates. 

What was the duty of this Government in that exigency? 
Where did it owe its highest and first duty? Why, to its own in- 
terests. It had interests there that required to be taken into con- 
sideration without delay. It could not stand supineiy by and 
await the result of a long and tedious warfare between the insur- 
gents and the forces of the Colombian Government. Its interests 
were at stake, and were of such a character that they required 
immediate protection. The President did that which I believe 
duty and good conscience required. He recognized the provisional 
government as the only government able and willing to carry out 
the conditions of the treaty of 1846 and afford protection to Ameri- 
can interests in the Isthmus. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that not a single precedent has been re- 
ferred to in the course of this debate and not a single one can be 
found that is not in harmony with the action of the Administra- 
tion in recognizing the independence of the Republic of Panama. 
It was the de facto government, clothed with all the machinery, 
the officers, the public agencies necessary to enable it to discharge 
its public duties. 

The precedents that have been referred to in the course of this 
debate have been cases where the insurgent government, after 
having been established, demanded recognition as aright. The 
case referred to in the quotation from the correspondence of John 
Quincy Adams, as Secretary of State under President Monroe, 
had relation to the situation of South American governments that 
had rebelled against Spanish authority and established govern- 
ments of their own, and Mr. Adams discussed not the right or 
the duty of the United States to recognize the independence of 
these governments, but the right of the newly created govern- 
ments to demand recognition of the civilized powers. He dis- 
cussed conditions that were necessary in order that the newly 
organized governments might be entitled to such recognition. 

In no single instance has an important right of the United 
States been involved in controversies of this character before the 
present one, so far as I know. Here we had rights of our own to 
protect, and it was necessary for us to act without delay. It was 
necessary for us to negotiate for some sort of protection with a 
government on the ground that had assumed and was in charge, 
temporarily at least, of the affairs of the Department of Panama. 

And therefore we were compelled to recognize the Republic of 
Panama—compelled to recognize it to protect our own interests— 
prompted to recognize it because the Republic of Colombia had 
demonstrated its inability to perform its obligations under the 
treaty of 1846, 

By the substitution of Panama for Colombia we will be relieved 
in future years from many embarrassments and complications 
that we would otherwise carry. 

We will carry no responsibilities for the disagreements and wars 
that are habitual in the character of the Republic of Colombia 
and other South American republics. Talk about recognizing 
independence in transacting international business with provi- 
sional governments! There isscarcely a government in operation 
to-day on the South American Continent that was not recognized 
when it was in a status that might be termed provisional. 

Regard must be had to the character of governments and civili- 
zation. In South Americaare unstable governments and unstable 
peoples, and it is the custom of other powers that have interests 
to conduct to recognize the de facto government. That is what 
the United States did in the case of Panama, and it undertook in 
addition to guarantee the sovereignty of the Panama Republic. 

_it already had outstanding a guaranty to maintain the sover- 
eignty successively of New Granada and Colombia over the 
Isthmus, That guaranty, adopting the view of the State Depart- 
ment, was a covenant running with the land. So, Mr. Chairman, 
I believe history may be examined by the keenest critic upon the 
other side of the House and not a single precedent can be discov- 
ered that is not in perfect harmony in principle with the action 
of the Administration in recognizing and undertaking to guar- 
a a the independence ‘and the sovereignty of the Panama Re- 

) Nic, 

J he Panama Canal will be constructed, notwithstanding our 
friends upon the other side of the hall are insisting that this Gov- 
ernment has no right todoit; that it has negotiated a treaty with 
4 Government that isnot entitled to the respect or the recognition 
of any respectable country upon the face of the earth. The great 
undertaking shall go on, notwithstanding our friends across the 
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aisle persist in declaring that the Panama treaty is tainted by 
fraud and dishonor and is the result of American tyranny and 
oppression. 

I do not expect war onthe Isthmus. I have little concern about 
the threatenings upon the part of the Colombian Government. 
I am sure the Democratic minority do not desire so dread an 
eventuality. But I do insist that gentlemen who claim so large a 
part in the great triumphs of our civilization after they have be- 
come established and accepted facts ought to show some color 
of right to that claim by once in a while supporting some worthy 
movement from its beginning. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the aisle now claim credit for 
the Spanish war, and yet obstruct this Government in its efforts to 
provide for territory that came to us as a necessary result of that 
war. They are nowcondemning the Administration because it is 
adopting the only feasible means of carrying out the will of Con- 
gress in relation to the interoceanic canal, and in a few years they 
will be claiming credit for the identical things they so bitterly 
denounce to-day. 

The last six or eight years of our national life have been great 
years in the history of civilization. Epoch-marking events have 
followed each other in such close succession that the country has 
little conception yet of their mighty signifivance, and during the 
splendid march of these world-wide events the Democratic party 
has been following along in the rear, barking and snapping at the 
heels of progress and obstructing it in every possible way. 

That may be its conception of the high and patriotic functions 
of an opposition party; but if so the party has become morbid or 
bilious, or both. It opposes everything, good or bad. If it is not 
ostensibly against the object itself, it opposes and obstructs every 
method suggested for its accomplishment. 

The people of this country stand with the President, and they 
believe in him. They are behind the Administration in efforts 
that are on foot now for the construction of the Panama Canal. 
The world commends, the judgment of the country approves, and 
history will justify every single act of the President in the Colom- 
bia-Panama business. 

The Democratic party has come to be decidedly pessimistic. It 
is captious in its spirit, fault-finding in its habits, distrustful in 
its nature. It does not seem toimprove any. It is no better to- 
day than it was last year or the last decade. I actually believe it 
is growing worse. 

Gentlemen talk about the glorious history and traditions of the 
old Democratic party. Mr. Chairman, if it has any claim to 
giory at all it is in its history and traditions. There is nothing 
in its methods, purposes, and pretensions in this day to inspire 
confidence and respect. 

If the Democratic party desires to enter upon the campaign of 
1904 with such a record, if it desires to stand before the people 
of the country in the attitude of opposing every means to accom- 
plish an end thatis the hope and the prayer of the people through- 
out the length and breadth of the land, jt is preparing the way 
to do so. 

We used to say in our own councils, when there seemed to be 
some real prospect of Democratic success, that if we would sim- 
ply let them alone before election day they would make some 
stupid blunder that would effectually destroy their prospects. I 
believe that prediction is being verified in the Panama affair. 

Let me ask my Democratic friends what attitude they would 
have the Administration pursue. Would they abrogate the act of 
the Administration recognizing the independence of Panama? 
Would they rescind the treaty that has been negotiated with that 
newly born Republic, having for its purpose the construction of 
the long-hoped-for canal across the Isthmus? 

Mr. MADDOX. No. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam glad to hear there is one Demo- 
crat wiser than his party. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman has been arraigning this side 
of the House for being opposed to this treaty and the digging of 
the canal. The gentleman’s speech, beyond question, will read 
well down in Indiana, but who on this side has made the state- 
ment, representing the minority, that we were opposed to it or 
opposed to the treaty? Has there been a single man on this side 
of the House in so speaking who has not especially disclaimed 
the fact that he spoke for the minority? The gentleman builds a 
man of straw and then proceeds to knock him down. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like to sug- 
gest at this juncture that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Map- 
DOX] is mistaken in respect to the attitude of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. The gentleman from Indiana has 
not been building a man of straw at all whom he has been knock- 
ing down, but he is knocking down a record which he made in the 
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last Congress on the Philippine and Porto Rican bills. 
and langhter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily glad of 
these testimonials, and ‘‘ while the lamp holds out to burn,” 


[Applause | 





etc. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. [supposed until these expressions from | 
gentlemen on the other side of the aisle that the gentlemen who | 
spoke the other day were speaking for the minority. There were | 
several very bitter and denunciatory speeches against the methods | 
employed by the Administration for the consummation of this great 
enterprise, and not a single word up to this time had been uttered 
upon the Democratic side indorsing the means employed by the 
President to bring about the construction of the canal. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ido not understand just what 
the gentleman means. He says there were bitter denunciations | 
of the consummation of this great enterprise. Does the gentle- | 
man mean by that that he heard from this side of the House any 
bitter denunciations of the building of a transisthmian canal? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Because if he meant that, I 
wish to take issue with the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I must have spoken to 
little purpose if my ideas are so confused as they seem to be in 
the mind of the gentleman. I have heard repeated protestations 
on the part of the minority that they were in favor of the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the two great oceans; that that 
was the historical policy of the Democratic party, and that party 
favored the project at this time; but those who have expressed 
themselves upon that side have declared against the very means 
that are essential for the consummation of that great undertaking. 

Mr. DALZELL. They are in favor of the law, but not of its 
enforcement. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes, as has been suggested, they are in 
favor of the law, but opposed to its enforcement. That is the at- 
titude of the Democratic party, as I understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In other words, if the gentle- 
man were a prohibitionist and in favor of passing a prohibition law | 
he would commit me to the position that I was in favor of fraud 
and wrongdoing in passing such alaw. Is that your position? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; not by any manner of means. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, all that this side has | 
protested against is the reckless disregard of international obliga- | 
tions in the sudden birth of mushroom republics. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman seems willing to accept 
the stolen goods, and has so announced, provided he is permitted | 
to relieve his qualms by denouncing the thievery. That is his 
attitude as I understandit. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not a particle; if the gentle- 
man will excuse me. Ican recognize the illegitimacy of the birth | 
of a child and yet deal with the child as an existing entity on the 
surface of the globe. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is all there is to this. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman is willing to take the | 
child into his family, provided he can inscribe on the walls of his | 
house the dishonor of its birth and brand upon its forehead the 
infamy of its origin. Is that the philosophy of the gentleman? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not at all; but I recognize it 
simply as your existing child, and I deal with it as an existing | 
thing. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, if the gentleman is satisfied with 
that explanation of the situation of the minority, I am sure we 
are satisfied. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the géntleman yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Isuggest to the gentleman from 
Indiana on the other side that, as I take it, we on this side of the 
Chamber are not opposing the methods by which this situation 
of affairs was brought about, but that we regret those methods. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Several MemBers (on the Democratic side). 
to the methods. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is there any other gentleman to hear 
from? Are there any other theories to be advanced? I suspect, 





We are opposed 


Mr. Chairman, that there is not absolute unanimity of sentiment 
on the minority side of the House against the Administration, 
even in the recognition of this newly born Republic, this abortion, 
this “‘ hag-born,”’ “‘ ditch-delivered *’ Republic, as the leader of the 
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minority characterized it in a speech a few daysago. He is will- 


| ing, he says, to take to his bosom and love this “hag-born.” 


‘* ditch-delivered”’ progeny, but he wants the world to know the 
story of its shame. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party is in a dilemma 
from which it would gladly escape. and I have no doubt that it is 
in the heart of many Members on that side of the aisle to repudi- 
ate some expressions that have been used in the debate against 
the Administration upon this question. As I have said,I refer 
to the Democratic party as an organization, as an existing entity, 
I have great respect for the individuals who compose the organ- 
ization, but as a collectivity I have little regard for it. Itis about 
as impotent in the way of doing business and doing it intelligently 
as is the United States of Colombia. ' 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is it not a rather violent assumption to cal] 
it a collectivity? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I should thank the gentleman for 
a proper name for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I said a moment ago that the Democratic 
party had come to be decidedly pessimistic. That is the result of 
habit, education, and tradition. I do not know that that party 
is altogether to blame for being in that attitude. It has been on 
the wrong side of every great question in the polities of this coun- 
try for the last forty-five years, and that is not altogether its fault. 
It has been on the outside all the time, and Iam sure members of 
that party will agree that that isthe wrong side. But it has been 
the minority party. 

The party in charge of the affairs of the Government has a 
great vantage ground. It makes the issues, and the Republican 
party during those vital years, those years so fraught with great 
interests, those years that have made so much for the welfare of 
our country and the glory of the entire world, in selecting issues 
had first choice and has chosen with marvelous wisdom; and the 
poor old Democratic party had to take what was left. And 
about all there was left was the policy of obstruction, of objec- 
tion, of vituperation, of calumniation, and it has come to be 
second nature for the Democratic party to obstruct. 

It can not help it. I have great sympathy for it. A few years 
ago it was charged with the responsibility for the affairs of the 
entire Government. It had come to believe inits own philosophy, 
and it undertook to put some of its old theories into practice. 
You know the result, my fellow-citizens. It demonstrated that 
a party that has been ont of power for so long, and has ac- 
quired these chronic habits of opposition and of obstruction, 
has no fitness or capacity to carry on and dispatch the public 
business. 

Now, I have said this much in defense of that party. I want 
gentlemen to understand that I have no malice in my heart to- 
ward Democrats as individuals, or even toward the party. I love 
them as individuals and the party for what it has been. The 

tepublican party, on the other hand, is a party of achievement, 
a party of progress, a party of action. It believes in God and 
humanity, and it sees in the future of this country a mighty and 
a glorious destiny. It has the courage and the capacity to march 
forward notwithstanding the caviling criticism that it hears in 
the rear. It has the courage to march forward and carry out the 
great policies that make so much for the destiny of the American 
people. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. : 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chiarman,the gentleman from Indiana 
seems to be distressed about the Democratic party and about this 
side of the House for some criticism, which was claimed to be in- 
dividual at the time it was made, of the method and manner in 
which this new Panama Republic was brought about. There is 
one thing that the Republican party can claim a monopoly of, 
and that is cheek and gall, as suggested over here. Another thing 
is a want of any memory at all or having any recollection. | 
would like to ask gentlemen on that side of the House who was 
supporting Aguinaldo about two years ago over there? Who was 
supporting the Democratic party at that time? Did amybody hear 
anything from the gentleman here who has just spoken now? 
When did you reform, my friend? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 1 saw the folly of it. 

Mr. MADDOX. Just think of it. Who has heard any such ar- 
raignment of the Democratic party for not being ‘‘ up to date,” 
when only two years ago there were standing over there not less 
than half a dozen insurgents, even assaulting your own party for 
traveling outside of the Constitution? Now you come up here 
and propose to assail the Democratic party for what some one oT 
two individuals have said, and especially disclaimed at the timo 
that they were speaking not for the party, but said they were 
speaking for themselves. ~ 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will my friend allow me to interrupt 


him? 
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Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I beg to say that I supported the Ad- 
ministration in relation to its Philippine policy as earnestly and 
sincerely and effectively as it was possible for me to do during its 
entire course. I was not an insurgent and not against the Ad- 
ministration, and I made no speech the headlines of which headed 
the columns of the press against it. 

Mr. MADDOX. How about the lobby? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The same of the lobby. 

Mr. MADDOX. We remember here what you have done and 

said. It is unnecessary to tell us that you are going to stand by 
the Administration. That goes without saying, and reminds me 
of a story of John Allen, which I am going to tell, even at the 
risk of some of you gentlemen ringing the chestnut bell on me; 
and it is this: 
; Away down South there were a couple of darkies, an old man 
anda boy, Who were out fishing on a mill pond. There wasa 
white man who stood a little above them on a bridge and who was 
looking at what was going on. The boy was moving around and 
avout, and the old nigger said: ‘‘ Sit down dar, boy; the fust thing 
you know you will fall in the mill pond.’’ The boy did not keep 
still, but was up and down and around, and finally he tumbled 
into the mill pond headforemost. There was about 20 feet of 
water. The old man got up, shucked himself, and proceeded to 
vo right downafter the boy. The white man on the bridge rushed 
down to assist in the rescue, and finally the old darky brought 
the boy up and carried him out. As he got him out of the water 
the white man said: ‘‘ That was well done. Iam glad that you 
rescued your son. It was heroic work.’’ They took the boy and 
got the water out of him, and finally the old man run his hand 
down in the boy’s pocket and pulled out a box and said to the 
white man: ‘I don’t know nuthin’ about heroism or heroic work. 
That boy had the bait box, and I had to get him or this fishin’ had 
to stop.’ [Laughter. ] 

Now, the Administration has got the bait box, and the gentle- 
man from Indiana will stand by it, and he is going to camp on his 
trail when it gets ahead; and the gentleman does not need to give 
us any assurance that he is going tostand by the Administration. 
The President has the control of the patronage, and with that out 
what has the Republican party to counton? It isa party of spoils 
and offices. But it was not my purpose to talk about Panama, 
the tariff, or anything of that sort, but simply to illustrate that 
when it comes to standing by the pie counter Indiana can not be 
surpassed in anything of that kind except by Iowa. [Laughter.] 

I want to talk about something nearer home—the rural free- 
delivery service. Now, we know that this is a question that is 
sort of ‘‘touchous’’ in the House. We wanted the other day to 
get some report from that Department, but a number of Repub- 
licans kept going about saying ‘‘ Hush!’’ ‘‘Don’t!’’ ‘*You will 
give out something that will let these fellows that have been in- 
dicted get away. They will get away.”’ 

But there is something peculiar about this rural free-delivery 
business. I want to call the attention of the House, especially 
this side of the House, to the fact that.there were 15,119 rural 
delivery routes established up to June 30, 1908. When we first 
began this business, some three or four years ago, we made com- 
plaint in this House at that time that this business was not being 
carried onimpartially; that we were being discriminated against. 
But I was told then that I was mistaken. I offered an amend- 
ment to equalize the distribution of these routes so that every 
part of the country and every district should be placed upon an 
equality in establishing these routes. The chairman of the Post- 
Office Committee, at that time Mr. Loud, made a point of order 
on my amendment, and it was ruled out; but I was assured at 
that time that there would be no partiality shown against any 
district; that it would be carried on all alike, and everybody 
should have his share, equally and justly. 

Now, gentlemen, what have we got? . There were 15,119 routes 
granted up to the 80th day of June of this year, 1903. One-third 
of those routes, more than one-third, are located in four States of 
this Union—lowa leads, with Indiana, Ohio, and Illinois. They 
seem to have got there with every foot down. Iowa, Illinois, 
Indiana, and Ohio have 5,089 of these 15,119 routes. Seven States 
have nearly one-half of them, and this statement does not include 
the great States of New York and Pennsylvania. They are left 
out of the calculation; but seven States in the Union practically 
have one-half of all the routes that are established in the United 
— pated ase Indiana, Ohio, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and 

ansas, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MADDOX. Certainly. 

Mr, SHACKLEFORD. How many Democratic States are in- 
cluded in that seven? . 

Mr. MADDOX. My friend, that is exactly what I want to 


where they are dealing out these things. [Laughter.] They 
meant, when or said that it would be equally divided, it was 
going to be equally divided among the Republicans. They have 
not done that by any means, as I will call your attention to later. 
Here are seven States with 19,000,000 population, with one-half 
of the rural routes of the whole country established in these States. 

But, gentlemen, the most startling proposition remains. I could 
not take any Democratic State, and more especially a Southern 
State, and compare with any of these States, for that would be 
absurdly ridiculous, so I take the whole twelve Southern States, 
that is, beginning with Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Missouri, Florida, Louisiana,Texas, 
Arkansas, Kentucky, and I tell you to-day on this side of the 
House the official record, and I am speaking from the official rec- 
ord, shows that the two States of Iowa and Indiana have more of 
these rural routes than the entire twelve States combined. 

Mr. HAMILTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Please state what is necessary to set in 
motion the establishment of a rural route. 

Mr. MADDOX. The rule, as I understand it, is that we must 
have a petition, and that petition must be signed by at least 100 
heads of families; the route must be not less than 20 nor more 
than 25 miles long, and the routes must be accessible—that is, 
streams easily crossed, etc. 

Mr. HAMILTON. DoTI understand from the gentleman from 
Georgia that petitions complying with the requirements of the 
Department have been filed from certain States in the Union, 
which the Department has refused to act upon? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes; that is precisely what I am going to give 
you. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; it takes a year, and frequently longer 
for the Department to act upon these petitions. 

Mr. HAMILTON. In reply to the gentleman from Alabama, I 
understand that they are frequently not acted upon for a year 
and sometimes two years, even in the States which the gentleman 
complains of. 

Mr. MADDOX. The petitions filed by twelve States were 7,270. 
Iowa and Indiana filed 4,068. Yet, with all this vast expanse of 
territory, Iowa and Indiana stand here today with more rural 
routes in force and in effect than the entire twelve States I have 
mentioned. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. MADDOX. I believe I will, if the gentleman from Iowa 
will allow me to ask him a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman know anything about the 
Golden Rule, ‘‘ Do to others as you wish to be done by?’’ Where 
is the man that can ask the gentleman from Iowa a question 
when he is on the floor? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
Nevertheless I will yield. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman has asked me ques- 
tions and I have replied to him. I think I have never failed to 
treat the gentleman with absolute courtesy. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, I will not fail to treat the gentleman 
from Iowa with courtesy now. What is it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not think, Mr. Chairman, that I will ask 
the gentleman the question. 

Mr. MADDOX. I did not intend to be disrespectful to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Georgia will permit 
me, I can not recall an instance where I have failed to treat him 
with absolute courtesy. 

Mr. MADDOX, I did not intend to be disrespectful to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. It was only a bit of pleasantry. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the declination to 
ask the gentleman a question. [Laughter.] I want to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia how many petitions in proper form, con- 
taining the requisites he has named, he has filed from his district? 

Mr. MADDOX. I really could not answer that question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How many routes have been established in 
the gentleman’s district? 

Mr. MADDOX. I think about ninety-one up to this time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What proportion of the petitions have been 
favorably acted upon? 

Mr. MADDOX. I should say 40 per cent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Forty per cent? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes; I have the figures here. 
that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That is a pretty good record. 

Mr. MADDOX. A good record compared with what? 


May I ask the gentleman a question, Mr. 


I am coming to 


Com- 


show, that weare not in it when we are standing at the pie counter | pared with what has been done for some of my Southern friends, 
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it is a good record, but compared with what has been done with 
your people it is not. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Iowa and Indiana. From these twelve Southern States 1,239 
routes were rejected; petitions still pending, 3,497; routes rejected 
from Iowa and Indiana combined, 322. 

Now, is not that remarkable? Three hundred and twenty-two 
applications rejected out of all these 4,068 applications from Iowa 


and Indiana, and out of these others 1,239 rejected, whilst there | 


are 3,497 still pending. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isit not the fact that these rejections are 


frequently dependent upon the density of the population, and | 


that in the rural regions of Iowa and Indiana there is a denser 
population than in the regions the gentleman has spoken of? 

Mr. MADDOX. I have investigated all that. 
tion will not do. Speaking at least for my own State, and for 


many others so far as I know anything about them, I will say | 
that so far as population is concerned you will not find any thai | 


have not come up completely and perfectly to the requirements 
of the Department. 


Now, there is another remarkable thing about this matter that | 


I want to call attention to. The States of Iowa and Indiana, with 
far fewer applications and practically no objections, have got 
more rural routes than the entire twelve Southern States. 

Then there are a few more statistics in regard to what they call 
the county routes; in other words, places where the rural service 
is extended all over the county that is supposed to be served. 

Now, take these States, lowa and Indiana. They have eighteen 
of these county routes, while the twelve States I have named have 
only fourteen; and of these fourteen seven are located in one dis- 
trict, and that happens to be a Republican district. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side.] Eight of those routes are located in 
the State of Tennessee, and of these seven are in one district—in 
the district represented by my distinguished friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. BROWNLOW]. I have no war to make on my friend 
BROWNLOw, because I believe that but for him and his assistance 
I possibly would not have obtained half the routes that I have 
now, for I have called upon him to go around and help me in this 
matter. Yet this country is supposed to be run by the Congress 
of the United States, not by men who crawl and grovel in the 
dust before some official of the Department. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Itseems that the gentleman has succeeded 
in securing ninety-one routes in his district. The same proportion 
extended over all the districts in the United States would amount 
to 34,944. I want to inquire of the gentleman how he has suc- 
ceeded in doing so well? 

Mr. MADDOX. As to those ninety-one, a number of them have 
been put in effect since the date to which I referred. But I did 
not catch the whole of the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I said that if the other Members of Con- 
gress had been as successful as the gentleman from Georgia there 
would be 34,944 of these routes. I understand there are in fact 
only about half that number; so that the gentleman has secured 
more than his share. I was wondering whether he would explain 
this fact by saying that the gentleman from Tennessee had helped 
him. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, thatisexactlytrne. [Laughter.] Many 
of the districts have none of these routes at all, especially districts 
where there are cities. Take the seven States that I have been 
talking about, in localities where they have the rural service, and 
take out the cities, and you will find about seventy-five of the 
liveliest Members of this House. 

Now, take these figures. They speak for themselves. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
ment? 


Mr. MADDOX. I have but thirty minutes; but I will yield | 


for a question. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Is it not a fact that since the 1st of 
July these applications for routes are considered in the order in 
which they are received at the Department? 

Mr. MADDOX. Iam very glad that the gentleman has called 
my attention to that point, because I might have forgotten it. 
When this service first went into operation I began to believe that 
under the rule that had been established I could get whatever I 
might be entitled to in this respect. 
under the rule then established they were putting in 50 per cent 


of those for which applications were made; but they told me that | 
found that I had nearly gotten my | 


running over the list the 
share, and that my State 


ad more routes than any Democratic 
State. 


| not to complain, but I soon found opt that was not true. 
As I said, there have been 7,270 petitions | 
filed from these twelve Southern States; 4,068 from the States of | 


That explana- | 





Will the gentleman yield a mo- | 





I was told at that time that | 
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I the 
went to work to try and get my pro rata share for the people | 
represented and run up against another rule. They now saiq 
‘We propose to take them in the order in which they are pre: 
sented.”” But they have notdonethat. Thatis not true. Thoers 
has not been an agent in my district in twelve months—not one— 
notwithstanding the fact that I have appealed time and again. | 
have been promised—was promised the other day. I get promises 
all the time, but I do not get the agent; he does not come. 

Go up and look at that map in the office of the superintendent 
of rural delivery, if any here do not know what I mean. They 
have a little pin with a flag on it, and they will take that wit 
the agent’s name and set it out in the different States all over the 
country. Out there in the Middle West—the country that I am 
talking about now—it looks like a dense forest, even down in 
Panama. Then look over this vast territory, which many of the 
gentlemen on this side represent, and you will see what looks like 
an occasional cottonwood on a bald prairie. That is it. It js 
there to show for itself, and by and by you will come along and 
want more appropriations. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would suggest that the speech of the gen- 
tleman is illustrated there. 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes; that would bea fair illustration. I wish 
I had the map here, if it still exists as it did a day or two ago. | 


| do not know what the gentlemen who have charge of this miatter 
| at present are going to do. 


They may improve on this business 
and treat us all fairly and justly when they get the matter in 


| their hands; but up to this date, so far as Iam individually con- 


cerned, I see no light whatever, notwithstanding I live so close 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRowNLOW], who repre- 
sents the First district of that State, and who has seven county 
routes that traverse the whole country, and how many he has in 
the other five counties in his district he alone knows. While my 
State has more of these rural routes than any other State that is 
represented by Democrats alone, yet I am constantly being told 
by the people of my district what the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. BRowNLOwW] has done in his district. 

The only answer that I can give them is to say that the gentle- 
man has a front seat at the pie counter. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I woul like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Are not the general characteristics of the district of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. BRowNLOW] less favorable for the es- 
tablishment of these routes than is the district of the gentleman 
himself? That is, is not the population in the gentleman’s district 
as good and are not the roads as good as are those in the district 
of the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. MADDOX. Why, I could not undertake to say about that 
accurately. It seems to me from the contour of the country that 
my district is much better situated for carrying on this work than 
is the district of the gentleman from Tennessee, so far as that is 
concerned. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does the gentleman not think that his north 
Georgia district is a little better district in point of population, 
resources, and roads than the district of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. BROWNLOW]? 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, Mr. Chairman, so far as that is concerned, 
my district is the best on earth for anything. [Applause and 
laughter. } 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
gentleman now pending? 

Mr. MADDOX. I have answered that once before by saying 
that I do not exactly know. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. How many? 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, probably 125; may be more. 
satisfactory? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Why, Mr. Chairman, I asked the 
question in perfect good faith. I believe in having that depart- 
ment of the Post-Office Department administered impartially. 
believe the gentleman should be treated just as fairly as | am. 
I have endeavored to get everything I can for my district and ! 
want to see the gentleman get what he is entitled to, and every 


I would like to ask the gentleman 


How many applications has the 


Is that 


_ other Representative here, from the Post-Office Department, !or 


that is a great business Department. [Applause.] 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I object to the gentleman 
taking my time, but Iam glad he is going to assist us in se: 
that this is done. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. But the gentleman has not said tliat 
- is going to do that. He stated that he believed it should be 
aone, 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, that is another thing. In any event, I 


| wish to call the attention of the House to these inequalities 
Well, thought I, if I am doing as well as anybody else I ought | 


have a great many figures here which I shall put in the REcokD 
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for the benefit of the entlemen who read. I will show in that 
way just exactly what has beeh done, and whether this thing has 
been fairly distributed. Those who read can see where it is all 
located. Your constituents and my constituents have to help pay 
these expenses just the same as the people in Iowa and Indiana. 
I think I can even astonish some of the gentlemen on that side of 
the House, for I can show more rural routes in seven counties in 
one district than many of you have in a whole State. 

For instance, nearly twice as many as there are in the State of 
Connecticut altogether and nearly twice as many in one district 
as there is in the whole State of Massachusetts, and so on all the 
way down. Now, is it fair and just that the people of this great 
Republic should be treated alike, and that is what I am speaking 
for to-day, and I hope before this Congress adjourns that the 
patriotism and the fairness of this body will see to it that it is 












done. [Applause. : : E 
The following table of figures will make this matter plain: 
ss Routes 543 Per cent 
Petitions Adverse |Petitions “; ; 
3 es | ; vesti- 
State. filed. have | reports. | Pending. ae. 
yl 497 129 99 269 45 
yo meee eates 9 5 0 4 55 
AFERDARS .cocccacsess 83 43 4 36 56 
Californi® <ocictansoveta 244 144 38 62 74} 
Colorado ....cceccocecccesecces 109 48 19 42 61 
Connecticut .cascsensnctudwoes 226 180 22 24 89 
Delaware ..sissaoanscecweadine lil 81 9 21 81 
District of Columbia........- 3 2 1 0 100 
Pieridae . conc vesuadecsscbnceve 31 8 8 20 35 
Georgia ...c.casventaneeeeess 1, 389 455 308 626 54 
Bawail....cccecsbaceemnadieess l 0 1 0 100 
TAaho .....c«tndsenndate eedees 40 12 14 14 65 
Thincis ....ca« Sendiaaeaaitpadinn 2,393 1, 352 209 832 65 
ae ee 1,882 1,113 164 605 7 
Indian Territory .......-....-- 7 0 0 7 0 
log ....-acscuhuseeaateas 2,186 1, 484 158 544 7 
Kanete.... ...< scncamndee tans 1,431 736 115 580 60 
Kentacky ...cccsescneunssesese 439 184 47 208 52 
Touialata ..cccuxtstceseesbdes 26 5 4 17 34 
Wine .....0. aieneaenes 352 148 49 155 56 
Marviattl..:icccsesiterstbeuece 374 272 40 62 83 
Massachusetts................ 211 129 20 62 70 
a ee 1,519 816 135 568 62 
Winnse0te «ia ccadchenidénsades 1,149 628 49 47% 58 
Penmbentoel :.. . cctiendtabintind 245 58 15 172 2 
SOUSDONN ....:ccacomiadsiiatinieinanin 1,390 7 92 559 59 
MonAGOh ..cckscctdaduediesiee 19 1 3 15 21 
eS eee 869 368 80 421 51 
a Tee 2 0 1 1 50 
New Hampshire ............. 185 124 23 38 80 
HOW SOUGUT < cncunstiehadawened 177 98 23 61 654 
New Mexico.......... i cecmaanl 3 2 0 1 66 
ae 1, 542 962 139 441 72 
North Carolima. ..cccccccccces 961 822 230 409 57 
Forts, DAROE. oscncanetendews 132 81 24 7 41 
OR10 ..... .cosnenewebeteaesenl 2,185 1,104 193 888 59 
QORROUNE oduit ttt ccna 202 21 2 179 ll 
CROGUE. . .cccunnadmietedinnmens 147 7 23 46 69 
Penney lVaii..<icctadssdunncs 1, 600 845 128 627 60 
Rhode Ieee, . cudictuseddeede 28 18 4 6 7 
South Carolina ............... 673 238 215 220 67 
South Dakota ........ccccccce 239 125 22 92 61 
TORNCOEOS «. <<caccndasbeunvien 1, 462 573 12% 7 7 
DORR q . casein wanes setes 742 280 59 403 45 
OO oc écew nae 45 27 10 s 82 
Vermons. .cionedinesatie ating 249 127 37 85 65 
VIGINIS .. .cccupdibnkaestioes 760 255 132 373 50 
Wathinetet oo A 113 52 15 46 59 
West Virginia... .ccccocceess 152 70 ll val 53 
WiC0OQME oo conduc cwsties 1, 166 632 68 466 60 
Wyott. .scainesddssin: 9 5 3 1 | 88 
TOCKE: idesniebitendsinatel a 30, 009 


15,119 | 3,190 | 11,700 | 61 





Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HemENWAY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized 
for five minutes, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman,I simply rise tomake some 
comments upon statements made while the gentleman from 
Georgia occupied the floor. The gentleman suggested that it was 
necessary for Members of the House in some way to put them- 
selves under obligation to officials of the Department in order to 
secure free rural-delivery routes. Now, every man who knows 
the gentleman from Georgia knows that he would not do any- 
thing of that kind. I do not think that any other Member of 
this House would do anything of that kind. The truth is, in se- 
curing these routes, a great deal has depended upon the territory, 
as to the population, and a great deal has depended upon the ac- 
tivity of the Member of Congress. We should all be very gladif 


that day could come when without effort on our part-—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him just there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. 


HEMENWAY. Certainly. 
MADDOX, Knowing my friend to be a very active man, I 


should like to ask him how many free rural-delivery routes has 
he in his district? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido not know. I think, though, it is in 
the neighborhood of a hundred, perhaps more than that. I am 
not sure as to the number I have, but I know that the active 
Member of Congress does get the most routes established. The 
gentleman from Georgia is an active Member of Congress, be- 
cause that has been demonstrated here; and if he would compare 
the number of routes in his district with the average number it 
would be found that he has twice as many routes in his district 
as he is entitled to. He has 91 routes, and when you divide the 
number of routes that there are in the United States among the 
Congressional districts you will find that on that basis each dis- 
trict is entitled to about forty. 

Mr. MADDOX. Just a word. 

Mr. BATES rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Towhom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iwill yield first to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BATES. I should like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
if, in the awarding or allowing of free rural-delivery routes, not 
only the activity of the Member of Congress and the interest of 
the postmaster, but also the desires of the people who have peti- 
tioned, are consulted by the agent and reflected in his report, 
and not only the desire of the people for the service, but the use 
which they would make of it if it were given them? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, I have no doubt that in many dis- 
tricts the people do not want free rural delivery at all—do not 
petition for it. There are many districts all over the United 
States where the people are not asking for it now. 

Mr. MADDOX. In making that calculation, when I said I 
had ninety-one routes, there are some twenty, and probably thirty, 
of those routes that have been putin force in my district since 
this estimate of 1903, which was surveyed last year. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. Well, I congratulate the gentleman 
on getting so many routes recently, and I congratulate the people 
of his district upon having such a Representative in Congress, 
who does get for them all they are entitled to. 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman is misled again. They were 
put in operation lately, but they were absolutely surveyed out 
and recommended nearly twelve months before they were put 
in operation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, the same condition exists in other 
districts. The same condition existed in the district that I have 
the honor to represent. I had routes laid out more than twelve 
months before they were put in operation. They were put in op- 
eration on December 15—to-day. Now, I have no doubt the 
Members of the House have been active, the Members of the Sen- 
ate have been active, and routes were laid out faster than there 
was money to put them in operation. The Department can not 
now put in operation all the routes that are laid out with the ap- 
— they have, and the result is that there has been a 

elay. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a great service. It is going to cost 
the country millions and millions of dollars before we get through 
with it, and it is in the experimental stage yet. We have hardly 
got started before the carriers think they are entitled to more 
pay, and perhaps they are; and the Members of Congress become 
impatient because they do not all get the same number of routes 
at the same time, just as my friend from Georgia did; but when 
the figures are presented here he has more than twice as many 
routes as he is entitled to if they were divided fairly among the 
Representatives of the different districts of the country. 

Now, the people of my district were not anxious, to start in 
with, to have free rural delivery. They were slow about taking 
hold of it,and many districts in Indiana had seven or eight 
routes to my one; but finally my people caught on and said they 
wanted this service, and we went to getting it for them as fast as 
we could. I have no doubt there are many districts yet in the 
United States that have not made very many applications for 
these routes. The reason why Indiana and Iowa and the Central 
States had some routes laid out before other States—routes that 
were put in operation away back several years ago—is that when 
they were experimenting with rural free delivery they started 
out in those States. 

Mr. MADDOX. They had two of them in my county at the 
very earliest day. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Thatis another reason why the gentle- 
man is ahead of the other districts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. LIyield to the gentleman further time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The people were educated up to rural de- 


livery in the district of the gentleman, and in Iowa and Indiana 
and in the other States where the question was first discussed, 
and the result is that the Members from those States have more 
Now, as time rolls on I have no doubt that 


of those routes now. 
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other gentlemen will have established in their districts a suffi- 
cient humber of free rural-delivery routes—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana whether his view of it is not contradicted by the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia that there were 4,000 routes 
that had been applied for that had not been established in that 
territory of which he spoke? 

Mr. MADDOX. Three thousand nine hundred. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. In round numbers thatis 4,000. Now, 
the Members of Congress are active enough in presenting peti- 
tions and the people are active enough in asking for the routes, 
and yet they are not established, while other routes are being 
established in Iowa and these other Republican States. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. You can not figure on the number of pe- | 


titions filed, because that depends upon what the policy of differ- 
ent Members of Congress has been. 
Congress have opposed the filing of petitions, and have said to the 


Department that they did not want two or three routes estab- | 
They wanted county service, and when the 
Department should take up a county that they were to supply all | 


lished in a county. 


of it. They have thus discouraged the filing of petitions. I know 
of many Members of Congress who have asked their constituents 
not to file petitions. 


Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman to suggest to 


him that perhaps that is the reason that you have not got more | 
We thank you for that miJd protest you | 


routes for your side? 
made. E 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I extend my sympathy to the distin- 
guished gentleman, who seems to be unable to get what he 
desires. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I have been exceedingly active, but did not 


happen to be a member of the Committee on the Post-Office and | 


Post-Roads, and did not happen to be a Republican. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam not a member of the Committee on 


the Post-Office and Post-Roads and I do not think the gentleman | 


from Georgia is either, and that is what I stated at the outstart. 
i donot think the gentleman made an insinuation about the means 
by which these routes were to be secured. 
will have to cater to anyone to secure their routes. 

I know the gentleman from Georgia is too proud-spirited a man, 
and I know he would not cater to any living man on earth to se- 
cure afavor. So that I know that so far as the routes in his dis- 
trict are concerned they have come on account of the activity of 
the people in putting in petitions and his activity as a Member of 
Congress in looking after their business. The result has been 
that he has secured ninety-one routes in his district. I think I 
have the same number and possibly afew more. Isimply rose for 
the purpose of protesting against this idea going out that you 


have got to be a member of some particular committee to secure | I 


recognition. 


Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman understand that a Mem- | 


ber had to be a member of the committee? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You are not the gentleman I am speak- 
ing of; it was the gentleman who just took his seat who said that. 

Mr.CLAYTON. I did not say any such thing. The members 
of the Post-Office Committee and Republicans have gotten more 
of these routes than other men; and those of us who happen 
not to be members of certain committees and do not happen to 
be Republicans have been discriminated against, and the figures 
of the office will show it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 


as one man—— 


Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman must not understand that I | 
Iwas simply speaking | 


made any insinuation in any way myself. 
from the record. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has not insinuated any- 
thing, and I say to the gentleman that I know him so well that I 
can take his statement as an illustration of the man who does make 

-this insinuation. 
ceeded in getting ninety-one routes, and he is not a member of the 
Post-Office Committee and not a Republican. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope my colleague will not 


take his seat until he disavows that the rural free-delivery service | 


has been used for partisan purposes in Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
his district? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman has misconceived 
my question. : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
his district? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am not able to say, but I hope 
the gentleman, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
who is familiar with this service, will disavow that that service 
has been used in Indiana for partisan purposes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ifthe gentleman will answer my question, 
it will answer his. 


How many routes has the gentleman in 
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I do not think they | 


The gentleman, in making his statement | 


The man who goes after the offices has suc- | 


How many routes has the gentleman in | 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I believe I have nearly a hundred, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And the geftleman is a Democrat. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And for that reason I asked the 
gentleman to disavow that in Indiana at this time it is used for 
| partisan purposes. Will he do it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is not necessary to disavowit. Here 
are two Democrats, neither members of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and neither having their seats upon 
this side of the House, with more than twice the number of routes 
that they are entitled to be given. The Member always gets the 
| credit of securing those routes, and it is well understood in Indiana 
that ‘‘Jm Rospinson”’ can get more free-delivery routes than 
| anybody else in Indiana. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I only wanted the gentleman to 
disavow that they were used for partisan purposes in Indiana. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think in the district I rep- 
| resent there are now something over 190 established rural routes— 
not as many as I want and not as many as I intend to have, if it is 
possible to get them. [Laughter.] I have been diligent in the 
filing of petitions, diligent in striving to have the routes exam- 
ined, and diligent in trying to secure the establishment of the 
routes. I live in a district that is of a peculiar shape—long and 
narrow. I can start from the western limit of that district and 
travel 168 miles due east through a continuous lane, with a school- 
house every 2 miles along these roads. [Applause.] I undertake 
to say that there is no other district, or scarcely one, in the United 
| States where there are so many arable acres in proportion to the 
entire aggregate. There is not a mountain, there is not a lake, 
there is not a sand reach, there is not a morass to diminish the 
| great aggregate of arable acres. It is all now in use, and, fora 
country of farms, densely populated. 

I undertake to say that, while there are that number of routes, 
| the mail handled and the numberof routes is not disproportioned 
to those in the district of the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. Mp- 
pox]. Some of these routes handle over 6,000 pieces a month. 
Has the gentleman from Georgia a route in his district where the 
same service is rendered? 

Mr MADDOX. Iwill say that I believe I have. 
| way of knowing, for I have not investigated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman has I am glad of it. I say 
that the routes in my district will average 4,000 pieces of mail per 
|} month. Now, ought there not, in communities of that kind, to 
be a larger number of routes than in a district where the illiter- 
acy is very much greater, where the number of newspapers taken 
. a less, where the mail matter handled is inconsider- 
abie? 

Mr. MADDOX. But theargument was in behalf of these rural 
delivery routes, that it was for the purpose of educating the 
veople. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of course it is, but you have got to have the 
schoolhouse first. [Applause.] There is another thing, Mr. 
Chairman, that ought to be considered here, perhaps. The Kepub- 
lican party favored this enterprise, and our people were taught 
early its advantages. The Democratic party opposed it. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, that is not correct. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We made two appropriations that a Demo- 
cratic Postmaster-General refused to expend because he stated 
that he could not administer the law. 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman from Iowa is notcorrect. The 
first appropriation that was ever made in Congress for rural deliv- 
ery service was made on the motion of a gentleman from my State, 
| Tom Watson. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; and a Democratic Postmaster-General 
refused to expend it. He said he could not administer the la 
| He permitted two appropriations to remain in the Treasury, and 
|no attempt was made to establish the routes until McKinley 
came in. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, that statement by the gentle- 
man from Iowa isa mistake. Postmaster-General Wilson was 
the first man that put them in operation, and these routes were 
absolutely at work before McKinley was ever elected. The gen- 
| tleman from Iowa is off on that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Georgia is clearly mis- 
taken; it was Postmaster-General Wilson that refused to admin- 
ister the law. 

Mr. MADDOX. There were several routes in operation befor 
McKinley was elected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did not President Cleveland, in one of his 
messages, say it was impracticable? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not know about that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You ought to know. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. MADDOX. I will say that there were routes in operation 
before McKinley was elected. The first appropriation was for 
| $10,000 in the Fifty-second Congress, and in the Fifty-third Con- 

gress there were $50,000 appropriated, and Postmaster-General 


Wilson put them in operation. 





I have no 
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Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is right about the appropria- 
tions, but he is wrong as to the use of the appropriations, and the 
gentleman is wrong as to the spirit in which the Democratic party 
received this appropriation. They were opposed to it. 

Mr. MADDOX. I say that Postmaster-General Wilson put the 
free-delivery service into operation as an experiment before Mc- 
Kinley was nominated for President or thought of. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no doubt the gentleman thinks he is 
correct, but he is mistaken. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, from 
actual knowledge, that there was a rural route in operation in my 
district before the McKinley Administration. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can say the same thing for mine. 

Mr. FLOOD. There were two routes in operation in the dis- 
trict I represent before the election took place in 1896. I know 


that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Gentlemen have proven too much. The 
whole of this argument was to show that there was unfairness 
and discrimination upon the part of the Republican Administra- 
tion against the Democrats {laughter]; and now a number of you 
gentlemen belonging to the Democratic party are telling us that 
you have been in the enjoyment of routes which we have never 
heard of. [Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. BURLESON. The statementsof the gentleman from Iowa 
with reference to rural routes are just as accurate as his state- 
ments the other day with reference to the tariff. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. LI yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. GARDNER] as much time as he may desire. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Linp] spoke yesterday for along time 
on a combination of two subjects. One was the question of the 
future annexation of Canada; the other was the question of the 
closer trade relations of our people with the Canadians. As the 
gentleman’s remarks have not yet been publishedin the Recorp 
Iam somewhat at a loss how to reply to him without necessarily 
making some errors, and attributing to him things he may not 
have said. 

I wish to take up the question of closer trade relations with 
Canada from the point of view of a man whose neighbors are the 
maritime provinces, whereas the gentleman from Minnesota has 
spoken to us entirely from the point of view of a man whose 
neighbor is the great wheat-producing country of Manitoba. 

I am well aware that the State of Massachusetts is a very small 
part of the earth’s surface. I am very well aware that we should 
be lost in the gigantic territory of Minnesota. But I can not for- 
bear calling to the gentleman’s mind the fact that after all we 
have about 1,000,000 more people in Massachusetts than there are 
in his State. And it is not a question of acreage when we come 
to measure human interests, but rather a question of population, 
and perhaps to a lesser extent a question of valuation. 

Now, I suppose that we all in a general way believe in the pro- 
priety of closer trade relations with Canada and gene. in re- 
ciprocal treaty arrangements with Canada in such products as 
are noncompetitive, but as Americans we are very much inclined 
to look around first and see whether any particular proposition 
which may be made is what we call a ‘‘ good bargain.’”’ I sub- 
mit to this House that when 80,000,000 people propose to throw 
open their trade in return for the trade of 5,000,000 people, it 
requires a good deal more comprehensive view of the situation 
than was given yesterday by the gentleman from Minnesota be- 
fore we can establish any general rules which will not result ina 
bad bargain for the 80,000,000. 

I can very well understand that the millers of Minneapolis may 
wish to reduce to flour the wheat that is grown in the great north- 
western portion of the Dominion of Canada; but it becomes a 
very different proposition to the people of Massachusetts whether 
or not they are going to see established amid the cheap labor of 
the maritime Provinces the cotton mills and the shoe shops which 
give us our life. The gentleman from Minnesota told us how 
last summer he went through the gigartic Provinces of Assiniboia 
and Albertaand Manitoba and Saskatchewan; he told us how each 
of those Provinces is covered with grain fields; and he went on 
to say that in a few years they will be populated by our own peo- 
ple. _Now, the gentleman has exaggerated the state of affairs 
existing in those great Provinces of the Canadian northwest—Prov- 
inces which by reason of the nature of their territory as it now 
exists can not.support a dense population. I wish to call the 
attention of this House to the fact that the combined popula- 
tion of Manitoba, Alberta, Assiniboia, and Saskatchewan can be 
fitted into eighteen wards of the city of Boston and then take up 
only two-thirds of the territory. 

Now, it is not fair to speak of the Dominion of Canada as if its 
population were all of the same race and all speaking the same 
language. I am a near neighbor to the Province of Quebec, 
which has nearly 2,000,000 of the 5,000,000 inhabitants of all 
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Canada. Do they speak the same language? I venture to say 
that on the line of the Intercolonial Railway you can go from 
village to village and not even find a single man to act as inter- 
preter of the English language. Do they have the same standard 
of living? Ask any French-Canadian who comes down and earns 
his living in Massachusetts, and he will tell you ‘‘no.’”’ Their 
standard of living is of necessity far inferior to ours; they do not 
speak the same language; and undoubtedly if, by a reciprocity 
measure or any other form of legislation, you choose to lay open 
the markets of the United States to the products of the inhabi- 
tants of the Province of Quebec, the result would be that the 
French-Canadian and every other man in our cotton mills and 
our shoe shops in Massachusetts would be called upon to compete 
with the low pay and low standard of living of the inhabitants of 
that Province. 

The French-Canadians in our shoe shops are workmen of the 
highest skill. They maintain in the United States the same high 
standard as other men. Undoubtedly the men of their race 
whom they have left behind are just as skillful, but they work 
for small pay and their labor laws are undeveloped. 

God help the people in the cotton mills of Massachusetts if they 
have to compete with any more communities that have no child- 
labor laws and with any more underpaid labor. We have on the 
south gigantic competitors in coarse cotton goods employing un- 
derpaid and child labor. I venture to say that not more than two 
States to the south of Washington have efficient and proper child- 
labor laws. Are you going by reciprocity or under the guise of 
academic propositions in regard to closer trade relations to add 
to this southern competition the competition of the Dominion 
of Canada, with equally underpaid labor and almost as inefficient 
labor laws? 

It is not only the Province of Quebec which must be considered 
by those who inhabit the northeastern part of the United States. 
That is not the only maritime province, though, as I have said, 
there are nearly 2,000,000 of people, mostly of French descent, in 
that province; and I raised the question yesterday as to whether 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Linp] was aware of the pro- 
lixity of those same people. He seemed to think it was nota 
material point of the argument, but itis. When France ceded 
the Dominion of Canada to Great Britain in the latter part of the 
eighteenth century, there were only 90,000 Frenchmen in the 
whole Dominion. Since that.time every twenty-five years has 
shown that same French population to have been doubled with- 
out the influx of any emigrants from the mother country, until 
to-day there are probably 2,300,000 or 2,500,000 people of French 
descent in North America, of which perhaps 800,000 may be in 
New England and the rest in the Province of Quebec. Thatisa 
very material question when you are talking about establishing 
closer trade relations with Canada by means of reciprocal meas- 
ures or otherwise. 

I do not mean to say that a treaty can not be devised which will 
not be of advantage to both nations. I do not mean to say that I 
oppose reciprocity with Canada, but I do mean to say that before 
we go seriously into this subject let us see a reciprocity treaty 
which reciprocates. Let us see one that gives usa good bargain. 
That is the essence of the question, whether it is a good bargain 





| or not, not whether it meets with the academic proposition that 





we must have closer trade relations with Canada. I am not ready 
to sacrifice the fishing interests, the cotton interests, and the 
shoemaking interests of my district in order to enable the inhab- 
itants of the city of Winnipeg to obtain the surplus supply of 
strawberries from the State of Minnesota. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, as I have said, the Province of Quebec is not our 
only neighbor. Thereis Nova Scotiaand there is Newfoundland, 
the latter, to be sure, outside of the Dominion, but for the pur- 
poses of this discussion classified as a part of Canada. My con- 
stituency comes in direct competition with those people in the 
fisheries. The fisheries is a very important industry for us. It 
is an important industry for the whole nation, as it is in the fleets 
of Gloucester that the best men are turned out for petty and war- 
rant officers in the Navy in times of war. You have no other 
such nursery for seamen in the country. 

I could scarcely believe my ears yesterday when I heard the 
gentleman from Minnesota accusing the United States of contin- 
ually nagging, irritating, and misusing Canada. Human nature 
must’ be very different in his part of the country. With us it is 
the Canadians that are continually nagging and misusing and ill- 
treating our Gloucester fishermen. 

I could multiply instance upon instance, but I shall not. I 
shall only name perhaps two or three instances which come to my 
mind. 

I hold in mv hand the ConGrEsstonaL Recorp of 1900, and I 
quote from a speech of my predecessor, Secretary Moody, refer- 
ring to the Frederick Gerring case. <A certain fisherman, by 
many years of toil upon the sea, had gathered together money 
enough to own a little vessel. He was ont fishing some years ago 
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off the coast of Nova Scotia, more than 6 miles from any part 
of the mainland. He was fishing upon the high seas, upon 
God's highway, where American citizens have the same right as 
the citizens of Great Britain. That man consulted a Canadian 
cruiser on the spot as to whether or not he was fishing outside of 
the 3-mile limit. The Canadian cruiser replied that he was doing 
so. Ashe pulled up his catch his vessel drifted a little toward 
shore, and another Canadian cruiser came along and took him 
into port, went through the necessary proceedings, claimed his 
capture inside the 3-mile limit, and forced him to give up his ship 
and his catch. Poor Captain Morris was totally ruined. 

Now, I am going to tell you facts in this case that are a matter 
of record and not a matter of the opinion of some individual. 
The Canadian courts conceded that he was fishing outside the 
3-mile limit, where he had a right to fish. The Canadian courts 
conceded that when he attempted to pull in his catch he was still 
outside the 3-mile limit if measured from headland to headland; 
and they had to take a little rock, uninhabited and of no account, 
far out in the ocean and measure from that rock in order to bring 
the man within the 3-mile limit. Moreover, after the Secretary 
of State had moved in the matter time and again; after the Sen- 
ators from my own State had appealed again and again. finally 
the Canadian authorities conceded the wrongdoing and offered to 
give the man back his ship if he would pay the costs of its deten- 
tion. Meanwhile these costs had mounted up to far more than 
the value of the ship and the catch. Whatfolly! Whata grace- 
less concession and what a real injustice. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is one instance. Listen to what fol- 
lows. We have had the treaty right since 1819 to fish in the Bay 
of Islands for herring or such other fish as we may catch. Can 
we fish there? No; we can not fish there. Noman who sails out 
of Gloucester can fish there, because the inhabitants of New- 
foundland come out at night with their guns and tear up our 
nets. What is more, they are supported by the Canadian cruisers, 
and no United States cruiser on the ground. We have the un- 
doubted right to fish in the Bay of Islands, but we can not do it 
because they will not recognize our treaty rights. 

A third illustration came to me within the week. 

The mackerel fleet is a very important element in the fishing 
industry of my district. The captain whom we call the “‘ high- 
liner’’ of the mackerel fleet—that is to say, the skipper who year 
in and year out has the greatest average catch—is a man by the 
name of Captain Jacobs. He isa progressive man and he has in- 
troduced auxiliary steam in fishing, which isan innovation. The 
Canadian government last year granted him a license, as they were 
bound to do under their regulations. For this license he paid, 
enabling him to transship his crew, to refit, and so on, and three 
days later, when they found that he had auxiliary steam, they 
canceled his license without rhyme or reason. at man has 
been protesting ever since, and not one atom of justice can he get 
from these neighbors of ours on the north, whom we were told 
yesterday that we were continually irritating and abusing. 

Now, I wish to say a word about the whole subject of ap pe | 
treaties, and I can but suppose that it was in support of suc 
treaties that the gentleman from Minnesota spoke yesterday. I 
can not suppose that the question of the annexation of Canada is 
pressing on the American people to-day; but one of the great 
questions which is continually agitating the United States, and 
more especially the community I represent, is this very question 
of reciprocity. 

I know that many people in my district are in favor of reciproc- 
ity when it does not tread on their particular corns. I am well 
aware that throughout the United States you can find the same 
sentiment and even a more general sentiment in favor of reci- 
procity confined to noncompetitive articles. But when you come 
down to reciprocity in competitive articles I should like to tell 
this House about the only reciprocity treaty with the country 
north of usthat know anythingabout. Iunderstand thoroughly 
the provisions of the Hay-Bond treaty, so called, which was be- 
fore the Senate for ratification last year. I donot pretend to know 
about other Canadian reciprocity treaties, but I know all about 
that treaty; and, if the other treaties are anything like that one, 
I think it would be well for even the gentleman representing the 
city of Minneapolis to reconsider before he advocates rushing head- 
long into closer trade relations with Canada. 

The Hay-Bond treaty, so far as the concessions of the United 
States were concerned, was a proposition to admit free into the 
United States all the products of the cod fishery and the cod it- 
self. That was substantially the proposition, and it would have 
utterly rnined the cod fisheries of Gloucester. It would have 
utterly ruined the packing industries for fish in Massachusetts. If 
those products had been admitted free, in ten weeks the people in 
St. Johns could have set up establishments in Newfoundland for 
packing and curing fish. It was death to Gloucester, and yet 

esolutions in favor of the treaty were passed by the Board of 
Trade of the city of Boston. It was supported by most of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











DECEMBER 15, 


salt-fish dealers in Boston, naturally enough, and bya great many 
other bodies. Why? Because that treaty ostensibly put on the 
free list of Newfoundland seventy-one different articles pro. 
duced in the United States. My constituents said to me again 
and again, ‘‘ Why, here is so-and-so that they have put on the free 
list. You are not going to oppose that?’ My invariable answer 
was, ‘‘ My dear sir, have you examined the Newfoundland tariff 


| as it exists to-day, to see whether that article is not already on the 


free list?’’ 

Out of those seventy-one articles which they ostensibly put on 
the free list sixty-three were already on the free list, and there 
was no concession whatever. Of the remaining eight, seven were 
different kinds of agricultural implements, which could be im- 
ported into Newfoundland for use, but not for sale; and the 


| seventy-first and sole article in which they made a real conces- 


sion Was gas engines, when protected by patent. Now, think of 
that for a treaty; think of that having passed muster without one 
single soul taking the trouble to compare the tariff existing in 
Newfoundland to-day with what it was proposed to establish by 
the Hay-Bond treaty. ' 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not go at length into the various 
other modifications of the treaty. That is a sample of what | 
might in other places refer to as the ‘‘gold brick’? that was 
handed to us. I will venture to say that if you will look into 
Canadian reciprocity treaties of the future you will find that, al- 
though they can not be any worse for us than the Hay-Bond 
treaty, they may be very nearly as bad. 

Mr. SWANSON. If the gentleman will permit me, who nego- 
tiated that treaty? Was it negotiated by President Roosevelt? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged 
to admit that the treaty was negotiated by a Republican State 
Department. I will admit that sometimes my own party is capa- 
ble of making just such errorsas the gentleman invited my atten- 
tion to; but it does not, on the whole, speak well for the care with 
which the members of his party examine reciprocity propositions 
in which they are so much interested. That such a state of affairs 
as the submission of that treaty to the Senate with those provi- 
sions in it escaped the notice of them all is remarkable in view of 
the fact that they, more than anyone else, are interested in the 
academic proposition of reciprocity. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. HamILTon having 


| taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, sundry messages in writ- 


ing from the President of the United States were communicated 
tothe House of Representatives by Mr. BARNEs, one of his secre- 
taries. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty-five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time I propose to 
speak I shall address my remarks to the recent events occurring 
on the Isthmus of Panama which have attracted the attention of 
the civilized world. I propose to consider the building of the 
Panama Canal in its relation to a deep waterway from the Great 
Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico. The Republic of Panama is an es- 
tablished fact. Nothing I can say will in any manner alter ex- 
isting conditions. It has been recognized by the great world 
powers, and so far as I am concerned as a citizen of this Republic 
and representing here in part one of its greatest States, I would 
not alter existing conditions if I could. 

Looking at the matter as a question merely of ethics, the pres- 
ent Administration might be subjected to some criticism; bu 
great world movements do not wait upon questions of ethics. | 
have no word of criticism or condemnation for the high officials 
of this Government who have conducted and carried to a suc- 
cessful issue these negotiations. The canal is now an assured 
fact. It will be constructed along the route already selected by 
the Congress. It is too late now to discuss the Nicaragua route. 
The deliberate judgment of this House was in favor of the Pan- 
ama route, and that matter is settled now forever. 

It may be that the Republic of Panama sprung quickly into 
existence. It is true it was quickly recognized by this Adminis- 
tration; but things happen quickly in this new century. It was 
not recognized too soon to suit me. I am in favor of recognizing 
republics wherever and whenever they are established. This is 
Democratic doctrine. It is in harmony with our own origin an‘ 
with the spirit of our own Constitution. I see no harm in pro- 
tecting infant republics from the encroachment and tyranny o! 
older and stronger powers. 

If the Republican party takes upon itself credit as a party for 
the events which have just occurred, I sincerely hope it will rec- 
ognize and follow the precedent it has set and join with the repre- 
sentatives of the Democratic party on this side of the House in 






recognizing the right of self-government in the islands of the seas. 
It is hardly consistent to recognize the right of 300,000 Spaniards, 
Indians, and negroes on the Isthmus to govern themselves and to 
continue to compel the millions of people who live 5,000 miles 
farther away, beyond our natural boundaries, in the south Pacific 
Ocean, to yield an unwilling obedience to our Government. 

I trust the Republican party will further extend its generous 
impulses and join with us and say to the people of the Philippine 
Islands, ‘* You have contended in battle with one of the greatest 
of the Old World powers; you have earned the right to govern 
yourselves.”’ If the policy now advocated by the gentlemen on 
the other side of this House is carried to its logical conclusion, 
they must soon join with us in proclaiming this doctrine. I con- 
gratulate them upon the tendency they are now displaying. 

[ heard with great interest the eloquent remarks of the gentle- 
man from my own State on the other side of the House [Mr. Hirt}; 
but not <i we have accorded complete justice to the people in 
the Philippine Islands will the following statement made by him 
be true in substance and in fact. He said: 

Our standing the wide world round, by now many years—not all our his- 
tory; there are some checkered spots—has vindicated the fixed purposeof 
the people of the United States, as a body. acting always with that aggregate 
strength which comes as a resultant of the opinions of all, to never do any- 
thing that they can not afterwards look the world in the face and answer 
for and which the world will not justify. 

If our recent conduct as a nation in other parts of the world is 
one of the checkered spots to which the gentleman from IDlinois 
referred, I trust he will now join with us in an effort to expunge 
from our history this darkest spot of all. 

But, im the great events which have just occurred, I do not think 
the President and his advisers have acted at the dictation of any 
party or in the interest of any party. They have simply become 
the instruments to carry into effect the fixed determination of 
80,000,000 people. In the history of the centuries the time has 
come to build the isthmian canal, and the strongest nation in all 
the world go ome now to build it. Forthis great work the world 
has waited through four long busy centuries, and the hour has 
come. Noman or party can afford to stand in the way of this great 
world movement, for such a man or party there impends certain 
and immediate disaster. 

This is an era of canal building. The Suez Canal is open to the 
commerce of the world. The great Baltic Ship Canal is now in 
operation. Almost two thousand four hundred years ago, in the 
time of Alexander the Great, they planned and projected a canal 
across the Isthmus of Greece. They waited for three hundred 
years, and in the time of Nero commenced to build it; but it 
remained for the present generation, a few years ago, to complete 
it. Wedo not propose to wait that long for the Panama Canal. 

The era of railroad building is about to come to an end, and the 
water controlling period of the world is upon us. 

The greatest dam ever constructed by man has just been com- 
pleted across the Upper Nile in Egypt, and the flow of that an- 
cient river through its fertile valley is now absolutely controlled. 


The city of Chicago has started to build a road to the sea for | 


its own shipping and for the shipping of the Great Lakes, and 
without the aid or assistance of the State government or the Na- 
tional Government has already expended for that purpose $35,000.- 
000, and has already constructed a great canal, through which 
almost any vessel that is able to go through the Suez Canal can 
pass. Already the city of Chicago has restored to the Great Lakes 
their ancient outlet, and the blue waters of these inland seas are 
now again flowing through the Illinois and Mississippi rivers to 
the Mexican Gulf. 

The State of New York has just determined to expend millions 
of dollars in enlarging the Erie Canal. The citizens of Philadel- 
phia are clamoring for a 35-foot channel to the sea. This is not 
the time to object or protest; this is the time to act. I see no 
reason why we should not police the seas in the vicinity of the 
proposed canal. [Applause.] We ought to prevent the landing 
of troops by Colombia on the Isthmus. The personal ambitions 


the world must not be permitted to stand in the way of such an 
enterprise as this. 

But there is another and a more potent reason why no man 
who lives in the Mississippi Valley ought now to complain of re- 
cent events or object. 

The time has arrived in the history of the western world when 
the east and west movement of commerce is, in a measure, about 
to end, and when the north and south movement of commerce is 
about te commence. The building of this canal is a most impor- 
tant step in this direction, and its immediate construction becomes 
& matter of vast importance to every man, woman, and child liv- 
ing in that part of our country which lies between our great 
mountain ranges. ‘ 

During the past century and a quarter of our national existence 
commerce has moved along east and west lines. Our development 
has been from the East toward the West. Raw material has been 
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brought from the West to the Eastern States. The manufactured 
product has been shipped back from the East to the West. 

As a result of these conditions great transcontinental railways 
have been constructed. The idea heretofore has prevailed that 
there is some normal law which compels the movement of com- 
merce across meridians of longitude. As a matter of fact, the 
natural direction for commerce to move on this continent and in 
the world is across parallels of latitude. The north and south 
movement is about to commence. 

Our country is now practically fully occupied. There is no 
longer any considerable westward movement of our population. 
On the contrary, immigration on this continent has been de- 
flected, and an army of farmers are crossing our northern bound- 
ary and occupying the wheat lands of Canada. Already, and 
within the last twelve months, 100,000 men have left this country 
and crossed into Canada. The peaceful conquest of that country 
has commenced. 

Our manufacturing establishments are seeking a location near 
the fuel they burn and the raw material they consume. Within 
the last five years fires have been started in thousands of factories 
throughout the Southland. 

We are beginning to realize that the omnipotent God has pro- 
vided the great central portion of our continent with the grandest 
system of natural waterways in all the world, intended for the 
ag of conveying to the sea the products of the Mississippi 
Valley. 

Upon this great system of rivers we have expended during the 
last century the beggarly sum of $40 per mile each year in a weak 
attempt to keep them in condition to carry the commerce of those 
great States where the major portion of our population live. We 
expend more money than that each year per mile to keep an ordi- 
nary country road in repair. 

What we need in this country now is an expenditure of less 
money for navies to sail the seas and the expenditure of more 
money for the benefit of the people who live at home. 

We are arranging to celebrate the one hundredth anniversary 
of the Louisiana purchase. We are reminded in this connection 
that the thought underlying that purchase was the Mississippi 
oe and its tributaries as an outlet for a great continental 
valley. 

The dream of the old French voyageurs was a great New France, 
under a feudal government, extending from the frozen North, 
along the Lakes, the Illinois and the Mississippi rivers, to the 
Southern Gulf. That dream is about to be realized by a different 
race of men, under different conditions, and under a free govern- 
ment. 

The great city of Chicago is destined within the next decade to 
become the commercial and financial center of the country, and 
is destined to become in the decade after that the commercial and 
financial center of the world. The time has come when her great 
interests and the interests of the millions of people who live in 
the Mississippi Valiey demand that she shall have an outlet to 
the sea. [Applause. | 

The different sections of our country are becoming self-sustain- 


|ing. When that happens commerce must naturally travel across 


parallels of latitude in order that the products of colder climes 
may be more readily exchanged for the products of tropical 
countries. 

The northward movement of our agricultural population, the 
completion by Chicago of her great canal, large enough to permit 
the passage of almost any vessel that sails the seas, and the pros- 
pect that this Government will in the immediate future complete 
the canal commenced by the French across the Isthmus, thus 
opening the entire Pacific Ocean to the north-and-south move- 
ment of commerce—all these things concur and mark unmistak- 
ably the beginning on this continent of a movement of commerce 
across parallels of latitude. 

The development of a great waterway from the Lakes to the 


| Gulf, and through the Gulf to Atlantic ports, and through the 
of a few professional agitators and revolutionists in that part of | 


isthmian canal to the South Pacific Ocean is now almost an as- 


| sured fact. It requires only a little more excavation between the 


Chicago Drainage Canal and the Dlinois River, the removal of 
the locks and dams in that river, a little dredging, some pro- 
vision for protecting valley lands by levees against the increased 
flow of water through the rivers, and the thing is done, and the 
coast line of the United States is, in effect, doubled. 

The people of New York State have recently determined to ex- 
pend an enormous sum of money in deepening and widening the 
Erie Canal. The citizensof Philadelphiaare asking that millions 
be appropriated by the National Government to connect that 
city with the sea. While I commend the citizens of New York 
and the citizens of Philadelphia for the zeal they display, I am 
constrained to call attention to the fact that their energy is mis- 
directed. 

The expenditure of fabulous millions of money can not compel 
commerce to move again on east and west lines. The Erie Canal 
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has had its period of usefulness. It will not be a considerable 
factor in the movement of heavy freight in the years to come, and 
the expenditure of millions of money will not be able to accom- 
plish an unnatural movement of commerce on east and west lines. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RAINEY. Iask that my time be extended. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. How much more time does the gentle- 
man want? 

Mr. RAINEY. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 
more. 

Mr. RAINEY. With the advent of the new era the necessity 
for making a seaport out of Philadelphia has disappeared. The 
needs of commerce do not now demand that sort of thing. 

The expenditure of as much money as they propose to expend 
on the Erie Canal and on the Delaware River would almost com 
plete the construction of the Lakes to the Gulf waterway. An 


Ten minutes. 
I yield to the gentleman ten minutes | 


irresistible rival would be then furnished to the great east and | 


west railroad lines, which propose to merge in spite of governors 
and courts and laws. 


goods free of all charges. 


The people of New York and Philadelphia may as well recog- | 


nize the inevitable. Even in darkest Africa they realize the im- 
pending north and south movement of commerce and still cling 
fondly to the *‘ Cairo to the Cape” railroad project of the late 
Cecil Rhodes. 

The building of the Isthmian Canal has always been consideted 
in connection with a *‘ Lakes to the Gulf’’ waterway. In 1845. just 
prior to the canal treaty entered into between this Government 
and New Granada, the state which preceded Panama on the 


Isthmus, and while the then proposed treaty was being discussed, | 
a great deep-waterway convention met in the city of Memphis, | 


Tenn., presided over by John C. Calhoun and attended by 553 
delegates. This convention adopted the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the project of connecting the Mississippi River with the 


lakes of the north by a canal, and thus with the Atlantic 
worthy the enlightened consideration of Congress. 


Over a half acentury passed by, and on the 27th day of October | 
of this year, just prior to the making of the present treaty with the | 


successor of New Granada on the Isthmus and while it was being 
discussed, another great deep-waterway convention met, this 
time in the city of New Orleans, and adopted the following reso- 
lution: 


Be it resolved, That the convention of delegates representing the States of | 


the great Mississippi Valley, from Duluth to the Gulf of Mexico, gives its 
unqualified approval to the movement for the construction of a waterway 
connecting the Great Lakes at the North with the Mississippi River and the 
Gulf of Mexico at the South. We recognize the expenditure of $35,000,000 
by the Sanitary District of Chicago as a practical demonstration in the 
furtherance of this project. We express the hope that the Senators and 


Representatives in Congress from the various States represented in this con- | 


vention will give their encouragement and assistance to Congressional legis- 
lation in favor of the completion of the deep waterway, to which the Mis- 
sissippi Valley States have already given their approval, and to which the 
State of Illinois and the Sanitary District of Chicagoare committed as a mat- 
ter of policy and by the great financial expenditures already made. 

Is it by accident these two great questions always present them- 
selves for consideration side by side? I think not. They are 
both presented at the same time by the irresistible logic of events. 
The dream of fifty years ago is about to become the reality of 
to-day. 

No man who lives in the great central portion of this country 
can now occupy upon this floor an attitude hostile to the imme- 
diate completion of the isthmian canal along the only route now 
possible and go home and make a satisfactory explanation to the 

ople who sent him here. 

It is the duty of every citizen, wherever he may live, to bow to 
inevitable conditions and assist in bringing about the completion 
of the isthmian canal and “‘the Lakes to the Gulf’’ waterway, 
which go hand in hand, and upon both of which depend so largely 


and so vitally the future development and prosperity of our | 


country. [Prolonged applause. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, a number of gentlemen 
on this side of the House have expressed a desire to address the 
committee, but they are not present at thistime. One gentleman 
has expressed his wish to address the committee to-morrow. I 
have also learned from my colleague that gentlemen on the other 
side of the House will want ‘some time to-morrow. 
this I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore, 
Mr. DaLZzELL, having resumed the chair, Mr. Lawrence, Chair- 


man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 


Union, reported that that committee had had under consideration 


the bill H. R. 6758, the pension appropriation bill, and had come | 


to no resolution thereon. 


A great north and south highway would | 
be provided in which any man might launch his boat and carry his | 


ean, is a measure | 
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LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION COMPANY. 


_ The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which, with 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indus- 
trial Arts and Expositions, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State covering a stato. 
ment showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana Purchase Fx 
osition Company for the month of October, 1903, furnished by the Louisiana 
urchase Exposition Commission in pursuance of section I of the “Act to 
provide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase 0; 
| the Louisiana Territory,” etc., approved March 3, 190f. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wurre Hovse, December 15, 1908. 


LIEUT. COL. L. K. SCOTT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
| and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

{ transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompa 
nying papers, concerning the claim of Lieut. Col. L. K. Scott, a British sub- 
| ject, on account of the = by the Ordnance Department of the United 
States Army of a system of sighting of which he is the inventor. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 





Wurrnr Howse, December 15, 1908. 


NORWEGIAN STEAMER NICARAGUA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
| message from the President of the United States; which, with the 
accompanying papers. was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, as a case not acted upon by the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, a report from the Secretary of State, and accompanying papers, relat- 
| ing to the appeal for indemnity addressed to the equitable consideration of 
} SeGoveenaneat of the United States by the ownersof the Norwegian steamer 
sVicadragudad, 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waite Hovsr, 

Washington, December 15, 1908. 


VANDEGRIFT CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Insu- 
| lar Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
| To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled ‘‘An act 
| temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porte Rico, and 

for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance enacted by the execnu- 
tive council of Porto Rico on March 2, 1903, granting to the Vandegrift Con 
| struction Company the right to build and operate a line of railway between 
the municipality of San Juan and the Playa of Ponce,in the island of Porto 
| Rico,and to develop energy by water or other power for distribution and 
sale for railway, lighting, and industrial purposes. 

This ordinance was approved by the President of the United States on 
| March 21, 1903. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuirer Hous, 
Washington, December 15, 1908. 


UNITED STATES LAND UNDER CONTROL OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
| ing message from the President of the United States; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a supplemental report by the Secretary of War, sub 
mitting additional dataregarding land owned by the United Statesand under 
contra] of the War Department, in further compliance with an item con 
tained in the sundry civil appropriation act approved June 28, 1902. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT 
Wuitre Howss, December 15, 1903. 


PAY OF EMPLOYEES, 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) to pay the officers and employees of the Sen 
ate and House of Representatives their respective salaries for the mont 
of December, 1903, on the 18th day of said month. 





In view of | 


Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and instructed to 
may the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
including the Capitol police, their respective salaries for the month of Decem 
ber, 1903, on the 18th day of said month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears 
none. The question is on the engrossment and third reading of 
the joint resolution. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
| time, read the third time, and passed. 
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CLERK OF MINORITY COMMITTEE ROOM. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following priv- 
jJeged report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution H. Res. 
ak MN or hal the same under consideration, report in lien thereof the fol- 


we eoniwell That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to appoint Charles A. Edwards as clerk for the committee room 
known as the minority room, as successor to the present clerk to said con- 
ference minority committee room, as provided for by the act approved Feb- 
ary 2d, 1908. 

” A 30. ‘nat the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized and directed 
to appoint a messenger for the committee room known as the minority room, 
to be paid at the rate of $100 per month, until otherwise provided by law. 

The committee recommend the passage of the substitute. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
By unanimous consent, Mr. MANN was granted leave to with- 


draw from the files of the House without leaving copies, the 


papers in the case of Harriet N. Parr, Fifty-seventh Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

Then, on motion of Mr. VAN VoorRuis (at 2 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as | 


follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Indian Island Slough, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Patapsco 
River, Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Menominee, Milwaukee, and Kinnekinnick rivers, in the city of 
Milwaukee, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
South Haven Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Shrewsbury River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

‘letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Huron Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ting a report of rental collections on account of public buildings 
and sites—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from Col. T. W. Symons, United States Army, a recommendation 
for an appropriation for the Grant Memorial—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Quincy Harbor and Bay, Illinois—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Cypress 
Bayou, with the lakes between the city of Jefferson, Tex., and the 
Red Rixer—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Manatee River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
f rom the Chief of Engineers, report of resurvey of the harbor of 
South Milwaukee, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Trinity 
River, Texas, between Dallas and the East Fork—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 


4 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- | 
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from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Newport 
Harbor, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 2510) for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pamlico 
sounds, North Carolina, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 9); which said bill and report were 
— to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7273) to enable 
the city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and the town of Mesa, 
all in Maricopa County, Ariz., severally to issue the bonds of said 
municipalities for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a 
freighting and wagon road from any convenient point in the Salt 
River Valley to the Salt River reservoir dam site in Maricopa 
County, Ariz., reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by areport (No. 10); which said bill and report were referred 
| to the House Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2089) for the relief of Joseph L. Brown—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3047) for the relief of Cave Johnson—Committesa 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3671) for the relief of Elenor W. Smith—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3673) for the relief of the heirs of the late William 
H. Finch—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3677) for the relief of Ralls Lodge, No. 83, Ancient 
Free and Accepted Masons—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3678) for the relief of Mrs. Catharine Bedell— 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3679) for the relief of George W. Payne—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3680) for the relief of F. H. Hunicke—Committee 
| on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 3682) for the relief of John Harper, Alexander 
Hammontree, and others—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3760) for the relief of the heirs of the late Joseph 
M. Carrico—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3891) for the relief of Wesley C. Owens—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4117) to pay the Standard Steel Casting Company 
for one 6-inch gun casting—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 4258) for the relief of Maurice Langhorne—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Beaumont—Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 











PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under ciause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7615) to provide for a public 
building at Terrell, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 
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By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7616) to amend section 608 of the 
code of law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7617) to amend section 607 of the code of 
law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

3y Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7618) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to enlarge, strengthen, widen, and improve 
the bridge across the Mississippi River at Fort Snelling, Minn.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 7619) construing the 
rovisions of sections 2304 to 2309 of the Revised Statutes of the 
Jnited States in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

s10ns. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 7620) defining the limit of 
navigation of the Osage River in the State of Missouri—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 7621) to provide for the 
construction and equipment of a revenue cutter for service in | 
Narragansett Bay and adjacent waters—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7622) authorizing a survey of the 
Obion River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7623) authorizing survey of South Fork of 
Forked Deer River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on | 
Rivers and Harbors. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7624) authorizing survey of Forked Deer | 
River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7625) to re- 
duce taxation on American citizens who use hides, leather, boots, 
ao saddles, and harness—to the Committee on Ways and | 

feans. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 7626) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee | 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 7627) to authorize the 
erection of a public building at Crookston, Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 7628) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to cause to be made a survey of Indian 
River in Sussex County, State of Delaware—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7629) to re- 
fund the cotton tax to the States wherein collected—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7630) for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Newark, State of Ohio—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 7631) to open to 
homes ‘ead settlement the relinquished portions of the Round Val- 
ley Indian Reservation, in the State of California, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 7632) to establish a parcels 
post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 7633) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Department of Agriculture to execute laws relating 
to forest reserves—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 7634) to establish a life-saving 
station in Sussex County, State of Delaware—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 7635) to place three lighted 
buoys on the outer bar at Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on | 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7636) to construct and place a light-ship off 
the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on Interstate | 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7637) for survey and estimate of cost of deep- | 
ening Brunswick (Ga.) inner harbor and outer bar—to the Com- | 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 7638) to extend the lines of the | 
Capital Traction Company—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 7639) for survey and esti- | 
mate of cost of improving St. Marys River, Georgia—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7640) for the | 
further protection of interstate trade and to amend ‘‘An act to | 
protect tradeand commerce against unlawful restraints and mon- | 
opolies.”’ approved July 2, 1890—to the Committee on Inter-state | 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7641) to prevent and punish overissue of | 
stock by combinations, consolidated companies, or trusts en- | 
gaged in interstate commerce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7642) to pro. 
tect the Mississippi Valley from destructive floods—to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 7648) to secure the Govern. 
ment of the United States against unjust demands by postmasters 
to be paid or credited with the amount of losses resulting from 
burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7644) for the erection of a 
public building at Tuscaloosa, Ala.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 7645) to increase the efi- 
ciency of the Army by providing for the ranking and promotion of 
officers according to merit—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 7646) for checking sporadic out- 
breaks of the Mexican cotton-boll weevil—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 7647) to restore the rights of cer- 
tain militiamen, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7648) providing for medals of 
honor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWIE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7649) authorizing 
R. R. Asbury and associates to use the water power at Locks 1, 2, 


| and 3 in Coosa River, Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 

3y Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 7650) for the 
erection of a public building at Kokomo, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 7679) to establish pro- 
bate courts in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to 


| the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A joint resolution (H. J. 


| Res, 67) to amend the Constitution of the United States in rela- 


tion to income and succession taxes—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. DIXON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 68) to direct the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to inquire into the cost and 


| feasibility of constructing a wire fence along the Canadian bound- 


ary between the Lake of the Woods and Point Roberts—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 69) to pay 
the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives their respective salaries for the month of December, 1903, on 
the 18th day of said month—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 21) for 
survey and estimate of the cost of dredging the channel at Mobile, 
Ala.,to a depth of 30 feet—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A resolution (H. Res. 94) providing a mes- 
senger for the Committee on the Judiciary—to the Committee on 
Accounts. - 

By Mr. GRAFF: A resolution (H. Res. 95) that the chairman 
of the Committee on Claims be authorized to appoint an assistant 
clerk—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
_ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 7651) granting a pension to 
Judson E. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7652) for the relief of 
the personal representatives of James Rhodes, deceased—to tlic 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7653) for the relief of Thomas T. Dunn and 
others—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7654) for the relief of the surviving heirs o! 
Isaac Hulse, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7655) for the relief of the estate of Martha 
J. Bailey, deceased, Martha J. Ozment, Alabama Bell, Eugene A. 
Bailey, and estate of Amanda Jones, deceased—to the Commitive 


/ on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7656) for the relief of Dora Terrell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7657) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
H. Avery—to the Committee on Claims. , 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 7658) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph A. W. Hostetler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to 
Emma M. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7660) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 












CONGRESSIONAL 


Ry Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 7661) for the relief of Nancy 
Rose—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 7662) granting a pension to 
Arminta C. Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7663) for the relief of B. C. Thompson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7664) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Malloch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7665) to remove the charge of desertion 
now standing against Furman D, Lee—to the Committee on Mili- 
ary Affairs. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 7666) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
F. Hine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H.R. 7667) granting an increase of 
pension to Cary D. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 7668) granting a pension to 
Mary Anderson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7669) granting a pension to Josiah Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7670) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10ns. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 7671) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Boring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7672) granting an increase of pension to D. 
M. Roney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 7673) granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7674) granting an increase of pension to 
James Gowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7675) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) granting a pension to Hannah Hen- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H., R. 7677) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam K. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7678) granting an increase of pension to 


Louis Montjar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 7680) granting an increase of 
pension to De Witt C. Folsom—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7681) granting an increase of pension to | 


Joseph R. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam H. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Jennings—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7684) granting an increase of pension to 
Minor B. Monaghan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7685) granting an increase of pension to Ida 
C. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7686) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda Haley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7687) granting an increase of pension to John 
Wurster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7688) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7689) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezekiel M. Gribble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7690) for the relief of James Gillieece—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7691) for the relief of John W. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7692) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Coughlin, of North Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7698) granting a pension to Jessie K. Sirlott— | 


to the Ce mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7694) granting a pension to CarolinaL. 
Rouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7695) granting a pension to Josiah C. Ury— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 7696) granting an increase of 
Pension to Silas Mosher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 7697) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard H. Black—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7698) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Mockabee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Martha del’ Banco Cunningham—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Susannah Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
r \lso, a bill (H. R. 7701) granting an increase of pension to J. H. 


“7 


‘iglish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 













































Also, a bill (H. R. 7699) granting an increase of pension to | 
By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 7700) granting a pension to | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7702) granting an increase of pension to Jack- 
son Gearheart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7703) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Robins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7704) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam G. Derrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7705) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Brink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7706) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Detwiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7707) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
K. Bard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7708) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7709) granting an honorable discharge to 
Jeremiah Dressler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7710) granting an honorable discharge to Sam- 
uel Bailey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 7711) granting a pension to 
Henry W. Desaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7713) for the relief of Elmer 
Stickle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7714) granting a pension to Eunice M. 
Stickle—to the Committee an Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7715) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Alverson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7716) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. McIntyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 7717) for the relief of W. J. Gor- 
don, sr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief 
of the estate of Artemus E. Gibson—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of 
pension to Hiram B.Cozine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7720) grant- 
ing a pension to William E. Coffin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to 
Eliza Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 7722) for the relief of the 
Nicholasville Baptist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 7723) granting a pension to 
Kate H. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) for the relief of certain officers of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 7725) granting a pension to 
Alfred M. Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7726) granting a pension to Jasper W. N. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7727) granting a pension to Stephen Rice— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7728) granting a pension to Robert M. Boyd— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7729) for relief of F. M. Rhineheardt—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 7730) to reimburse Quong Hong 
Yick for one case of opium erroneously condemned and sold by 
| the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 
| By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Pitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7732) granting a pension to 
Mary Chenowith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 7733) granting an increase of pen- 
| sion to Thomas L. Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 7734) granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
| E, Frink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 7735) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
| H. H. Baxter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7736) granting an increase of pension to 
| George Beckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7737) granting an increase of 
| pension to Haward McGuire—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7788) correcting the record of Moses Adams— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7739) for the relief of Mrs. J. W. Yates—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7741) granting a pen- 
| sion to Jacob Kisling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7742) granting an increase of pension to 
| Charles E. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7743) to remove charge of desertion and 
grant an honorable discharge to James Burroes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7744) to remove charge of desertion and 
grant an honorable discharge to George W. Weiser—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7745) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 7746) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Paducah, Ky.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 7747) for the relief of J. W. Craw- 
ford, postmaster at Riverton, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A biil (H. R. 7748) granting an honorable 
discharge to John B. Hostean—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7749) granting an honorable discharge to 
Benjamin F. Hildenbiddle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 7750) granting an honorable discharge to | 
Philip Kurtz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 7751) granting an honorable discharge to | 
James H. Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7752) granting a pension to William L. Rut- | 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7753) granting an increase of pension to | 
James Ormsby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7754) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
nuah Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7755) granting a pension to Barbara Seidel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 7756) granting an increase | 
of pension to Charles Schroder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 7757) granting an increase of | 

nsion to Cyrus Davidheiser—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 7758) granting an increase of 
nension to Charles E. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid | 

enslons. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7759) for the relief of the es- 
tate of William Crabtree, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
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By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7760) granting a pension to 
Sarah R. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 7761) granting a pension to | 
Quintus Hummel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7762) granting a pension to William J. All- | 
mand—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 7763) granting an increase of | 
pension to Elihu Chilcott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7764) granting | 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Shaw—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7765) granting a 
pension to William Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 7766) to correct the military record of and 
grant a pension to Gideon M. Burriss, of McMinn County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7767) for the relief of John 
Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of William H. Sprinkle— | 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7769) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7770) granting an increase of pension to | 
Jokn Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7771) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7772) granting a pension to Robert Leach— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7773) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Thoroman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7774) for the relief of Darius Atkinson—to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7775) for the relief of Martin Lunsford—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7776) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kuster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7777) granting a pension to Chester A. Dry- | 


den—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7778) granting a pension to Frank H. Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7779) for the relief of Peter Scott—to the 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of John Welty—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7781) granting a pension to Mark Watts—to 
the Committee ‘on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7782) granting an increase of pension to 
Minerva A. Bing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7783) granting an increasevof pension to 
James A, Gunning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7784) granting an increase of pension to Wat- 
son B. Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7785) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
B. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7786) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Keaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7787) granting an increase of pension to Vic- 
toria Pemberton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7788) granting an increase of pension to 


| Mary A. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7789) for the relief of Frank E. Williams— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7790) for the relief of Moses J. Robertson— 


| to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7791) granting ’a pension to Charles C. Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 7792) granting an increase 
of pension to Lazarus Minnich—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7793) to correct the military record of Philip 
D. Beidel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 7794) granting a pension 
to Louisa R. Chitwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7795) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew M. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7796) granting an increase of pension to John 


| W. Coons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7797) granting an increase of pension to 


| George W. Spahr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PADGETT: A (bill H. R. 7798) granting an increase of 


| pension to Andrew Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7799)to increase the pension of John O. Rice— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7800) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Timmens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7801) granting an increase of pension to Della 


| J. Rutherford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7802) granting an increase of pension to Eliz- 
abeth S. Gannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7803) for the relief of Andrew Jackson 
Moudy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7804) granting a pension to Amelia Gertrude 
Henshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of 
pension to William N. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7806) for relief of Alice M. Stafford, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Capt. Stephen R. Stafford—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 7807) for the relief of the estate of 
H. D. Coley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 7808) for the relief of Mason 


| Shipman, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7809) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Warrenton, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 7810) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry A. Harkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7811) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam S. Hosack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7812) for the relief of W. J. Kountz—to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7818) granting 4 
pension to John H. Sumner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 7814) granting an increase of 
pension to James G. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 7815) for the relief of the heirs 
of Robert May and others—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7816) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. P. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7817) granting a pension to Leverett C. 
Lindley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Bs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7818) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam John Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








1903. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 273 


— 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7819) granting a By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of Woodson Post, No. 185, Grand 
pension to William T. Edgemon—to the Committee on Invalid | Army of the Republic, of Yates Center, Kans., favoring passage 





Pensions. , of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 7820) for the relief of John Al- By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Association of Commis- 
pright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. sioners of the Levee Drainage Districts, relating to the improve- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) granting an increase of pension to | ment of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers 
Lovisa M. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and Harbors. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7822) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. DRISCOLL: Paper to accompany claim of Charles E. 
G. J. Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Hill—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7828) for relief of James R. Wyrick—to the By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of Com- 
Committee on War Claims. merce, relating to fractional paper currency—to the Committee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) granting an increase of pension to Mary | on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
E. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. GILBERT: Paper to accompany bill granting increase 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7825) granting a pension to John Melvin—to | of pension to Samuel McClure—to the Committee on Invalid 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. Pensions. 


By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 7826) granting an increase | Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Robert T. Mattingly— 
of pension to Wiley H. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Pensions. By Mr. GUDGER: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7827) granting an increase of pension to | to Jasper N. W. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

James W. Ferrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of citizens of Madison County, N. C.. to grant a 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7828) granting a pension to Eraster Coyle— | pension to Stephen Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill H.R. 5558, for the 
By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Mrs. | relief of William L. Thompson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

T, W. Mittag—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5554, for the relief of Co- 
Also,a bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to H. F. Jones—to | lumbus N. Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 4925, for the relief of John 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7831) for the | Boyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
relief of Mrs. Susan Davis, of Mississippi—to the Committee on Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5550, for the relief of Elihu 


Pensions. Millikan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7832) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5555, for the relief of James 
Galtney, deceased, late Yazoo County, Miss.—to the Committee R. Hauptley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
on ‘War Claims. | Also, petition of Henry P. Lay et al.and map to accompany bill 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7833) to carry out the findings of the Court | to define the head of navigation of Osage River, in the State of 
of Claims in the case of the estate of John Willis, deceased—to | Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
the Committee on War Claims. | By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolution of Robert Anderson Post, No. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7834) for the relief of Robert M. Lay, adminis- | 82, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska. favor- 
trator of Nancy Lay, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. | ing passage of bill H. R. 4067, providing for service pension—to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7835) for the relief of the legal representatives | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of Benjamin Roach, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. | By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7836) for the relief of R. R. McMullen, ad- | ing a pension to Gideon M. Burriss—to the Committee on invalid 
ministratrix of Thomas J. McMullen, deceased—to the Committee | Pensions. 


on War Claims. Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to William 
Also, a bill (H.R. 7837) for the relief of Smith Summers, adminis- | Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
trator of John Waters, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of board of directors of the Cham- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7838) for the relief of the estate of Reuben | ber of Commerce of the city of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of a 
Millsaps—to the Committee on War Claims. fractional postal currency—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7839) for the relief of the estate of Dr. J. P. | and Post-Roads. 
Davis, deceased, late of Yazoo County, Miss.—to the Committee By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill to increase pension 


on War Claims. of Nicholas Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7840) for the relief of William D. Wilson—to By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Upper Mississippi River Im- 
the Committee on War Claims. | provement and Levee Drainage Association, favoring erection and 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7841) for the relief of John L. McClendon— | maintenance of levees by the Government—to the Committee on 
to the Committee on War Claims. Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7842) for the relief of Mrs. M.M. Cham-/| Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Convention, fa- 
pion—to the Committee on War Claims. voring enlargement of power of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- | sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
pal Church South, of Phoenix, Yazoo County, Miss.—to the| By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Protestof citizens of Portland, 
Committee on War Claims. | Mich., against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7844) for the relief of the estate of Tillman | mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Loggins—to the Committee on Wat Claims. By Mr. SNOOK: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 3469, granting 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7845) for the relief of Mrs. Susan Davis, of | an increase of pension to Louis P. Anschutz—to the Committee 





Mississippi—to the Committee on Pensions. | on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7846) for the relief of Caroline V. English— | By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers to accompany bill H. R. i901, 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. to increase pension of Warren I’. Barnes—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7847) for the relief of F. P. Brower—to the Invalid Pensions. 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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wunanpuws. SIU. WEDNESDAY, December 16, 1908. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: Prayer by Rev. F. d. PRETTYM AN, of the city of Washington. 
By Mr. BOUTELL: Paper to accompany bill grantinga pension | Mr. ALBERT J. HopKis, a Senator from the State of Illinois, 
to Francis M. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | appeared in his seat to-day. 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 6526,| The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
granting an increase of pension to Charles Stuart—to the Com- | ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. | consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers to accompany bill for increase of | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
pension to William K. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid | proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 
Pensions. STATUE OF GENERAL SHERMAN. 

A'so. papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension | The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
to Thomas J. Boring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | munication from Gen. Grenville M. Dodge, president of the 


\lso, paper to accompany bill H. R. 4159, to pension James | Sherman Statue Commission, relative to an appropriation for the 
M: Eras, and to accompany bill H. R. 3768, to increase pension of | improvement of the grounds in the vicinity of the Sherman statue, 
Joel D, Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | and that they be known as the ‘‘ Sherman Plaza;’’ which, with the 
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accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF PORTO RICO, 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate acommu- 
nication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the annual report of the attorney-general of Porto Rico; which, 
with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF THE AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 






The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate acommu- | 


nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting the annuai re- 
port of the Director of the Bureau of the American Republics; 
which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY MAPS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Director of the Geological Survey inviting attention to 
the advisability of a change in existing law, whereby all moneys 
received from the sale of maps and folios of his bureau shall be 
deposited into the Treasury to the credit of the appropriation for 
engraving the geological maps of the United States, ete.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
the Geological Survey, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of E. C. Atkins & 
Co., of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing fora reorganization of the consular service;* which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Bethany 
Presbyterian Church, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian | 


Temperance Union of Riverside: of the Epworth League, the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Green Valley; of the congre- 
gations of the Methodist Episcopal and First Baptist churches of 
Corning; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of San 
Bernardino; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Fernando; of the Woman’s Club of Palo Alto; of B. F. Fleenor, 
of Lemon Grove, and of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the 
First Congregational Church of San Diego, all in the State of 
California, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALLEE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Harrington, Del., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Delaware, 
praying that Yan Phon Lee, lecturer of Kent County Pomona 
Grange, in that State, be granted naturalization as a citizen of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented sundry papers in support of the bill 
(S. 2085) providing for the erection of a public building at Alex- 
andria, Minn.; which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Keene, N. H., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HALE presented petitions of the congregation of the War- 
ren Congregational Church, of Westbrook; of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of Westbrook, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Westbrook, all in the State of 
Maine, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented cw see of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of St. Johnsbury, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union and congregation of the Baptist Church of 
Montgomery Center, and of the congregation of the First Con- 
gregational Church of Brattleboro, all in the State of Vermont, 

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
on. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 








RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 16, 





He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchanee of 
Oakland, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation {> en 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission: w)} ii h 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, ” ; 
He also presented a petition of the California Centra] Coast 
| Counties Improvement Association of San José, Cal., praying fo. 
the enactment of legislation providing for the establishment o¢ ; 
Government military training camp on the Nacimiento Rancho, 
in San Luis Obispo and Monterey Counties, in that State: whic}, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of San Fran 
cisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the i. 
provement of Siuslaw Harbor; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee on Commerce. ao 
He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce o¢ 
| San Diego, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the construction of the Panama Canal; which was referre; 
to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. i 
He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Frienjs 
| Church of Orange County; of the Kingsley Art Club, of Sacra. 
mento; of the congregation of the Bethesda Presbyterian ( ‘hurch 
| of Los Angeles; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 0: 
| Pasadena; of the Woman’s Club of Palo Alto; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Olinda; of the congregation o 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Olinda; of the Epworth L: 
of Olinda; of the Young Men’s Christian Association of Wa: 
ville; of the Purity League of San Diego; of the congregation 0° 
| the First Methodist Episcopal Church of San Diego; of the congn 
gation of the First Baptist Church of San Diego; of the Wo) 
Christian Temperance Union of San Diego; of the congregation 0 
| the Methodist Episcopal Church of Pacific Beach and Corona 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of La 
Mesa Springs; of the congregation of the Congregational Chur 
| of Pomona; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Julian; ; 
|'the congregation of the Congregational Church of Ramona 
of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Escondido: 0° 
| the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of San Diego, 
and of the congregation of the First Congregational Church : 
San Diego, all in the State of California, and of the National 


lich 
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Congress of Mothers, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoort,a Senator from the Stat: 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Waitsburg, Wash., praying that 
the gates of the St. Louis Exposition be closed on Sundays; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Waitsburg Acad- 
emy, of Waitsburg, Wash., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Advent Christian Church, of Providence; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Middletown, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of New Shoreham, all in the State 
of Rhode Island, praying foran investigation of the charges made 
and filed against ay Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of J. J. Crittenden 
Post, No. 31, Department of North Dakota, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Minnewaukon, N. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of a service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Ludlow, Ky., praying for an investisation 
| of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator 

from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Commitive 0 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. STONE presented petitions of the Ladies’ Missionary So- 
ciety of Maryville; of the Shakespeare Circle, of Trenton; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of King City; 0° the 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Oregon; of tho 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Oregon; of the Woman 8 
Missionary Society of Parkville; of the congregation of the /van- 
gelical Church of Oregon; of sundry citizens of Parkville: of the 
congregation of the Baptist Church of Hopkins; of the Womans 
Missionary Society of Hamilton; of sundry citizens of Hamulton, 
and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Hamui!ton, 
all in the State of Missouri, praying for an investigation oi the 
charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp SMOOT, a Senator {rol 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commitice ©” 

| Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. QUARLES presented a memorial of the Progressive 





League, of Chippewa Falls, Wis., remonstrating against (0 









1903. 


enactment of legislation to reduce the tariff on articles imported 
from Cuba; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented memorials of Logan Stamm, No. 2, Unter- 
stiitzungs Verein; Humboldt Lodge, No. 6; Goethe Lodge, No. 7; 
the German Sunday School Society; Humboldt Lodge, No. 553; 
Blucher Lodge, No. 76; Eintsockt Lodge, Germantown Maenner- 
chor: Germania Park Gesellschaft; Wurttemberger Grenadia 
Lodge; the Employees’ Beneficial Society, all of Philadelphia, in 
the State of Pennsylvania; of South Side Turner, of Fond du Lac; 
of the Concordia Society of Bangor; of St. Joseph’s Society, of 
ond du Lac, and of Deutsche Krieger Verein, of Fond du Lac, all 
of the State of Wisconsin; of the German Benevolent Society, of 
Springfield, Ohio; of the M. G. Verein Arion, of Bridgeport, 
Conn.: of the German-American Union of Birmingham, Ala., 
and of the First German Aid Society, of Pullman, Ala., remon- 


strating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- | 


terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 322, Patrons 


of Husbandry, of Vassalboro, Me., praying for an investigation | 


of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Southwestern Lumbermen’s 
Association, of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation relative to the use of the mails for certain 
classes of literature and for contracts of insurance: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without | 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 118) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Congress 
of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; and 

A bill (S. 852) for the relief of the representatives of M. F. Mer- 
ritt, deceased. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 178) for the relief of the owners of the British 
ship Foscolia and cargo, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 175) for the relief of Robert D. McAfee and John 
Chiatovich; 

A bill (S. 177) to reimburse certain persons who expended 
moneys and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions 
and suppressing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of 
the present State of Nevada; and 

A bill (S. 834) for the relief of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1842) to provide for compensation for certain 
employees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported an amendment propos- 
Ing to appropriate $25,000 for the purchase of grounds and build- 
ing, and repair of the same, for a United States consulate at 
Chefoo, China, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
message from the President of the United States transmitting 
the report of the Secretary of State relative to the claims of the 
Eastern Extension, Australasia and China Telegraph Company, 
the Cuba Submarine Telegraph Company, and La Compagnie 
Francaise des Cables Télégraphiques, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 147) for the relief of 
persons who made the first payment for desert lands under the 
act of March 3, 1877, but who were unable to perfect entry 
ee , reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

1eTeon, 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 421) for the relief of W. J. Kountz, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KEAN; from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1585) for the relief of Sadie Thome, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
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referred the bill (S. 372) authorizing the recorder of the General 
Land Office to issue certified copies of patents, records, books, and 
papers, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to its site to 
the University of Montana; and 

A bill (S. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to restore 
to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part within segre- 
gations for reservoirs. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 903) providing for the purchase of metal and 
the coinage of minor coins, and the distribution and redemption 
of said coins, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 371) granting to the State of 
North Dakota 30,000 acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a 
school of forestry, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

ESTATE OF FELICITE NEDA CHRETIEN. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 909) for the relief of the estate of Felicite 
Neda Chretien, deceased, reported the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 909) entitled “A bill for the relief of the estate 
of Felicite Neda Chretien, deceased,” now pending in the Senate, together 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled ‘* An 

| act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1887; and the said court shall proceed with the 
same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate 


in accordance therewith. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2637) authorizing the ap- 


| pointment of Eugene D. Dimmick, colonel, United States Army, 








| retired, as brigadier-general; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2638) for the relief of William H. 
Quinn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2639) for the relief of the 
New Hope Madison Church; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2640) for the relief of the Presby- 
terian Church of Batesville, Miss.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2641) to provide for the removal 
of floating dangers to navigation in certain steamship lanes off 
the Atlantic coast of the United States, and for the construction 
of a suitable vessel to be used for such purpose by the Navy De- 
partment; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is already a bill pend- 
ing in the Committee on Commerce, on which a report has been 
drawn, relating to the same subject. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; let it gothere. I have providedin the 
bill for a naval vessel, and I thought it should go to the Naval 
Committee, but there is no conflict between the two committees. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Ifthe Senator prefers that the 
bill shall go to his committee, of course it will be sent there. 

Mr.HALE. Perhaps, as it provides fora naval vessel, it should 
go there, and then on consultation with the Chair we will have 
one bill reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2642) granting an increase of 


The bill will be referred to 


| pension to Leonard G. Freeman; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2643) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Melinda J. Chapman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 2644) granting a pension to 
William C. Cox, alias William Martin; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2645) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to La Roy B. Church; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2646) to correct the military record 
of Bernhard Franz; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2647) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Joseph W. Johnson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 2648) granting an increase 
of pension to William Hemphill; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2649) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William S. Burch; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mitchell Ackley from the retired to the active list of the Navy; ! 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2651) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Augustus J. Norwood; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2652) in relation to 
bonds on contracts with the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and. with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2653) authorizing certain exten- 
sions to be made in the lines of the Capital Traction Company, of 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the | 


District of Columbia. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2654) to amend chapter 55 of an | 


act entitled *‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of 
Columbia;’”’ 





DECEMBER 16, 


A bill (8. 2673) granting an increase of pension to James RB, 
White (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2674) granting a pension to Ellen Orr (with accom. 
panying papers); 

A bill (S. 2675) granting a pension to Emma W. Stafford (with 





\ | an accompanying paper); 
Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2650) to transfer Capt. Seth | 


A bill (8. 2676) granting an increase of pension to Louisa J, Gel. 
vin (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2677) granting a pension to Isaac W. Best: and 

A bill (5. 2678) granting an increase of pension to William A, 
Mathes (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2679) for the relief of 


| Lemuel Stokes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2680) for the relief of William Tay- 
lor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


) I ) " / , | read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- | 


companying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of | 


Columbia. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2655) granting an increase 


of pension to Isaac Zellers; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2656) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Silas Mosher; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2657) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Robert T. Wood; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2658) to provide for the casting in 
bronze and erection in the city of Washington of the colossal eques- 
trian group knownas ‘‘ The Indian Buffalo Hunt;’’ which was read 


tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2681) toreimburse Allen W. Phillips for moneys paid 
for a substitute in the military service; 

2 bill (S. 2682) to correct the military record of Jacob L. Stough; 
ant 

A bill (S. 2683) to correct the military record of James Hen- 
nessy. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2684) to grant to the State 
of Minnesota certain public lands for forestry purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2685) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act authorizing the construction of additional light-house dis- 
tricts,’’ approved July 26, 1886; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2686) toamend an act entitled ‘“‘An 
act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising 
from Indian depredations,’’ approved March 8, 1891; which was 


| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2659) for the relief of Frances M. 


ner of Donnelly & Egan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 2660) for the <elief of the | 


estate of L. M. Flournoy, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 2661) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Klingler; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension 
to John H. Carrow; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2663) granting a pen- 
sion to Anderson Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2664) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Martin L. Wells; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2665) to pro- 
vide for the allowance and payment to the employees of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office of the same leave of absence as is allowed 
to the clerks and employees of the Executive Departments of the 
Government; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 2666) granting a pension | 


to Dora D. Walker; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2667) for the relief of the estate of 
R. W. Bullock, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 2668) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus | 


Fawcett; 

A bill (S. 2669) granting an increase of pension to Willis W. 
Dawson (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2670) granting an increase of pension to Samuel R. 
Glenn (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2671) granting a pension to Alfred Cunningham (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2672) granting an increase of pension to Harriet D. 
Cotton (with an accompanying paper); 


Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2387) for the relief of Edwin Bell: 


ntl 4 J Urs | which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Egan, administratrix of Patrick Egan, deceased, surviving part- | 





on Patents. 

He also (for Mr. Kirtr=pGE) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 
oie _ (S. 2688) granting an increase of pension to George M. 

inch; 

A bill (S. 2689) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Kanouse; and 

A bill (S. 2690) granting an increase of pension to James Gary 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2691) toincrease the num- 
ber of light-house districts; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2692) to establish a life-saving sta- 
tion at Cape Nome, Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 2693) fixing the. status of the 
Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry of the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2694) granting a pension to Ernes- 
tine Lavigne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2695) granting an increase of 
pension to Maria L. Roberts; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2696) authorizing and di 
recting the Secretary of the Treasury to pay John F. Weston the 
sum of $241.60, and so forth; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. CARMACK. I offer a resolution which I ask to have read 


for information. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in view of 
the charges of corruption, extravagance, and violations of law in the adin- 


| istration of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, is hereby instructe: to 


direct the Postmaster-General to send tothe committeeall papers coune: |: d 
with the recent investigation of his Department, and said committee 5! all 
make further er into the administration and expenditures of the sid 
Department, and make report thereon to the Senate upon completion cf sid 
investigation on or before the Ist day of May, 1904. 

Resolved, That said committee shall have power to send for persons, bovis, 
and papers; examine witnesses under oath, and sit, by-subcommitte or 
otherwise, during the sessions of the Senate at such times and places as {06 
committee may determine. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who introduced the resolution? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
Mr. CARMACK}. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Has it gone to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 

Mr. LODGE. Let it go over. 

Mr. CARMACK. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over anyway under 
the general understanding that all resolutions shall go over until | 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask if, under the law, it does not go 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 

»f the Senate? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not provide for an ap- | 
propriation from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It involves it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It involves it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; it involves it, and I think that is | 
equivalent to providing for it. 

EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto | 
Rico be authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be 
necessary, to report such testimony as may be taken by said committee and | 
its subcommittees in connection with subjects considered or to be considered 
during the Fifty-eighth Congress, such stenographer to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) to pay the officers and employees | 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sala- 
ries for the month of December, 1903, on the 18th day of said 
month; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PAY OF EMPLOYEES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 70) to pay the officers and employees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives their respective salaries for | 
the month of December, 1903, on the 18th day of said month; | 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the usual joint résolution passed before 
a recess of the two Houses. I ask that it may be taken up for 
consideration at this time. It will take but a moment. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House | 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and instructed to pay 
the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives, in- 
cluding the Capitol police, their respective salaries for the month of Decem- 
ber, 1908, on the 18th day of said month. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning businessis closed, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate the Cuban bill, so called. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention | 
between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on | 
the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 


{[Mr. SPOONER addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BAILEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Texas kindly allows me to take 
the floor for two or three minutes only. 

_Mr. President, while agreeing with the whole Senate in admira- 
tion for the very interesting and powerful argument of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER],and agreeing heartily with 
nearly every proposition he has laid down, I wish simply to put 
on record my dissent from one. Ido not propose to enter into | 
the argument at all, but the question of the powers of the House | 
and the Senate in regard to treaties affecting revenue is one which | 
has frequently arisen between the two Housessince the beginning | 
of the Government, and it is likely to arise in the future. 

A concession, even limited like that of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, so justly esteemed as a Senator as he is, is likely to be | 
quoted again and again hereafter against the view which has gen- 
erally been adopted by this body. and it is more likely to be quoted 
if it can be said of it that, while it was made in a full Senate, no- 
body dissented. I wish therefore to state for myself my dissent | 
from the proposition which I understood him to lay down, that ! 











the Senate can not make a treaty affecting the revenue. cither by 
raising it or diminishing it, without the assent of the House, and 
that the general treaty-making power is in that respect limited by 
the familiar provision of the Constitution thatall bills for raising 
revenue shall originate in the other body. 

My belief upon that proposition is this: The Constitution pro- 
vides for two methods of legis'ation. Itdeclares that bills passed 
in accordance with the Constitution and treaties shall be the law 
of the land. They have equal authority, and the latest bill or 
treaty is the latest declaration of the law and repeals all others in 
conflict with it. Then the Constitution proceeds to say, not that 
measures or even laws for raising revenue shall originate in the 
House, but that bills for that purpose shall do so—that is, in 
substance, that when the method of doing this is by majority 
vote the method of accomplishing it is by statute, the origin of 
which is a bill, the popular branch shall have the sole prerogative 
of originating it. But the Constitution leaves untouched, by any 
suggestion of a provision, direct or indirect, the otherwise unlim- 
ited authority to make any kind of law by treaty. 

It is true there are many treaties which, while pledging the 
faith of the Government, require an act of Congress to give them 
effect, just as there are many laws which, while pledging the 


| faith of the Government, require a supplementary act of Con- 


gress to give them effect. A law providing for a public debt and 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sign the evidences 
of the public debt requires a future law waking an appropria- 
tion for its payment, but it is operative and pledges the faith of 
the Government to the public creditor, and it becomes the 
bounden duty of both Houses to make the appropriation, just as 
much as it becomes the bounden duty of both Houses to carry 
into effect any other provision of the Constitution whatever. So 


| in the matter of the salaries of judges. But it is not necessary to 


varry the illustration further. 

There may be treaties affecting revenue—and it makes no dif- 
ference, as I agree with the Senator from Wisconsin, whether 
their effect is the diminution or the raising of revenne—which 
require future legislation to carry them into effect. It is not nec- 
essary to illustrate that. And there may be treaties which re- 
quire no further legislation to carry them into effect. For in- 
stance, suppose, being in the habit of charging $100 head money 
on every passenger brought into the United States, we should 
make a treaty with Spain in these words: ‘‘ Hereafter no officer 
of the United States shall receive or exact any head money from 
any passenger coming from Spain.’’ That would be a complete, 
perfect enactment. It would be the law of the land, by the ex- 


| press provision of the Constitution, requiring no further act of 


Congress to give it effect or to provide any mechanism for carry- 
ing it out. I hold that such a treaty, although it affects revenue 
and never has been in the House, is as absolutely, by the plain 
meaning of the Constitution, the law of the land as if those same 


| words were put into a statute enacted by both Houses. 


Mr. President, while saying this and putting on record my dis- 
sent from so much of the very clear and powerful argument of 
the Senator from Wisconsin as stated to the contrary, I desire, at 


| the same time, to go on record as utterly disapproving the policy 
| of fixing our tariff by treaty. I have had great difficulty in sup- 


porting the treaty and in supporting this bill to give it effect. It 
is contrary, it seems to me, to a sound public policy when we 
can by a simple act of Congress, requiring a majority only in 
each branch, pass concurrent legislation providing that when 
another country has enacted a certain law, and the President has 
issued his proclamation that it has goneinto effect, such and such 
shall be the provision in this country. 

The treaty puts a fetter on our limbs in regard to a matter 
solely of domestic importance and interest. If you can ratify a 
treaty by two-thirds of the Senate, and if you can get the assent 
of the House to it by a majority, of course you can more easily 
get, the assent of a majority of the Senate and a majority of the 
House to the same proposition. It isan easier way of accomplish- 
ing any international arrangement, if it be expedient, and it is a 
method which, if we find we have made a mistake, or the cir- 
cumstances change, remains wholly within the power of Congress. 

So, Mr. President, I have found great difficulty in supporting 
the present treaty, even with Cuba, and I wish to put this decla- 
ration on record in order that I may not hereafter have my own 
vote cited to me as a precedent for approving any other measure 
of the same kind. But it seems to me, for the reasons so well 
stated by the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Illi- 


| nois who has charge of thismeasure, that the cause of Cuba is a 


special case, dependent upon its own considerations and never to 
be drawn into a precedent for any other case. 

I do not quite like what has been said about promises made to 
Cuba. I do not know who has authority to make such promises, 
except the President and the Senate, and I do not know in what 
way they can be lawfully made except by the treaty-making 
power. 
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¥ did not quite like one phrase in the President’s message in 
which he said that if we did not pass this measure we would come 
perilousty near a national breach of faith. But I do not propose 
to stick in the bark about that. Whether or not these phrases 
are quite apt, it was not unreasonable that the President or the 
Secretary of State or eminent Senators who may be supposed to 
know the public opinion of the country or the prevalent opinion 
in Congress should have said to the Cubans, when they were in 
this difficult position in determining whether or not they would 
accept the Platt amendment, that, from their knowledge of con- 
ditions in this country, they thought the Cubans might reason- 
ably and fairly depend upon some future action of Congress. If 
such things have been said, whether by members of this body or 
members of the executive department of the Government, 1 for 
one should desire to go to the fullest extent to which I can go, 
consistently with my sense of duty to my own constituents and 
to my own country, to carry them into effect. 

I do not encounter the difficulty which the Senators from Colo- 
rado find in regard to the sugar matter. 


or refiners, with an ample protection fairly proportionate to that 
enjoyed by the other and most favored industries. I confess Iam 
not much frightened by this bugaboo of the sugar trust. There 
has not been a measure proposed since I have been in public life, 
at any rate in recent years, in regard to which each side did not 
claim that the other was in the interest of the sugar trust. 

Mr. President, there are men so extreme and so excited and so 


fanatical about this matter that they even say the Colorado beet- | 
I pre- 


sugar industry is very largely owned by the sugar trust. 
sume my friends from that State know better and will assure us 
that into whatever parts of the country the influence or interest 
of the sugar trust has penetrated, it has kept off the sacred soil 
of Colorado. 


However that may be, I propose, for the reasons I have stated, | 


to give my support and my vote tothis bill, and at the same time 


I wish to put on record my opinion that it never must be or prop- | 


erly can be cited as a precedent in regard to reciprocity treaties 
with any other country or any other future condition. 

Mr. BA.LEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Before the Senator from Texas 
commences to speak, the Chair calls the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the advocates of the bill have now occupied two 
hours more of time than the opponents. 


ponents to the pending bill. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, during my service in this body 


I have had frequent occasion to differ with the distinguished Sen- | 


ator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], but never until to-day have 
I had the least occasion to complain of him. I do not think that 
when the heat of the debate has passed he will be entirely satis- 


fied with his suggestion that I have been infinenced in my opposi- | 


tion to this measure by any desire to protect the cattle interest of 
my State. The Senator from Wisconsin is an honor to the Amer- 
ican Senate, and when he misstates a Senator's position he does 
himself a very much greater injustice than he does the Senator 
whose position he misstates; and I am sure, when his attention has 
been called to it, he will, as all other Senators will, remember that 
in what I said about the cattle interests of Texas I uttered no 
word in advocacy of its protection. But, on the contrary, I stated 
that I had received many urgent requests to vote for this meas- 
ure, those requests assigning as their reason for its passage that 
it would be in the interest of the cattle growers of our State 

The Senator also, when pressed and made somewhat uncom fort- 
able about the inconsistency of refusing in the last Congress to 
abate 124 cents per hundred from the present protection on sugar, 
while now agreeing to an abatement of 33 cents a hundred—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Texas permit me? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


cents proposed was in addition to the 33 cents a hundred pounds 
maintained in this bill, and not in place of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that it is not my purpose to enter into a discussion of that matter. 


I simply stated it for the purpose of saying that the Senator from | 


Wisconsin rather put aside that inquiry with the suggestion that 
we were pretending that the small island of Cuba was about to 
destroy all of the agricultural industries of the United States. 
Now, the Senator will remember—and if he is so unfortunate as 
to forget the Senate will remember—that what I said about the 
cotton-manufacturing industry of the South was not that Cuba 
threatened to destroy either the cotton-manufacturing or the cot- 
ton-growing industry of our section, but I simply reminded the 
Senators, who hoped to be able to say to their people as an expla- 
uation for their support of this bill that they had made a new mar- 
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I do not myself find | 
that the diminution of the duty will not leave the sugar interest | 
in this country, whether the raisers of sugar or the manufacturers | 


So the Chair will regard | 
it as its duty to recognize for the next two hours, at any rate, op- | 


In the absence of the Senator from Wiscon- | 
sin I think the Senator ought to state that the abatement of 124 | 
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ket for cotton cloth, that they would also be called upon to account 
| to the cotton farmers for having stimulated a Cuban competiti 
_againstthem. I disclaimed then, and I disclaim now, the support 
| of any bill, as I disavow opposition to any bill, upon the the: y 
| of protection for any interest. ; 

I have sometimes been accused of being “‘ tainted with prot 
| tion’’—the Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. ALDRICH] smiles at 
| the expression ** tainted with protection.”’ It is commendab]> j;, 
| you gentlemen who openly proclaim that policy to advocate pyro. 
| tection, but it is a taint for a gentleman on this side to believe jy, 

levying taxes which are intended to enable one man to chars, 
another man more for the goods which he must buy. I have. 
however, been accused of protectionist views only by those who 
do not understand my position, and because I have resisted t)\. 
absurd, unreasonable, and, as I believe, the un-Democratic dov- 
trine of free raw materials. I have never contended for a { 
| upon the raw material with any idea of protecting the man wh» 
produces it,any more than I have been willing to levy a tax upon 
the finished product for the sake of enabling the man who manu 
factures it to realize a higher price from its sale. 

When I vote for a duty on woolen goods I do so without any 
| thought of protecting the woolen manufacturer, and when I vote 
| for a duty on wool I do so without any desire to protect the woo) 
| grower. I vote for a duty on woolen goods for the purpose of 
raising revenue to support the Government and not to enable the 
woolen manufacturer to charge more for his goods; and I vote 
for a tax on wool for the purposes of raising revenue to support 
the Government, with no idea of enabling the farmers of the 
West and the South to charge the manufacturers more for their 
wool. I vote fora duty on each for the purpose of raising money 
to support the Government, and I demand a duty on both becau 
I know that if one shall be released from the payment of its jus! 
———_ a double oe must he collected from the other. 

r. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Texas allow me fora 
moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that in my absence for a mo 
| ment the Senator has said that in my reference to what he said 
| about Texas cattle I did him an injustice, as imputing to him a 
purpose to protect Texas cattle. Is that it? 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood your reference to be that. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I beg to say to the Senator that if lh 
thinks that, I did him an injustice. 

Mr. BAILEY. I said—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Because I never suspected the Senator of be- 
| ing a protectionist on anything. But I thought unconsciously, 

in a lucid interval, just for about a second—— 

Mr. BAILEY. That I had lapsed into a Republican doctrine’ 

Mr. SPOONER. That is it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam sure the Senator from Wisconsin did no! 
intend to do me an injustice. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not. 

Mr. BAILEY. And I took occasion to preface my complaint 
with astatement, which I would have hesitated to make if the Sena 
tor had been in the Chamber, entirely complimentary, and expres 
ing no more than my real opinion of the Senator's ability. 

Mr. SPOONER. If what I said may be imputed as attribut 

| to the Senator a thought of protecting Texas cattle, I did him an 
injustice. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thatdisclaimer disposes of that matter entir 
and satisfactorily. While I would probably not have taken | 
floor except on account of what I understood the Senator fron 
Wisconsin to say in that respect, now that I am on it I desire 
call the attention of the Senate to what I believe to be a\ 
fallacious argument made by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

He agrees with me that the President can not negotiate a 
that the Senate can not ratify a treaty raising revenue so as 

| make it the supreme law of the land. That far we agree )' 
fectly, and I am delighted to have his concurrence in my Vi‘ 

But the Senator from Wisconsin contends that while a reve! 

treaty negotiated by the President and ratified by the Senate is 

valid, it can be made valid by the subsequent approval of Congr 

| and this is the issue between himand me. The Senator from M1 
chusetts, however [Mr. Hoar], maintains before the Senate | 

| remarkable doctrine that the power of the President in the ne: 

tiation of treatiesis practically unlimited. The Senator, per): 

would not state it in that way, but that seems to me the effec! 

his statement. 

Mr. HOAR. 


| 


| If the Senator will pardon me, I think he dors 
not quite make my statement as I did. What I said was that ' 
| constitutional inhibition of the introduction of revenue measur’: 
in the Senate applied in express terms only to bills. The Cons''- 
tution gives the ‘container power, whatever it is, howe 
limited in other respects, to the President and the Senate, and ' 
legislative power to the two Houses of Congress, by statute. wh! 


is inaugurated by bill. Then it proceeds to say that bills, not 
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mexsures, for raising revenue must be originated, as between the | lation of the Constitution in negotiating a revenue treaty simply 


tw. Houses, in the other House, leaving the treaty-making power, | 


whatever else may be its limits, not affected by that at all. In 
otber words, Whatever we may do by treaty we can do without 
reference to the particular clause in the Constitution which says 
that if we undertake to do it by bill the House shall begin it. 
That is my proposition. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I shall not at this time reply to 
what has been said by the Senator from Massachusetts, because 
it is not involved in the proposition now before the Senate. I 
will. however, observe in passing that if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is correct in his view of the Constitution, and if the 
President can do by a treaty what the Constitution expressly pro- 
vides that Congress shall do by a bill originating in the House, 
then, sir, the President under his treaty-making power can nul- | 
lify every limitation which the Constitution has imposed upon 
the various departments of the Government. 

[agree with the Senator from Wisconsin that the correct rule 
with respect to the treaty-making power was that laid down by 
the Supreme Court of the United States when it said: 

The treaty-making power,.'as expressed in the Constitution, is in terms un- 
limited, except by those references which are found in that instrument 
against the action of the Government or its departments. 

If | could be permitted to criticise the phraseology of the Su- 
preme Court, I would say that the form of expression was not the 
most felicitous that could have been chosen. The court was exact 
in saying that *‘ the treaty-making power, as expressed in the Con- 
stitution, is in terms unlimited;’’ but itis a little confusing to say 
in the same sentence ‘‘ except by restraints which are fonnd,”’ etc., 
because those restraints are not “‘in terms’’ as has been stated by 
the court. If I could rewrite that sentence, I would say that while | 
the treaty-amaking power, as expressed in the Constitution, is in 
terms unlimited, it is, however, by necessary implication, subject 
to all of those restraints which the Constitution imposes upon the 
Government or any of its departments. The Senator from Wis- 
consin does not subscribe to that more fully than I do, and it is a 
matter of surprise to me that he does not further agree with me 
that when the Constitution specifically,and for a well-defined 
purpose, expressly limited the origin of revenue bills to the House 
of Representatives, it restrained, by necessary implication, the 
treaty-making power over that subject. 

At one time it was seriously proposed in the Constitutional Con- 
vention not only to confine revenue bills in their origination ex- 
clusively to the House, but it was further proposed, following the | 
rule of the British Parliament, to forbid their amendment in the 
Senate; though it was finally agreed, as an adjustment of many dif- 
ferences, that, while all reyenue bills must originate in the House, 
the Senate should have the power to amend them. 

The essential power of the House, Mr. President, is the right to 
originate, and not the right to approve. The House of Repre- 
sentatives would be entitled: to exercise its right of approval or 
disapproval under that other and entirely different clause of the 
Constitution which declares: 


Congress shall have the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
eXcises, 


This is the first in the long list of enumerated powers which the 
Constitution grants to Congress, and under it no taxes can be 
levied without the approval of the House of Representatives. 
That, sir, however, did not satisfy the jealousy of those who made 
the Constitution, in respect to this question of taxation, and they 
not only secured to the House as well as to the Senate the right 
to lay and collect taxes, but they specifically provided that no 
tax could even be proposed except by the immediate representa- 
tives of the people. 

The Senator from Wisconsin, with that skill in argument for 
which he is so distinguished and which makes him such a for- 
midable adversary in debate, while admitting that the Presi- 
dent and the Senate can not levy taxes by a treaty, works out | 
by a distinction too nice for my comprehension a justification 
of the present bill. He contends that because the bill now under 
consideration originated in the House the constitutional require- 
ment 1s satisfied, although he hardly ventured to deny that the 
treaty and not this bill is the substantial part of this whole 
transaction. It is true enough that this bill did originate in the 
House of Representatives; but even those who framed it could 
not escape the real nature of it, and they were compelled in the 
Very title of it to describe it, not as a bill raising revenue, but as 
A bill to carry into effect a convention between the United 
States and the Republic of Cuba.”’ 

The Senator from Wisconsin finds his only saving argument in 
the fact that the treaty itself provides that it ‘“‘ should not take | 
effect until it had been approved by Congress." My answer to | 
that argument is that the President and the Senate have no | 
power under the Constitution to submit a treaty to the House of | 
Re presentatives, and that the stipulation referring that treaty to | 
the approval of Congress so far from curing the President’s vio- 





aggravates his offense by requiring the House of Representatives 


| to exercise a function which the Constitution studiously withholds 


from it. 

My contention is that the House of Representatives was ex- 
cluded from the treaty-making power of this Government by the 
framers of theConstitution,and that the actionof the Presidentand 
the Senate can not confer upon it the right to approve or disap- 
prove a treaty any more than they could to confer the same power 
upon the judicial department. ‘Will the Senator from Wisconsin 
tell this Senate that the President could negotiate and that the 
Senate could ratify a treaty deciding a lawsuit between a foreign 
ambassador and a citizen of the United States, and that such a 
treaty could stipulate that it would become effective when ap- 
proved by the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Undoubtedly, sir, the President could negotiate and the Senate 


| could ratify a treaty with a foreign nation whose ambassador was 


maltreated or injured, making a satisfactory reparation; but, sir, 
they have no power to negotiate a treaty for the settlement of any 
litigation between a foreign ambassador and one of our own citi- 
zens because such litigation is beyond the Executive and the Sen- 
ate and within the cognizance only of the judiciary. If, however, 


| the proponentsof this legislation are right, the President can settle 
all judicial controversies in the first instance if only he will re- 


fer his settlement of them to the courts for their approval. 

Tocarry this analogy of the judicial department one step further, 
let us suppose that the Supreme Court of the United States should 
render a decision in a case pending before it, and should conclude 
its opinion by declaring that its judgment in that case should not 
take effect until ratified by the Congress. Such an abdication of 
its power by the highest. court in the land would so shock the com- 
mon sense of every Senator that without a dissenting voice we 
would condemn the action of that court, and we would all unite 
in declaring that the Congress could no more exercise the judi- 
cial functions of that court than it could exercise the legislative 
functions of Congress. These cases, sir, are precisely analogous. 
The President and the Senate in this treaty have stipulated that it 
must be approved by Congress. and as Congress includes the House 
of Representatives, it must, of course, be approved by that body; 
and yet as an original proposition no Senator here would venture 
to maintain that the House possesses or that it can be given any 
control over the treaty-making power of this Government. 

The Senator from Wisconsin has paid a high tribute to John Ran- 
dolph Tucker, who was once chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
of the House, and he can pronounce no eulogy upon that distin- 
guished lawyer which I will not repeat with fervent emphasis. 
It is true, sir, as the Senator from Wisconsin has said, that in 
Mr. Tucker's report he has gone no further than to say that the 
President and the Senate can not make a revenue treaty which 
will be binding in law until that treaty has received the approval 
of Congress. It is true also, as stated by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, that I go further than Mr. Tucker went in this particular 
report, but the Senator can find no reason for saying that I have 
gone further than Judge Tucker would go if he were here to-day. 

It is a remarkable fact that, notwithstanding his exhaustive 
study of the question, Judge Tucker was not able to interest his 
associates on the committee in this most important subject, and 
not one of them joined him im his report. They all signed it, 
but signed it with the distinct statement that they were not 
responsible for the views which it expressed; and the fact that he 
could not induce his associates on the committee to examine the 
question might well have deterred him going to the full extent 
which his judgment would warrant. But whether I go further 
than Judge Tucker or not, the Senator from Wisconsin himself 
admits that I have gone no further than the famous report of 
Senator Choate; and Ican not feel embarrassed over my disagree- 
ment with others so long as I agree with the greatest of all those 
lawyers, with a single exception, who have made the Massachu- 
setts bar the foremost in this Republic. As he said it before me, 
so I repeat now: 


To follow, not to lead: to fulfill, not to ordain the law; to carry into effect 


by negotiation and contact with foreign governments the legislative will 
when it has been announced upon great subjects of trade and revenue, not 
to interpose with controlling influence, not to go forward with too ambitious 
enterprise—these seem to the committee to be the appropriate functions of 


the Executive. 

If I had the power, Mr. President, I would inscribe those words 
in letters of gold upon the four walls of this Senate Chamber, and 
they should constitute my reply to all who insist upon clothing 


| the President with the extraordinary and dangerous power which 


he has attempted to exercise. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that I have complaine1 be- 
cause he and his party friends did not pass the House bill of the 
last Congress, which bill he thinks subject to serious constitu- 
tional objection. The Senator is mistaken in saying that I com- 
plained because the House bill was not passed. What Icomplained 
of was that it was not even reported to the Senate for discussion; 
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but I charged that rather against the President's interference than 
against the disposition of the Senate, because while the bill was 
still before the Senate committee the President interrupted its 
consideration by entering upon the negotiation of a treaty. 

The Senator from Wisconsin is quite right in saying that Con- 
gress can not add to the powers of the President as defined in the 
Constitution. Congress can add to his duties by enacting laws, 
which, under his oath, he is required to execute, but we can neither 
add to nor take from his treaty-making power. That old House 
bill, however, did not enjoin uponhim. Itmerely authorized him 













possesses without any action of Congress, so far as he can possess it 
at all. In other words, I mean to say that Congress can not em- 
power the President to negotiate any treaty which he would not 
have the right to negotiate without the enabling act of Congress. 

The Senator from Wisconsin argues that it must be competent 
for the President to negotiate and the Senate to ratify a revenue 
treaty which is to become effective when approved by Congress, 
because, unless sucha right does exist on the part of the President, 
it would be extremely difficult to consummate reciprocal trade 
agreements with other nations. That there is some force in that 
argument, considered from a practical point of view, I freely ad- 
mit, but there is no force whatever in it as a matter of law. 
have no doubt that it would be easier for a representative of this 
Government and the representative of a foreign government to 









reach an agreement upon any question than it would be for the | 


Congress of the United States to reach an agreement with the 
legislative body of the other country, but the framers of the.Con- 
stitution, whether they thought it convenient or inconvenient, de- 
sired to leave the question of taxation primarily to the House of 
Representatives, whose bill may be amended by the Senate. 
practical difficulty is not so great as the Senator from Wisconsin 
seems to suppose, and when he and his party friends undertook 
to perfect the McKinley Act by adding to it a reciprocity pro- 


vision they prepared one which did not leave it to the President | 


to negotiate revenue treaties, and only clothed him with the 
power to issue his proclamation under certain circumstances; and 


even the constitutionality of this ;-.~’er was assailed with great | 


force of reasoning. 
At this point, Mr. President, it will not be amiss to briefly re- 


view the action of Congress on the reciprocity provision of the | 


McKinley Act, and the litigation with respect to that act which 
afterwards occurred in the courts. When the Republican party 
wa,’ framing the tariff act of 1890, Mr. Blaine, who was then Sec- 
retar< of State, plied his party with arguments day after day urg- 
ing them to adopt his scheme of reciprocity with the countries to 
the south of us. He was not successful, however, in securing a 
recognition for his views in the House of Representatives, and he 
followed the bill to the Senate, where an amendment which was 
said to have been prepared by him was presented. That amend- 
ment was not acceptable to Republican Senators, though they 
finally concluded to embody some provision on the subject in 
their bill, and accordingly the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], who knows more about the intricacies of the tariff than 


any Senator on either side of this Chamber, prepared and sub- | 


mitted the amendment which afterwards became the third sec- 
tion of that act. 

The Senator from Rhode Island will bear me witness that it 
was not such a provision as the Secretary of State had desired; 
and yet, Mr. President, it was incomparably better than the 
present bill, because it did provide for a certain kind of free trade 
with all of the South American countries, while the present bill 
provides a reciprocal protection with only one of them. It will 
doubtless surprise some of my Democratic friends who are sup- 
porting this unconstitutional measure when I tell them that every 
Democrat in the Senate voted against the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. Here is the roll call, and every Demo- 
cratic Senator voted in the negative. Not only so, but, without 
intending any invidious comparison, I can afford to say that two 
of the greatest lawyers on the Republican side, Edmunds and 
Evarts, joined our Democratic predecessors in voting against the 
reciprocity provision of the McKinley Act. 

Except that it would be tedious, I would call that roll. And 
then, too, it would produce in this Chamber a feeling of unspeak- 
able sadness, for many of those who then honored their country 
by their service here have gone from amongst us. On this side 
we miss the knightly Walthall and his colleague, the profound 
lawyer and wise statesman, Senator George; Voorhees, whose 
long and brilliant service was an honor to his State; Isham G. 


Harris, whose fidelity won for him the first place in the hearts of | 


all Tennesseans; the incorruptible and lion-hearted Coke, whose 
successor I am not worthy to be, have all been called to ‘‘ where 
beyond these voices there is peace.’’ Others like Vest and Reagan 
in voluntary retirement are spending the evening of their lives 
in a well-earned repose. But there are still some here who helped 
to make that record, and I have the right to confidently expect 
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they will help to sustain it. Among the Senators now here who 
voted against the reciprocity provisions of the McKinley Act 
were the distinguished Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGan] .the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAn], the distin- 
| guished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], the distinguished 
| Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. BaTE], and the distinguished Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. They were here when that roll was 
called and they voted to outlaw this policy from the favor of the 
Democratic party. 

Afterwards, when that bill was passed over their protest and 
the validity of it was tested before the Supreme Court, the only 
two Democrats on that bench held it unconstitutional and void, 
Not because it did not originate in the House; for that question 

| was not presented, and the papers before the Supreme Court con- 
tained a certificate that the bill had originated in the House of 
Representatives. Here it is: 

Approved, October 1, 1900. 






BENJAMIN HARRISON, 

I certify that this act originated in the House of Representatives. 

EDWARD MCPHERSON, Clerk 

The objection in that case was not half so strong as the objec- 
tion here. That bill originated in the House of Representatives, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Martininthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do, very cheerfully. 

Mr. SPOONER. Only fora moment. The Senator, of course, 
will admit that no such question as has been under discussion in 
this debate, especially between the Senator himself and other 
Senators, was involved in that case? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true. 

Mr. SPOONER. The treaty-making power was not involved 
in it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was simply a question whether Congress 
had not in an unconstitutional way delegated the legislative power 
to the President. 
| Mr. BAILEY. Iam stating another reason why this bill ought 
; not to be passed, and that reason was considered ample in the es- 
| timation of great Democrats. I have not stated them all. | 
| could not state them all within the limits of a single session of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not going into that. I was merely ask- 
ing the Senator if he claimed that it touched the treaty-making 
question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not; neither do I claim that it touches the 
question as to the power of the House to originate. That ques- 
| tion was entirely taken out of the case by the certificate of the 
Clerk that the act did originate in the House. The contention in 
that case was that the reciprocity provision of the McKinley Act 
was unconstitutional because it conferred upon the President of 
the United States a power to levy taxes and to regulate our com- 
merce with foreign nations. 

The court was divided in its opinion with respect to the consti- 
tutionality of this reciprocity provision, and the majority sustained 
the constitutionality of that provision very much more by legis- 
lative precedents than by judicial reasoning. After reviewing at 
some length the legislative precedents, the court says: 

For the purpose of securing reciprocal trade with countries producing and 
exporting sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, + -. hides, Congress itself determined 
that the ne appar ie the act of October 1, 1890, permitting the free intro 
duction of such articles should be suspended as to any country producing 
and exporting them that imposed exactions and duties on the agricultural! 
and other products of the United States, which the President deemed, that 
is, which he found to be, reciprocally unequal and unreasonable. 

Now, here is the meat of it: 

Congress itself prescribed, in advance, the duties to be levied. 

Precisely what Congress has not done in the present case. The 
President of the United States selected the articles and fixed the 
duty, and Congress is simply permitted to approve what he has 
done. The majority of the court, in holding the reciprocity pro- 
visions of the McKinley Act constitutional because Congress itself 
_ had first selected the articles and fixed the rates. condemn by 
that reasoning this act as unconstitutional, because Congress did 
not *‘ first prescribe the duties to be levied.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if 
he will permit me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator claim that that case has the 
| slightest relevancy to the question we are discussing? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is entirely relevant in this way: Democrats 


are urged to vote for a reciprocity bill as the essence of Democ- 
racy, and I am showing that all the Democratic Senators and the 
only two Democratic judges who passed upon this question on an- 
another occasion decided against it. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is aquestion of Democracy, I yield to the 
' Senator. 








1903. 





Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Wisconsin is not an expert 
mn that. 

"Mr. SPOONER. I thought it was a question of law. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not make it a question of law, because the 
Supreme Court, bya majority, decided it the other way. If, how- 
ever, | be permitted to borrow an expression from Mr. Lincoln, I 
would say that the decision of the Supreme Court on a political 
question can not bind my conscience. Lincoln said that in an in- 
augural address and Jefferson had said it long before him. So 
great as my respect is for the Supreme Court, and willingly as I 
submit to its adjudications on all questions involving personal 


political powers I must reserve, as does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, the right to decide for myself. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator desire to interrupt me? 


Mr. SPOONER. If it is not agreeable to the Senator, I will not | 


do so. 


Mr. BAILEY. It is entirely agreeable. 


Mr. SPOONER. The quotation from Mr. Lincoln, of course, is | 


accurate and one that ought always to be remembered. But the 
Senator will pardon me if I challenge its application here. For 
the life of me I can not understand what possible relevancy that 
decision has, in any view of it, to the question whether, admit- 
ting that the President and the Senate can not by a treaty change 
tariff rates, the President and the Senate may not by an execu- 
tory agreement, to be supplemented by legislation originating in 
the House. change tariff rates. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Democratic judges here said they 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; that question was not involved in 
that case. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me read 

Mr. SPOONER. Wait a minute, if the Senator will ailow me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was here when that bill was passed. I do 
not know whether the Senator was or not. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I came later. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itinvolved no treaty; it authorized no treaty; 
it contemplated no treaty; but the question was whether, by au- 
thorizing the President to determine the facts upon which the 
Congress said certain rates should become operative, Congress 
had violated the Constitution by delegating to the President the 
legislative power. The Democratic members of the court, I think 
erroneously—I say that not because I am a Republican—decided 
that it was a delegation of the legislative power. The Republican 
members of the court decided that it was not; and in deciding 
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that it was not they followed several decisions which had been | 


made by the court theretofore. 

Mr. BAILEY. They really followed only one decision. 

Mr. SPOONER. Two. 

Mr. BAILEY. The brig Awrora case was the only one. 

Mr. SPOONER. Two, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BAILEY. Only one case seemed to be exactly in point. 
There had been legislative precedents like those to which the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin has referred, but when those precedents are 
examined it will be found that this Government never entered 
upon the policy of negotiating these commercial treaties until 
the Zolverein treaty, to which I called the attention of the Senate 
day before yesterday. The first treaty of this kind negotiated and 
ratified was the Canadian treaty, which, I am told, was negotiated 
by a Democratic President. But, without diverting myself from 
this decision, I will attend to that a moment later. 
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foundation of this Republic Senators, whose duty it is to make 
the law, ought to be as well informed as the judges who are to 
construe it. 

As for my part, I have never complained and shall never com- 
plain because aman carries with him to the highest judicial tribu- 
nal in the world the principles and opinions which he has adopted 
and matured during a lifetime of diligent study. I have nodoubt, 
sir, that the same mental process which would lead me as a Sena- 
tor to believe that a given measure is a wise one would lead me 
as a judge to believe that same measure to be valid when enacted 


| into a law; and my only purpose in calling the attention of the 
rights, upon those great questions involving political duties and | 


Senate to the fact that in the case of Field v. Clark the court di- 
vided according to their political affiliations and antecedents was 
to point out to this side of the Chamber and to the country that 
those of us who are assailed for refusing to consider reciprocity 
as a time-honored Democratic doctrine are confirmed in our posi- 
tion by the unanimous vote of Democratic Senators and by the opin- 
ion of Democratic judges. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator mean by that? Isit 
the Senator’s proposition that because the Democratic judges 
thought alike all the Democratic Senators should vote alike? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; all Democratic Senators ought to think 
alike, and therefore ought to vote alike. On this side it is think- 
ing before voting; but our friends belonging to an Administration 
party are somtimes compelled to think after they vote. [Laugh- 
ter.]| That mental condition unfortunately is not peculiar to your 
party. It happened to us when we were in power, or, rather, I 
ought to say, when we were partly in power, for we have never 
been wholly in power since the war; but when we were partly in 
power we had some loyal Administration Senators over there just 
as you occasionally have some over here. But mark my word, 
there will be no Senators from the White House on this side here- 
after. Remember that. You will have to take care of your own 
Administration and you will get no help from us. 

Mr.SPOONER. Suppose we suggesta sufficient reason for such 
support? 

Mr. BAILEY. When the reason is sufficient you will get all of 
us; but if it is not sufficient you will get noneof us, Hereafter it 
will be all or none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator please state to the Senate 
why he makes such an assertion? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Rhode Island knows: but to 
set him an example in candor I will tell him that we have re- 





, solved that it shall be so. Does that satisfy the Senator from 


A majority of the court held that the reciprocity provisions of. | 


the McKinley Act were constitutional because it was in accord- 
ance with the legislative history of the country. The Democratic 
members of that court held that it was not constitutional because 
it delegated to the President a power that belonged to Congress. 
In that case there was an act originating in the House of Repre- 
Sentatives authorizing the President, under certain conditions, 
hot to negotiate a treaty, but to suspend the law, and the two 


Democrats on that bench held that the President could not be | 


authorized, even by an act of Congress originating in the House 
of Representatives, to suspend the tariff laws of the United States. 
Now, Mr. President, in calling attention to the fact that the de- 


cision of that court fell along the lines of political division I imply | 


no censure against that tribunal. Ido not think it any just ground 


for criticism against a man that he thinks according to the same | 


rules of logic on the Supreme Bench as he would on the floor of | 


the Senate. To expect that the same man would decide the same 
question differently as a judge from what he would have decided 
it as a Senator is to imply either that a Senator is less honest than 
the judge orelse that he isless wise. Thatacourt, whose constant 
and only duty it is to consider questions of law, should be better 


qualities to decide all cases of private rights than a Senator would 
we 


1s. of course, a self-evident proposition; but upon those great | 
questions of fundamental and constitutional law which lie at the | that two-thirds of my party are apt to be wrong, I shall be ready to 


Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator can unite his party without a reso- 
lution. |Laughter.] Somehow or somehow else they have main- 
tained a military discipline on his side,and when a man mutinies 
they shoothim on the spot. [Laughter.] They here carried their 
discipline to the point of abject submission, and we have carried 
our independence to the point of insubordination. This shall be 
true of us no longer. When you are right, we will all help you; 
when you are wrong, we will all oppose you. Then we will have 
a division on party lines, which is after all the best division. Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin not think that the best division? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I think the best division, if the Senator 
wants to put the question to me, is for every Senator to vote as 
he thinks, not as two-thirds happen to think. 

Mr. BAILEY. TheSenator from Wisconsin does not exemplify 
that doctrine in his life [laughter], because the Senator has more 
than once pointed out obnoxious bills, and then, just as I might 
have done under the same circumstances, voted for them as a 
party duty. 

Mr. SPOONER. To what bills does the Senator refer? 

Mr. BAILEY. Anumberofthem. Icannot enumerate them. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me—of course my 
position upon this bill or that, whether I am consistent or incon- 
sistent, is of no consequence—I will say I have not always voted 
with my party on every measure. I voted against the acquisition 
of Hawaii; I voted against the ship-subsidy bill, But no matter; 
the Senator does me an injustice; that is all. 

Mr. BAILEY. TheSenator from Wisconsin is a most honorable 
exception now and then. [Laughter.] The others never are ex- 
ceptions. 

I will say very frankly, Mr. President, that I have no patience 
with a mugwump. I believe inasturdy and thorough-going par- 
tisanship. Burke never uttered a profounder truth than when he 
declared that *‘ political parties are indispensable in free govern- 
ments,’’ and political parties can only be maintained through or- 
ganization and discipline. Whenever I reach the point where I feel 


we 
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leave it. Whenever I setmy judgment over and above the judg- 
ment of my party, I will abandon the claim of being a party man 
and set up the claim of being an independent. 

Mr. President, I do not wonder that it worries our friends on the 
other side that they are to get no further help from ourside. They 
have been getting just as much as they needed. They could al- 
ways find some one who, like the Senator from Wisconsin, was 


ready to make an honorable exception of himself and vote against | In 1853a distinguished Representative from Kentucky, Mr. Breck. 
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disinclined to take all the time which belongs to the opponents of 
the bill, to the assertion that the Democratic party negotiated ¢} - 
Canadian reciprocity treaty of 1856. 

That is true. But it isnot the whole truth. When reciprocity 
with Canada was recommended by a great Democratic Secretary 
of the Treasury, Robert J. Walker, he advised that it should js 
effected by the concurrent legislation of the two Governme); 


LS 


us and with you; and, unlike the Senator from Wisconsin, who | inridge, introduced into the House of Representatives a resolution, 
| asking the President to negotiate that treaty; and although nego. 
ure, we have been voting with you when our votes were needed. | 

Mr. President, a Democrat who has been an unwilling witness | 


voted against his party when his vote did not defeat a party meas- 


to the frequent and unfortunate divisions in our party can well be 
pardoned for rejoicing in the belief that it is to employ its united 


strength hereafter in contest against its successful and confident | 


opponent. Nobody is so sanguine as to hope that we will escape 
all differences among ourselves in the future, but I confidently 
believe that those differences will be settled among ourselves, and 
if that hope shall be realized the strength and glory of our party 
will return. During the sixty years from Jefferson’s first inau- 
guration until rent by the unhappy divisions at Charleston the 
Democratic party lost but three Presidential elections and never 
lost two in succession. AI] Democrats did not then think alike 
on every question any more than they do to-day, but they sub- 
mitted their disagreements to the arbitrament of our national con- 
ventions and loyally abided by their decisions. 

During those years the Democratic party made its mistakes and 
suffered its punishment at the hands of the people; but its banish- 
ment from power was always brief and after each defeat it was 
restored to the confidence and affection of the people at the suc- 
ceeding election. Its adversaries in that time were as wise and 
as patriotic as those who confront it to-day, but one after another 
they passed out of existence and into history; and the Demo- 
cratic party alone was able to survive a single generation of 
voters. In the Presidential election of 1840 it encountered a defeat 
more overwhelming than any of the recent past. That election 
foliowed the great panic of 1837, and the Democratic party car- 
ried but six of the twenty-six States which then composed the 
Union. States which had never before wavered in their alle- 
giance forsook it and its old enemies were encouraged with a 
new hope. The disaster was so complete that it seemed irrepara- 
ble, and a party with a less unconquerable spirit or less devoted to 
its so and to the welfare of its country would have dis- 
organized and disintegrated. But, sir, it was not so with our 
Democratic fathers. The leaders of that generation wasted no 
time and spent no strength in quarreling among themselves over 
the responsibility for their common defeat. With a singleness 
of purpose they set themselves to the grateful task of reuniting 
the discordant and warring factions, and at the very next Presi- 
dential election the tall, white, and spotless plume of Henry Clay, 
marching at the head of the Whig party, went down to an irre- 
trievable defeat before the Democratic hosts marshaled under the 
leadership of James K. Polk. 

Again in 1848 the unfortunate division over the slavery ques- 
tion, culminating in the candidacy of Martin Van Buren as an in- 
dependent and Free Soil Democratic nominee, distracted our 


councils, divided our numbers, and accomplished our defeat; | 


but that defeat was as short lived as the others, and in the elec- 
tion of 1852 our legions were again victorious. 

Oh, sir, if we can catch again the inspiration of our fathers; if 
we can subordinate our disagreements over some questions to our 
greater agreements upon others, we will again unite under the flag 
of a genuine and militant Democracy the millions who still be- 
lieve in an honest, a frugal, and a constitutional administration of 
this Republic. 
of sectional strife and comprehending the highest good of all the 
Union. There shall be no class or caste with us; the greatest shall 
not be above our power, nor the humblest beneath our protection; 
the right shall find in us an advocate, and the wrong shall find in us 
an adversary. 


now affect to despise us shall learn that it is as true in politics as 
it is in Holy Writ that ‘‘ Pride gocth before a fall.” 
Mr. TILLMAN. “Pride goeth before destruction.”’ 


tiated, under those circumstances nobody believed that it would 
be ratified by the Senate, and one of the most disgraceful episoijes 
in the history of this body arose out of the efforts to secure its 
ratification. 

It was denounced at that time as having been “ floated throuch 
the Senate on champagne and bought with British gold.’’ I do not 
believe it was bought, because I do not believe a Senate has ever 
assembled under this Constitution which could be purchased, but 
itis well within the truth to say that Lord Elgin and his staff used 
all the blandishments of which diplomats are such consummate 
masters. That wine, women, and song constituted a more poten- 
tial factor in the ratification of that treaty than argument must 
be accepted as true from all the history of the time. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate the day before yester- 


| day and to-day much longer than the merits of what I have said 


| would justify. 


I should not have ventured to pursue the line 
of thought I have followed this afternoon except prompted to do 
so by the Senator from Wisconsin, who confesses to the Senate 
that this treaty is a violation of the Constitution unless it is saved 
from that by the provision which it contains requiring—the Sena- 
tor shakes his head in dissent. I do not want to misstate his 
position; but as I understand him, he agrees with me that if the 


| President had negotiated this treaty and the Senate had ratified 


it without any provision in it submitting it to the approval of Con- 
ss it would have been an unconstitutional exercise of power. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. What I said was this: That the question the 
Senator has discussed as to the power of the President and the 
Senate by treaty alone to change tariff rates, was not raised by 
this treaty, because it is part of the agreement itself that it 
should not take effect until it had been approved by Congress. I 
did not say, nor do I say, nor do I think that if that provision had 
not been in the treaty the treaty would have been unconstitu- 
tional, although I assume, for the purposes of argument, and I 
should be strongly inclined to the opinion, that it would have 
remained executory until legislation originating in the House had 
given effect to it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, the Senator from Wis- 
consin leads me—and I shall not be led very far—to inquire if he 
maintains that the President of the United States can negotiate 
a treaty, that the Senate can ratify it, that the two countries can 
exchange ratifications, and yet the treaty negotiated by the Presi- 
dent and ratified by the Senate is not the supreme law of the land? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not. 


| Mr. BAILEY. Thatis not what the Senator contends? 


Ours shall become a party without the bitterness | 


With such an organization pursuing such a lofty | 
and unselfish purpose, those who, intoxicated with their power, | 


Mr. SPOONER. If it be a treaty which requires legislation it 
is executory. What about the treaty of Paris? That contained 
no provision that it should not be operative until it had been ap- 
proved by Congress, and it was not until Congress had appropri- 
ated money. 

Mr. BAILEY. Congress appropriated $20,000,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; Congress appropriated the money. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is not correct to say that the treaty was not 
binding until Congress made the appropriation, but it would be 
| correct to say that it remained unexecuted until then. It is in 
disputably true that the President can negotiate a treaty stipu- 
lating for the payment of money, and yet the money can 1 

id until its payment is provided for by Congress; but the tr: 
is none the less valid if the money is never paid. 
| Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


itv 
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Now, if the Senator will pardon me, let me })"' 


Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from South Carolina corrects my | this question to him: Suppose the House of Representatives a! 


quotation, and I would be glad to amend by making it ‘‘ destruc- 
tion’ if the people will carry his amendment into effect. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
haughty spirit before a fall.’’ 
Mr. BAILEY. 
better versed in the Bible 
Mr. TILLMAN. Than in the law. 
Mr. BAILEY. He is so much better versed in the Bible than I 
am that I always yield to his corrections. 





Coming back.-Mr. President, from this digression to the his- | question about that. 
tory of reciprocity, I want to refer for a moment only, for I am | sentatives at that time, and the very reason, and the oulv reason, 


The Senator from South Carolina is so much | which stands by itself. 


never appropriated the $20,000,000, would not the treaty of Pans 
| have been valid and would not the United States have stood bound 


“Pride goeth before destruction, and a | to the Government of Spain for the payment of that money’ 


| Mr.SPOONER. That is a question of international obligation 
It would not become the law of the lan 
| in this country. 


| Mr. BAILEY. The treaty would have become a law of ‘)° 

land, and it was the law of the land at the time the House of Rv)- 
| resentatives appropriated the money. There can be no kind 0! 
I happened to be in the House of Repre- 








I yoted for that appropriation was that I thought I was conform- 
ing to the law of the land and discharging a subsisting and valid 
obligation of this Government. __ ; 

There can be no such thing in this country as a law that is not 
a law; there can be no such thing as a conditional law in this 
country. Congress can pass a law with conditions in it, but that 
law must take effect when approved by the President, unless it 
pe otherwise stipulated in the body of it. To say that Congress 
can pass a law and suspend it in its effect is to attribute to ita 
power nevet yet claimed by any statesman or lawyer. t 

The only way to keep a law from going into effect immediately 
after the President approves it is to stipulate in the body of the 
law that ‘‘ this act shall not take effect until so many days from and 
after its passage.’? The only way to keep a treaty from going 
into effect is to stipulate that it shall take effect upon some con- 
tingency which is lawful. 

Now, I say to the Senator from Wisconsin that it would be per- 
fectly competent to negotiate a treaty with any foreign govern- 
ment stipulating that, at the happening of a certain event, the 
treaty should operate; but the moment that treaty was ratified 
and ratifications exchanged the treaty would become effective 
waiting only upon the event to operate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I think the Senator is utterly 
wrong in his statement that a treaty can not be executory in its 
character. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not say that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Waita minute. There are many authorities 
upon it. Here is a quotation from Wheaton—if the Senator will 
pardon me a moment. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator need not read that tome. Ido 
not contradict the statement that a treaty may be executory, but 
I mean to say that the moment the ratifieations are exchanged the 
treaty becomes valid and binding and to be performed under the 
conditions specified. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator does not quite catch my point. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. I say a provision could have been incorporated 
into this treaty that it should not become effective until some- 
thing happened that could lawfully happen, but it can not law- 
fully happen that the House of Representatives shall approve a 
treaty. Neither the making of a treaty nor the approval of a 
treaty is within the powers conferred upon the House by the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
I certainly can not agree that where a treaty is of such a charac- 
ter that it can not become effective until Congress has supplied 
the legislation to carry it into effect it becomes a perfect obliga- 
tion, unless there is a provision in the treaty itself that it shall not 
become effective until it has been approved by Congress. The 
Constitution itself is written into the treaty, and if it can not take 
effect under the organic law without affirmative action by Con- 
gress, that is in the body of the treaty. The nations must take 
notice of the limitations upon the treaty-making power. 

If the Senator will pardon me a moment, Wheaton says: 

_ The treaty, when thus ratified, is obligatory upon the contracting states, 
independently of the auxiliary legislative measures which may be necessary 
on the part of either in order to carry it into complete effect. Where, in- 
deed, such auxiliary legislation becomes necessary, in consequence of some 
limitation upon the treaty-making power, expressed in the fundamental laws 
of the state, or necessarily implied— 

As the Senator from Texas thinks in this case— 
from the distribution of its constitutional powers—such, for example, as a 





prohib tion of alienating the national domain—then the treaty may be con- 
sidered as imperfect in its obligation until the national assent has been given 
in the forms required by the municipal constitution. 


And so it is said by Mr. Story; and so it is said in Foster v. Neil- 
son by Chief Justice Marshall; and so it is said by Mr. Justice 
McLean, who, in the case of Turner v. The American Baptist 
Union, expressed himself as follows: 

_A treaty under the Federal Constitution is declared to be the supreme 
lawoftheland. This unquestionably applies to all treaties where the treaty- 
making power, without the aid of Congress, can carry it into effect. 1t is 
not, however, and can not be, the supreme law of the land where the con- 
Carrcnce of Congress is necessary to give it effect. 

, Chat is either where it providesasa part of the agreement that 
it shall not take effect until approved by Congress or where it is 
provided as a part of the Constitution that it shall not take effect 
until approved by Congress, Justice McLean continues: 

7 ‘ntl this power is exercised, as where the appropriation of money is re- 
quired, (he treaty is not perfect. It is not operative, in the sense of the Con- 
Thies ‘ / 48 money can not be appropriated by the treaty-making power. 

‘results from the limitations of our Government. 

Mr. BAILEY. The statement that a treaty may depend, not for 
= validity, but for its execution, upon a subsequent act of Con- 
oo is undoubtedly correct. For instance, the Government of 
~ wba and the Government of the United States could well enter 


ac ; treaty which provided that “this treaty shall not become 
iLeCtive 


until Congress appropriates the money,”’ because Con- 
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gress undoubtedly has the power to appropriate the money, and 
that kind of a stipulation in a treaty would be sensible as well as 
valid. But when they insert in a treaty a provision that it shall 
not become effective until the House of Representatives approve 
it, they incorporate a provision contrary to the Constitution of 
this country, because the House has no power over treaties as 
such. That is my contention. 

Mr. SPOONER. That depends upon what is meant by the word 
“approve.” If it were meant by that word until the House of 
Representatives ratifies it; if it is to be construed as an attempt 
to make the House of Representatives a party to the treaty proper, 
then the Senator is undoubtedly correct. But if it means until it 
is so far approved as to have been carried out by legislation, that 
is another matter, and that is the technical meaning in the mak- 
ing of treaties of the word ‘‘approve.’”’ Take this bill. It does 
not use the word ‘* approve.’’ 

Mr. BAILEY. In the title it says 

Mr. SPOONER. It says ‘‘to carry into effect.’’ The treaty 
itself says ‘‘ until it shall have been approved by Congress.’’ Does 
the Senator think this bill is an approval by Congress? 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly, if Congress has the power to ap- 
prove; but the Senator argues inacircle. My contention is, first, 
that the President has no power to negotiate a treaty without 
that provision in it, and, second, that the Senate can not cure the 
want of Presidential power by inserting the approval provision in 
it, because to submit a treaty to the approval of the House of 
Representatives is contrary to the Constitution. In other words, 
it requires the House of Representatives to perform functions 





| which are not within its power. 


Now, I want to read to the Senator from Wisconsin the correct 
doctrine on this matter. It was once stated in this Chamber by 
Mr. Evarts, and it is a quotation from Chancellor Kent, whici 
my friend the Senator ens Tennessee {[Mr. CarMAcK] is kind 
enough to call to my attention at this moment: 


If atreaty requires the payment of money, or any other special act which 


can not be done without legislation, the treaty is still binding on the nation 


and it is the duty of the nation to pass the necessary law. If that duty is not 
performed, the result is the breach of the treaty by the nation. 

In other words, a treaty, according to Chancellor Kent and ac- 
cording to all the best authorities, made by the Government is 
perfectly binding; it is the supreme law of the land; but that 
treaty may depend for its execution or enforcement upon some 
subsequent event. That event may be a physical or a political 
event. It might be that the treaty should become effective in 


| three years. That is a physical event. It might be that the 
treaty should become effective when Congress appropriates the 





money to discharge the obligation. That is a political event. 
Both of them are perfectly valid stipulations in a treaty. 

But what I contend is—and it seems to me the Senator must 
understand me, although he may not agree with me, and if he 
does not I-must at least fear I am wrong—that the provision upon 
which the treaty is made to depend is an action of the House of 
Representatives which it has no constitutional power to take. Do 
I make myself plain? I may or may not be right, but surely 
there is no excuse for misunderstanding my position. 

Now, will the Senator from Wisconsin contend before the Sen- 
ate that the House of Representatives is empowered by the Con- 
stitution to approve treaties? 

Mr. SPOONER. No: of course not. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the end of the argument with me. 

Mr.SPOONER. Itisthe beginning ofit withme. [Laughter. ] 
The Senator must remember that there is no such provision in 
this treaty. If there were, it would be folly—— 

Mr. BAILEY. No such provision here 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. That this treaty must be approved by the Con- 
gress? 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘“ The Congress.’ 

_Mr. BAILEY. Is not the House of Representatives a part of 
Congress? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes; but it does not follow from that that 
it must simply be approved by the House. The point of the Sen- 
ator’s argument was that the House was no part of the treaty- 
making power. Thatis true. A treaty which the President and 
the Senate may lawfully enter into would be no better if it pro- 
vided for approval by the House, but would be an attempt to 
confer by contract a power upon the House which under the 
Constitution it does not possess, which it claimed long ago in 
President Washington’s day, but which it abandoned then and 
has never since asserted. 

But a provision that the treaty shall not take effect until ap- 
proved by Congress is a valid provision unless the Senator takes 
the narrow view of the word ‘‘approved,”’ that it involves a rati- 
fication of the treaty by the House and by the Senate as legisla- 
tive bodies. You will find the word * approved” in the provision 





' of the Dingley Actas tocommercial treaties. If that word means 
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what the Senator seems to think it does, it is bad; there is no sense 
init. If it means what I think it means, until the House, where 
it relates to duties, shall approve by legislation the duty provi- 
sions of the treaty, it is entirely harmonious with my contention 
that it is constitutional. It is a different proposition from that 
which the Senator was making a moment ago. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. President, it beginsto simplify. The 
Senator agrees that if the President and the Senate had made a 
treaty which they had the power to make and referred it to the 
House of Representatives the reference would be invalid. 

Mr. SPOONER. And foolish. 

Mr. BAILEY. And foolish; both. 
Senator then maintains the curiously inconsistent position that if 
the President and the Senate negotiate a treaty which they have 


no power to negotiate, they can refer it to the House of Repre- | 


sentatives for approval. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator begs the question at issue be- 
tween us. He says if the President and the Senate negotiate a 
treaty which they have no power to negotiate 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator has just said they had the power 
in one case, and I presume he meant to state the opposite in the 
other. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. The Senator says they have no 
power. I say they have the power. I admit, for the purpose of 
the argument, that legislation may be necessary to carry it into 
effect, and that that legislation must be supplied by a bill origi- 
nating in the House, whether or not the treaty provides as part 
of the agreement for that legislation. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ican state it so that there will be no difference. 
The Senator from Wisconsin says that if the President negotiated 
and the Senate ratified a treaty which would be complete by the 
action of these two departments, then a provision referring it to 
the approval of Congress would be nonsensical and void. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ofcourse, I have no right to insist that the Sen- 
ator did say it when he says he did not, and when he says he did 
not say it I know he thinks he did not. The Senator has been 
arguing in a circle, and I have been arguing in a circle simply be- 
cause 1 have been trying to follow him. But now let me restate 
the proposition. 

My contention is that the President and the Senate have no 
power to negotiate a treaty of any kind and refer it to the House 
of Representatives for approval; and this is not only because the 
Senate and the President have no power to make such a reference 
but also because the House has no power toapprove atreaty. The 
limitation isupon the House. Itsfunctionsarelegislative. It can 
neither appoint officers of the United States nor confirm such 
o™cers; itcan neither negotiate nor ratify atreaty. I undertake to 
say that the President of the United States has as much right to 
send an appointment to this body for a postmaster in Mississippi 
and the Senate has as much right to consent to that appointment, 
with the proviso that it is acceptable to the House of Representa- 
tiv s. as they have to negotiate a treaty with that proviso in it. 

Mr. IIALE. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
i to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. BAILEY. Ido. 

\ir. HALE. It is risky business to interpose in any way be- 
‘cen two combatants who are so amply capable of taking care 


, 


"s ot an 


ior from Wisconsin. 
t I should like to ask the Senator from Texas a question, pre- 
ie by saying that I agree with him fully, in the most com- 
te way. in his proposition that the provision in the Constitu- 
) that the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
vrale treaties is in absolute subordination to the other great 


ition which has been inherited by us, maintained by us, and 

uld always be maintained, that the power to originate revenue 
s_res is in the popular branch. I agree with him on that. 

’, admitting that in negotiating a treaty with a foreign 

", Which is undoubtedly the province of the President, with 

» ayproval of the Senate, the treaty-making power is confronted 

ith the necessity of some provision relating to the collection and 

osition of duties between the two countries, as the country 

g wiih the United States is new. It has no fiscal sys- 

It must have one. It is largely dependent upon the United 

Therefore the treaty-making power is confronted with 

ity. Now. what better method, what method is there 

serves all rights and all propositions and all the features 

Cons‘itution has adopi-d, than for the treaty-making 

, When it is confronted wiih that necessity, to declare that 

it does not propose. by the President and the Senate, to make a 

provision which siiall be ‘he supre ne law of the land, but that it 


: isata 
Cyouatl 


assigus that subjectand tha* question to the approval of Congress? | 


As the Sena cr from Wiscousin says, ** approva 


*isonly a word, 
It is not an upproval in theseuse of ratification. 
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I agree with that; but the | 


Does the Senator from Texas 


| procity measure. 


wn-elves and their sides as the Senator from Texas and the | 


But will the Sen- | 
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ator tell us, when confronted with that question as the treaty. 
making power has been, what better, what fairer solution is there 
than to refer that whole subject to Congress, which includes the 
House and Senate, and in which the House of Representatives 


| must take the initiative? 


I have listened with the greatest pleasure to the powerful speech 


| of the Senator from Texas, and am glad to see that in this matter 


he has taken sostrongly not only the popular but the true ground: 
but I ask him to answer that question: When the treaty-making 


| power was confronted with this condition, how could it haye 


emerged so successfully as to refer all of that power, and by re- 
ferring it confer it upon Congress and not attempt to decide it 
itself? 

Mr. BAILEY. The very pertinent and very lucid question of 
the Senator from Maine presented itself in the Constitutional Con- 
vention, and the very considerations which he has urged with so 
much force were there urged against the exclusive right of the 
House to originate revenue measures. It is true enough that up 
to that time there had perhaps never been a reciprocity treaty 
negotiated by either our own or the mother country; but these 


| arguments as to the inconvenience were thoroughly considered, 


and it was finally determined that as between the inconvenience 
of the one and the safety of the other the decision was in favor of 
safety. 

Now, that the House can not by law quite so well adjust the 
duties as could two diplomats in the secrecy of a personal con- 
sultation, 1 grant you. But notwithstanding that the Constitu- 
tion makers would not commit it to those two men, They may 
be able to do it‘much easier than the House and the Senate, but it 
was feared that they might not do it so wisely or so justly as Con- 
gress will. Nobody doubts that if the House of Representatives 
were reduced to the size of the Senate it could perform a great 
many of its functions with more dispatch, not to say with more 
accuracy, but the rather unwieldy size of it—and its numbers was 
one of the very reasons which Alexander Hamilton assigned for 
excluding it from the treaty-making power—can be no sufficient 
argument for withdrawing from it a power with which the Con- 
stitution has clothed it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has long been an hon- 
ored member of this body, and he has known how to obviate 
the very difficulty which he now suggests, because, as I recallit, 
the Senator from Maine proposed a reciprocity amendment to the 
McKinley bill before even the Senator from Rhode Island had 
proposed his, and the Senator from Maine then pointed out a very 
convenient way of making these reciprocal trade arrangements. 
Indeed, he provided a more convenient way than some of his as- 
sociates on the other side of the Chmber desired to see adopted. 
They accepted his method, however, and incorporated it into their 
law, which was sustained by the court as legal and was shown by 
its operation to have been practical. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Texas allow me? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I did not mean to intrude into this discussion—— 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator does not intrude. I welcome him. 

Mr. HALE. The question of the history of reciprocity. Some- 
time during the session it may more legitimately come in. | 
shall not vote for this bill on account of its being called a reci- 
I shall vote for it notwithstanding that. Reci- 
procity has traveled very far from the reciprocity of Blaine and 
Arthur and Harrison—the reciprocity which was then opposed 
solidly by the party of which the Senator is an honored member 
and which it has taken up lately. Reciprocity as urged to-day, 
not as a handmaiden of protection, but as an instrument to emas- 
culate protection, is as far from the original reciprocity as the 
east is from the west. However, I do not propose to go into that. 

What I sought to elicit from the Senator from Texas—he sees 
everything, not only what he advances and proposes, but whats 
advanced and proposed by the other side; his mind is clear: he 
knows what my question meant—is an answer to the pract.cal 
question. that if a treaty made by the recognized power which 
shall make treaties is made dependent upon an event, which the 
Senator admits it may be, what better, what more fitting event, 
when you come to deal with the question of revenue, all of which 
provisions must be originated by the House of Representatives, 
than to make that event the approval of the adoption by Con 
gress, which must be subject to the unvarying rule that all such 
provisions shall originate in the House? 

I ask the Senator would he abandon the treaty-making power 
Would he do nothing about it? If the treaty-making power’ 
confronted by that proposition, what better event, I repeat, than 
to make it dependent upon the action of the entire Congress 

Mr. BAILEY. If I were devising a reciprocity system, to be 
eoth practical and constitutional, I would borrow the provisions 
which the Republican party incorporated into the McKinley Act. 
They have not only been caudined by the court as constitut ional, 
but I think they were effective in accomplishing their object. 
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Put going to the other branch of the Senator's question, my 
ot jection to referring a treaty to the House of Representatives is 
that the House of Representatives has no more right to approve 
or disapprove a treaty than it has to approve or disapprove a judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court. One would be © judicial function 
wholly beyond its jurisdiction and the other isan executive func- 
tion equally beyond its jurisdiction. 

Mr. HALE. Has it not a right to originate the proposition 
upon which the treaty is made dependable? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think not. 

Mr. HALE. Has it not the right to originate the event which, 
in the terms of the treaty, is made the one event upon which the 
treaty shall become operative? I hope the Senator will not stick 
in the bark, and will not insist that this is a proposition for the 
House to approve a treaty. That, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
has said, is silly. Nobody claims that. Nobody has asked for 

hat. 
Mr. BAILEY. The treaty provided for it in express words. 

Mr. HALE. But when you come to an event which it is de- 
clared is absolutely indispensable to the operation of the treaty, 
an act by Congress, what better can you have than that? I can 
see none, and that is the reason why I am going to vote for this 
bill, that all the rights of the great body of popular Representa- 
tives of the Government are preserved. 

Ido not agree with certain Senators here that the President 
and the Senate can ride roughshod over the popular branch, and 
that the power, which is given in terins, to negotiate treaties un- 
dermines and destroys the fundamental proposition that revenue 
measures must originate in the House. Ido notagree with Sena- 
tors in that. My education in the House and all my thoughtand 
reflection since have been in the other direction. I shall vote for 
this bill because it has been so amply guarded in that direction 
that the right of the House is maintained, and the treaty is de- 
pendent upon a single event which must be initiated and started 
and adopted by the House and the Senate as Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam delighted to hear both the Senator from 
Maine and the Senator from Wisconsin stigmatize as senseless 
or foolish a proposition that the House can approve a treaty. But 
I desire to say that in doing this they are applying those epithets 
to this transaction. because in the tenth and last article of, the 
treaty, and in the last paragraph except one, I find these words: 

This convention shall not take effect until the same shall have been ap- 
proved by Congress. 

Now, if that is such a senseless thing to require, it seems to me 
the wisdom of the Senate would have been. equal to devising an 
expression that did not require an absurd and foolish proceeding 
on the part of Congress. 

Mr. President, I feel that the Senate is impatient, as it hasa 
right to be, for the vote. I have already—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator one question be- 
fore he sits down, 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. It is possibly worthy, also, of the consideration of 
the Senator from Maine. Who originated this revenue measure? 
The treaty-making power fixes it where nomancan amend it. If 
it is to pass the House of Representatives, the Senator—— 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Massachusetts asks me, I 
say it was originated by the treaty-making power. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. And if this is proper legislation the Senator 
from Massachusetts is correct in saying that the President and 
the Senate have a right to make such a treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, have you not got to say that the 
constitutional provision is filled -—— 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not agree—— 

Mr. HOAR. I am asking the Senator from Texas. Have you 
not got to say that the Constitution means exactly what it says; 


that when you do a certain thing by a bill it shall be originated 


there, and leave the treaty-making power unaffected? 

Mr. HALE, Or, in other words, that the President and the 
Senate can go on and exhaust the whole subject of raising revenue 
and leave no opportunity for a bill. That is what the Senator 
means, if anything. I do not subscribe to that narrow doctrine. 

Mr. HOAR. It absorbs the whole subject in the treaty-making 
ee. whatever it is, and they did not originate this measure in 

n¢ House, 

Mr. BAILEY. They did not. 

_ Mr. HOAR. Everyone knows that they did not. It originated 
in the White House. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts is supported 
by the very first words of the bill: 

A bill to carry into effect a convention between the United States and the 


“public of Cuba, signed on the llth day of December, in the year 1902. 

The very title of this proposed act recognizes that there was | 
Something behind it. and that which was behind it was originated 
by the President of the United States. . 


| 
| 
| 











Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it was, because 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido. 

Mr. HALE, Undoubtedly it was, because it was a treaty. 
Nobody denies that. No part of the Government ever in any way 
interferes. The President has toinitiateatreaty. It can not orig- 
inate anywhere else. That law is immutable. The President 
must initiate the treaty. It must go to the Senate for its ap- 
proval. All through this matter the saving condition of it has 
been, and we have recognized it, and the President has not pro- 
tested, that before this ay “an become operative it shall go 
before the other branch of the Government, the great popular 
branch, which must initiate not the treaty, but all the law that 
makes it operative. It must give it life, and it has no life with- 
out it, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I thoroughly agree with the 
Senator from Maine that a treaty can only originate with the 
President; and I firmly assert that a revenue measure can only orig- 
inate in the House of Representatives. It is as unconstitutional 
for the President to originate a revenue bill as it would for the 
House to negotiate a treaty; and such a thing as arevenue treaty 
must be unknown to our constitutional system. I state it over 
and Iam done. If this is a treaty, it could only originate with 
the President. If it is a revenue measure, it could only originate 
with the House of Representatives; and, being both in one, it 
could not lawfully originate with either, and therefore it ought 
to be defeated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, if the debate is closed so far as 
the Senators who have been on the floor are concerned, and if no 
other Senator is prepared to make a speech or desires to do so, I 
take the floor, not to make a speech, but to state that in view of 
the long session to-day and the disposition on the part of both 
sides of the Chamber, I think, to vote, I will withhold any speech 
I might possibly be expected to make, and ask for a vote now 
upon the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I trust I may be 
permitted one moment, not to make a speech, but in view of the 
discussion which has arisen here to-day on the right of the Presi- 
dent and the Senate to make treaties of this character, to say that 
I do not agree with the Senator from Wisconsin or the Senator 
from Texas, or any other Senator who maintains that the Presi- 
dent by negotiation and with the ratification of the Senate can 
not make a treaty affecting customs duties. 

There is no opportunity now to make the argument. but I hope 
at some time to be able to give the reasons for my belief in that 
respect. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I rise not to make a speech, 
because I am one of the impatient members of the Senate desiring 
to take a vote. I regret, however, that the circumstances are 
such that I can not at length state the reasons why I agree with 
the Senator from Connecticut and dissent from the proposition to 
which he refers, that the President and the Senate can not make 
a commercial treaty or a treaty affecting the revenue, as well as 
any other treaty, without consultation with the House, if they 
see fit todo so. I shall take advantage of the first opportunity 
afforded me to present arguments in support of my position. 

Mr. GORMAN. lIask for the yeas and nays on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is as in Committee of 
the Whole, and open to amendment. If there is no amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole, it will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is open to amendment 
in the Senate. If there be no amendment, shall it be ordered toa 
third reading? Does the Senator from Maryland desire the yeas 
and nays on ordering the bill to a third reading or on its final 
passage? 

Mr. GORMAN. On its final passage. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was read the 
third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? On this 
question the Senator from Maryland demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (when his name was called). Ihave a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. CLarkK]. I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
HAWLEY]. and I vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when the name of Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas 
was called). The junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] 
is paired on this question with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MILLARD]. If present, the junior Senator from Arkansas would 
vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called).. I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns}. Werebe 
present. I should vote ** nay.”’ 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (when Mr. Haw.ry’s name was 
ealled). My colleague [Mr. Haw ey] is unable to be present in 
the Senate on account of illness. He is paired with the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. CLark]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MILLARD (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLaRKE]. If | 
S were here, I should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. Monry’s name was called). My | 
colleague [Mr. Monry] is unavoidably detained from the Senate | 
by reason of sickness in his family. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. MorGan’s name was called). The | 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is paired with the | 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] on this question. If the | 
senior Senator from Alabama were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PATTERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Kirrreper]. I did 
not hear him answer to his name. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
name. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If he were present, he would vote “‘ yea 
and I should vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Quay] is paired with the senior Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Morcan]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote ‘** yea.”’ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Ihave a stand- 
ing pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. 
If he were present, I am informed that he would vote “nay.”’ If 
I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “‘ yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state that my colleague [Mr. Clark of 
Montana] is paired with the junior Senator from Connecticut 
[M:r. HawLey]. If my colleague were present and voting, he 
would vote “ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 18, 








He has not answered to his 
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as follows: 
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sideration of executive business. 
| executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clo- 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consjq. 


eration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the exp. 
After twenty minutes spent j 


in 
~pte : : : c= and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thyy,. 


| day, December 17, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 


| Exeeutive nominations received by the Senate December 16, 1 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Albert R. Day, of Maine, to be collector of customs for {] 
trict of Bangor, in the State of Maine. (Reappointment. ) 
Charles Henning, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs 


| for the district of Bristol and Warren, in the State of Rhod 


land, in place of Charles D. Eddy, deceased. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—ARTILLERY CORPS, 
To be first lieutenants. 
Second Lieut. Henry R. Casey, Artillery Corps, November 4, 
1908, vice Weed, resigned. 
Second Lieut. Moses R. Ross, Artillery Corps, Novem! 
1903, vice Livingston, retired from active service. 
POSTMASTER. 
Frank W. Rollins to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the « 
of Hancock and State of Maine, in place of Frank W. Rollin: 
Incumbent’s commission expires J nuary 24, 1904. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
Joseph W. Fifer, of Illinois, to be an Interstate Commerce ( 
missioner for the term of six years from March9,1904. (Ar 
pointment. ) 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations conjirmed by the Senate December 10, 
SECRETARY OF HAWAII. 
A. L. C. Atkinson, of Hawaii, to be secretary of Hawaii. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


| at Burns, Oreg. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Edward E. Butler, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal rey- 
enue for the second district of Tennessee. 
Walter C. Witherbee, of New York, to be collector of customs 


for the district of Champlain, in the State of New York. 
Fred W. Wight, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Waldoborough, in the State of Maine. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 
R. L. Floyd to be postmaster at El Dorado, in the county o 
Union and State of Arkansas. 


Joel M. McClintock to be postmaster at Devall Bluff, in t) 


| county of Prairie and State of Arkansas. 


YEAS—57. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Hanna, Perkins, 
Alger, Cullom, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Allee, Depew, Heyburn, Piatt, N.Y. 
Allison, Dillingham, Hoar, Proctor, 
Ankeny, Dolliver, Hopkins, Quarles, 
Bacon, Dryden, Kean, Scott, 
Ball, Elkins, Lodge, Simmons, 
Beveridge, Fairbanks, Long, Smoot, 
Blackburn, Foraker, McComas, Spooner, | 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. McCreary, Stewart, 
Burrows, Frye, McCumber, Stone, 
Burton, Fulton, Mitchell, Wetmore. 
Clapp, Gallinger, Nelson, 
Clark, Wyo. Gorman, Overman, 
Clay, Hale, Penrose, 
NAYS—i8. 

Bailey, Culberson, McLaurin, Taliaferro, 

rd, Daniel, Maliory, Teller, 
Bate, Dubois, Martin, Tillman. 
Berry, Foster, La. Newlands, 
Carmack, McEnery, Pettus, 

NOT VOTING—15. 

Clark, Mont. Gibson, Latimer, Patterson, 
Olarke, Ark. Hawley, Millard, uay, 
Dietrich, Kearns, Money, arren. 
Gamble, Kittredge, Morgan, 

So the bill was es ; : 

Mr. LODGE. r. President, I simply wish to say that I did 


not desire to detain the Senate while the vote was about to be 
taken, but I hope at some future time to express my dissent from 
some of the doctrines laid down as to the power of the Senate and 
the President to make a treaty, holding very different views from 
those expressed this afternoon, and believing that the President 
and the Senate have the power to make treaties. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRownInG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the ker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) to | 
pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives their respective salaries for the month of December, | 
1903. on the 18th day of said month; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the | 
House of Representatives, repo it without amendment; and it | 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Saturday, December 19, they stand adjourned 
until 12 o’clock meridian Monday, January 4, 1904. 





Edward 8. Parnell to be postmaster at Junction, in the coun! 
of Union and State of Arkansas. 

Nannie H. Savage to be postmaster at Monticello, in the « 
of Drew and State of Arkansas. 

Fidelles B. Schooley to be postmaster at England, in the county 
of Lonoke and State of Arkansas. 

CALIPORNIA. 

Harry E. Meyers to be postmaster at Yuba City, in the county 

of Sutter and State of California. 
INDIANA. 

Floyd E. Farley to be postmaster at Crown Point, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana. 

Edward L. Maudlin to be postmaster at New Carlisle, 


in the 


_ county of St. Joseph and State of Indiana. 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Francis M. Savage to be pestmaster at Hartshorn, in the Choc 

taw Nation and Indian Territory. 
KENTUCKY. 

Colmore L. Barnes to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, in the 
county of Hardin and State of Kentucky. 

Coleman C. Wallace to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Madison and State of Kentucky. 

John B. Weller to be postmaster at Bardstown, in the county 
of Nelson and State of Kentucky. 

MAINE. 
Frank W. Rollins to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the State 


of Maine: 
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NEVADA. 
Charles L. Broy to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
Eureka and State of Nevada. 
NEW YORK. 
George B. Harmon to be postmaster at Brockport, in the 
county of Monroe and State of New York. 
OKLAHOMA, 
W. T. Judkins to be postmaster at Mountain Park, in the county 
of Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Alfred R. N. Folger to be postmaster at Gaffney, in the county 
of Cherokee and State of South Carolina. 


TENNESSEE. 
William M. Bray to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county 
of ter and State of Tennessee. 
R. C. Couch to be postmaster at Bellbuckle, in the county of 
Bedford and State of Tennessee. 


WEST VIRGINIA, 
Robert S. Lovelace to be postmaster at Ronceverte, in the 
county of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia. 
George Porterfield to be postmaster at Charlestown, in the 
county of Jefferson and Btate of West Virginia. 


PANAMA CANAL. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed December 16, 1903, from 
a vention between the United States and the Republic of 
Panama for the construction of a ship canal to connect the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, signed on November 18, 1903. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 16, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
pre VE d. 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, and any subcommittee 
thereof, have leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Without. objection, the request will be | 


agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. LIND. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. LIND. I have just received a copy of the Minneapolis | 


Journal, ome of the leading papers in my State, which, in an edi- 


torial, reflects upon the personal relations between the leader of | 


the minority in this House and myself. The editorial is of some 
length. I will not ask to have it read. It comments upon my 
committee assignments and in that connection insinuates that the 
relations between the minority leader and myself are not cordial. 


Such is not the fact, Mr. Speaker, so far as I am advised and | 


know. Our personal and political relations are cordial. Besides 
that, the minority leader recommended my assignment to two 
other committees regarded by this House as more prominent 
than the assignments which I received. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this 
is not a question of personal privilege. I have no objection, how- 
= the gentleman proceeding for five minutes by unanimous 

sent. 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will permit me to finish my sen- 
tence, that is all I desire to say. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman states no question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman making 

& personal explanation? The Chair hears none. 
. Mr. LIND. I desire to make no further explanation. I think 
it is a matter of privilege when a Member's relations with his 
party leader are impugned. . 

the SPEAKER. The Chair does not agree with the gentle- 


man touching that matter, but the gentleman is proceeding by 
unanimous consent, 





Mr. LIND. I will not pursue it any further, except to state the 
fact which I have from the gentleman from Mississippi [| Mr. 
WILLIAMS], as well as from the Speaker himself, that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] recommended my assign- 
| ment to the Committee on Labor, which assignment could not be 
| made by the Speaker, it seems, and likewise recommended my 
| assignment to the Committee on Naval Affairs, in which recom- 
| mendation the Speaker did not concur. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. VAN Vooruis, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill H. 6758, the pension appro- 
priation bill, with Mr. OLMSTED in the chair. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
| from Tennessee | Mr. Gipson] one hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. G1n- 
son] is recognized for one hour. 
| Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the com- 
mittee is entitled ‘‘A bill making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes.’’ For the last 
four or five days this committee has been entertained with 
speeches upon almost every matter of political debate other than 
the subject-matter of this bill. 

I know it is very easy and very interesting fora member to dis- 
cuss the Panama question and the tariff question and the general 
politics of the country. Itisa tempting opportunity. So far as 
I am concerned I have been interested in the isthmian canal ques- 
tion for over forty years. I remember well when the question 
came prominently tothe front at the close of the Mexican war. 
| THE PANAMA CANAL. 


I have always favored the canal and have twice spoken on this 
floor in behalf of a canal, and so far as the great mass of the 
American people are concerned they have favored a canal across 

| the Isthmus. For the last fifteen years it has been a question of 
| choice of routes other than at Panama for the reason that the 
French company had already preoccupied Panama, and the only 
other route that was at all feasible was the Nicaragua route. 
That is why the attention of the American people has been con- 
centrated upon the Nicaragua route. It was the only one open to 
the people of the United States. If the Panama route had been 
equally open, I take it there never would have been any question 
|. as to which route we would have selected. 
| The best engineers of the world are agreed that the Panama 
| route is by far the best, by far the cheapest to construct, and the 
| cheapest to maintain. But when Panama was in the hands of 
the French company, we had to look elsewhere, and, looking else- 
| where, finally concluded that the Nicaragua route was not the 
best, but the next best; and as we could not build by Panama, 
we at last concluded to build through Nicaragua. 

But at last the chance came tous to build through Panama, 
and the American people, as represented in the Congress of the 
United States, after considering the pros and cons, and investiga- 
ting the matter in all its bearings through the instrumentality of 
the most competent agencies, decided by an overwhelming vote 
in favor of the Panama route. President McKinley favored the 
Panama route, and President Roosevelt and his Cabinet favor the 
| Panamaroute. Without going into any details of the many ques- 
tions that have sprung up in the last two months, it is sufficient 
| to say that we now have an opportunity to construct that canal 
by the Panama route, which is the best route, according to the 
deliberate judgment of the Congress of the United States and in 
the opinion of the best engineers of the world. 

PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT RIGHT. 

It would be an act of childishness when we have the best route 
on which to construct the canal, and the very opportunity we 
have been so long praying for, that we should now stop to fuss 
about the circumstances whereunder and whereby we have ob- 
tained the territory and the right to build, like a spoiled child 
that cries for an apple, and when the apple is at last given it, in 
a fit of petulant anger, throwsit uponthe ground. Mr. Chairman, 
we are in no danger of acting the fool in this matter. A few poli- 
ticians may fume and froth, and roll their eyes, and tear their 
hair, and swing their arms frantically, but in the judgment of the 
vast majority of the American people President Roosevelt has 
done a wise thing, has done a prudent thing, in recognizing Pan- 
ama and negotiating the treaty for the canal, and he has done it 
in the right way and at the right time, and I doubt not, Mr. 
Chairman, that if a Democrat had been in the Presidential chair 
he would have done exactly the same thing. It ought not tobea 
political question, and I am glad to know that there are enough 
patriotic Democrats to take this question out of the domain of 
politics and make it an American question—a question as broad 
and as long as our whole country, as deep as our patriotism and 
as high as our aspirations, 
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TARIFFS NECESSARY. 


So far as the South is concerned, it is prospering to-day under 
Republican tariff legislation, prospering as it never prospered 
before. Now, does the South want to continue to prosper under 
a Republican isthmian canal, when that canal will make more for 
the people of the South than for the people of the North? It 
ought not to be a question of politics; ought not to be a question 
of North or South, or of East or West. We ought to broaden our- 
selves into the magnitude of an American and elevate ourselves 
to the height of a patriot, and consider that we are legislating, 
not for a section, but for a nation; not for a campaign, but for a 
hundred years. [Applause.] 

So far as the tariff is concerned, my views on that question are 
well understood by the House and by the people of my district 
and State. Nobody can argue successfully against the tariff. 
Tariffs are necessary to raise revenue to run the Government, 
and at the same time protect American labor. Tariffs are like 


our suspenders, apt to be too tight in some places and too loose in | 


others; but Uncle Sam needs them to keep up the expenses of the 
Government—and his breeches. [{Laughter. ] 


It is not profitable now to discuss the details of the tariff; and | 
Whatever | 


as a result I have nothing to say on that question. 

party comes into power it will be obliged to enact a tariff law of 

some sort; and our Democratic friends now agree that the tariff in 

the main is right,and say thatif they get in they will remove only 

a course or two of the bricks on the top of the wall. [Laughter. | 
PENSION APPROPRIATIONS. 


What is the question, then, before this committee? It isa 
question of pension appropriations; and on that matter I propose 
to make a few remarks. In a short time we will have before the 
House bills on the Calendar granting special pensions to particu- 
lar persons. In order to obviate some of the discussion that may 
then arise and consume precious time, with the favor of the 
House I will say a few words on the subject of special pensions. 
I think there is an idea prevailing in the minds of a great many 
very excellent gentlemen that we are loading the pension rolls 
down with special pensions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts which I have collated 
from the last annual report of the Commissioner of Pensions? 
How many pensioners are there? 
thousand. How many by special act of Congress?—5,676. Only 
five thousand six hundred and seventy-six pensioners to-day on 
the roll by special acts of Congress, out of 996,000, and only 2,924 
of them soldiers, the others being widows. 

To what class do they belong? To the war of 1812, eighteen 
pene soldier and seventeen widows. 

10st of over 600,000 men that went into the war of 1812-1814, or I 
ought tosay 1812-1815, for the war did not end until 1815, although 
the treaty was concluded in 1814. The battle of New Orleans 

vas fought in 1815. Of all that mighty host of over 600,000 men 
only one soldier pensioned by special act. 

Then take the numerous Indian wars we have had. 
war, the Florida war, the Black Hawk 
Sioux, with the Apaches, with the Comanche, with the Navaho, 
with Captain Jack and the Modocs, and the wars with other In- 
dian tribes, in which first and last 100,000 soldiers were engaged. 
How many men are pensioned by special acts on account of these 
wars?—32! How many widows?—48. Only thirty-two men pen- 
sioned by special acts out of the 100,000 engaged in our Indian 
wars! 

PENSIONS BY SPECIAL ACTS. 


How about the Mexican war? One hundred and thirty-two sol- 
diers and 88 widows pensioned because of the Mexican war. 
One hundred and thirty thousand soldiers and sailors in the Mexi- 
can war and only 220 people put on our pension rolls by special 


acts because of that great war—a war lasting two years and in an | 


unhealthy climate. 

Now come to the civil war. 
2,924 men by special acts of Congress—only 2,924 men out of the 
8.000,000 who served upon the Federal side from 1861 to 1865. 
And yet, Mr. Chairman, the men south of the Ohio, and north of 
the Ohio, and east of the Mississippi, and west of the Mississippi 
who read some of the speeches printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 


ReEcoRD would imagine that there were a half a million of men | 


and a quarter of a million of widows on our pension rolls by virtue 
of special acts of Congress. How many have been on the pension 
rolls in the aggregate, men and women, from the foundation of 
our Government to the present day, one hundred and twenty-six 
years, by virtue of special acts of Congress? Just a little over ten 
thousand. nearly one-half of whom are in their graves. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the men and the women that are pen 
sioned by special act of Congress often die before the pension cer- 
tificates reach them. It is sufficient to say that the average life 


of asoldier pensioned by special act does not exceed ten years. 
Think of it! 


What does it prove? It proves that the men so pen- 


Nine hundred and ninety-six | 


Of all the mighty | 


The Creek | 
rar, the wars with the | 


There are now on the pension roll | 
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sioned are so disabled as to be near death’s door, and only liye g 
few years after they are pensioned. 
PENSIONS A MATTER OF PATRIOTISM. 

Now, I beg of Congressmen—I was going to say on this side of 
the House and on that side of the House—but, Mr. Chairman, on 
| the question of pensions, on this question of patriotism, therg 
| should be no sides in the American House of Representatives 
| LAppienes.) 
| I take advantage of this occasion to say, as a member of tha 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions, that the Democratic members of 

that committee, and an overwhelming majority of the Democratic 
| members of this House, have stood up nobly and valiantly ang 
patriotically in behalf of the pension legislation that has been 
proposed in behalf of the surviving Union soldiers and the widows 
| of those who are dead. I consider it a complimentary thing to 
| the patriotism of this House that we have spent five days on q 
bill that proposes to appropriate $138,000,000 to pay the pensioners 
of our country, and not one man has arisen in this House to Say 
| one word against it. 

THE PENSION ROLL A ROLL OF HONOR. 

We hear no more talk of pensioning *‘deserters,’’ no more talk 
| of pensioning ‘‘coffee coolers,”’ ‘‘bounty jumpers,’’ and ‘camp 
followers.’’ Those words that were such a slogan in politics in 
| days gone by have fallen into ‘‘innocuous desuetude,”’ and we hear 
no more of them. They never were truthful, they always were 
calumnious, and. rightly understood, always discreditable to the 
men who made the accusation. No deserter has been pensioned 
since I have been in Congress so far as I know, and my means of 
information have been good. And, Mr. Chairman, we hear no 
more talk of ‘pension frauds.’’ The old soldiers have lived down 
that cruel slander. The pension roll has been declared by the 
nation to be a ‘‘Roll of Honor.’’ The slanderers no longer bark 
at it in the open, and only a few of them are left to growl and 
whine in their foul dens. 

Mr. Chairman, when the pension committees bring up their 
special bills, which will not be until after the recess, I hope and 
_ pray that the average Member of the House will consider it a 
patriotic privilege that he has the opportunity, by his vote, to con- 
tribute somewhat to smoothing the pathway of some old soldier or 
soldier’s widow to the grave. The record and the facts I here 
| present show that the average life of a pensioner who obtains 
his pension by special bill at this late day does not exceed ten years. 
Many of them die before we get their bills through the House. 
Look at the records of the last Congress and the records of the 
previous Congresses and see how many cases there are where the 
| chairmen of our committee got up and said, ** Mr. Chairman, | 

move that that bill lie on the table; the claimant has died since 
the bill was reported.”’ 
SERVICE PENSIONS. 

There is another matter that this House will probably be called 
| upon to consider, and that is the question of a service pension; 
and I want to submit a few figures on that question from the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Pensions. According to the report 
of the Commissioner of Pensions there are about 200,000 ex-Union 
| soldiers now living and not on the pension rolls. When we con- 
| sider, Mr. Chairman, the age of the Union soldier and the infirm- 
| ities consequent upon age, and when we consider the inclination of 
| a man to get what the Government offers to him, I question very 

much whether there are as many as 100,000 ex-Union soldiers not 

drawing pensions to-day. But let us put them at 100,000. A 

great many of them never served ninety days and a great many 

of them have defective records, and these two facts explain why 
| many menare not applying for pensions. But put them at 100.000 
| and how will it figure out? There are 37,000 soldiers now draw- 
ing pensions at $6 a month. Suppose we raise them to $12; that 
| adds $2,664,000 to the annual pension payments. 
| There are 34,000 soldiers drawing $8 a month; put them up to 
| $12, and that adds $1,632,000 to the annual pension payme:its 
There are 24,000 soldiers drawing $10 a month; put them up to 
$12, and that will add $576,000 to the annual pension payments. 
Adding these three classes together, the aggregate is $4,872,000 
added to the annual pension payments. Now let us suppose there 
are 100,000 men not drawing anything who would be pensioned 
under a service law giving every one of them $12 a month. [hat 
would add $14,400,000 to the annual pension payments. But. Mr. 
Chairman, when we cut out the men who served less than ninety 
days—when we cut out those with defective army records—w hen 
we limit the age to 60 years, and perhaps require them to have 
served six months in the Army, how many thousand do you (!1nk 
a conservative service pension will add to the pension rol!’ !t 
will never add 50,000 names. Before they all get on that roll 
| 50,000 of those now on will drop off by death. 

SERVICE PENSIONS NOT BURDENSOME. 

I say the year has come and ought not to be allowed to end— 
the day has come and the clock ought not to be allowed to strike 
again, if it be within the power of this House under parliamentary 
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rules, without our adding to our pension roll the name of every 
ex-Union soldier with an honorable discharge who served six 
months or more and is sixty years of age or over. The country 
can stand it—the country will never know it. Mr. Chairman, 
when we get to appropriating $138,000,000 a year for pensions, 
the people of the United States do not care a nickel whether it 
js ten millions more or ten millions less, This pension appropri- 
ation never has hurt our country. It goes into everysection. It 
is taken out of the pockets of the rich and put into the pockets of 
the poor. It is taken out of the pockets of those who have pros- 
pered—the result of the prosperity of our country—and is put into 
the pockets of those who saved our country that it might be pros- 
yerous. 
E It goes into the pockets of the widows of those who now sleep 
under the sod, having given their lives that our country might 
keep its life. We honor those who are dead when we honor those 
who survive. 
Four hundred thousand men, 
The brave, the good, the true, 
In tangled wood, in mountain glen, 
On battle plain, in prison pen, 
Lie dead for me and you. 
Four hundréd thousand of the brave 
Have made our ransomed soil their grave 
For me and you, for me and you. 

I have no patience and no sympathy with the men who will go 
into vulgar fractions in order to find a way to prevent the men 
who served in the Federal Army from 1861 to 1865 from obtaining 
such a pension from the Federal Treasury that in their last days, 
when they behold the last sun setting upon their lives and the flag 
of their country still high in the heavens, they may feel that that 
country which they stood by in her hour of need is now standing 
by them in their hour of need. [Applause. ] 

So far as Iam concerned, Mr. Chairman, I know where I stand 
on this issue; and I hope there will be enough gentlemen on both 
sides of this House when that question is presented to give the 
ex-Union soldier who served six months and has an honorable 
discharge a service pension of $12 a month. 

JUSTICE TO SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few things in reference to 
widows’ pensions. The surviving Federal soldier has his vote: 
he can call his Congressman to time; but the widow has no vote, 
and she can not call anybody to time, but everybody is calling 
her to time. I lay down the broad assertion that there are undue 


obstacles placed in the way of the widows of our soldiers in ob- | 


taining their pensions. In many cases the widow dies and her 
children are in the poorhouse before her pension is allowed. 

And no wonder, Mr. Chairman, when you consider the ordeal 
through which she has to pass. The first thing she is called on 
to do is to prove the death of the soldier. That is not always an 
easy thing; for there are cases in which a soldier, before his 
death, goes to some new section of the country to make his home. 
We are a migratory people; we are moving about from place to 
ae This is a very great country. Plenty of my people go 
ing the place where he has resided in many cases never returns. 
The widow waits seven years. Congress passed an act about 
eight years ago providing that the unexplained absence of the 
soldier for seven years should be proof of death when his wife or 


widow was applying for a pension, and providing that if it should | 


turn out the soldier was living, the pension granted under the act 
should terminate. 

_ What does the Pension Bureau say? They say that this act is 
simply in affirmance of the common law, and so the Bureau has 


made no change in their ruling. In short, the Bureau has re- | 


pealed the act of Congress. 
Well, after she has proved the death of the husband, what is 


she next called on to do? To prove she was married to the man. | 


She has to produce a record, or the testimony of persons present 
at her marriage. She may have been married in my district, or 
in South Carolina, or in North Carolina, which frequently hap- 
pens, and have moved to Texas, and the soldier died there. This 
was 80 in a case which was recently brought to my attention. 
The soldier had been married before and divorced, but the court- 
house had been burned down and the record of the divorce de- 
stroyed. What was she to do? She had been married to the sol- 
dier many years, and had a large family by him—all poor. In this 
‘ase my friend Judge Sheppard, father of the present Repre- 


sentative from that district, was kind enough to introduce a spe- | 
cial bill to pension the woman, and Congress passed the bill with- | 


out objection. 
ARBITRARY EVIDENCE REQUIRED. 


What ought to be the law, Mr. Chairman? The same sort of 
aw that the probate court acts on, namely, to bring up two or 
three neighbors who will show that this Woman was reputed to 
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est—to Texas, California, Oregon. And the soldier thus leav- | 
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as such and had been living with him as his wife for years, upon 
which the probate court declares her the widow, gives her a 
year’s support, and assigns her dower. What does the Pension 
Bureau say? Nay, Pauline; nay; we want more [laughter]; 
we want a record, we want witnesses that were present and who 
saw you married! Well, suppose she gets those, what then? 
Why, she must prove by witnesses who have known her all along 
the line that she never was divorced from him. That is a re- 
quirement of the Pension Bureau—never divorced. She has to 
prove a negative. What next? She gets up affidavits of wit- 
nesses. That is not an easy thing to do where we have a migra- 
tory population. 

Here are a Tennessee man and woman—a soldier and his wife— 
who have moved to Kansas, or to Arkansas, or Texas, and who 
have been there twenty years. Howisthis widow going to prove 
these things—a lone widow, surrounded by five or six children in 
her distress, perhaps among strangers—how is she going to prove, 
by at least two credible witnesses, that her husband never was 
married before he married her, and that she never was married 
before she married him? Remember most of these marriages 
occurred thirty or forty years ago. What next? I want toread 
in this connection a case to show you the atrocity and absurdity 
of this ruling. Itis the case of Selena Brewer, wife of Daniel 
Brewer, Company E, Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry, claim 
No. 590484. This woman was 80 years of age, and she was called 
on to prove, by two or more credible and disinterested witnesses 
who had known her continuously ever since 1832, when she was 
16 years old, that she had never been married before she married 
the soldier, or, if married, had never been divorced from him, 

THE ORDEALS OF DELAY AND DEATH. 

Well, what next? Then she is required to file an affidavit of 
every service that her husband had been engaged in before his 
| alleged muster and after the date of his alleged discharge. How 
can she swear what service he was engaged in before his alleged 
muster? What next? When the Congressman calls up the case 
to learn its status, he is told, We are awaiting answers to letters 
| of inquiry addressed to persons supposed to have knowledge of the 
| facts! How long does she have to wait, Mr. Chairman? A year, 
| or until the Congressman, outraged, goes to the Bureau and de- 
mands that that case shall be acted upon. What then? Oh, it is 
sent to *‘ the field ’’—put in the hands of a special examiner, who 
perhaps has 100 casesalready in his hands. It lingers there another 
year, and the special examiner—that is, the average special exam- 
iner—thinks that he is doing God service and himself service if he 
can recommenda rejection. Every case that he turns down he con- 
siders an additional star in the crown of his glory. [Laughter.] 
Finally the case goes to the bureau of adjudication; and I believe I 
will read a thing or two out of the Commissioner’s report, because 
it may be that the average Member will hardly believe it. 

According to the report of the Commissioner (and it is only a 
| statement of rules that have been in existence in the Bureau for 
many years), after a casé has passed the adjudicating division, it 
then goes tothe board of review for its concurrence. Within the 
board of review is a re-review section, where claims receive an- 
other consideration before final action. and after it asses the 
board of re-review there is also an appeal section. Now, the Com- 
| missioner says, it has to take all of those steps before a claim is 
rejected. Oh, no, Mr. Commissioner, not before it is rejected. 
Strike out the word ‘‘rejected”’ and insert ‘before it is allowed.”’ 
| Before it isallowed it must take all of those steps. The Commis- 
sioner should have inserted the words ‘‘or allowed”’ after the 
word ‘‘rejected.”’ 

Every case takes this course, whether rejected or allowed. 
Finally, after the lapse of years, the certificate issues, if it ever 
issues, goes to the widow’s post-office. and oftentimes is returned 
| by the postmaster with a statement that the widow is dead, or, 

if not dead, she and her children may bein the poorhouse. Yet 

we are supposed to be here for the purpose of seeing, among other 

things, that the widows of the soldiers receive justice at the hands 

of the Government, whose life those soldiers died, it may be, to 
| help to save. 


be the wife of the dead nian, reputed by her friends and neighbors 
| 
| 








OUR DUTY AS CONGRESSMEN. 

Now, there are bills proposing a remedy for these things before 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and, as I remarked to some 
gentlemen a few days ago when we were discussing these things, 
we are not a lot of politicians at a crossroads store, whittling and 

| telling yarns and spitting ar yund, and suggesting changes in the 
laws: we are Congressmen, clothed with the duty and the respon- 
sibility of attending to these matters and righting these wrongs, 
of smoothing the ways of the soldier’s widow and not forgetting 

| the soldier himself. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that when the record of the Fifty-eighth 

| Congress 1s made up there will be found shining like a gorgeous 
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jewel in its heart a statute which will enable a widow to get her 


pension within three months after her husband dies. Then let 
the Bureau make an investigation if it wants to; let them dig up 
the past; let them call for the records, and if they can turn her 
down let themdoso. But donot hold the widow off until she and 
her children are forced into the poorhouse just because, as a 
prominent pension official said to me the other day, ‘‘We sometimes 
discover that she is not the lawful widow.”’ In order to give the 
Bureau a chance to discover that she is not the true widow it 
must hold up the just claims of thousands and thousands of law- 
ful widows and deprive them of their legitimate dues from the 
Government of the United States. 

There is a maxim quoted by criminal lawyers that it is better 
for ninety and nine guilty men to escape than for one innocent 
man to suffer; but the Pension Bureau seems to think it is better 
for ninety and nine innocent widows to suffer than for one guilty 
widow to escape. 

SUFFERINGS OF THE SOLDIER’S WIFE AND MOTHER. 

Mr. Chairman, we do not always appreciate the sufferings of 
the wife who has a husband, or a mother who has a son, absent 
in the Army in time of war. In silence and sorrow she toils 
through the day to clothe and feed the family, and at night she 
bathes her pillow with tears, grieving for the absent one, and 
haunted by fears of his death or illness. Well has the poet de- 
scribed the grief of the sweetheart, the wife, and the mother in 
parting with the soldier they may never see again. 

The maid who binds her warrior’s sash 

With smile that well her pain dissembles, 
The while beneath her drooping lash 

One starry tear drop hangs and trembles, 
Though Heaven alone records the tear, 

And Fame shall never know her story, 


Her heart has shed a drop as dear 
As e’er bedewed the field of glory! 


The wife who girds her husband's sword 
*Mid little ones who weep or wonder, 
And bravely speaks the cheering word, 
What though her heart be rent asunder, 
Doomed nightly in her dreams to hear 
The bolts of death around him rattle, 
Has shed as sacred blood as e’er 
Was poured upon the field of battle! 


The mother who conceals her grief 

While to her breast her son she presses, 
Then breathes a few brave words and brief, 

Kissing the patriot brow she blesses, 
With no one but her secret God 

To know the pain that weighs upon her, 
Sheds holy blood as e’er the sod 

Received on Freedom's field of honor! 

Mr. Chairman, all honor to the soldier who goes to the front, 
and endures labors, privations,and disease, and faces death in 
many shapes on guard, on picket, and in open battle; but let us not 
forget the honor due the toiling, sorrowing wife and mother at 
home, willing to sacrifice her husband or her son for the sake of 
her country. Let us ever honor the soldier’s widow, and let us 
not allow her to suffer by unreasonable delay in getting her pen- 
sion. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I say in conclusion, I hope this Congress 
will pass a law providing for a service pension at the rate of $12 
a month. The country can spare it and will never know the 
difference; but the men who ought to know the difference will 
know it. And I hope this Congress will pass another law, pro- 
viding that the claims of widows shall be adjudicated upon proof 
of marriage to the dead soldier and his death, and that she was 
cohabiting with him and recognized by reputable friends and 
neighbors as his lawful wife shall be deemed proof of marriage. 
When that is done, justice will have been done. Until that is 
done justice will be denied. Don’t let us forget that justice de- 
layed is justice denied. I hope that the Fifty-eighth Congress 
will see that justice is done and done quickly. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one 
of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Luis Bogran H., of Honduras. 

Senate concurrent resolution. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 2,000 copies of the report of the War Department on the re- 
ceipts and expenditures in Cuba during its occupation -by the United States, 
1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 750 copies for the use 
of the Senate, and 250 copies for the use of the War Department. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment joint resolution of the following title; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) in relation to commuted rations 
for midshipmen. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I now yield {if 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bassett). 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bas. 
SETT] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BASSETT. In Brooklyn, which in part I represent, there 
is undoubtedly a strong sentiment in favor of the isthmian cana] 
I do not understand that either there or here it is to any e: tent 
a party question, and I do not understand that it ought to be, | 
do not believe, and I do not believe that the people of my locality 
and the State of New York believe, that it should be a party ques- 
tion, because this great beneficent work is wanted by all, regard. 
less of party. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do know that the people of my city, ana 
not only there but throughout the country and right here in this 
House, on the other side as well as this, want to know that the 
steps by which the isthmian canal is obtained are founded upon 
just rules of practice and morality, upon the same rules of con- 
duct that are expected of private individuals and which they are 
supposed to use in transacting their own affairs. : 
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I believe that the position of my party, as well as the position of 
people regardless of party all over this country, is that they are 
waiting to know and they want to know whether the steps that 
have been taken and are being taken in regard to the canal treaty 


are founded upon justice and right. They want success, but they 
do not want success that is olhtained in any manner excepting 
through those fundamental principles of right that we followed 
during the early days of this country, and that ought to be fol- 
lowed now. 

They want to know whether the formation of the new Repub- 
lic of Panama was assisted to any extent by the responsible agents 
of this Government or by its controllable employees. It is right 
that they should know, and they have a right to suppose that the 
Administration, which is in a position to know these facts before it 
acts, should act upon the rules of justice in deciding them. They 
also wait to know and want to know whether at the time the 
Panama Government was recognized it had attained the fair po- 
sition of an independent state. 

The facts controlling the moral proposition were known to the 
Administration fully and before others could learn, and the coun- 
try has a right to presume that the Administration acted upon 
the moral right of that question. The disposition and desire is to 
support the Administration. The country waits to know and it 
wants to know whether the Republic of Panama at the time the 
Administration said that war against Panama would be prevented 
on the Isthmus by the force of the United States, and under the 
treaty of 1846, had obtained its independence from Colombia, either 
by exceptional facts of relative position or by its power to hold its 
own, or by reason of such an extreme and peculiar argument for 
rebellion as would appeal to all civilized nations and justify pro- 
tection from them. 

The people want to know whether that new country had 
founded its independence so firmly that it was right and just for 
this country to consider that the treaty of 1846 applied to 


Panama as the possessor of the soil of the Isthmus instead of to 
Colombia. 

These are questions the answers to which the country waits to 
know, and as a member of the minority party I have the right to 


stand here and ask that it be shown that the facts square with 
right, without being open to the accusation of hostility to the 
proposed treaty. 

In the early days of this Republic. James Madison said that the 
strength of the Republic was founded on doing justice, and cer- 
tainly in the days of the greatness of this country we can afford 
to place the acts of the country upon that same foundation 0! 
justice and right. 

These questions, it seems to me, are simple, and because the; 
are simple they are sometimes passed over. The people of the 
country are not only anxious for success regarding the canal, !u' 
they want success to be founded upon right means, and the main 
anxiety of the country, the main interest of the Democratic 
party, is to be sure that the Administration is proceeding in 


ance with those same rules of moral conduct which are expected 


from individuals. 


It is very easy to consider that success justifies. Success, Mr. 
Chairman, does not justify anything that is done by individuals 
or by government. Success is only justified when it is reached 
through means that are founded upon justice. 

This moral feature of the Panama question, it seems to me. ®l- 
though simple, if facts could be fully known, is very imports! 
The public conscience is not dull, The people are alert on a ques- 
tion of right and wrong. We support the President. But it 1s 


not out of place to state now and then that progress must be 
founded on right, and that the people have the right to assume 
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that governmental progress is so founded. The public suspect, 
and in some cases know, that the trusts do not act ‘upon those 
gare rules of moral right which are expected from individuals. 
~ ‘Phere has been a tendency during recent years to let down the 
standard of right action and justify results by success. The 
Government should especially set an example of conduct that 


can be justified by the same rules of moral right which we expect 


from individuals. 

When the National Government, which is keenly watched, is 
respected, is supported by the people of a great country like this, 
adopts short cuts toward getting at a conclusion, whether that 
conclusion is success or not, it has an effect upon the people of 
the country, and that effect is to lower the standard of integrity. 


It is better sometimes not to succeed than to succeed in a way 
that dulls the moral sense of the people of a nation. Il fares the 
land where wealth accumulates and men decay. 

The great success of France during the reign of Louis XTV was 
marked by the Government departing from the rules of justice 
and acting according to the rule that success justifies; and al- 
though the nation was increasing the people were decaying. 

In the time of the early Stuarts in England everything appeared 
to be progressing, yet because the example of the Government at 
that t me was not the practice of the same rule of morals that is 


expected of individuals the people were affected, their ideals low- | 


ered, and the moral fiber weakened, and not until the Common- 
wealth, under Oliver Cromwell, was that country put again upon 
a safe basis of moral right, 

Success does not justify, because a nation is not growing great 
unless the people of that country are retaining their perception 
between what is right and what is wrong. 
that should be a light to the people of other nations and an ex- 
ample to the people of this country, shall act under any other 
rules than those founded on justice, it is then cutting from the 
standard of moral sentiment of the people. 

These considerations I present, Mr. Chairman, and although 
simple are yet fundamental. I believe that the greatest questions 
of government are after all simple questions, and those who re- 
gard them from their intricacies and in their details sometimes 
are more apt to err than those who look upon the general and 
simple aspects. 

There is no general adverse opinion among the people or in our 
party against the Panama Canal, but there is the utmost anxiety 
and solicitude to know that success, if attained, is rightly and 
fairly attained. We can always afford to wait to do things right. 

With Madison, we want the strength of this Republic to be 
founded upon doing justice. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I now yield one hour 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE]. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, there is no probability, I 
think, that I shall consume all the time so generously yielded to 
me; but inasmuchas probably everything has been said which can 
be said to justify the action of the Government with reference 
to the recognition of the new Government in Panama, and inas- 


If this Government, | 





much as lam responsible for bringing the discussion of that sub- | 


ject before the committee at this time, I shallask the indulgence 
of the committee for a brief interval while I attempt in such 
manner as I may be able to command to respond to the positions 
assumed by gentlemen upon the other side of the question. 

The President of the United States and his Administration are 


very fortunate in having for champions to espouse their cause | 


the very able gentlemen who have done so upon this floor. The 
distinguished and able chairman of the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs [Mr. Hrrr], thoroughly skilled in diplomacy, profeundly | 
read in international law, having a familiar knowledge with the | 


whole history of our country, is as capable a person as could have 
assumed that task. It is safe to assume that he would not leave 
anything unsaid that could be said in support of the course pur- 
sued by the Government. 

He did me the honor to listen to the remarks which I made upon 
a former day in this committee, and to reply to me in a most 
admirable address—plausible, rhetorical, skillful, and adroit—and 
I wish, Mr. Chairman, to join in the general commendation of 
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the excellence of his speech, as strong a speech as could have been | 


made in support of his contention, a contention which I regret is 


in unfortunate one—the position assumed by our Government | 


acum not but believe an unfortunate one, fraught with evil for 
ie country. 
But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt] and other gentle- 


men have seemed somewhat irritated by the language which I | 


used when I had the honor to address the committee hitherto, and 
the gentleman from Illinois criticised me for using language 
ay h he considered too strong and not sufficiently respectful. 
~ lawlessness’ and ‘ crime.”? The honorable gentleman was not 
accurate in that accusation, Mr. Chairman. He did not hear, in 
Wat I uttered on that day, the use of the word “crime.” 


. 


said that I had characterized the action of the Government as | 
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The gentleman from Illinois knows what crimeis. I used no 
such expression, nor did I use language which imputed crime. 
He said I charged lawlessness against the Administration. If 
the meaning of this expression is to be given which is frequently 
given to it—a general condition of lawlessness—that is not accu- 
rate; but if, on the other hand, the true meaning was intended to 
be given to the term “‘lawlessness’’—the act of violating the 
law, a disregard of the law—then the gentleman was warranted 
in his statement to the House that I had accused the Administra- 
tion of lawlessness. 

It is difficult, Mr. Chairman, when we attempt to describe an 
act which in itself is wrong to use such expressions as shall be en- 
tirely agreeable to the ears of the wrongdoer or his friends. If I 
was unfortunate, I regret it; but with due care I hope to be able 
to keep myself within the bounds of proper expression. I did 
conscientiously describe the act, as I understood it, which was 
done; and if gentlemen are not pleased with that they can not 
blame me for it, but must charge it up to the wrongfulness of 
the act itself which demanded such description. 

Lawlessness! Why did I say it was unlawful? Because it was 
in palpable violation of the enactment of the Legislature of the 
United States, of a law which had received the sanction of the 
President by his signature and approval. I made this accusation, 
and the gentleman from Illinois made scarcely a serious effort 
to disprove it; the gentleman from Pennsylvania admitted it. He 
admitted that the President did act in violation of the law of 
Congress. Then, if he did, may we not properly charge him 
with lawlessness to that extent? Do I quote the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania correctly? Examine the Recorp of this morning 
and find his remarks, They are printed in the morning REecorp, 
I propounded to the gentleman a question as follows: 

Mr. DinsmMorE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ApAMs of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. DinsmMorRzE. The gentleman has stated that the President was given 
“reasonable time’’ in which to effect an agreement by which the canal 
should be built across the Panama route. I would like him to state to the 
House what the President was to do under the law in case of failure, after a 
“reasonable time,” to effect that agreement with the Colombian Govern- 
ment. What, according to the provision of law, was the President required 
to do in that case? 

Mr. ApAms of Pennsylvania. I state frankly that it was provided that in 
case of a failure of the negotiations of Panama within a reasonable time the 
President was to proceed to build a canal by the way of Nicaragua. The 
very choice of the words, ‘‘a reasonable time’’—and they were chosen after 
mature judgment—was for the purpose.of putting the President in sucha 
position that if the project of a Panama Canal should fail he should then be 
obliged to build a canal by way of Nicaragua. 

Here is an admission by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a 
champion of the Administration, that the law had been expressly 
constructed to leave no discretion to the President of the United 
States, but to require him. upon failure after a reasonable time 
to effect the direction of Congress with Colombia, to construct a 
canal along the Nicaraguan route. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman do me the 
favor to read a little further along and not stop just where he did? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Ah, Mr. Chairman, I have¢ rot tke time to 
read all of the gentleman’s speech. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. No, the gentleman has not time 
in this particular. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Doesthe gentleman from Pennsylvania deny 
that he used the language? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. No. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Isnotthelanguage specific? Isitnot direct’ 
Did he mean what he said? He says that the law was constructed 
so as to leave the President of the United States no discretion, but 
to require him to construct a canal along the Nicaraguan route if 
after a reasonable time he was unable to secure an agreement 
with Colombia for the Panama route. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. After it had failed; and if the 
gentleman will read on he will see that I said it had not failed; 
that the President would have been criminal if he had not carried 
out the mandate of this act. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Does the gentleman say that it had not 
failed? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I said so, and I said so in my 
speech, but the gentleman only reads a part of it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not want to do the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania injustice. The gentleman can read that part him- 
self. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. It is like reading half of a quo- 
tation and leaving out the other half. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Ican not take the time, Mr. Chairman, but 
I have asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania to read it himself, 
in my time—that part of the RECORD which justifies his position. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Shall I read it now? 

Mr. DINSMORE, I shall be glad to have you do so, 
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Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania (reading): 


Mr. DINSMORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman has stated that the President was given 
“reasonable time” in which to effect an agreement by which the canal 
should be built across the Panama route. I would like him to state to the 
House what the President was to do under the law in case of failure, after a 
“reasonable time,” to effect that agreement with the Colombian Govern- 
ment. What, according to the provision of law, was the President required 
to do in that case? 

Mr. ApAms of Pennsylvania. I state frankly that it was provided that in 
case of a failure of the negotiations with Panama within a reasonable time 
the President was to proceed to build a canal by the way of Nicaragua. The 
very choice.of the words, ‘‘a reasonable time’’—and they were chosen after 
mature judgment—was for the purpose of putting the ‘President in such a 
position that if the project of a Panama Canal should fail he should then be 
obliged to build a canal by way of Nicaragua. To that extent the language 
used in the law was imperative; the President was to have no option. 


Here is where the gentleman stopped. I read on: 

But it was necessary that the President should exercise the greatest judg- 
ment and wisdom, so that when Colombia had rejected the treaty, and when 
at once a new opportunity arose for carrying out the mandate of Congress, 
the law should be carried out and the Panama route maintained. Conditions 
had changed; and I am glad to say the opera has so far improved that 
in the judgment of many, including myself, the President would have been 
criminally wrong if he had tried to evade the mandate of Congress and not 
construct this canal by the way of the Panama route. 

No wonder the gentleman stopped quoting at the point where 
he did. 

Mr. DINSMORE. My friend from Pennsylvania certainly does 
not believe that I had any intention to misrepresent him. The 
fact that I just yielded to him out of my time to read such part 
of his remarks as showed a different position assumed by him, is 
evidence that I had no such desire. 

3ut what is his language? He says: 

Conditions had changed: and I am glad to say the opportunity has so far 
improved that in the judgment of many, including myself, the President 
would have been criminally wrong if he had tried to evade the mandate of 
Congress and not construct this canal by the way of the Panama route. 

But he had failed to secureanagreement with Colombia. Hewas 
directed to make the agreement with Colombia and upon failure 
of this to build the canal by the Nicaragua route. If, as the gen- 
tleman says, the President would have been criminally wrong not 
to obey the mandate of Congress, the gentleman has been more 
severe on the President than I, for he did fail. Hedid not obtain 
an agreement with Colombia, and he did not try to build the canal 
by the Nicaragua route. The gentleman, admitting-his failure 
and admitting the termsof the law as I have recited, did admit, as 
I have said, that the President violated the law. 


What was the mandate of Congress? I askthe Houseand_J ask | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania. It was to enter into negotia- 
tions with the Colombian Government for the right to construct a 
canal by the Panama route; and in acase of failure.te accomplish 
that result within a reasonable time,then the President was directed 
to turn his attention to negotiations with the view of construct- 
ing the canal by the Nicaraguan route and to enter upon the con- 
struction of that canal—not to do as he did—not to recognize a 
new government which might give this Government the right or 
the power to construct that canal by the Panama route. He was 
to negotiate with Colombia, and if after a reasonable time the 
negotiations should be a failure, then he was to enter upon the 
construction of a canal by the Nicaraguan route or to enter into 
negotiations for that purpose. 

So that the remark I made, that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania admitted that the President of the United States did act 
contrary to the express provision of the statute which he had 
signed, was a correct and just remark as made. ‘‘A reasonable 
time’’ after what? For what purpose were the words “after a 
reasonable time’’ used? To limit the time within-which negotia- 
tions with Colombia might be conducted for the purpose of effect- 
ing the construction of a canal by the Panama route—not a rea- 
sonable time after the failure of those negotiations with Colombia, 
but a reasonable time within which to conclude those negotiations. 

The President waited a reasonable time. He waited until he 
saw that there would be no action on the part of Colombia to 


authorize us to enter upon this work; and then when he did | 





ascertain that there was to be no consent obtained from the | 


Colombian Government it was his plain duty, under the law, to 


do what he was directed to do by Congress—not to enter upon a | 


scheme of his own unparalleled in history for the suddenness 
with which he recognized a new government, called into exist- 


ence, it would seem, for the very purpose of carrying out the | 


construction of this canal, and not because it was entitled. to 
recognition as a government with sovereign power and able un- 
aided to perform the duties as a government toward its citizens 
and toward the world. 

In this connection I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that last night, in New York City, there was, accord- 
ing to the press, a little Panamanin.symposium. Certain gentile- 
men met and regaled each other with their-views upon the glorious 
achievement of the United States in bringing-into.existenee.this 
new government in Panama. The Assistant Secretary of State, 





Mr. Loomis, was present on that occasion and made a speech, It 
is presumable that he was acting, if not under the direction, at 
least with the approval, of his chief, because in so delicate a mat. 
ter as this and on a subject of this character he certainly would 
not presume to go before the public and into print unless he had 
the approval of his chief, the Secretary of State, or the President 
What does Mr. Loomis say in the course of his remarks ah vat 
this matter of a ‘‘ reasonable time?”’ 

Mr. Loomis says: 

The rejection of the treaty at Bogota was an unfriendly act from the view 
Pp int of international law. Colombia appealed to us to enter intoa treaty to 
ypuildacanal. The treaty was negotiatec with her in the most liberal spirit on 
our part,and was then rejected by the Colombian Government and Congress 
without debate. The executive branch of the Government which had nego. 
tiated it did not try to secure its ratification. = 

How the Assistant Secretary of State became informed as to 
this I do not know. Iam not here to defend the Colombian Goy- 
ernment; nor to say that the Government of Colombia acted in 
good faith. That is not a part of the duty which I assume in 
discussing this question. My only purposeis, if it may be possible, 
to demand a correct position on the part of our own Government 
in its relation with foreign countries. This is the language to 
which I wish to call specific attention. 

It became evident shortly after the opening of the Colombian Congress in 
olga there was not the least intention of ratifying the Hay-Herran 

It became manifest so long ago as in the month of June last, 
says the Assistant Secretary of State, ‘‘that there was not the 
slightest intention ’’ on the part of the Colombian Government to 
put into effect that treaty, to ratify it. Does this bring know)- 
edge home to the Administration that the time had come to act? 
Is not this convicting the Administration out of its own mouth of 
having intentionally failed to fulfill its duties in complying with 
the requirements of the law of Congress? 

In June last, says Loomis, the Government knew that there 
was no purpose on the part of the Colombian. Government to 
ratify the treaty. Then, if that were true, the duty of the Pres- 
ident of the United States was plain. The provisions of the law 
are direct and specific. He is directed by the law to enter upon 
negotiations for the construction of a route by Nicaragua, and he 
can offer no excuse for failing to do this at the very time that he 
became convinced that,the Congress of Colombia would not ratify 
that treaty. 

But when the time fixed in the treaty itself, which, according 
to the opinion of the President of the United States himself was 
defined. a reasonable time. and which was ratified and approved 
by the Senate, September last, had arrived, certainly a reasonable 
time had elapsed for the Colombian Government to act. There 
had been failure then, but still the President did not act. What 
justification follows when the President's own servant, a member 
of the State Department, tells you that there was not in June last 
the slightest hope that there would be a ratification of the treaty 
by which Colombia would give to us the right to construct the 
canal? 

Mr. Chairman, was I justified in saying that the President, in 
pursuing the course. he did, had violated the law, had violated 
the enactmentavhich he himself had helped to make a part of the 
law of this land? Itis difficult to restrain one’s feeling and utter- 
ance within temperate terms when we consider an act like this. 
I would speak respectfully of the President of the United States 
and of all in high authority in our Government, but there is no 
reason why I shall not call attention to errors and blunders com- 
mitted by him—aye, and to a violation of law committed by him, 
if, as I truly believe, he has broken, has violated the law. 

In monarchical countries there is a fiction that the king can do 
no wrong; but there is no such fiction existing in the United 
States with reference to our Presidents. We know that that ex- 
pression simply means that the king shall not be held responsible 
for his wrongdoing; that if mistakes are made, the ministers of 
state must take the responsibility; but in the United States, in 
this great Republic of ours, built up by the hands of a people e- 
voted to a sacred purpose, where liberty was ever the inspiring 
motive and equal manhood the end sought, there is no place for 
stich sentiment as this. There is no reason where freedom of 
speech is allowed and exercised to withhold criticisms of the 
President.of the United States when he has done wrong, as [ be- 
lieve he has in this instance, and as, I think, is abundantly proven, 
even out of the mouths of the people who stand with him and 
support him and give him their assistance. 

But let me make further reference to the speech made by Mr. 
Loomis last night in the city of New York. He said: 


We have no desire to annex Panama, and we have not done s0. rhe 
President simply executed the will of the American people, with due regar 
to international law and rights. He was instructed by Congress to secure 4 
possible. He waited until the ad- 

* * 


canal route onthe Isthmus.of Panama, if 
journment of the Colembiaa.Congress. ted 

In less than a week, and before the President could be reasonably expect nd 
to turn to grave consideration of the Nicaragua route, a leng-expected an< 
inevitable revolution in Panama came to pass, the people rose as one man, étc. 
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The President, it seems, had not time to turn to the grave con- 
sideration of the Nicaragua route within a week after the ad- 
journment of the Congress of Colombia, but Mr. Loomis tells us 
that it was known before the adjournment of Congress that there 
was absolutely no purpose to ratify the treaty. When there was 
no ratification the President, it seems, had not time to turn tothe 
crave consideration of this question. A week is not sufficient. 
No. a week is insufficient time for the President to perform a duty 
which he owes to his own country in strict compliance with the 
requirements and demands of law, but a week is more than suf- 
ficient time for him, with the strong power of our Government, 
to bring into existence a newrepublic. Two days is sufficient for 
hat. 

But the President acted from another and separate consider- 
ation in respect to his conduct in this regard. It seems that not- 
withstanding that you and I knew nothing about it, notwithstand- 
ing the country had not suspected, the President, with the intuition 
for which he is highly praised by the gentleman who made the 
speech last night in the city of New York, discovered that there was 
pending over civilization the happening of a great international 
cataclysm, and that unless:we intervened and took possession of 
Panama ourselves France would come on with her ships of war 
and other nations of the earth might follow, and that we might 
expect the powers of the world to be involved in warfare with 
each other and with us. 

Is this a justification for his violation of the law? Might we 
not have avoided this in one of several different ways? We have 
not been unfortunate in appealing to the spirit of arbitration. 
Our country has made a history in that regard which does credit 
to our diplomacy, and there is no reason for saying that any ques- 
tion arising with France touching the protection of her interests 
in Panama might not have been settled by arbitration as other 
questions have been settled. 

If the President had turned his attention to carrying out the 
direction of Congress by constructing a canal by the Nicaragua 
route a great deal of intense feeling about the Isthmus of Panama 
would have been avoided and the public mind put at rest, when 
we by that means and by that route were about to construct the 
great artery that was to connect the two oceans and open it to the 
commerce of the world. 

But other considerations are expressed by Mr. Loomis, and I 
invite your attention to at least this one. 

THE GRAVE POSSIBILITIES. 

Reflect for a moment— 

Says he, in his speech last night— 
on the grave possibilities which confronted this Government asit peered into 
the future and sought to provide intelligently for the many serious compli- 


cations and contingencies which the President foresaw. 
Ifthe revolution in Panama had not occurred; if the American people, 


guided by the a of its most learned, efficient, and highly trusted engi- | 


neers, continued to think the Nicaragua route an impracticable one; if the 
people and Congress of this country had insisted that we wait for a year, or 
until such time as the politicians at Bogota were ready to negotiate a new 
canal treaty, and in the meantime their Congress had declared invalid the 
renewal of the French concession, which might have happened on the Isth- 
mus, I may safely assert, without fear of contradiction by any well-informed 
persons, that the Government of France would not have stood serenely b 

and witnessed the pillage of thousands of her people through the act whic 

Bogota politicians devised for the looting of the French company of $40,000,000. 

“Tf the revolution in Panama had not occurred; if the Ameri- 
can people, guided by the opinions of its most learned, efficient, 
and highly trusted engineers, continued to think the Nicaragua 
route an impracticable one’’—here is the language which I wish 
your mind to dwell upon. The Assistant Secretary of State in 
this speech assumes that by the most intelligent, skilled, and 
scientific engineers it has been demonstrated that the Nicaragua 
route was impracticable, that the people of the United States be- 
lieved it to be impracticable. 

Was it because they believed it to be impracticable that Con- 
gress, this House, under the leadership of the very distinguished 
and able gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrpsurn], passed a bill re- 
quiring the construction of the canal by the Nicaragua route? 
Was that done without consideration? Was that done without 
reflection, without due regard for the consultation and advice of 
great engineers of this country? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it was done after the engineers selected 


by the Government had declared three times that N icaragua was | 


a practicable route. 

But this gentleman says that the people of the United States, 
under instructions from the best engineers, did not believe it to be 
practicable, He says this notwithstanding the action of Congress; 
notwithstanding the action in the other branch of Congress when, 
under the Spooner amendment, it was also provided, upon the 
failure of that, that the President should enter upon the con- 
struction of acanal through Nicaragua. If Mr. Loomisis correct, 
our Government should have secured the advice of more compe- 
tent engineers. If he was right, Congress—both Senate and 
House—was forcing upon the country an enterprise costing mil- 
lions of dollars which was not practicable. 
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293 








Mr. SIMS. May I interrupt the gentleman to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. SIMS. In view of the manner in which this so-called Re- 
public has been brought about and recognized by our Government, 
does the gentleman favor ratifying the treaty that has been made 
with that Republic? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I am called upon by the 
gentleman from Tennessee to say whether I favor the ratification 
of that treaty. I shallreply to him, not in a word, butin extenso. 
We are called upon to ratify a treaty made with a government 
which was provisional in form at the time when it was recog- 
nized, only a few days afterwards, having its independence guar- 
anteed by us. It was composed in its officials of men who were 
not citizens, at least not citizens who were imbued with the spirit 
of patriotism looking to the first interests of the country, but by 
persons who were there for the purpose of advancing their own 
schemes to make money. 

The independence of that government as a republic was recog- 
nized almost immediately afterwards, before it was a republic, 
before it had any organic law, before it had a constitution, 
before it had administrative departmentsto enforce and administer 
its authority; without the power to protect the rights of its own 
citizens, much less the rights and interests of the people of the 
United States. 

Should we ratify a treaty with that Republic, made under those 


terms? I say no. For the honor of my country I say no, not to 
ratify it. Rather than dothis, although the Panama route may be 


the more practicable, although it would be cheaper to build the 
Panama Canal than the Nicaraguan Canal, I believe we should 
maintain our own self-respect and honor as a nation and if need 
be adopt the Nicaragua route, which is practicable, which a law of 
Congress ordered to be adopted in case of failure with Colombia 
for the other, and that this is preferable to the establishment of a 
republic by forcible intervention by the United States simply to 
secure a canal, and this in violation of a treaty with a friendly 
power and despoiling that power of a part of its sovereignty; a 
republic that could not exist for a day without our sheltering 
protection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
kansas allow me? 

Mr. DINSMORE. What are an additional $10,000,000; what 
are an additional $20,000,000 to the cost of the Panama route, by 
which we could have obtained it from Colombia if we had given 
them sufficient money? What are fifty millions compared to the 
good name of this great American Republic, its honor, its dignity, 
and its standing before the world, in the light of a glorious past, 
of an honorable record, made enduring by our greatest, our most 
eminent statesmen? 

I say we should adopt the other route. The President of the 
United States, in my opinion, should have doneit. It might have 
been, if he had attempted to do as he was directed by Congress, 
that means might have opened up by which we might ultimately 
have acquired the Panama route, if it is moredesirable. Wecan 


Will my friend from Ar- 


| not tell. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield 
to a question by the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. DINSMORE. If he insists. Isheuld be glad to proceed 
with my remarks, however. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is simply upon the line of 
argument of my friend from Arkansas, which he has made most 
elaborately, as to the policy of the Government in recognizing re- 
publics and governments. I should be glad if the gentleman 
would allow me to read it to him for his comment. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I intend to make some references to that in 
another part of my remarks, and I should be glad if my friend 
would allow me to proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It will take me only a mo- 
ment, with the gentleman’s courtesy, and it relates toa point 
It is as fol- 


Will the gentleman allow 


lows: 


It is the established policy of the United States to recognize all govern- 
ments without question of their source or their organization, or of the means 
by which the governing persons attain their power, provided there bea gov- 
ernment de facto accepted by the people of the country, and with reserve 
only of the time as to the recognition of revolutionary governments arising 


| out of the subdivision of parent States with which we are in relations of 


amity. 

We do not go behind the fact of a foreign government exercising actual 
power to investigate questions of legitimacy; we do notinquire into the causes 
which may have led to a change of government. To us it is indifferent 
whether a successful revolution has been aided by foreign intervention or 
not; whether insurrection has overthrown existing government and another 
has been established in its place according to preexisting forms or in a man- 
ner adopted for the occasion by those whom we may find in the actual pos- 
session of power. All these matters we leave to the people and eublic 
authorities of the particular country to determine, and their determination, 
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whether it be by positive action or by ascertained acquiescence, is to us a 
sufficient warranty of the legitimacy of the new government. 
# * ea * oa ” + 

It is the more imperatively necessary to apply this rule to the Spanish- 
American republics, in consideration of the frequent and not seldom anoma- 
revolutionary nature of most of these changes, of which the recent series 
of revolutions in the Mexican Republic is an example, where five successive 
revolutionary governments have made their appearance in the course of a 
few months and been recognized successively, each as the political power of 
that country, by the United States. 

That is the declaration of a Democratic President, Franklin 
Pierce, made on the 15th day of May, 1856. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I might fill up the Recorp 
with expressions akin to what the gentleman has just read. In- 
deed, I have inserted in the Recorp a long series of authorities 
upon the same line. It isa needless consumption of time to go 
on forever in this direction. My only purpose to-day was to en- 
deavor to reply to the argument made upon the other side in 
defense of the action of the Government of the United States. 
Nevertheless, what the gentleman has read is an addition to the 
strength of our position, and I am glad to have it placed before 
the House and in the Rrecorp, and he has my thanks. 

It is true my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAMs] in his 
speech complained that the authorities which I had read were 
ancient authorities; that they did not come down to modern inter- 
pretations and modern construction. Mr. Chairman, it will be a 


| 





| against the protest of a very large portion of the subjects of {) 
lous changes of organization or administration which they undergo and the | 


——— 


stances under which that recognition was given? Exactly si1j. 
lar to the two instances in France. The Spanish Cortes }aq 
elected a King in 1870, King Amadeo, an Italian. He was elec, d 
Kingdom of Spain. He held his kingly authority and exercjseq 
his rule for about three years, and then, seeing that the confjc+. 
ing and adverse elements in his Government made his rule a fj. 
ure, recognizing the absolute impossibility of conducting his (oy. 
ernment with success, he abdicated on the 11th day of February 








| 1873, turned theGovernment over to the Republic in the hands of 


skillfu: statesmen. 

It was a Republic in esse, in fact, possessed of all the attributes 
of government without effective opposition, and there was no 
other government in Spain to exercise authority or to be 1 
nized by the United States in the transaction of business of 
tual interest to the two countries. The Spanish dominion ai 
changed its form of government. Can this avail the Presid, 
a precedent in encouraging and making good the secessi 

-anama from Colombia, our neighboring Republic, bound to ys 
in commerce and friendship by the bonds of a solemn treat) 

But our friends invoked the authority of one more precedent, 
that of Brazil. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ap ns 


| described the circumstance of the overthrow and expulsion of the 


sad day for us, the well-being of our country and its geod name, | 


when those noble sentiments, as expressed by the statesmen from 
whom I read the other day, are out of date and ignored in-the 
administration of our international affairs. [Applause. | 

But those teachings were not controverted by the distinguished 
gentleman who spoke so ably on the other side. My purpose now 
is—and if I fail in doing so, gentlemen of the House and of the 


unfortunate Emperor Dom Pedro most graphically in his : 
lent speech on Monday last in the Committee of the Whole o: 
stateof the Union. Recall how that old man, stricken and broke: 


| in power, left his Empire and the scene of his glory, escorted in 


committee will see that I have failed—to briefly examine the | 


eases cited by the two gentlemen who have spoken from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs as justifying the action of the Presi- 
dent in his sudden recognition of the independence of the Gov- 
ernment of Panama. 

I assert, Mr. Chairman, that these cases which the gentleman 
cited are not in conflict, but are in full harmony with what I read 
from the writings of Monroe, Adams, and President Jackson. 

I stated on Friday last that there were cases wherein the Govern- 
ment was not called upon to exercise that caution and care, that 
deliberation that is proper when a part of acountry has separated 


itself from the parent government, and when it may more | 


promptly recognize a new government established, and I had in 
my mind the very cases cited by the gentleman from Lllinois and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Indeed, Iam not sure but I 
referred to the case of France at the time. I did not see proper 
at that time toenlarge upon it. They are not in conflict with the 
doctrine as I stated it. 

But why was it the United States Government was so prompt 
in giving its recognition in the different instances cited by them? 
Take the two recognitions given in France. In 1848 the Govern- 
ment then existing within the whole confines of French territory 
was overturned. Louis Philippe was cast out; he had sailed with 
his family from his country for England; he had left the repub- 


licans in full possession of the Government in allits functions and | 


pt ywers. 


ment, but under a different form. There were American inter- 


It was the Government of France—the same Govern- | 


ests there, American residents; there was an American minister, | 


and there must be a government with which to deal in the trans- 
action of business of interest to our country. 
government there to recognize except the Republic, and the Gov 
ernment of the United States consistently and with propriety 
recognized that Republic at once. 

And so afterwards, in 1870, when Louis Napoleon was over- 
thrown, when we gave recognition to the succeeding Government, 


There was no other | 


the armies of the Empire had been captured, 300,000 or more of | 


them, captured under MacMahon and Marshal Bazaine. There 


vas no army left sufficient to enforce the Imperial authority. | 


Whenever the Imperial troops were confronted by those of theGov- 
ernment of National Defense the former invariably reversed their 


public. They were in full possession of the Government; they 


United States most properly recognized the Republic of France, 
rejoicing to see a caallite erected over the ruins of & monarchy. 
The Government had again changed its form; the same conditions 
existed as described in the former instance; there was no other 
government in France. 

Again, the case of Spain was cited by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. Our prompt recognition of the Republic in Spain in 1873 


was referred to by him as a precedent for the President’s most 
extraordinary action toward Panama. 


What were the circum- 


his carriage with his family, to embark upon a ship of the sea and 
be conveyed out of his dominion, to find refuge in a foreign land. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania was then representing our 
Government as minister at the court of Brazil, and notified his 
Government in a dispatch that by the acceptance of money prot 
fered to him by the new Government Dom Pedro was considered 
to have abdicated his authority. Heleft the Empire. There was 
universal assent to the action of the revolutionists all over the 
land. The Government changed its form. A republic took the 
place of amonarchy. There was no other government there with 
which to transact the business of government, to exercise th: 
powers of government over the Brazilian people. The Empire 
was gone—extinct, dead. The United States recognized the ex- 
istence of the new Government, and later on (not immediately 
recognized its independence as a power among the nations of the 
world. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question, which he can answer “ yes’’ or ‘‘ no?” 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly. 

Mr. STANLEY. In those instances which the gentleman has 
cited was there even a nominal conflict of authority between t 
Government overthrown and the Government established? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I have already stated that there was a com- 
plete overturning of the whole fabric of government within t] 
dominion or the territory where these revolutions occurred 
There was no other government; there was no antagonistic 20\ 
ernment, and no effective opposition from any source. How 
then, can gentlemen invoke these cases to justify the President 
the United States in taking up and giving his support toa revolt 
colony in secession against the legally constituted authority | 
Colombian Republic, which is in treaty of friendship and c 
merce with us by the most sacred, formal, and solemn express 

I say, as I have hitherto said, I believe there is not a gentle. 
in this House who does not believe that but for the action o 
President and his officers in their intervention in the prevention 
of the landing of troops, not only along the route of the canal «1 
Isthmus, but in the whole Department of Panama (for they w: 
excluded by the orders of this Government from every pa! 
that Department); but for the action of the United States | 
ernment in taking this step there never would have been : 
public or government of- Panama to-day. That Govern 
would have lasted no longer than it would have taken the ( 
bian Government to bring sufficient troops (which she ha 
hand) and crush it. It would not have lasted, in my judgn 


; 


a week, 
guns in token of their sympathy and their approval of the Re- | 


|of State say, that we had a solemn duty to perform und 
exercised all the powers of the Government; Louis ee was | 
captive, overthrown, the Empire crumbled to dust, and again the | 


Gentlemen on the other side say, and officers of the Depart: 
provision of the treaty, and that duty was to keep open comn 
cation of trade. I suppose I shall subject myself to the criticism 
of the opposition, inasmuch as I am now repeating a certain ):"" 
of what I said the other day, indulging in “ reiteration;’? bu! 
the President of the United States intervened at that time to k«| 
open the trade across the Isthmus he should have intervene: '! 
the spirit and the terms of the treaty with Colombia itself. Co: 
bia, that had ample power to suppress the rebellion, was prev’! 
from exercising that power only by the action of the Un 
States Government, by the intervention or threatened intervent\\! 
with force. 
Mr. Chairman, we can not too often refer to that treaty of 15:0. 











1903. 


In my remarks on Monday I stated distinctly what the position of 
the President as expressed in his message to Congress was, and 
discussed the subject with reference to the views of Mr. Cass, Mr. 
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Seward, and Attorney-General Speed, and from the standpoint of | 


their construction of the treaty that the obligation we assumed in 
ruaranteeing the sovereignty of Colombia was as against foréign 
foosand not as against rebellious subjects or citizens of the Co- 
lombian Government. I stated in my speech that I would argue 
the question from the view taken by the President, which, after 
jooking at all the authorities, might properly be contended to be 
the correct one. Itis true it was notuniversally accepted. There 
is a distinct and specific agreement by the Government of the 
United States. But I will read the language: 

In order to secure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment of 
these advantages, and as an especial compensation for the said advantages 
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles 
of this treaty, the United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to 
New Granada by the present stipulation the perfect neutrality of the before- 
mentioned Isthmus, with the view that the froe transit from the one tothe 

er sea may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time whilethis 


ti atv exists; and in consequence the United States also guarantee, in the | 


manner, the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada 
has and possesses over the said territory. 


Now, in this connection President Polk, said with reference to 
this provision of the treaty: 

The guaranty of the sovereignty of New Granada over the Isthmus is a 
natural consequence of a guaranty of its neutrality, and there does not seem 
to be any other, practicable mode of securing the neutrality of this territory. 
New Granada would not consent to yield up this province in order that it 
might become a neutral state; and if she should, it is not sufficiently popu- 
lous or wealthy to establish and maintain an independent sovereignty. 

But. Mr. Chairman, let us concede the contention of the Presi- 
dent, and, as I remarked before, the opinions of men like Cass and 
Seward and Attorney-General Speed are not to be cast aside in- 
differently. I say again there is ground upon which to assume 
that contention, and I do not assume to decide whether it is the 
right or the wrong one; but what I do contend is that that treaty 
and the performance of its stipulations should be carried out in 
the spirit and under the guidance of its first article, which is as 
follows: 

There shall be a portect, firm, and inviolable peace and sincere friendship 
between the United States of America and the Republic of New Granada, in 
all the extent of their possessions and territories and between their citizens, 
respectively, without distinction of persons or places. 


the United States, with one ship already there, issued orders for 
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able to do. If there is such a case, the gentleman can find it. I 
only say that up to this time he has not found it; he has not 
offered it for the consideration of the committee; he has not in- 
voked it to justify the action of the Government. In my opinion 
he will not and can not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman wil! permit 
an interruption, is it not true that every case cited by the gentle- 
man from [linois [Mr. Hirt] was a case where a country changed 
its form of government? 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman from Mississippi perhaps 
was not present all of the time, but I have gone over that and 
shown that in every instance it was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas such further time as he may wisi. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from 
Kentucky, but I shall not abuse his indulgence. I shall hastily 
conclude. I have not been animated by unworthy motives in this 
discussion. I stated to the House, when I opened it on a former 
day, that I was aware of the fact that I was assuming an unpop- 
ular position. 

I have only done it ont of a desire to speak for the honor and 
the integrity of my country as I understand it. I ha 
to acquit myself and my party, in so far as I am au 
speak for it, from any of the just censure that s! 
cause of the action of this Administration in this in e, 

We have longed for the construction of a canal. We still long 
for it as a great businessenterprise that will bring the world closer 
together; that will bring rich returns to our country from com- 


lone so 
1orized to 
uv! | come be- 


| merce and trade,and we will have it. But,asfor myself, would 


have it constructed, however great the price, without the sacrifice 


| of stern and strict adherence to right. Our country is too great 


to do sosmall and unworthy a thing as we are witnessing. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hitt] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arkansas has 
with great care and at interesting length amplified to-day what 
he ably said before, and in many cases has endeavored to repair 
minor breaches in his walls; but I think the whole of his speech 


| reduces itself to an accusation against our President of having 
Mr. Chairman, when this little coterie, this piebald crowd, set 
up an independent government in Panama, and the President of | 


others to hasten to the scene of action at once, issued orders to | 


prevent the landing of troops—when he excluded Colombian forces 
from the whole territory of the Department of Panama, which 
was within her jurisdiction and under her sovereignty—I say that 
was not an act of sincere friendship and was not conduct calculated 
to produce enduring peace, nor was it justified either in good con- 
science or before the international courts of the world. 

I feel that the President did not conform to the requirements of 
duty. I feel that he did not conform to the requirements of treaty 
obligations, that he did not endeavor to promote peace permanent 
and enduring and good friendship between the two powers, and 
it does not satisfy the situation for gentlemen to enter into denun- 
ciations of the Colombians themselves. Whatever they may do, 
the Government of the United States should always pursue a 
course that will not be questioned in the court of conscience. 
Colombia was grasping? Yes. She did not meet us in a spirit of 
fairness; but when all is said, she had a constitutional right to 
reject the treaty, and that is the sum of her offending. 

I believe I have noticed all of the cases invoked by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Apams]. Itis true that the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois, with a majestic sweep of his hand, said there are plenty 
of instances; that it is a mere matter of the workshop; that he 
could cite more of these cases. Well, he is familiar with them 
all, and I think, Mr. Chairman, that the country will feel that 
the gentleman from Illinois was unfortunate in the selection of 
cases which he claimed proved that the action of this Adminis- 
tration was justified in its interposition in Panama. 

If there were cases in point, the gentleman from Illinois would 





certainly have brought them into notice. If there were cases | 
that were applicable here. there is none so skilled as the gentile- 


man from Illinois to find those cases, and while he has knowledge 
in the workshop it occurs to me that it would have been better 
for him to have selected a shoe that would fit the foot, a glove 
that would adjust itself to the hand, rather than cases which we 
do not controvert as authority, which are not in conflict with 
what I have already declared to be the invariable rule for our 
conduct, but are in conformity and harmony with it. 

If the gentleman can find a case in the history of this country 
where action has been taken by our own Government, which 
comes up to the vase at bar, which justifies the action of the Pres- 


ident in this particular instance, he will domore than I have been ! not captiously scrutinizing the conduct of our Executive, who is 


been too slow in going from the Panama Canal to the Nicaragua 
Canal, when he waited a week and the revolution interrupted 
further waiting, and in having been too fast in recognizing the 
government of the people of Panama after they organized a re- 
public, when he waited nearly a week. 

The gentleman stated in an admirable manner the political and 
moral sensibility that inflames his spirit when he sees what has 
been done by the President in trying in his own way to obey an 
act of Congress which aimed at the construction of the Panama 
Canal. He thinks the President was unjustly hasty in abandon- 
ing the possibility of coming to some agreement with Colombia. 
Why did he let those little obstacles that had arisen prevent a 
treaty? Why let the Colombian exaction of $10,000,000 more, or 
even $15,000,000 more, stand in the way? That was a delicious 
statement, coming from a gentleman whose lips had just before 
expressed his sensibility on questions of public honor and virtue. 
A treaty by which we generously gave $10,000,000, at their demand, 
had been rejected by them, with the bald and palpable intention 
of attempting to blackmail us out of ten or fifteen million dollars 
more, and the gentleman would yield to their demand. 
ten or fifteen millions in this great question of a canal? 

The gentleman says he knows he is on the unpopular side. I 
will certify to that on this point. All the Democrats, and all the 
Republicans joining with the Democrats, would pour out upon 
President Roosevelt their withering execration and hissing scorn 
if he had submitted tothat blackmail. [Applause.] The Ameri- 
can people do not want their affairs conducted in that way. 
When the conclusion came of that long and weary negotiation 
begun by the Colombian Government, the duty of the President 
was plainly marked out. He had been directed, as first choice, 
to secure, if possible by negotiation, the Panama route from 
those who had domination or dominion over it; and if that could 
not be done and the treaty failed, after waiting a reasonable 
time—that is the language of the statute—after a reasonable 
time he was to turn to Nicaragua. The gentleman thinks that 
enormous interval of time which took place after the failure of 
the treaty with Colombia was ample for him to have acted, and 
commenced on the Nicaragua Canal. It was an entire week! He 
might have telegraphed to order a dredging machine. He might 
have commenced some negotiation in some new telepathic or 
mare >nic method, but he let an entire week go by when Congress 
had commanded him to wait a reasonable time. 

Is not such an objection mere quibbling? Is it not searching 
for a method of creating an obstruction to canal building? Is it 
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not usually reproached with being a slow man? Is it not an ex- 
cuse for finding fault with what he does, whatever it may be? He 
was commanded by the law to endeavor to secure in treaty the 
right of way and the facilities for constructing the Panama Canal. 
After the folly of the Colombian Government had produced such 
a revulsion of feeling on the part of the people of Panama and its 
vicinity, who saw all their future hopes of a canal dashed; after 
they had risen in revolution and had organized a government, the 
mandate of Congress to build the Panama Canal as the first choice 
was still upon the President of the United States, to secure that 
route, if possible, by treaty with the government holding it. 
Names had changed. The government, once Colombia, was now 
Panama. The names had changed before under another law, a 
law enacted by our Government in treaty form in 1846. That 
was not with Colombia by that name. It was not with Panama, 
but it is binding upon us at this hour. It was made in 1846 with 
New Granada. 

Did the change of name change the facts or the rights or the 
duties tinder it? We are not concerned about the Andes Moun- 
tains or other parts of New Granada or Colombia, 800 miles away. 
The treaty of 1846 was made with the Government that had do- 
main over the Isthmus which is mentioned so often in the treaty, 
where the canal was contemplated, which Isthmus is all the 
treaty deals with; and when the President found an opportunity 
of obeying Congress and of negotiating with the Government 
which had domain over that Isthmus, fulfilling exactly the con- 
ditions of the act of Congress, except that a name had changed, 
just as a name had changed in the treaty of 1846, which was 
made with New Granadaand was for many years with Colombia 
and is to-day binding upon the Republic of Panama, was it not his 
duty to take advantage of that opportunity? 

The gentleman from Arkansas found much fault with the 
President for recognizing the Government of Panama that was 
in existence. He says it was too hastily done by the President, 
who was too slow to go to Nicaragua. The gentleman disregards 
as not in point the many examplesI cited of similar and more 
prompt recognitions of new governments in recent years. He 
spoke in a defiant manner, challenging me to go on and cite other 
instances. 

Well there are many, and perhaps it would be more satisfactory 
if I cited them from Democratic sources. A distinguished Dem- 
ocrat who is near me, a Democrat of the robust old school, hands 
me a memorandum of President Pierce, a sound Democrat, rec- 
ognizing five successive governments in Mexico in six months. 

The gentleman reviles the Republic of Panama as composed of a 
few unorganized and disreputable adventurers—hardly a dozen— 
and we dealt with them; that it had no parallel or likeness in the 
examples I cited and which he went over. He referred to our just 
conduct in recognizing the Republic of France in 1870. 

When Minister Washburne went out to recognize the Govern- 
ment of France it was not then a republic, and it did not call 
itself by any name except ‘‘ National Defense.’’ There appeared 
at the window of the Hotel de Ville a dozen men with a flag and 
showed it to the people, and Mr. Gambetta made a famous speech 
to the crowd and said. ‘*‘ We are the committee which represents 
the French people.”” They had just walked over from the hall 
where their Parliament sat. They took power. Mr. Washburne 
recognized them as the Government. The gentleman says they 
had unanimous support of all the people. Why, of that Parlia- 
ment over 400 were monarchists. The army was Bonapartist— 
that which was left, the main body having been crushed by the 
Prussian army. But the great body of the people were not in 
sympathy with the Republic. 

The gentleman is very far from correct in his history when 
he said that a republic was accepted. It was so far from being 
accepted that they could not get the name of republic for it for 
five years by their own Parliament,and members were elected, 
and elected for five years, before they overcame the majority in 
favor of the old Bonapartists and royalist government. Yet we 
recognized that Government immediately. There was no such 
unanimity there as in that Republic which President Roosevelt 
recognized in Panama, where a people in their desperation were 
exasperated at the action of their Government sacrificing all 
Panama’s interests in reaching for more millions in the Treasury 
of the United States. The new Government of Panama has been 
confirmed since by the formal assent of every municipality in the 
Republic of Panama. It has the assentand support of everybody. 
There have been no signals of discontent—no disturbances. 

It would have been a departure from the continuous policy of 
our Government through so many years, a policy stated admir- 
ably in the extract read from President Pierce by the gentleman 
from Alabama | Mr. RicHarRpDsON] but a few moments ago, if we 
had not gone forward in the plain path of duty and recognized 
that Government. 

But there was a reason stronger still. 


It is the duty every- 
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where, even in semicivilized countries, of our officers, naval, con- 
sular, and diplomatic, to at once recognize any organization that 
has a form and power of government, if they can thus protect the 
lives and property of Americans. 

In this instance Americans were numerous and their property 
vast on the line of railway. A great deal was owned by them. 
It was the duty at once of our representatives to put themselves 
in communication with the existing authority. There was but 


| one power, the authority of the Republic of Panama, and the re- 
| marks of the gentleman about there being a body of disreputal)o 


men is absolutely gratuitous. There is not the faintest shadow 
of basis for that, except that they were doing something that he 
now disagrees to. They were taking a step which tended rapidly 
to bring about that for which millions of our people are very 
anxious—the building of a canal. There seems to be the place 
where the shoe pinches. I believe a great mistake is being made 
by men in assuming a position here which has only one objective 
or result—it may delay the canal. 

The change in the situation at Panama since the recognition of 
the Republic has not disclosed any change of sentiment. This 
Government answers in all respects the requirements of inter- 
national law and the precedents of our Government. Having all 
the requisites for an independent government, they are and were 
entitled to recognition. The same recognition has been given by 
all the great powers of the world, and that after careful exami- 


nation. That Republic to-day exists as a fact, and it will con- 
tinue to exist. It is a part now of the political system of this 
continent. We are deeply interested in it by the old treaty of 


1846 and by our projected canal. Gentlemen who think they can 
impede it or obstruct the wish of the American people by caviling 
and fault-finding, by sticking in the bark, and calling that a vio- 
lation of law which was, in fact, carrying out the true intent of 
the law, are greatly mistaken as to the sentiments of the people 
of our country. 

We are a plain, direct peoje, and we are trying to do what is 
right. In this we would do what is to all others a benefit, a gen- 
erous act, while it is also for our benefit. All is done openly, day 
by day. There is no dark chamber, no great officials close under 
a king or an emperor to plan and carry out his wishes. Our af- 
fairs will go as the people want them. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. | 

They have said that they want, first, a Panama Canal, and if 
they can not get it they want a Nicaragua Canal. Congress has 
said—and it speaks for the people—emphatically, after long con- 
sideration, that it prefers the Panama Canal. The President has 
obeyed that order—obeyed it carefully. But he can never do any- 
thing, take any step that will meet the approval of those who are 
his professional critics, who are hunting places to find fault. He 
has made.a step which they say is too slow, and he made the second 
step, which they say is too fast. Both were in the direction of a 


| canal, which the American people desire, and they will soon have 


it. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

We are tired of waiting; we are tired of delays; we have had 
enough lawyers and great lobbyists around here on behalf of rich 
companies trying to obstruct the wish of the people. We have 
seen this sinister influence in the lobby for years, and on the floor, 
and some said it was visible in the press; but public sentiment 
and determination will keep right on, unchanged like the resist- 
less tide of the sea. Those who try to breast it or divert it with 
savil and quibble about forms of words the real meaning of 
which is plain, who have such tender sensibilities about the 
morals of our Government that they would thwart its progress, 
will be passed by while they are finding fault, and the people will 
stand by their honest and energetic President. [Applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lovertina having 
taken the chair, as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed without amendment joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing title: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) to pay the officers and employ- 
ees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective 


| salaries for the month of December, 1903, on the 18th day of said 


month. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I now yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, the members of the committee 
who have heard the careful, learned, painstaking speech of that 
trained member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs who is at 
the head of the minority will have noticed in it certain parts that 
I shall not answer. Perhaps we can say fairly that the main mo- 
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tive of that speech is a lament that the Nicaragua route was not 
chosen rather tan the Panama route. With that we have noth- 
ing todo. The statute told us to get the Panama route by pref- 
erence. We have now found it possible to obtain a treaty for 
the Panama route; and the President obeys the law and does not 
disobey it. 

The second part of my friend’s speech complained of the Presi- 
dent of these United States for being, like the people of these 
United States, forceful, determined, willing to recognize facts, to 
do as this Government has always done, to protect American life 
and property, and in this case to protect the railroad now exist- 
ing, in which Americans are largely interested—protect them by 
recognizing the powers that be in the land, and hold these 
powers responsible for what is done. In that I shall not answer 
the gentleman. He has beenanswered. But the gentleman from 
Arkansas went further. He made an attack, covert, it is true, 
but an attack which he has twice made, and the second time after 
he had been corrected, in which he reads to the committee the 
guaranty of the treaty of 1846, in which the United States of 
America— 
guarantee positively and efficaciously to New Granada, by the present stip- 
ulation, the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned Isthmus, with the 
view that the free transit from the one to the other sea may not be inter- 
rupted or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty exists; and in 
consequence the United States also guarantee, in the same manner, the rights 
of sovereignty and property which New Granada has and possesses over the 
said territory. 

And then he says, Mr. Chairman, that there are high authori- 
ties which maintain that that guaranty only extends to foreign 
nations, and argues on the assumption if it be conceded that it 
only extends to foreign nations. May I ask whether he concedes 
it, because on that matter of honor the people and the President 
and Congress insist, and it must be conceded by them if we make 
any move upon the Isthmus? In fact, it is not only conceded by 
every American authority, but it has been conceded by history, 
and it has been conceded by Colombia herself. 

Ican not put the doctrine as it stands better than in certain 
words used not very many years ago. In the year 1885 there was 
a revolution or a disturbance upon the Isthmus of Panama. Mr. 
Bayard was Secretary of State. The Government of Colombia, 
through our minister, cabled to us: 


This Government solicits fulfillment of article 35 of the treaty, etc., to se- 
cure the neutrality and sovereignty of the Isthmus of Panama. It desires 





that for that purpose some land forces be sent to disembark upon the | 


Isthmus, 


Let me point out to the gentleman and to the committee that 
at that time the doctrine had been so well settled that there was 
not even a letter in reply. They did not even print the answer 
in our foreign relations. 
patch was answered by cable on the 29th of April: 

United States operations restricted to transit. 
neutrality, not intervention with local strife. 

Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, thus expresses the universal 
decision of every authority of both countries before that time. 
Perhaps it would be more interesting to state this matter his- 
torically. 

The Republic of Panama is no new republic. It was the Re- 
public of Panama which established its independence from the 
Crown of Spain. It includes the important neck of land just at 
the Isthmus where, for fifty or sixty years, long before the treaty 
that I shall refer to, we have had 4 consul. 
tant city of Panama and a number of harbors, San Blas, Aspin- 
wall, Chagres, and so on, but it is, oddly enough, separated from 
South America by a range of absolutely wild country—inhabited 
by savage Indians, broken by steep mountains, and intersected by 
tremendous gorges, where there is nothing but merest Indian 
trails to connect South America with Panama. It is said that a 
few years ago it was thought to be a very great thing that some 
dozen inhabitants of Colombia, on horseback, managed to pass 
along that trail to Panama. 

In the survey of the Intercontinental or International Railway 
which was to connect North and South America our engineering 
parties did not go through that Isthmus of Darien. It is well 
known what awful starvation only a few years ago was suffered 
by Lieutenant Strange and his party when they attempted to cross 
that isthmus. 
character, but it joined its fortunes to the great Republic of Co- 


There is the impor- | 


I found, however, that this cable dis- | 
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The lowlands and marshes swelter under a tropical elimate and 





fevers. It is a different population that inhabit the low grounds 
about the mouth of the Magdalena. In fact, these separate States 
were so cut off from each other by tremendous natural obstacles 
that the Republic fell apart. 

In 1846 Colombia had been divided into three countries. One 
of them was New Granada. It was substantially in territory 
what is now the United States of Colombia. It included the De- 
partment of Panama, which, however, had its own town author- 
ities, its own aldermen, its own people. And in 1846 this treaty 
was made by which the United States agreed that if a railroad or 
other means of transit were put upon the Isthmus there should 
be no duties charged for taking goods over the Isthmus other 
than would be imposed upon citizens of New Granada. It was 
to be practically a free zone for the transit of goods. 

Thereupon, in order to get capital to gothere and in order that 
the investor should feel safe that the riches which would be 
amassed there would not be seized upon by some foreign coun- 
try, there had to be some guaranty. A letter has been pub- 
lished lately from the secretary of state of New Granada showing 
that that country feared that England would seize any such 
transit. That letter was kept a secret from 1848 and only pub- 
lished the other day from the secret archives of the Senate. The 
minister of the United States wastold that this treaty could only 
be signed if we would guarantee the Isthmus against foreigners, 
especially against England. 

Our minister, rightly believing that the guaranty against for- 
eign countries was only a part of the Monroe doctrine which had 
already been declared by one of our great Presidents, signed the 
treaty without authority and sent it to Washington with the ex- 
planation contained in that letter, which declared the fear that 
England would take possession of the Isthmus. The President 
and Senate ratified his act. That guaranty went into effect and 
the letter remained in the archives of the Senate. The treaty 
was to guarantee against foreign intervention. As afterwards ex- 
pounded by our Attorney-General, it did not mean that we should 
interfere in revolutions in Colombia or that we should prevent 

-anama from revolt. That was not declared in so many words 
for some time, but history settled its meaning. The treaty was 
made in 1846. 

In 1853 there was a revolution in New Granada. <A new con- 
stitution was adopted which transformed that State and took away 
the very sovereignty of New Granada over the Isthmus of Pana- 
ma, for it constituted a federation of States, nine or thirteen, I 
think, in number, of which Panama was one, expressly providing 
that any one of those States could secede at any time at its will. 
The sovereignty of New Granada, said to be guaranteed by this 
treaty. Was thus abolished at that time, and the sovereignty of 


| New Granada has never been reestablished. 


We guarantee international | 





| Toro, the President, was turned out and imprisoned. 


Ourconsul remained at Panama. Wethus recognized the new 
federation. That constitution was perhaps the first in the world 
until the constitution of the Confederate States in which it was 
attempted to change a government into a federation, with express 
provision for secession. In the year 1857 Panama actually did 
secede from theunion. Panama remained out of that union with 
the will of all parties for some years. 

While she was separate as the Republic of Panama our con- 
sul remained there. The treaty of 1846 was recognized by the 
Republic of Panama and was recognized by the United States of 
America. It remained between those two sovereign States, as it 
remains now with the present Republic of Panama. For the 
present I shall pass over the disturbances and revolutions which 
occurred there. Well, she came back again, and a new con- 
stitution was adopted about 1861 which made the union closer. 
Mosquéra was made President. 

The Government itself was made more powerful, and he was 
dictator. Our consul remained, and the treaty still guaranteed 
against foreign intervention. In 1865 anew revolution occurred. 
A new 
President came in, and while those disturbances were in progress 


| revolting inhabitants of the district of Cauca were marching on 


Panama is an outlying district, commercial in its | 


lombia, which included not only the present United States of | 
Colombia, but also Ecuador, Venezuela, and I believe Peru, and | 
which after the victories of Bolivar expected to rival the great- | 


ness of the United States in the union of these different countries. 
They were, however, impassably separated by mountains and 


streams. There were enormous differences in conditions. The 
highlands about Bogota have a temperate climate, where they 


raise horses and cattle and have two or three crops of corn a year. | upon this subject. 


Panama. 

Our minister at Bogota, reading over this treaty for the first time 
and being impressed with the idea which has been so plausibly 
and pleasantly suggested, that we had guaranteed the whole Isth- 
mus as against revolt, represented to our home Government in a 
series of dispatches that many foreigners had come to live upon 
the Isthmus and that it was obvious that the treaty was intended 
to guard against them, and begged that we should thereupon pro- 
tect the Isthmus for the government that was then strugeling for 
its life at Bogota. The matter was thought of sufficient impor- 
tance to be put before our Attorney-General, and I will ask the 
Clerk to read in my time the opinion of the Attorney-General 
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The Clerk read 


Panama 


as follows: 


Opinions of the Attorney-General, volume 11, page 391. 
mus of Panama. 


The Isth- 


The thirty-fifth article of the treaty between the United Statesand New 
Granada a re this Government to protect the Isthmus of Panama 
from invasion by a body of insurgents from the United States of Colombia. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL’'S OFFICE, 
November 7, 1865. 


es not obli 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3lst 
of October, 1865, together with a dispatch from Commander H. K. Daven- 


port, of the Navy, then acting as consul of the United States at Panama, ask- 
ing my opinion as ti » the obligation of this Government under the thirty- fifth 
article of its tre aty with New Granac la to comply with the requisition of the 
President of the United States of Colombia for a force to protect the Isthmus 
of P anama from invasion by a body of insurgents of that country. 

T “he most important priv llege secured to the citizens of the United States 
under the thirty-fifth article of ths ut treaty is the right of transit from sea to 


sea across the Isth mus for themselves and their merchandise without being 
liable to duties, tolls, or charges of any kind to which native citizens of New 
Granada are not ¢ ubjected for thus passing the Isthmus; and in order to se- | 
cure the tranquil and constant enjoyment t of these and other advantages 
mentioned in the treaty the United States agree to guarantee, positively and 
efticacivusly, to the Isthmus with the view that the free transit from one to | 


the other sea may not bs 
and in conseq 
manner the right 
posse -sses over the 


»embarrassed in any future time while this treaty 
uence the United States also guarantees in the same 

of sovereignty and property which New Granada hasand 
> Same territory. 


exists; 


Unit od States to become a party to the intestine troubles of that Govern- 
ment, nor did the United States become bound to take sides in the domestic 
broils of New Granada. The United States did guarantee New Granada in 
the sovereignty and property over the territory. This wasagainst other and 
foreign governments. Without language more explicit and direct to that 
end it can not be that New Granada desired or the United States intended to 
give a guaranty to New Granada against the conduct of the citizens of the 
atter. 

The acceptance of such guaranty would amount to a surrender of sov- 
ereignty on the part of New Granada, and the United States by virtue of the 
treaty could claim the right to determine which party in New Granada would 
keep and perform the treaty and which not, and if able could rightfully put 
and keep in power the party thus selected. The history of the relations 
which this Government has ever borne toward the other nations of the world 
forbids the idea that it ever desired or intended to obtain such control over 
the internal affairs of any other government. The positive and efficacious 
yuaranty of perfect neutrality mentioned in the treaty must be regarded as 

aving reference to foreign powers. 

In the fourth part of the thirty-fifth article it is agreed between the high 
contracting powers that “if any one or more of the citizens of either party 
shall infringe any of the articles of this treaty, such citizens shall be held 
personally resp: mnsible for the same, and the harmony and good correspond- 
ence between the two nations shall not be interrupted thereby, each party 
engaging in no way to protect the offender or sanction such v iolation.”’ 

This stipulation in the treaty is perfectly mutual, giving to the United 
States no more power over citizens of New Granada than it does to Ne o 
Granada over citizens of the United States,and being mutual is in direx 
conflict with the previous part of the article if in that previous part the 
United States is authorized to intermeddle with the domestic concerns or to 
take sides with one or the other party in the intestine troubles of that nation. 

My opinion, therefore, is that this Government will not be authorized from 
anything containgd in the thirty-fifth article of the treaty to send a force to 








protect the Isthmus of Panama from invasion by a body of insurgents of that 
country. 
Iam, sir, very respectfully, 
JAMES SPEED. 
Hon. WM. H. SEWARD, 


Secretary of State. 


Mr.PARKER. Thus by history and this opinion it is perfectly 
plain that we did not mean by the treaty to make ourselves a 
party to the internecine broils of New Granada. In this very 
revolution of 1865 the minister of New Granada at Washington 


From this treaty it can not be supposer d that New Granada invited the | 
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| matter, however, and what I am trying to answer, is tha ( 
duty under the treaty as against internal revolt. ’Gentleme: 


| and attaching it to another foreign nation or power 
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es 


of foreign affairs of Colombia. He asked them whether ; 
felt themselves authorized by treaty to request aid of the | 


disturbance on the Isthmus on the part of Colombian ci 
and they said no, not even on an invasion by another Colo) 
\ st at oS. 
Panama from the Colombian Union and attach it toa fo) 
power. 

And Mr. Burton adds: 


This leaves the Isthmus free for independence, if not for annexat 


I am not stating this correspondence at hearsay. [I fi: 
the Diplomatic and Foreign Relations of the United Sta‘ 
1866 and 1867. On page 565 is the acknowledgment of th 
duct of the United States in not interfering. On page 579, 
date of September, 1866, the minister of foreign affairs of ( 


bia, reciting our letter as to the interposition due from ” Gov 


ernment of the United States by the treaty between the 
tions in the event that an insurrection by armed ee 


| take place on the Isthmus for the purpose of segregating i 
| the union, 


says: 
The Government of Colombia understands thatif such a movement 


be effected with a view of making that section of the Republic ind 
that is to say 
to transfer by any means whatever the sovereignty which Colom) 
possesses over that territory to any foreign nation or power what 
will then have arisen when the United States of Ame rica, in f 


of their obligation, contracted by the thirty-fifth article of the t ea 
ing between the two Republics, should come to the assistance of ( 
maintain its sovereignty over the Isthmus, but not when the dist 
are confined to Colombian citizens. 

Mr. SCOTT. I believe gentlemen on the other side—1 
them, at least—concede that under our treaty the United 
have no obligation to preserve the autonomy of Colom! 
against domestic revolt; but as I understand their content 
is that our Government does wrong now in preventing Co! 
from reasserting her sovereignty on the Isthmus. I shou! 
glad to have the gentleman discuss that question. 

Mr. PARKER. I have not got to that question and n 
get to it. I do not admit, in the first place, that we hay 
vented them from asserting sovereignty. That has not 
proved by anything that has been done here. The imp 


case 


the other side concede with an ‘‘if’’ and a sneer. 
Gentlemen on the other side concede, but with a covert 


| upon the honor of the Government of the United States and 


| its President, and it is time that that concession should be 1 


in such a way that that question should be barred. It i 


| that this House should not see gentlemen rising on the oth: 


| with an attack upon the honor of this country in its dealings wit 


another power. 
If we are free from any duty to maintain Colombia agai: 


| own revolted subjects, it is principle and policy to act the n 


had made a special request of the State Department that they | 


would interfere as against the revolutionists. After the revolu- 
tion had succeeded, Mosquéra, the President of the Republic, in a 
formal communication to the United States (Foreign Relations, 
1866-67, p. 568), expressed his thanks, 
ment of the United States for refusing to intervene at the call of 
the Colombian legation authorities, saying that this circumspect 
policy of the American Government, with the correct estimate 
placed on facts, has fixed definitely the meaning of the treaty and 
‘** will serve as a p int of departure for whatever political emer- 
gency may occur.”’ 

These are the words of Colombia to us now, declaring that we 
are not bound to maintain their sovereignty as against their own 
eo le. 

That declaration was made with the knowledge that Panama 
was discontented. It was in that same year that our minister 
wrote that he had— 


reported a consultation with a politician with relation to the projec 
separation of the State of Panama from the Republic. 


He says that— 


this idea still subsists with the people of that State; that the Federal Govern- 
ment fear their inability to hold it; that they contribute $50,000 a year to the 
local government really in order to attach the people to the confederation. 


And he continues: 

The latter think that, free from the interior, for which they have a strong 
aversion, and under the protection of some strong power, they would own 
the national interest in the railroad, establish custom-houses, and thus enjoy 
abundance 

This is not all. Our minister thought the matter of sufficient 
importance to bring it before the direct attention of the minister 


od 


commending the Govern- | 


that we find a government that can fulfill the obligations 
treaty and that can mi uintain the transit. It is princip! 
policy to recognize that government. It is principle an 
policy because we must have some power on which we ma) 
It is principle and policy to act quickly if we are free t 
But we will not have Members rising in this House to c 
that there is even a doubt as to whether we are breaking t 

I stand here to repel that insinuation against the Presid: 
the Government. Such a charge is made againstall of us. 
plause. | 

We have come down to 1865. Afterwards there were 4 
ances. We were continually protecting the railroads fro 
to time and trying to find out who wasin power, The 
revolutions—— 

Mr. LAMB. Will my friend allow 

Mr. PARKER. On this point. 

Mr. LAMB. Do you accuse this side of disloyalty in n 
objection to the course taken by the President because o! 
one Member said? He,I think, disavowed expressing the 0} 
of this side, and declared that he spoke only his indi) 
opinions. 

Mr. PARKER. If my friend please, I do not accuse an) 

I do not accuse that side of doing it, nor do I accuse an) 
intentionally doing it; but it is equally certain that th: 


a question? 


| used by the gentleman from Arkansas, if only for himself, 


| doubt in their minds on that subject. 


doubt at least in his mind and may cause other men to 
I disclaim any att 
gentlemen on the other side. I hope before I have done the 
all concede that the guaranty was only against foreign in‘ 
tion. 

Mr. LAMB. Will the gentleman pardon one suggestion? 1 
are some of us over here who contended forty years ago fo 
right of secession, and if it was wrong then how 
now? 


unless such movement be intended to detach the Stato 


san it be ri: 


hey 


. ° : ; . I ited 
States for the suppression of an insurrection, rebellion, or ot] 


Me 


17) 








» 
de 


190: 


Mr. PARKER. That is not a question. It is perfectly certain 
at if any foreign power had chosen under the circumstances to 
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its own defense, and without its having the right to be governed 
by the laws which belong to the rest of the country. 
Next, in 1900, there came a revolution. Sanclemente,a man of 


| 93, who had been a lawyer, statesman, diplomat, scholar, and 


- wrong to the United States by recognizing you they could 
nave done it. I do not say that it would have been a legal wrong, 
hut an actual wrong and injury to the United States, and if it 
had n to their advantage to do it or to the advantage of the 
world they would have done it. Fortunately, they saw it was | 
not to the advantage of the world nor to their own advantage to 
hreak up this great Republic. As to Panama, I will put the ques- 
tion to the gentleman whether it is to the advantage of the world 
to maintain the rule of Colombia over a remote district separated 


from the mountains of Bogota by a month’s journey, a district 
which remains no longer in the possession of Colombia, especially 
when the new Republic will forward the progress of the civiliza- 
tion of the world, and when _ its inhabitants have established a 
Government in which they all concur? 


whl 


Mr. Chairman, in 1873 the United States had been occasionally 
landing marines to take care of the transit across the Isthmus. 
A protest was made by the Colombian Government. The ques- 
tion came up whether the United States forces should simply pro- 
tect the railway or whether they should put down disturbances. 


The United States claimed that they needed to have some govy- 
ernment there who was really in power and who could put down 
disturbances. Thereupon our minister, Mr. Scruggs, communi- 
cated on December 19 of that year with Colunje, the minister for 
foreign affairs of Colombia, stating his view that there was vio- 
lence on Panama, and that the treaty did not engage the United 
States to protect the road from local factions. Colunje replied 
that the treaty ‘‘ did not include the obligation to protect the rail- 
road against the class of violences referred to.”’ 

And he ‘makes known for the President that the Colombian 
Government has considered and will consider it its exclusive 
function and duty to give that protection, a protection which this 
Government has never refused, although it may have proved in- 
adequate during the recent disturbances on account of the magni- 
tude of the acts committed at so great a distance from the capi- 
J.” He then promises to keep an adequate force there. 
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Mr. Fish in his dispatch to our minister said: 

This engagement, however, has never been acknowledged to embrace the 
duty of protecting the road across it from local factions; but it is regarded | 
is the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government to protect it against at- 
tacks from local insurgents. 

You are consequently requested toaddress a representation upon thissub- 
ject to the Colombian minister for foreign affairs, and toask that asufticient 
force be kept on the Isthmns to deter attacks upon the road, its officers, or 


rvant 


So matters went on until the revolution in 1885, when the dis- | 


patches already read were sent and received, our minister tele- 
graphing that the Government solicits the fulfilment of article 
35, to secure the neutrality and sovereignty of the Isthmus of 
Panama and desires that for that purpose land forces be sent to 
disembark on the Isthmus. Mr, Bayard answered that question 
by saying that our operations were restricted to transit; that we 
guarantee international neutrality, not intervention with local 
strile. 

That is the last of these constructions by words of that treaty. 
It is not the last in fact. In that year, 1885, Nunez, the retiring 
President, could not be reelected; he annulled the constitution, 
declared an interregnum, appointed provisional governors in 
nine States. He asked these provisional governors each to send 
two delegates to Bogota, which they did. They then drafted a 
constitution which made the President supreme. That constitu- 
tion was nominally sent to the various parts of the whole coun- 
try to be approved by the boards of aldermen, and came back 
with the statement that it had been so approved. Panama never 
has agreed or admitted that she ever did approve that consti- 
tution. 

That constitution abolished the states and made them depart- 
ments; it constituted provincial governments, each responsible to 
the President of the nation. it made the houses of the legislature ab- 
solutely supreme; it provided an exclusively federal judiciary ap- 


Au 


soldier with Bolivar, and who had been elected to the Presidency 
after he was 90 years old, was deposed from that Presidency by a 
revolution. It was headed by Marroquin, the Vice-President, who 
has remained in power, if not until now, until lately. 

Under his dictatorship, practically under the terms of that con- 
stitution, he has remained the ruler in spite of frequent revolution 
in some of the States. The fine population of the hills, for I give 
them that credit, made up of the descendants of the Spanish con- 
querors of South America, have maintained their hold, not only in 
Panama, but in all of the lower districts that do not love their 
power, by force of arms and the strength of character inherited 
from the conquistadors. They are greedy for gold, as their fore- 
fathers were. 

That country was conquered for gold, and they mean to make 
all they can out of it yet. Now comes the last act. After hun- 
dreds of millions have been spent by the French company in try- 
ing to cut through the Isthmus; after their own Government has 
negotiated a treaty by which the United States pays something 


| toward that company for the value of their works and $10,000,000 


| the Government at Bogota, their last act is to say: 


And | 


pointed at Bogota; it allowed arbitrary arrests; it limited the | 


suffrage and the press; it increased the offices; it lengthened the 
terms of those who were in office; it created a standing army; it 
permit ted monopoly and capital punishment; it exempted the 
— y from civil jurisdiction, and put the schools entirely in their 
ower. 

There had been a provision in the former constitution that pass- 
ports should not be demanded in time of peace, and that was abol- 
ished. I have analyzed that constitution in part, but the most 
important and curious clause is in the tail: 

° Ar ri LB Wl. The Department of Panama shall poauiaeet to the direct au- 

’ y of the Government, and it shall be administered by laws especially 
enacted therefor. 

Jt made Panama, by these words, the subject of special tyran- 
nical direct control from an assembly distant over two weeks in 
time in the mountains of Bogota, without allowing it one word in 


in cash, with some hundreds of thousands of dollars a year to 
‘You are 
We are notafraid now that you will go to 
Nicaragua, Youare coming here, and we will forfeit the French 
concession. We will make you wait a year, and we will put the 
forty millions, as well as the ten millions, in our own pocket, and 
you will have to defend us under the treaty against France if she 
does not wish her citizens to be despoiled.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, when great crises like these occur, there must 
be some one Executive—some one man, with wise counselors, 
who does not talk, but acts, and who must be supported by the 
people of his country. [Applause.] And there must be a Con- 
gress made up of patriots who feel it their first duty to remember 
that within his lawful authority the President of the United 
States represents more responsibilities to the people of this coun- 
try, carries more weight, and should have more undying and un- 
faltering support than any Executive the world over. [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa | Mr. BrrpsaL1}. 

Mr. BIRDSALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to vary this discus- 
sion for a few minutes with a few observations upon our industrial 
policy inconnection withthefarmer. I conceive, sir, that ofall the 
factors among our people—of all its elements—no element is more 
interested or deeply concerned in the economic policy of the nation 
than the agriculturist. With this thonght in my mind I have 
not risen to chant the praises of the protective policy. That is 
sung in the hursming spindle, in the roar of countless thousands 
of iron horses that draw the products of our land from ocean to 
ocean, in the sunny faces of happy cl n, in the millions of 
homes of comfort and contentment. Indeed, sir, we can say as 
Richelieu did of old: 


coming here anyhow. 
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Look without—no foe not humbled; look within—the arts quit for our 
shores their ancient Hesperides, the golden Italy, while t igh the veins of 
this vast empire fiow in strengtheningttides trad he « alth of nations. 

I rise rather to enter a mild protest against the assumed au- 


thority of the gentleman from Mississippi and the gentleman from 
Texas to speak for the agriculturists of the great Northwest in 
general and that district which I have the honor to represent in 
particular. It seems impossible for the gentlemen to compre- 
hend, for the Democratic party to comprehend, why the farmers 
of Iowa, of Nebraska, of Kansas, of Illinois, and of Minnesota are 
not with them. I can answer the gentlemen by the statement 
that it is beeause the people are guided by the safest guide in 
human affairs—the lamp of experience. 

In 1892 tare farmers of my State were beguiled into helping turn 
out a Republican Administration and instituting the Democratic 
Administration of Grover Cleveland. 


It was a time of unex- 
ampled prosperity throughout the agricultural regions of the 
West. But they were fooled—I use the term advisedly—fooled 


into believing that they were paying too much for manufactured 
articles; and at the behest of our then Democratic governor of 
Iowa they decided to clasp hands with the free-trade barons of 
Wall street and install in power the Democratic party and the 
policy of a tariff for revenue only. What was its effect upon the 
farms and the farmers of Iowa? The answer to this question will 
completely remove the difficulty under which the gentlemen rest. 
I desire to call the attention of the committee to only a few sta- 
tistics bearing upon this proposition. In 1890 the value of all farm 
property in lowa was $1,100,000,000 in round numbers. In 1900 
(and this increase was from 1896 to 1900) the value of the farm 
property in Iowa was $1,834,000,000 in round numbers. I have 
| before me, and shall insert in the Recorp, a statement of the 
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auditor of the State of Iowa showing the amount of deposits in 
the savings banks and State banks of our State. Private banks, 
under our law, are not compelled to make reports, hence it is im- 
possible to arrive at the amount deposited in them. 

On June 30, 1891, the amount deposited in the State and savings 


banks was, in round numbers, $33,000,000. On June 30, 1892, this | 


sum had increased to $42,467,000—an increase of about $9,000,000. 


In 1893 it stood substantially at the same figure—$42,000,000. In 
1894 it had decreased to $41,000,000. In 1895 it had increased to 
$13,000,000. In 1896 it stood at $48,000,000. In 1897 it had in- 


creased to $45,000,000; in 1898, to $59,000,000; in 1899, to $77,000,000. 
So it increased each year from 1896 to 1903, when in February of 


that year, as shown by this report, the amount on deposit in the | 
In other words, | 


State and savings banks of Iowa was $131,406,000. 
during the experience of the Democratic “ tariff reform,’’ from 
1892 to 1896, the deposits in the State and savings banks remained 
stationary throughout our State, while from 1897 to 1903 they in- 
creased $90,000,000. The State and savings banks are peculiarly 
the places of deposit for the farmer and the laborer. 

Statement of deposits in State and savings banks of Jowa from 1891 to 1908. 


Num-| Due deposi- 
Date. ber. | tors. 
RITE SII in: in niin nieie nl nuninedamamenhiaien bareuritehd-ains aiaiebel 205 $33, 781, 706. 67 
i a eal eee 245 42, 467, 395. 89 
ID TTT. 0 cnet paeimbibmatitianiigeuneitidmadial 825 42,151, 434.35 
SII IT III 1 enstncctcetepctiones etn tietiiesiaestlititic thing Mimi iinieiatniatiiedndiniiitninte 350 41, 987, 838.05 
aI TRI. a ed come eeipeeinnainae GaeinGeal 364 48, 627, 136.55 
Tn eee ao B70 | 48,955, 798.79 
III \in.ntthsicuntaicbaphstnoct nanan ddieiddndianas aan cinae | 872) 45,442,894.16 
EE SSN ERE Ee 883 59, 336, 453. 62 
I 2a 7 ed niin anaebaanaaeaniend 402 77, 405, 669. 16 
esp ubankdamiadeielcmcdoahete 448 91, 147,056.58 
a ahi Nea nnaepeane iain 474 | 114,731,614.06 
ne ES RR a ee aE SE 531 | 138, 692, 464. 42 
I I ns hate en in ibgaeeminnideorain eieniinasaieeid 545 | 134,518, 584.70 
SD ee i eiiaaceneoie 556 | 129,018, 241.33 
ET Se Snes iebdcntdeenienkninetnndeneibinbticieabhan 564 | 131, 406,980. 29 





This is only one item. The Union Stock Yards in the city of 
Chicago are the great market place for the live stock of the North- 
west. They were established in 1866, and from the date of their 
establishment down to 1892, with the exception of a single year, 
the value of live stock sold increased from year to year. In 1892 
the value of live stock disposed of in the Union Stock Yards of 
the city of Chicago amounted to the grand total of $253,000,000. 
That value declined every year from 1892 to 1896, when the total 
reached the mark of $188.000,000. a decline of sixty-five millions 
during the Democratic Administration, a loss to the farmers of 


the Northwest in those four years upon the item of live stock | 


alone, as shown by the record of the Union Stock Yards in the 
city of Chicago, amounting to over $150,000.000. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask the gentleman if it is not 


a fact that the cattle industry of the United States for the last | 


three months has fallen off several millions of dollars? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. That is true. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman attribute that 
to the Democratic party? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. No. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I am about to give, Mr. Chairman, from a Democratic source— 
a paper published in my own town—for the purposes of comparison, 
prices upon farm products to-day. Horses selling in my section 
bring from $80 to $150. Milch cows bring from $25 to $35 a head. 
Oats are worth 28 to 30 cents a bushel; corn 35 cents; hogs $4 to 
$4.25 per hundred; hay $6aton. I want the gentlemen of the 
committee to bear these figures in mind while I call their atten- 
tion to the values in 1896, the closing year of the Democratic Ad- 
ministration, and I propose to read from an inventory in the 
estate of one William Ws Lord, pending in my county in that 
year. This appraisement is made under the following oath: 

We, and each of us, do solemnly swear that we will well and truly, with- 
out partiality or prejudice, value and appraise the goods, chattels, and per- 
sonal estate of William W. Lord. 

This appraisement is made by W. C. Keith, a Republican; a 
Mr. Wadsworth, a Democrat, and S. G. Kennedy, a Prohibition- 
ist, so that we have no politics in the appraisement. If the gen- 
tlemen will bear in mind the figures I have stated as being the 
value of property at this time, I will read a little from this ap- 
praisement. 

‘** One light-gray mare, 5 years old, named Doll, $40; one dark 
iron-gray mare, 4 years old, named Daisy, $35; one matched span 
of gray drivers,7 years old, named Topsy and Kit, $75; one dark- 
brown gelding, 18 years old, named Tom, $5.’’ Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, there is a whole five-act tragedy in that appraisement. 
Poor old Tom served his master for fourteen or fifteen years faith- 
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| fully, but his good master is dead and gone, and old Tom is 
the shambles and sold undera Democratic Administration, under g 
| policy of tariff for revenue only, for $5. Let us proceed: : Gen 
| dark-brown mare, 12 years old, named Nellie, $12.’’ Nellie is get. 
| ting old, too. Passing down through the balance of the hor: 8. wa 
come to the cows: ‘‘ One roan cow, white forehead, 6 years old, gig. 
one red milch cow, $20; ’’ a dozen others ranging in price from $1; 
to $20. So on down through farm machinery and householq 
goods upon about the same basis. Then we come to the 
‘* Eight hundred bushels of old ear corn in the crib, at 10 cents 
bushel; 1,300 bushels of oats in the bin, 18 cents per bushe] 
bushels of wheat, at 30 cents per bushel; 18 tons of hay, at 
a ton; 50 acres of corn in the field, at $2.50 per acre.”’ 
These are prices under Democratic times, such as the gentlemen 
| propose to give us, and still they wonder that the farmers of Iowa 
| have not judgment and sense enough to see that their salvation 
| rests in the Democratic party. Continuing this inventory is the 
final item—*‘ Cash on hand at time of decease, $1.”’ This appraise. 
ment was made October 5, 1896, and if the Democratic party haq 
succeeded that year the widow’s dollar would have been worth 
but 50 cents. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 
Is it any wonder that Mr. Lord laid down his burden and went to 
his Lord? He had at least one consolation. He could leave the 
country at that time with as little regret probably as at any time 
he had ever known. [Laughter.] Now, I want my Democratic 
friends to take this inventory with them. The gentleman from 
Missouri a short time ago advised them to pray, and while they 
are in that devotional attitude let them read this inventory, and 
then I commend to them that good old Presbyterian hyinn we 
used to hear when we were boys: 
And are we still alive and do we still rebel? 
*Tis mercy, *tis exceeding grace, that we are notin hell. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 
COMMISSION TO APPRAISERS. 
{In probate. Estate of William W. Lord, deceased. ] 
| STATE OF IoWA, Wright County, ss: 
To W. C. Keira, EPH. WADSWORTH, 8. D. KENNEDY: 


You are hereby appointed to appraise all the personal property of Wil- 
liam W. Lord, late of said county, deceased, as set forth in the following 
copy of inventory, so far as the same shall come to your knowledge. You 
will, therefore, after first being duly sworn, proceed to make such appraise- 
ment as above required. 

Witness my hand and official seal hereto affixed, at Clarion, this 2d day of 
October, 1896. 

[SEAL.] 


putin 
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W. V. PALMER, Clerk District Court. 
OATH OF APPRAISERS. 
STATE OF IOWA, Wright County, ss: 

We, and each of us, do solemnly swear that we will well and truly, with- 
| out partiality or prejudice, value and appraise the goods, chattels, and per- 
| sonal estate of William W. Lord, deceased, so far as the same shall come to 
| our sight and knowledge; and that we will in all respects perform our duties 

as appraisers to the best of our skill and judgment, as required by the fore 








going commission, 
W.C. Kerru 
EPH. WADSWORTH. 
S. D. Kennepy. 
| Subscribed and sworn to this 5th day of October, 1896, before me 
(SEAL. ] W. J. FREnNcH, Notary Public. 
General assets of personal property. 
1 light-gray mare, 5 years old; name, Doll _..............--. ee $40.0 
1 dark iron-gray mare, 4 years old: name, Daisy -_.......... ee 35.00 
1 matched span gray drivers. 7 years old; names, Topsy and Kit 75. 0 
1 dark-brown ge!ding, 18 years old; name, Tom.............- 5.00 
1 dark/brown mare, 12 years old; name, Nellie -...................- 15.00 
1 lighs roam milch cow, 4 Years O14 . .o.... .-ovecc cc cccc code -oeee.e.- 20.00 
l roan cow with white forehead, 6 years old .-_................-.-.-- 18. 00 
a a iadoosummnbenbecencccasce 20.00 
1 yellow and white spotted cow, 4 years old ........................---.- 21). 00 
4 heifers, coming 2 years old, $12 per head .......................-------- 48.00 
I a eee cuce cevces 16.00 
7 old I ce cben sovnsecs 85. 00 
ELIA OLED ET 64.00 
ee enGEmbeesbeeeces coccee 10.00 
a cw ecee a) 
eS Te ns eee aenneebennaecocc ce 20. 00 
EE ARN, AES IE EE SE I 2 ee ea 3, 00 
SEE I eee eee 8.00 
I enc chop eccece 2%. 00 
Neen eee ne tied nunapecce a acces 8.00 
Id i ccancnsece 3. 00 
2 sulky riding plows; name, “ Trysicle” ....................------- ; 20. 0 
1 Deering self-binding harvester .................................-- soonn Se 
1 Leader broadcast seeder, with flax and grass seed fixture -..--..- .-- 10.0 
1 8-shovel walking and riding Avery cultivator ................------- 10. 00 
18-shovel walking Avery cultivator ........................--.-..----- 5.00 
i Se sc bel eek emeeees 1.00 
1 bay BRE. wasan neenesesnecusscotemccnsecs cons cacesnescsonne soccce neces oeeee 3.00 
Neen eee ce at ewecceecee 15. 00 
Neen ne ee nee eee hae cecccenes . 10 
2 2-section harrows, 50 cents each.................-cceeee------------- ---- 1.0 
ype yoo eee ara ae ere 3.00 
800 bushels old ear corn in crib,10 cents per bushel...........------- 80.00 
1,300 bushels oats in the bin, 8 cents per Pashel Launsidbaesbenecccesss --- 104.00 
| 20 bushels wheat in bin, 30 cents per bushel__................---------- 6.00 
ee ES RT Oe SN, EP NE BO cciodescccdesccwcescececesencsccsee--- 27.00 
Neen nnn eetuocccees . 6.00 
8 acres of flax cut and lying on ground. (No value.) on 00 
“> 


50 acres of corn in the field, $2.50 per acre.................------------- 1 


1 complete outfit household furniture................sc2css0s20-------r-- 20:0 























1903. 





11¢-inch breaking PloW ..........- 2002.00.20 een nneeeeenee cence eneeenecene $5. 00 
jcorn planter ooee-e La anne eR Rn RRR Rae enna R ERR nnn anne me nnee wanes . 50 
1single-shovel cultivator. ....... 2-2-2222 22-2 --cenene nnn e nnn nnnen en eeee cece 15 
1 disk harrow-....--------~----- wae e ene n en en ence ee eee ewe nne eo neneeeee en cnee -50 
Cash on hand at time of decease............-2.--- 2-222 --eeee -oeeeeeeenee 1.00 


grate oF lowA, Wright County, ss: 
We, the undersigned appraisers, do certify that we have appraised the 
.rsonal property set forth in the foregoing copy of inventory, as indicated 
in the column marked “ Appraised value.” 
W. C. Keira, 


EPH. WADSWORTH, 
8. D. KENNEDY, 
Appraisers. 
Yet, in the face of this record, with the memory of the blight- 
ing and blasting years from 1893 to 1896 full upon them, the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi and the gentleman from Texas tell us 
that the farmers are ripe for revolt and ready for tariff reform. 
I do not believe it. The farmer is a thinking, acting, conserva- 
tive individual and can be safely relied upon to reflect upon dis- 
astrous conditions he was beguiled into fostering in 1892 by the 
specious argument of the free trader. The farmer is interested 
in the prosperity of the laboring man more than any other factor, 
because he knows that the better paid the laboring man is the 


more bread he will eat, the more meat he will consume,.and the | 
better clothes he will wear, and by increasing consumption will | 


increase the demand for the products of the farm. 
He knows that from 1893 to 1896 three millions of honest men 
were trudging over this country in search of labor at any wage, 


and that his products which theretofore had been consumed by | 


them then lay rotting in the field and in the granary. He 
knows more than this. 


and discontent. 


storage batteries for revolution. 


The farmers, sir, constitute the great conservative balance | 


wheel of this Government. There are in my State 250,000 farms 
and more individual owners of their lands than in the whole of 
England, Ireland, and Scotland combined. We can not have an 
aristocracy of wealth under our system. The rich man of to-day 
is the poor man of to-morrow. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman spoke a little while ago about 
8,000,000 empty stomachs. I would like to know when those 
stomachs first became empty. 

Mr. BIRDSALL. They became empty, sir, the moment that 


it became apparent i11892 that Democracy was about to succeed. * 


Mr. MACON. When did that become apparent? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. It became apparent after the election of 1882, 
when the Demoeratic party was successful. 

Mr. MACON. Then does the gentleman mean to say that up 
to the national election of 1892 there were no empty stomachs in 
this country? 

Mr. BERDSALL. I mean to say that in 1892 this country pre- 
sented a spectacle that had never before been presented in its 
history of prosperity and contentment. 

Mr. MACON. 


this committee and the ceuntry is nothing more nor less than cam- 
paign rot of the most common character and against the facts as 


to the conditions of our country as shown by its history at the | 


time of which he is talking? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. It may be such in the gentleman’s compre- 
hension. Of course the difficulty with my friends upon the other 
side is that they have always considered argument-of this char- 
acter, consisting of facts and experiences, as rot, and that is the 
ee with them. The farmers of the great Northwest know 

tter, 

I was about to remark, sir, that the farmers constitute the great 
conservative balance wheel of this Republic. 
of our ablest and wisest men and observe that they come not from 
the lap of pampered luxury. but from the fields of labor and from 
the farms. It is not from the crowded cities, not from the heat 
of commercial activity that such men are born and perfected, but, 
rather, in the quiet of agricultural and rural life, where reflection 
goes hand in hand with honest toil. 

There, amid the fragrance of the clover blossoms and the per- 
fume of a thousand flowers, is laid the foundation for the battles 
of after life. The victories of manhood are the result of the 
struggles of boyhood, and with the maturity of years come the 
fruits of that industry and that development of character that 
mark the early life. Thank God, no trust can be put upon human 
character or individual effort in this direction, and henceforward., 
a3 in the past, let gentlemen say what they please, the highest 
walks of statesmanship and citizenship are open.to the humblest 
toiler of the land. He who sits in the White House to-day and 
guides the helm of this Republic is beloved of the people because 
he left the paths of luxury and ease to climb by the rugged steps 
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He knows that idleness breeds disorder | 
He knows that every one of these three million 
men carried an empty stomach, and that empty stomachs are the | 


| prove to be experimenting with danger. 


|-present as it counted a year ago. 
| jeeture in saying this. 
Does the gentleman from Iowa know that what | 
he is attempting to cram down the throats of the members of | 
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of labor and activity to honor and renown. His heart beats with 
the masses of the people. With him no man or set of men, how- 
ever rich or powerful, are above the law; no man, however poor 
or however humble, is beneath it. A man with a mind deep 
enough and broad enough to comprehend our destiny as a nation, 
he stands to-day, sir, the best prototype of the American citizen 
and the brightest exponent of our civilization. [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I yield thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. LIVERNASH]. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, almost every day this 
Chamber is filled to the bursting point with sweating expressions 
of solicitude for the millions who toil. This afternoon, even, has 
not been free from the experience, though for a time it seemed it 
would be. One can hear the defenseless English language creak 
and crack under the strain to which it is subjected by that in- 
tense concern for the masses which expends itself in the express- 
ing. It seems a pity, and I rise to suggest, not in a spirit of 
violent partisanship, nor with any purpose of radicalism, the sub- 
stitution of thoughtful action for puffing, canting rhetoric. 

Gentlemen who prefer the stock reports to the Sermon on the 
Mount, and other gentlemen whose statesmanship begins and ends 
with the distribution of Government seeds, may ask what action 











'can be required while Opulence spreads its golden wings over 


all the land. Indeed, some of the Members of this House, as wit- 
ness the gentleman from Iowa who has just resumed his seat, 
profess amazement that any of us can feel discontent or anxiety 
with conditions as they run to-day in a country declared to be, as 
the gentleman has pictured our America, incapable of yielding an 
‘*aristocracy of wealth.”’ 

But much can be done, sir, if gentlemen are, as they profess to 
be, in earnest in their fervid assertions of friendship for the work- 
ing classes of this nation, and especially the men and women who 
have banded themselves in labor unions. Commissioned as I 
have been by Organized Labor, I feel it to be a duty to protest on 
this floor against that policy of so-called ‘‘ conservatism ’’ which 
has found vulgar expression in the phrase “stand pat.’’ [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

I would be for ‘‘standing pat,’’ and I believe the organized 
labor of America would be for *‘ standing pat,’’ if ‘‘ standing pat’”’ 
meant-standing for policies so satisfactory in themselves or tend- 
ing toward policies so desirable that departure from them might 
But ‘‘ standing pat’’ 
with conditions as they are is not conservatism—it is assenting to 
much that.tends toward grave disaster in the industrial world, 
unsoundness in finance, and decline of popular government. The 
bearing of the ‘‘stand-pat’’ doctrine on our foreign relations I 
shall not to-day discuss, but something may with possible profit be 
said concerning domestic problems injuriouslyaffected by inaction. 

The unhappy truth is that our national prosperity (and we are 
as a people exceptionally prosperous, and if not misgoverned ought 
always to be) is not counting so much for the working classes at 
I am not engaging in mere con- 
I speak after careful and cautious inves- 
tigation. 

By reason of direct identification with important arbitration 
proceedings having to do immediately with the cost of living in 

rarious-cities of the United States and with the relation between 

cost of living and the wages of labor, I have gone to bed-rock on 
this question; and I say with confidence that the cost of living in 
this country for the average worker who leads a simp!e life is to- 
day 25 per cent greater than it was a twelvemonth back. 

The increase has not been sosharp with classes habitually using 
luxuries; but even as to them I am convinced that the advan e 
has been much more than has been reported by the Department 
of Commerce and Labor, though I submit to the House that offi- 


|-cial statistics put forth by the Department indicate a material 
Look over the list | 


increase in the cost of living forall classes of our people. 

Side by side with the mounting cost of living there has been an 
increase of wages, take the country as a whole, an increase forced 
by the power of collective bargaining as exerted by the labor 
unions; but the rise in wages has not been so great as the rise in 
commodity prices. There is the most significant fact of contem- 
porary life for gentlemen who are interested in the money wel- 
fare of the working classes, and it gains in significance when it is 
considered that the rise in commodity prices has been greater in 
America than in Europe. The movement is not a world move- 
ment: we must seek in domestic conditions the explanation of the 
change. 

Nor is this all. Now, in the midst of the opulence of which 
gentlemen speak so often and so glowingly, wages are falling— 
not in a few localities and for clearly local reasons, but through- 
out the country and because of some general condition. I com- 


mend this serious fact to the careful thought of Members of this 
House who are in earnest in professing concern for the welfare 
of the toilers. 
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Gentlemen can not doubt in this regard. One can not pick up | 
a newspaper of fair methods of news presentation without find- | 
ing in its columns some report of wage reduction effected or in 
cortemplation. None of us can have failed to note the most im- 
portant of these reports—that which told the nation of the intent 
of the steel trust to cut the wages of its multitude of workmen | 
scattered through many districts of our land. 

I hope gentlemen who run to superlatives in talk as to the 
rights of Labor will feel it worthy of attention that this vast com- 
bination, amidst all the boasted wealth of our America, plans to 
cut the bread-and-butter allotment of thousands on thousands of | 
its employees. I hope they will not be for ‘‘ standing pat”’ as to 
the condition lying at the bottom of this contemplated cut. [Ap- 
planse on the Democratic side. } 

And bad as are some tendencies affecting the men and women 
who work ashore they are not so unfortunate as are the tendencies 
touching the men who work at sea. ‘Standing pat’’ in the case 
of American seamen means approving practices which are un- 
worthy and unprofitable; practices making sea life something to 
escape rather than something alluring to our boys and men; prac- 
tices fatal to the healthful progress of our merchant marine and 
the strength of our Navy. 

I shall not now pause to discuss the large question thus sug- | 
gested—one of the most important questions before the nation, 
though not as yet perceived by many in its full scope and dig- | 
nity—but at some other time I shall turn again to it. 

I represent, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen should forthwith 
address themselves to the grave problem presented by falling 
wages amidst rising tides of wealth. Here is a field for action | 
and an escape from words. Somethingis wrong. Find out what 
it is and then apply a remedy. 

It is my earnest faith that no man who inquires with intelli- 
gence and diligence can avoid the conclusion that the monopoly 
trust is the controlling cause of the increase of cost of living in 
America, and a potent infiuence for driving wages to low levels | 
and treating workmen as machines. 

The money lords have capitalized their greed—have issued | 
stocks and bonds based on the dreamiest dreams of Hope and Wall 
street's wildest gambling by discount on the genuine prosperity 
of many a year to be. Small wonder that, in the debauch of 
avarice and daring, prices of commodities have lost normal moor- 
ings and dangerous advances have been general. 

No sane observer can believe that industry can be for long | 
grossly overcapitalized without disaster; and I think mostinquirers | 
are agreed that pending the sound reorganization of overcapital- | 
ized monopolies in the industrial field the greatest sufferers are | 
the men at the bottom, the workers who earn more than they get 
and are obliged to pay more than they should. 

Already in this country we are experiencing the ill effects of 
overcapitalization. Thereaction hassetin. Some ofthe extrava- 
gance is being forced out—some of the water disappearing. But 
in the reaction Labor is being hurt. Capital is seizing the loss of 
confidence occasioned by its own criminal excesses as a justifica. 
tion for cutting wages, though commodity prices are not falling 
and though wealth production continues unabated. 

What should be done? What does Labor ask to have done: 
Does Labor look with fear on the monopoly trust—that disease of 
our material prosperity, a disease produced by dishonest commer- 
cialism and government by coterie? If it does, what has if to | 
propose in remedy? 

I have tried to gain trustworthy answers to these questions— 
answers not colored by partisanship, but having intelligent and | 
patriotic regard for the substantial progress of the whole people. | 

In my pursuit of the truth I have visited the principal indus- 
trial centers of the country, have spoken directly with a multitude 
of workingmen who are not politicians, and have corresponded | 
with hundreds of recognized leaders of the labor movement of 
the United States. 

In a general way my investigations have established that the 
working classes are doing much hard thinking and are for real | 

| 
j 





conservatism in dealing with industry—conservatism as heedful 
of the just interests of Capital as the large rights of Labor. Ido 
not doubt that Labor would throw itself against anything having 
theappearance of radicalism affecting American industries, even 
radicalism in the application of remedies to wrongs under which | 
the toilers suffer. : 

In so far as the monopoly trust is concerned (and that is the 
only kind of trust I am speaking of this afternoon), my inquiries 
have led to the conclusion that the working classes are of one mind | 
in regarding it as a danger to them and to the representative | 
character of the Republic, but hold it should be intimately studied | 
before being attacked along new lines. It appears to be the general | 
belief that the Congress should proceed further against the monop- | 
oly trust, but that legislation should be preceded by thorough | 
investigation immediately begun. 

The working people see that they are harmed by the trust | 


| not based on exact knowledge. Moreover, they do not }.| 


| has been this: That the Congress should commission a joi 


| of inquiries characterizing the Department of Justice or {) 


| merce and Labor. There seems to be pretty general underst.y) 


which kills competition and then raises prices, and by the trng 
which destroys small factories, economizes labor and mato. 
and gives the community nothing of the resulting money }.. 
but they see also the complexity of industry—the network; , 
lations between investments, between prices and tariffs, })« 
cost of production and wage rates, and, seeing, they fear ¢| 


eral, 
ents; 
T Ye. 
ween 
SCS 


‘ : OVE 
the Congress has exact knowledge as to particular trusts, ' 


The best suggestion coming from Labor, it has seemed to yo 
mittee of the House and Senate to make a searching invest 
as to trusts, taking testimony in a number of cities, and } 
sessions with the utmost publicity. Labor, I feel, would } 
of such a course and would applaud immediate action a]v) 
suggested line. 

Let it not be supposed that the working classes favor the «n+ 


—~IS 


the 


) 


glove methods indicated by the report of the Department of (om. 
ing that the Department of Justice has confined its work to com. 
paratively insignificant combinations, like the salt trust, and }yo. 
trayed no consciousness of the existence of such bandit concer 
as the Standard Oil Company and the sugar trust, thouch thoi; 
operations have polluted the very Capitol of the Republic. {| A». 
plause on the Democratic side. ] sn 

For myself, I wish to say that the suggestion thus coming from 
Labor seems wise. I feel, as many others in this House must fee] 
that something should be done to put down criminal aggressions 
of capital operating through monopoly trusts; yet if given author- 
ity to write a binding plan of attack I would hesitate to put pen- 
cil to paper without more detailed information than is now ayail- 
able for even the most painstaking student. 

But, sir, I deeply feel that if gentlemen really wish to help the 


toilers, and do not wish to delude them with empty woris, they 
should begin forthwith the inquiry for which millions wait 
There is no partisanship in the proposal. I would not under any 


circumstances stand for action touching the trusts if action were 
designed to serve the interests of office-hunters rather than of the 
whole nation. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman refers to what he calls the “ kid- 
glove’’ report of the Department of Commerce and Labor. i 
suppose the gentleman is aware that the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor has not been in operation very long. What re- 
port does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. The report very recently issued, explain- 
ing with impressive elaboration that nothing has been done. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr.MANN. The gentleman calls that a “ kid-glove’’ report? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I do. I find abundant evidence that in 
dealing with the trusts the Department has used kid gloves in- 
stead of a battle-ax. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman express a similar opinion in 
regard to Mr. Carroll D. Wright? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I regard Mr. Carroll D. Wright, with his 
distorted figures, as one of the greatest living enemies of Urgan- 
ized Labor. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe that the Department 
of Commerce and Labor should be given opportunity to show 
whether it can do anything or not? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Under the law it must be given opportu- 
nity. That good will come from the work of the Department as to 


| trusts donot believe. In any event.while the Department is using 
| its opportunity we should not beidle. The Congress should act. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s opinion, as 1 understand, 1s 
founded upon mere belief; he has determined in his own mind 
that there shall be nothing done by the Department of Commerce 
and Labor. Hesettles that in advance for himself without wait- 
ing for the Department to act. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I have such respect for the gentleman 
from Illinois that I can not believe he quite means what his wor's 
imply. Iam notdisposed to be ungenerous in my estimate 0! ' 
Department of Commerce and Labor, but neither am I disposed 
to be fancifully sanguine. 

In the course of time, doubtless, something will come out 
new Department; but assuming that it will act as to trusts with 
the celerity characteristic of other executive branches of the (0v- 
ernment dealing with them, it does not seem unreasonable to ‘eat 
that before the Department can be ready to lay before the (oD 
gress specific information as to the specific trusts in which "6 
nation is most interested the echoes from Gabriel's trumpet 
have been dead. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman doubt that the Depart! nt 
of Commerce and Labor will make an investigation and report 48 
to specific trusts? 
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Mr. LIVERNASH. “‘ The gentleman’”’ does not doubt that the 
head of the Department will seek tomake aninquiry. However, 
‘“ the centleman”’ has heard enough to know that already the 
Department has learned the difference between seeking facts and 
vetting them, for already it has encountered unwillingness on the 
part of certain trusts to permit the sort of inquiry which inquires. 


And ‘the gentleman”? feels sufficiently conscious of the gravity 
of the situation and theimportance of promptness in getting light 
on the dark places to regard it as a high duty of the Congress to 
oo forth directly in pursuit of the truth instead of loitering for 
action by an Executive Department. 

Mr. MANN. I have the highest respect for the opinion of the 
gentleman now on the floor. I presume he is aware—although it 


may happen that in the press of his various duties he is not aware 
of it—that the Department of Commerce and Labor or the Com- 
missioner of Corporations was given the very widest latitude of 
examination into all these questions by compelling every corpora- 
tion or its officers to testify personally before him. 

Does the gentleman doubt that that power if sustained by the 
courts will be exercised to the fullest extent, and that the courts 
will be called upon soon to pass'upon the question whether Con- 
ress may confer such authority upon that officer? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] allow me a suggestion in this connection? 

The CHATIRM The Chair will suggest that the gentleman 
from Illinois has not the floor. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentlemen will 
not within my time enter upon lengthy speeches. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I will state I served asa con- 
feree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] on that ques- 
tion, and we know the fact to be that the power given the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor now is to investigate and find out 
facts through the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and when he finds those facts in reference to corpora- 
tions, he is bound to submit them to the President of the United 
States, and the President will say what facts shall be made pub- 
lic. That is the Nelson substitute. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, that is purely a technical question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And it is the only law that 
governs the Department of Commerce and Labor in their investi- | 
gations of corporations. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I reluctantly object to | 
having the small remnant of my time consumed in colloquies in | 
which I have no part. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman has not been here as long as 
some of us. The gentleman will be given all the time he wants. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. The suggestion that I shall be given all the 
time I want in this House is comforting, coming from the gentle- 
man from Illinois. I hope he will remain of that opinion, per- 
mitting me to stay in this assembly long enough to accomplish 
what Icame here todo. [Laughter on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. MANN. I simply wish to remark to the gentleman that 
if Idoubted that the Bureau of Corporations would pursue its | 
authority that has been conferred upon it, to worm information out | 
of all the trusts, including the Standard Oil trust, I would be | 
most heartily in favor of the inquiry the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I believe the gentleman would, under the 
condition mentioned, manifest the favor of which he speaks; but | 
I think he is a notable exception on his side of the Chamber. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Iam open to conviction, but I should be | 
glad of proofs. If the walking delegate for the majority, the gen- | 
tleman from New York [Mr. FAXNa], were of the same mind as | 
the gentleman from Illinois, and would pass the glad tidings along | 
the line, I should feel more hopeful, [Laughter and applause on | 

| 


the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have spoken at some length as to the 
monopoly trust, because I deem it to be the question of questions | 
with which the Congress should now be dealing. I trust gentle- | 
men will appreciate that I have done this with a view to national | 
welfare rather than partisan advantage, remedial action proposed | 
having no design to influence that Presidential election which 
-— = engage, almost exclusively, the energy of the majority 
I this House. 

However, gentlemen who differ with me as to the monopoly 
trust, might find other meansof promptly serving Organized Labor 
than the means suggested by immediately passing the eight-hour 
bill for which the American Federation of Labor has been for 
years petitioning the Congress. The American Federation of 
Labor, two millions strong, is the greatest organization of toilers 
the world has ever known. Its will is entitled to great respect, 
and this House can be in no doubt concerning its desire as to the 
hours of labor,: . 

The eight-hour bill, though supported by the organized labor 
0: all America, seems incapable o getting on the statute books, 
no matter how vehemently legislators declaim professions of 


| 


eagerness to serve the workers of the nation. Why can not the 
loquacious friends of labor pause long enough to bring out of 
committee and hasten to the Senate this bill which has hung fire 
in Congress for years? 

The bill is now before the Labor Committee of this House, and 
is supported by the American Federation of Labor and all other 
organizations which speak for the workingmen of this country; 
and I represent that if gentlemen meant to do things instead of 
to talk platitudes we could, even before the holiday recess, pass 
the eight-hour bill and send it to the Senate. 

I should be gratified, though much surprised, to find this House 
applying to important proposals affecting the working classes of 
our own land somewhat of the celerity which the Administration 
applies in the recognition of new republics. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

So, if gentlemen favor action, let them turn to the American 
Federation of Labor’s anti-injunction bill. All of us know that 
the workingmen of America wish that bill to become a law, and 
all of us know that this desire of Labor is rational and conservative. 
The truth is, Mr. Chairman, and I say it with sorrow rather 
than with bitterness, that most of this House talk of friendliness 
to Labor is insincere. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Foraquestion, with pleasure; foraspeech, 
no, my time having almost expired. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does not the gentleman assume in that ex- 
pression that he is speaking for the demagogy of the Democratic 
arty? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. If theearnest expression of genuine solici- 

tude for Labor makes one a demagogue, within the gentleman's 
definition of that term, then Ishould rejoice to be the greatest dema- 
gogue in America. [Applause and laughter on the Democratic 
side.] However, the gentleman has a wrong conception of what 
is required to constitute a demagogue. 
I resent and regret the suggestion that advocacy of the adop- 
tion of a resolution providing for an inquiry concerning the mo- 
nopoly trust and that advocacy of the passage of the American 
Federation of Labor’s eight-hour bill and anti-injunction bill in- 
dicate the demagogue. I have believed that the practice of the 
demagogue is such practice as professes right action and pursues 
inaction or wrong action. 

There is the utmost sincerity, I believe, in the labor movement of 
this country; and the man who pleads for earnest attention on 
the part of the Congress to the proposals of the millions who toil 
can not, with justice, be put down as a demagogue because of his 
associations and his sympathies. 

It is very easy for thoughtless or prejudiced men to pronounce 
our labor movement shallow and dangerous and its champions not 
sincere or well informed; but the strong truth is, as Lecky has 
well said, that— 


the best security of the industrial fabric is to be found in the wide divi- 
sion and diffusion of property, which softens the lines of class demarcation 
and gives the great masses of the people a close and evident interest in the 
nt of property, the maintenance of contracts, the credit and well-being 
° e state, 


And, as he clearly perceived, the labor union tends directly, 
through influencing wages, to bring about that wide division and 
diffusion of property which yields the best conservatism and is 
the immediate enemy of anarchy. Lecky, the gentleman from 
Kansas will concede, was not a demagogue. With his views, 
were he living and an American, his place would not be with the 
majority in this House. 

The labor movement of America is in essence the application of 
morality to industry. It makes for the full dinner pail, increas- 
ing comfort, enlarging culture. ‘It tends to prevent such in- 


| equitable distribution of wealth as gives us, side by side with 
| starvation, John D. Rockefellers and Andrew Carnegies, men 


suffered through abuse of state, through un-American special 
privilege, to absorb an undue proportion of the wealth produced 
by the industry of our nation. 

Mr. Chairman, the will of the men who work, when conserva- 
tive, must prevail. Nothing is settled until it is settled right, 
and the problems affecting labor will not be settled aright until 
substantial justice shall have been done the millions at the bot- 
tom. I have no fears for the future of the Republic. Sooner or 
later the Government will respond to the true interests of the 
multitude, as the fathers intended it should always respond. 

I do not speak, therefore, in a spirit of pessimism, but in the 
hope of prompting reasonable Members of this House to immedi- 
ate effort along lines of strict conservatism. Sooner may we 
make the sea lie still than prevent the uplift of the masses. The 
principles at the base of our Union are imperishable, and those 
principles, when given play, promote the welfare of the many 
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and prevent the privilege of the few. Itis for us to do our 
toward giving them just application to contemporary life. 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


(ap- 


Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, there are some other gen- | 


tlemen on this side of the Chamber who have spoken for time in 
this debate who do not care to occupy it before to-morrow. 
Hence I suggest that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, before the committee rises, I 
wish to obtain unanimous consent for leave to extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
— consent toextend hisremarksinthe Recorp. Isthere objec- 

ion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I make a similar request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I ask the same privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorD, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. VAN Vooruis, the committee rose; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under consideration 


the bill H. R. 6758, the pension appropriation bill, and had come | 


to no resolution thereon. 
COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories, or such subcommittee as 


they may designate, shall have leave to sit during the sessions of the House | 


during the Fifty-eighth Congressand during the recess. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
COMMITTEE JURISDICTION. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WANGER. On yesterday there was introduced in the 
House a bill (H. R. 7643) to secure the Government of the United 
States against unjust demands by postmasters to be paid or cred- 
ited with the amount of losses resulting from burglary or other 
unavoidable casualty, which I see, by the REcorD. was referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, ordered to 
be printed, etc. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department 
this morning adopted a resolution claiming jurisdiction over the 
bill, and directing me to endeavor to secure a change of reference. 
In accordance with the action of that committee, I move that the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds, on examining the rule, that 
at no time is this a question of privilege, but rather a privileged 
question concerning a matter of procedure; but it is only a privi- 
leged question immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. WANGER. If the Chair will do me the justice to allow 
me, I will say that I tried to present the matter this morning. I 
presume the Chair is aware that I got a request that I would 
please refrain from raising the question at that time, but bring 
the matter up after the Committee of the Whole had risen. 


The SPEAKER. The matter was not called to the attention of | 
the Chair, but the Chair has no doubt that the gentleman states | 
This would be a privileged question on to- | 


the fact about it. 
morrow, or on the next legislative day. after the reading of the 
Journal, so that no rights have been lost. 

Mr. WANGER. Oh,no. I cheerfully yield at this time, and 
withdraw the matter. 

SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate resolutions of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 24: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 


there be printed 2.000 copies of the report of the War Department on the re- | 


ceipts and expenditures in Cuba during its occupation by the United States, 
1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 750 copies for the use 
of the Senate, and 250 copies for the use of the War Department— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
Joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
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Luis Bogran H., of Honduras—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
COMMUTING RATIONS FOR MIDSHIPMEN, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow. 
ing joint resolution, with a Senate amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) in relation to commuting rations foy mid. 
shipmen. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
In line 9, strike out the words “on sea duty.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 
. The question was taken; and the Senate amendment was cop. 
curred in. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re. 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) to pay the officers and em. 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec. 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1903, on the 18th day of 
said month; which was thereupon signod by the Speaker. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. FIELD was granted leave of absence 
for the remainder of the week, on account of important businegg, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. - Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive con- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting papers re- 
lating to the claim of Kirby Thomas, postmaster, at Superior, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting the 
annual report of the Director of the Bureau of the American Re- 
publics—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Aaron Bullock against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the fixings filed by the court in the case of 
Silas T. Rosser, administrator of estate of George N. Rosser, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
N. W. Baker, administrator of estate of Elizabeth Nicholas, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
| John R. Fauver, sole heir and legatee of estate of Richard Ander- 
| son, against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Reuben Jones, administrator of estate of Theophilus Weaver, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 7 

A letter from the president of the Sherman Statue Commissic1, 
recommending the appropriation of a certain sum and the reap 
| propriation of other sums for payment of mode!s—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 4 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submit 
ting an estimate of appropriation for Marine Corps and magazine 
for Naval Academy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
| ordered to be printed. 











A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a copy of the 
annual report of the attorney-general of Porto Rico—to the Com 
| mittee on Insular Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting repoT 
of the auditor of Porto Rico of receipts and disbursements from 
November, 1902, to October, 1908—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
| A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting Tf 

port of receipts and disbursements by the treasurer of Porto Ric 














1903. 





from Novernber, 1902. to October, 1903—to the Committee on In- 
enlar Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

"A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Director of the Geological Survey and the draft 
of a bill, a recommendation in regard to the use of certain moneys 
received from the sale of maps and folios—to the Committee on 
printing, and ordered to be printed. 





CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
theconsideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5016) for the relief of Andrew Grady—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5047) for the relief of N. A. Kraft, sr.—OCommittee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5018) for the relief of Dan Fry—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of F. H. Cleveland—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (HL. R. 5020) for the relief of A. J. Nalls—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5021) for the relief of A. L. Lewis—Committee on 
Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5022) for the relief of T. L. Weedon—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5023) for the relief of Thomas Fletcher—Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (HL. R. 5024) for the relief of R. B. Warren—Committee 
on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5025) for the relief of Charles Dearborn—Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5026) for the relief of James Sheridan—Comumit- 
tee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5282) for the relief of C. L. Reid, Shap G. Wright, 
and others, trustees—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5588) for the relief of Edward Lautenschlaeger— 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension to George W. Graves— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6663) granting a sion to Mahala Alexander— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6951) gramting an increase of pension to Charles 
(. Carr—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7230) granting a pension to Fannie Hay Moffitt— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
<a following tithes were introduced and severally referred as 

OLlOWS: 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7848) govern- 
ing deposits by Secretary of Treasury with national and State 
banks and requiring payment of interest on said deposits—to the 
Committee on Ways a eans. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county 
of Poinsett, in the State of Arkansas, to constract a bri across 
the St. Francis River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in 
said county and State—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr, JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 7850) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the 

ayment of all claims presented on behalf of churches, schools, 
ibraries, hospitals, and establishments conducted for the benefit 
of churches, or for charitable purposes, arising from the occupa- 


tion and use of the buildings, grounds, and other property of va- | 
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rious kinds occupied, used, taken away, injured, consumed, or de- 
stroyed by the United States or its Army during the civil war, or 
for its benefit in any way—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bili (H. R. 7851) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Au- 
burn, in the State of Maine—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7852) for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at Tiffin, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7858) for the purchase of a site and erection 
of a public building at Fremont, Ohio—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 7854) to reappropriate and 
make available the appropriations for rent of temporary quarters 
for the Government officials at Macon, Ga., made by the acts of 
June 6, 1900, and March 3, 1901—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 7855) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act making appropriations for the construction of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ ap- 
proved June 13, 1902—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (BH. R. 7856) for the improvement of the 
mouth and passes of Calcasieu River, Louisiana—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7857) for 
the improvement of Trent River, North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7858) for the improvement of Neuse River, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7859) for the improvement of Black River, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7860) providing for the ereo- 
tion of a monument at Cowpens battle ground, Cherokee County, 
S. C., commemorative of Gen. Daniel Morgan and those who 
participated in the battle of Cowpens, on the 17th day of January, 

781—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 7861) extending provisions of 
act of June 27, 1890, to Kentucky State Militia and Provisional 
Kentucky Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7862) to open to settlement 
22,656 acres of land known as the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
Indian Pasture Reserve No. 8, in Oklahoma Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7863) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase a site for the erection of a Federal building in the 
city of Oklahoma, Territory of Oklahoma—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7864) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the 
revennes,”’ approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act entitled 
‘‘An act to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 7865) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of commerce of certain rivers and har- 
bors of the United States by the destruction of the plant known 
as the water hyacinth—to the Committee on Rivers anf Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7866) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navigation and commerce of Bayou Teche, in 
the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7867) to provide for an additional survey of 
an inland water route, surveyed under act of Congress of March 
8, 1878, along the margin of the Gulf of Mexico, from Donaldson- 
ville, in Louisiana, to the Rio Grande, in Texas, by cuts and 
canals, as a means of military and naval defense, and for com- 
mercial purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7868) to amend chapter 55 
of an act entitled ‘“‘An act toestablish a code of law for the 
District of Columbia’’—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7869) in relation to bonds on contracts with 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 7870) to enable the widows of 
soldiers and sailors to make proof of lawful widowhood by proof 
of public recognition of the relation of husband and wife for ten 
years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7871) to pre- 
vent interstate telegraph and telephone lines being used to pro- 
mote gambling—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7872) to con- 
struct Locks 3 and 8 on the Ouachita River, Louisiana and Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
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By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 7878) granting pensions to offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the military and naval service of the 
United States, to restore pensions discontinued, to establish uni- | 
form rates of pension, to facilitate the allowance of pensions in | 
matters of proof, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 7874) for the 
consolidation of third and fourth class mail matter under the title | 
of ‘* merchandise,’’ and for the insurance of all mail matter against 
loss or damage, and for the establishment of a parcels post—to the | 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7875) to establish the | 
tenth judicial circuit and to provide for a circuit court of appeals | 
therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H. R. 
7876) for the improvefnent of the civil service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 7877) to amend section 
839 of the Revised Statutes, relating to United States district and 
circuit courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8128) extending the provisions 
of the act of July 1, 1902, for the further distribution of Reports 
of the Supreme Court, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 8129) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to inquire into the past 
and present condition of the American merchant marine, espe- 
cially into its relation to promotion of the commerce and increase 
of the foreign trade of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 8130) to establish Dayton, in the 
State of Ohio, as a subport of entry, and to extend the privileges 
of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the port of Dayton, in the 
State of Ohio—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURNETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 8131) authorizing 
and empowering the Secretary of the Treasury to issue Treasury 
notes to be used in the purchase of bonds of the several States, and 
counties and parishes thereof, for the purpose of improving the 
public roads of such States, counties, and parishes, and to provide 
for the purchase of such bonds—to the Committee on Agriculture. | 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 8132) to increase to $30 per 
month certain persons pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 71) amending section 1 of an act entitled ‘An act toregulate 
the immigration of aliens into the United States,’’ approved March 
3, 1903—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULZER: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 22) pro- | 
viding for a joint committee to investigate international naviga- 
tion, etc.—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 23) | 
to cause a survey to be made of the harbor of St. Petersburg, 
= a Bay, in Florida, etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A concurrent resolution (H.C. 
Res. 24) providing for a survey for a ship canal in the city of 
Newark, N. J., etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr..CRUMPACKER: A resolution (H. Res. 98) providing 
for a clerk for the Committee on the Census—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 99) 
employing Joseph L. Pearcy as a special employee of the House 
of Representatives—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A resolution (H. Res. 100) providing 
for an additional official reporter of debates of the House—to the | 
Committee on Accounts. 

Aiso, a resolution (H. Res. 101) authorizing the Speaker to ap- | 
point an assistant stenographer to committee—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

























PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 7878) granting a pension to 
Richard Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 










| Jolivet—to the Committee on War Claims. 


| to the Committee on War Claims. 








By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7879) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ann E. Sanders, of Tuscaloosa, Ala.—to the Committee on War | 
Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 7880) to correct the military | 
record of Walter Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 7881) for the relief of Frank 
J. Ladner—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 













Also, a bill (H. R. 7882) for the relief of June Poiteyen: ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William J. Poitevent, deceased —to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief of the 
heirs of Henry Ware—to the Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7884) for the relief of the estate of Pierre 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7885) for the relief of Charlotte Fontenette_ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7886) for the relief of Natalie Boudr, 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7887) for the relief of the estate of Louis ¢ 
De Blanc—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7888) for the relief of the estate of Joy ph 
Ursin Broussard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7889) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Joseph 
Richard Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7890) for the relief of Augustin Campo, ad- 
ministrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7891) for the relief of Marie Vives—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 7892) for the relief of the estate of J. Aucoin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7893) for the relief of Mrs. E. H. Briant—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7894) for the relief of the estate of Raphael 
Segura—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7895) for the relief of the estate of William 
Burgess—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7896) for the relief of Thomas C. Gibbons— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7897) for the relief of Kate Gibbons—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7898) for the relief of E. H. Flory—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7899) for the relief of Leolede Le Blanc—to 


aux— 


| the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) for the relief of Prospere Lopez—to the 


| Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7901) for the relief of T. B. Ulger Bourque— 


| to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7902) for the relief of Jules J. Boudreaux— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7903) for the relief of the estate of Dornville 
Fabre—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.'7904) for the relief of Leo P. Dupuis, admin- 
istrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7905) for the relief of the legal representa- 


| tives of Nathaniel and William Offut, late of the parish of St. 
| Martin, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7906) for the relief of the estate of Francois 
Feray—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7907) for the relief of Eli C. Brown, of East 
Baton Rouge Parish, La.—to Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7908) for the relief of the estate of Frangois 
Herpin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7909) for the relief of the estate of Prosper D. 
Olivier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7910) for the relief of Joseph D. Broussard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7911) for the relief of the successions of Ap- 
poline Fournier, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Felicite Monette, of St 
Mary Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7913) for the relief of the estate of Pierre Z. 
Doucet, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. ay 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7914) for the relief of the estate of Valerie 
Breaux, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Commitice 
on War Claims. : 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 7915) for the relief of Mrs. Raymond Riu, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7916) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Ve- 
lestine Vavasseur, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—tv te 
Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7917) for the relief of George Henderson, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7918) for the relief of the estate of John A. 
Rigues, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee 


| on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7919) for the relief of P. Emile Arcenes0X, 


| of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7920) for the relief of the estate of Camille 
Berard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7921) for the relief of Mrs. Marguerite 
of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 


Arnau l, 
= a bill (H. R. 7922) for the relief of the estate of Owen 
Conlen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 7928) for the relief of Arvillen Broussard, of 


Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of Lessin Guidry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 7925) for the relief of William Rose—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 7926) for the relief of Celestine Pecot—to the 
Commi-tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7927) for the relief of the estate of Francis E. 


Harding—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7928) for the relief of Mrs. Sidonie de la 
Houssaye—to the Committee on War Clainns. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7929) for the relief of Mrs. Victor Fabre— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7980) for the relief of Mrs. Frank Deslonds— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7931) for the relief of Mrs. Celina Landry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7932) for the relief of Mary H. Anderson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7983) for the relief of the estate of Jean 


Crouchet, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7934) for the relief of the estate of F. O. 
Darby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7935) for relief of estate of Romain Verdin— 
tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7936) for the relief of the estate of Henry E. 
Ledet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7937) for the relief of Samuel Carey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7938) for the relief of Pierre Breaux—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7939) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
Boudreau. deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7940) for the relief of Eugene Augustin 
Bourcy, of St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7941) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Armelin, deceased, late of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7942) for the relief of Mrs. Joseph Kittredge— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7948) for the relief of Marian Simoneaux— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7944) for the relief of Arthur Taylor, of La- 
fayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7945) for the relief of Clervile Richard, of | 
St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7946) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
Devezin Olivier, deceased, and Celeste Olivier, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7947) for the relief of the estate of George 
Mitchelltree, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 7948) for the relief of the estate of Joseph | 
Melancon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7949) for the relief of Valerien Martin, of 
St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7950) for the relief of Bennett Lilly, of La- 
fayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7951) for the relief of the estate of Desire Le 
Blanc, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7952) for the relief of the estate of Onezime 
Lelenx, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7958) for the relief of Augustin Lastrappes, 
of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 7954) for the relief of the estate of Joseph | 
Knight, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7955) for the relief of Louis Journey, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7956) for the relief of William Guchereau, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7957) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine Hil- | 
a“ of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
aims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7958) for the relief of Mary M. Hopkins, of | 








Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7959) for the relief of Louis Hymelle, of St. 
artin Paxish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 7960) for the relief of Mrs. Irene Granger, of 

ermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7961) for the relief of Corrinne Perrett Fusi- 
lier—to the Committee on VYar Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7962) for the relief of the estate of John H. 
Ellis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7963) for the relief of Toussaint Ecby, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7964) for the relief of Zachine Dugat, of La- 
fayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7965) for the relief of Onesiphor Delahous- 
saye, sr., of St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7966) for the relief of estate of Jean Con- 
stantin, deceased, late of Lafayette, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7967) for the relief of Belisaire Cormier, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7968) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Clerc, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7969) for the relief of the estate of J. M. 
Charpentier, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7970) for the relief of Samuel Cary, of St. 
Marys Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7971) for the relief of Susan L. Bailey, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7972) for the relief of the estate of Louis 
Broussard, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7973) for the relief of Edgar Breaux, of La- 
fayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7974) for the relief of Charles Broder, of La- 
fayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7975) for the relief of Anguste Alvarado, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7976) for the relief of the estate of Louisa 
Breaux, deceased, late of Lafayette, La.—to the Committze on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7977) for the relief of Nel- 
son Dalbec—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 7978) for the relief of the 
heirs of John Edwards, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7979) granting a pension to William Hurst— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 7980) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis E. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 7981) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Day—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7982) for the relief of William Blundell, alias 
David Robinson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7983) for the relief of J. W. Garrison—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7984) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph P. Sailer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7985) granting a pension to 
Alice Jenifer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7986) granting an increase 





| of pension to Stephen Bricker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7987) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis Scott—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7988) to provide for the re- 
funding of certain money, and so forth—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7989) granting an honorable 


| discharge to Benjamin F. Helmick—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 
By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 7990) for the relief of 
the estate of W. A. D. Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7991) granting a pension 
to Sabina O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7992) granting a pension to Isadore F. Cham- 
berlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7993) granting a pension to William Evans— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7994) granting a pension to Thomas McCann— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7995) granting a pension to Jacob Miller—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 7996) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Sebastian Delsite—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7997) to correct the military record of Milton 


| McPherson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7998) to correct the military record of Francis 
Treas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of 
pension to David W. Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8000) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Funk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8001) granting a pension to Timothy Fox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8002) granting a pension to Ida A. Douglass— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Bartholomew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8004) to correct the military record of Ed- 
ward A. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8005) granting an increase of 
pension to Nannie J. McGurkin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8006) for the reliefof David H. Cork—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8007) for the relief of Mount Zion Society— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) for relief of estate of John G. Brice— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) for the relief of Edward P. M. Robin- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 8010) granting a pension to 
Josiah B. Deeter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8011) to correct 
> military record of Cyrus Dean—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8012) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Chamberlain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 8013) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac N. Skillman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8014) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Audos—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 8015) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles McAllister—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8016) granting a pension to Moses F. Reece— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8017) for the relief of the estate of 
Jacob Good, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8018) granting a pen- 
sion to Leonard S. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8019) granting a pension to Jonathan F.. Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8020) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Franks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8021) for relief of estate of John Dear, de- 
ceased, of Attala County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8022) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Flint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8023) granting an increase of pension to 
Sclomon May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8024) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Fergusen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey; A bill (H. R. 8025) granting 
a pension to James Payton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 8026) for the relief of the 
estate of the late John Jacoby—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8027) to re- 
move charge of desertion from records of War Department of 
Jefferson Mullins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8028) to remove the charge of desertion from 
- record of John W. Shelton—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8029) for the relief of Leroy Douglass—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8030) for the relief of William H. Jones—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8031) granting an 
increase of pension to David Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8032) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin B. Doty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8033) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Terflinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8034) granting a pension to Catherine Spier— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 8035) for the relief of M. A. 
oe : of O'Neill, Nebr.—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 8036) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles 8. Parish—to the Committee on In. 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8037) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthias Friend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Rebecca Farrar— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8039) granting a pension to Simon Burris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8040) granting a pension to Alexander Littlo— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 8041) for relief of Adolphus 
Yuncker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8042) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. T. Hummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 8048) granting an increase 
of pension to John S. Sears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to Sey- 
more F. Burlingame—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8045) granting a pension to Edward T. Blod- 
gett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 8046) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the German Lutheran Church of Orangeburg, 8. C.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 8047) granting a pension 
to William Henry McMurtry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 8048) to authorize Malcolm 
8. Potter to raise and remove certain sunken vessels, boats, floats, 
or other structures from Lake Champlain—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 8049) granting an increase of 
pension to John 8. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MoGUTIRE: A bill (H. R. 8050) granting an increase of 
pension to John I. Lose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8051) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Boles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8052) granting a pension to F. E. Hills—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8053) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James Wilson—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8054) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Cyrus McCue—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8055) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Friedlan—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8056) to amend the military record of Alfred 
| F. Washburn, deceased, and granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Washburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8057) to reimburse Ulysses G. Winn for 
moneys erroneously paid into the Treasury of the United States— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of 
pension to William M. Underhill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8059) granting 
a pension to Hannah Tomlinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8060) granting a pension to Emma C. Mat- 
lack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8061) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. re 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8062) granting a pension to Mrs. William 
H. H. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 8063) granting an increase 
of pension to Cyrus Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8064) granting an increase of pension to 
Hanniel P. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8065) granting an increase of pension to 
David Edminston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8066) granting a pension to Martin Seiler— 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8967) granting a pension to Ruth E, Wright— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8068) granting a pension to Sarah M. Nettle- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8069) granting an increase of pension 
R. F. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 8070) for the relief of Dilly 
Williams, of Crockett County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Wat 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8071) for the relief of Matthew Williams, of 
| Crockett County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 














1903. 





Also. a bill (H. R. 8072)-for the relief of the estate of Wiley B. 
Briga nce, deceased, late of Crockett County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ‘ . 

Also, a bill (A. R. 8078) for the relief of James N. Richards, of 

Crockett County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 8074) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. H., Chester—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions. 


By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8075) for the | 


relief of Mrs. Kate T. McCulloch, the estate of Mrs. Mary Tucker 
McFarland, deceased, and the estate of Nathan Trotter, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8076) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Hon. O. M. Roberts, David G. Burnett, and the 
four Representatives elected to Congress from the State of Texas 
in 1866—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 8077) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John McFarlane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8078) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Mosier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H, R. 8079) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles H, La Forest—to, the Committee on Invalid 

enslons. 

5 Also, a bill (H. R. 8080) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 8081) to correct the military 
record of Patrick O’Conner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to 
Caroline $S. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 8083) granting a pension to Mary Ellen 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


309 


— 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) to pension Elizebath Murcer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8109) to pension Thomas Hart, alias Thomas 
Porter—to the Commi}jtee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8110) granting a pension to Jennie R. Hunt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8111) granting an increase 
of pension to Marie J. Smyth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8112) granting a 
pension to W. F. Bottoms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 8113) for the relief of Agnes 
W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 8114) granting an increase 
of pension to Orville W. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8115) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
E. Worden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8116) granting a pension to Jane Baker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8117) providing for the payment of $137 to 
Hugh A. Ernst for services rendered overtime and use of type- 
writer in the Bureau of Immigration, in the Treasury Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8118) to carry ont the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Dennis—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 8119) granting an increase 
of pension to A. P. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8120) granting an 


By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8084) for the relief of the legal | increase of pension to Delzon Allen—to the Committee on Invalid 
representatives of James H. Napier, deceased—to the Committee | Pensions. 


on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8085) for the relief of the legal representa- 


tives of George W. Wray, deceased—to the Committee on War | 


Claims. 


} 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8086) for the relief of W. T. Newbill—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Houston Medlin—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8088) for the relief of S. S. Littlejohn—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (A. R. 8089) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of A. K. Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8090) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Jack Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8091) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Richard Odle, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8092) granting a | 


— to Rose Anna Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 


By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8093) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Samuel L. White—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8094) to correct the military record of Henry 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8095) authorizing the President to appoint 
Louis Knapp captain and paymaster, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8096) granting | 


an increase of pension to William W. Nesbit—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 8097) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8098) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8099) granting an 
Iicrease of pension to Stephen L. Richardson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8100) to increase pension of 
Margaret Pember—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 8101) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Percival—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 8122) granting a pension 
to Adonijah Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 8123) granting a pension to Eliza 
Stoddard Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8124) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hat- 


| field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8125) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Rollins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8126) granting a pension to Annie Colt Mc- 
Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 8127) to transfer Capt. Seth 
Mitchell Ackley from the retired to the active list of the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Association 
| of Commissioners of the Levee Drainage Districts, relative to the 

improvement of the upper Mississippi River, and letter from the 
| Travelers’ Protective Association of America, relating to the im- 
provement of the harbor of Philadelphia—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the National Veteran Women of America, of 
Toledo, Ohio, relating to a national home—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of descendants of Mississippi Choc- 
taws, relative to the allotment of land and money—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of members of Charles W. Howell 
| Post, No. 90, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Repub- 

lic, for further extension of the pension laws—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of the Sheldon, Il., business men, 
protesting against the passage of a parcels-post law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the German-American Union, of Birming- 

| ham, Ala,, and 43 similar organizations in the United States, 





Also,a bill (H. R. 8102) granting an increase of pension to | protesting against legislation to subject original packages to 


Allen S. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8103) granting an increase of pension to 


ary Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to Jo- | 


sephine D. Williston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also,a bill (H. R. 8105) granting an increase of pension to John 
cLanghlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensidns. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 8106) granting an increase of pension to Dan- 

lel J. Miller—to the Committee an Invalid Pensions. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 8107) granting a pension to Ruel Sherman— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


the operation of State sumptuary laws—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Major May Post, No. 244, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, favoring passage 
of the Hemenway bill for service pensions, and of the John Murry 
Post, No. 124, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of In- 
diana, and of soldiers and sailors of the civil war, of Bluffton, 
Ind., favoring passage of the National Tribune service-pension 
bill—to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of W. B. Fleming Post, No. 
| 816, Grand Army of the Republic, of West Lebanon, Department 
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of Indiana. favoring passage of 
mittée on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 


a service-pension law—to the Com- 


the Phoenix Brewing Company, of Pittsburg, and Ober Brothers | 


eh Company, of Allegheny, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of A. M. Cook Post, No. 326, | 


Grand Army of the Republic, of Greenwich, Department of New 
York, favoring passage of a service-pension law—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution pf the Association of Com- 
missioners of the Levee Drainage Districts, relative to the im- 


ovement of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on | 


Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Convention, | 
favoring enlargement of powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 

Also, petition of San Miguel Improvement Club, favoring Naci- 
miento ranch as a military camp—to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Ira Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of citizens of Grand 
Ledge. Mich., to accompany bill to correct the military record of 
Cyrus Dean—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief | 
of James P. Barney—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce and other or- 
ganizations of Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against passage of 
Senate bill 1655, creating a new Federal district court in Ohio— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Paper to accompany bill to pension Moses 
F. Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 1482, 
granting an increase of pension to George C. Vance—to the Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill 
granting an increase of pension to James Payton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Resolution of the board of supervisors of 
Columbia County, N. Y.. favoring the passage of the Brownlow 
bill relating to the improvement of the highways—to the Com- | 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McANDREWS: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 6932, 
to pension Harvey R. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill increasing pension 
of John 8S. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: Petition. of residents of Keithsburg and vi- 
cinity. Illinois, relative to the improvement of the upper Missis- | 
sippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of the president of the Society of 
the United States Military Telegraph Corps, requesting recogni- 
tion for the telegraph operators of the civil war—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolution of a mass meeting of citizens 
of Wichita, Kans., favoring the enlargement of the powers of the | 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Commitiee on Inter- | 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Woodson Post, No. 185, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Yates Center, Department of Kansas, favoring passage 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, letter from H. C. Taylor, of Lyons, Kans., protesting | 


against certain features of Senate bill 1261; letter from A. Graff, 
Wellincton, Kans., and resolutions of the executive committee of 
the Southwestern Lumbermen’s Association—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Asso- 
ciation, Branch 15, of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring passage of an 
eight-hour law and an anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 1098, for 
the relief of J. J. Walker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the Association of Commis- 
sioners of the Levee Drainage Districts, relative to the improve- 
ment of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


By Mr. ROBB: Petition of citizens of Puxico, Mo., against sale | 


of liquors in Soldiers’ Homes and all Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Dames of 1846, of Fort Worth, | 


Tex., praying for increase of pension to veterans of the Mexican 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of the heirs of John Arnold, deceased, 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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| By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Pa 

| ing a pension to Rose Anna Griffit 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Grand Rapids Board of Trade. re; 

| enlargement of powers of Interstate Commerce Commis 

| the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


pers to accompany bill grant. 
h—to the Committee on Invalid 


juesting 
S1ON—to 


Also, resolutions of Grand Rapids Board of Trade, reg: 
rehabilitation of the merchant marine—to the Committee , 
| Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ionia County, Mich.. requesting the 
| passage of the McCumber bill—to the Committee on Alco) 
| Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pensacola, Fla., urging the revival of American shipping jn 
foreign irade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


irding 
n the 


holie 


| Fisheries. 


By Mr. SPERRY: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 7815, for the 
relief of Robert May et al.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the Dames of 1846. of 


| Fort Worth, Tex., favoring passage of law granting increase of 


all Mexican-war veterans to $30 per month—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, December 17, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washincton. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. PENROSE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

KIRBY THOMAS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the Postmaster-General, relative to the claim of 
Kirby Thomas, postmaster at Superior, Wis., and recommending 
that he be reimbursed for the loss sustained by him from the bur- 
glary of his office on October 20, 1903; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 


| nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to 
| law, a report of the chief of the supply division, War Depart- 


ment, stating the proceeds derived from the sale of useless papers, 
etc.; which, with the accompanying paper, was reierred to the 
Select Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Execu- 


| tive Departments. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate commn- 
nications from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the causes of Clementine Vaughn, administratrix of William 


| Vaughn, deceased; Francis E. Mack, son of Eugene Mack, de- 


ceased; Nannie H. Duvall, daughter of John Watters, deceased; 
William I. More; John F. Merry; William Wilkins Carr, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Overton Carr, deceased; Sophia A 
| Wight, widow of Danforth P. Wight, deceased; Susan I. Bordman, 
widow of Charles Dordman, deceased; Fidelia 8, Prindle, widow 
(remarried) of George L. Mead, deceased: Annie H. Eastman, 
| widow of Thomas H. Eastman, deceased; William F. Low: 
George L. Hall, executor of Elbridge D. Hall, deceased; (Grace 
T. Arms, executrix; T. Bascom Watkins; Hamilton Hutchins; 
| Charles Miller; Arthur Burtis; J. M. Emanuel; Henry RK. Baker; 
| Robert M. Doyle; George P. Lumsden; Charles A. Schmitz 
| Byron Wilson; Cornelius Dugan; George M. Book; J. M. Bowyer; 
| George A. Norris; Clifford J. Boush; Elizabeth D. Marthon, ex- 
ecutrix of Joseph Marthon, deceased; William H. Rush; by 
J. Kenney, administratrix of Edward Kenney, deceased; Henry 
T. Percy: Robert Potts: George R. Durand; N. E. Mason; Frank‘ 
Cosby; William F. Hodgkinson; E. Whitfield, brother of Willian 
| E. Whitfield, deceased; Kate R. Morgan, widow of William A. 
| Morgan; James D. Adams; William A. Cooper; Linnzeus ['usse!|; 
Peter O’Conner; Mary Lowrie, heir and legatee of John Lowne: 
| Marie Elizabeth Horner, widow of Frederick Horner, decease’: 
| Marion L. Thompson, widow of August F. Thompson, decease, 
Charles W. Abbott, administrator de bonus non of Joel Abbott, 
deceased; Arthur B. Hoff, administrator of Henry K. Hoff, de 
| ceased; Nannie Glover Kaufman, widow (remarried) of W1)1«™ 
K. Mayo, deceased; John J. Read; Hannah Cooper, widow ©! 
| Jamies M. Cooper, deceased; Emma L. Barry, widow of James J. 
| Barry; Adele W. Elmer, widow of Horace Elmer; Evaline V. Fer- 
| guson, widow of William J. Ferguson, deceased: the Real Es ate 
Title Insurance and Trust Company of Philadelphia, adiinis- 
' trator of the estate of Charles Miller, deceased; Sarah A. Wyck'; 
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widow of John Wyckof, deceased; Susan and Mary P. Woodman, | berry, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 


executrices of Edward Woodman, deceased; Harvey E. Macconn, 

wid: ww of Robert T. Macconn, deceased; J ohn E. Roller; Francis 

M. Gunnell; David B, Harmony; Philip J. Miller, sonof Philip J. 

Miller, deceased; Josephine Q. Carpenter and Anna L. Q. Hayes, 

daughters of John M. Quackenbush, deceased; Frank A. Burbeck, 

administrator of Christopher Jordan, deceased; Alex. G. Brincker- 

hoff, administrator of Isaac Brinckerhoff, deceased; George M. 

Engle. son of Frederick Engle, deceased; Francis E. Hunt and 

Alice M. Hunt, heirs at law of George P. Hunt, deceased ; Emma 

M. Clark, administratrix, and Wallace 8. Clark, administrator of 

Ambrose J. Clark, deceased; John A. B. Smith; David M. Ful- 

mer; Walter McLean; Herbert M. Griffiths; Charles A. Davis, 

son and next of kin of George L. Davis, deceased; John Gas- 

kins; Robert L, Meade, son of Richard W. Meade, deceased; Ed- 

ward Shippen; Safe Deposit and Trust Company of Baltimore, 

executor of Edward Donaldson, deceased; Robert A. Williams; 

Anna L. Coghlan, executrix of the estate of Jasper Coghlan, de- 

ceased; Aaron K, Hughes; Mary E. Braine, widow of Daniel L. 

Braine. deceased; Alexander . Cassell; Nicholas Mager, jr., 

executor of the estate of Nicholas Mager, deceased; Eleanor 

Sirian, widow of George Sirian, deceased; Charles Martin; 

Thomas S. Phelps; Edward Kershner; Mary A. McCarty, widow 

of Stephen A, McCarty, deceased; Florence Hayward, daughter 

of George W. Hayward, deceased; Isabella Jauretche, Rose | 
Jauretche, and Blanche V. Jauretche, heirs at law of L. C. Sar- 
tori, deceased; Edward H. Gheen; Cromwell G. Macy, nephew 
of Thomas M. Gardner; Mae H. Tyler, widow of Hanson R. 
Tyler, deceased; J. P. Andre Mottu, administrator of John C. 
Burnett. deceased; Phoebe A. Hardy, sister of De Witt Clinton 
Kells, deceased; P.J. Horwitz; Francis H. Delano; A. N. Stocker, 
widow of Henry T. Stocker, deceased; Charles U. Gravatt; 
Alice E. Whitmarsh, daughter of Zachariah C. Whitmarsh, de- 
ceased: M. Annette Upham, administratrix of Charles C. Up- 
ham, deceased; Webster Doty; J. B. Murdock; Nelson M. Fere- 
bee; Mary H. Woodward, widow of Edwin T. Woodward, de- 
ceased; Fidelity Trust Company, administrator of Francis G. 
Dallas. deceased; Nelson T. Houston; Winslow Allderdice; Fran- 
cis H. Swan; W. W. Low, son of W. W. Low, deceased; Theo- 
dore M. Etting; Henry C. Keene; Walter K. Scofield; William 
Little: George T. Douglass; Edward M. Wood, administrator of 
John De Camp, deceased; Annie E. Deering. widow of George A. 
Deering: David O. Lewis; Kate W. Ingraham, daughter of Sam- 
uel Larkin, deceased; John H. Rowland, and Albert I. Smith, ad- 
ministrator of Samuel L. Wilson v. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying papers, were referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow.inG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreod | 
to the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. | 
66) in relation to commuting rations for midshipmen. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 





signed the following enrolled bill and joint reso‘ution; and they | 
vere thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th 
day of December, in the year 190°; and 


A jont resolution (H. J. Res. 66) in relation to commuting ra- 
tions fur midshipmen. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of Marbach 
Li se, NO. 125, of Bracken; of Waller Lodge, No. 129, of Waller: 
of Lode No, 38, of Fort Worth; of Henschkel Lodge, No. 70, of | 
New Ulm; of Frohsinn Lodge, No. 50, of Fayetteville; of Texas | 
Lodge, No. 44, of Columbus; of Lodge No. 61, of Rockdale, all in 
the State of Texas; of Maumee Lodge, No. 12, of Maumee, Ohio; 
of Brewery Workers’ Local Union, No. 73, American Federation | 
of Labor, of Birmingham; of the German Turn Verein, of Bir- 
mingham; of the Quartette Club, of Pullman, all in the State of | 
Alabama; of Wausau Schiehzen Verein, of Wausau; of the Apple- 
ton Mxennerchor, of Appleton; of the Gesangverein Frohsinn, of | 
Broadhead; of the Turn Verein, of Mayville, all in the State of 
Wisconsin; of the Kreuzuaeher Saengerbund, the Quartette Club, 
the Delaware Bund, No. 80, and the Drill Corp Turnier, No. 8, | 
allof Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate | 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Club of Freeport, 
Iil.; of the Century Club, of Chillicothe, Ohio: of te Ladies’ Aid 
Society of Newberry; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
Copal Church of Williamsport; of the Epworth League of Wil- 
liamsport; of the Woman's Christian Endeavor Society of New- 








Newberry, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Dicksonburg; of sundry citizens of Clear- 
field, Washington, Easton, and Sheridan; of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Corry; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Kittanning; of the congregation of the Oxford 
Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of the Woman’s Mission- 
ary Society of Florence; of the Oxford Sabbath School, of Phila- 
delphia; of the Oxford Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor, of Philadelphia; of the congregation of the United Epis- 
copal Church of Myerstown; of the congregation of the Zion 
Lutheran Church, of Lebanon; of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Lebanon; of the congregation of the First Reformed Church of 
Lebanon; of the congregation of the Moravian Church of Leb- 
anon; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Zion Lutheran 
Church, of Lebanon; of the Tabor Reformed Christian Church 
Endeavor Society, of Lebanon; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Washington County; of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Washington; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Coatesville; of the Trinity Luth- 
eran Sunday School of New Holland; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Greenfield; of the Woman’s Foreign Mis- 
sionary Society of Coatesville, and of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Brownsville, all in the State of Pennsy)- 
vania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of Philip H. Sher- 
man Post, No. 630, of Waterford: of Bingham Post, No. 74, of 
Naples; of John B. Burrnd Post, No. 444, of Marion; of Hiram 
Clark Post, No. 154, of Marathon; of Otis H. Tillinghast Post, 
No. 548, of Morrisville, all of the Department of New York, Grand 
Army of the Republic, in the State of New York, and of the 
National Encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, of 


| San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of aservice-pension 


law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Floral 
Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Binghamton; of the congrega- 
tion of the Oakland Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Troy, and 
of sundry citizens of Onondaga County, all in the State of New 
York, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the Porch Club, of River- 
ton; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Vineland: 
of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Vineland; of the congregation of the Central Avenue African 
Methodist Episcopal Zion Church. of Red Bank; of the Woman's 
Home Missionary Society of the Baptist Church of Haddonfield; 
of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Vine- 
land; of sundry citizens of Red Bank and Riverton, all in the 
State of New Jersey, and of David Henry Wright, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. ReED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club, 
of Dallas, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Free Methodist Episcopal Church of Kendall; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unionof Warrensburg; of the Presbyterian 
Missionary Society of Cuba; of the congregation of the Hamilton 
Grange Reformed Church, of New York City; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Kenmore; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Davenport Center; of the 
Presbyterian Epworth League, of Hulburton; of sundry citizens 
of Troy; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of New York City; of the Woman's Missionary Society of Edin- 
burg; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Cambridge; 
of sundry citizens of New York Mills; of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of Binghamton; of the Young People’s So- 
ciety of Christian Endeavor of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Saratoga Springs; of the Ladies’ Reading Club, of Wilson; of the 
Epworth League of Warrensburg; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Kingston; of the congregation of the Third 
Presbyterian Church of Rochester; of the Ladies’ Aid and Home 
Missionary Society of Warwick; of sundry citizens of Geneseo, 
Saratoga Springs, and New York City; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Rockland, and of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Brookhaven. all in the State 
of New York, praying for an investigation of the charges made 


ovl2 
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and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah: which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Chris- 
tian Endeavor Union of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment 


of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- | 


cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of lezisla- 
tion to provide a fractional paper currency; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Manufacturers and Jobbers’ 
Union of La Crosse, Wis., and a petition of the Grain Dealers’ 
National Association, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to further define the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Federation 
of Labor and Glass Bottle Blowers’ Local Branch No. 15, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Federation 
of Labor and Glass Bottle Blowers’ Local Branch No. 15, of Mil- 


waukee, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called anti-injunc- | 


tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Baltimore, Md., praying that an appropriation be made 
for deepening the main ship channel to the port of Baltimore; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented petitions of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance unions of Chester, Newport, Wilmington, Mont- 
pelier, Newbury, Canaan, Holden, and Plainfield; of the congre- 
gations of the Congregational churches of Wilmington, Chester, 
and Wardsboro; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
East Hardwick; of the congregation of the Grace Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, St. Johnsbury; of the Methodist churches of Wil- 
mington, Canaan, and Wardsboro; of the Baptist churches of 
Middlebury and Wilmington; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society 


of Chester: of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the | 


Methodist Episcopal Church of Middlebury; of sundry citizens of 
Wardsboro, Newport, Irasburg, Holden, Chittenden, Brandon, 
Pittsford, Greensboro Bend, Barnet, and Sheffield, all in the State 
of Vermont. praying for an investigation of the charges made and 


filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; | 





| Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 

Temperance Union of Hanover, of sundry citizens of Albion of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Hanover 
and of the Ministerial Alliance of Kalamazoo, all in the Stato of 
Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges made ang 
filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec. 
tions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mlinois 
| praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed ava inst 
| Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ELKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Buck. 
hannon, of sundry citizens of Mannington, of the Woman’s Mis. 
sionary Society of Fairmont, and of the Home and Foreign 
Missionary Society of Mannington, all in the State of West Vir. 
ginia, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec. 
tions. 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of the Ladies of the Maccabees 
of Hanover, Mich., and a petition of sundry citizens of Cheboygan 
County, Mich., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
| and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

CONSULAR CERTIFICATION OF IMMIGRANTS. 


Mr. LODGE. I presenta letter from the Second Assistant Sec- 
retary of State, transmitting certain papers relative to consular 
| certification of immigrants. I move that the letter and accom- 
panying papers be printed as a document, and referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORT ON DISEASES. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a document to the Senate, published 
by the Board of Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, re- 
lating to diseases in many countries, and particularly in the tropical 
countries of America. I move that it be printed as a document, 
| and referred to the Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GRAZING ON FOREST RESERVES. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Ipresent a resolution of the Wool Growers’ As- 
sociation of Idaho, and ask that it be printed in the Recor». It 





which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. | treats of the relations between the stock growers of the West and 


M-. KEAN presented a of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian Church of Clayton, of 
sundry citizens of Riverton and Princeton, of the Woman’s Home 
and Foreign Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of 
Clayton, and of the Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary So- 
ciety of the Presbyterian Church of Passaic, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elk 
Mound, Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Commiitee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of the descendants of the 


Mississippi Choctaw tribe of Indians, praying that they be | 
granted their distributive share in lands and money adjudged to | 


be due under the latest treaty with the Five Civilized Tribes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Greenville, N. H., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrerep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 


Spencer and Stacyville, in the State of Iowa, remonstrating | 


against the ratification of the Isle of Pines treaty; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of Sioux City, of sundry citizens of Fort Dodge, of the 
Epworth League of Terril, of the congregation of the Congrega- 
tional Church of Washington, of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal and Presbyterian churches of Bloomfield, and of 
the congregation of the First Congregational Church of Terril, 
all in the State of Iowa, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. RreEp Smoor, a Senator from 
the State of Utah: which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, 











| 


the forest reserves, is very short, temperate, and pertinent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho asks 
| that the paper sent to the desk by him may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, 
| RECORD. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have it read. ; 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will ask the Chair to send me the resolution, 
and then I will take the privilege of reading it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see any reason why that should be 
done. The Secretary can read it. 
| Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let it be read at the desk. 
| Mr. DUBOIS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought he ob- 
jected. ; P  — 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the resolution being printed in the Recorp. Does the Senator 
from Rhode Island ask that it be read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry, as follows: 

Whereas the members of the Idaho Wool Growers’ Association in annual 
convention assembled are not opposed to the protection of the forests when 
such protection is afforded strictly to lands covered with timber, th 2, 
however, opposed to the present policy of the Government in setting aside 
alleged forest reserves in which are included large tracts of grazing ant 
agricultural lands from which in many instances stockmen are excluded 
from grazing; and 

Whereas the argument advanced that the grazing of live stock on forest 
reserves is injurious to the growth of timber has been proven a fallacy for (Le 
reason that the grazing of stock on reserves removesall grass and weeds ind 


er aaa fires, which are the greatest destroyers of forests: There 
ore, be i 

Resolved, That this association protests against the present policy of the 
Government in handling forest reserves, and that we favor the restriction of 
reserves and such lands as are actual forest land, and that such reserves be 
confined to the natural watersheds; and, be it further 

Resolved, That the forest reserves of the United States shall be placed ut- 
der the direction and control of the Secretary of the Department of Agtl 
culture; and, be it further 


And then it will go into the 


| 





| Resolved, That this association heartily indorse the recommendation of 
| President Roosevelt in his last message to Congress, and of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, W. A. Richards, upon this subject. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 59) for the relief of Charles W. Howard; 

A bill (S. 56) for the relief of the legal representatives of Na- 
leon B. Giddings; 

A bill (S. 61) for the relief of M. E. Saville; 

A bill (S. 54) for the relief of William B. Parnes; 

A bill (S. 57) for the relief of Laura 8S. Gillingwaters; 

A bill (S. 58) for the relief of James W. Howell; 

A bill (S. 62) for the relief of Richard C. Silence; 

A bill (S. 63) for the relief of Charles Stierlin; 

A bill (S. 60) for the relief of Gottlieb C. Rose; and 

A bill (S. 64) to correct the military record of William B. 
Thompson. : ‘ 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on the Philippines, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade be- 


=} 


pine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, and for other purposes, roported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 1482) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury to pay James L. Anderson the sum of $798.28, asked to be dis- 


the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2081) to provide for the appropri- 
ate marking of the graves of the soldiers and sailors of the Con- 
federate army and navy, and for other purposes, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 126) for the relief 
of Rudolf Herbst, to report it without amendment, the commit- 
tee adopting the report made upon the same bill at the last Con- 

ess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2686) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act 
to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising 
from Indian depredations,’® approved March 8, 1891, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Depredations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2300) to supplement and amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Grays Point, Mo.,’’ approved 





| 


January 26, 1901, reported it without amendment, and submitted | © . as 
+ the » BO : | tion submitted yesterday by Mr. Forakgr, reported it without 


a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1741) for the re'ief of the county 
of White Pine, State of Nevada, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


: » De- | was referred the bill (S. 
tween ports of the United States and ports or places in the Philip- won temeses Cie we \ 


Pa., to commemorate the valorous deeds of certain regiments and 
batteries of the United States Army; which was read twice by its 


title. 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2114) to fix the rank of certain 


officers in the Army, reported it without amendment, and sub- 


mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 146) for the relief of Leonard L. Dietrick, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2400) to approve 
act No. 31 of the session of 1903 of the legislature of the Territory 
of Hawaii, approved April 22, 1998, entitled ‘‘An act providing 
for the organization and government of counties and districts, 
and the management and control of public works and public in- 
stitutions therein,’’ reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Cominittee on Commerce, to whom 
2692) to establish a life-saving station at 
Cape Nome, Alaska, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2225) to provide a depot for the Revenne-Cutter Service, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


. : | bill (S. 180) to provide an American register for the barkentine 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to | ( tro, a 


Hawaii, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 619) making an appropriation for com- 
pleting the construction of the road to the national cemetery near 
Pensacola, Fla., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2401) to approve a 
special act duly enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Ha- 
waii to authorize and provide for the manufacture, distribution, 
and supply of electric light and power on the island of Oahu, Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. Haw.ery), from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 970) to authorize the 
President to revoke the order dismissing William T. Godwin, late 
first lieutenant, Tenth Infantry, United States Army, and to 
place the said William T. Godwin on the retired list with the 
rank of first lieutenant, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 


amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 


| agreed to, as follows: 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to | 


whom was referred the bill (S. 197) to establish an Indian agri- 
cultural school at or near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of 
North Dakota, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
were referred the following joint resolutions, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 21) authorizing the purchase of a mar- 
ble bust of General Lafayette, executed by David D’Angers; and 

A joint resolution (S. K. 20) authorizing the selection of a site 
and the erection of a pedestal for a bronze statue in Washington, 
D. C., in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 540) providing for additional officers in 
the district of Chicago, in the collection district of Indiana and 
ee reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2262) to provide for the removal or de- 
struction of derelicts, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 746) to remove the charge of de- 
Sertion from the military record of Charles K. Bolster, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2697) to 
amend an act authorizing the Secretary of War to cause to be 
erected monuments and markers on the battlefield of Gettysburg, 


| 


| 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico be authorized to employ a stenographer, from time to time, as may be 
necessary, to report such testimony as may be taken by said committee and 
its subcommittees in connection with subjects considered or to be considered 
during the Fifty-eighth Congress, such stenographer to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


EXHIBITORS AT LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Patents, 


| to whom was referred the bill (S. 2022) to afford protection to 


exhibitors of foreign literary, artistic, or musical works at the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition, to report it favorably with an 
amendment striking out one word. The bill is a unanimous re- 
port from the committee, and I ask for its present consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Would it be in order to state the substance 


without reading? 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, no; let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope unanimous consent will be given for 
the consideration of the bill. It has been approved by the Com- 
mittee on Patents of both the Senate and House, and was pre- 

ared by the Librarian of Congress. It affects only foreign pub- 
fhonticiens. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] intro- 
duced a similar bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. There will not be any objection if the bill is 
to pass through without debate in the morning hour. I have no 
objection to the bill, but if it elicits debate I shall feel con- 
strained to object. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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The amendment of the Committee on Patents was, in section 
1, page 1, line 14, to strike out the word ‘‘and”’ before the word 
**npon;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the author of any book, map, chart, dramatic composition, musical 
composition, engraving, cut, print, chromo, lithograph, or photograph pub- 
lished abroad a to November 30, 1%4, but not registered for copyright 
protection in the United States copyright office, or the heirs and assigns of 
such author, shall have in the case of any such book, map, chart, dramatic 
composition, musical composition, engraving, cut, print, chromo, lithograph, 
or photograph intended for exhibition at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
the sole liberty of printing, reprinting, publishing, copying, and vending the 
same within the limits of the United States for the term herein provided for 
upon complying with the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2698) to establish a life- 
saving station at or near the entrance to Tillamook Bay, Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2699) for the relief of William H. 
Crook; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 2700) granting an increase 
of pension to Fannie C. Morey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2701) for the relief of the heirs of Bosman Lyons, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 2702) for the relief of the estates of Joseph Devezin 
Olivier and Celeste Olivier, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2703) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Ware; and 

A bill (S. 2704) for the relief of Mrs. Kate T. McCulloch, the 
estate of Mrs. Mary Tucker McFarland, deceased, and the estate 
of Nathan Trotter, deceased. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2705) for the relief of the 
wandering American-born Indians of Rockyboy’s band, Mon- 
tana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. CLARK of Montana) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2706) granting an increase of pension to David Noble; 





A bill (S. 2707) granting an increase of pension to James M. | 


Clemens; and 

A bill (S. 2708) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Cupples. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2709) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Evans; which was read twice by its title, 


and, with the accompanyin vers, referred to the Committee | : 
. | ee ee | severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2710) for the opening 
of connecting highways on the east and west sides of the Zoolog- 
ical Park, District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and. with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2711) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Fannie S. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
Ss10NnS8. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2712) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harriet Billings; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2718) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Robert Firth; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2714) to amend section 839 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


= bill (S. 2718) granting an increase of pension to Robert Stone. 
sifer; 

A bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Della J. Ruth- 
erford; and 

A bill (S. 
Gannon. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 2721) for the relief of the 
heirs of Hardin P. Franklin, deceased; which was read twice } 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com.- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 2722) limiting the right 
of selection of public lands of the United States in lieu of sur- 
rendered railroad land-grant lands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ; 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2723) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mrs. C. M. J. Williamson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. f 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 2724) for the relief of (o- 
tilda Freund, assignee of Frank W. Freund; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 2725) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Waukesha, in the State of Wisconsin: which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2726) granting an ihcrease of pen- 
sion to Rosa Olds Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2727) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alice M. Stafford; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2728) to protect the 
right of women citizens of the United States to register and vote 
for Members of the House of Representatives; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2729) granting an increase of pension to George 
Warner; 

A bill (8. 2730) granting an increase of pension to Jasper N. 
Jennings: and 

A bill (S. 2731) granting an increase of pension to John R. Mc- 
Cullough. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 2732) for the relief of oc- 
cupants and owners of property at Camp Tyler, in Cook County, 
Ill.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which wer 


9° 


2720) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth §, 


tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 2733) to provide for the payment of an attorney fee 
from accrued pensions in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 2734) granting an increase of pension to Marion F. 


| White; and 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judi- | 


ciary. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2715) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Patrick; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions 


President of the United States to nominate Joseph C. Byron, late 
a captain and assistant quartermaster, to be a captain and assist- 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 2717) granting an increase of pension to Alfred G. 
Lewis; 


A bill (S. 2785) granting an increase of pension to Jasper H. 
Keys. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims; 

A bill (8. 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 2737) for the relief of K. H. Lewis and W. F. Lewis: 

A bill (S. 2788) for the relief of John L. Brown, and the estates 
of A. T. Redditt and William G. Judkins; 

A bill (S. 2789) for the relief of the widow and heirs at law of 
Charles Wilkes, deceased, late a rear-admiral in the United 
States Navy; 

A bill (S. 2740) for the relief of the estate of Thomas A. Dough, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 


2736) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy Burfield, de- 


2741) for the relief of Walter T. Dough; and 
2742) for the relief of the estate of Esau Berry, 


| ceased, 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2716) authorizing the | 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2743) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, and 


| ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ant quartermaster on the retired list; which was read twice by | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2744) for the relief of Mary \. 
Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ( 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2745) granting an increase 0- pen: 
sion to Thomas Howard; which was read twice by its title, #2 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2746) granting a pension to Jos») 

















1903. 


—_— 


N. Lorio: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2747) to amend the act of Septem- 
ber 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to amend certain sections of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; ” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S, 2748) for the 
relief of A. W. Curtis; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2749) for the relief of Henry Bash; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

Claims. 

Ore ulso introduced a bill (S. 2750) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Fidelia A. Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
s10nS. : 
, Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2751) for the relief of Leroy 
Douglass; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Commiitee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2752) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of the legal heirs of John Harper, deceased, to 
certain lands in the State of Virginia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2753) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from John Lyons; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
gions: 

A bill (S. 




















2754) granting a pension to I. W. Allen; 

A bill (S. 2755) granting a pension to Eliza Lewis; and 

A bill (S. 2756) granting a pension to Henry King. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2757) tocorrect the military 
record of Stephen W. Coakley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A biil (S. 2758) for the relief of R. H. Hayden and Emma Hay- 
den, executrix of the estate of Logan F. Hayden, deceased (with 
an accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 2759) for the relief of Mount Oliver Protestant Meth- 
odist Church, of Alexandria County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2760) for the relief of the trustees of Chestnut Fork 
Old School Baptist Church, of Culpeper County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2761) for the relief of the vestry of St. Stephen's 
Protestant Episcopal Church, of Culpeper, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2762) for the relief of the vestry of St. Paul’s Episco- 
pal Church, of Culpeper County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2763) for the relief of the trustees of Berea Baptist 
Church, of Stafford County, Va.; 

“ A bill ( S. 2764) for the relief of Andrews Chapel, of Stafford 

OUNTYV, a.; 

A bill (S. 2765) for the relief of the trustees of Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South, at Sudley, Prince William County, Va.; 

A bil (S. 2766) for the relief of the trustees of Black Lick 
Church, in Fairfax County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2767) for the relief of the Culpeper Baptist Church, 
at Culpeper, Va.; 

A bill (8.2768) for the relief of the trustees of Calvary Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church; 

_A bill (8, 2769) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of the town of Culpeper, Va.; 
A bill (S. 2770) for the relief of the vestry of St. Mark’s Epis- 

copal Church, Fairfax County, Va.; 

A bill (8S, 2771) for the relief of the vestry of Aquia Protestant 
Episcopal Church, of Stafford County, Va.; 

A bill (8S, 2772) for the relief of the trustees of Hartwood Pres- 
byterian Church, of Stafford County, Va.; 

A bill (8. 2773) for the relief of the trustees of the Waterford 
Baptist Church, Waterford, Loudoun County, Va.; 

-\ bill (S$.2774) for the relief of the trustees of Union Church, | 
of Falmouth, Stafford County, Va. : 

Pe - vill (S. 2775) for the relief of the trustees of Broad Run Bap- 
ist Church; 

A | ill (S. 2776) for the relief of the trustees of Mount Horeb 

Met! list Episcopal Church South, of Fauquier County, Va.; 

_A bill (S. 2777) for the relief of the vestry of the Episcopal 

Church of Remington, Fauquier County, Va.; 

A bill (8. 2778) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Epis opal Church South, of Marshall, Va.; 

A bill (S$. 2779) for the relief of the trustees of Zoar Baptist 
Church, of Bristersburg, Fauquier County, Va.: 


A bill (8. 2780) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church at | 


arrenton, Va.; 
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A bill (S. 2781) for the relief of the vestry of Lambs Creek 
Protestant Episcopal Church; 

A bill (S. 2782) for the relief of the trustees of Round Hill 
Church, of King George County, Va.;: 

A bill (S. 2783) for the relief of Pohick Church, in Fairfax 
County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2784) for relief of the vestry of St. Paul’s Episcopal 
Church, of Alexandria, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2785) for the relief of Miss L. E. Bowen; 

A bill (S. 2786) for the relief of Joseph E. Funkhouser (with an 
accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2787) for the relief of the estate of John B. Brown, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BACON introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
= read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 2788) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 


| in the case of Clementine Vaughan, administratrix of William 


M. Vaughan, deceased; 
A bill (S. 2789) for the relief of James A. Kennedy; and 
A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Isabella R. Napier. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 275) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 


| act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising 


from Indian depredations,’’ approved March 3, 1901; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 17) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 


| to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the in- 


dustries of the United States,’’ approved July 24, 1897: which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 5) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
war claims of the State of New Hampshire; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL FOREST RESERVE IN WHITE MOUNTAINS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for a reprint of the bill (S. 2327) for 
the purchase of a national forest reserve in the White Mountains, 
to be known as the “‘ National White Mountain Forest Reserve.’’ 
The call for copies of this bill is coming in to an extent that will 
require a reprint of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator, and the order is made. 


REMOVAL OR DESTRUCTION OF DERELICTS. 
On motio: of Mr. MaLLory, it was 


Ordered, That 500 additional copies of the bill (S. 2262) to provide for the 
removal or destruction of derelicts, and accompanying report, be printed as 
one document for the use of the Senate. 


PENOBSCOT RIVER IMPROVEMENT IN MAINE. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following concurrent res»'ution; 
which was considered by unanimous con-en!, and agreed t 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives com ring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, authorized and direcied to cause a 
survey to be made of the South Branch of the Penobscot River near Frank- 
fort, Me., with a view to widening and deepening the channel, and to submit 
a plan and estimate for such improvement. 


RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 
I submit a resolu.ivn and ask for its immed ate 


s 


Mr. ELKINS. 
consideration 
The resolution was read, as foll-ws: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Secretary of War, the Aitorney-General, the Postmaster-General, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, the ‘retary of Aericu e, 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, the intersta e Commerce Comm n, 
the Civil Service Commission, the Public Printer, and the Commiss of 
the District of Columbia are hereby directed to transmit to t senate at the 
earliest practicable day a statement of the quarters and buildings rented 
by each of said Departments and Commissions in the District of Co a 
andthe various States and Territories, and the annual renial in each 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have the resolu- 
tion read once more. It seems to me, asI1 caught it, that it re- 
quires each Secretary to make a report as to all buildings rented. 

Mr. ELKINS. In each Department. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If it applies to each Department 
it is all right. 

Mr. ELKINS. Each Secretary, etc., is to report on the rent of 
buildings in his Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


‘**Quarters and buildings 


| rented by each”’ is the language. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


That is right. 
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REPORT ON RECLAMATION SERVICE. 

Mr. BARD submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (ihe House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 5,000 copies of the First Annual Report of the Reclamation 
Service, from June 17 to December 1, 1902, with the accompanying maps, of 
which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 

LAURA J. SNAPP. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That all papers on file with the Secretary of the Senate accom- 

nying 8. 2435, a bill granting anincrease of pension to Samuel C. Snapp 

ntroduced in the Fifty-seventh Congress, be returned to the chairman o 
the Senate Committee on Pensions, to be by him forwarded to Laura J. 
Snapp, widow of Samuel C. Snapp, deceased, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

GLEN HAVEN CHANNEL, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. SPOONER. I submit a resolution to be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce is instructed to investigate 
and report, at the earliest practicable day, whether the Government work in 
the Mississippi River, the boundary line between the States of Wisconsin and 
Iowa, opposite the county of Grant, in the State of Wisconsin, so far as con- 
structed, or if the same shall be completed as planned, will close or render 
unnavigable the Glen Haven Channel, along the Wisconsin shore, which has 
been navigable for rafts and steamboats for over forty years. 

Resolved, That said committee is authorized to conduct said investigation 
by full committee or a subcommittee, and shall have power to send for per- 
sons and papers, examine witnesses under oath, employ a stenographer, and 
sit during th » sessions of the Senate, at such times and places as the commit- 
tee may determine; and the actual and necessary expenses of said investiga- 


tion shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers | 


approved by the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theresolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. With reference to the resolution. I wish to say 
to the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senate that I understand 


the Secretary of War has already selected a committee of engi- | 


neers to make this investigation. I think perhaps that investiga- 
tion will be sufficient without invoking the attention of a com- 
mittee of this body. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course I was aware and am aware of the 
fact that the Secretary of War has designated certain engineers 
to make this investigation. I take the liberty of very much pre- 
ferring, if I can induce the Senate to do it, to have the investiga- 
tion made by a committee of this body. There is no constitu- 
tional objection to my introducing the resolution—— 

Mr. ALLISON. None whatever. 


Mr. SPOONER. And having it referred to the Committee to | patible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate such fa 


Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. The 
Senator and myself will have some interchange of views probably 
when the resolution is reported by that committee and the ques- 
tion arises on its adoption. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not call it up in the Senator’s absence. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is entirely satisfactory. It is a matter 
of great moment—-— 

Mr. SPOONER. So it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. And I would be very much gratified, of course, 
to have the Committee on Commerce go out there and make this 
investigation. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
the Senate to get the facts and ascertain whether the engineer offi- 
cers of this Government can destroy a channel in an interstate 
stream. I do not want to interfere with the Iowa channel—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I should like to have the Wisconsin chan- 
nel protected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has been re- 
ferred. Debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was proceeding by unanimous consent. 
Does the Chair object? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. SPOONER, Iam through. 

CHESAPEAKE BAY IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an examination and 
survey to be made of the channel from deep water in Hampton Roads to the 
Norfolk Navy-Yard, with a view to widening and straightening thesame and 
increasing the depth thereof to 35 feet, and to submit estimates for such im- 


provement to that depth; and also estimates for such improvement to a depth 
of 30 feet. 


The Chair does not object. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF NAVIGATION, 
On motion of Mr. Frykr, it was 
Ordered, That there be printed 600 additional bound copies of the report 


of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1903, for the use of the Bureau of 
Navigation. 





— 


MILITARY POST NEAR COLUMBUS, OHIO, 


Mr. FORAKER. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of a bill of only twelve lines, with respect to which 
there is considerable urgency. It is the bill (S. 1656) to providg 
—_— purchase of land for a military post at or near Columbus, 

1io. 

There being no.objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


| from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 


add the following as a new section: 


Sxc. 2. That the act approved June 30, 1902, appropriating a sum of mo1 
not exceeding the proceeds of the sale of Columbus Barracks, Ohio, for 
purchase of this land, is modified accordingly. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of War, in his discretion 
to purchase about 2,000 acres of land for a military post at or near Columbus, 
Ohio, the sum of $180,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be im- 
mediately available, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 2. That the act approved June 30, 1902, appropriating a sum of money 
not exceeding the proceeds of the sale of Columbus Barracks, Ohio, for the 
purchase of this land, is modified accordingly. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


e y 


the 


| ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REPUBLIC OF PANAMA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morn- 
ing business, the Chair will lay before the Senate resolutions com- 
ing over in their order. The Chair willstate that thereare afew 
of these resolutions on the table subject to the call of the respec- 
tive Senators offering them. The Chair will not now lay those 
before the Senate, but will lay before the Senate the following 
resolution 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call up the resolution I offered the 
other day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to speak for only a few minutes upon the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution heretofore submitted by the Senator from Massa- 





The Chair will then lay that 


| chusetts [Mr. Hoar], which will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar on 
the 9th instant, as follows: 
Re 


Resolved. That the President be requested, if not, in his judgment incom- 
ts as 
may be in his possession, or in that of any of the Executive Departments, as 
will show whether at the time of the ratification of the treaty with the Re- 
public of Panama, lately communicated to the Senate, Panama had success- 
fully established its independence, had lawfully adopted a constitution, and 
had given authority to the persons with whom said treaty purports to have 
been made to negotiate and ratify the same; 

Also, the population of said Republic of Panama at that time, its capacity 
for self-government, and the race and character of the persons composing it; 

Also, whether the officials negotiating or ratifying the treaty on the part 
of Panama had any personal or private interestin or relation to the construc 
tion of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama; 

Also, whether the constitution of the Republic of Colombia authorized the 
secession of Panama therefrom, and whether Colombia was prevented by the 
action of the United States or by any officer or force under the jurisdiction 
of the same from attempting to assert its authority or to prevent such seces- 


| sion, and what instructions, if any, had been given by the Government of the 
It is a matter of so much moment that I want | 


United States to such officers, whether civil, military, or naval, and whether 
if any action had been taken by such officers without special authority what 
action was so taken, and whether such action has been approved or disap- 
proved by the Government of the United States; 

Also, at what time information of any revolution or resistance to the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia in Panama was received by the Government of tle 
United States or any aes ment thereof, and whether any information was 
received of any expected or intended revolution before it occurred, and the 
date of such information. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish tosay a few words upon that 
resolution. I shall refer to nothing except what is already con- 
tained in the documents which have been sent to Congress. 
at any time I shall say anything which would seem to any Senator 
to belong to the executive session, I shall desist. 

No man in this country desires more eagerly than I do—I doubt 
if there be a man living who desires so eagerly as I do—to support 
the Administration and to act with my Republican associates 10 
this matter. I desire the building of the canal. It is one of the 
great landmarks, rarely found once in a century, in the progress of 
humanity, bringing nations together and making the whole w: rid 
kin. [hopeit isalandable ambition—at anyrate itis my ambition - 
that this may be accomplished in my time by the party with whic 
Ihave acted from my youth and by the Administration of my 
choice. Nothing can be more delightful to me than that it shal! be 
accomplished by the President of whom I have supposed I had the 
right tospeak asan honored and valued personal friend. Itisa dear 
ambition, also, that my vote may be recorded initsfavor. Butlet 


this great transaction be wrought in the great way which aloué 
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is worthy of it. Let it be brought to pass, if it may be, by the 


gnanimous consent of all parties and the united action of all the 

,ople. If, unhappily, that be impossible, at least let it be with- 
out the taint or the suspicion of national dishonor. 

Now. Mr. President, I do not care to inquire too scrupulously 
whether the President has waited long enough for his recognition 
of the de facto government in Panama. The question whether 
and when he shall recognize any government is left, in general, 
by the Constitution to his sole discretion, a discretion which must 
be binding upon all other departments. There are, I think, cases 
where the lawmaking power has a like discretion. But this need 
not be discussed now. I do not think he could get much light to 
guide his feet in dealing with Panama from the conditions which 
occurred during our civil war. During the impeachment of 
Warren Hastings, when the lawyers in the House of Commons 
complained of the delays and the slow process of the trial, Burke 
answered that when these gentlemen cited the precedents of their 
own courts as guides for the procedure of that great tribunal it 
was as if a rabbit that bred four times a year should seek to 
scribe the period necessary for the gestation of an elephant. Cer- 
tainly the reverse is true. ‘The elephant that breeds once in 
twelve months can afford no rule for judging of the period of 
gestation of a field mouse or a humming bird. 

What we want to know is this: Whether our Administration, 
knowing or expecting beforehand that a revolution was coming, 
so arranged matters that the revolution, whether peaceable or 
forcible, should be permitted to go on without interruption, and 
only took measures té stop the Republic of Colombia from pre- 
venting it. Did the President, or the Secretary of State, or any 
other Department of our Government, purposely prevent Colom- 
bia from anticipating and preventing a breach of the peace and a 
disturbance of the transit acress the Isthmus by sending her 
troops there before it happened, and so virtually let the revolution 
take place, and say to Colombia, *‘ You shall take no precautions 
to stop it?’ Did we, in substance, say to Colombia, “* We will 
not allow you to prevent a revolution in your province of Panama 
by moving your forces there”’ before it broke out? 

Now, it appears that the uprising took place in the city of Pan- 
ama at about 6 o’clock in the afternoon of the 3d of November. 
That appears by the dispatch of Mr. Ehrman, United States vice- 
consul-general (H. Doc. No. 8, 58th Cong., part 2, p. 3), and by 
the dispatch from Mr. Hubbard, from Colon (H. Doc. No. 8, 58th 
Cong., part 1, p. 21). 

There is no intimation anywhere that our Administration had 
any knowledge of any disturbance before that time, except that 
at 3.40 on the 3d of November Mr. Loomis, Acting Secretary of 
State, sends a telegram that an uprising on the Isthmus is re- 
ported—that is before it actually broke out or was known in Colon 
and Panama or to Colombia—and received a reply at 8.15 of the 
same day,“ No uprising yet. Reported will be in the night.” 
(H. Doc. No. 8, part 1, p. 2.) 

Now, at 11.18 p. m. Mr. Loomis sends a telegram to the Nash- 
ville, instrueting the commander of that vessel to make every ef- 
fort to prevent Government troops at Colon from proceeding to 
Panama. (H. Doc. No. 8, part 1, p. 2.) 

At 4.28 p. m. on the 3d of November Mr. Loomis telegraphs to 
Mr. Malmros at Colon, asking him whether he received and de- 
livered to the Nashville a message “last night or early this morn- 
ing.” (H. Doe. No, 8, part 1, p. 7.) 


At 4p. m. November 8 the Department of State asks our | 
| the desire for this explanation. 


consul at Colon whether troops from the Colombian vessel Carta- 
gena are disembarking or preparing to land. Twenty-eight min- 
utes after he asks whether messageto Nashville men to stop them 
has been delivered. (H. Doc. No. 8, part 1, p. 7.) 

Why this great anxiety on the part of the Government at Wash- 


ington before any disturbance’whatever? The answer is found | 
.m. the Cartagena had arrived, which | 


in the fact that at 2.85 
Was not expected until November 10. 

At 8.45 
landed at Colon must not proceed to Panama. (H. Doc. No. 8, 
part 1,p.8.) This was before receipt of any tidings of the revo- 
ution, which was first heard of at 9.50 on the same day. (H. 
Doc. No, &, part 1, p. 2.) 


th 
mus, 


(H. Doc. No. 8. part 1, p. 7.) 


(Same, pp. 8 and 9.) 


| 
Our commander, before the occurrences at Panama were known | 
at Colon, or before there was any knowledge of an expected rising | 


there, had refused to allow Government forces to proceed peace- 
ably to Panama from Colon. This was by direct orders from 
Washington, (Same, 

ovember 2, not only to the Nashville, but to the Marblehead, to 
the Atlanta, and I su 
distinctly appear. (See pp. 19-21.) 

On November 7, 1903, at 1.40 p. m., the Department of State 
Philippe Bunau-Varilla, dated at 


received a communication from 








p. m. our Department sends orders that the troops | 


Up to this time nobody has obstructed or threatened to obstruct | 
¢ railroad or interfere in any way with transit across the Isth- | 


to the Concord, though that does not | 
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New York, in which he says: “In selecting for its first represent- 
ative at Washington the veteran servant and champion of the 
Panama Canal, my Government has evidently sought to show 
that it considers a loyal and earnest devotion to that most heroic 
conception of human genius as both a solemn duty and the essen- 
tial purpose of its existence.” 

The Republic of Panama was recognized by the President on or 
before November 6. (Same, p. 13.) The precise date of that 
recognition is not given in these documents. 

It does not appear from the President’s communication or, so 
far as I know, in any document conveniently accessible to the Sen- 
ate that any one of the revolutions that have taken place in that 
country has heretofore disturbed the transit across the Isthmus, 
although that has sometimes been apprehended. 

The following order was sent to the Nashville on November 2 
(Monday): 





Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 2908. 
NASHVILLE (care American consul), Colon: 

Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened by 
armed force occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed 
force with hostile intent, either Government or insurgent, either at Colon, 
Porto Bello, or other point. Send copy of instructions to senior officer present 
at Panama upon arrival of Boston. Have sent copy of instructions and have 
telegraphed Dixie to proceed with all possible dispatch from Kingston to 
Oolon. Government force repo approaching the Isthmus in vessels. Pre- 
vent their landing if in your judgment this would precipitate a conflict. 
Acknowledgment is required. 

DARLING, Acting. 

So it is clear, if this be the whole story that we have in these 
documents, that at least twenty-four hours, perhaps forty-eight 
hours, before the revolution broke out our Government had in- 
structed its man-of-war to prevent the Government of Colombia 
from doing anything in anticipation of the revolution to prevent 
it. This message, as appears from the dispatch of November 3, 
Tuesday, had been sent on November 1, Sunday, three days before 
the revolution. November 3, at 8.45 p. m., before our Govern- 
ment had received any notice of the revolution, orders had been 
sent to the consul at Colon that the troops should not be allowed 
to proceed to Panama. The intended revolutionary movement 
had been known to a very few persons only at Colon up to 8 a. m. 
on the 4th of November. It was not known by the Government 
party in Colon, by the Conservative party, or by the Colombian 
forces at Colon when the dispatch received at 3.35 in the after- 
noon of November 4 was sent. (Same, pp. 8 and 9.) 

Now, Mr. President, I want to know, I think the American peo- 
ple want to know, and have a right to know, whether this mighty 
policeman, instructed to keep the peace on that Isthmus, seeing a 
man about to attack another, before he had struck his blow, man- 
acled the arms of the man attacked, so that he could not defend 
himself, leaving the assailant free, and then instantly proceeded 
to secure from the assailant the pocketbook of the victim, on the 
ground that he was de facto the owner? > 

Mr. President, it may be said that it is almost an affront, cer- 
tainly a great incivility, to ask such a question. It may be said 
that anybody who knows the President knows that he is incapable 
of intrigue or indirection or artifice. And there is very great force 
From all I have ever seen or known, Mr. 
Roosevelt is the last man living who would be capable of such a 
thing as that. His faults,if he have them, I have always expected 
would come from a brave and honest and perhaps somewhat im- 
petuous nature that would ever seek to attain great objects in a 
great way. But the President himself has suggested and invited 
He has thought it due to himself 
that the American people should know that nothing of the kind 
could be imputed to him. He has repelled with scorn the sug- 
gestion of such an imputation. He has taken the uncommon step 
of communicating to the press extracts from a message which he 
had prepared to send to Congress, written before the revolution 
occurred in Panama, in order that the American people might 
know that it was impossible that he had expected it and still more 
impossible that he had done anything to bring it about. I did not 
think myself that such an assurance to the public was at all 
necessary. If the President had sent for any member of the 
Senate and had proposed to show him that message, he would, I 
think, have been told there was no occasion for him to seek to 

rove by any evidence beyond that of his own character that he 
ad had nothing to do with any indirection or artifice. But he 
decided otherwise. And having decided otherwise, I suppose he 
will like to have the imperfect evidence afforded by the communi- 
cation to the House of Representatives and by the message at the 
beginning of the present session made complete, and whatever is 


| lacking to a complete answer to the charges which have been 
pp. 19, 21.) These orders had been given | 


made in the press supplied. 

Now, Mr. President, as the matter stands on the information 
given to the House in Document No. 8, the shores of Colombia 
were patrolled by armed vessels of the United States in order that 
that Government—the Government of the country—should not 
take any steps to prevent it. 
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It does not appear in that document where or from whom our 
Administration secured the information that led to these orders. 

According to the documents sent to the House by the President 
the first tidings of any revolution that came either from Panama 
or Colon, or any expected revolution, came November 3, the day 
the revolution happened. As the statement is now left in the 
official communication to Congress, this revolution was known at 
Washington before it was known on the Isthmus. All our Goy- 
ernment, by its own statement, seems to have done in its anxiety 
that transit should not be disturbed was not to take measures 
that violence should not occur, but to take measures that violence 
should not be prevented. 
terrupted the transit across the Isthmus only by interrupting it 
itself—interrupting it itself in its most sacred and rightful use, 
that of the lawful Government of the country moving its own 


troops over its own territory that it might prevent a breach of | 


its peace and an unlawful revolution against its authority. 


Mr. President, is there any doubt that, as now standing unex- | 


plained, this was an act of war? 

Colombia was a friendly nation. She owned that territory. 
We have admitted all that by receiving a minister from her, and 
sending a minister to her, and negotiating with her for a purchase 
of her rights. 

It is said that she negotiated a treaty with us by her Executive, 


gress to ratify it. Indeed, she did exactly what we did .with 


Denmark thirty years ago, in the case of St. Thomas; what we | 


have done lately with several commercial treaties, and what the 
present Administration did with Great Britain within a year in 
the matter of the Newfoundland fishery treaty. 

Is not this an act of war upon a friendly though weak nation 
as it stands in these imperfect documents? Suppose under the 
Pauncefote treaty, where Great Britain guarantees the neutrality 
of the canal, she were to send an armed force to keep us off when we 
were sending our troopsina ship todothesamething? Should not 
we repeat to his lordship at the foreign office Mr. Adams's simple 
and sublime sentence, ‘‘ It is superfluous to observe to your lord- 
ship that this is war?” 

There is another thing upon which, it seems to me, it might not 
be unbecoming even the dignity of the Department of State, or 
that of the President himself, to afford his countrymen the satis- 
faction of an explicit denial. Of that, however, the judgment of 
either of these high officials will be better than mine. Some 
weeks ago the editor of a newspaper in Panama, named Joseph 
Duque, visited this country in the interest of a projected revo- 
lution. He had a conference with the Secretary of State, if the 
statements widely cirsulated in the newspapers be true. 

He has since said in his paper that he told the Secretary that it 
was proposed to have a revolution on the 23d of September, and 
that the Secretary told him ‘‘ that was too early; that revolutions 
commonly required some preparation.’’ The revolution was, in 
fact, postponed until November 3, the evening after our elections. 

Now, it may be true that that story is not worth contradicting. 
I confess I do not believe a word of it myself. It does not seem 
to me, I am frank to say, to be Mr. Secretary Hay’s style. But 
it will be remembered that the President thought he owed it to 
his countrymen to give to the press parts of a message never sent 
in that he might so refute a charge of dishonor made against him 
by a newspaper in New York. I suppose the Senate, certainly, 
to be as much in his confidence as the newspapers of the country. 
I suppose the explicit statement of an editor in Panama whom he 
does not know may possibly seem to him as deserving of notice 
as the charge of an editor in New York whom he does know. At 
any rate, in this, as in the whole inquiry, the matter is left to his 
judgment, in which I hope and believe we shall all of us, the 
Senate and his countrymen, be very desirous to acquiesce. 

One thing more. I do not observe that any country on this 
continent has yet recognized the Republic of Panama. Russia 
and Germany and Austria and China have hastened to recognize 
it. France, whose people have a strong pecuniary interest in the 
sale of the old canal property, has joined them, and, I believe, 
three or four of the northern European states, but, except 


France, no republic from the Gulf to Cape Horn. The nations | 


so far stand aloof. Do you think it well to proclaim to the six- 
teen republics at the south that if they are weak, or even if they 
are liable to frequent revolution, we will deal with them here- 
after, if we fancy it for our interest, as we are charged with 
having dealt with Colombia? 


Are we willing to say that if this revolution had not happened | 


we meant to take that strip of territory by the strong hand and 
to pay Colombia what we should think proper damages? Do 
you claim that every South American nation holds its property 
subject to our right of eminent domain? 

We have decided that the Panama route is the best route. But 
there are a good many people who think the Nicaragua route better 
and that we must yet g> there. Weall thought so three years 


It performed its duty of keeping unin- | 
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ago. If that turn out to be true, are we going to take that in the 
same way? Mr. Webster—a wise man in his day—thought the best 
route was the route by Tehuantepec. If Panama had no right 
to make terms for her Isthmus, Mexico will have no right to make 
terms for hers, if in the exigencies of a growing commerce we think 
that to be the better route or that the commerce of the world 
needs another. Is this doctrine of eminent domain, of whic], wo 
have heard so much, likely to help us get the coveted markets of 
South America or to make them like us better as customers or ro. 
ducers? I think, Mr. President, that we ought to have, and that 
we ought to have now, and if this resolution be adopted we shal] 
have, the authoritative declaration by the President of the United 
States and Congress which will compose and forever put an end 
to these fears, whether they exist at home or abroad. 

If this be our policy and it go on,if any disaster come to 
great Repuiilie--urkioh Heaven avert—and our country shal] 
perish, she will be mourned only by despots, and her overthrow 
will be hailed with exultation and triumph by every people in the 
Western Hemisphere from the Arctic Ocean to Cape Horn. 

Mr. President, the question of one revolution more or less in a 
little South American republic may seem of infinitesimal impor- 
tance. The question whether we wait five minutes, or five days, 
or five years before we recognize a new government is not of great 


the 


| importance, if that be all. Even then, if this five-minute act of 
and then that her Executive took no steps to persuade her Con- | 


revolution be absolutely contemporaneous with our getting for 
ourselves the larger part of the country against whom the revo- 
lution takes place, it seems to me to be due to our own character 
to walk circumspectly. But we are setting a great precedent in 
international law and declaring by an example far more impres- 
sive than any precept what rule of conduct we propose to observe 
in the future toward sixteen South American republics who are 
all existing to-day under like conditions. We are saying to every 
despotic country in Europe that, so far as we are concerned, there 
will never be any objection, any active opposition, or even any 
moral condemnation on our part if they do the same thing when 
they shall see fit. 

Now, I do not undertake to say—I do not say—that there has 
been anything, so far, on the part of our Government liable to 
any just criticism. But the American people and the Senate, as 
yet, know only part of the story. They are,in my judgment, 


| entitled to know the whole, and to know it now, before action be 











taken upon the Panama treaty. 

We are entitled to know it in the way prescribed by the estab- 
lished custom of the Government for a century—by an official 
communication from the Executive to one or the other House of 
Congress, and not to get it through some individual Senator, whose 
information may be colored, unconsciously, by his own wishes, or 
by what he fancies to be the wishes of anybody else, still less by 
the unofficial public utterances of the representatives of foreign 
states, or even of officials in our own Executive Departments. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. CULLOM, Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr. 
FORAKER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN, 
word. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I simply desire to call attention to a notice 
which I gave some days ago that I would address the Senate to- 
day on another subject immediately after the conclusion of the 
morning business. I yield 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that. 
o’clock. 
is aware. 
shall not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I think the matter now pend- 
ing before the Senate is of such importance that I should say one 
or two words in response to the distinguished Senator from }\.as- 
sa husetts [Mr. Hoar. ] 

First, I think I can say, with perfect confidence in the accu 
of the statement, that, with one or two exceptions, there is 10 
Senator on this side of the Chamber who is opposed to a can:l, 
or who is not as earnestly in favor of its construction acro: 
Isthmus at one of the two points selected by the Congress 0 ‘he 
United Stat:s as is any Senator on the opposite side, and (al 
whatever may be said here will relate only to the merits 0: tie 
case now before us, being always favorable to the construc!ion 
of a canal. 

Mr. President, I think the country is to be congratulated «1a! 


I will for a question. I simply wish to say 4 





That will come at 2 
If the Senator will pardon me, I will not be long, as he 
Of course I do not want to interfere with him and 


again the Senator from Massachusetts,a great leader on the «tT 
side of the Chamber, whose reputation is world-wide, his |! 
lowed the examples.that we have witnessed in this body tim: « nd 


time again. When some question arises wherein the hone: | t'° 
American people is involved, there are always enough pat: 
Senators to join the minority in staying the Executive Pp 
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wher it trenches upon the right of the Senate or of Congress, 
or attempts, without the consent of Congress, by an improper 
and inexcusable act, to involve the country in war. 


Massachusetts, Mr. President, during the time I have witnessed 
the deliberations of this body has had other statesmen who have 
pursued the same course. Iremember well the action of the mag- 


nificent Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Sumner, notwithstand- 


ing all his loyalty to the Republican party and his extreme views 
as opposed to those of Democrats. It was when General Grant, 
who had been the great captain of the Union Army, and who was 


beloved by the people of the North and respected by the South 
for his generosity at the surrender, was President of the United 
States, with a power greater than that possessed by any man 


since President Washington. He attempted, in a little insig- 
nificant case in Santo Domingo, to override and ride roughshod 
over the will of Congress, and Massachusetts had a statesman 
who sacrificed his position in his own party. But he will live in 


history as a patriot, as will the present Senator from Massa- 
‘husetts. 

, Mr. President, the facts are what we desire. The undue infiu- 
ence of the executive branch of this Government in the consid- 
eration of treaties and in legislation has been growing and growing 
until the Senate has in many cases only complied with the wish of 
the Executive. Unwisely, I think, even in the matter of treaties, 
Presidents have come to the Senate to select commissioners to 
negotiate them. It is an unfortunate precedent in my judg- 
ment. Butthe power of the Administration goeson andon. We 
see Cabinet officers traveling over the country, presenting the po- 
litical views of the Administration, with the sole view of political 
control and the Associated Press naturally gets from the executive 
branch of the Government suggestions and information desired 
to be communicated to the country. 

The President of the United States, with doubtful propriety, in 
my judgment, telegraphs his instructions to conventions in the 
States as to their political action. But in this case there has oc- 
curred the most flagrant action by the Executive Department that 
has ever taken place in the Government, and, in my judgment, 
outside of the question of a canal at Nicaragua or at Panama, it 
ought to be resented by the Senate without regard to party. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] says a two-thirds 
majority is required to ratify atreaty. Yes; and I say there ought 
to be two-thirds in the Senate who will say to the executive branch 
of this Government, ‘‘ When under the seal of secrecy you have 
communicated to the Senate a treaty with a foreign power, whether 
a substantial one or one only manufactured for a purpose, when 
your mouth, Mr. President, and mine are closed to the public 
discussion of matte’s heretofore considered sacred between the 
Senate and the President, that your Assistant Secretary of State 
shall not, before the injunction of secrecy has been removed, which 
was only done yesterday, either on his own motion or by the sug- 
gestion or permission of any one in higher authority, invade the 
rights of this body by discussing the question at a banquet in New 
York before a miscellaneous audience, giving to the banqueters 
greater information, if it be information, as I suppose it is, than 
the Senate of the United States has had from any branch of the 
executive department.”’ 

When Mr. Loomis made this speech in the city of New York, 
coming from him as an Assistant Secretary of the State Depart- 
ment, he told the country not alone the facts furnished us, but 
also made the broad assertion that the President of the United 
States had the courage and the knowledge and the patriotism to 
direct the landing of marines. 


_Here is Mr. Loomis’s exact language, as reported in the New 
York Herald: 


The President directed our meager naval force ashore, consisting of forty 
marines, to do what they could to preserve peace, order, and unimpeded tran- 
sit across the Isthmus. ‘He promptly recognized the de facto government as 
Soon as he learned that it was in peaceful possession of the country. 


ao a previous paragraph of Mr. Loomis’s speech, he informs us 
at— 


The Colombian Congress, in utter bad faith, had rejected the treaty and 
adjournod; and, in less than a week’s time and before the President could 


= reasonably expected to turn to the grave consideration of the Nicaragua 
oute, the long-expected and inevitable revolution m Panama came to pass. 
So, 


according to Mr. Loomis, the new Government, under the 
pr tection of our marines, was established. We virtually seized, 
by military power, a part of the territory of Colombia. 
wont: Mr. President, with the facts before us, is usurpation. 
No head of an autocratic government ever was guilty of a more 
audacious act. Newspaper critics draw a parallel between our 
President and Napoleon. Has it come to this, Mr. President, that 
= have a Napoleon, not only conducting the executive branch 
— Government, which he is charged to do under his oath 
ithin the restrictions of the Constitution, but also taking action 
amounting to a declaration of war, which the Constitution says 


| Congress alone has the power to declare, and then omitting to 
| give Congress all the facts but sifting out information through a 
Deputy Secretary of State at a banquet in New York? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
| ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know that I precisely understood the 
nature of the opening statement of the Senator from Maryland. 
I understood him to say in effect, speaking, I suppose, as the offi- 
cial organ of the reconcentrated Democracy on the other side, 
that a treaty which is now before the Senate for its consideration 
is to be refused consideration or rejected on account of some acts 
or alleged acts of the President of the United States or of some 
official of the United States. I think that purpose, if such be his 
purpose, should be made plain. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have dealt with the Senator 
on this floor for a good many years, and I have never yet been 





able to make him fully understand me, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not my fault, Mr. President. 

Mr. GORMAN. Probably not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have always been able to understand the 
Senator’s proposition when he stated it in definite terms. 

Mr. GORMAN. [state it so that anyone, except the Senator 
from Rhode Island, can understand it. 

Mr. President. I am not to be diverted from what I desire to say 
in the few minutes that I have by the Senator from Rhode Island; 
but I will state to him that never, since I have occupied a seat upon 
this floor in the eighteen years I have now served, have I desired to 
consider any matter such asa treaty or our relation with a foreign 
government as a party man. I have known it to be done but 
once, and then by a united vote on the Republican side of the 
Chamber when Mr. Cleveland was President of the United States. 
I have never known a treaty to be ratified by an absolute party 
vote, but I have seen a treaty imperfect and, in my judgment, 
disgraceful in its terms forced to a vote by your party in its im- 
perfect and acknowledged imperfect form. 

Sir, the matter under discussion, I repeat, ought to be consid- 
ered, as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, with all the 
facts, and I hope, I believe—no, I scarcely believe, but I hope— 
that the Senator from Rhode Island may get out of his thorough 
partisan shell and join us in considering it as an American Sena- 
tor without regard to politics. 

Now, Mr. President. what does this gentleman from the State 





Department in his address tell us? That but for the fact that we 
had this prompt Napoleonic action on the part of the President 
the war ships of France would have been on hand to coerce Co- 
lombia in the matter of the rights of the canal company and to 
prevent the forfeiture of the charter. What information could he 
have possessed? The revolution was manufactured in forty days. 
It was put in execution, and the recognition took place within 
thirty-six hours—indeed, by our time a little before it occurred, 
as I understand. 

We recognize a Government of only three or five men, selected 
by nobody, but made secure by our naval officers and our agents 
who were looking after the canal. We negotiate with it a treaty, 
written here in Washington by our own officers, and the form 
gone through of signing the document with our agents, or the 
canal company’s agents, claiming to be the Government of Paa- 
ama. Mr. President, it is a time to inquire and to get the facts, 
and I say again to the Senator from Rhode Island, speaking for 
nobody but myself, if the facts are as I believe them to be, if it 
is not clearly shown that we have a better case than is presented 
to us now, I think it would be a patriotic duty for every Senator 
in the minority to assert the power given by the Constitution and 
say while we must have a canal, the first thing that we shall guard 
and protect is the honor of the American people. The Senator 
can not misunderstand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator go a step farther and say 
that they will reject this treaty? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that what he says is tantamount 
to that, but 1 would be glad to have him put it‘in words. 

Mr. GORMAN. I say to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
| if the case stands as it is now, with cnly the information the Ad- 
| ministration has furnished us up to this hour, we consider it a 
most objectionable transaction; and let me say to the Senator 
from Rhode Island when he talks about the responsibility, we can 
take the responsibility and say to the Administration, ‘‘ Congress 
| has directed you to do one of two things—to construct the canal 
| and to do it without delay. When you can not get it at Panama, 
| go to Nicaragua and construct it there, and at once.’’ Yet Mr. 
| Loomis in this speech has the audacity to say that the reason why 
| no negotiations have been attempted with Costa Rica or Nicara- 
gua, as provided by the Spooner Act, is because eminent engineers 

have said Nicaragua is not the proper route for the construction 
of the canal. 
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That statement I challenge. It can not be verified, for noengi- 
neer of importance in the country, and but one member of the 
Commission, I believe, expressed a doubt as to the feasibility of 
the Nicaraguan route. 

After this speech was made T wanted to get the opinion of one 
of the chief engineers, a man of honor and regarded as among the 
best on the Commission. I sent for him last night and asked 
him if such a statement had ever been made by any important 
engineer in this country. His answer was unequivocally: “* No; 
it is perfectly feasible. We believed that owing to the price (and 
it was only the paltry sum of $5,000,000 that they based it on) 
Panama was the best route.” 
questioned it except this volunteer from the State Department 
who, in violation of all rules that ought to govern the two 
branches of the Government, proclaimed it at a banquet board 
in New York. Congress has determined, almost unanimously, 


that the Nicaragnan route is feasible; and the Canal Commission 


has likewise so decided, and has never reversed it. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to do the President of the United 
States any injustice. I respect the office. I believe that who- 
ever occupies it ought to have fair consideration. But the 
Executive must have a respect for Congress and special consid- 
eration for the Senate of the United States when it comes to the 
negotiation of treaties, for he can not make one without its con- 
sent. When the attempt is made to deprive us of all the facts I 
resent it; and it is not the first instance of such action and of such 
dictation to Congress. I have resented it in the past at the cost 
of estranging some of my political associates when we had a 
Democratic President of the United States. I accord President 
Roosevelt the same treatment. Iask of him, I demand of him, 
the right of the Senate to be informed of all the facts. Open 
your books and give us the information. If he fails to do it and 
will not give us any further information, speaking for myself, I 
can not sustain him, and I believe there is sufficient courage and 
patriotism on this side of the Chamber to stay him or any impetu- 
ous officer who attempts an imprudent act that may affect the 
entire country. 

What I want, Mr. President, and what I believe the people 
want, not only in this case, but in all cases that may likely 
arise, is that there shall be nothing to disturb the business in- 
terests of this country, nothing that will put in jeopardy, be- 
cause of the fear of some extreme action on the part of the Exec- 
utive, the thrift and enterprise that we have so long enjoyed. 
Every thoughtful man recognizes the fact that we have for four 
years and more passed through an era of unexampled prosperity, 
of expansion, of reckless expenditures, of imprudent investments, 
and now the balance of the world, jealous of our prosperity, is 
putting obstacles in our way, and will continue to put in our 
way obstructions that will impair, have impaired, and are now 
seriously affecting every business interest, 

A war party, it may be said, is in this country never defeated. 

Mr. SPOONER. What kind of a party? 

Mr. GORMAN. A war party—a party that is conducting a 
war. Can it be in the mind of any man t a desperate political 
chance, growing out of the depressed conditions, makes it neces- 
sary for political success that the flag and the armies of the coun- 
try may be exhibited in some foreign land to strengthen the party 
and secure party power? If such a thought has entered the mind 
of any man, here is the body to stay it. Who can be seriously 
troubled if the Senate in this case, as in all others, will stand for 
the safety of the business interests, for the peace and prosperity 
of the mechanic and the wage-earner? The fathers created this 
body so that it could prevent unwise and imprudent action. It 
has but seldom permitted the excitement of the hour and the de- 
sires of ambitious men to sway the Government and put in jeopardy 
the honor of the country or its commercial prosperity. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, when I read in the morning 

per of yesterday—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator from Ohio 
proceeds, if he will pardon the Chair, the hour of 2 o’clock has 
arrived, when, under the rule, the Senate will proceed to the gen- 
eral Calendar. This resolution has now received the usual con- 
sideration in the morning hour up to 2 o’clock. There are other 
resolutions on the desk which have been by unanimous consent 
laid over for this morning. What disposition will the Senate 
have made of this resolution and all the others which have been 
lying over, which, without any instructions, would go to the Cal- 
endar? 

Mr. FORAKER. I was about to make a motion with respect 
to the resolution which has been under consideration. Is it in 
order for me to proceed now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to have 
the direction of the Senate as to what shall be done with the res- 
olutions that are still on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move that the resolution which has been 
under consideration, the one offered by the Senator from Massa- 


But as to the feasibility, no one | 


) “ 


chusetts [Mr. Hoar], be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
| Relations; and 1 desire to make some remarks on the resolution, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

| Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Ohio may complete the remarks that he has undertaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would it be fair to the rest of us that the 
thoughts we now have in our minds shall be bottled up until the 

| subject—— 

| Mr. SPOONER. Until to-morrow. 

| Mr, TILLMAN. Iam afraid they might effervesce. I protest 

| that, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL] having a speech 
ready to deliver and having given notice, he ought to be allowed 

| to goon and leave this matter to come up to-morrow, so that we 

| shall all have an equal show, or else let him subside and let the 

| Senate as a whole proceed in this interesting discussion, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from Ohio and he has the floor. What will happen to 

the resolutions must be an after consideration. 
| Mr. FORAKER. I wish to say before I proceed that the Sen- 
| ator from Oregon gave a notice,and I do not wish to interferg 
| with his right to address the Senate at this time if he desires to 
insist upon it. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President 
| Mr.BACON. Will the Senator from Oregon pardon me justa 
| moment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Chair has stated that in the absence of ac- 
tion on the part of the Senate with reference to the various reso- 
lutions they would each gotothe Calendar. Therefore, [think be- 
fore the Senator from Oregon proceeds there ought to be a dispo- 
sition made as to the resolutions. I simply desire to say as toone 
of them, the one introduced by myself, that after conference with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] he agreed to ask 
that the Senate would consent that that resolution might con- 
tinue to lie on the table subject to call. I think I am correct in 
that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,I rise to make a request. 

Mr. BACON. I make the same request as to all of them, if in 
order. 

| Mr. GALLINGER. I rose to make the same request. I ask 
that all of the resolutions may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the resolutions will go over without prejudice. 
Then, on the resolution submitted by. the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, the Senator from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iunderstand that under the unvarying rule 
of the Senate I would be entitled to proceed now if I so insisted. 

| I yield to the Senator from Ohio, but at the conclusion of his re- 
marks I shall desire to take the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I dislike to interfere with that 
arrangement, and I think it shall not be necessary to interfere. I 
suggest to the Senator from Oregon that upon a controverted 
point, which it now appears will take on somewhat of political 
division, it is hardly fair to yield to one side, serving notice at 
the same time that he would not yield to the other. 

Mr. President, I am not going to make a point of order thata 
Senator can not yield the floor to another Senator without unani- 
mous consent, though I remember distinctly that point of order 
was made against me here one afternoon, and the Chair sustained 
it. Ishall be glad to hear the Senator from Ohio. I can not al- 
ways agree with him, but it always delights me to hearhim. But 
if it should be that the Senator from Ohio says what calls for an 
answer I hardly think it fair to cut this side off. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair had recognized the 
Senator from Ohio, and he is now occupying the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas has 
been speaking in the time of the Senator from Ohio. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. Then the Senator from Oregon was mistaken in 
saying that he yielded to the Senator from Ohio, and that is what 
misled me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have been placed in a false position by the 
Senator from Texas, and I wish to straighten matters out. My 
understanding has been that there have already been two spec hes 
made on one side of this question and none on the other side; and 
I thought it nothing but fair that the other side of the controversy 
should have a hearing from one Senator. Both the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the Senator from Maryland have spokeu 02 
the same side, as I understood their speeches. There has been 20 
answer to either of those speeches on this side, I thought it 

















nothing more than fair and right in the interest of fair play and 
decency that there should be at least one speech on this side as a 
kind of offset to the two speeches on the other side. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I rise to an inquiry as to the 
yrcier. 
= PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his 
inquiry. 
tr, MORGAN. I understood the Chair to announce a while 
ago a unanimous agreement that all the undisposed-of resolutions 
were to be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Except those that were on the | 
table subject to the call of the Senator who offered them. Of 
course they remain there subject to call. | 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has been called? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been called. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is it not then passed over under the unani- 
mous consent just now given? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consent it will go over. 

Mr. MORGAN, I think it has gone over under the unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think it has. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from Ohio, who is entitled to the floor from that recog- 
nition. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not yielded the floor except for an 
interruption. The Senator would not have insisted upon my | 
yielding to him if [had not shown him that courtesy. I do not un- | 
derstand that the Senator from Texas does make any such point. | 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. Will the Senator yield to me just a| 
moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire simply to say, in response to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon, that it is very far from any purpose of mine to 
do him or any other Senator an injustice; and in making the sug- 
gestion that in common fairness when he yielded to one side 
he ought to yield to the other, I had for the moment overlooked 
the fact that the Senator from Massachusetts had taken a position 
similar to that of the Senator from Maryland, the effect of which | 


18 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to say I had over- 
looked that fact, too? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. I leave that to be reconciled between the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts and the Senator from Oregon. A friend 
from another State called me out of the Chamber at the time 
andI had overlooked that, or else I would not have suggested 
that it was unfair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I was about to say, when in- | 
terrupted, that when yesterday morning I read in the paper an | 
account of the proceedings of the Democratic caucus held the pre- 
ceding evening I knew there was trouble ahead, for the account of 
those proceedings I read stated that at that caucus it had been 
resolved and determined that every member of the Democratic 
party in the Senate should vote as two-thirds of that membership 
should decide on every question voted upon in the Senate in every 
instance, except only when such a vote would interfere with the 
conscience of some Democratic member. 
oe wt . Something you have not got on that side. | 

4aughter, 

Mr.FORAKER, I knew then that the vote would be, under all | 
circumstances, when a two-thirds membership had so decreed it, | 
aunit vote. I must confess, however, that my confidence in that | 
idea was somewhat shaken when in the course of the debate in the 
Senate yesterday the Senator from South Carolina, who has just 
interrupted me, showed such remarkable familiarity with the 
Scriptures. [Laughter.] Iconcluded then that in all probability 
he was the particular Senator who was had in mind when that 
provisional exception was made. [Laughter.] 

I was prepared, Mr. President, by that account of what had oc- 
curred in the Democratic caucus to hear without surprise the re- 
marks of the eloquent and distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Battery] in the course of his speech yesterday when he told us 
there would be hereafter no White House Democratic Senators; | 
that the Democratic party, which had ruled this country for sixty 
years practically without interruption before the war, but for 
Teasons satisfactory to the American people had not been allowed 

| 


Under the present unanimous | 








The Senator from Ohio is en- | 





| 
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to govern the country since, except for a brief four years, had at 
ast become rejuvenated, reorganized, concentrated, and that they 
were now prepared to go into the national contest of 1904 shoul- 
der to shoulder, determined to carry their flag to victory. 

Was not surprised, therefore, wen I realized that an attack 
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was being made in this Chamber upon the Administration, an 
attack especially directed at President Roosevelt; but I was sur- 
prised when I saw that attack made by the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]; and I believe the whole coun- 
try will be surprised when they read the character of speech that 
has been made, and when reading it they realize the sincerity of 
the eloquent tribute paid to the Senator from Massachusetts by 
the distinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], who 
now leads, according to popular report, the Democratic party in 
the Senate, and hopes to lead the Democratic party in the cam- 
paign of 1904. 

Mr. President, I do not intend here in this open session to say 
all that I feel prompted to say about the character of the speech 
which has been made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

He remarked in his opening sentences that if any Senator felt 
as he proceeded that his speech should be made in executive in- 
stead of open session he would at any time yield, as I understood 
him, for that order to be made. It is possible that is a sufficient 
apology and explanation for him to make, entertaining the views 
he did, for making that speech in open session; but I submit to 
the judgment even of our Democratic friends, who have united 
for the purposes of victory in the next campaign, that, looking ina 
nonpartisan way, as we all should and as the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN] says he always does when we consider inter- 
national questions and relations, that speech should have been 
made in executive session and not in the open Senate, or, Mr. 
President, as some one suggests to me within my hearing, it should 
never have been made at all. But, Mr. President, it has been 
made, and it is for us to consider and to deal with as we may 
think we should. 

It ought to have been made in executive session, if it was to be 
made at all, not alone because it involved an attack upon the 
Administration, but because it involved an attack upon our coun- 
try as well. There is a treaty now before the Senate with re- 
spect to this identical matter, a treaty concerning a great trans- 
action, of which the whole world is witness. All the nations 
have our action under consideration. It does seem to me that it 
would have been the part of both patriotism and wisdom, cer- 
tainly the part of conservatism, for the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to have waited until that treaty, involving all these 


| transactions which he has discussed, could be considered in the 


committee where it is pending,and then be considered here in 
executive session of the Senate, where international relations 
and international questions can be considered without offense 
to anyone—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. FORAKER. 





Mr. President 
Wait a minute—and where, Mr. President, 


| all the information called for by this resolution could have been 


secured just as well as here in the open Senate. 

Therefore it is, I say, I criticise that speech because of the fact 
that any purpose the Senator could have had in mind to subserve, 
so far as giving information and the benefit of his views to his 
brother Senators is concerned, could have been subserved better 
behind the doors in executive session than in the open Senate, 
where the words spoken will be taken up and spread broadcast 
before the world as words of criticism coming from the Senate of 
the United States upon the President of the United States in this 
great matter. I doubt not the President has acted from senti- 
ments and motives of the highest and the loftiest patriotism and 


| the purest intention to subserve American good. 


Now I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio, 
who seems to be informed on this question and has assumed the 
réle of championing the President's action, defending and ex- 
plaining it, if he knows, and is willing to tell the Senate and the 
country, anything about the authenticity or reliability or truth- 
fulness of the reports which we read in the daily newspapers of 
the preparations now actively in progress by our Chief of Staff 
and his subordinates for mobilizing 5,000 American soldiers to 
march on Bogota? Is that all a part of the same policy as to this 
nebulous or baby Republic that was born in some back room? If 
we are going to have war precipitated by the Executive while we 
are trying to discuss a treaty, we ought to know it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am always glad to be interrupted by the 
Senator from South Carolina when he simply wants to ask a ques- 
tion. He has asked one now, andI should take pleasure in an- 
swering it if I could, but I have no knowledge of any such mat- 
ters as his question is directed to. I have only the knowledge in 
regard to these matters that is common knowledge to all Senators, 
or at least to all Senators who seek light. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Was not such information given out at the 
White House? 

Mr. FORAKER. Nothing has been given out to me at the 
White House. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Ah! 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator desires any information from 
the White House, I suggest that he apply. 

Now, Mr. President, having said that much in a prefatory way, 


I want to say something about the merit of this transaction | 


which has been so severely criticised by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. He reads a lot of telegrams and draws therefrom an 
inference, which he states as his conclusion, to the effect that 
this Government, although denying, as it has been denied over 
and over again, any part whatever in any connivance or intrigue 
in regard to the matter, was yet proceeding in such a way that 
no other conclusion could be deduced therefrom. 

Mr. President, as I read these telegrams in the light of our duty 
and obligation to Panama with respect to the transit across the 
Isthmus, I see no occasion to draw therefrom any inference ex- 
cept only that the President of the United States was alert to do, 
in a patriotic way, his duty as the President of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that the Senator totally misunder- 
stands and, misunderstanding, totally perverts what I have either 
said or thought. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know to what particular remark of 
mine the Senator from Massachusetts has reference, but I sub- 
mit to Senators who listened to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I have said nothing in answer to the speech of the Senator 
from Massachusetts that I was not warranted in saying; and I 
will add that I have not said, and I will not say here in this pres- 
ence, to go into the Recorp and to be spread before the world, all 
that I feel I should say in answer to that speech. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will permit me, I do not propose 
to be put by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] or by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] into any false position. 
Senator is welcoome—and I do not think he will find anybody afraid 


of him—to make any comment on anything I say in the Senate | 
I | him that he was telling the truth when he made the statement 


that he chooses, here or anywhere else, publicly or privately. 
said this—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not yield any longer—— 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. Unless the Senator will tell me that he is 
going to be very brief about it. The Senator came in here and 
read a carefully prepared speech, which will go into the REcorp 
precisely as he read it to the Senate, and every Senator and all 
the country can see precisely what he said. What I am saying 
will be reported and printed in that same REcoRD precisely as 1 
say it here. I do not understand that I am saying anything 
about the Senator’s speech that I am not warranted in saying. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator decline or consent to permit me 
to state wherein he misstates my position? 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I have such a profound respect and re- 
gard and sincere friendship for the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I always yield to any request he makes, but I beg the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, if he is to interrupt me, speaking, as I 
am, without thought that there was to be aspeech to be answered 
in the Senate at this time, that he will speak briefly, and let me 
proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall be very brief. 

Mr. FORAKER. Icanassurethe Senator that I had no thought 
or desire to misrepresent him. He knows that, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not understand the respect and regard the 
Senator has for me which imputes to me something which I 
clearly disclaimed when I spoke, and that is the kind of respect 
and regard my honorable friend from Ohio has for me, as is shown 
in what he said. I certainly have great respect for him. 

I can state my point in two minutes, and anybody who doubts 
whether I am sincere or not, either my countrymen or my associ- 
ates in the Senate, or whether I state the exact truth, will found 
that doubt ona belief or a disbelief of whether I state or misstate 
my proposition when I now reaffirm it. 

I say that the President has said to the public and to the Senate 
that he disclaims certain conduct as unworthy of him by giving 
evidence to the press that the charge of it was false and by send- 
ing a message to the House of Representatives; and I called at- 
tention to the fact that the documents which he sent in failed to 
make that clear by not distinctly disclaiming that he had or the 
Administration had notice of that revolution; and that as the 
documents were left, it appeared that the first thing our forces 
had done was to prevent a lawful government from anticipating 
the outbreak; that I believed, from my knowledge of the charac- 
ter of the President, that his statement was actually trne—and 


The | 


| 


| 
} 











information by stating on what ground the Administratio,, TO 
ceeded in taking steps for the restraint of Colombia. That is qj) 

I do not propose, after thirty-four years’ service within these 
walls, to trouble myself to contradict again an imputation to 
of any other meaning, of any indirectness or artifice on m\ part 
If the Senator from Ohio chooses to charge me with it, of eours, 
I can not help it. He will do his duty, and I will take care os 
myself. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am delighted to know that 
the pa from Massachusetts is not afraid ofanybody. | Laugh. 
ter. 

Mr. HOAR. I said I did not think the Senator would find that 
anybody was afraid of him. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know of any reason why the Senator 
should talk of being afraid of anybody. He made a speech, an 
I am undertaking to make some answer toit. Iam undertakings 
to answer him under embarrassing circumstances and w ithout 


the slightest preparation. I know nothing about the Senator's 
speech, except the language as I learned it from his lips as the 
speech fell from them. I submit to every Senator here that | 


have not, no matter what the Senator from Massachusetts has 
just now seen fit to say, misrepresented or perverted a single idea 
that he expressed. Certainly I have not, so far as I have under. 


stood him. A man can not make any headway in argument 
among intelligent men by perverting what is said by his antago. 
nist, especially when it has been said in almost the same minute 


| in which the answer is made. 


1 regret that the Senator from Massachusetts does not appreci- 
ate my respect and my esteem. But yet, Mr. President, [ can 
not understand how anyone can escape from what I said | under- 
stood to be the effect of his speech, that from the telegrams read the 
Senator inferred a conclusion that was in direct contradiction of 
the statement of the President of the United States. 

The President has stated that there was no connivance and no 
intrigue, and yet the Senator from Massachusetts, reading these 
telegrams, talks about gestation, which seems to have brought 
forth an idea in his mind that the President shall submit proof to 


that he had not connived and had not intrigued. ButI shall pass 
from that. The remarks of the Senator will be in the Revorp, 
and my remarks will be there precisely as I have uttered them, 
and Senators can judge, and all who read can judge, whether or 
not the Senator from Massachusetts has any cause to criticise any- 
thing I have said. 

What I was proceeding to say when the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts interrupted me was this, Mr. President: That the situa- 
tion in Panama was one as to which there was common know!- 
edge to all informed newspaper-reading people throughout this 
country. When we ratified the treaty providing for the construc- 
tion of the canal across the Isthmus and sent it to the United 
States of Colombia for ratification, we did that pursuant to other 
steps which had been previously taken. Let us recall what they 
were. 

In the first place, Mr. President, when it was resolved that we 
would build an isthmian canal, negotiations were entered into 
not only with Colombia, but with Costa Rica and with Nicaragua. 
Then protocols were signed with all those countries. A protocol 
was signed with Colombia, one condition of which was that we 
should pay her $7,000,000if finally we determined that we would ac 
cept the Panama route. We then undertook the negotiation of a 
treaty with Colombia in accordance with the terms and condi- 
tions of that protocol; but when we had turned from the Nica 
ragua route, and had accepted the Colombia route, and had ex- 
pressed our preference for it, Colombia did not seem willing to 
make a treaty with us in accordance with her protocol. 

Instead of a cash payment of $7,000,000, she demanded the pay: 
ment of $10,000.000 in cash. She exacted from us other terms 
and conditions that were severely criticised in this Chamber, but 
finally, after a long debate, the treaty was ratified. We sent 1 
there. That treaty embodied every demand that Colombia had 
made of us, whether of money or other kind of terms and condi- 
tions. What happened? Instead of ratifying it with these !0- 
creased payments and other terms and conditions that she had 
demanded and we had generously granted, months passed, wli°0 
finally the treaty was rejected unanimously, without any consid- 
eration whatever having been given to it by the ratifying pow! 
of Colombia. 

No official explanation was offered to this Government for such 
action. The only explanation ever given was an informal ¢x- 
planation given out by a distinguished citizen of Colombia. who 
apparently journeyed all the way from Colombia to New Yor 
give us that information. He gave it in the shape of a news 


| paper interview, in which he announced that they cou! not 


| 
| 


who doés not?—and. therefore, asked him to supply the lacking | $25,000,000. 


agree to the treaty unless we struck out $10,000,000 and inserte 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques- 
tion ane ut that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
"Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. ; — 

Mr. MORGAN, It was with President Marroquin with whom 
» nevotiated the treaty. That is admitted, I suppose, by every- 


Does the Senator from Ohio 


ene J ; 
as _ Was the Congress of Colombia ever in any way consulted 
or committed to the Hay-Herran treaty before it was ratified by 
the Senate of the United States? 


Mr. FORAKER. The treaty was negotiated in the ordinary 
way, as | understand it. Ido not suppose it was submitted to 
them before it had been submitted to us. 


Mr. MORGAN. That Congress was not even in existence at | 


e time. 

— FORAKER. I understand it was not. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
Congress by rejecting that treaty could be guilty of a breach of 
aith. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am reciting the fact that they did reject 
it. Ihave no timein this hurried debate to go into detail and 
elaborate any of these matters. That is what was done. 

The very moment we sent that treaty to the United States of 

Colombia for action there, for them to ratify it, there was evi- 
denced a disposition unfriendly to it, a disposition that grew 
stronger and stronger in its manifestation, until finally the re- 
jection came. 
: What did that mean to Panama? Take the map and look at it— 
amere isthmus, as it is properly called. Colombia situated in 
South America; Panama as disconnected as a State could possi- 
bly be, both by water and by the nature of the land that inter- 
yened. To that little Department of Panama the construction 
of the canal at that point meant the most important advantage 
to her that you could possibly conceive. For that canal not to 
be constructed there, but to be constructed at some other place, 
meant the most positive disadvantage to her. 

She was intensely in favor, therefore, of this canal being con- 
structed at that place, and in favor, therefore, of the ratification 
of that treaty. But despite all she could do the treaty was re- 
jected. At once it became known through the newspapers—not 
by any agent sent here or sent elsewhere, but as common knowl- 
edge, reported by the Associated Press and otherwise—that the 
people of Panama were in a state of discontent and that they 
would not submit to such disregard of their interests by the Gov- 
ernment under which they were then living. It became at once 
known, in other words, that she was proposing to secede and set 
up an independent government for herself. 

That was published everywhere. I read of it. I spoke about 
it in public speech during the campaign in Ohio. No agent came 
to the President of the United States. The President of the 
United States sent no agent to Panama. It was not necessary. 
Panama was acting in her own interest. She was exercising her 
right to object to the action of her Government, and her Govern- 
ment persisting in wronging her, she had a right, if she saw fit, 
to go into rebellion. 

In other words, weeks before she declared her independence it 
became known that she would take that step—not officially, but 
it became known toevery man who studied the situation and con- 
sidered what human nature would do under such circumstances. 
The clouds were gathering. Should the United States, through 
its Administration at Washington, be unmindful of that fact? 
Not at all. It was our duty to be watchful with respect to it 
under any circumstances, but particularly so in view of our obli- 
gations to preserve that transit free from interruption. 

_Ever since 1846, when the treaty between this Government and 


New Granada, as that country was then called, was entered into, | 


we have been under that obligation. Time and again we have 
landed our marines to preserve order and to protect that transit 
from interruption and embarrassment. 
that at the request of Colombia; we have done it in a number of 


instances on our own motion. The President of the United States, | 


seeing the storm coming, seeing the action that was threatened, 
remembering his obligation to preserve peace and order and pro- 
tect that transit from interruption, but did his duty in taking 
all preliminary necessary steps to preserve order am Se such a 
contingency should arise. 

_, Mr. President, as is suggested to me, suppose he had not done 
it; suppose the rebellion had come; that secession had been ac- 
comp ished; that war had ensued, and all the results that accom- 
pany war had followed, what would have been the criticism then 
of our friends on the other side? It would have been a criticism, 


ee that the President had acted precipitately, not that he had | 
acted without cause, but that he had not acted at all; that he had | 
canal after the United States had expressed her preference | 


lost the 


for it, and after the 


to part people of the whole country, without regard 
O party 


and without regard to section, had demanded it. 
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And I do not understand how the Colombian | 


Repeatedly we have done | 





But, Mr. President, it was in view of just such a contingency, 
not knowing what might happen, but to be prepared for the worst 
and to discharge our duty in any event, that the President took 
the steps indicated by the telegrams read by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, from which he derives such criticising conclusions. 

We are given the date when the secession occurred: we are 
given the date when the recognition was accorded, and we are 
asked to believe, if we agree with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, that there was inordinate haste, indecent haste, in granting 
that recognition. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to say 
that I distinctly stated that I had no criticism to make on that 
subject, and that the time in which such a thing should be done— 
a little matter like that—could not be at all affected by the time 
we should have taken in our civil war. It was a field-mouse 
transaction, so far as that was concerned. I not only disclaimed 
what the Senator imputes to me, but I gave what I thought the 
strongest argument and the most apt illustration I could think of 
to show that so far as that was concerned there was no criticism 
whatever. If the Senator will read my speech in the Recorp he 
will find it to be so. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from 
Massachusetts has reconsidered, and that he has concluded to in- 
terrupt me. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not reconsidered. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, the Recorp will show as to that also. 
Mr. President, it is true the Senator from Massachusetts said it 
did not matter whether it was five minutes, or five days, or five 
months, or some other specified time that intervened between se- 
cession and the establishment ef an independent government and 
its recognition; but I understood the Senator—and if I misunder- 
stood him I withdraw the statement I made a moment ago—to be 
arguing in that connection that there was not any necessity for 
haste, because it did not matter whether the recognition came 
five minutes afterwards, or five days afterwards, or five months 
afterwards, it was just as effective when it did come. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. HOAR. 
sition. 

Mr. FORAKER. HaveI misstated again? 

Mr. HOAR. I stated as distinctly and as clearly as I could put 
it into words the exact contrary of what the Senator has said. I 
said that, in my judgment, there was no criticism to be made in 
the matter of haste. 

Mr. FORAKER. Did I not withdraw that? 
of arguing it again? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said he would withdraw it, and then 
he added that he was glad I reconsidered my statement. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was the Senator’s statement, not to 
interrupt me again. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HOAR. I did not make any such statement, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I made no statement that I would not interrupt the Sena- 
tor again. 

Mr. FORAKER. ThenI hope the Senator will make it now 
and adhere to it. [Laughter.] Iam not going to misrepresent 
the Senator intentionally or knowingly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sure of that. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Massachusetts may be cer- 
tain of that. 

Mr. HOAR. And therefore the Senator from Ohio will like to 
have me interrupt him when he misstates my position. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, that is the way the good na- 
ture of the Senator from Massachusetts always enables him to 
get the better of everybody. Yes; he may interrupt me when- 
ever he likes. But I wish the Senator would remember when he 
| has interrupted me to tell me before he quits where I was when 
| he interrupted me. [Laughter. | 
| Mr. HOAR. I will tell the Senator where he was. He was 
making misstatements of my position when I interrupted him. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. FORAKER. That does not help me any. According to 
my interpretation there are so many misstatements that I am 
hopelessly at a loss when the Senator tells me I was discussing 
one of them. There are several of them I wanted to discuss. I 
am reminded now by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] 
that I was speaking on the question whether or not there was any 
undue haste in the recognition of the Republic of Panama. 

What are the facts? What are the precedents, first? In 1871, 
when the Republic of France was established, we recognized it 
immediately. We did not wait a day, or two days, nor three days, 
nor five days, or any other length of time. It was established one 
day. The date of our cablegram instructing Minister Washburne 
to recognize the Republic of France was dated the next day. 
That apparent delay of a day was only because of the difference 
|intime. It wassentintheevening. It was already the next day 





I object to being interrupted any more. 
I think the Senator ought not to misstate my po- 





What is the use 
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when it got here and was answered. France had no constitution, 
but it was not a humming bird or any other thing of a diminu- 
tive character, but a great, mighty people, forty millions or more, 


who had set up a Republic dedicated to freedom and to human | 


liberty, and this great Republic at once responded with recogni- 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We did not even ask France, as I remember, 
whether the Government which had been overthrown consented. 

Mr. FORAKER. No. 

Now, in 1873 they established a republic im Spain. There was 
no delay. Immediately our minister there, General Sickles, was 
advised by our Government to recognize, and he did recognize, 
the Republic of Spain. Later, when the Emperor of Brazil was 
deposed, the Republic that followed him was instantly recog- 
nized, and other examples might be cited. 

Mr. President, there was no reason in the case of France or 
Spain or Brazil for precipitate or hasty action; we had no special 
duties there: but in the case of the Republic of Panama it was 
different. 
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What are the conditions, according to international | 
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| only in answer to the Senator from Massachusetts to show that 
the President in this matter did not act hastily; that he did not 
| act without precedent or without the warrant and authority of 
international law, and that he did not act contrary to, but strictly 
| in conformity with, his official obligation, charged as he is. as the 
head of this nation, with the faithful execution of all our treaty 
obligations. 

I have no hesitancy in saying, Mr. President, that I have the 
profound conviction that when this matter is thoroughly under. 
stood even our Democratic friends will hesitate to criticise him, 
| Certainly they will hesitate, at any rate, when they make thei; 
nonpartisan speeches, of which we have heard so much, and then 
| give their nonpartisan votes. 

But, Mr. President, as I have already intimated, I do not want 
to discuss the question at any greater length than I have. I do 
not think it proper to do so. I have undertaken to say just 
| enough to express the view I entertain with respect to it and the 





aty 





view which I believe my brother Senators entertain and the view 
which I believe the American people have and will approve with 


law, that are sufficient to justify us in instantly recognizing a | respect to it, and with that, for the present, I am content. 


new government, as we did in the case of France, Spain, and 
Brazil? 

The only condition necessary—and it does not make any differ- 
ence, in the language of the Senator from Massachusetts, whether 


EXPOSITION AT PORTLAND, OREG. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, now, at the conclusion of 
this political duel, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 


it be brought about in five minutes or five days or five months—is | bill providing for the celebration of the one hundredth anniver- 
that the new government shall be the sole authority throughout | sary of the exploration of the Oregon Country. 


the region over which it undertakes to govern, and that there is 
no contention and no disputed authority. It is not necessary to 
go that far. But when those conditions exist to that extent, then 
according to all international canons of law a recognition is in 
erder at the option of the recognizing government. In the case 


Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me 
for a moment, in order that I may call up a bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield if it will lead to no discussion. 

Mr. McLAURIN, It will lead to no discussion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 


of France I say there was no special necessity for haste, but these | 


conditions existed, as we understood, and we recognized it. 
It was the same as to Spain, and the same as to Brazil ina gen- 
eral way. But in the case of Panama it was not only true that 


mental nature, that that authority was supreme throughout her 


LAND TITLES IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Iaskunanimousconsent thatthe bill (S. 144) 


| to quiet certain land titles in the State of Mississippi may be now 
the Republic of Panama was the only authority thereof a govern- | 


considered. It is a bill which has the unanimous approval of the 
| Committee on Public Lands. It is a short measure, being only 


borders, but it was also trne that there was not even a policeman | about twenty-five lines long. 


representing Colombia within the Department of Panama. They 
had a little army there when the trouble commenced—400 men, 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that in all 


with some generals and colonels—and they were all quietly picked | cases in which lands in Mississippi have heretofore been sold by 


up, without the shedding of one drop of blood, and puton a trans- 
port and sent back totheir own home. Thatcompleted the revo- 
lution. 

But, Mr. President, there was a necessity in the case of Pan- 
ama which required prompt a¢etion on our part, as there was no 
necessity in the other cases to which I have referred. These condi- 
tions existing, we would have been without excuseif we had halted 
in recognition. 


| authority of that State, or by claim of authority of that State, and 
the right to make such sales was claimed to be by virtue of an 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to enable the State of Arkansas 


its,’’ the lands so sold shall be held to be of the class and kind 


| and other States to reclaim the ‘swamp lands’ within their lim- 
| 


The necessities to which I have referred are these: | 


Under the treaty of 1846 we had a duty at that time incumbent | 
upon us, as it has been ever since the ratification of that treaty | 
down to the present moment, to preserve that transit free from | 


interruption. 

War being threatened, a condition of things being threatened 
that promised an interruption, it was the duty of this Govern- 
ment to be prepared to prevent it; and instead of criticising 
President Roosevelt for the action he took, he ought to receive 
and he will receive from the American people their unqualified 
approbation for that which he did in this respect, because that 
which he did was but to redeem the promises and obligations of 
our Government, just as other Administrations have done the 
same thing over and over again. 

We do not have to wait until there is actual war. 


We do not | 


have to wait until there is a hostile force landed and engagements | 


actually commence and blood is being actually shed. 
better, Mr. President, foreseeing the situation of which all have 


common knowledge, to take steps to prevent these conditions that | 


would have followed but for our intervention. 

Mr. President, other nations have recognized the Republic of 
Panama. I do not remember how long they delayed. It was 
quite natural, perhaps, as the Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
gested, as I understood him, that France should promptly recog- 
nize, but I do not know of any reason why Germany should rec- 
ognize or Russia should recognize or China should recognize the 
Republic of Panama, except only the reason that according to 
international law, as I have stated it, the conditions existed that 
warranted and justified recognition, and they recognized at their 
option. 

“Mr. President, no Senator on this side, Tam sure, has the slight- 
est objection to all possible information being given with respect 
to this whole transaction; no Senator on this side has the slightest 
objection to all the light being had on this transaction that can be 
shed on it, but there is a time and there is a place for Senators to 
discuss propositions of this character. Here in this open session 
is not the time nor the place. 





It is much | 


mentioned in the act of Congress, and the sales are ratified and 
confirmed, and the titles to the lands are validated and vested in 
the purchasers. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think in certain respects this is a bill of some 
importance, and I should like to look into it before it is passed. 

Mr. McLAURIN. A similar bill passed the Senate at the last 
| session of Congress. It passed the Committee on Public Lands 
of the House with an amendment, which was recommended by 
the land division of the Interior Department, and with that amend- 
ment the land division of the Interior Department has expressed 
itself as satisfied with the bill. It passed the Senate unanimously 
at the last session. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the amendment embodied in the bill? 

Mr. McLAURIN. The House amendment is embodied in the 
bill. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AIDS TO NAVIGATION AT CAPE HATTERAS, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. ALGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2319) to provide for the construction of 
a light-house and fog signal at Diamond Shoal, on the coast of 


North Carolina, at Cape Hatteras. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
Mr. ALGER. In line 7, page 3, where evidently a mistake has 
been made, I move that the name be changed to ‘‘ Minots Ledye 
instead of ‘‘ Minots Rock.”’ 


The PRESIDENT protempore. That change will be made. It 
is a mistake in the name. 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel constrained to ask the Senator trom 
Michigan not to press this bill to-day. Ihave considerable know!- 
edge respecting it, derived from the Light-House Board. Itis4 


I think it will do no harm to allow it to 


very important matter. 
I hope the Senator from Michigan 


lie over, retaining its place. 
will consent to that. 





I have undertaken to say enough | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection is made, and the 
bill goes over. 
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HARBOR OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLA, 


Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me 
for a moment? : } 

Mr. MITCHELL, I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to call up for immediate considera- 
tion Senate concurrent resojution No. 15. 

The concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. MaLLory Novem- 
per 18 was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
‘ fi Ale WS: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
-yetary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to causea sur- 
be made of the harbor of St. Petersburg, on Tampa Bay, in Florida, 
view to securing an adequate basin at said point for loading and un- 
inading ocean-going vessels, with a channel 200 feet in width and 24 feet in 
depth from said basin to the main ship channel in Tampa Bay. 


FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION, 
Mr. DUBOIS. 


a moment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield. 

Mr. DUBOIS. By the courtesy of the Senator from Oregon, I 
ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (8. 2323) relating to 
ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation. 

I will say that a similar bill has heretofore passed the Senate; 
that it was unanimously reported in the House, and was recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that all lands 
of the former Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in the State of Idaho, 
within 5 miles of the boundary line of the town of Pocatello, 
offered for sale at public auction on and after July 17, 1902, and 
which remain unsold after such offering, shall be subject to 
entry, etc. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE LIGHT-HOUSE SERVICE. 
I wish the Senator from Oregon would yield to 


Secret 
vey to 
witha 


Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me for 


Mr. NELSON. 
me for a moment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr.NELSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2685) to amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the construction of additional light-house 
districts,’ approved July 26, 1886, to report it. It isa very short 
bill, and if the Senator from Oregon has no objection I would like 
to have it passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If it leads to no discussion I shall not object. 

Mr. NELSON. There will be no discussion. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 4670 of the Revised Statutes so as to read: 

_ Sec. 4670, The Light-House Board shall arrange the ocean, gulf, lake, and 
river coasts of the United States into light-house districts not exceeding eight- 
een in number; thatany law orregulation prohibiting the employment in the 
light-houses of the United States of persons of more than 45 years of age be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- | 


lowing message from the President of the United States: which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the report of the Commission on International Ex- 
change constituted under authority of the act of March 3, 1908, in compliance 
with the request of the Governments of Mexico and China, for the coopera- 
tion of the United States in an effort to bring about a fixed relationshi a 


tween the moneys of the gold-standard countries and the present silver- | 


using countries 
. The attention of Congress is invited to the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of State, whose request for an appropriation of $100,000 for the 


completion of the work of the Commission in China, and other expenditures | 


incidental to the work of the Comission, I heartily indorse 


ae HEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wire House, December 15, 1908. 


EXPOSITION AT PORTLAND, OREG. 


a. MITCHELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
bill providing for the celebration of the one hundredth anniver- 
sary of the exploration of the Oregon country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate the bill indicated by the Senator from Oregon, which will 
be read by title, 

The SkCRETARY. 


of 1 A bill (S. 276) to provide for the celebration 
le one 


hundre@tk aaniversary of the exploration of the Oregon 


“ountry by Capts. Meriwether Lewis and William Clark during 


their expedition frera the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean 








in the years 1804, 1805, and 1806; and to authorize a commission 
representing the United States to hold at the city of Portland, in 
the State of Oregon, a national, international, and oriental ex- 
hibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the 
rivers, soil, mine, forest, and sea in said State; and to provide and 
assist in the erection of a memorial building in said city of Port- 
land, to be known as the Lewis and Clark Memorial Building; 
and to authorize an appropriation for all said purposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, during the first session of 
the Fifty-seventh Congress, on June 27, 1902, I had the honor of 
briefly addressing the Senate, when I called attention to the fact 
that the State of Oregon, and the people of the other Pacific States 
and Territories, which have been carved out of what was origi- 
nally known as the ‘‘Oregon Country,’’ were then engaged in 
making preparations for a national and international industrial 
exposition, to be held at Portland, Oreg., in the summer of 1905, 
in commemoration of the centennial anniversary of the crossing 
of the continent in that memorable and historic expedition by Cap- 
tains Meriwether Lewis and William Clark, in the years 1804, 
1805, and 1806. 

In the remarks I then made I took occasion to say to the Senate 
that it was not expected that any Congressional action in recog- 
nition or aid of this enterprise would be had in that Congress, 
but that in the present Congress we hoped to be able to present 
such a state of facts, such a result of patriotic effort upon the 
part of the people and States of the far West and of the Pacific 
Northwest, as would not only elicit admiration and commendation 
of the people of the United States generally, but which would 
justify prompt and cordial recognition and liberal aid upon the 
part of the Congress of the United States. 

It is my purpose at this time to show to the Senate, the Con- 
gress, and the country, what has already been done by the people 
and States of the ‘‘ Oregon country,’’ supplemented by the people 
| of and several States never included in that country, in aid of a 
| great national, oriental, and international industrial exposition, 
for the purpose and at the time and place stated. 

The initiatory public act looking to the inauguration of the Lewis 
and Clark Centennial Industrial Exposition in 1905 was taken by the 
legislature of the State of Oregon in February, 1901, by the unan- 





The Chair lays before the | 





imous adoption by both houses of aconcurrent resolution, approved 
by the governor on February 25, 1901. 

This resolution expressed the belief that the holding of such an 
exposition would be of great benefit to the people of the Pacific 
Northwest, to the people of the General Government of the 
United States, and to all oriental countries, and it was therefore 
resolved that Congress be earnestly requested to make a suitable 
| appropriation for a national exhibit at said fair, and also that 

proper acts be passed, and proper resolutions be presented to 
oriential countries and to other foreign governments and the 
Dominion of Canada, requesting them to make industrial exhibits 
at such fair. These resolutions further requested the Senators 
and Members of the House of Representatives from the State of 
Oregon to use every effort in their power to secure the proper 
legislation by Congress to carry out the spirit and intent of the 
resolution. 
Subsequently, on October 12, 1901. a corporation was incorpo- 
rated and organized under the general laws of the State of Oregon, 
| under the name of the ** Lewis and Clark Centennial and Ameri- 
can Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair,’’ for the purpose of 
carrying on a celebration and exposition, the purpose of all of 
which is to be the commemoration of the one hundredth anni- 
versary of the exploration of the ‘‘ Oregon Country ’’ by Captains 
Meriwether Lewisand William Clark, under a commission issued 
by Thomas Jefferson, President of the United States. 

The capital stock of this corporation was fixed at $500,000, di- 
vided into 50,000 shares of the par value of $10 each. It was 
authorized to receive donations of money and of real and personal 
| property in aid of the proposed exposition. 

Up to November 1, 1903, this corporation had sold 41,510.7 
shares of its capital stock, of the aggregate value of $415,107, and 
‘is now still engaged in selling additional stock at the rate per 
| menth of about 200 shares, valued at $2,000. In addition it has 
received donations amounting to $1,800, making the total amount 
of money available to this corporation alone at the present time, 
for the purpose of the exposition, the sum of $416,907. 

LEGISLATIVE ACTION AND AID GIVEN BY DIFFERENT STATES. 

Affirmative action has heretofore been taken and aid extended, 
as I shall show hereafter, in aid of this exposition, by the States 
of Oregon, California, Washington, Idaho, Utah, Montana, North 
| Dakota, Minnesota, and Missouri. 
| The legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, by an act ap- 
| proved January 30, 1903, appropriated $450,000 for a State exhibit 
| at the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition. This money is 
being expended under the direction of a State commission ap- 

pointed by the governor. 
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Of this total appropriation, $50,000 is required by the act creat- 
ing the commission to be expended in the erection of a Lewis and 
Clark memorial building at Portland, Oreg., provided that the said 
corporation shall appropriate $50,000 for said building. 

Up to November 1, 1903, the State commission had appropriated 
$300,000 (exclusive of the $50,000 set aside for the memorial build- 


ing) toward the construction of buildings for the exposition. The 
name of the State commission and by which it is officially known 
is the ‘‘Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition Commission.” 

The legislature of the State of California, at its session of 1903, 
appropriated $20,000 for a California exhibit at the Lewis and 
Clark Centennial Exposition. This amount will in all probability 
be increased at the session of 1905, while a considerable part of 
the St. Louis exhibit will be transferred to Portland. 

The legislature of the State of Washington, at its last session, 
put a clause in one of the appropriation bills appropriating, I 
think, $70,000 in aid of the exposition. This bill, however, was 
vetoed by the governor for reasons, as I have been advised, other 
than opposition to the proposed exposition or to aid in its behalf, 
and it is confidently expected the next session of the legislature of 
that State will make liberal appropriations in aid of the exposition. 
In fact, the legislature has already provided for a Washington ex- 
hibit, but no appropriation is as yet available for the purpose. 
The State of Washington, it is understood, will aim to preserve 
the best of its St. Louis exhibit for transfer to Portland. 

The legislature of the State of Idaho of 1903 appropriated $10,000 
for an Idaho exhibit at the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposi- 
tion. This amount will also doubtless be increased by the legis- 
lature of 1905. Assurances to this effect have been given. and 
os _— the State exhibit at St. Louis will be transferred to Port- 

and. 

The legislature of the State of Utah, at its session of 1903, the 
present year, appropriated $10,000 for a State exhibit at the Lewis 
and Clark Centennial Exposition, and assurances have been given 
that this amount will be increased by the next legislature. 

The State of Montana, by an act approved May 27, 1903, appro- 
priated $60,000 for an exhibit of the State’s resources at the Lou- 
isiana Purchase Exposition, and further provided in section 8 of 
the act as follows: 


That at the close of said Louisiana Purchase Exposition the commission 
shall cause all exhibits which it may be permitted to control to be transferred 
to the city of Portland, Oreg., for the Pa of having the same exhibited 
at the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Ori 
ental Fair to be held in that city in 1905,and for that purpose the sum of 
cimeped the appropriation hereinbefore made shall be available. The ex- 

ibits thus transferred shall be installed and remain under the control of the 
commission unless otherwise provided by law. 


The legislature of North Dakota of 1903 appropriated $50,000 for 
a State exhibit at St. Louis and Portland, the St. Louis exhibit to 
be transferred to Portland. 

The State of Minnesota, at the session of its legislature of 1903, 
appropriated $100,000 for an exhibit at St. Louis and Portland, the 
St. Louis exhibit to be transferred to Portland. 

While the State of Missouri, through its legislature, by section 
55 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to appropriate money for the sup- 
port of the State government,”’ etc., passed by the joint assembly 
of that State at its session of 1908, provided as follows: 


There is hereby appropriated for the years 1903 and 1904 the sum of $10,000 
to provide an exhibit of the resources of Missouri at the Lewis and Clark 
Centennial Exposition, to be held in Portland, Oreg., from May 1 to Novem- 
ber 1,195. The money herein appropriated shall be expended under the 
direction of the governor of Missouri. 


Thus it will be seen nine of the States of the West and Pacific 
Northwest and as far east as the States of Minnesota on the north, 
and Missouri on the south, have already indorsed the proposed 
exposition and extended money aid in its behalf, amounting in 
the aggregate to $710,000 cash. 

The total amount of money, however. made available to date, 
November 1, 1903, from all sources for the purposes of the Lewis 
and Clark Centennial Exposition is $1,126,907, and from the fol- 
lowing sources: From the sale of stock and donations, $416,907; 
from State appropriations, State of Oregon alone, $450,000; States 
other than Oregon, $260,000; making a total, as I have stated, of 

1,126,907. 
’ In this statement of funds available there is not included of 
course any estimates of revenue from admissions, concessions, or 
other sources, all of which will be used for exposition purposes. 
PREPARATIONS FOR THE EXPOSITION. 

A magnificent site has already been secured for the exposition, 
and great progress has been made in its preparation and in the 
distribution of its area. 

This site is in the northwestern part of the city of Portland, 
Oreg., about 2 miles from the business center of the city and di- 
rectly opposite the highest point reached on the Willamette River 
by Captain Clark in 1806. It comprises 185 acres of land and 220 
acres of water (what is known as Guilds Lake). The lake is be- 
ing dredged and diked, so as to give uniform depth of water and 
@ straight alignment alongshore. 
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Of the land area 50 acresare to be used for buildings, 20 acres for 
concessions, 25 acres for a park, 5 acres for an experiment stati, n 
and the remainder for agriculture, dairy farm, stock shows, an( 
concession purposes. The park referred to contains over 40 varie. 
ties of native trees and bushes. 

The grading and landscaping have been practically comy|etej 
and the water and sewer systems are well under way. The ina. 
cadamizing is finished. The estimated cost of landscaping, ¢raq. 
ing, and the water and sewer systems is $200,000. The plan of the 
exposition contemplates the erection of 10 main buildings. Pans 
and specifications for these are now under preparation and ui). 
ing work will begin in early spring of 1904. 

THE PROVISIONS OF THE BILL. 


In pursuance of the request embodied in the legislative memo. 
rial of the State of Oregon of February 25, 1901, and of the earnest 
solicitation of the management, and following my own inclinations 
in the matter, I have presented for the consideration of the Sen. 
ate and the Congress the bill now before the Senate, and I deem 
it appropriate and proper I should briefly explain the provisions 
of the measure before it is referred to the appropriate comuuittee. 
The bill, as you will observe, is entitled: 

A bill to provide for the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of 
the exploration of the “Oregon country ” by Captains Meriwether Lewis and 
William Clark during their expedition from the Mississippi River to the 
Pacific Ocean in the years 1804, 1805, and 1806; and to authorize a commission 
representing the United States to hold at the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, a national, international, and oriental exhibition of arts, in 
tries, manufactures, and the products of the rivers, soil, mine, forest. and sea 
in said State; and to provide and assist in the erection of a memorial building 
in said city of Portland, to be known as “ The Lewis and Clark Memoria! 
Building; and to authorize an appropriation for all said purposes 


The measure recites that— 


Whereas the State of Oregon has heretofore appropriated the sum of 
$500,000, and the citizens of the city of Portland in said State have subscribed 
an additional $400,000, and are raising an additional sum of $100,000 to cele 
brate the one hundredth anniversary of the exploration of the “ Oregon coun. 
try” by Captains Meriwether Lewis and William Clark during their exped 
tion from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean in the years 1404, 1805, and 
1806, and inasmuch as said exploration marked an epoch in the history of the 
United States and in the extension of its territory by prior discovery and 
occupation by American citizens; and 

ereas it is fitand proper that said anniversary be commemorated by 
an exhibition of the resources of the United States, their development, and 
the progress of national growth upon the Pacific coast, and, furthermore, 
that such exhibition should be of a national, international, and oriental char 
acter, so that not only the people of the ‘‘ Oregon country” but of the United 
States, and of all oriental and other countries interested in the development 
of the commerce of the United States upon the Pacific coast and in the ba “ifi 
Ocean may participate, and should therefore have the sanction and approval 
of the Congress of the United States. 

The bill therefore proposes to enact by section 1 that an exhi- 
bition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the 
rivers, soil, mine, forest, and sea, as further provided, to cele- 
brate the one hundredth anniversary of the exploration of the 
‘**Oregon country’’ by Captains Meriwether Lewis and William 
Clark during their expedition from the Mississippi River to the 
Pacific Ocean in the years 1804, 1805, and 1806, shall be, and th: 
same is, by the bill authorized and required to be held at the city 
of Portland, in the State of Oregon, commencing May 1, 1), and 
ending November 1, 1905, or, commencing June 1, 1905, and end- 
ing October 1, 1905, if said last-mentioned period shall be desig- 
nated hereafter by the legislative assembly of the State of Oreo 

While by section 2 of the bill it is provided that a nonpartisan 
commission shall be constituted, to consist of seven commission- 
ers, to be known and designated as the ‘‘ National Lewis and 
Clark Centennial Exposition Commission,’’ who shall be ap 
pointed within thirty days from the passage of the act by the 
President of the United States, and who shall also be subject to 
removal byhim. Vacanciesin such commission to be filled in the 
same manner as original appointments. 

Section 3 of the bill provides that the commissioners s0 ap- 
pointed shall be called together by the Secretary of State of ‘he 
United States in the city of Portland, State of Oregon, by notic' 
to the commissioners as soon as convenient after their appoint- 
ment, but within thirty days thereafter. Such commissioners at 
their first meeting are to organize by the election of their officers, 
and they may then and there appoint such executive or other 
committees as may be deemed expedient, and a secretary at 4 sa! 
ary of $3,000 per annum, and in addition to the salary of such se¢ 
retary there is allowed, out of any money appropriated by the 
bill, to aid in carrying forward said exposition, the sum of >),()" 
per annum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for thie put 
poses of defraying the clerical, office, and other necessary ex}ens¢s 
of said commission. 





It is provided by section 4 of the bill that said commission 
when fully organized shall appoint two of their number to act 12 
conjunction with a like number appointed by the “‘ Lewis and 


Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental 
Fair,’’ a corporation organized and existing under the gen ral 
corporation laws of the State of Oregon and having its offi: 
principal place of business at Portland, in said State, said two 


ant 
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be chosen from the executive committee of said corporation, and | by section 12 of the bill, which, provides that the United States 
a like number from the ‘* Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition | shall not in any manner nor under any circumstances be liable for 


Commission” of the State of Oregon, to constitute a board of ar- 
pitration, to whom all matters of difference arising between said 
national commission and said company concerning the adminis- 
tration and management or general supervision of said exposition 
shall be referred for determination; and in case of the failure of 
said board of arbitration to agree upon such matters as may be so 
referred said board of arbitration shall appoint a seventh mem- 
ber thereof, such seventh member, so agreed upon, to be then ap- 
jointed by the Secretary of the Treasury; the decision of such 
i ard to be final in all matters presented to it for consideration 
and determination. 

Section 5 of the bill provides that said commission be empow- 
ered to and it shall accept for the purposes of the exposition such 
site as may be selected and offered, at the expense of and tendered 
by the ‘‘ Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific Expo- 
sition and Oriental Fair,”’ a corporation, as I have stated, organ- 
jzed and existing under the laws of the State of Oregon. 

While section 6 of the bill provides that the allotment of space 
for the exhibitors, classification of exhibits, plan and scope of the 
exposition, the appointment of all judges and examiners for the 
exposition, and the awarding of premiums, if any, shall all be 
done and performed by the said corporation, the ‘‘ Lewis and 
Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental 
Fair.”’ 


It is further provided by section 7 that after the plans for said | 


exposition shall be prepared by said company and approved by 
said commission the rules and regulations of such corporation 
governing the rates of entrance and admission fees, or otherwise 
affecting the rights, privileges, or interests of the exhibitors or of 
the public, shall be fixed or established by said company. 

While by section 8 it is stipulated that said commission shall 
provide for the opening and dedication of the buildings and 
grounds of the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific 


Exposition and Oriental Fair, in said city of Portland, on the 1st | 


day of May, 1905, or as soon thereafter as shall be practicable, 
with proper ceremonies; and that thereafter such exposition shall 
be declared open and continue open until the ist day of Novem- 
ber, 1905, or until the Ist day of October, 1905, if such date shall 


be designated by the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon | 


as the date for the closing of the exposition. 
Section.9 of the measure provides that whenever the President 


of the United States shall be notified by the national commission | 
that provision has been made for grounds upon which such expo- | 


sition is to be held he shall be authorized to make proclamation 


of same through the Department of State, setting forth the time | 


at which such exposition will be held and the purposes thereof; 
that he shall communicate to the diplomatic representatives of 
foreign nations copies thereof, with such regulations as may be 
adopted by the commission for publication in their respective 
countries, and that he shall in behalf of the Government and the 
people invite foreign nations to take part in such exposition and 
to appoint representatives thereto. 

While by section 10 it is stipulated that all articles which shall 
be imported from foreign countries, or shall be in the country by 
reason of the exposition to be held at St. Louis in the year 1904 in 
celebration of the anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana 
territory, and upon which there shall be a tariff or customs duty, 
shall be admitted free of payment of duty, customs fees, or 
charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 


from St. Louis as aforesaid for the purposes of the exposition at 
Portland, Oreg., any goods or property imported from and actu- 
ally on exhibition in the exposition buildings at St. Louis or on 
the grounds thereof, or at Portland, Oreg., subject to such regn- 
lations for the security of the revenue and for the collection of 
import duties as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

lt is provided, however, by this section that all such articles 
When sold or withdrawn for consumption in the United States 
shall be subject to the duty, if any, imposed upon such articles 
by the revenue laws in force at the date of importation, and all 
penalt'es prescribed by law shall be applied and enforced against 
said articles and against the person who may be guilty of any 
illegal sale or withdrawal. 

By section 11 of the bill it is provided that such commission shall 
make reports monthly to the President of the United States, show- 
ing receipts and disbursements, together with a general summary 
of the financial condition of such exposition, and a final report 
Within six months after the close of the exposition, presenting the 
Tesuits and a full exhibit thereof. 

And it is further provided that said commission shall cease to 
exist on the 81st day of December, 1906. 

_ All liability upon'the part of the United States, except as to the 
amount of the appropriations made by the bill, Ssonseiall 














| 


any of the doings, acts, proceedings, or representations of the 
said ‘‘ Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposi- 
tion and Oriental Fair,” its officers, agents, or employees, or any 
of them, or for the services, salaries, labor, or wages of such offi- 
cers, servants, agents, or employees, or any of them, or for any 
subscriptions to the capital stock, or for any certificates of stock, 
bonds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued by said cor- 
poration, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses of any kind 
whatsoever, attending such corporation or accruing by reason of 
the same. 

Further provision is made by section 13 of the bill that there 
shall be exhibited at such exhibition, by the Government of the 
United States, from its Executive Departments, the Smithsonian 
Institution, the National Museum, and the United States Com- 
mission of Fish and Fisheries, such articles and materials as 
illustrate the function and administrative faculty of the Govern- 
ment in time of peace and its resources as a war power, tending to 
demonstrate the nature of our institutions and their adaptation 
to the wants of the people. 

Furthermore, this section of the bill provides that the Bureau 
of American Republics shall be invited to make an exhibit, illus- 
trating the resources and international relations of the American 
republics, and space in the United States Government building 
is to be provided for the purpose of such exhibit. And to secure 
a complete and harmonious arrangement of such Government 
exhibits, a board, to be known as the ‘‘ United States Government 
Board,”’ is to be created, independent of the commission provided 
for by this bill, to be charged with the selection, purchase, prep- 
aration, transportation, arrangement, installation, safe-keeping, 
exhibition, and return of such articles and materials as the heads of 
the several Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institution, 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and the Director of the 
Bureau of American Republics may, respectively, decide shall be 
embraced in such Government exhibit. 

The bill also provides that the President may also designate 


| additional articles for exhibition. 


The board to be provided for shall be composed of one person 
to be named by the head of each Executive Department, one by 
the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, one by the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries, and one by the Director of the Bureau 
of American Republics. The President is to name one of such 
persons so detailed as chairman, and the board itself to appoint 
its secretary, disbursing officer, and such other officers as it may 
deem necessary. The members of such board of management, 
with other officers and employees of the Government who may be 


| detailed to assist them, including officers of the Army and Navy, 


shall receive no compensation in addition to their regular sala- 
ries, but they shall be allowed their actual and necessary travel- 
ing expenses, together with a per diem in lieu of subsistence, to 
be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, while necessarily ab- 
sent from their homes and engaged upon the business of the 
board, while officers of the Army and Navy shall receive this 
allowance in lieu of the transportation and mileage now allowed 


| by law. Any provision of law which may prohibit the detail of 


persons in the employ of the United States to other service than 
that which they customarily perform shall not apply to persons de- 
tailed for duty in connection with said Lewis and Clark Centennial 
and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair. Employees 


| of the board not otherwise employed by the Government shall be 
shall prescribe; but that it shall be lawful at any time during the | 
exposition to sell, for delivery at the close thereof, or to transfer | 


y guarded | therefor as soon as convenient after the passage of the bill in such 


entitled to such compensation as the board may determine. The 
disbursing officer shall give a bond in the sum of $30,000 for the 
faithful performance of his duties, such bond to be approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury, it 
is provided, shall advance to such disbursing officer, from time 
to time, under such regulations as ‘he Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe, a sum of money, from the appropriation proposed 
to be made by the bill for the Government exhibit, not exceeding 
at any one time the penalty of his bond, to enable him to pay the 
expenses of the exhibit, as authorized by the board of management 
created by the bill. 

Section 14 of the bill provides that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be authorized and directed to place on exhibition, in connec- 
tion with the exhibit from his Department, upon such grounds as 
shall be allotted for the purpose, one of the life-saving stations 
authorized to be constructed on the coast of the United States by 
existing law, and to cause the same to be fully equipped with ap- 
paratus, furniture, and appliances now in use in all life-saving 
stations of the United States. 

Section 15 provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 


| cause a suitable building or buildings to be erected on the sites 


selected by the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific 
Exposition and Oriental Fair for the Government exhibits as pro- 
vided by the bill, and he is authorized and directed to contract 
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manner as he may deem expedient, but the contracts for such 
building or buildings shall not exceed the sum of $250,000, which 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is by this section 
of the bill appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated to defray the expenses of erecting such Govy- 
ernment building or buildings thus authorized. 

The bill further provides that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall cause such building or buildings to be constructed from 
plans to be approved by said Government board, and he is author- 
ized and required to dispose of such building or buildings, or the 
material composing the same, at the close of the exposition, giv- 
ing preference to the city of Portland or to the said Lewis and 
Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental 
Fair to purchase the same at an appraised value, to be ascertained 
in such manner as he may determine. 

Section 16 of the bill provides that said commission shall be 
authorized and required to accept and receive from the Lewis and 
Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental 
Fair the site in the city of Portland, upon which there shall be 
erected a building, to be known as the ‘‘ Lewis and Clark Me- 
morial Building,’’ which said building and site shall be conveyed, 
donated, or dedicated to the State of Oregon, to be held in trust 
for all the people of said State and the nation for the following 
purposes: For the purpose of receiving and safely keeping therein 
the official records, archives, exhibits, literature, collections, and 
property of the Oregon Historical Society and under the control 
of said society, and for the purpose of receiving and safely keep- 
ing therein statues, works of art, publications, maps, charts, or 
other property that may be given, donated, devised, or granted 
to the State of Oregon in trust, as aforesaid, or authorized by the 
United States or any Territory thereof, or any foreign country, 
and for the purpose of receiving and safely keeping therein any 
works of art, library, or property that may be given, donated, 
granted, or bequeathed to the State of Oregon in trust, as afore- 
said, by any person whatsoever, and for the purpose of receiving 
and safely keeping therein valuable paintings, works of art, or 
other property that may be loaned,donated, granted, or bequeathed 
to the State of Oregon in trust for the adornment of said building 
or the education of the people. And this memorial building is 
also to be in part a museum, devoted thereafter to history, litera- 
ture, arts, sciences, and particularly as a repository of the history 
of the ‘‘ Oregon Country,” and is to be a memorial building in 
commemoration of the exploration of the ‘‘ Oregon Country ’”’ by 
Captains Meriwether Lewis and William Clark during their expe- 
dition from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean in the years 
1804, 1805, and 1806, and in and about which building shall be 
placed by the United States, acting by and through said commis- 
sion, suitable and appropriate statues, of bronze, marble, or other 


material, of Thomas Jefferson, Captains Meriwether Lewis and | 


William Clark, and Thomas H. Benton and Lewis F. Linn, former 


Senators from the State of Missouri; also that of Robert Gray, | 


the American navigator and discoverer of the Columbia River; 
John Jacob Astor, the American fur trader in the ‘‘ Oregon Coun- 
try,’’ and such other great historic figures as have been connected 
with the acquisition and settlement of the ‘‘ Oregon Country ”’ as 
a part of the United States as may be designated by said commis- 
sion, and such other works of art, manufactures, maps, charts, 
and publications as may from time to time be authorized or pub- 
lished by the United States. 


This section provides further that plans and specifications for | 


said memorial building shall be prepared by the Lewis and Clark 
Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair; 
and there is by this section of the bill appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to assist in 
the erection of said building, the sum of $250,000; and to provide 
for said statues and other works of art and the contents of said 
building a further sum is proposed to be appropriated by this 
section of the bill of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

The bill provides, as a condition to the appropriations provided 
for by this section, that the Lewis and Clark Centennial and 
American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair shall set apart, to 
be used in the construction of said building, the sum of $50,000, 
and that the State of Oregon, acting by and through the Lewis 
and Clark Centennial Exposition Commission, shall have made 
available the appropriation toward the construction of said build- 
ing in the sum of $50,000, as authorized by the act of the legisla- 
tive assembly of the State of Oregon, approved January 30, 1903, 
it being the intention, as declared by the bill, that the appropria- 
tion authorized by Congress by this section shall be available 
whenever and as soon as said commission shall have been satis- 


fied that the sum of $100,000, whether appropriated by the Lewis | 


and Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Ori- 
ental Fair, or by the Lewisand Clark Centennial Exposition Com- 
mission, of Portland, Oreg., or both, has been used, or has been 
set aside to be used in the construction of such building; said 
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sum so proposed to be appropriated by this section of the bill to 
be available upon the order of the commission, payable as 0} her 
sums are authorized to be paid by this proposed act. 

It is provided, further, by this section that if said building shall 
not be completed on or before December 31, 1906, then the samo 
shall be carried on to completion under the direction and sy per- 
vision of the Secretary ofthe Treasury. 

It is provided by section 17 of the bill that the commissioners 
to be appointed by the President under this proposed act shal] 
receive as compensation for their services and expenses the sum 
of $4,000 each per annum, the same to be paid by the Secretar 
of the Treasury, and deducted from any money appropriated by 
the bill for said exposition. 

While section 18 provides that no member of said commission 
or of said Government board, whether an officer or otherwise, 
shall be personally liable for any debt or any obligation which 
may be created or incurred by said commission or by the United 
States Government board authorized by the bill. 

Section 19 of the bill recites in the nature of a whereas that in- 
asmuch as the State of Oregon has appropriated the sum of $500) 009 
to assist in holding said exposition, and the Lewis and Clark (en- 
tennial and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair has 
created a fund of $400,000, with an additional fund to be raised of 
$100,000, to assist in holding said exposition, aggregating $1 ,00) 000 
raised by the people of the State of Oregon toward the celebration 
of this epoch in American history, and inasmuch as States and 
Territories of the United States and several foreign countries have 
already signified their intention to participate in said exposition, 
and have appropriated large sums of money to assist in holding 
the same, therefore it is provided by this section of the bill, that 
there shall be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,500,000, in addition to the 
sums thereinbefore proposed to be appropriated by the bill, to aid 
in carrying forward said exposition, to pay the salaries of the 
members and secretary of the commission by the bill authorized, 
and such other necessary expenses as may be incurred by said 
commission in the discharge of its duties in connection with said 
exposition, and to discharge all such other obligations incurred 
by the Government on account of said exposition, except for the 
erection of its own buildings and the making and care of its own 
exhibits at said exposition, and excepting also the sum proposed 
to be appropriated for the erection of the Lewis and Clark me- 
morial building and to provide the contents thereof, as authorized 
by other sections of the bill. 

This section further provides that the money thus appropriated 
shall be disbursed under the direction of the Lewis and Clark 
Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair, 
under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and upon vouchers to be approved by 
such commission, acting by and through its president and secre- 
tary. 

While by section 20 it is made the especial duty of said na- 
tional commission to provide a full and complete exhibition at 


| said exposition of the arts, industries, manufactures, and prod- 


ucts of the soil, mines, forest, and other resources of the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, the Hawaiian Islands, the Philippine Islands, and 
the oriental countries, and to illustrate the commerce of thie Pa- 
cific Ocean; and to that end the President of the United States 1s 
authorized to designate any consul, vice-consul, or officer of the 
military or naval service of the United States to assist said com- 
mission in the collection of said exhibits. 

By section 21 the Secretary of War is authorized, at his discre- 
tion, to detail for special duty in connection with the Lewis and 
Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental 
Fair such officers of the Army as may be required, to report to 
the general commanding the Department of the Columbia; and 
the officers thus detailed shall not be subject to loss of pay or 
rank on account of such detail, nor shall any officer or employee 
of the United States receive additional pay or compensation be- 
cause of his services connected with such exposition from the 
United States or from such exposition. 

Section 22 of the bill proposes to appropriate the sum of $25,100, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to defray the expenses 
of an exhibition of the Indian industrial schools of the United 
States, to be placed in charge and under the control of the officers 10 
charge of the Chemawa Indian Training School, near Salem, Ore¢., 
and to be expended at the exposition by such officials, under the 
direction of said commission, so as to illustrate the work of the 
Government of the United States in this field; and such officials 
are authorized and required by the bill to make a special effort to 
represent therein the Indian tribes of the United States, and )ar- 
iomiens to represent the Indian tribes of the ‘‘ Oregon Country, 
their relics, memorials, customs, religions, numbers, and history. 

It is provided by section 23 that nothing shall be so construed 
in the bill as to create any liability of the United States, direct oT 
indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred, or for any claim !or 
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aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury of the 
United States in support or liquidation of any debts or obliga- 
tions created by said commission. 

Section 24 provides that medals with appropriate devices, em- 
blems, and inscriptions commemorative of the Lewis and Clark 
Exposition, and of the awards to be made to exhibitors thereat, 
shall be prepared at some mint of the United States for the board 
of directors of the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American 
Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair, a corporation; and in ad- 
dition thereto such numbers of what is commonly called the 
‘“ Jefferson medal,’’ the same to be in facsimile of the medals 
bearing the medallion portrait of Thomas Jefferson, President 
of the United States, distributed among the Indian tribes by Cap- 
tains Meriwether Lewis and William Clark in their expedition 
from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, as the board of 
directors of the .Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pa- 
cific Exposition and Oriental Fair may deem advisable, shall in 
like manner be prepared at some mint of the United States, for 
the boar@of directors thereof, the same to be distributed by sale 
or otherwise by such board of directors, in commemoration of 
the one hundredth anniversary of the exploration of the ‘* Oregon 
Country’ by Captains Meriwether Lewis and William Clark; 
and also facsimiles of the ‘‘ beaver money of Oregon Territory ”’ 
shall in like manner be prepared at some mint of the United 
States for the board of directors of the association, for distribu- 
tion, by sale or otherwise, by said board of directors, which said 
‘“ beaver money ’’ was authorized to be coined by the provisional 
government of Oregon by an act of the legislature thereof of 
February 16, 1849 (all subject, nevertheless, to the provisions of 
the twenty-seventh section of the coinage act of 1893), and upon 
payment of a sum not less than the actual cost thereof; and all 
provisions, whether penal or otherwise, of said coinage act against 
counterfeiting or imitating of coins of the United States are 
made to apply to the medals struck and issued under this bill. 

It is further and finally provided in the bill that the total ap- 
propriations provided for by the bill of $2,125,000 shall take effect 
and become available immediately upon the passage of the act. 

A final provision of the bill is to the effect that the Postmaster- 
jeneral of the United States shall be authorized and directed, 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, to grant to 
the commission to be created by this bill, and to the president, 
secretary, and director-general of the Lewis and Clark Centennial 
and American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair, a corporation, 
and to said corporation, and to the president and secretary of the 
Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition Commission of the State 
of Oregon, the franking privilege, by means of which the free use 
of the United States mails, until December 31, 1906, shall be en- 
joyed by said commission, president, secretary, director-general, 
and corporation aforesaid. 


DO NATIONAL INTEREST AND PATRIOTISM AND THE GENERAL WELFARE 
JUSTIFY THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION? 


Such, Mr. President, are the provisions and extent of the bill 
submitted for the consideration of the American Congress. 

In this connection the inquiry naturally suggests itself, Is the 
enterprise in whose interest the bill is drawn, and for the promo- | 
tion of which the appropriation is asked, of such a national char- 
acter as to justify the proposed legislation? Is the enterprise one 
which justly and properly appeals to national pride and the patri- 
otism of the American people? Is it one which, if consummated, 
will be not only a fitting monument to the foundation builders of 
one of the grandest epochs in American history, but which will 
at the same time be an industrial exposition of arts, Mhdustries, 
manufactures, and of the manifold products of the rivers, soil, 
mines, forests, and sea of the far West, and of the great Pacific 
Northwest, which will give a tremendous impetus to the devel- | 
opment and extension of the commerce of the Pacific Ocean and 
of oriental trade? 

In answer to these inquiries it is respectfully and confidently | 
suggested that no other historical event in our national existence | 
of an individual nature has done so much toward the development 
of American occupation and settlement, American commerce, 
domestic and foreign, and American civilization as has the geo- | 
graphic, scientific, and military expedition across the then track- | 
less American continent by Captains Meriwether Lewis and Wil- | 
liam Clark one hundred years ago. In fact, since the beginning | 


of time history fails to record any geographic and scientific explo- 
ration into the solitudes and dangers of an unexplored wilderness, 
and having for its purpose the reclamation from the dominion of | 
the barbarian more than one-half of a desolate continent and | 
Savage empire, and the extension of the dominion of civilization, | 
comparable with that planned by the immortal Jefferson and so | 
successfully executed by his courageous and intrepid military | 
officers, Lewis and Clark. 
Indeed, so faithfully and successfully did these chosen military | 
agents execute the dangerous and herculean task imposed upon 
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them that on its consummation President Jefferson made the fol- 
lowing declaration: 


Never did a similar event excite more joy throughout the United States. 
The humbliest of its citizens have taken a lively interest in the issue of this 


journey and looked with impatience for the information it would furnish. 
Yothing short of the official journals of this extraordinary and interesting 
journey will exhibit the importance of the service—the courage, devotion, 
zeal, and perseverance, under circumstances calculated to discourage, which 
animated this little band of heroes throughout the long, dangerous, and 
tedious travel. 

The character of this expedition and the mighty consequences 
flowing from it were clearly and succinctly stated by President 
Roosevelt in a speech at Portland, Oreg., on the 2ist day of May 
last, when, during his visit to that city, he laid the corner stone, 
in its beautiful park, of a monument the people of Oregon are 
erecting there in commemoration of the great historic achieve- 
ment of Lewis and Clark. Among other things, President Roose- 
velt said: 

We come here to-day to lay a corner stone that is to call to mind the great- 
est single pioneering feat on this continent—the voyage of Lewis and C.ark— 
which rounded out the ripe statesmanship of Jefferson and his followers by 

ies to the United States all of the domain between the Mississippi and the 
cic, 

The sailing of Columbus, with his three galleys and ninety men, 
from the port of Palos, in Spain, four hundred and eleven years 
ago on the 3d day of August last, in search of a new world, was 
an undertaking scarcely more courageous, venturesome, and dar- 
ing, or threatened with greater possible hardships and dangers, 
than was the starting from the Missouri River of Lewis and Clark 
and their small band of associates on May 14, 1804, on their per- 
ilous expedition across the continent. 

The one expedition sought and found a new world—a then 
hitherto unknown continent and adjacent islands, while the other 
had for its purpose the reclamation of one-half of the continent 
thus discovered by Columbus from a state of deep isolation and 
dark barbarism, and its conversion to a high state of civilization. 
Each was a mighty undertaking. Each was menaced by mani- 
fold unseen dangers. Each was planned by a prescience, genius, 
and courage seldom possessed by man or exemplified by human 
action. Each marked the beginning of a series of events incom- 
parable in importance and in the character and magnitude of 
their results. Each was the initiatory step in an epoch pregnant 
with consequences of the most gigantic and far-reaching charac- 
ter. Each was the beginning of a cycle that has but few, if any, 
parallels in the world’s history of physical development and hu- 
man progress. Each marked the beginning of an era—the one in 
the history of the world’s development, the other in that of Amer- 
ica, incomparable in character, unparalleled in fruitful results, 
and inéstimable in its value in the promotion of the general wel- 
fare and progress of the human race. 

The conspicuous part taken by Thomas Jefferson in the pur- 
chase of the Louisiana Territory from France im 1803, and in in- 
augurating about the same time and subsequently carrying to 
successful completion the Lewis and Clark expedition, is in and 
of itself enough to keep the name of Thomas Jefferson among the 
To 
the author of the Declaration of Independence and the founder 
of the University of Virginia the present generation and all the 
unborn generations of America owe a debt of lasting gratitude, 
of momentous magnitude, and which can never be fully liqui- 
dated. And no less does this demand on a nation’s and a people’s 
gratitude result from the part he took in the purchase of Louisi- 
ana Territory and in the Lewis and Clark expedition than from 
the fact that he was the author of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and the founder of the University of Virginia. 

While it is the intention of the management of the proposed 
Lewis and Clark Exposition—which, by the way, is in the hands 
and under the control of a large corps of able, energetic, wide- 
awake, successful business men of the Pacific coast States—to have 
not only a national but an oriental and international exposition 
that will demand the attention and admiration and receive the 
consideration and generous support, not only of the people and 
governments of the Orient, but of the people and governments 
of Europe, it is not expected it will be on the grand or extensive 
and expensive scale of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. That 
exposition, it is now conceded by all, will undoubtedly be the 
most elaborate and magnificent national and international indus- 
trial exposition the world hasever seen. Butif the United States 
can properly and appropriately contribute, as it has already done 
to the success of this grand universal exposition at St. Louis, the 
sum of $6,478,000 in honor of the Louisiana Purchase, then the 
great empire of the Far West—the people of the Pacific States and 
of the great Pacific Northwest feel warranted in expressing tho 
belief that they are entitled to a fraction less than one-third of 
that amount in aid of an exposition that will exhibit not only to 
the people of this country, but European and oriental countries, 
the wonderful products of a land which one hundred years ago 
was a territory incognito—the uninhabited, unsettled ** Oregon 
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Country ’’—and all in commemoration of the marvelous achieve- | THE “OREGON COUNTRY” HAS CONTRIBUTED $125,979,918.23 TO THE WEALTH 
ment of Lewis and Clark, by whose daring and courageous . OF TED BATE ee ee ee 
enterprise this great domain was rescued from barbarism, saved But in addition to this the fact must not be lost sight of that 
to this country, and brought within the pale of a high state of | the “‘ Oregon Country ”’ has, since its first settlement, contributed 
physical development, human progress, and advanced civilization. | to the wealth of the nation, from the bowels of the earth, in the 
APPROPRIATIONS HERETOFORE MADE IN AID OF THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE | output of the a metals, gold and silver, as follows: 

on ; ; That portion of the ‘‘ Oregon Country’’ now included in the 


EXPOSITION AT ST. LOUIS, MO. . o ied hn a 
The total appropriations to date in the interest of the Louisiana | sisi O00 enero eee. ian unt Ee and 
Purchase Exposition, at St. Louis, Mo., amount to $6,478,000. The | Washington has contributed $2,217,781.19 in gold and $46 on 7 
sum is made up of the following items: os. “a ~ ae 


- i a iat = siti nti 10.000 in silver; that portion included in the State of Idaho has evn- 

Uxpenses 0 1e Lousiana urchase Uomm1ssion, acto une 6, 1% -_ . . 9 ; 9 7K y ¢ + . ‘ 
‘Aid to Louisiana Purchase Exposition, St. Louis, Mo., act March 3, tributed $42,161,108 in gold and $2,087 ,750.67 in silver; that por- 
NOTE cccdciihin sceons naphamoatenn dnbeiwsedwancéucvebe velisabasssasescunias GAGGED | Tn, a. Ses 2 2. re of Oregon Country”’ has 
Buildings, by same act “Fans ee pane nn m0, 009 contributed approximately $40,000,000 in gold and $11,000,000 in 
overnment exhibit, act June 2, If ‘pantie . . ; wht . ; To 7 « ‘ 
Life-snving exhibit, act June 28 i902 _- silver, while that portion of Wyoming whic h formerly was a part 
Buildings, act June 28, 1902. __...- of the ‘‘ Oregon Country ”’ has contributed approximately $800,000 
in gold and $10,000 in silver, making a total contribution to the 













Indian exhibit, act June 28, 1902 ___-__- 
Agricultural exhibit, act March 3, 1908_. 


Alaska exhibit, act March 3, 1908 _.___.__. PRE AEMSMEL S: 50, 000 wealth of the nation in the gy metals since the beginning 
indian Territory exhibit, act March 8, 1903 _---------"7--7"-7-"77-"-. 953000 | Of the Government from the “Oregon Country,” in gold, of 
Expenses Senate committee, dedication of Louisiana Purchase Ex- $112,644,528.66 and $13,335,389.57 in silver, or a total of 
position . ° » 92 3 : s 
Expenses House committee, dedication of Louisiana Purchase Ex- $125,979,918.23 in precious metals alone. oe : ‘ 
SSID octet Tashien chsncieenigateaenteninmnmiaadhuanth atid tiainel alana 8,000 That the amounts shown by these statistics, which are taken 
——— | from the Mint reports, are less to the extent of many millions of 
CRUG .nnc cseckusbtodeanie dtkahleidiaeenseinsneediabidiie 6, 478,000 


dollars than the actual output of the precious metals in that Ter- 
ritory, I think will be conceded by all familiar with the history 
of the mining industries of the Pacific coast. 

Based upon these considerations, therefore, we feel justified in 
confidently appealing to the representatives of other sections of 
the country to aid in the manner and to the extent of the pending 
bill in a great national and international enterprise which it is 
believed will be of incalculable interest and benefit, not alone to 
the people of the ‘‘ Oregon Country”’ but to the people of every 
section of the United States. 

THE EXALTED PURPOSES OF THE LEWIS AND CLARK EXPOSITION. 

But the proposed exposition is not intended merely as a glorifi- 
cation over the progress that has been made in the physical (e- 
velopment of the ‘* Oregon Country,” or of hilarious exaltation 
over the manifold and immensely valuable products of field, and 
mine, and forest, and river of the ‘‘ Oregon Country,’’ but above 
and beyond all this it must not be forgotten that the successful 
expedition of Lewis and Clark was the solving of a mighty geo- 
graphical, political, and commercial problem which gave to this 
country and the people of this country an outlet to the Pacific 
Ocean, and the trade and commerce of the world; thus making it 
possible for the present and all future generations to realize and 
enjoy the political, social, religious, educational, and commercial 
advantages and blessings which flow from the very highest order 
of modern uncircumscribed civilization. 

But not this alone. The planting and development in that vast 
region of ethical, social, educational, and religious germs, the door 
for all of which was opened by the grand expeditionary enterprise 
of Lewis and Clark, was a work of momentous character and of 
great national utility, whose authors are deserving of national 
homage and their acts of national commemoration. 

THE GEOGRAPHICAL EXTENT, AND TITLE OF THE UNITED STATES TO THE 
“OREGON COUNTRY.” 

The history of the manner in which the territory formerly 
known as the ‘‘ Oregon Country ’’ became a part of the public (o- 
main of the United States, and the nature of the title under which 
we hold, its extent territorially, and its general characteristics. 
are all matters of the highest interest. Although the present 
State of Oregon includes within its boundaries an area of more 
than 30,000 square miles more than that included in the whole of 
the six New England States, it is but a fraction less than one- 
fifth in size of the original ‘‘ Oregon Country ”’ as claimed first |y 
Spain, and subsequently by the United States. Something 0! its 
magnitude and territorial extent can be realized when it is re- 
membered that after losing about 200,000 square miles by un- 
profitable and unwise compromise 285,123 square miles remain«|, 


In this connection let it be borne in mind that in comparison 
with other sections of the country, East, Central, North,and South, 
the great West and the Pacific Northwest have not had much 
encouragement or aid from the General Government—none in fact 
in the way of aid to any industrial exposition. 

THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE “OREGON COUNTRY” TO THE NATIONAL 

TREASURY. 

It is both interesting and instructive to consider the vast money 
contributions made to the National Treasury by the ‘‘ Oregon 
Country ”’ in the last fifty-two years, commencing with the year 
1851 and counting to the present date. 

The total customs receipts from Oregon alone for the years 
1851-1903 was $13,715,043.12; from the territory included in the 
State of Washington, $6,015,362.71; and from that included in the 
State of Idaho, $627,098.17; making the total of customs receipts 
alone in the last fifty-two years from the ‘* Oregon Country,”’ not 
including contributions from those portions of the States of Mon- 
tana and Wyoming which were originally parts of the ‘‘ Oregon 
Country,’’ 1851-1903, inclusive, $20,357,504; while the total inter- 
nal-revenue receipts from the ‘‘ Oregon Country ’”’ for the fiscal 
years 1863-1903, inclusive, covering the last forty years, was $14,- 
255,809.23; thus making a grand total from customs and internal- 
revenue receipts paid into the Treasury by the ‘‘ Oregon Country ”’ 
in the last fifty-two years, to say nothing of the large amounts paid 
in prior to that date, of $34,613,313.23; while the amount of cash re- 
ceived from the sale of public lands in the ‘‘ Oregon Country ”’ for 
the fiscal years 1854-1908, inclusive, amounted to $20,255,744.37, 
making a grand total of $54,869,057.70, all within a fraction of 
less than one-half of a century. 

A balancing of the books, as will be presently seen, will show 
at a glance that the money contributions made to the General 
Government and the United States Treasury by the ‘‘ Oregon 
Country’ are many millions of dollars in excess of the expendi- 
tures on the part of the Government for development, improve- 
ment, and maintenance in such territory, including appropriations 
for rivers and harbors, the construction and repair of public 
buildings, for the establishment of light-houses, revenue vessels, 
and other aids to commerce, surveys of the public lands, for 
maintenance of the Federal courts, and the Indian service, in- 
cluding salaries of all Federal officials. A careful estimate will 
show that the contributions exceed the expenditures in the sum 
of about $37,000,000. . 

Notwithstanding these large contributions to the Treasury of 

the United States by the *‘ Oregon Country,’’ and notwithstand- 
ing the fact of the great number of important rivers and harbors 
located within the ‘* Oregon Country,”’ all in need of improvement | and out of which three great States, and large portions of two 
by the National Government, there have been expended all told | others—namely, Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and parts of Mon- 
for rivers and harbors in that area since the beginning of the | tana and Wyoming—have been carved. 
Government to the present time but $13,181,731.55, while the total The history of the various titles under which our Governm:«n 
amount expended in the balance of the area of the United States, | asserted title to this vast domain in the prolonged diplomatic ««! 
since the beginning of the Government, for the improvement of | test with Great Britain for the supremacy is highly interestinz. 
rivers and harbors is $388,378 602.98. Our title was of a triple character: 

While the amount expended by the National Government dur- First. Discovery and settlement by Spain, to which title ' -e suc 
ing the same time in the ‘‘Oregon Country ’”’ in the erection and | ceeded; 
improvement of public buildings was but $2,344,794.90; for the Second. Discovery in our own right in 1792, followed by the 
construction of light-houses and other aids to commerce, but | scientific exploration of Lewis and Clark, and subsequently ly 
$1,608,596.20; and for surveys of public lands, but $2,177,830.82. actual settlement; and 

The statement. therefore, that the great West, formerly known Third. Cession from France of the Louisiana territory. 
as the ‘‘ Oregon Country,’’ has not received that national recog- The Lewis and Clark scientific exploration was one of the first 
nition to which it is justly entitled, especially in view of the fact | steps following discovery by Captain Gray looking to its reclama- 
of its large contributions to the National Treasury, can hardly be | tion and settlement, and which was followed by the two Wins)i') 
questioned. | brothers, of Boston, who made the first attempted settlement on 
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the Columbia River after Gray’s discovery. They sailed from 
Boston in 1809 in two ships, the O’ Kaine, of which Jonathan was 
captain, and the Albatross, of which Nathan was master. The 
0’ Ku ine went direct to California, while the Albatross went to the 
Sandwich Islands and thence to the Columbia River, arriving 
there with 50 men on board early in the spring of 1810. The ves- 
sel proceeded up the river a distance of 40 miles, opposite the place 
now known as ‘‘ Oak Point,”’ where they disembarked, cleared a 
small tract of land, erected a building, and planted vegetables, 
all of which, however, were demolished and swept away by the 
June floods of the same year, when Captain Nathan Winship re- 
embarked with his men, joined his brother in California, and, 
learning of Astor's expedition, never returned. 

This was followed by the establishment of the town of Astoria 
by John Jacob Astor in 1811. The war of 1812 coming on, the 
English captured Astoria, hauled down the American flag, and 
hoisted the English ensign, and changed the name of the fort 
from Fort Astor to Fort George; but at the close of the war in 
1818 it was restored to the United States by the treaty, which 
stipulated the restoration of “‘ all territory, places, and possessions 
whatsoever taken by either party from the other during the war.”’ 
In this restoration the English denominated it ‘‘ the settlement.”’ 
However many may have been the occupants of this country, 
or those employed by the Hudson Bay Company prior to that, 
this was unquestionably the first permanent settlement made by 
white men in the valley of the Columbia or in the territory of 
Oregon, and this was by American citizens. The claim, there- 
fore, to rightful settlement of the ‘‘ Oregon Country,”’ now com- 
prising the whole of the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, 
and parts of Montana and Wyoming, can rightfully attach only 
to the United States. 

The Lewis and Clark scientific exploration, therefore, and the 
acts of settlement which followed constitute one of the highest, 
if, indeed, not the very highest, element of the second claim to title 
to that country made by our Government in its prolonged diplo- 
matic controversy with Great Britain, namely, that of ‘* discovery 
in our own right in 1792, followed by scientific exploration and 
actual settlement.”’ 

In connection, however, with the proposed centennial exposi- 
tion and the passing of the continent by the great explorers, 
Lewis and Clark, it is interesting to note briefly the respective 
claims made by the different governments to the ‘‘ Oregon Coun- 
try,’ and also to call attention to the character of the diplomatic 
controversies by which these several claims were finally disposed 
of and settled. 

It is a matter of history that for nearly three centuries prior to 
1790 Spain had been making claim, on account of alleged discov- 
ery, to all of the Oregon territory, extending from the forty-second 
degree of north latitude, not only to 54° 40’, but to the sixty- 
first parallel, and extending from the Pacific Ocean eastward to 
thecentral heights of the Rocky Mountains. 
avast empire. Its geographic extent was about 760 miles from 
north to south and about 650 miles from east to west, embracing 
an area of about 494,000 square miles, or seven and one-half times 
greater than all of the New England States put together, two and 
one-half times as large as the whole of Spain, and more than 50,000 


square miles more than all of Spain, France, and Portugal com- | 


bined. 

This claim of Spain dated back two hundred and seventy-seven 
years prior to 1790, or about three hundred and ninety years ago, 
the inceptive right being based by some on the alleged discovery 
of the Pacific Ocean by Balboa in 1513, when he assumed posses- 
sion of it as a private sea in the name and for the benefit of the 


It was in dimensions | 
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Spanish Crown. But this claim had slight ground; indéed, no | 


really good ground of support, though it was somewhat strength- 
ened from time to time by the navigation of its coasts and the oc- 


cupation of its territory by the Spanish navigators, Maldonado in | 


1528 and Farrello in 1548. In 1592 San Juan de Fuca, a Greek 
navigator in the Spanish service, entered the strait bearing his 
name, which now separates the United States from the British 
possessions. 
great northwestern passage connecting the two oceans. 


He then for the time supposed he had discovered the | 
In 1774 | 


the navigator, Juan Peres, sailed from San Blas January 25, land- | 


ing first on the northeastern coast of Queen Charlotte Island, near 
the fifty-fourth parallel. Humboldt says he was the first of all 
the European navigators to anchor in Nootka Sound, in latitude 
49° 30. This he named Port San Lorenzo. Four years later it 
was by Captain Cook called King George’s Sound. Heceta, the 


Spanish navigator, visited the coast in 1775, and Galiano and | 


Valdes in 1792; that they explored the entire Oregon coast and 
even farther northward is an, historical fact which can not be 
que stoned. , 

Prior to 1790 the vague claim of Spain to this vast territory was 
not seriously disputed by any power, although Great Britain had 
been feebly making a claim scarcely less ancient, though based on a 
more fragile and less defensible title. 





Great Britain rested originally (although subsequently that source 
of title was virtually abandoned) on the acts, familiar to all, of 


Sir Francis Drake, the English buccaneer and filibusterer, whoin 


1577 with five armed vessels had sailed from England, with the 


connivance of Queen Elizabeth, ostensibly for a voyage to Egypt, 
but in fact on a filibustering expedition against Spain. 
later, in 1579, having reached the waters of the Pacific Ocean 


Two years 


through the Straits of Magellan, his fleet encountered storms, re- 
ducing it to one schooner of 100 tons burden and his naval force 
to sixty men. Just how far Drake sailed northward along the 
California and Oregon coasts isa matter of doubt, some historians 
asserting he went as far as 42°, others 43°, and some say as far as 
48°. All agree, however, that having encountered storms, he re- 
turned tothe thirty-eighth parallel and landed in a bay, now sup- 
posed to be either the present bay of San Francisco or the Bay of 
Bodega, where, as one historian tells us, he accepted from the 
savages of the far West, in the name of Queen Elizabeth, ‘* coro- 
nation, scepter, and sovereignty.’’ Great Britain, however, in her 
prolonged contest with the United States placed no reliance on the 
acts of Drake, but based her claim on the right of discovery of 
the ‘‘Oregon Territory’’ by Captain Cook in 1778, and subse- 
quently on alleged discoveries by Captain Mears in 1788, and by 
Captain Vancouver in 1792, 1793, and 1794. 

It was claimed, moreover, that Great Britain was the first to 
acquire what was termed a “ beneficial interest in those regions 
by commercial intercourse.”’ 

Resting on these respective titles—that of Great Britain cer- 
tainly lacking in every respect all those essential elements which 
constitute a real foundation for a valid claim of sovereignty—these 
two great rival powers, Spain and Great Britain, came into con- 
tention over their respective claims to and in this vast territory 
in 1790, resulting in what is known in history as ‘‘ The Nootka 
Convention.’’ The claim of England was then hardly one of sov- 
ereignty, but rather, as she asserted, ‘‘ an indisputable right to 
the enjoyment of a free and uninterrupted navigation, commerce, 
and fishing and to the possession of such establishments as they 
should form, with the consent of the natives of the country, not 
previously occupied by any European nations.”’ 

In the assertion of these alleged rights on the part of Great 
Britain and the Spanish contention on the part of the Spanish 
Crown the conflicting and rival claims to sovereignty were at- 
tempted to be upheld, as one historian tells us, ‘‘ by an occasional 
visit by vessels, temporarily trading with the natives, some fish- 
ing, and a few shanties.’’ The Spanish authorities, denying the 
rights asserted by Great Britain, seized and confiscated her ves- 
sels and other property employed in the assertion of her claims 
to occupation, if not indeed to sovereignty. It was this conflict 
which resulted in the ‘* Nootka Convention of 1790.’’ 

That Great Britain gained nothing by that treaty in respect of 
her alleged rights as to sovereignty, tenancy, or commerce in any 
of the countries bordering on the Pacific Ocean is conceded by 
all historians. That her claims, both as to discovery and prior 
occupation, submitted to that convention were absolutely base- 
less as against those of Spain or any other power must be con- 
ceded. Even should we concede all that has ever been claimed 
by the most ardent historian in respect to the achievements of 
Sir Francis Drake and others, it amounts to nothing as against 
the Spanish claim; and soin reference to the alleged discovery by 
the British captains, Cook, Mears, and Vancouver, for the evi- 
dence is conclusive that this same coast had been navigated and 
the land discovered more than two hundred and sixty years be- 
fore by the Spanish navigator Maldonado in 1528. If, then, Great 
Britain gained nothing in her claim either as to sovereignty or 
occupancy by the *‘ Nootka Treaty ’’ of 1790, as she clearly did 
not, she certainly had no right to complain. 

When this treaty was submitted to the British Parliament, it 
was denounced by the opposition as a cowardly surrender. Sir 
Charles Fox said: 

Nothing has been gained, but, on the contrary, much has been surrendered. 

And speaking further, Mr. Fox said: 

Our right before the convention, whether admitted or denied by Spain, 
was of no consequence, was to settle any part of South or Northwestern 
America not fortified against us by previous occupancy, and we are now re- 
stricted to settle in certain places only and under certain conditions. Our 
rights of fishing extended to the whole ocean, and now it is limited and not 
to be exercised within certain distances of Spanish settlements. Our right 
of making settlements was not as now a right to build huts, but to plant colo- 
nies if we thought proper. In renouncing all right to make settlements in 


South America we have given to Spain what she considered as inestimable 
and have in return been contented with dross. 


But whatever rights Great Britain had by virtue of the ‘‘ Nootka 
treaty ’’ of 1790 were lost and totally destroyed when in 1796 Spain 
declared war against Great Britain, as it is a principle of public 
law that a declaration of war destroys all treaties between the 
belligerents. 

The claim of Spain to all of the Oregon territory south of the 
sixty-first parallel was acknowledged by the Russian Government, 


This claim on the part of | the only power holding claims of any value which conflicted with 








de 


Spain. In 1790 complaints had been made to the Russian court 
against Russian subjects for invading Spanish territory south of 
61° of north latitude. To this complaint the Emperor of all the 
Russias, through the proper channels, replied in the following 
words: 

The Emperor assures the King of 





Spain he is extremely sorry that the re- 


peated orders issued to prevent subjects of Russia from violating in the | 


smallest degree the territory belonging to another power should have been | +). years 1791 and 1792 in this effort, but without result. 


disobeyed. 

This was a clear and unequivocal recognition of the sovereignty 
of Spain to all territory south of the sixty-first parallel. 

The contention on the part of Great Britain that whatever 
rights the United States acquired in the Oregon territory in virtue 
of the treaty with Spain, known as the “ Florida treaty’’ of 1819, 
were subject to certain rights of Great Britain as to alleged 
joint occupancy with Spanish subjects, existing in virtue of the 
‘**Nootka’’ treaty of 1790, was completely annihilated, first by 
Secretary Calhoun in 1843 and subsequently by Secretary Buch- 
anan in 1845. They clearly demonstrated two propositions: First, 
that not only had Great Britain acquired no rights of sovereignty 
in virtue of the treaty of 1790 with Spain, but by that treaty the 
sovereignty of Spain was directly conceded; for the only rights 
fully recognized to Great Britain in that treaty were that her 
subjects should not be disturbed in landing on the coasts in places 
already occupied for the purpose of carrying on trade with the 
natives. Second, that the treaty of 1790 was abrogated by the 
declaration of war by Spain against Great Britain in 1796; that 
by that war it fell to the ground and was never resurrected, and 
therefore every right which Great Britain had in virtue of its 
provisions vanished. In their discussion the principle of public 
law that war terminates all subsisting treaties between the bellig- 
erent powers was discussed with great ability. It was clearly 
shown that the only exception to this general rule is in cases of a 
treaty recognizing certain sovereign rights as belonging to a 
nation which had previously existed independently of any treaty 
engagement—that is to say, those rights which the treaty did not 
create, but simply recognized, can not be destroyed by war be- 
tween the governments constituting parties to the treaties. 

The treaty of peace, for instance, between this country and 
Great Britain of 1783, wherein Great Britain acknowledged that 
the United States was “‘ free, sovereign, and independent’’ is of 
this exceptional character—a right recognized, but not granted 
by treaty, and hence a right which can not be destroyed by war. 

The claim of Spain to the “*‘ Oregon Country,” that is, the terri- 
tory lying on the Pacific Ocean north of the forty-second parallel, 
and extending to 54° 40’, did not rest alone on discovery and set- 
tlement, but also as-being embraced in and a part of the ancient 
Louisiana, ceded by France to Spain in 1762, and by a secret ar- 
rangement receded to France in 1800, then ceded by France again 
to the United States in 1803, known as the “‘ Louisiana Purchase.”’ 

Whatever claim, therefore, Spain had to the *‘ Oregon country ”’ 
in 1800, prior to her cession to France, in virtue either of discovery 
and settlement on the one hand, or by cession from France as a 
part of the ancient Louisiana on the other. vested in the United 
States by the Louisiana purchase. That Spain, therefore, was 
the real and sole sovereign owner of the whole of Oregon Terri- 
tory as against Great Britain there can be no doubt, and the 
United States succeeded to all the rights which Spain ever had— 
first, by the cession from France in 1803, and, second, by virtue of 
the Florida treaty and cession from Spain in 1819. 

THE REAL DISCOVERER OF THE “OREGON COUNTRY.” 

Whatever may be said as to discovery, tenancy, occupation, ex- 

oration, and settlement of that vast region of the mighty West 
ying north of the forty-second parallel and extending to the ridge 
of the Rocky Mountains, or whatever may be the character of 
those claims on the part of any country, the glory of the actual 
discovery and of the real scientific exploration and actual settle- 
ment belongs to America and the United States, and on that high 
and unimpeachable title, irrespective of all others, has our country 
forever stood, and can forever stand, in its claim to the territory 
of Oregon. The only regrettable thing is that the United States 
should ever by compromise have bartered away unnecessarily any 
yortion of that vast territory. The claim 54° 40’, made by the 
Jemocracy in the campaign of 1844, should in my judgment never 
have been abandoned, but maintained to the bitter end. 

The first real assertion of sovereignty in all that vast region 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 












DECEMBER 


17, 


support of this effort all manner of claims were from time +, 
time set up. A suspicion had been entertained for many years 
perhaps a century prior to 1792, in the minds of Spanish and 
English navigators that a large river emptied somewhere into tha 
waters of the Pacific Ocean, and the English navigators, Mears 
and Vancouver, had been instructed by their respective Govern. 
ments to make every effort to discover it. They spent months in 


‘* Mears,” said one historian, ‘‘ failed to find the mouth of the 


| supposed river when he was led to explore for it in the Straits of 


Fuca, and made permanent record of his failure in the two titles 
he left there—‘ Cape Disappointment’ and ‘ Deception Bay.’ ”’ 

The same historian in speaking of Vancouver says: ** Vancouver 
scrutinized that coast for about 250 miles and so minutely that 
the surf was constantly seen from the masthead to break on its 
shores. Thus he failed to discover the mouth of the Columbia, 
mistaking evidently the breakers on its fearful bars for coast 
surf.”’ 

This entry was made in his journal April 29, 1792, only twelve 
days prior to the date when Captain Gray made the discovery, 
and yet because the English navigator Vancouver subsequently 
sailed farther up the river than did Captain Gray, the latter direct- 
ing him how to find the entrance, Great Britain insisted that he, 
and not Captain Gray, was the discoverer of the Columbia, and 
that all the rights which attached to such discovery belonge to 
England and not to the United States. In discussing this phase 
of the Oregon question, Professor Twiss, of Oxford University, in 
an elaborate paper said: “‘ Captain Gray’s claim is limited to the 
mouth of the river.”’ The historian, Barrows, in commenting on 
this character of reasoning very pertinently says: ‘* Thus the dis- 
covery Of a river is made a progressive work by English claim- 
ants, as if one should discover the Mississippi at New Orleans, 


| another at Memphis, another at Cairo, anaqther at the mouth of 


the Missouri, and so on to the Falls of St. Anthony, as if the dis- 
covery of a lost cable were progressive as the separate links of the 
chain were hauled on board.” ‘If,’ says the historian, ‘this 
had not been said by plenipotentiaries we should call it puerile.” 

Mears not only did not discover the Columbia River, but, on the 
contrary, he expressly declared there was no such river emptying 
into the Pacific Ocean. ‘‘ Wecan now safely assert”’ said he in 
his report, “‘ that there is no such river as that of St. Roque, as 
laid down on the Spanish charts.”” And, as if to emphasize the 
failure of his expectations, he named the promontory lying north 
of the inlet where he had expected to discover it ‘‘Cape Disap- 
pointment’’ and the inlet itself ‘‘ Deception Bay,’’ names by 
which they have been known ever since. 

Gray’s discovery and the purchase of Louisiana territory were 
quickly followed by scientific exploration on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, asalso by settlement on the part of 
its citizens. The expedition of Lewis and Clark organized before 
and sent out immediately after the Louisiana purchase was one 
of the most daring, difficult, dangerous, and at the same time 
successful, of all expeditions of which history of this or of any 
other country gives record. There seems to be some difference in 
the statements of historians as to the number composing that ex- 
pedition. According to Barrows it consisted of 28 persons in all— 
Lewisand Clark voyagéurs, 9 young Kentuckians, 14 United States 
soldiers,2 Canadian voyagéurs,and 1 negro, the body servant of Cap- 


| tain Clark. According, however, to the probably accurate notes of 
| Doctor Cones to his new edition of the history of that expedition, 
| it consisted of 45 men from Missouri tothe Mandan country, and of 


occurred when on May 11, 1792, Captain Gray, of Boston, an Ameri- | 


can citizen and navigator and naval officer during the Revolution- 
ary war, master of the merchant ship Colwmbia, discovered and 
entered the mouth of that great river of the West. He ascended 
its waters a distance of 25 miles, remaining there nine days. and 
named the river ‘“‘ Columbia,”’ in honor of his ship, planted the 
American flag on its shores, and took possession of the country in 
the name of the United States. 


82, including Lewis and Clark, thereafter across the continent, the 
others returning from that point, as was the original programme. 
The authority under which Captains Lewis and Clark acted, as 
stated in the commission issued to them by President Jefferson, 
was ‘‘ to explore the river Missouri and its principal branches to 
their sources, and then to seek to trace to its termination in the 
Pacific some river, whether the Columbia, the Oregon, the Colo- 
rado, or any other which might offer the most direct practicable 
water communication across the continent for the purposes of 
commerce.”’ 
The time occupied by these courageous men in consummating 
the important and hazardous duty assigned them by their Gov- 
ernment was two years four alia and nine days, during w hich 
time they traveled more than 9,000 miles through an unbroken 
and trackless wilderness. _— 
The start was made May 14, 1804, from their camp on the Missis- 
sippi near the mouth of the Missouri, and, returning, they reached 
St. Louis September 23, 1806. They discovered the headwaters 
of the Missouri and the Columbia, and followed the waters of te 
latter until they landed at Cape Disappointment, at the mouth ‘ f 
the Columbia River, in Oregon, November 15, 1805. They re 
mained there in camp until March 23, 1806, a period of more than 


Indefatigable were the efforts of | four months, when they commenced their ascent of the Colum)ia 
Great Britain to wrest this honor from the United States, and in ! River in their canoes on their return trip. 





1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Dede 





_-_—_— 


The hardships experienced by these brave men and by the coura- 
geous pioneers—men and women—who in the next half century fol- 
jowed in their footsteps and braved the innumerable hardships and 
dangers of the far West have never been, nor can they be, fully 
depicted by pen or tongue. To them are the people of America 
ereatly indebted, for they have hewn out with willing hands, 
horne on stalwart shoulders, and set with stability in its ever- 
lasting resting place the foundation stone of one of the grandest 
pillars, upon which, in part, rests to-day the superb superstruc- 
ture of American development and American civilization. 

How strangely interesting and pathetic is the history, and how 
peculiar the vicissitudes surrounding the livesof some men! Both 
of these intrepid explorers subsequently became governor, at dif- 
ferent periods, of Missouri Territory. Captain William Clark, 
seven years after his return from the great exploring expedition 
that has rendered the name of Meriwether Lewis and William Clark 
immortal, became governor of Missouri Territory, serving in that 
capacity from 1813 to 1821, and as superintendent of Indian affairs 
at St. Louis from 1822 untilhisdeath. While Captain Meriwether 
Lewis, after passing through all the untold hardships and perils 
of that memorable expedition, returned to serve a brief time as 
governor of the Missouri Territory from 1807 to 1809, and then 
at a comparatively early age, to find a lonely grave in the forests 
of Tennessee, either as a felo de se or as a victim at the hand of 
an assassin, just which, history has never yet definitely deter- 
mined. But where or when or how they died, they can each ex- 
claim with the blind poet of old, “‘“Exegi monumentum aere 
pe renneus., 


THE UNITED STATES COUPLED SCIENTIFIC BXPLORATION AND ACTUAL SET- 
TLEMENT WITH OCCUPANCY. 

But not only by succession to every right which both France 
and Spain had to the ‘Oregon Country,”’ either in virtue of occu- 
pation or otherwise, not only by the right of sovereignty which 
attaches to the discoverer of a new country, nor yet by those rights 
which follow in the wake of scientific exploration, did the Gov- 
ernment of the United States rest its claim to the territory of 
Oregon; but added to all these is that other accumulated right, 
which is the result not simply of occupancy, but of actual settle- 
ment. The law of nations recognizes a wide difference between 
those rights which attach to mere occupancy and those which 
attach to actual settlement. The natives of this territory in their 
wild, uncivilized state were mere occupants, mere tenants, they 
were not settlers. The Hudson Bay trappers and traders who in- 
vaded Oregon territory in pursuit of peltries and furs, were mere 
occupants, similiar in all respects in the light of the law in regard 
to territorial rights which result from such occupancy as those 
which attach to the natives; they were not settlers within the 
legal signification of that term, nor did they attract to themselves 
those territorial and sovereign rights which international law ac- 
cords to settlers. The interests of civilization, says the law of 
that civilization, can not permit a great empire of wild country 
to remain as such for the use of wild men for a game life; no less 
could the law of that civilization permit this great foreign mo- 
nopoly, the Hudson Bay Company, to occupy such country for the 
sole purpose of accumulating and speculating on the spoils of the 
hunter, and without any effort whatever to either develop or in- 
crease the natural productions of the country, or locate or pro- 
mote a single settlement. 

[t was, therefore, by mere occupancy and not by settlement 
that England sought originally to strengthen her claim and to 
acquire rights in the Oregon territory. With the United States 
aud the people of the United States it was entirely different. 
With the latter occupancy was coupled with that other and higher 
attribute of development and civilization, namely, scientific ex- 
ploration and actual settlement. 


For instance, Astor’s project contemplated not merely the occu- 


pancy of this distant territory for purposes similar to the Hud- 
son Bay Company; his purposes were of a much higher order; 
they embraced seétlement, the establishment of civil society, the 
physical development of the country, the leveling of the forests, 
the construction of houses, the cultivation of the land, the build- 
ing of homes, the erection of schoolhouses and churches, the mak- 
ing of towns and cities, the establishing of marts, the creation of 
commercial arteries, and the establishment of such civil institu- 
tions as would tend to attach the new territory with bonds indis- 
soluble to the States of the American Union, and thus weaken 
and finally and forever sever every adverse claim, and at.the same 
time expand and develop the country and the commercial and po- 
‘iUcal prestige and power of the nation. Irving, in his ‘‘Astoria,”’ 


Summarizes the plans and expectations of Astor in these words: 
t He c nsidered his projected establishment at the mouth of the Columbia as 
ger: ‘uporium to an immense commerce; as a colony that would form the 


— of a wide civilization; that would, in fact.carry the American popula- 
an the Rocky Mountains, and spread it along the shores of the Pa- 
t, a3 it already animated the shores of the Atlantic. 
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THE HUDSON BAY COMPANY—A POWERFUL AND INFLUENTIAL AGENT OF 
THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT. 


That Great Britain, operating through divers influential chan- 
nels, notably the Hudson Bay Company, reenforced as it was in 
1821 by consolidation with the Canadian Northwest Company of 
Montreal, exerted a most formidable power against the settle- 
ment of Oregon territory by Americans, and the waves of whose 
infiuence reached Washington, and for a time threatened the loss 
of the whole territory, is an historical fact well established. 
That Daniel Webster, as Secretary of State, was by these influ- 
ences at one time convinced that the whole territory was an un- 
broken waste of sandy deserts, impassable mountains and impene- 
trable jungles there can be no room for doubt. These powerful 
influences had been operating in divers ways prior to 1842 for 
more than a third of acentury. Their effect on the individual 
and public mind in the East, and on the official mind as well in 
Washington, was marked in the highest degree. That Webster, 
as Secretary of State, had seriously contemplated including the 
whole of this territory in the Ashburton treaty, and subsequently 
in a separate treaty, in exchange to Great Britain for certain cod 
fisheries in Newfoundland, is beyond question. 

The insidious and powerfully effective influences and the re- 
markably successful aggressions of the Hudson Bay Company are 
best illustrated by the triumphs it achieved in the face of what 
seemed insurmountable obstacles. Although its original charter 
dates back to Charles II of England, in 1670, by which it was 
granted certain important rights, forty years prior to that a simi- 
lar charter had been granted to the Canadian Northwest Fur 
Company by Louis XIII of France. Prior to 1821 this company 
was in numbers, capital, influence, and power vastly superior to 
and a most formidable rival of the Hudson Bay Company; yet 
the latter, notwithstanding all this, through its superior manage- 
ment and great diplomacy, compelled the former in 1821 to yield 
to and accept its own terms as to union and consolidation, and 
from that date the Hudson Bay Company, thus reenforced in capi- 
tal, numbers, and influence, and in the number and extent of its 
outposts, directed all its vast energies and immense powers to 
wrest from the United States and obtain eventually for Great 
Britain the whole of the ‘‘ Oregon Country.”’ 

But notwithstanding these superior rights on the part of the 
United States, in virtue not only of occupancy but also of scien- 
tific exploration and settlement entitling this country to exclusive 
sovereign rights in the whole of the Oregon territory. the fact 
that the, Hudson Bay Company had extended its operations into 
that region, and was engaged in trade there with the Indians, in- 
duced our Government to make the fatal mistake of entering into 
a treaty with Great Britain in 1818 providing for joint occupancy 
for a period of ten years. This stipulation was extended indefi- 
nitely by another treaty with Great Britain in 1827, promulgated 
May 15, 1828. 

These treaties, however, were not intended, nor did they or 
either of them in any manner attempt, to determine the respective 
sovereign claims of the United Staies and Great Britain, or in 
fact those of any other government, to this territory; they were 
intended only, as expressly stated in the treaties, ‘‘ to prevent dis- 
putes and differences among the occupants of that territory.”’ 

That the Government of the United States made a fearful mis- 
take in ever consenting by treaty stipulation that Great Britain 
should, through its subjects, occupy the ‘‘ Oregon Territory ”’ 
jointly with our citizens for a period of twenty-eight years, in- 
stead of standing, in 1817, on our rights as sovereign and insist- 
ing that they should be respected, is now, I think, pretty gener- 
ally conceded. The value of the furs of which this country was 
stripped by the Hudson Bay Company in that time was immense, 
amounting to many millions of dollars. In the four years, 1834 
to 1837, the Hudson Bay Company alone, according to reliable sta- 
tistics, killed in that region (the Oregon country) over 3,500,000 
fur-bearing animals, including beaver, marten, otter, fox, musk- 
rat, bear, ermine, fitchew, lynx, mink, wolf, badger, and raccoon. 
The American fur traders could not compete with the Hudson 
Bay Company, as all the supplies of the latter came in free of du 

But the fact that by the joint occupancy this great monopoly 
was enabled to strip the country of its wealth was as nothing 
compared with the powerfully hostile influence it constantly ex- 
erted against the settlement of the country by Americans and the 
foothold it afforded Great Britain, enabling that power to suc- 
cessfully postpone for nearly a century the final settlement of the 
question as to our rights, and which in the end compelled us to 
compromise and deprived us of that vast extent of territory lying 
between the forty-ninth parallel and 54°40’, the Rocky Mountains 
and the Pacific Ocean. Thomas H. Benton and many other lead- 
ing men denounced this policy of joint occupation. Senator Ben- 
ton, in 1845, referring to the treaty of joint occupation, said: ‘‘I 
have been clear against joint occupation for twenty-eight years 
as a treaty of unmixed mischief to the United States.’’ Histo- 


ty 
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furs of the value of over $1,000,000 annually, amounting to per- 
haps $30,000,000 in the twenty-eight years of joint occupancy. 

It was the entirely too ready disposition on the part of our Gov- 
ernment at the outset, in 1824, 1826, and 1829, to compromise our 


rights in the Oregon territory which resulted eventually in a loss | 


to this country of territory the value of which can not be esti- 
mated. Both Presidents Tyler and Polk were handicapped by the 
offer of settlement made to Great Britain under former adminis- 
trations, in which the Government had consented from time to time 
to a compromise on the forty-ninth parallel. This, then, was the 
status of the ‘‘ Oregon Country’ from the date of our treaty with 
Great Britain in 1818 until our treaty of 1846, a period of twenty- 
eight years. It was one of joint occupancy in virtue of treaty 
stipulations between the two countries, and it was during these 
twenty-eight years that the great battle as to the ultimate owner- 
ship of Oregon was fought and won. It was not wholly, though 
in part, a warfare of men on the field of carnage. It was amighty, 
a prolonged—in one sense a physical, and in another sense a dip- 
lomatic—contest between the vanguards of two civilizations and 
of two mighty nations, each contending with the other for the 
supremacy, and each also with the uncivilized, bloodthirsty sav- 
ages whose country was being invaded. though for their civiliza- 
tion and ultimate good. Such was the political status, emphasized 
by treaty stipulation, as to induce the belief on the part of Great 
Britain that the ultimate right to the whole territory would be 
determined, not so much by the question of priority of discovery, 
exploration, and settlement, but rather by the character and ea- 
tent of settlement in the years that should intervene during the 
period of joint occupancy, and before the final decision should be 
made by arbitration or otherwise. 

During this period two processes seemed to inspire the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain as a means of ultimately securing to her- 
self the absolute ownership of the whole of the vast ‘‘ Oregon 
Country.’’ One was to impress on our public men and the Gov- 
ernment at Washington in every possible manner the alleged 
worthlessness of the territory; the other was to push forward 
unremittingly through the instrumentality of the great govern- 
mental organ, the Hudson Bay Company, actual settlements in 
the territory. That they succeeded in a very large degree in im- 
pressing many of the prominent officials of our Government that 
the whole territory was a worthless waste, not worth having, 
much less worth contending for, is made clearly apparent from 
the Congressional debates during the twenty-eight years of joint 
occupancy, and for many years thereafter, even as late as 1846. 

In view of the present status of this mighty empire of civiliza- 
tion and human progress it would not be uninteresting, but 
rather amusing, to recall some of the declarations made in the 
Senate of the United States by prominent men who had been thus 
influenced by misleading representations and reports from these 
sources. For instance, Senator McDuffie, of South Carolina, in 
discussing in the United States Senate in 1843 the bill of Senator 
Linn, of Missouri, extending the laws of the United States over 
the territory of Oregon, and proposing grants of the public lands 
to American citizens as an inducement to settlers, which bill first 
passed the Senate February 3, 1843, said: 


The whole region beyond the Rocky Mountains, and a vast tract between 
that chain and the Mississippi, is a desert, without value for agricultural pur- 
poses, and which no American citizen should be compelled to inhabit unless 
as a punishment for crime. Why, sir, of what use will this territory be for 
——- pu 
the whole territory. I wish to God we did not own it. I wish it was an im- 
passable barrier to secure us from the intrusion of others. This is the char 
acter of the count Who are we going to send there? Do you think your 
honest farmers in Pennsylvania, New York, or even Ohio and Missouri, will 
abandon their farms to go upon any such enterprise as this? God forbid, if 
any man is to go to that country under the temptation of this bill. 


Finally Senator McDuffie concluded his speech by saying: “If 
I had a son who was a fit subject for Botany Bay, I would urge 
him to go there.”’ 

But not only leading statesmen of the country but eminent 
historians of that time were laboring under the fearful delusion 
as to the character and value of the Oregon country. Greenhow, 
writing in 1844, in his ‘‘ History of Oregon and California,” after 
stating his knowledge and views as to the region included in 
Oregon Territory, says: 

Thus, on reviewing the agricultural, commercial, and other economical 
advantages of Oregon, there appears to be no reason, founded on such con- 
siderations, which should render either of the powers claiming the possession 


of that country anxious to occupy it immediately or unwilling toconcede its 
own pretensions to the other for a very moderate compensation. 


Even Senator Benton, of Missouri, who subsequently became 
one of the great defenders of our rights in Oregon, though un- 
fortunately never to the full extent of our rightful claim to terri- 
tory in the North, but only tothe forty-ninth parallel, as late as 1825 
regarded Oregon as not worth holding. In that year, in his place 
in this Senate, he said: 


| 





® I would not for that purpose give a pinch of snuff for | hs 
| all at the serviceof the poor, travel-worn, weary, and discouraged 
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| and Tyler, had not proceeded on the part of the United States on 
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nt, natur: 
and everlasting boundary. Along this ridge the western limits of th. a 
yublic should be drawn, and the statue of the fabled god “Terminus” sho yiq 

» erected on its highest peak, never to be thrown down. 

But. thanks to the brave pioneer heroes whose names and 1m. 
ories are rightfully forever embalmed in the affections of eyery 
true American, the western limits of the Republic were not drawn 
on the ridge of the Rocky Mountains. The fabled god * Tor. 
minus’’ was never stationed there. Providence had willed jt 


| otherwise and a brave and courageous people executed that wil]. 


But still more startling is the fact that twenty-one years after 
Senator Benton made the declaration I have just quoted, Senator 
Winthrop, of Massachusetts, as late as 1846, quoted what Benton 
had said in 1825, and then remarked: 

This country will not be straitened for elbow room in the West for a thoy. 
sand years, and neither the West nor the country at large hasany rea] inter. 
est in retaining Oregon. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FULTON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make a brief statement, if the 
Senator has no objection; and if he has, I will not have what | 
am about to say put into his speech, even after I have said it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection. I yield. 

Mr. HOAR. But I should like to say, in justice to Mr. Win- 
throp, that that declaration of his was made one year before the 
discovery of the electric telegraph. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is true. 

Mr. HOAR. To that extent Mr. Winthrop lived to see his mis- 
take. The statements in question were made when a transconti- 
nental railroad was considered a mere chimera, and there was no 
telegraphic communication known at that time. 

If the Senator from Oregon does not object to having my state- 
ment in regard to Mr. Winthrop go into his speech, I should be 
glad to have it go in. 

Mr. MITCHEL!:. That is all very true, and I have no objec- 
tion tothe Senator's statement going intothe REcorp. It should 
be borne in mind, however, that in addition to the lack of means 
of information the Hudson Bay Company, as the active agent of 
Great Britain, was constantly conveying the impression to the 
public men of the country that the Oregon country was a worth- 
less waste. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose my honorable friend himself would say 
that he has very grave doubt whether a union between the Pa- 
cific and Atlantic States could be maintained without railroad 
communication and without telegraphic communication. 

Mr. MITCHELL. They are very important instrumentalities, 
great factors in consolidation and national cohesion. 

The Hudson Bay Company, through whose active influence this 
false sentiment was mainly created, wasin every essential sense 
the direct, active, and all-powerful agent of the British Govern- 
ment. It held its charter and its licenses from that Government. 
Its officers were superintended by'a governor and deputy governor 
and a committee of directors resident in London, while a resident 
governor superintended and directed its vast operations in Amer- 
ica. Theofticersand members of the Hudson Bay Company were, 
as a rule, under the domination of the home government. One 
grand exception, however, stands out in history. Dr. John 
McLaughlin was a trne friend of the American pioneer. Brave, 
generous, noble, his house, his larder, his horses, his cattle were 


immigrant. But for this disposition and these noble qualities 
he was ostracized by the company and by the British Government, 
driven into exile at Oregon City, there to end his days, yet re- 
spected, venerated, honored by the pioneers of Oregon and all wi0 
knew him and his history. 

PRESIDENT POLK’S ADMINISTRATION—S° 40’ OR FIGHT. 


Pending discussions in Cabinet and Congress at Washingt n 4s 
to the supposed valueless character of the whole ‘‘ Oregon (oun- 
try,’’ and as to the inadvisability of any particular effort being 


_made to retain it, Doctor Whitman made his memorable ride 
| across the continent in the winter of 1842 and 1843. 


The fame of 
this winter journey upon the part of Doctor Whitman exten (ed 
throughout the nation, and the subject of Oregon and the rights 
of the United States in respect to the ‘‘ Oregon Country ’”’ were 
matters of wide discussion in all political circles. Public sent- 
ment was wrought up to the highest pitch, and as a result the 
Democratic national convention which met at Baltimore in |*++ 
had as one of its planks ‘‘ Fifty-four forty or fight,’’ and on t's 
platform the Polk Administration came into power. The em/ar- 
rassments, however, with which it was surrounded, growing out 
of the Oregon question and this particular plank in the platform, 
were many. President Polk found that preceding negotiations 


during the Administrations of his predecessors, Monroe, Adams, 








1903. 


—— 


the theory of our right to fifty-four forty; that the negotiations 
«led rather on the idea that they should treat the respective 


TOC “ ° . . ° 
al is of the two countries in the Oregon territory with a view to 
establishing @ permanent boundary between them west of the 


Rocky Mountains to the Pacific Ocean, and in this compromising 
spirit these Administrations had proposed to fix the boundary on 
the forty-ninth parallel. 

To add to the embarrassment, many leading Democratic Sena- 
tors, including Benton, of Missouri, scouted at the idea that our 
rivhts extended to fifty-four forty and insisted that we had no 
rights extending northward farther than the forty-ninth parallel. 
To add still further to the embarrassment of the situation, Great 
Britain, through her minister, on June 6, 1846, before the Adminis- 
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tration of Mr. Polk was cleverly launched, submitted a proposi- | 


tion. the same that was finally agreed on, of the forty-ninth par- | 


allel, and coupled with it the suggestion that it must be accepted 
at once and without delay, if at all. In this great political di- 
Jemma President Polk resorted to a course which, though adopted 
a few times in the early years of our Government, had not been 
resorted to for nearly one-half a century—that is, of asking the 
advice of the Senate of the United States in advance of action on 
the part of the Executive. Consequently, on June 10, 1846, Presi- 


dent Polk transmitted to the Senate the proposal, in the form of | 


a convention presented to the Secretary of State on the 6th of that 
month by the British envoy, for its advice. 
transmitting this convention concluded as follows: 

Should the Senate, by the constitutional majority required for the ratifi- 


cation of treaties, advise the acceptance of these propositions, or advise it 
with such modifications as they may upon full deliberation deem proper, I 


shall conform my action to theiradvice. Should the Senate, however, decline | 


by such constitutional majority to give such advice, or to express an opinion 
upon the subject, I will consider it my duty to reject the offer. 


four forty or fight,’’ and on the other hand by the action of pre- 
ceding Administrations in conflict with the proposition, his party 
leaders divided on the question, and the issue brought directly to 
the front by Great Britain, concluded to and did throw the whole 
responsibility on the Senate of the United States. Two days sub- 
sequently, June 12, 1846, the Senate adopted a resolution advising 
the President to accept the proposal of the British Government, 
an] as a result the convention was finally agreed to June 15, 1846. 
So, although this memorable controversy had remained unsettled 
for nearly half a century, it is a remarkable historical fact that 
but nine days elapsed between the submission of the final propo- 
sition to compromise by Great Britain and the signing of the treaty. 

Notwithstanding the fact that one hundred and eleven years 
have elapsed since the discovery of the Columbia River by Cap- 
tain Gray, one hundred years since the cession of Louisiana, and 
eighty-four years since our cession from Spain, the settlement of 
our title to a certain portion of Oregon was held in abeyance until 
October 21, 1872, only thirty-one years ago—that was the island 
of San Juan, The treaty of June 15, 1846, between the United 
States and Great Britain, which was intended to settle all ques- 
tions relating to our northern boundary, inadvertantly left the 
question as to the title to this island an open one. The treaty in 
defining the northern boundary of the United States from a point 
in the Rocky Mountains on the forty-ninth parallel (from which 
point east the boundry line had been fixed by the second article 
of the treaty of Washington in 1842) read as follows: 


Shall be continued westward along said forty-ninth parallel of north lati- 
tude to the middle of the channel which separates the continent from Van- 
couvers Island, and then southerly through the middle of said channel and 
Fuca Strait to the Pacific Ocean. 


This island is located in the “‘ channel ”’ mentioned in this treaty, 


Mr. Polk’s message | 





and the question at once arose, and for a period of twenty-five | 


years was a source of aggravating controversy between this coun- 
try and Great Britain, at one time very nearly involving the two 
nations in war, as to which was the ‘‘ channel ”’ referred to in the 
treaty. Great Britain, true to a national tendency, insisted that 
the channel” referred to in the treaty was on the south side of 
the island, while the United States contended that Haro Channel, 
on the north side of the island, was the main channel within the 
meaning of the treaty. 

This minor boundary controversy was finally adjusted by the 
Provision in our treaty with Great Britain of May 6, 1871, sub- 
mitting the question to the arbitration of the German Emperor, 
Who on October 21, 1872, made his award, sustaining the conten- 


ti nof the United States; and thus after a period of nearly eighty 
years, dating from the discovery of the Columbia by Captain 
aray, and after a period of nearly seventy years from the date of 
crossing the continent by Lewis and Clark, the whole question as 
nership of the Oregon country was finally determined. 


mn however, without a sacrifice of important rights as to our 
‘thern 


Gray, 
to the ow 


boundary in the interest of compromise. 





debe 


THE DIPLOMATIC CONTROVERSY BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND THE UNITED 
STATES OVER THE OWNERSHIP OF THE “OREGON COUNTRY.” 

The history of the diplomatic controversy between the United 
States and Great Britain involving the Oregon country is highly 
interesting. 

One contention of Great Britain respecting the Oregon terri- 
tory which was very earnestly and with some degree of facetious- 
ness asserted by the British minister, Packenham, was that the 
different titles under which we claimed were conflicting, and 
therefore destroyed each other, namely, discovery by Spain, ces- 
sion from France, and discovery and settlement by American citi- 
zens. 

But Mr. Calhoun, as Secretary of State, in his letter to Mr. 
Packenham, disposed of the assertion as follows: 

It has been objected that we claim under various and conflicting titles 
which mutually destroy each other. Such might indeed be the fact wl 
they were held by different parties, but since we have rightfully acquired 
both those of Spain and France and concentrated the whole in our own hands 
they mutually blend with each other and form one strong and connecting 
chain of title against the opposing claims of all others, including Great Britain. 

While Mr. Buchanan, as Secretary of State, in referring to this 
phase of the case, said: 

This is a most ingenious method of making two distinct and independent 
titles, held by the same nation, worse than one—of arraying them against 
each other, and thus destroying the validity of both. From the moment 
Spain transferred all her rights to the United States all possible conflict be- 
tween the two titles ended, both being united in the same party. Two titles 
which might have conflicted, therefore, were thus blended together. The 
title now vested in the United States is just as strong as though every act of 
discovery, exploration, and settlement on the part of both powers had been 
performed by Spain alone before she transferred all her rights to the United 
States. The two powers are one in this respect, the two titles are one, and 
they serve to confirm and strengthen each other. 


Again, Great Britain, through her plenipotentiaries, sought to 


ile 


| discredit the effect of the discovery of the Columbia River by 
In other words, President Polk, encompassed on the one hand | 
by the plank in the platform on which he was elected of ‘‘Fifty- | 


Capt. Robert Gray, for the reason, as suggested, that his ship, 
the Columbia, was a trading and not a national vessel. This con- 
tention. however, was speedily disposed of by Mr. Buchanan 
with this remark: 

The British plenipotentiary attempts to depreciate the value to the United 
States of Gray's discovery because his ship, the Columbia, was a trading and 
not a national vessel. As he furnishes no reason for this distinction, the 
undersigned will confine himself to the remark that a merchant vessel bears 
the flag of her country at the masthead, and continues under its jurisdiction 
and protection in the same manner as though she had been commissioned for 
the express purpose of making discoveries. 

In this long, interesting, and able diplomatic contest one of the 
most interesting questions discussed was as to what extent conti- 
nuity of boundary furnishes a just claim in connection with those 
of discovery and occupation. This question gréw out of the 
claim on the part of the United States that the Louisiana Terri- 
tory extended to the Pacific Ocean. This claim was denied on 
the part of Great Britain. It was insisted, however, with great 
ability, by Secretary of State Calhoun, and subsequently by Sec- 
retary Buchanan, as follows: 

First, that the claim was valid under public law; and 

Second, that Great Britain having asserted the validity of the 
doctrine in reference to her possessions in this country as against 
France, even to the extent of going to war with that power in 
1763, she was estopped from denying the validity of the doctrine 
as against the United States, especially inasmuch as our people 
had contributed so much to the result in that contest favorable 
to Great Britain; and it was further contended by our diploma- 
tists that Great Britain, whatever may have been her rights in 
Oregon territory, relinquished all to France by the seventh arti- 
cle of the treaty between Great Britain and France at the close 
of that war in 1783. 

The controversy in regard to the correct northern boundary of 
the Oregon territory, whether the forty-ninth parallel, as now 
agreed upon, except along the Straits of Fuca, or 54° 40’ north, is 
familiar to all. Spain unquestionably always asserted claim as 
far north as the sixty-first parallel, but in her treaty with Russia 
54° 40’ was recognized. It was claimed, however, that by the 
treaty of Utrecht in 1713, which provided for determining ** the 
limits to be fixed between the Bay of Hudson and the places 
appertaining to the French,’’ the boundary between Louisiana 
and the British territories north of it was actually fixed by com- 
missioners on latitude 49°. Whether this is true or not is a mat- 
ter of very serious disputation. A careful examination of all 
history bearing upon the point leads me to the conclusion that 
such was not the fact. 

In reply to the claim of the United States to go to 54° 40’ it was 
asserted that whatever might have been the right of Spain, the 
latter in ceding to France in 1800, stipulated to convey only as 
far north as the forty-ninth parallel. To this contention the 
United States replied, and with much force, and the contention 
should never have been abandoned: ‘‘If this be so, and if it be 
true the right of Spain is good to 54° 40’, then the strip between 
the forty-ninth parallel and 54° 40’, which it was alleged was not 
included in the cession of Spain to France in 1800, was included 
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in the cession of Spain to the United States in the treaty of 
Florida of 1819, by which Spain conveyed every right she had on 
the continent north of the forty-second parallel.’’ In discussing 
this phase of the question. Mr. Secretary Buchanan, in his reply 
to Packenham, said: 
_ Itisan historical and striking fact, which must have an important bear- 
ing against the claim of Great Britain, that the Nootkaconvention, which was 
dictated by her to Spain, contains no provision impairing the ultimate sov- 
ereignty which that power had asserted for nearly three centuries over the 
whole northwestern side of North America, as far north as the sixty-first de- 
gree of latitude, and which had never been seriously questioned by any 
European nation. 

Subsequently, in 1818 and down to the final settlement of the 


boundary question in 1846, the only material difference in the 


the rightful claim of the United States extended to 54° 40’ or only 
to the forty-ninth parallel. All concurred in the opinion that our 
claim was beyond question good, at least as far north as the lat- 
ter, while many of our ablest statesmen and diplomatists, strength- 
ened and supported by a powerful sentiment among the people, 
insisted that our claim extended to 54° 40’. 
FINANCIAL FAILURES HERETOFORE NO ARGUMENT AGAINST FUTURE 
EXPOSITIONS. 

The fact that some expositions in the past have been financial 
failures is no valid argument in opposition to the promotion of 
expositions. The basic principle upon which the advocates of 
the propriety, the feasibility, and advisability of expositions rely 
as a conclusive argument in their favor and in favor of their rec- 
ognition and support by the General Government is not by any 
means that of financial benefit to the promoters and managers of 
such expositions. If this were so, the claim for Government rec- 


ognition and aid would, I concede, rest on a most unsubstantial | 


and flimsy basis. Considerations of a vastly higher nature and 
of infinitely more importance than the mere question of imme- 
diate financial gain in dollars and cents are involved. They are 
those which relate to the individual and general welfare in a phys- 
ical, intellectual, and moral sense to national growth and patriot- 
ism and to civilization itself. 


PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT’S CORDIAL INDORSEMENT AND EARNEST RECOM- 
MENDATION. 


It is gratifying that the present Chief Executive of the nation 
finds in these expositions justification and warrant for substantial 
governmental recognition and aid. In President Roosevelt's re- 
cent message he says: 


I trust that the Congress will continue to favor in all proper ways the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition. Thisexposition commemorates the Louisiana 
purchase, which was the first great step in the expansion which made us a 
continental nation. The expedition of Lewis and Clark across the continent 
followed thereon and marked the beginning of the process of exploration and 
colonization which thrust our national boundary to the Pacific. The acquisi- 
sition of the Oregon Country, including the present States of Oregon and 
Washington, was a fact of immense importance in our history, first giving 
us our place on the Pacific seaboard and making ready the way for our 
ascendency in the commerce of the greatest of the oceans. The centennial of 
our establishment upon the western coast by the expedition of Lewis and 
Clark is to be celebrated at Portland, Oreg., by an exposition in the summer 
of 1905, and this event should receive recognition and support from the Na- 
tional Government. 


THE “OREGON COUNTRY "—THE STATES OF OREGON, WASHINGTON, IDAHO, 
AND PARTS OF MONTANA AND WYOMING CAN FURNISH HOMES FOR 
50,000,000 PEOPLE. 

An exhibit of what the ‘‘ Oregon Country ”’ is to-day, the char- 
acter, diversity, and extent of its products, will illustrate not 


only the present productive capacity, but the possibilities of that | 
vast empire and its capacity to furnish homes for 50,000,000 peo- | 


ple. Even then the density of the population will be consider- 
ably less than that of many European countries. And is it nota 
fact that any enterprise that tends to facilitate the speedy occn- 


main will contribute not only vastly to the general welfare, pros- 
perity, and happiness of the people of this country, but to the pro- 
motion of the best and most exalted interests of the Government 
of the United States? 
thing this Government can do, or that the people of the ‘‘ Oregon 
Country’’ can do, contribute so readily and efficiently to this 
grand consummation as will the proposed national, international, 


and oriental exposition, in the aid of which the pending bill has | 
| in all of those elements that constitute the highest standard o! 


been presented? 
In support of the statement I have just made of the capacity of 


° : 3 | 
what was once known as the ‘‘ Oregon Country ”’ to furnish homes 


for 50,000,000 people, I call attention to the fact that there were, 
on June 30 last, within that area, undisposed-of public lands to the 
number of 85,469,037 acres. Of these, 23,105,816 acres lie within 
the State of Oregon, 9,485,192 acres in the State of Washington, 
and 41,785,780 acres in the State of Idaho, while in that part of the 
State of Montana which was formerly part of the ‘‘ Oregon Coun- 
try’ there were, on June 30 last, approximately 7,801,813 acres, 
and in that portiorf of Wyoming formerly part of the “‘ Oregon 
Country ”’ 3,291,136 acres, 


| class railroad. 


| in the aggregate representing a money value of more than $°/?,- 


This is an age of advancement; it is an age of development: it 
is an age of progress; it isan age of expansion; it isan age in which 
the very highest ideals of American enterprise and civilization are 
being promoted. Aspirit of genuine strenuosity and patriotic ad- 

yancement pervades the American mind. This spiritis being right- 
fully and patriotically led with commendable vigor by one of the 
most genuinely aggressive, vigorous, and patriotic Presidents that 
has ever occupied the Presidential chair. The President is a thor- 
ough believer in the great beneficial effects of a national and inter- 
national exposition. He believes in and has the courage to declare 


| in favor of national recognition and governmental aid of the pro- 


posed Lewis and Clark Exposition. I, therefore, for this and 


| other reasons, am naturally and properly for the President. for the 
views of American statesmen and diplomatists was as to whether | 


Lewis and Clark Exposition, and, above all, I am for the flag and 
for the appropriation. 

A contrast between the status of the ‘‘Oregon Country ” one 
hundred years ago and its present status presents a historical les- 
son of marvelous importance and profound interest. 

The displacement of the hut of the savage and the home of the 


| barbarian by the schoolhouse, the academy, seminary, and uni- 
| versity, and the innumerable homes of civilized, educated, Chris- 


tianized and happy people, illustrates the civilizing and Christian- 
izing influences that naturally and necessarily followed in the 
way opened to them by the grand expeditionary enterprise of 


| Lewis and Clark. We find in this century a wilderness covering 
| nearly one-half of the continent transformed into a land of beauty, 


of promise, of production, of elevation to a position of civilization 
second to none in all the history of nations; a country now pro- 
ductive in the highest degree in agriculture, in commerce, in 


| manufactures, in fisheries, in mineral wealth, in fruits and ber- 


ries of every description—apples, cherries, peaches, pears, prunes, 
grapes—and in cereals of every character. 
The salmon fisheries of the Columbia River, producing annually 


| hundreds of thousands of the finest fish that ever satiated the 


palate of man; the vast lumbering establishments scattered 
throughout this vast domain, turning out every hour millions of 
feet of fir, pine, cedar, hemlock, maple, myrtle, and other kinds 
of the finest lumber ever manufactured; its innumerable highly 
productive mines of gold and silver and copper and cinnabar and 
coal and asbestos; its flocks and herds of millions of cattle, sheep 
goats, and other live stock; its schools and colleges and ot 

institutions of learning; its churches, its asylums, and other ele 
mosynary and charitable institutions; its more than a million o 


| happy, enterprising, and progressive people, and its ever-incre sin: 


commerce and expanding trade all bear testimony of the highes 


| and most interesting character to the marvelous development of 


the ‘‘ Oregon Country ”’ in the last one hundred years. 
RAILROADS IN THE “‘OREGON COUNTRY.” 


As an evidence of the marvelous industrial development of the 
**Oregon Country’”’ it may be remarked that while forty years 
ago there was not a single mile of railroad in the whole ‘* Oregon 
Country,’’ there is to-day constructed, magnificently equipped, 
and in operation in that territory more than 7,459 miles of first- 
Of these there are in Oregon, 1,844.22 miles; in 
the State of Washington, 3,182.77 miles; in the State of Idaho, 
1,433 miles, and in those portions of Montana and Wyoming for- 
merly included in the ‘‘ Oregon Country,’’ about 1,000 miles: and 
950,000. 

But here is not the time or place to exploit at great lengt! 
character, the number, and magnitude or the value of the 
productions of the Oregon Country. To do this ina more 2 
priate manner we respectfully but earnestly implore the 


| the General Government, to the end that in the year 1905, at Port- 
pation and settlement of this prolific section of the American do- 


land, Oreg., we may be able to present to the people, not : 
of America, but also to those of Europe and Asia and the is 


| of the sea, and especially to the people of the United Sta‘ 
| those of the Orient, the grand progress made in the past on 
And in this connection I submit, Will any- | 


dred years in physical, intellectual, and moral development 
what one hundred years ago was knownas the ‘*Oregon Count 

We desire to make an exhibit, not only to the people ©! 
United States, but also to those of all nations, of the unlimit )- 
ductive capacity and present products of the ‘‘Oregon Country ; 
American development, human progress, and civilization. 

The extension of our national boundaries by the inclusion of 
the Hawaiian and Philippine Islands opens a new era in American 
statesmanship, American diplomacy, and American enterprsc. 
By this, the western boundary line of the Republic, instea 0! 
being located along the ridge of the Rocky Mountains, as sus- 
gested by Thomas Benton in 1825, is extended so as to include the 
thousand or more of the Philippine Islands, and the statue ‘ 
fabled god ‘‘Terminus,”’ so far from being erected on the ridge 
of the Rocky Mountains, as suggested by Benton in 1825, as the 
western boundary of the Republic, must now be located on the 


f the 
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most western limits of the most western island of the Philippine | pressive summer heat is a thing unknown. The city is clean and 
Archipelago, there to stand forever and forevermore the far | healthful and supplied with the very best cold water from a 
western outpost of the American Republic. mountain stream. The scenery in and around Portland is un- 
To promote and advance our trade, to develop and increase our | equaled by any other on the continent. Five stalwart mountain 
commerce not only with our island possessions, but also with the | peaks, covered with perpetual snow, stand in imperial grandeur 
people and nations of the Orient, with Russia and China and Ja- | at its very gates. These are Tacoma, or Rainier, St. Helens, 
pan in the Far East, is the proud ambition of the brave, energetic | Adams, Hood, and Jefferson. These are the joy and adoration of 
business men, not only in the cities of San Francisco, of Portland, | its own people and the wonder and admiration of the thousands 
of Tacoma, and Seattle, but of all who now control the commer- | of tourists who annually visit the Pacific coast. No summer 
cial and trade destinies of what was once the ““Oregon Country.’’ | watering place of seaside or mountain in any part of the United 
The exposition, which it is their purpose shall be held in Port- | States furnishes any greater or better advantages for rest and 
land, Oreg., in 1905, will be a most beneficial factor in promoting | enjoyment than does the climate and scenery of Portland, Oreg. 
not only domestic commerce, but will also stimulate and promote ous mae “ounecs.” 
the national and international trade and commerce in which the ; f siderabl aie a Or 
whole people and the Government of the United States are so |, It has beena subject of someconsiderable and interesting specu- 
vitally interested. This is a question that is not in its effect and | lation among writers of distinction as to the origin of the name 
operation limited to the interests of the people and States of the Oregon.” Some of these have declared with some degree of 
Pacific coast. New England, the Southern, and the Central positiveness that if is derived from the Spanish, signifying ‘‘ wild 
States, and the distinguished representatives of these great sec- | thyme,’ so called on account of the abundance of that herb found 
tions of our common country, will, I am sure, not hesitate to lend by early explorers. Others insist that it isan Indian word, in use 
their cordial cooperation in aid of the grand centennial exposi- — the roe of oe Sateen a ate = \ peer 9 
a fataet : : at river and meaning the “ great river of the west,’’ and ob- 
ek OEE OE Ly Gee ENCINO ORNS Cx LOwis ae tained from them by Jonathan Carver, a native of Connecticut, 
‘A spirit of national pride, of national patriotism, and of na- | i 1766-1768, who spent two years among the Indians on the 
tional desire upon the part of the distinguished representatives of waters of the upper Mississippi, now the State of Wisconsin. 
all sections of this great country will, 1 am sure, stimulate them | _CTver’s accounts, however, in reference to many matter 5, are 
to join hands with the representatives of the great West and Pa- contradictory and unreliable, though in reference to this it is very 
cific Northwest in enabling them to exhibit in an appropriate | Probable he was quite right. It is more than probable that an 
manner what they and their predecessors have done in the inter- | 4tticle published about sixty-one years ago, in 1542, in Hunt's 


est of human progress and American civilization in the past one Magazine, and reproduced by the historian Brown in his politi- 
hundred years. cal history of Oregon, presents the correct solution of the ques- 
tion. Speaking of Oregon Territory and the discovery of the 

THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT HAS IN THE LAST FORTY-ONE YEARS | Columbia River by Captain Gray, this article says: ‘‘ The terri- 
AIDED ELEVEN HOME EXPOSITIONS AND TEN FOREIGN EXPOSITIONS, AND | tory watered by this river and its tributaries has since ”’—that is, 
or ees ne et ie ae discovery of the river—*‘ been called the ‘Oregon Coun- 

: ie z non ., | try,’ from a tradition said to have prevailed among the Indians 

The Congress of the United States has since 1875 extended aid | near Lake Superior of the existence of a mighty river rising in 


in behalf of expositions held in the United States at the following | that vicinity and emptying its waters into the Pacific, and which 





places and in the following amounts: was supposed to be the Columbia.” Bryant in his celebrated 
oats ~ Q Ka: xq | ‘‘ Thanatopsis,’’ written in 1815, refers to the Columbia River as 
New Orleans, Lac, 1884. 22222222222277777777777777 725650! 000.00 | the “Oregon: “* Where rolls the Oregon, and hears no sound 
* gum de 10, 000. 00 | Sve his own dashings. 
moun 157, 750. 00 THE BENEFITS OF NATIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITIONS. 
CER I oa oireincin ccngeimreieadewspteiin 5, 840, 329. 64 National, international, and scientific expositions in commemo- 
Se ti cawnnthiakdendekadgansa cena 200, 000.00 | ration of great historic events, such as the discovery by Colum- 
DOG, I ns en ncedscsnedapcdaccen 130, 000.00 | bus of the Bahama group im 1492 and of the continent in 1498; 
eee em anawnn 240, 000. 00 | the landing of the Pilgrims in 1620; the first permanent English 
SO SE 1,015, 000. 00 | settlement in America at Jamestown, Va., by the brave 105 colo- 
CRN Tan on cence nomyanguanen 250, 000. 00 | nists under Christopher Newport in 1607; the Declaration of Inde- 
For St. Louis Exposition next year--....-.....-.-- 6, 478, 000.00 | pendence, July 4, 1776; the purchase of Louisiana territory by 
Since the year 1861 the Congress of the United Thomas Jefferson in 1803, and the military expedition of Lewis 
States has aided ten foreign expositions, as follows: and Clark are, as was so tersely and beautifully said by the 
London, England, 1862........-...--------------« 72. 000. 00 | late President McKinley in his last public address to his country- 
lr 200, 000,00 | ™en, “* timekeepers of progress.”” ‘They correspond to the balanc- 
Sidney, New South Wales. 1879 .................. 20° 000.00 | ing of the books of the National Treasury at the close of each 
Melbourne, Austealia. 1690... ........... 58. 000.00 | fiscal year. They are, as great historical landmarks, in a sense 
Berlin. Germany nl a als ls eat emai 20, 000. 00 | Similar to the epochs covered by the lives of great men who tower 
Barcelona, Spain. eta te 98° 380. 9¢ | in history here and there along the great march of human events, 
Brussels. Belgium 1888 Pk se el oh ieee 3h. 000. 00 such as Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, Calhoun, Clay, Webster, 
Madrid, Spain, 1892................... 25,000.00 | Lincoln, Grant, and McKinley, and many others that might be 
Bergen. Norway et cih ns uk |< ee cre | 20, 600.00 named, whose names and achievements an appreciative people 
While aid has tae Raliciial to three expositions deli ose honor and whose deeds will ever be held in grateful 
oa ’ remembrance. 
in Paris, France, as follows: Such expositions, in commemoration of such great historical 
a EE Ic Ce $212, 703.00 events, to which allusion is made, are mighty national object les- 
ON a ae ew ine oe 190, 000. 00 sons, pregnant with instruction, inspirational in their tendency, 
a Se okie CO anl 1, 722, 504. 66 and which unfold to the general public, to all people, and all na- 





tions the character and degree of progress made in physical, in- 
tellectual, and moral development, and in all that pertains to 
: ————— | national growth and human progress during the period covered 
Making a grand total of............-------- 21,107, 852.15 | by the epoch. 

And yet, notwithstanding all this magnificent aid in favor of By these expositions the rapidity of the materialization, of the 
¢ Positions, national and international, not one dollar has been | Seeelitate the highot inne c ar ae ———_ ee or 
*ppropriated in aid of any such enterprise west of the Rocky oa _ ae Ee -_ a anne woe 
Mountains i ti : ; , | emplified, while they serve to encourage and stimulate our people 
Omaha pede: Taggead ae an » agree ae - | and our Government to greater activities and into the adoption 
any exposition west of the Miesour! River | and promotion of more exalted ideals, and more forceful, persist- 
, ; ; ent, and determined effort in all relations of individual and na- 


Making a total in aid of Paris expositions of. 2, 125, 207. 66 








CLIMATE—SCENERY. tional life. 
The city of Portland, Oreg., has one decided and most impor- COLES. 
Ant advantage over the city of St. Louis as a place for an exhibi- Let us, therefore, have an exposition worthy the name of the 


a In no part of the United States can there be found a more | illustrious men, and their grand achievements, in whose com- 
ee delighiful summer climate thanin Portland, Oreg. The memoration it is to be held; an exposition worthy the patriotic 
mosphere is clear, cool, invigorating, and such a thing as op- | Pioneers who established the foundations of a mighty empire of 
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political and commercial power in the far West; an exposition 
worthy of the present generation of intelligent, stalwart, and en- 
terprising people now occupying the ‘Oregon Country;’’ but 
above all an exposition worthy the cordial recognition and liberal 
aid of the National Government; an exposition that will disclose 
not only to all of the people of the United States, both of the main- 
land and islands, but also to the people of the Orient and of Europe, 
something of our present and rapidly increasing greatness as a 
people, and the present status, politically, commercially, and other- 
wise, of one of the most interesting, virile, and enterprising sec- 
tions of the American Union. Fiat lux. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate 
briefly on the bill on which my colleague [Mr. MircHELL] has just 
spoken, and, therefore, I wish now to give notice that to-morrow 
morning, after the conclusion of the routine business, I shall ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate to be heard upon the subject. 
I wish to say that my remarks will be brief. shall not take 
more than twenty minutes or half an hour. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator, as he used the expression 
**routine business,’’ does he mean after the morning hour? 

Mr. FULTON. After the morning hour, I should have said. 


MONUMENT ON PRINCETON BATTLEFIELD. 
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| ary 1, 1903. 


DECEMBER 17, 


William H. Grimshaw, of Minnesota, to be United States mar. 
shal for the district of Minnesota. A reappointment, his term 
expiring December 18, 1903. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles J. Robb, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the 

port of Michigan City, in the State of Indiana. (Reappointment. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 

James M. Ragan to be postmaster at Anniston, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Alabama, in place of Lansing T. Siti, 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Hattie N. Tabb to be postmaster at Thomasville, in the county 
of Clark and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential Janu- 


CALIFORNTA. 

Horace B. Gardiner to be postmaster at Crockett, in the county 
of Contra Costa and State of California, in place of Horace B, 
Gardiner. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 13, 

Charles 8. Graham to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county 
| of Alameda and State of California, in place of Charles S. Gra- 
ham, Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 
COLORADO, 





Mr. CULLOM. 
eration of executive business. 
Mr. KEAN. 


small bill. 
Mr. CULLOM. I will withhold the motion for that purpose. 
Mr. KEAN. 
eration of the bill (S. 39) in regard to a monumental column to 
Se the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 
therefor. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for infor- | 


mation, subject to objection. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 
Whereas the Princeton Battle Monument Association, a corporation, has 


been created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of New Jersey for | 
the purpose of erecting a monument on or near the battlefield of Princeton, | 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- | 


in the State of New Jersey: Therefore, 
poconiesee. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
3 cid 


to aic 


herein appropriated shall be available until the Princeton Battle Monument 
Association shall have raised an additional sum of $30,000, to be expended in 
the erection of said monument and in the purchase and improvement of the 
site: And provided further, That the design for said monument shall be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MONUMENT TO HENRY WADSWORTH LONGFELLOW. 


Mr. HOAR. If there be no objection, I should like to call up 


Is there objection to the pres- 


a joint resolution which was reported this morning from the Com- | 
mittee on the Library by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. | 


Wermore]. It is the joint resolution (S. R. 20) authorizing the 


selection of asite and the erection of a pedestal fora bronze statue | 
in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth | 


Longfellow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The joint resolution has gone 
to the Public Printer and has not yet been returned. It will be 
here in the morning. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now renew my motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-three minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- | 
morrow, Friday, December 18, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 17, 1908. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Luther S. Kelly, of New York, to be agent for the Indians of 
the San Carlos Agency, in Arizona, vice George D. Corson, re- 
moved. 

MARSHALS, 

Gilbert B. Deans, of Alabama, to be United States marshal for 

the southern district of Alabama, vice Frank Simmons, resigned. 


I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- | 


I ask the Senator to withhold the motion for a | 
few minutes in order that I may ask for the consideration of a | 


I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- | 


vended by said association under the direction of the Secretary of War | 
in erecting and completing, on the battlefield of Princeton, in the State | 
of New Jersey, a suitable monument: Provided, That no part of the sum | 


Frank E. Baker to be postmaster at Fort Morgan, in the county 
_of Morgan and State of Colorado, in place of Frank E. Baker, 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

John F. Morgan to be postmaster at Colorado City, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado, in place of John F. Morgan. 
| Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Daniel M. Sullivan to be postmaster at Cripple Creek, in the 
county of Teller and State of Colorado, in place of Daniel M. Sul- 
_livan. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1{0)3. 

DELAWARE. 

Joseph M. Harrington to be postmaster at Felton, in the county 
| of Kent and State of Delaware. Office became Presidential July 
| 1, 1903. 

GEORGIA. 

John I. Fullwood to be postmaster at Cedartown, in the county 
of Polk and State of Georgia, in place of William A. Chap: 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

IDAHO. 

William J. Turner to be postmaster at Mountain Home 
county of Elmore and State of Idaho, in place of William J. 
Turner. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1103. 

ILLINOIS. 

David H. Baker to be postmaster at Tiskilwa, in the county of 
' Bureau and State of Ilinois.in place of David H. Baker. Incun- 
bent’s commission expired December 138, 1903. 

Thomas E. Ballinger to be postmaster at Chenoa, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois, in place of Thomas E. Ballinger. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

INDIANA, 

Knode D. Porter to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Indiana, in place of William H. H. Pit- 
man. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1{)0. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Frederick S. Walker to be postmaster at Afton, in the Cherokee 

Nation, Indian Territory. Office became Presidential July |, 190 
IOWA. 

Hamline W. Robinson to be postmaster at Colfax. in the county 
| of Jasper and State of Iowa, in place of Hamline W. Rbbinson 
Incumbent’s commission tantech December 13, 1903. 

KANSAS. 

George H. Leisenring to be postmaster at Ellis, in the count) 
| of Ellis and State of Kansas, in place of Frank J. Brettle. 1 
| cumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

LOUISIANA, 

Albert H. Bassett to be postmaster at Kentwood, in the parish 
Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential! 
October 1, 1903. 

Ernest A. Dupont to be postmaster at Houma, in the | 
Terrebonne and State of Louisiana, in place of John M. Hazy 
| Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
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Everett I. Nye to be postmaster at Wellfleet, in the count 


} 
ae 


Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 
| tial July 1, 1903. 


Office became Pres! 


MICHIGAN. 


Charles Bidwell, jr., to be postmaster at Tecumseh, 1” the 


_county of Lenawee and State of Michigan, in place of ‘ harles 


Bidwell, deceased. ; 

Willard E. Holt to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county ° 
Eaton and State of Michigan, in place of Willard F. Holt. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1908. 








1903. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 3D 





NEBRASKA. a George W. Dodge to be postmaster at Menasha, in the county 
George B. Guffy to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county of | of Winnebago and State of Wisconsin, in place of George W. 
Antelope and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential | Dodge. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 
April 1, 1908. 
NEW YORK, 


Harry M. Glen to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, in the county CONFIRMATIONS. 
of Seneca and State of New York, in place of Harry M. Glen. | Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 17, 1908. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. a “ oe eee he 

De Witt C. Titus to be postmaster at Hempstead, in the county ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY, 
of Nassau and State of New York, in place of De Witt C. Titus. William J. Buchanan, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Panama. 

NORTH DAKOTA. ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Walter A. Stafford to be postmaster at Velva, in the county of | Thomas J. Akins, of Missouri, to be assistant treasurer of the 
<a — a of North Dakota. Office became Presidential | United States at St. Louis, Mo. 

ctober i, ° . —_— 7 <PRUTCr 

Jared C. Thompson to be postmaster at Dickinson, in the county : PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
of Stark and State of North Dakota, in place of Jared C. Thomp- First Asst. Engineer Carl M. Green to be a chief engineer with 
son, Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. the rank of first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 

OHIO. United States. 


William P. Gillam to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county | Second Asst. Engineer Edwin W. Davis to be a first assistant 
of Wyandot and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential Octo- | &@Sineer with the rank of second lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter 








per 1, 1902, Service of the United States. 
Vernie E, Humphrey to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
of Fulton and State of Ohio, in place of Vernie E. Humphrey. | Cornelius N. Van Hosen, of Springfield, Mo., to be register of 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. the land office at Springfield, Mo. 
Charles W. Jones to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county SOM : ke 
of Pike and State of Ohio, in place of Charles W. Jones. Incum- RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
bent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. Daniel J. Foley, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys 


Robert 8. King to be postmaster at Glouster, in the county of | at Eureka, Cal. 
Athens and State of Ohio, in place of Robert 8. King. Incum- Fred Butler, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys at 
bent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. Leadville, Colo. 

David H. Perrin to be postmaster at Maumee, in the county of Thomas V. McAllister, of Vicksburg, Miss., to be receiver of 
Lucas and oe of a Office became Presidential s uly 1, a public moneys at Jackson, Miss. 

Charles B. by to ostmaster at Weston, in the county o ntitiatiaiaiel 
Wood and State of Ohio, In place of Charles B. Saxby. Incum- eee ee ee 
bent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 

Nellie F. Sheridan to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county | Capt. Francis H. Schoeffel, Ninth Infantry, to be judge-advocate 
of Perry and State of Ohio, in place of Nellie F. Sheridan. In- | with the rank of major, December 2, 1903. 
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. | Capt. John S. Grisard, Seventh Infantry, to be judge-advocate 

OREGON. | with the rank of major. 

William M. Yates to be postmaster at Hood River, in the| First Lieut. Blanton Winship, Sixteenth Infantry, to be judge- 

county of Wasco and State of Oregon, in place of William M. | advocate with the rank of major. 





Yates. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. Cavalry Arm, 
PENNSYLVANIA. oe | Second Lieut. Charles W. Stewart, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
Robert 8. Bowman to be postmaster at Berwick, in the county | second lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 9, 1903. 
of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Robert S. Second Lieut. Emil Engel, Nineteenth Infantry, to be second 


Bowman. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1903. | lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 9, 1903. 
John M. Chase, jr., to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the county Second Lieut. Emmett Addis, Twentieth Infantry, to be second 
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John M. | lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 9, 103. 
Chase, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. Second Lieut. Harry L. King, Twelfth Infantry, to be second 
Julius L. Malcolm to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county | lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 9, 1903. 
of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Clarence H.| Second Lieut. Arthur G. Hixson, Eighth Infantry, to be second 


Beall. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1903. | lieutenant of cavalry, with rank from October 10, 1903. 
Gustavus C,. Schrink to be postmaster at Pottsville, in the | . 

county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Gus- | PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 

oo C. Schrink. Incumbent’s commission expired December | Pay Department. 

”, 1903. | 


Capt. George T. Holloway, paymaster, to be paymaster with 


RHODE ISLAND. e 
the rank of major, November 30, 1903. 


John A. Allen to be postmaster at Peace Dale, in the county of | ; : 
Washington and State of Rhode Island, in place of John A. Al- | POSTMASTERS. 
len. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. | a ALASKA. 
William M. Gorhan to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county | William B, Sampson to be postmaster at Skagway, Alaska. 
of Bristol and State of Rhode Island, in place of William M. Gor- CONNECTICUT. 
han. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. Edmund E. Crowe to be postmaster at South Norwalk, in the 
Benjamin B. Martin to be postmaster at Warren, in the county | county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
of Bristol and State of Rhode Island, in place of Benjamin B. George E. Schofield to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the 





Martin. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. Rufus H. Seymour to be postmaster at Ridgefield, in the county 
Charles F, Allen to be postmaster at Brookings, in the county | of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
of Brookings and State of South Dakota, in place of Reuben Mat- ILLINOIS. 
son. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. Putnam Beckwith to be postmaster at Wenona, in the county 
VIRGINIA. of Marshall and State of Illinois. 


Benjamin P, Gay to be postmaster at Smithfield, in the county William E. Cummings to be postmaster at Highwood, in the 
of Isle of Wight and State of Virginia, in place of Benjamin P. | county of Lake and State of Illinois. 
Gay. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. Thomas S. Green to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county of 
wae TimesneA. Grundy and State of [linois. 


John B. McNally to be postmaster at Wellsburg, in the county | - William Hawley to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county of 
et 


of Brooke and State of West Virginia, in place of John B. Mc- — and State of Illinois. 
Nally. a a. aes ee ; 3 David Herriott to be postmaster at Morgan Park, in the count 
y. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. of Cook and State of Tlinois. 5 y 


; WISOOWEIE. Horace H. Peaslee to be postmaster at Naperville, in the county 
' talph E. Arnold to be postmaster at Fairchild, in the county | of Du Page and State of Dlinois. 
of Eau Claire and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ralph E. Ar- Richard R. Puffer to be postmaster at Odell, in the county of 


nold. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. Livingston and State of Illinois, 
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Harry E. Spear to be postmaster at Polo, in the county of Ogle 
and State of Nlinois. 
David F. Wilcox to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county of 
Adams and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 
John C. Row to be postmaster at Osgood, in the county of Ripley 
and State of Indiana. 
IOWA. 
Cornelius C, Platter to be postmaster at Red Oak, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa. 
Charles A. Reynolds to be postmaster at Harlan, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Iowa. 
Lovett E. Sherwood to be postmaster at Shellrock, in the county 
of Butler and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
Joseph 8. Stone to be postmaster at Burrton, in the county of 
Harvey and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 


Thomas Boggess, jr., to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county | 


of Boyd and State of Kentucky. 


George W. Hutcheson to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in | 


the county of Anderson and State of Kentucky. 
Ethel E. Johnson to be postmaster of Vanceburg, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Kentucky. 


Will P. Scott to be postmaster at Dawsonsprings, in the county 


of Hopkins and State of Kentucky. 
MICHIGAN, 


Charles H. Baird to be postmaster at Holly, in the county of 


Oakland and State of Michigan. 


Charles A. Cline to be postmaster at West Branch, in the county | 


of Ogemaw and State of Michigan. 
Archibald K. Dougherty to be postmaster at Elk Rapids, in the 
county of Antrim and State of Michigan. 


William McGillivray to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county 


of Iosco and State of Michigan. 

Hamilton A. Macklem to be postmaster at Marlette,in the 
county of Sanilac and State of Michigan. 

Loren A. Sherman to be postmaster at Port Huron, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan. 

Gerrit Van Schelven to be postmaster at Holland, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Michigan. 

MINNESOTA, 

Charles W. Paige to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county of 
Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota. 

Raleigh M. Pope to be postmaster at Mora, in the county of 
Kanabec and State of Minnesota. 


Charles F. Searle to be postmaster at Milaca, in the county of 


Millelacs and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 


J. W.S. Dillon to be postmaster at Grant City, in the county 


of Worth and State of Missouri. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Lewis W. Davis to be postmaster at East Jaffrey, in the county 

of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW YORK, 

Stephen P. Barker to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York. 

Henry R. Bryan to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York. 

George D. Davis to be postmaster at Mount Kisco, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 

George T. Eveland to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Delaware and State of New York. 

Alonzo E. Hadley to be postmaster at Springville, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

Charles C. Johnson to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of New York. 

Aloysius McArdle to be postmaster at Victorhill (late West 
Seneca), in the county of Erie and State of New York. 

Elbert E. Makepeace to be postmaster at Alexandria Bay, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of New York. 

George E. Marcellus to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county 
of Genesee and State of New York. 

Warren J. Martin to be postmaster at Port Chester, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 

Charles G. Norton to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Chenango and State of New York. 

Lillian I. Pearsall to be postmaster at Sea Cliff, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. 

Webster M. Richardson to be postmaster at Mexico, in the 
county of Oswego and State of New York. 

Willard F. Sherwood to be postmaster at Hornellsville, in the 
county of Steuben and State of New York. 
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| Orlando W. Sutton to be postmaster at Bath, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York. 

Mortimer R. Tefft to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the count y 

of Washington and State of New York. 
OHIO. 

Chandler W. Carroll to be postmaster at St. Clairsville, in the 
county of Belmont and State of Ohio. 

Andrew J. Heinlein to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 
county of Belmont and State of Ohio. 

Robert C. Stewart to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Elta H. Jayne to be postmaster at Edmond, in the county of 
Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Thomas J. Palmer to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
| of Grant and Territory of Oklahoma. 7 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Julius L. Malcolm to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the State 
of Pennsylvania. 





TENNESSEE. 
William O. Douglas to be postmaster at Jellico, in the county 
of Campbell and State of Tennessee. : 
| TEXAS. 
Henry T. Vaughan to be postmaster at Mart, in the county of 
| McLennan and State of Texas. 
| VERMONT. 
Martha W. Arnold to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of 
| Windsor and State of Vermont. 
Henry G. Blanchard to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont. 
VIRGINIA. 
S. W. Tardy to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in the county of 
Rockbridge and State of Virginia. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
William H. Glover to be postmaster at Terra Alta, in the county 
of Preston and State of West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN, 
John F. Gillmore to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of 
Pepin and State of Wisconsin. 
WYOMING. 
William H. Dobson to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county 
of Weston and State of Wyoming. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, December 17, 1908. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 


solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 6758, being the 
pension appropriation bill. 
Mr. HAMILTON. I hope the gentleman will withhold his 
| motion for a moment, in order that I may have an opportunity to 
ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill which has 
been reported unanimously by the Committee on the Territories, 
granting permission to the people of certain towns in Arizona to 
bond themselves for the construction of a freight and wagon 


road. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio withhold bi 
motion temporarily? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I withhold the motion. 


SALT RIVER VALLEY FREIGHTING AND WAGON ROAD. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7273) to enable the 
city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in 
Maricopa County, Ariz., severally to issue the bonds of said mu- 
nicipalities for the purpose of aiding in theconstruction of a freight 
ing and wagon road from any convenient point in the Salt River 
Valley to the Salt River reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, 


riz. 
The bill was read at length. 5 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consiera 
tion of the bill? a 
Mr. BURKETT. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask the gentleman a question or two. First, has the Goverl 
ment been heard in connection with the consideration of this bill 
by the committee? 
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Mr. HAMILTON. The Government has been heard in this, | struct its road over that, but to carry the poles and wire from 
that the Director of the Geological Survey, who under the national | each way, as I understand. The Government constructs road 
irrigation act has supervision of the construction of the dam of | enough to carry out the irrigation enterprise and only puts $25,000 
the Salt River Valley, in Arizona, has been consulted by the com- | intoit. But it is stated that the Government will save money by 
mittee, and the committee have been advised by him quite fully | putting $25,000 more into the enterprise if the citizens will con- 
in the premises. struct the road. 

Mr. BURKETT. Has he been before the committee? Mr. BURKETT. Has the committee had any representative 

Mr. HAMILTON. No. The committee has quite fully in- | of the Government before it to show what the cost of the road 
formed itself, however, in relation to it, and the committee has | will be? 


taken testimony in relation to the construction of this dam. Mr. METCALF. Perhaps I may be able to answer the gentle- 
Mr. BURKETT. What is the Government proposing to do in| man. Mr. Newell says that it will cost $100,000 to construct the 
connection with this? road into the Tonto basin. They have got to take in all their sup- 


Mr. HAMILTON. The Governmentis proposing, under the na- | plies and machinery for constructing it. It seems to me that the 
tional irrigation law, to construct a dam on the Salt River Valley, | proposed grant is in the interest of the Government. 
in Arizona, at a point half a mile west of where the Tonto Creek | Mr. POWERS of Maine. Those that appeared before the com- 
flows into Salt River. That dam will be 200 feet across the bot- | mittee said that the proposed cost of the road would be about a 
tom and about 800 feet across the top, 188 feet thick at the base, | hundred thousand dollars. The parties representing the town 
16 feet thick at the top, and 280 feet high from bed rock. The | before the committee assured us that the hundred thousand dol- 
dam so constructed will impound 1,480,000 acre-feet of water. | lars would build theroad. The citizens of these towns are to bond 
This reservoir will be 25 miles long, with an average width of 1 | themselves by a two-thirds vote of the taxpayers. They desire 
mile to a mile and a half. | this road so much that they are ready to bond themselves to the 
Mr. BURKETT. The gentleman does not understand my | extent of 2 per cent of the last valuation. 
question. What does the Government propose to do with refer- Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask the gentleman a question. I 
ence to this road? have gone through all the printed hearings on this matter, and 
Mr. HAMILTON. As to the construction of the road, this | I have not found any suggestion or intimation of any less cost 
dam at the point where it is proposed to construct it will be 75 | than $100,000. Furthermore, so far as I have been able to consult 
miles east of the city of Phoenix, and the only means of reaching | with Mr. Newell, there is, as I gather, no expectation that this 
the dam site at present is, first, by way of what is known as the | road will cost less than $150,000; and they can not tell how much 
Reno Pass, a way which is a mere rough mountain trail, danger- | it is going to cost to build through that mountainous pass for a 
ous to man or horse, reaching an altitude of a little over 5,000 | dozen miles, as they will have to do. 
feet: and, second, by rail and by stage, a distance of about 400 Furthermore, if the road is going to cost less than $100,000, 
miles, 45 miles of that distance being from Globe to the dam | these cities already have under the law a right to bond themselves, 
site by stage. as I have figured out, according to their own statements, to the 
Now, the Government must have a means of transportation for amount of about $86,000. They can raise $86,000 without any 
the poles and wire necessary to be used in the transmission of | special act of Congress. 
electric power from the dam to the valley of Salt River, which it | Now, if this road is going to cost less than $100,000, and the 
is proposed to irrigate by the construction of this dam and reser- | Government is willing to put in $25,000, as seems to be brought 
voir; hence the Government finds it necessary to construct a rough | out in the hearings, whatis the necessity for the passage of this bill? 
way over Superstition Mountains and at least as far as Goldfields. Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will answer the gentleman. I did 
To do this will cost the Government, in connection with this | not say that this road was to cost less. I said simply that the 
enterprise, the sum of $25,000. Now, it is proposed by the citizens | representatives of the city of Phoenix, who came before us, when 
of these three towns—Phoenix, Mesa, and Tempe—to bond them- | asked by me (I do not know what may be said in the record) as 
selves by a two-thirds vote to raise money to construct a wagon | to the necessity of bonding to the extent of $100,000, replied that 
and freight road from Phoenix to this dam site. The Government | on the reports they had that sum would certainly enable the road 
of the United States puts $25,000 into it in carrying out this irri- | to be built, and they hoped to do it for a much less sum. 
gation enterprise. These towns supplement that by bonding Iasked him about the Government furnishing $50,000. He toid 
themselves, so as to make a safe freight and wagon road, That | me it would cost the Government $25,000 for the building of this 





road will be only 75 miles long. road, which sum would be necessary for getting the poles and the 
Mr. BURKETT. I asked the gentleman what the Government | wires; but that such an arrangement would not be a very con- 
proposed to do? venient one; that it would be very much more convenient for the 
Mr. HAMILTON. It proposes to put $25,000 into the construc- | Government in building this large dam to have a good road; that 
tion of the road. he believed (though he said he did not care to be responsible for 
Mr.BURKETT. Where did the committee get that proposition | making that statement positively) that if the Government would 
from? contribute $25,000 more toward the enterprise the cities would 


Mr. PAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman, do they not propose | take care of the rest. 
that the Government put in $50,000 if this bill passes and the bonds | _Mr. BURKETT. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether in 
issue and the money is raised? the committee, in response to a question something like the gen- 
Mr. BURKETT. Does not this bill look toward the proposition | tleman has said he asked, this was not said. I read from the re- 
— “ Government shall put enough money into it to build the | port: 
road, whatever it is? ) slds— 
Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no. ee eee as 
Mr. BURKETT. Isn't that-the proposition—if they will bond Which I understand is the edge of the valley. Of the 75 miles 
themselves for this amount the Government will see the road | 0f road to be constructed, about 40 will go across the valley, which 





built? | will not be very expensive; the remaining 35 will go through the 
Mr. HAMILTON. That is not the purpose at all. mountains— 
Mr. PAYNE. Let me read from the report of the committee. That part from Goldfields to the dam site will lie through the Superstition 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The Government offers $25,000 wonstatee oe . ee of _ aes, and in the areas of it many engi- 
additional 4 § ° . ‘Dar, | neering iculties will have to be overcome, among them that at Fish Creek, 
h > ee va = elle a ap aga is raised. Per-| where a sheer precipice of over 1,000 feet will have to be gotten over. 

— € ne gentiem. alludes . ‘ 

Mr. BURKETT. The Government makes this proposition: So much the gentleman has suggested. The report continues: 
That if they will bind themselves for 2 per cent, which takes them There are 11 miles of the proposed road near Fish Creek which engineers 
above the 4 per cent as provided by law estimate will cost $100,000 to construct. 

= ROBINSON of Indiana. Slightly above. Mr. POWERS of Maine. Let me say to the gentleman that 

Mr. BURKETT. Two and one-tenth above—that the Govern- | that is the difficulty in the case. With this $25,000 we should 
ment will put in whatever is necessary if assured that this road | have about $125,000. 


= be built. Is not that about the proposition? | Further, I fail to see in this bill anywhere anything that com- 
Air. ROBINSON of Indiana. The $25,000 comes out of the | mits the Government to the expenditure of one cent in building 
reclamation fund. | this road. 


a BI RKETT. Oh, it all comes.out of the reclamation fand. | _ It simply allows the people of these towns and cities to aid the 
ann HAMILTON. The gentleman is mistaken about that; it | Government in the building of the road. It does not commit the 

<2 all come out of the reclamation fund. _ | Government to do anything. 

Mr = RKE fT. Ail but what the citizens raise. | Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Allow me to put a question to the 
ants AMILTON, Certainly, but the citizens raise enough to | gentleman in charge of this bill. I should like to know whether 
eset the road. The Federal Government does not propose | thie amount which is to be expended here is to come out of the 
att <e a continuous road. There is a precipice near Fish Creek | Treasury of the United States, or whether it comes from the 

tousand feet high. The Government does not propose to con- ! reclamation fund? 
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Mr. HAMILTON. The $25,000 comes from the reclamation 
fund which the people benefited by irrigation restore to the Gov- 
ernment. The rest of it is all raised by the bonds proposed here 
to be issued. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. What I want to know is, clearly 
and distinctly, whether the money which is to be appropriated 
for the construction of this road comes from the funds received 
from the sale of lands, and which under the bill passed a year or 
two ago were set aside for irrigation purposes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It does not? 

Mr. HAMILTON. No; not at all. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then it can come from but one 
source, and I will have to object to the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Let me make myself understood. The bill 
proposes to allow certain towns—namely, Phoenix, Tempe, and 
Mesa—to bond themselves by a two-thirds vote to raise money for 
the construction of a certain road 75 miles long. 

Now, that is an independent, separate proposition of itself, in 
which the Government is not concerned; but it supplements the 
Government operations to this extent, that the Government in the 
construction of its dam of the Salt River at Tonto Creek must 
necessarily expend $25,000 in the construction a road over which 

‘to carry its poles and wires. The citizens simply want to follow 
that trail with a perfect road. That is all there is toit. It does 
not cost the Government of the United States anything. This 
levies no charge upon the Government. I would further state 
that this is a unanimous report of the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. What I would like to know is this: 
Is the Government involved in any expense whatever—— 

Mr. HAMILTON. None. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Upon this proposition over and 
above the amount which would naturally become a part of the 
construction of the dam and come from the reclamation fund? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Not one cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would state, if the gentleman from Michigan 
will permit me, that that question is answered in the report, and 
I will read from the report. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Very well. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
the case. 

Mr. PAYNE. The report says: 

For the purpose of the construction merely of the transmission and tele- 
phone lines, above mentioned, by the Federal Government from the dam site 
to Phoenix, the Government will have to spend not less than $25,000, and the 
Government, through the Director of the Geological Survey, proposes, if the 
freight and wagon road sought to be constructed by this halt is uilt, to in- 
crease the sum of $25,000, which it would otherwise expend in the construction 
of a mere rough way for the purpose of conveying poles and wires in the 
construction of its power and electric lines before mentioned, to $50,000, which 
sum is to be expended from the reclamation fund under the national irriga- 
tion act, the Government reimbursing itself for its expenditure upon said 


road and its expenditure for such dam and reservoir in accordance with the 
provisions of said act. 


Mr. BURKETT. Let me make another suggestion, and then 
the gentleman can answer them both. Right in connection with 
what the report has said and in answer to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. HL], let me also say that in the 
hearings of Mr. Fowler, who was here to represent those towns, 
this statement is made—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will state that the chairman of 
the committee told the gentleman from Nebraska a moment ago 
that it did not come out of the reclamation fund. 

Mr. BURKETT. That the estimated cost of the transmission 
road is $25,000. In addition to that, the Government proposes to 
put in $25,000 more than the cost of the mere transmission roads, 
or,in other words, in round numbers, to bear one-third of the en- 
tire estimated cost of the freight and wagon road, providing the 
towns will put in the other two-thirds. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Now, will the gentleman permit me to 
make that clear? 

Mr.BURKETT. Yes, that isthe object of asking the question. 


It will not cost one cent. 
I withdraw my objection, if that is 


Mr. HAMILTON. Now, the Government proposes to put the | 


$25,000 into the construction of this rough way for the carriage 
of poles and wire. This is necessary in connection with the irri- 
gation project. The Government has not said it will add $25,000 
to this, but it may do it. It is hoped that it may do it and it 
ought to doit. After this dam is constructed, first, there will be 
a large number of people employed upon the construction of that 
dam and it will be necessary to get people who might be injured 
in the construction of the dam to hospitals as rapidly as possible. 
It would be a great hardship to take them 400 miles around by 
rail and stage or to take them 110 miles around Reno Pass on 
horseback. There ought to be a road across there. 


Next. there are 15,000 tons of structural steel and other material | 


necessary to be used in the construction of that dam. It isneces- 
sary that that material shall be transported over some road, for 
in the construction of the dam the Government has got to have 





| which they might not otherwise have. 


| ation. 
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it. It is a simple business proposition. If the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BURKETT] wants to save the Government any 
money, the way to save it is by the construction of a road there 
which will enable the Government to carry its material and sup- 
plies for the men employed there by a short road from Phoenix 
down to this dam site. The Government could well afford to put 
$25,000 more in there, if it chose to doit, simply to cheapen the cost 
of construction of that dam. It is money in the Treasury of the 
United States to do so. The Government is fot bound to do so. 
It is tentative; it issimply a suggestion. There is no reason why 
we should be alarmed about that additional $25,000. , 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I would ask the gentleman if 
the proposed construction of this road is a part of the irrigation 
scheme. 

Mr. HAMILTON. No; only to this extent 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is it absolutely necessary in 
order to promote that scheme of irrigation to have this road con- 
structed? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. And therefore it is proposed 
to take the $25,000 out of the irrigation fund? 

Mr. HAMILTON. To the extent of $25,000. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. That is all paid back. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, according to the statement of 
the gentleman from Michigan, this bill proposes to dam Salt 
River. Now, as there is a political party represented here upon 
the other side of this Chamber which, by its attacks upon the 
tariff and upon the course of the Government in the Panama mat- 
ter, is preparing to take a notable trip up that river next year, I 
should like to ask the gentleman from Michigan if the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] has been consulted on this mat- 
ter? [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HAMILTON. I assume that the gentlemen on the minor- 
ity side of the committee have consulted the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. I understand that the minority of 
the committee are perfectly satisfied with the bill. I want to say 
this to my friend from Nebraska [Mr. BuRKETT], that the Dill 
was first considered by the committee asa whole. Next it was 
referred to a subcommittee, which gave it careful consideration. 
It was referred back to the full committee and some amendments 
were made to the bill, which was given the most careful consid- 
eration by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Luoyp], the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Powers], and myself, acting as a sub- 
committee. The committee feel very well satisfied that this is an 
enterprise to which the Government ought to lendits sanction. 

Next, I want to supplement the statement of my friend from 
from Maine [Mr. PowErs] in respect to these bonds. He made 
a statement in response to the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. 
BURKETT] in regard to the amount. These towns are alle to 
raise almost the amount necessary under the 4 per cent limita- 
tion. Authority by this Government to these towns to bond 
themselves would give the bonds a certain standing in the market 
It does not cost the Gov 
ernment ae 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that under the present law these 
towns can bond themselves for $86,000, a sum within $14,(00 o! 
the one hundred thousand? 

Mr. HAMILTON, That is the estimate of the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BURKETT]. 

Mr. BURKETT, Those are the figures in the repor®, not any- 
vrs estimate. 

r. PAYNE. Now, this looks to meas though this came 1n 


| here to get the sanction of Congress in the initiative, in the hoy 


that if the $150,000 was not enough to build this road Congress 
would be asked to go on with this dam site and other improve 
ments there, just as we have been compelled in other instances, 
where Congress gave a very little recognition to some scheme, t0 
come in to save it, or at the end to pay the debts of an exposition, 
or something of that kind, in order to save the credit of the Gov- 
ernment. It looks to me as though that might be the object, 10 
stead of trying to get some sanction to issue these bonds, because 
the Government has already given sanction to the bonds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there are not ten men on the floor of this House outside of the 
coterie standing over there who know what is under consiler- 
[Applause.] I submit that we ought to have a chance 
know. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker—— : 

The SPEAKER. The point of order made by the gentleman 
from Minnesota is well taken. The House will be inorder. .. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. One moment, if the gentleman will 











permit mé. I wish to say to the gentleman from New York that 
i made a similar suggestion to Mr. Fowler about their being 
able to raise this amount of money without getting any special 
legislation. He said they might want more than the 4 per cent, 
but whether they did or did not, if he took these bonds to New 
York to sell, and he had an act of Congress showing the right to 
issue them, that there could be no question about it, that he would 
have no difficulty in selling them; and for that reason all these 
municipalities desire permission, by a two-thirds vote of the tax- 
payers, to tax themselves or bond themselves to this extent. It 
seems to me to be a reasonable and proper request, to the end 
that they might sell their bonds at a higher rate and pay less 
interest. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman from Maine a 
question. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Have not these towns already authority to issue 
bonds to the extent of 2 per cent? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I was explaining that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Have not they got that power now? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. They have. 

Mr. PAYNE. What higher legality and what higher value 
does it give to the bond if the Government puts itself in the atti- 
tude of allowing these towns to bond themselves for $14,000 more? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will answer; because the gentle- 
man knows, as he has had more to do with bonds than I have, 
that when they take these bonds to New York to sell, the first 
question that would be asked would be, ‘‘ What authority have you 
toissue the bonds?’’ If they take them there under this special act 
of Congress authorizing them to issue the bonds, with the state- 
ment as to the amount of the last valuation, and showing that it 
is within the 2 per cent limit, then they could readily sell their 
bonds. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, by the general act they are allowed to 
issue bonds to 2 per cent of the assessed value of the property. 
How would they know that that was not overrunning the per 
cent? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. They would have to make an exam- 
ination in order to showit. They undertake to tax themselves; 
they desire their bonds to sell at the lowest possible price; and 
therefore they ask the privilege of having this act under which 
to issue the bonds; and I think they ought to have it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, Iam in full sympathy with some 
. the objections that have been raised by the gentleman from Ne- 

raska. 

. Mr. HAMILTON. I ask for order, that the gentleman may be 
eard. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am in full accord with the gentleman from 
Nebraska with regard to some of the objections which he has 
urged to the bill. I think, however, that the bill, if considered, 
could easily be amended so as to overcome those objections. 

It seems to me the only possible objectionable feature of the 
bill is contained in the paragraph relative to the use of the funds 
that are to be raised by the sale of the bonds. I think there can 
be no possible objection on the part of any Member of the House 
to giving the citizens of these municipalities the right to bond 
themselves for the construction of a wagon road. But the bill 
should not contain any provision which, by any possibility, could 
be construed as extending the power or authority of the Secretary 
of the Interior, under the irrigation law, to expend the irrigation 
fund. I believe if the bill when considered were amended by 
striking out certain words, so that it would provide simply that 
the funds arising from the sale of bonds should be used in the 
construction of a freight and wagon road between the points re- 
ferred to, then there can be no objection to the bill. 

As the bill now reads I think there issome ground for this fear 
that it might beconstrued to authorize the use of a sufficient sum 
from the irrigation fund to complete the road in question; in 
other words, to use more than was necessary for purposes directly 
or necessarily in connection with irrigation work. lam delighted 
on this occasion to note how carefully the irrigation fund is being 
guarded by the gentlemen who voted against it, as well as by the 
friends of the fund. 

I believe with the amendment suggested the people of these 
three municipalities can use $100,000 for the purpose of making a 
Toad of the trail, which the Government must of necessity build 
mm order to construct thisdam. We should remember that this 
1s not the only road from the Salt River dam site, and that a 

arge portion of the material, if I am correctly informed, will 

come in from another direction. But the Salt River Valley and 
the c immunities on Salt River are the communities to be benefited 
by this irrigation. 

Mr. HAMILTON. And they pay the freight. 

Mr. MONDELL. The water that is to be conserved on Salt 
River is to be used in the vicinity of these municipalities. The 
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people of that locality must repay to the Government the approxi- 
mately $3,000,000 that the works will cost. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Within ten years. 

Mr. MONDELL. Inaddition to this, they now propose to tax 
themselves for the purpose of making a better road between the 
dam and the towns than it would be necessary for the Govern- 
ment to construct in order to carry on the work. 

There certainly can be no objection to that being done, provided 
there be nothing in the bill suggesting that the Government is 
bound to the completion of a ** practical’’ freight road, and that 
that sum necessary can be taken out of the irrigation fund. If 
the amendment I suggest is made, then the bill simply provides 
for the bonding of these three municipalities for the purpose of 
constructing a wagon road. If they desire to do so, we ought to 
give them the power and authority to do it. 

This is a necessary purpose, and I think we ought to give them 
the authority asked for in the bill, with the amendments that will 
remove all doubt as to any responsibility on the part of the Gov- 
ernment for the completion of the road to an extent not necessary 
for Governmental purposes; and, in that connection, I think the 
bill should be amended in the last section so that the fund shall 
be expended entirely under the direction of the municipalities. 
In that way expenditure is entirely divorced from the work of the 
Federal Government in connection with irrigation work. This 
bill provides that it shall be expended under the direction of the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey. Certainly if expended in this way 
it will be expended economically and to the best advantage. This 
provision is open to the objection, however, that it might be con- 
strued to connect the Government with the betterment of this 
road by the people of Salt River Valley, and, therefore, that pro- 
vision should be amended so that the expenditure of the fund 
shall remain in the hands of the municipalities. If the people 
themselves conclude to have the Government reclamation en- 
gineers, under the Director of the Geological Survey, direct and 
superintend the expenditure they can of course do so, and if they 
are wise they will so arrange it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I think the committee will agree to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask if, in the gentleman's 
opinion, it is competent for the officers in charge of this reclama- 
tion fund to expend $50,000 in constructing this highway—— 

Mr. HAMILTON. It is not a highway. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). If they deem it an auxiliary 
or aid to the construction of the dam? 

Mr.HAMILTON. Theyconstruethe expenditure of this money 
for the construction of this road as a part of the reclamation 
enterprise, and as necessary. The gentleman will perceive that 
in a very mountainous country —— 

Mr.HEPBURN. I want toget the gentleman’s opinion if they 
have a right to do it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That is the committee’s construction of it, 
and it is my construction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thenif they should conclude that they can 
secure some other method that would be better than the high- 
way, would they have a right to construct that. if it was clearly 
better? For instance, if they may build a highway, may they 
not build a trolley road if they conclude that it is necessary? 

Mr. HAMILTON. No. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why not? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Because the Government can only proceed 
so far as necessary in the enterprise. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who determines the necessity? 

Mr. HAMILTON. It is a plain and reasonable necessity. 
—— must have poles and wires to connect the dam with the 
valley. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is reclamation by electricity? [Laugh- 


er. | 

Mr. HAMILTON. I did not quite catch what the gentleman 
said; but this is an electric age, and no one knows it better than 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Let me say to the gentleman that in 
this scheme of irrigation there is only one way,in accordance 
with the scheme, that has been devised, and that is to build this 
dam and then send the water to the valley and pump it up by 
means of the power generated at this dam. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You get it down and then get it up? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. And this electric power is to be 
transmitted by wires and poles along this road. That is the 
scheme as devised by the engineers in charge. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, will the gentleman answer the ques- 
tion that I put to the chairman of the committee? Is it a matter 
of discretion on the part of those in charge of this work to deter- 
mine what will facilitate the work? 


t 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. I apprehend it is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And itis under that rule that they have a 
right to appropriate $50,000 for the purpose? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will answer the gentleman if I un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose they determine that there is another 
method that will facilitate the enterprise. Have they a right to 
determine that—as, for instance, a trolley road? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. In building the dam they must have 
some method of getting in and of getting out. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And they determine the method? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. This scheme for irrigating the Salt 
River Valley contemplates the transmission of this power through 
that valley. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish the gentleman would be ingenuous. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. And anything that is necessary and 
proper—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. “Anything that is necessary and proper.”’ 
Now, if they should determine that they could get greater facili- 
ties by a common railway, have they the power to construct that 
in preference to a trolley? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. 
tempt it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Have they the power; and if not, why not? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Simply because I think a careful ex- 
amination would show that that is not a necessary adjunct of the 
system. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who is to determine the necessity? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. The scheme already adopted and be- 
ing put in force has determined the necessity of transmitting this 
power by electric wire, and I suppose that is admitted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. HamILtTon] whether he will not yield—— 

Mr. HAMILTON. I was about to yield to the gentleman from 
Nebraska for a suggestion. 


Ido not apprehend they would at- 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Probably that suggestion is the same as | 


mine, which is that this bill go back to the committee to be per- 
fected and brought up again to-morrow. I must object unless 


gentlemen agree to take the bill and perfect it on the lines sug- | 


gested by the gentleman from Iowa, and I think that had better 
be done in committee and the bill be brought back again to- 
morrow. We can not here on the floor of the House, in a hurry, 
go over this bill as we ought to go over it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemen- 
WAY] objects. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Satu 
until 12 o'clock meridian Monday, January 4, 1904. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a con- 
vention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
signed on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. Van Voornis, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. OLMsTED 
in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the pension appro- 
priation bill. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman | 


from Kansas [Mr. Scott]. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, it requires but a casual acquaint- 
ance with the political history of our country to disclose the strong 
predilection of the Democratic party for claiming the authorship 
of measures which in their inception it opposed, but which in their 
development and operation have become successful and popular. 

This peculiar Democratic attribute of out-Heroding Herod in the 
support of that which it first opposed finds a striking illustration 
in the attitude of that party toward Republican leaders who have 
passed away. A former Speaker of this House once defined a 
statesman as a politician who is dead. If you will pardon the 

yaraphrase I might describe with equal accuracy a Democratic 
heee as a Republican statesman who is dead. 

On the spur of the moment I can not recall hearing on this 
floor any utterances more touching and pathetic than those with 
which our friends on the other side of the aisle have attested 
their veneration for the memory of Abraham Lincoln, although 
while he yet lived, while he was doing the deeds for which they 
now praise him, bearing the cross for which they now weep, the 
Democratic party, North as well as South, exhausted the vocabu- 
lary of vituperation in traducing and maligning and reviling him. 

I bear willing witness also that during the two years in which 
I have been a Member of this House references to the wise words 


rday, December 19, they stand adjourned | 
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and the patriotic acts and the pure motives of William McKinley 
have been hardly less frequent on that side of the Chamber tha) 
on this. And the other day my friend from Georgia, I believe— 
perhaps it was the gentleman from Alabama—having occasion in 
the course of his remarks to speak the name of James G. Blaine. 
paused reverently toinvoke the blessing of God upon his memory, 

I donot allude to this strange Democratic peculiarity, Mr. Chair- 
man, to criticise or condemn it. On the contrary, i applaud it. 
I believe that it is better to be right ‘‘in the cold gray dawn of 
the morning after,’’ or forty years after, than never to be right 
at all; and since an all-wise Providence has apparently put it out 
of the power of the Democratic party to get right in the inception 
of any great public measure, I certainly can not find it in my 
heart to desire, even if I had the power, to rob it of whatever con- 
solation may come from an eleventh-hour repentance. I can ap- 
preciate the motive, if I can not approve the morals, of a political 
organization which seeks to have its former opposition to a popu- 
lar measure forgotten in the loud clamor of its present approbation. 

But I believe that the historic verities should be preserved, and 
it is in the hope of contributing somewhat to that end that I ven- 
ture to call the attention of the House to some of the official rec- 
ords touching the inauguration and establishment and develop- 
ment of our system of free rural delivery of mails. 

In a colloquy the other day with the gentleman from Iowa sey- 
eral gentlemen on the other side made assertions which left the 


| impression that the Democratic party was the author and finisher 


of this system of free rural mail delivery which has become so 
popular during the past few years. These gentlemen spoke on 
the spur of the moment and their mistake could therefore be 


| easily pardoned, and yet it seems to me it ought not to pass with- 


out correction. 

I apprehended that this sort of scheme would make its first ap- 
pearance Officially in the reports of the Postmasters-General of the 
United States. I have therefore examined these reports with 
some care and for some years back. The first reference which I 
find to this system appears in the report of the Hon. John Wana- 
maker, Postmaster-General during the Harrison Administration, 
in which he says: 


My ideal for the American postal service is a system modeled upon a dis- 
trict plan, with fewer offices,and those grouped around central offices and 
under thorough supervision. By this means at least 20,000 offices could be 
abandoned that produce no revenue to the Department. In the place of 
every abolished nonmoney-order and nonregistry office might be put an au 
tomatic stamp-selling machine and a letter box to receive mail. With th: 
money saved should be instituted a system of collection and delivery by 
mounted carriers, bicycles, and star-route and messenger contractors, and 
the free delivery gradually spread all over the country. 


That is the first allusion I find to free rural delivery of mails, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What report is that? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is the report of 1892. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. CANDLER. I will ask the gentleman if he has examined 
the report of Postmaster-General Wilson in reference to a rural 
free delivery? 

Mr. SCOTT. If the gentleman will bear with me, I will come 
to that further on in my remarks. 

Mr. CANDLER. This is the fact, that a bill was passed estab- 
lishing a rural free-delivery system during a Democratic Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state that it is my purpose to take this up 
in an orderly manner, and the answer to the gentleman's ques- 
tion will appear when I reach the point to which he refers. 

Mr. CANDLER. Wasit not put into effect by the Pustmaster- 
General under the Cleveland Administration? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will show to the satisfaction of the gentleman 
just exactly when it was put into effect, under what Administra- 
tion, and by whose orders. ! 

Mr. CANDLER. Then I understand the gentleman will do 
that later in his speech? a 

Mr. SCOTT. That is my purpose, if the gentleman will be kind 
enough to permit me to proceed. 

The recommendation which was made by Postmaster-‘ teneral 
Wanamaker, and to which I have just alluded, was followed up 
by the Administration and resulted in an appropriation for expe! 
ments in the direction suggested. These experiments in the first 
place were in the nature of extending free delivery to villages and 
smalltowns. At the close of the Harrison Administration the ¢x 
periments which had been set on foot under the direction of Mr. 
Wanamaker were proceeding with great satisfaction to the coun- 
try and to the people, and propositions had been made to extend 
these systems still further so as toreach outinto the rural regions. 
That was the situation which prevailed when a Democratic Ad- 
ministration, the second Cleveland Administration, came in 
power. Referring to this matter, the First Assistant Postmastl 
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General under that Administration made the following report. 
After having discussed in a discouraging way the entire system, 
he says: 

It would require an appropriation of at least $20,000,000 to inaugurate a sys- 
tem of rural free delivery throughout the country. 

Following the recommendation of the First Assistant, the Post- 
master-General, Bissell, incorporated the following in his annual 
report: 

Although it was provided 


wy Cones in the appropriation bill for the fis- 
yore ending June 30, 1894, 
1 


t $10,000 should be devoted, at the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General, to testing the feasibility of establishing a system 
of free delivery in rural districts, it has been found impossible, by reason of 
the pressure of more important questions, for the officers having that sub- 
ject in charge to give the subject the study and consideration that it de- 
mands, much less to establish such rural free delivery. 

It was soon discovered, furthermore, that the appropriation for this ex- 
periment is not at all sufficient for thorough and reliable tests, for in order 
to give the rural free-delivery system a fair and thorough trial tests would 
have to be made in many localities differing necessarily in density of popu- 
lation, topography, class of interests, condition of highways and thorough- 
fares. To me pe ye a system of rural free delivery it would require an 
appropriation of at least $20,000,000. 

He then refers to the report of his First Assistant, and indorses 
the recommendation made there that the attempt be not made. 

The next official reference which I find to this matter appears 
in the second report of William L. Wilson as Postmaster-General, 
in which he says, referring to the 2 ge poe which had been 
made in the preceding year and which he had not used: 

Should Congress see fit to make it available for the current year, I will 
make the experiment ordered by the best tests I can devise; but the difficul- 
ties in the way of such a and the reasons for viewing the whole 
plan as impracticable are fully set forth in the report of the House commit- 
tee on the post-office appropriation bill, second session of the Fifty-third 
Congress. 

It will be seen, therefore, that Mr. Cleveland’s Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, after two years of study and reflection upon the subject, 
after having absolutely refused to use the money which Congress 
placed at his disposal for this purpose, gave it as his opinion that 
the whole plan was impracticable and should be abandoned. The 
Postmaster-General, in the extract which I have just read, referred 
to the report on the appropriation bill in the Congress of that 
year. That report was made by the Hon. John B. Henderson, of 
North Carolina, who was at that time chairman of the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and in the course of that report, 
accompanying the appropriation bill, he says: 

Although it was provided by Congress in the appropriation bill for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, that $10,000 should be devoted, at the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General, to testing the feasibility of establishing a system of 
free delivery in rural districts, it has been found impossible, by reason of the 
pressure of more important questions, for the officers having that subject in 
charge to give the subject the study and consideration that it demands, much 
less to establish such rural free delivery. It was soon discovered, further- 
more, that the appropriation for this experiment is not at all sufficient for 
thorough and reliable tests; for, in order to give the rural free-delivery sys- 
tem a fair and thorough trial tests would have to be made in many localities, 
differing, necessarily, in density of population, topography, class of interests, 
and conditions of highways and thoroughfares. To ina te a system of 
rural free delivery it would require an appropriation of at least $20,000,000. 


The matter came up for discussion in the Senate very soon after 
this report was made, and in the debate in that Chamber the sen- 
ior Senator from South Carolina gave it as his opinion that to in- 
augurate and carry into effect this system would cost not less 
than $200,000,000 every year. 

The next official allusion to this matter to which I wish to call 
the attention of the House appears in the message of President 
Cleveland to Congress, under date of December 4, 1893. Referring 
to the matter of free rural delivery he says: 

Tam decidedly of the opinion that the provisions of the present law per- 
mit as general an introduction of this feature of mail service as is necessary 
or desirable, and that it ought not to be extended to smaller communities | 
than are now designated. 

Referring, of course, to the fact of the general law, which 
grants free delivery to cities of 10,000 inhabitants or to offices | 
doing a business of $10,000 a year, and declaring that in his 
judgment free delivery ought not to be extended to smaller 
communities. 

I next call the attention of the committee to a single sentence | 
from the annual message of the following year, by President | 
Cleveland, in which he says: 

The estimated cost of rural free delivery generally is so very large that it 
ought not to be considered in the present condition of affairs. 

Thus dismissing it with a wave of the hand as an utterly im- 
ee scheme by reason of the vast expense that would be 
involved, . 

It appears, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that a Democratic Post- | 
master-General, the Democratic chairman of the Committee on | 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and a Democratic President all 
united in agreeing that the establishment of free rural delivery 
Was an impracticable proposition. 

Notwithstanding this unfriendly official attitude, however, the | 
demand among the people for this great convenience was so insist- | 


Ce 








ent and the pressure continued so strong that in the last year of the 
Cleveland Administration the Postmaster-General felt constrained 
to yield to it, and the Democratic House felt constrained to yield 
to it. Consequently the $10,000 which had been appropriated for 
each of three successive years preceding, but none of which had 
been used, was gathered up and $10,000 more added, so that an 
appropriation of $40,000 was made for beginning experiments in 
this line. 

Pursuant to the provisions of this appropriation the Postmaster- 
General instituted forty-four routes. But after what fashion were 
they instituted? The answer to that question is found in the re- 
port of the First Assistant Postmaster-General of the year suc- 
ceeding, the year which witnessed the inauguration of William 
McKinley as President. That report reads as follows: 

All the details in vanes to the installation of the service were placed in 
the hands of officers of the division of post-office inspection and mail depre- 
dations. In order to perform this unwelcome and unappreciated service the 
inspectors were detached from other pressing duties, upon the successful 
performance of which, under the regulations of their division, their advance- 
ment in rank and pay to some extent depended. It is but just to say that 
they did the best they could under the circumstances, but they were hampered 
by orders which left them no discretion. a were instructed to start ex- 
perimental tests of rural delivery in specifically named localities, no matter 
whether the conditions seemed to them favorable or otherwise. Some of 
them became depressed with the idea that the locations assigned to them had 
been chosen to show that rural free delivery was not desired and was impos- 


sible of execution. Of the forty-four selected routes in which the exp=ri- 
mental test was made, some of them were deliberately laid out through terri- 
tory where the people did not want the service and where the physical 


conditions were such that it cost over 6 cents for every piece of mail delivered. 


This extract from the official report certainly makesit absolutely 
clear that in reluctantly yielding to the demand of the country 
for the establishment of this service a Democratic Administration 
had deliberately located the routes at places where the service 
could not possibly prove satisfactory or of such a nature as to 
warrant the continuance of the experiment. It is perfectly clear 
that the experiments were made in such a manner as would bear 
out the expectation that failure could be reported as the result. 

That is the condition that confronted the country, therefore, at 
the close of Cleveland’s Administration. Forty-four experiments 
were being tried. We all know what has happened since that 
time. We all know that under the leadership of an Administra- 
tion friendly, sagacious, and wise this service has been extended 
until, instead of forty-four feeble and foredoomed-to-failure experi- 
ments, there are now over 20,000 free rural routes in actual opera- 
tion, serving a population, probably, of not less than 10,000,000 
people, and the cost has not exceeded in any one year $12,000,000. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the records which I have pro- 
duced abundantly answer the question which was asked a few 
moments ago from the other side, asto when and by whom free 
rural delivery was established in this country. We note by these 
records that the system was suggested and inaugurated by John 
Wanamaker under the Harrison Administration; that it was prac- 
tically abandoned by his Democratic successor, who declared that 
it would cost $20,000,000 to inaugurate it, and whose political 
associate in the Senate declared that to carry it into actual effect 
would cost $200,000,000 a year. 

We find them trying experiments in such a way as to lead to 
the conclusion that failure must have been desired and intended. 
We find the Republican Administration taking hold of this sys- 
tem in this stage of its utmost feebleness and developing it until 
now it has become one of the most deservedly popular features of 
our postal system. 

I venture to say that with the sole exception of the advance in 
the price of their products which the past few years has wit: 
nessed, no boon has ever come to the farmers of America which 
is at all to be compared with that of the establishment of the free 
delivery of their mail; and they owe it absolutely and altogether 


| to the business sense, the sagacity, and the wisdom of the Repub- 


lican party as carried into effect by a Republican Administration. 


| [Loud applause on the Republican side. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BourTeL.t having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated to 
the House of Representatives, by Mr. Barnes, one of his secre- 
taries, who also informed the House of Representatives that the 
President had approved and signed bill and joint resolutions of 
the following titles: 

On December 17, 1903: 

An act (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th 
day of December, in the year 1902; 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) in relation to commuted rations 
for midshipmen; and 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective salaries 
for the month of December, 1903, on the 18th day of said month, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I now yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Miers]. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this bill having been 
under consideration for six days, I thought it might be proper for 
me to address a few remarks to the bill and the beneficiaries there- 
under. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] in re- 
ferring to this bill spoke of it as ‘“‘ the annual appropriation for 
the stipend which our Government gives,” etc. I do not like the 
word ** gives’’ in this connection. I would rather regard it asa 
payment on the obligation of the Government, for which it re- 
ceived an adequate consideration on a debt due, not a gift. Nor 
= I a this obligation can be met with a mere stipend. [Ap- 
plause. 

This Government has paid to soldiers, their widows, children, 
and dependent relatives for all the wars in which the United States 
has been engaged $3,038 ,623,590.16. 


Revolutionary war, estimated 
War of 1812 
Indian wars 


$70, 000, 000. 00 
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6, 284, 414. 

88, 483, 309. 

2, 878, 240, 400. 
5, 479, 268. 


55 
91 
17 
31 
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This in a very small way represents the Government’s obligation 
and debt of gratitude to the men who sacrificed, endured, and 
fought all the battles of all of the wars in which the United States 
has been engaged. 

This bill appropriates $138,150,100, being $7,095,130 less than 
the appropriation of 1902. 

The pension roll of June 30, 1903, bears 996,545 names. The 
Commissioner's report shows that during the year ending June 
30, 1903, there were dropped from the pension roll by reason of 
death 40,907 names. 

I said this in some measure represents the obligation of the 
Government to the men who fought its battles. I say ‘“‘ obliga- 
tion ’’ advisedly. 

There has been much talk about our duty to the Cubans, our 
national honor, the theories of free trade, high protection—in fact, 
nearly everything has been talked about except the merits of this 
appropriation. The greatness of the country has been ascribed to 
nearly everything and to nearly everybody except the men who 
are the beneficiaries of this bill. I beg leave to suggest that but 
for the men who fought the battles of the Revolution we would 
have had no republic; that up to 1861 the right of secession was 
unsettled. It was a question up to that time whether the Gov- 
ernment was a mere compact or a union of States. But for the 
men who fought the battles of 1861 to 1865 these questions would 
have been settled against us. We would not have been the strong 
Union of States that we are to-day and would have been unable 
to extend a helping hand to suffering Cuba. We would not now 
be the great, patriotic, liberty-loving, prosperous nation that we 
are. 

The discussion under this bill has furnished a theme to place 
this glory to the credit of a high protective tariff, to free trade, or 
whatever happens to be the hobby of the Member. Themen who 
fought the battles and made ali these glories possible seem to 
have been almost forgotten. 

This is not the first time these men have been forgotten. In 
1864, when General Grant was organizing and assembling a great 
army at Culpeper Court House, General Sherman at Chattanooga, 
and Sigel down the Shenandoah Valley, and other organizations 
of soldiers great and small, the wage of battle was uncertain, the 
very life of the Republic was being despaired of, these men had 
to be fed and clothed. The national debt had already grown to 
nearly $2,000,000,000. The same greed for gain was abroad then 
asnow. The men whocontrolled the great money markets would 
loan no more money. The greenbacks went down to 61.4 cents 
in March, 57.9 in April, 56.7 in May. The soldiers were enduring 
and fighting for the Union as no other soldiers had done or have 
since. The money power, that demands so much now, refused 
to strengthen the credit of the Government and the value of 
greenbacks depreciated to 47.5. The man who had $100 in gold 
wanted $210.70 for it. 

This was not the end. General Grant had lost nearly 70,000 
men in the Wilderness; no one could predict what the end would 
be. General Lee with a force almost at the limits of the Capitol, 
and this same money power that had $100 was demanding $285 
for it, and actually refused to loan the Government any more 
money. The Treasury turned to the people and the men who 
were fighting its battles in the field, and secured a loan of $20,000,- 
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000. If anyone doubts this statement let him turn to the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to Congress in 1864. The in- 
terest paid on the seven-thirties was $141,536 .427.73. 

June 30, 1864, Congress authorized the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make another effort to negotiate a loan on bonds redeem,- 
ble in five years and payable in twenty years, with an interest of 
6 percentincoin. Four hundred million dollars were authorized. 
but only $125,561,300 were taken. Greenbacks were worth less 
than 50 cents on the dollar. The $125,561,300 were bought for 
$62,780,650, thus drawing the equivalent of 12 per cent in coin on 
the amount invested. In five years’ time these bon1s were re- 
deemed for $125,561,300, making to the bondholder 12 per cent 
annually on his investment for five years, then redeemed at 2()() 
per cent of the original loan. 

Fathers, sons, husbands, and brothers were being shot to death 
in battle for the Union; many were dying of wounds and dis- 
ease. This same money power was depreciating the value of 
greenbacks in order that gold might flow back to them from the 
Treasury. Which class is entitled to the greatest credit; which 
did the most for the Union? The courage and patriotism of the 
soldiers, who hesitated at no sacrifice, at no cost of life or health, 
to save the Union. 

Things began to look better in 1865, and Congress authorized a 
loan at 6 per cent, payable in coin, with greenbacks below half 
face value; $203,327,250 were placed, when the gold value was not 
over $100,000,000, thereby putting the difference in the pockets of 
the bondholders, besides the interest at 6 per cent in coin, amount- 
ing to over 12 per cent in greenbacks, thus giving the bondholder 
| over two dollars for one. As shown by a very able article in the 
| National Tribune, the man who lent $221 got back his $221, $110 
in the advance on his bonds, and $168 in interest, making a return 
of $500 for his loan of $221; but for the beneficiaries of this bill it 
would all have been lost. 

Who begrudges to these men, who endured such hardships, 
made such terrible sacrifices, and saved the Union, this small 
payment on the Government’s obligation? These men were paid 
in the depreciated greenback dollar. The bondholder was paid his 
interest in coin, and finally his bond was paid in gold. The sol- 
diers’ courage never failed; they never winced under hardship nor 
flinched in battle. They made all things possible to this Republic. 
Now that we have grown strong, let us not forget the obligation 
that once laid so close to everyone’s heart nor the debt of grati- 
tude that we owe. ee 

This great Government gladly and willingly grants a liberal 

nsion, which in a small degree compensates for the maimed 

imb, wounded and diseased body. Let us not forget these men 
who sacrificed and endured so much to preserve the Union our 
forefathers established. 

If it was right, which I never believed, to meet all the bond- 
holders’ obligations in gold, what is the just desert of these 
men—the nation’s protectors? They were paid in a depreciated 
dollar. Now that we are at e and yy with an over- 
flowing Treasury, it would but right to treat these men as 
fairly as we did the bondholder, and meet his obligation by pay- 
ment in kind. This should be done by paying these men now 
what they should have received forty years ago, the difference 
between the depreciated currency and gold. 

In heralding the glories of the Republic and in referring to our 
duties of honor, let us not forget the most deserving of all. Let 
us always be mindful how prone human nature is, how natural 
it is for the strong to bear down on the weak. How natural itis 
| for a great army to seek for some controversy that it may show 
| its skill in battle. In this day of progress and commercialism let 
us emulate the example of the founders, and remember that our 
proud Republic had its inception in throwing off the tyranny 0! 4 
strong power. The bed rock of our Republic was laid in siberty 5 
cause. That the sweetest word and fondest dream of the fore- 
fathers was “liberty.” That their rule of action was ‘‘ the golden 
rule.”’ [Loud applause. | , 

Mr. SMITH of eateier. I now yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Sms]. : 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I will not violate in the least the 
general rule that has been observed in this discussion by say1ns 
anything about what is in the pending bill. There has b: on 8 
great deal said about the so-called Republic of Panama, an 
have failed to see any division of sentiment upon the other side, 
| but there seems to be some division on this side. I think we will 
| all acknowledge the fact that the building of an isthmian ©: nal 
| is the milk in the cocoanut. bss 
I think if it had not been for the question of the canal we mig)! 
| never have heard in our time of the Republic of Panama I 
seems that the so-called secession in Panama was brought alout 
| primarily and for no other purpose than to secure the buildi e 
| a canal where the present partially built canalis located. § Th ™ : 
fore I think the practical question before the country 15 | 
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question of whether or not the treaty that has already been negoti- 
ated with the so-called Republic of Panama shall be ratified or 
10t. 

In treating this question I do not think that it ought to be 
treated from a political standpoint or a standpoint of party advan- 
tage or disadvantage, from the fact that the question of whether 
we should have an isthmian canal has never been treated as a po- 


litical question. Both the great parties in their conventions have 
declared for it repeatedly, and when the matter was before this 
House the vote was not whether we should have a canal or not. 

The only question was whether it should be built at Nicaragua 
or Panama. We had before us the opinions of the same engineers 
of the United States Government. e had expert evidence as to 
both routes; that both were feasible, that both were practicable. 

Panama was regarded as the more favorable route, provided 
that what had already been done there could be purchased for 
a price stipulated. I believed from the evidence presented 
that Panama was the more desirable route. Tomy mind from 
the evidence it was only a question of routes, as both were de- 
clared feasible; and while the House voted by an overwhelming 
majority in favor of constructing the canal at Nicaragua, when 
the bill came back from the Senate so amended that it might 
be built at either place, preferring Panama, and authorizing the 
President and giving him the same authority to build at either 
place, we voted for the amended Senate bill. 

We negotiated a treaty to build it at Panama, in accordance 
with the recommendations of the engineers. The statute pro- 
vides conditions under which the President, not may, but must 
construct it at Nicaragua. Now, the practical question is, Shall 
we have it at Nicaragua or Panama? I, for one, do not believe 
that if the treaty is not ratified the President of the United 
States will refuse to obey the plain statute and refuse to construct 
it at Nicaragua. 

I believe the President will obey a plain statute of Congress, 
and the only question to be considered now is as to whether we 
shall have it at Panama or aa for we are going to get it 
at one or the other place. Some of our friends on this side use 
the most vigorous language in denunciation of the Panama Re- 
public, characterizing it as only a subterfuge of our own devising; 
that it was brought about by the agency of the United States, and 
was really and in fact not an uprising of the people of Panama 
on their own motion, but instigated and brought about by our- 
selves for the p of obtaining more advantageous terms for 
the building of the Panama Canal than we could get from the 
Republic of Colombia. 

Then I say to those gentlemen that take that view of it—and I 
am not saying that they are not correct—how can you turn around 
and say you are in favor of ratifying the treaty that was made in 
pursuance of such design? The people are not all fools; they can 
see through this matter as well as wecan. A mere play is worth 
nothing. If we want to rebuke the action of the Administration 
in setting up this Republic, as it is claimed it has done, the only 
practical way to do it is to let the Democratic members of the 
Senate vote to a man against ratification of the treaty, and then 
you will have the canal at Nicaragua, and you will not have toin- 
dorse the wrong, if there be one, for building the canal at Pan- 
ama. I think the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DiInsMoRE] 
was entirely logical. After he had denounced the Administration 
in the terms he had, how could he justify a ratification of the 
treaty brought about by a republic created as he said this was? 
He said he could not, and therefore he would oppose the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty. 

But I do not think we will gain any ground to stand here and 
denounce the action of the Administration in setting up this Re- 
public and at the same time say we are going to ratify the treaty 
made with it and for which it was brought into existence. It 
does not strike me as a common-sense course. It does not strike 
me as logical but that they who denounce the Republic should 
denounce the treaty. 

Mr. Chairman, we know it is the law of all the world that they 
who receive stolen property, knowing it to be stolen, are liable 
morally and legally. It is not the fact that the canal is not just 
as good built under this treaty, but what authority have the peo- 
ple to make that treaty? None, except the authority resulting from 
this movement. 

If it is a movement indefensible, covered with turpitude and 


crime, then to treat with that so-called Government is equivalent | 


0 accepting stolen property knowing it to be stolen. The thief 
may have a stolen horse that will cultivate my crop and draw my 
cart just as well as though he was the legal owner of it, and the 


fact that Ican make the same use of it does not justify me in | l : 
| the whole Christian world will be with them; in which much 


buying 


it, knowing the lack of title. Should I buy it and pay 


every dollar it is worth to the thief, I become a party to the orig- 


-_ crime, punishable by statute, and certainly by every code of 
OTais, 








Now, if this matter is as bad as stated by some of those op- 
posed to it, how can they vote to accept the fruits of the crime? 
For one I can not doit. If thismovement was instituted by the 
connivance or suggestion of the Administration, if it is as black 
and dark and damnable as it has been painted, I say, for the sake of 
our own character, we should never ratify the treaty. Never! But 
if we are going to ratify the treaty and benefit by the fruits of the 
wrong, the less we say about the crime the better. 

I want to say further that we can not dodge the responsibility. 
If this thing is to be made a party question, the treaty with Pan- 
ama can not be ratified without Democratic votes in the Senate. 
What is ratification but approval? Itapproves not only the docu- 
ment presented on its face, but all of the moral considerations and 
responsibilities preceding it. I-say- if-it-is going to be ratified by 
Democratic votes in the Senate, there is no use in talking about the 
enormity of the crime that brought aboutthe Republic. Itisidle 
and useless. Therefore it seems to me that denunciation is indis- 
creet, unless we are going to take. a stand against the ratification of 
thetreaty. Thatisthe reason I asked-the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. DINSMORE] in all candor whether he was in favor of ratify- 
ing the treaty, and he boldly said ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, the treaty of Paris was brought before the Senate 
which provided for the taking ever of-the Philippine Islands and 
paying $20,000,000 for them. A majority of the Democrats were 
opposed to that part of the treaty, but-thirteen Democrats voted 
for it and made it possible, for it could not have been ratified by 
the Senate without these Democratic votes. How often have you 
heard from the other side of the House; when criticism concern- 
ing our action in the Philippines was being-indulged in, the re- 
mark, ‘‘ You made it possible.’’ Without the help of the Demo- 
cratic Senators we should have had no Philippines. In that case 
we had only to guess what the Administration would do, and it 
was not much of a guess, because they voted down the Bacon 
resolution, and every amendment offered by us, looking to the es- 
tablishment of a policy. 

Yet many Democrats, condemned -what followed in the Philip- 
a that a plowboy ought to have seen beforehand would follow. 

ow, if we are going to condemn this Panama Republic, let us do 
it in the only practical way, and that is, vote-against the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty. If we are going to accept the fruits of it, if we 
are going to accept the benefits of the wrong, and so announce it in 
advance, for self-respect and for our standing in the world let us 
say nothing more about it. [Applause. ] 

I again say I regret that I am unable to agree with some of my 
colleagues on this side who have charaeterized this so-called 
Republic as an abortion on the face of the earth, misbegotten, 
hag-born, and ditch-delivered, but who are, for the sake of com- 
mercial advantages to accrue to us, willing to ratify the treaty 
with Panama and regard its rejection by the Democrats as a 
mistake which the Republicans would like for us to make. 

I hope the ideals of this side have not sunken to the commercial 
level; that the action of the Democratic party with regard to the 
ratification of the treaty with this ‘‘ hag-born’’ Republic will not 
be governed by a dollars-and-cents consideration. We had bet- 
ter be right than rich. National character is more to be desired 
than national wealth; a splendid history rather than a splendid 
country. 

The very moment the treaty is rejected by the Senate, under 
the plain, unambiguous terms of the act of Congress, the Presi- 
dent must—not may—begin negotiations for the construction of 
the canal at Nicaragua. How amazing it is that any Member of 
this House preferring the Nicaragua route should advocate the 
ratification of this treaty! 

Mr. Chairman, as before stated, I believed from the evidence 
before us at the time that the Panama route was the best, and 
on equal terms should be selected over Nicaragua, and so voted; 
but if we have to condone, approve, or even wink at what is al- 
leged to have been the conduct of the Administration in this mat- 
ter, I for one say perish the thought of ever digging a canal that 
will in all future times, if not in our own, be regarded as the 
grave of American honor rather than a monument of American 
achievement. We had better never have the canal than secure it 
at the sacrifice of all that is most to be cherished in American 
history and tradition. 

Away with all sordid considerations of gain and greed, and let 
us look at this matter from the standpoint of national morality. 
Simply to secure hoped-for commercial advantages is this treaty 
to be ratified by Democratic votes, thereby accepting the fruits 
of the work of the Administration, with a full knowledge of what 
it is and has been; with the responsibility that it will involve us 
in a war with a neighboring Republic, in which the sympathy of 


American blood must flow and millions of American treasure be 
expended? For myself alone, I say most emphatically, No. 
I believe the President will not hesitate to discharge his duty, 
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and will, upon the rejection of the treaty with Panama, at once 
enter into negotiations to construct the canal at Nicaragua. 
if in this I am mistaken, and he should fail to do his plain duty, 
instead of digging a canal he will most effectually dig his own 
political grave. 
of the Republican party he would not carry half a dozen States in 
the nextelection. Should this be the case, the Democrats will have 
saved the national honor, secured the canal where they want it, 
and sweep the Republican party from power. For all of which 
let us pray. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I understood that some gentleman on 


the other side desires to speak thirty minutes. 

Mr: SMITH of Kentucky. Ido not think there is anyone on 
this side who desires to speak now. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Then I yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. CALDERHEAD]. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the late hour to-day will 
not permit me to make any very extended remarks. I intended 
to pay some attention to the report of the Commissioner of Pen- 


the amount of work that has been done by the Pension Bureau 
during the last year. 


progress. There is much difficulty in the administration of it. 
The pension system of the United States has never been a well- 
planned or well-organized or well-considered system. It has 
grown up gradually from time to time; and legislation upon that 
subject has been largely piecework. The general pension law 
which was passed during the time of the civil war was intended 
to meet the requirements of the pension system at the time and 
was added to the pension laws which were then in existence. 
Those laws had had a long and singular history. There was a 


time when the administration of the pension laws was under the | 


Secretary of War, and another time when the administration of 
the pension laws was under the Secretary of the Treasury. There 
was a time when some legislation proposed that the circuit courts 
of the United States should hear the claimants and decide who 
were entitled to pensions and determine the amount and certify 
their names to the Secretary of War. 

The circuit courts, to whom such application was made at the 
time, declined to hear the applications or to adjudicate such 
claims for the reason that their judgment upon the matter could 
not be final in any event, but must always be subject to any sub- 
sequent legislative action of Congress. So the courts refused to 
entertain jurisdiction of such cases when their judgment might 
be vacated or modified or set aside by the action of Congress 
afterwards. 

Since the general pension law of 1862 a great many amend- 
ments have been added to it. As each successive act was passed, 
new rules for the administration of the law were necessary, and 
in each case the Bureau was to a large extent bound by the prece- 
dents that had been set under the former legislation. 

They were necessarily bound by these precedents, for if they at- 
tempted to enlarge them or make new rules, then those who had 
been pensioned under the former law felt that an injustice had 
been done them and immediately made application for a relief 
which the law did not provide for in their cases. 

Time passed, and as the years passed it became more and more 


difficult for the soldiers who had survived to prove the origin of | 


their disabilities in the service. A vast number of men who had 
served faithfully in the Army, and who had become disabled 
either from injuries received in that service or from disease and 
injuries received after that time, felt themselves justly entitled 
to the relief of the pension laws, and yet no provision was made 
for them in case they would be unable to prove the origin of 
their disabilities in the service. 

The act of 1890 was passed for the purpose of providing pen- 
sions for all of that class. 

The men who served in the ranks of the Union Army were not 
hasty in calling upon the Government for relief by pensions. Ten 


But | 


With such a refusal on his part, as the nominee | 
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I | ing who have never asked for a pension at all. 
sions and to ask the attention of Members to that report and to | 


| in the RECORD. 











years after the war closed only 6 per cent of the men who served | 
in the ranks of the Union Army had made application for pension | 
at all, even including all those who had actually received wounds | 


or suffered injuries or contracted disease or other disabilities 
which were incidents of the camp. 

Most of the comrades felt when the war closed and for years 
afterwards that the nation was overwhelmed with the burden of 
a national debt and that the first duty of the country was to re- 
deem its honor by the payment of it, and that after the national 
debt had been paid or put in such a condition that it could be paid 
without being a burden to the country it would be time enough 
to appeal to the country for attention to their wants. 

There was a degree of patriotism in this that has been seldom 
witnessed in the whole history of our country. Citizenship in a 
republic is usually ready and free to ask the aid of the govern- 
ment in any emergency, and in every possible direction in which 
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it can be distributed to the individual. The soldiers of the Union 
Army were not hasty to seek that kind of aid. Most of them felt. 


| and a large per cent of them still feel, that the pension ought to 


come graciously from the hand of the country as a mark of honor. 

No compensation in dollars and cents can pay for the suffering 
of wounds, or of disease, or for the loss of health—for long years 
of pain. The pension should be given graciously by the nation 


| itself as a mark of honor for services voluntarily given to the 


nation. 

It is estimated, I think, by the Commissioner of Pensions and 
by General Ainsworth, the efficient chief of the record and pen- 
sion division of the War Department, that 25 per cent of the 
soldiers of the Union Army now living have never applied for 
pensions at all. All that vast number of men have still felt them- 
selves able to provide for their own necessities, or have felt that 
the pension itself should come as the gift of the nation and not as 
a demand at their hands. 

It is estimated, I think, that there are 200,000 soldiers now liy- 
I intended to have 
had along with me to-day the report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions showing the small number of pensioners, comparative}, 


| who are drawing pensions for injuries received in the service. | 
The administration of that Bureau is showing a very gratifying | 


think that there are about 264.000. These figures I shall corr 
I am giving them now only from memory and 
approximately. 

There are about 430,000 soldiers drawing pensions under the 
act of June 27, 1890, for disabilities incurred since the service, or 
for disabilities incurred in the service which they are not able to 
prove directly under the general law. Of the 430,000 soldiers who 
are drawing pensions under the act of June 27, 1890, more than 
one-half of them are drawing only six or eight dollars a month. 
The amount is comparatively small for each one. I know that i 
makes a vast aggregate in millions when the total of the pension 
roll is added up. 

I know that one hundred and thirty-six or one hundred and 
thirty-eight millions paid out annually for pensions to individual 
pensioners seems like a vastsum; and yet nobody complains when 
the Postal Department of this Government costs one hundred and 
fifty-six millions; nobody inquires how much the work of the 
War Department costs; nobody hesitates about the expense of 
the Naval Department. 

There are few expenses of the Government that are ever ques- 
tioned or inquired into or complained of, and there is no reason 
why anyone should say for a moment that a pension roll of one 
hundred and thirty-six or one hundred and thirty-eight millions 
is a burden upon the country. Outsideofthedemagogue who is 
playing before an audience, and outside of some discussions that 
we sometimes hear in this Hall, I have never heard any man or 
woman in all the land utter a complaint that the amount (is- 
tributed by the general pension roll was too great, or that it was 
a burden upon the country. 

The pension law of 1890 grants a pension of $12 a month for a 
total disability to earn a support by manual labor. Under the 
general law which grants pensions for disabilities incurred in the 
service, $30 a month is allowed for total disability to perform 
manual labor. Now, the soldier who is drawing only $12 a month 
under the act of 1890 must be as completely disabled for labor as 
the soldier who is drawing $30 a month under the general law, 
and in the neighborhood where the comrades live, when the com- 
rades look at each other and see one man totally disabled for any 
kind of labor, helpless with paralysis or totally blind, dependent 
upon his pension for subsistence, drawing only $12, while b 
him is another neighbor disabled for labor only, walking about 
ordinarily at his own will, drawing $30 a month, they feel that 
there is an inequality in it; and it has been a difficult matter to 
explain to them and to the country why there should be sucha 
difference. The soldiers themselves soon learn it. 

There is another distinction which arises out of the administra- 
tion of the law that seems to be still more inequitable. The sol- 
dier is allowed $12 a month for a total disability to earn suppor 
by manual labor, and the Department is allowed to proportion 
that rate for less disabilities, so that some receive $10, and some 
$8, and some $6, but the man who receives $6 per month receives 
it upon a rating of one-half total disability for labor. The man 


side 


| who receives $8 a month receives it upon a rating fora little more 


| by anybody for labor, except when he is employed either 4 


than one-half of total disability for labor. 

The place where it is felt to be inequitable is this, that no man 
who is one-half disabled for manual labor will be employed by 
anybody for manual labor. He gets the labor only as an objet 0! 
charity. A man who is two-thirds or three-fourths disabled ‘or 
laborand who gets a pension of $8 or $10 a month is not emp oy! 1 
charity or when he obtains the employment through hard neces- 
sity. 

He is as utterly prevented from supporting himself by manual 
labor in many cases, and in most cases, indeed, as the man wio1s 
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actually shown to be disabled and drawing his $12 a month. 
Now, looking at that condition of things, the soldiers of the 
Union Army, the men who rendered the service themselves, think 
that it might be remedied by a general law, and their reason for 
it is based upon illustrations of this kind. 

I think, if I remember the regiment correctly, the Fifth New 
York Heavy Artillery was a regiment of 1,400 men when it went 
into the battle of the Wilderness on the morning of the 5th of 
May. It went through that campaign. It stacked arms in front 
of Petersburg on the 16th of October with 36 muskets! The 36 
men who went through the whole of that terrible campaign with- 
out a wound, or without an hour’s loss of duty, who saw it all 
and who remained until the expiration of the war upon duty, and 
came home without a record of any injury incurred in the serv- 
ice, are precisely the 36 men who can not now proveany disability 
incurred in the service. 

Yet they saw it all. They endured it all. Broken now by 
years and in many cases by injuries which were received then, 
but which they can not prove now because the witnesses are all 
dead, these men and such men as these must seek their relief un- 
der the law of 1890, and when one of them shows himself to be 
totally disabled, instead of getting $30, as his old comrade does 
who proves his disability in the service, he gets but $12; and 
when he proves himself to be one-half disabled for any kind of 
labor, instead of getting $17 or $24 a month under the general 
law, he gets but $6. 

His feeling is that all this might be made more equitable by a 
general law, and for that reason in due time I intend to ask this 
House to consider a general law, a service pension, granting $12 
a month to all the soldiers of every rank on account of their serv- 
ice without regard to any disability: Itis time forit now. It is 
nearly forty years since the last gun was fired. 

I know that legislation of this kind will relieve the Bureau of 
a vast amount of work which it is now called upon to do. 
know, too, that in many cases it will relieve Congress and the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions of a great burden which is now 
imposed upon them. 

I want to call attention to one thing more. The Committee on 
Invalid Pensions is not organized as a court of appeals from the 
Pension Bureau. It is organized for the consideration of cases 
that can not be decided by the Pension Bureau; organized for 
the purpose of granting relief in cases where the Bureau can not 
grant it under any existing law. 

There are some cases in which the Bureau can not grant pen- 
sions, for the reason that the evidence does not satisfy them and 
is not sufficient to comply with the letter of the law. Sometimes 
serious complaint is made about the Bureau, that it requires a literal 
compliance with the letter of the law. Now, it is true that some 
discretion is given to the Commissioner of Pensions in construing 
the evidence, and whenever he shall be satisfied that the evidence 
is sufficient to authorize a pension he may grant it. The law 
gives him that latitude. 

But you can easily see that he can not distribute that discretion 
through the 184 men who are merely his clerks and who must 
necessarily hear and consider and pass upon this testimony. He 
can not personally examine the thousands of cases. If he distri- 
buted his discretion to the board of review or even to the board 
of appeals in his Bureau, then no limit could be placed upon the 
administration of the law. One clerk might exercise his discre- 
tion liberally in one case, and another less liberally in another 
case exactly like it, and the discrepancy between these two would 
destroy the effect of the law and would involve the Bureau in 
perpetual contention with the claimants. There are many cases | 
that can not be allowed by the Bureau. 

The work of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, with which I 
have become familiar during the last two terms of Congress, has 
been made unwittingly burdensome by the Members of Congress 
themselves. I donot speak now for the purpose of criticising any 
man or any Member of the House, and yet. although we have only 

en In session since the 7th of this month in this session, there 
are now in thatcommittee room over 4,000 billsfor private pensions. 

Every Member of this House knows when he introduces his 
bills that he can not possibly obtain more than seven or eight, by 
the most liberal favor of the committee. Thereis not time either 
to consider them in the committee or to pass upon them in the 

1ouse. But when a Member introduces 100 or 200 private pen- 

sion bills, mailing to each claimant a copy of his bill and advising 
him that his case is pending before the Invalid Pensions Commit- 
tee, the claimant immediately writes to the committee and the 
committe is burdened with an answer to him, telling him why 
us case can not be taken up and considered at that time. 

: The claimant believes that the committee is doing him an in- 
: ustice, or else he feels that the committee is showing favoritism 
© some one else.. This is a matter of injustice which you are 
working toward the members of the committee. 








It would be an easy matter for the Members of the House to se- 
lect five, or six, or seven, or eight cases from their districts—cases 
of the greatest distress, cases that are clearly entitled by the evi- 
dence in their possession to this special relief—and to present them 
to the committee. We could accomplish our work and present it 
to the House much sooner. 

Just one thing more concerning the work of that committee, 
Although we were called in session upon the 9th of November, 
the committee was not named until the 5th of December, and 
during all that time the Members of the House were introducing 
their private bills and sending them to the committee as if it were 
organized and ready for work. During that time there was no 
organization of the committee, there were no clerks, there was no 
procedure by which we could make a record of the bills. 

Now, since the 5th of December, when the committee was ap- 
pointed, we have the regular clerk of the committee and we have 
a man detailed from the Pension Bureau for the purpose of exam- 
ining these cases and making an abstract of them to give to us. 
These two men labor together to make an index of the bills, to 
put them upon a docket, and make an index of them, so that 
they can be found when we want them for consideration. Dur- 
ing all of the last term of Congress, with the same two men, and 
with a stenographer and two additional clerks, that force was 
compelled to work from the time they came to the Capitol in the 
morning, at 8 or 9 o’clock, until 10 or 11 o’clock at night, just 
simply to keep records of that kind for the committee in order that 
we might have the bills ready for consideration when we met. 

This is not fair to the committee. The House has not yet al- 
lowed that committee any additional clerks. The House will 
take its holiday recess on Saturday. There will be no provision 
for additional clerks before that time. We will not assemble 
again until the 4th of January. We can not have any additional 
clerks until you grant them after a report from the Committee on 
Accounts, when that time comes, and then we can begin the con- 
sideration of your private bills. 

You can see for yourselves, if you think about it, that it will be 
the last Friday in January before that committee can make a re- 
port upon any billin the House. Youare delaying the matter in 
which you yourselves are interested by the manner in which you 
are burdening the committee with bills that you do not intend to 
ask to have passed, and yet which must be recorded, docketed, 
and indexed for action of the committee. This is a matter that 
you can care for yourselves. 

There are some other matters concerning the pension laws 
about which I desire tospeak, but I will take the time some other 
day. The older nations have learned by experience, and when a 
soldier is discharged from the army of France, or from the army 
of Spain, or from the army of Germany a medical record is made 
showing his physical condition, showing what injuries he re- 
ceived in the service. 

If he is married, a record is made of the residence of his wife 
and children and their number. From that time on while he 
lives a record is maintained of his family and of his wife and 
children while they live. When he dies, by operation of law the 
widow and children become entitled to pension. 

It is a matter which is ascertained by the Government, not by 
the widowand children. In our country they must become claim- 
ants. They must make proof, and to make proof in accordance 
with the exact letter of the law is in many cases impossible now. 
It is forty years since the war closed. In some cases it is fifty or 
sixty years since the soldier married the widow which he has left. 

Now it is impossible for her to prove by record or by living 
witnesses the fact of her marriage, the fact that she was never 
married before, and that she had never been divorced, and that 
he had never been married to another, and facts like these. Yet 
until these facts are shown, she does not show herself to be the 
only claimant in the case entitled to the pension. 

It is true that the Department may waive some matters of the 
proof in cases where the evidence may seem satisfactory with her 
own statement in reference to these facts and assume them to be 
true. Yet the Department can not permit, as I said, the clerks 
who are doing the work to exercise that discretion, for if they 
did one might violate a sound discretion, and by liberality in one 
case and by strict requirement in another case there would not be 
an equal administration of the law. 

I think there might be some amendment in the general law 
which would enable the Department to ascertain now, while the 
soldier is living, who his wife is, and who his children are that 
will become entitled to pension at his death. This matter might 
be remedied, and until it is remedied by law there can be no re- 
lief through the Bureau or from it. 

I spoke a little while ago of the general relief that might be 
given to the work of the Bureau by the passage of a general service- 
pension law at the rate of $12 per month. Itis time forit. I 
know by my acquaintance with the men in the ranks that the 
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average age of the survivors must be nearly 65 years now. I am 
only speaking from my general knowledge of the men who were 
in the ranks when I was. 

It is time for this service pension. Long before the men reached 
that age a service pension was granted to the survivors of the Rev- 
olutionary war thirty-five years after it closed. A service pen- 
sion was not granted to the survivors of the war of 1812 till a late 
date, but a service pension was granted to the survivors of the 
war with Mexico before they reached the average age of 65. 

There is no reason now why the same liberal pension, the same 
generous recognition by the Government, should not be given to 
the soldiers of the Union Army, except the fact that it will largely 
increase this appropriation. But this isa diminishingroll. The 
years carry them away very rapidly now. 

I said before,and i repeat it now, that outside of the discus- 
sions we may have here, outside of the orations of some dema- 
gogue talking for partisan purposes upon the stump, you never 
hear a man, woman, or child in all the land complain that the 
amount appropriated and paid for pensions is too much or that it 
is burdensome in any way. 

Following the policy of our party, we have provided a _gener- 
ous revenue for the support of the Government. We have done 
it not only with a view of providing a revenue, but for the pur- 
pose of protecting the labor and industral energy of our country; 
and in its administration the revenues have been large enough to 
pay this roll which we are now appropriating for and to pay all 
the other expenses of the Government upon a most generous and 
most magnificent scale and still leave a surplus going into the 
Treasury. 

Now, this roll is decreasing annually by death. Can it not be 
made up by some general legislation that will reach the men who 
have never yet had any relief, that never yet had the recognition 
which a generous nation owes to men who tendered their lives 
and their services that the Government might live? 

It was not merely a battle to decide a question of constitutional 
law; it was not merely a battle to ascertain which political party 
was right in the policy of the nation; it was not merely a battle 
to determine whether there should be freedom or slavery in the 
land, it was a battle for the preservation of the Union; a battle 
for the preservation of the Government; a battle to maintain for 
the world a Government founded upon liberty and equality be- 
fore the law. 

It was the utter destruction of the Government that was threat- 
ened. It was the preservation of that Government and its insti- 
tutions that was maintained. It was the war of self-defense and 


preservation. [Applause. ] 

They are the men to whom this recognition is due. They ought 
not to be required to come asclaimants. They ought to be sought 
out by the nation and this distinguished honor carried and de- 
livered to them in testimony of the gratitute of the nation for 
their services. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I will avail myself of unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the REcorpD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Under this leave the following is ap- 
pended, taken from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions: 


The following table shows the number of pensions and the monthly rate 
thereof. Total number of pensions June 30, 1908, was 906,545. 


Number of 
pensions. 

spans under 129,614 
rom $6 to $8, inclusive 344, 620 
From $8 to $10, inclusive 86, 696 
From $10 to $12, inclusive 206, 084 
From $12 to $14, inclusive 22,926 
From $14 to $15, inclusive 8, 732 
From $15 to $16, inclusive 9, 084 
From $16 to $17, inclusive 43, 784 
From $17 to $18, inclusive 736 
From $18 to $20, inclusive 7,316 
From $20 to $24, inclusive 26, 216 
From $24 to $25, inclusive 3,114 
From £25 to $30, inclusive 14, 472 
From $30 to =35, inclusive 540 
From $36 to $45, inclusive 8, 536 
From $45 to $30, inclusive 8,254 
From §$) to 372, inclusive 8, 787 
F rom 372 to $100, inclusive " 


1 
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Total 


The average value of a pension is $133.49. Over one-half of the pensions 


are $10 or under. 


| means. 
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The whole number now receiving pensions by special acts is as follows: 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to discuss briefly 
the recent much-used expression which has been injected into 
political literature. It consists of two words, ‘Stand pat.” It 
could not be expected that a Texan could understand what this 

emma Out of deference to the gentleman fron 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], who is prone to twit the Texans with being 
uninformed, I took occasion to look into the origin and history of 
thisexpression. It comes from the lips of one of the greatest play- 


; as id | ers in the great American game of politics, Senator Hanna, of 
of self-preservation, and these men to whom this recognition is | 
given are the men who voluntarily gave their service for that | 


Ohio, who might, in the light of recent events, be aptly te: med 
the suppressed possible President of the United States. 
Knowing the gift of the Senator as I do for being apt in phrase, 


| as in other things, 1 was led to inquire more diligently into the 


meaning of this expression. I found that it belongs to the great 
American game commonly called ‘** poker.’’ and that it mea 
play a hand as dealt without drawing for any more cards. | 
found upon further investigation, however, that it is not invari- 
ably true that a player who “stands pat’’ has a hand that justi- 
fies him in betting his money. [Laughter and applause.| But 
that occasionally it happens, and possibly it will in the coming 
Presidential campaign, wherein the hand of the Senator from 
Ohio has been turned over to be played by the strenuous gentle- 
man from New York; that in the show down the player may be 
bluffing and may have only a ‘ bobtailed flush.’? [Laughter.| 

Now, seriously, gentlemen, this expression stands for some 
thing, as might be expected, coming from the source it does. | 
understand the purpose and design of the junior Senator from 
Ohio in his use of this expression to be simply this: ‘‘ The Repub- 
lican party went into power, it enacted the Dingley law, and the 
country became prosperous; here is cause and effect, and voters 
should oppose any change of this party and its policies.’’ ‘This 


ns to 


| expression is. invoked not only against Democratic success, but 


against the ‘‘ lowa idea ’’ as well. It involves the assertion : ut 
the prosperity of the country has been produced by the Repub! 
can party and its protectionism and the unwisdom of any change 
of either. 

Those who use it in effect say, ‘‘ We take our present hand; - 
others draw to better their hands, but we ‘ stand pat.’ ”’ thes 
‘*it.’? The acmeof government has been reached. ‘‘ Stand p 

Now, this furnishes food for thought to every patriot, for, un- 
hesitatingly, I proclaim, so far as I am concerned, that if it be 
true that the Government can produce prosperity, and that Ke- 
publican Government has produced prosperity for the past ‘!* 


1 | years, every patriot would owe it to himself and his country 


oppose any break in this prosperity. 
But, I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that the contention 
voiced in this expression ‘‘ stand pat’’ involves a false ec onon mic 


| doctrine to start with; that it is untrue, in fact, and is a pernin0us 


theory, destructive to the self-reliance of our citizens in its vd 
cative suggestion. 








1903. 





I belong, I am proud to say, to that school of political thought 
which believes that power and prosperity go hand in hand; that 
both originate with the people and travel upward and bless every 
class and section that they touch. I deny that peany can be 
produced by any government, or that it ever has been produced by 
any government at any period of the world’s history. Of course 
I do not speak of prosperity of the individual or of a class, or a 
mere locality that is bound up in the fortunes of that individual 
or that class, for these may be favored by government. A hot- 
house, circumscribed, individual class or local prosperity may be 
produced by government, 

That I admit, though I contend it will be at the expense of all 
other individuals, classes, and localities than those favored. But 
that permanent and universal prosperity can be produced in this 
country by the Government is not sound as an economic theory. 
Prosperity does not flow down from the powers that be, but 
springs up from the soil and seasons and the industry and intelli- 
gence of our citizens. [Applause.] Prosperity, my countrymen, 
is a hybrid—half divine, half human—born of the blessing of 
God in soil and season, and of the industry and intelligence of 
mankind. Prosperity comes to our country in no other way than 
this natural way, which augments the national wealth by the 
products of the soil. God made this country to feed_ the world, 
and keyed its potent forces upon its fertile soil and favorable 
climate. The American farmer, who plants in faith, cultivates 
in hope, and reaps in grace, is the uncrowned king of the world. 
Long may he reign, unfettered to pour out his products into the | 
markets of the world, to bless foreign nations, and to enrich his 
own. |Applause. | 

Long ago a great thinker said, ‘‘ The best governed people is the 
least governed,” and thoughtful consideration for a century since 
has only confirmed the wisdom of that vital governmental prop- 
osition. The reason of it is simply this: That in an ideal repub- | 
lic like ours, where all power emanates from the people, the closer 
the proper functions of government can be bounded and controlled | 
within the limitations of its design of preventing crime and pro- 
tecting the weak against the strong, reserving to the people the 
sources of power, the better for the people and the better for their | 
public servants. The nearer prosperity can be kept in its natural | 
channels, untouched by the legislative hand, the better for the 
country where it has its birth. Every time you attempt by the 
hand of law to interfere with the natural channels of prosperity, | 
you only obstruct, restrict, hinder, localize, that which would be 
wider, more natural, more beneficent, if left to its natural path- 
way and its ordinary progress. 

I take it, it will scarcely be denied by any thoughtful man that 
prosperity must originate in the homes of the people, where the 
real source of productionis. Let us trace for a moment the natu- | 
ral pathway and progress of prosperity. European agriculture | 
has not prospered, and there is a demand for meat and bread in 
the markets of Europe; seasons have been favorable in these 
United States; there is a great wheat crop here; there is a great 
cotton crop here, and the cattle raiser with his cattle on a thou- 
sand hills has been successful and has prospered in the breeding | 
and raising of cattle. What happensthen? So much is produced | 
as that not only 80,000,000 inhabitants of the United States are 
supplied, but an immense surplus is borne down the lines of rail- | 
way to the sea, and into the holds of the vessels of the world, and | 





by them carried into the markets of the world, under the banner, | 
if you please, of absolute free trade, and in competition in the 
markets of the world with all these products. 

in turn for these products the gold of Europe is poured in a 
great tide back into American homes. Then what happens? | 
There is an increased capacity to buy on the part of those engaged 
in the production of these great products, and wherever there 
exists such an increased capacity on the part of the people to sat- 
isty their needs or their desires more purchases occur. This 
peop'e, thus blessed by soil and season and their intelligent indus- 
try. go about in the stores of the land and buy the various things 
they need to satisfy their wants or desires—aye, their fancies and 
Whimns—and retail trade, closest to and most dependent upon the 
people, rapidly responds to this birth of prosperity. 

The retail dealers begin to buy through drummers, and by let- 
ters. of the wholesale houses. Wholesale houses, realizing the 
impetus to their trade, make larger drafts upon the manufacturer, | 
and the manufacturer gets a move on him; the smoke begins to 
rush faster and higher out of the factory chimneys, and the rail- 
roads get busy, and all along the pathway thus described, from 
the field to the foreign market, back again, and from the home 
People to the manufacturer and back again, labor everywhere 
gets Increased employment, and an added capacity to buy, predi- 
cated upon the original capacity to-buy, occurs. And thus in an 
endless chain in God’s ordained way prosperity rolls on unfet- 
terod and blesses the American people regardless of lt =e | 
Ap- 

| 





id - is named Grover Cleveland or William McKinley. 
Use, 
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| try in its natural way. 


| amounted to $4,864,000,000. 
| 000, and the total for the decade of 1891-1900 was $7,062,000,000, or an average 
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Mark it, my countrymen, a man teaches a dangerous and per- 
nicious doctrine to the people when he urges them to look to party 
and government rather than to God and himself for prosperity 
and success. I have said that this position of ‘‘ stand pat’’ not 
only involves an economic fallacy, but that it is false in fact. 
What are the facts? What has the Republican party done to 
produce this prosperity of which they boast to be the divine 
authors—a claim that has been a lie in the mouth of every im- 
perialist that ever cursed mankind since the dawn of history— 
that contention which prompts its advocates to say from the 
thrones of earth, ‘‘ We pour out our blessings on the people; we 
take care of our children?’’ Nero taught that, Cesar taught that, 
all the infamous oppressors in history advocated that doctrine. 
It is the dogma of despotism! 

What have you done? True, you passed the Dingley tariff bill. 
Very well; what of it? If there had not been on the part of the 
American people increased capacity to buy, how would your spin- 
dles haveturned faster, how would more labor have been called 
for, how would more goods have been sold, how would your man- 
ufacturing industries have been stimulated? 

You talk of foreign trade; but you knowit is a bagatelle in com- 
parison with the enormous American demand for American goods. 
This increased capacity to buy has come from what? From the 
blessings of God in soil and season and the intelligent industry 
of our citizens, reenforced by an economy taught them by those 
bitter years which afflicted our country, and especially the South, 
from 1890 to 1896, when the prices of cotton, cattle, and wheat 
were so low as scarcely to cover the cost of production. 

These conditions rapidly changed. The price of cattle jumped 
from $10 to $20 per head, the price of wheat rose from 48 cents to 
more than $1 per bushel, and cotton has advanced from 4 cents to 
12 cents per pound. Naturally the people could buy more, and 
naturally they did buy more, and prosperity came to our coun- 
And what we got from God and ourown 
industry the Republican party proceeds to proclaim as its gift to 
the nation, and cries, ‘‘ Stand pat!’’ The fact is that during these 
years of prosperity the farmer and the stockman, the producers 
of our country, have been robbed of much of this prosperity by 
the extortions in price of the trusts, operated under the shelter 
of protection. And over against this cry of ‘‘ Stand pat!’’ the 
Democratic party cries, ‘‘ Right about face, and as rapidly as pos- 
sible, consistent with existing conditions, revise and reduce the 
tariff, tear the shelter off monopoly, administer economic, honest 
government, and let prosperity be divided among the people in 
accordance with heaven-ordained methods.’’ {Loud applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

The record of production and exportation of crops and meats 


| for the last ten years shows that the facts are in accord with the 


true economic theory of prosperity as I have outlined it, and that 


| prosperity came in this land not as a result of McKinley and his 


policies, but as a result of the energy of the American people and 
the fertility of their soil, favorable seasons, and an advantageous 
world market, which, if affected at all, was affected adversely by 
the Dingley Act. [Applause on the Democratic side.} The re- 
cent report of our able Secretary of Agriculture—and it affords 
me pleasure to digress to say that, in my judgment, he is one of 
the best the country has ever had—contains abundant, in fact, 


| unanswerable, evidence of the truth of the position I have taken, 


and his statement is so complete that I insert it at some length, 
beginning on page 8, as follows: 


Out of their continued abundance, during the past year, the farmers of 
the nation have contributed food and raw materials for manufactures to 
hundreds of millions of people in foreign countries, besides sustaining 80,00U,- 
000 at home. 

A survey of half acentury discovers the remarkable character of the 
movement in which the farmers of this country have become the chief pur- 
veyors of the world. 

n 1851 our shipments of farm products were valued at $147,000,000, while 
half a century later, in 1901, they amounted to $952,000,000, an increase of 
$805,000,000, or about 550 per cent. The farmers’ export trade for the decade 
1851-1860 amounted to $1,596,000,000, and in the following decade, in spite of the 
transfer of multitudes of men from productive to destructive life, the total 
was $2,431,000,000. In the decade after that the export trade doubled and 
Inthe next decade the amount grew to $5,740,000,- 


of over $703,000,000 a year. Subsequent to the last-named period this trade 
has gone on increasing and reached its highest amount in 1801, with exports 
valued at $%52.000,000. The export trade in farm products for 1908 was valued 
at over $878,000,000, an amount second only to that of 191 

The consumption of cotton in this country is now greater than that of any 
other country, and yet the cotton planters of the South not only supplied this 
market last year but exported a surplus of 3,569,000,000 pounds, valued at 
$317,000,000, or for every working day in the year about 12,000,000 pounds, 
worth more than $1,000,000. 

Represented in value, the exports of grain and grain products had about 
two-thirds the importance of cotton in the last fiscal year, the value of the 
export being more than $221,000,000. From 46,000,000 acres of wheat there 
was a surplus for foreign mouths amounting to 114,000,000 bushels and 
20,000,000 barrels of flour, amounts that together represent 204,000,000 bushels 
of wheat. 

Third in importance are the exports of meats and meat products, with a 
grand total of $178,000,000, to which may be added $35,000,000 for live animals 
Quantities that are beyond the grasp of the mind represent the exports of 


doz 


meats and their products. The pounds of beef were 385,000,000; of pork, 
651.000.0009; of lard, 491,000,000; and of oleo oil, 126,000,000. 

The foregoing figures, it should be borne in mind, do not stand for the to- 
tal pr duction of the farms, but for the surplus production after the wants 
of the people at home have been satisfied. 


THE FARMER'S BALANCE OF TRADE. 

The immense exports from the farms of the country lead to an examina- 
tion of the so-called balance of trade. This examination reveals what seems 
to have escaped the attention of the public, and that is, that the favorable 
balance of trade, everything included, is due to the still more favorable bal- 
ance of trade in the products of the farm. 

During the thirteen years 1890-1902 the average annual excess of domestic 
exports over imports amounted to $275,000,000, and during the same time the 
annual average in favor of farm products was $337,000,000, from which it is 
apparent that there was an average annual adverse balance of trade in prod- 
ucts other than those of the farm amounting to $62,000,000, which the farmers 
offset and had left $275,000,000 to the credit of themselves and the country. 

Taking the business of 1903, the comparison is much more favorable to the 
farmers than during the preceding thirteen-year period, since the value of 
domestic exportsover imports was $367,000,000, the entire trade being included 
while the excess for farm products was $422,000,000, which was suflicient not 
only to offset the unfavorable balance of trade of $56,000,000 in products other 
than those of the farm, but to leave, as above stated, the enormous favorable 
balance of $367,000,000. 

During the last fourteen years there wasa balance of trade in favor of farm 
products, without excepting any year, that amounted to $4,806,000,000. 
Against this was an adverse balance of trade in products other than those of 
the farm of $865,000,000, and the farmers not only canceled this immense ob- 
ligation, but had enough left to place $3,940,000,000 to the credit of the nation 
when the books of international exchange were balanced. 

These figures tersely express the immense national reserve-sustaining 
ower of the farmers of the country under present quantities of production. 
t is the farmers who have paid the foreign bondholders. 

MAGNITUDE OF PRODUCTION. . 

The height to which farm production has risen to supply the demands of 
domestic and foreign consumption should not be overlies ed. Taking the 
range of recent years, there is the product of wheat, 606,000,000 to 750,000,000 
bushels, worth to the farmer from $50,000,000 to $450,000,000. On more than 
90,000,000 acres grow 2,000,000,000 to 2,500,000,000 bushels of corn, with a value 
which ran up to more than §1,000,000,000 on the farm in 1902. 

The oat crop now reaches close to 1,000,000,000 bushels, with a value of 
$00,000,000; the barley crop overruns 100,000,000 bushels, worth $50,000,000, and 
the rice crop in 1902 amounted to 390,000,000 pounds. 

One of the most valuable three of all farm crops is that of hay, aggregat- 
ing about 50,000,000 to 60,000,000 tons, worth $450,000,000 to $550,000,000; ranging 
between 200,000,000 and 300,000,000 bushels is the potato crop. 

The acreage of the cotton crop has displayed a tendency to increase con- 
siderably during the last few years, and in 1908 was about 20,000,000 acres; 
the number of bales produced in recent years ranges from 10,000,000 to 11,000,- 
000, while the value of the entire crop on the plantations has gone as high as 

511,000,000 for the crop of 1900, or, if the seed is included, $539,000,000. 

Tobacco is another crop of expanding gs teers and the prospect now 
is that within a few years ten figures will be required to represent the an- 
nual eeteatian. This crop has now climbed close to 900,000,000 pounds, valued 
at $60,000,000. 

Only some of the principal farm products have been mentioned, but these 
are sufficient to indicate, in conjunction with information concerning the less 


important products, that the value of all farm products not fed to live stock | . . : ae le ae 
on 1908 cousid a: Pr eohstis crop pear 1899, when | pretended to them that if they help you in maintaining ‘this tho- 


for 193 considerably exceeded their value in the census crop year 1899, when 
it was $3,742,000,000. 
NATIONAL STOCK OF FARM ANIMALS. 

The Department's inventory of farm animals January 1, 1903, discovers 
that while some classes of animals are only holding their large proportions, 
others are mnanenene. The horses number 16,557,000, with a value of $1,(%1,- 
000,000. The mules have increased to 2,728,000, with a value of nearly 
$200,000,000. 

I commend the above statement, coming from a distinguished 
citizen of the State of Iowa, to the other distinguished citizen of 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], who seems to place a just value upon in- 
formation, and in passing I will say to him that Texans may be 
uninformed, but that we have a better university, a better free 
school system, and a bigger free school fund than has the State 
of Iowa. We haveaschool fund of $11,000,000 in Texas, invested 
in State and county bonds, the interest from which, together with 
interest on payments on public lands and leases on public lands, 
makes up the annual available permanent school fund, which, by 
the way,is prorated equally among the blacks and whites, accord- 
ing to scholastic population, and which runs five months’ free 
schools without a cent’s taxation upon the property of any citizen. 

Mr. Chairman, this stand-pat policy is not only an economic 
fallacy, not only false in fact, but is pernicious and evil in its ed- 
ncational tendencies, and this, in my judgment, is the greatest in- 
dictment, the most serious arraigament of the Republican doc- 
trine of protection. The debates attending the adoption of the 
Constitution of the United States, under which we now live, and 
the speeches of the great thinkers, who went home from that con- 
vention to advocate its adoption in the States, show that every 
class of thinker then conceded that the tariff provision in the Con- 
stitution of the United States was a mere power to tax the people 
of the United States to raise revenues to run an honest govern- 
ment. And for years and years and years no man belonging to 
any school of political thought contended otherwise than that. 

The tariff is a tax on consumers. 
crats have adhered with unswerving devotion. 


leads to false ideas along the whole line of constitutional govern- 
ment. as it must. Let aman embrace in religious thought one 
fundamentally false tenet, and it leads him on into an endless 
embrace of false doctrine after false doctrine, in order to have a 
consistent system, although he accepts them as true. It is ex- 
actly so in politics. 
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| ernment and the Republican party? 


To that doctrine the Demo- | 
Our objection to | 
protection lies in the fundamental falsity of the doctrine, which | 
| appeal to government? 


| child of government? 
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The Republican has taken the opposite idea, that the taxing 
powers of this Government can be perverted from the constitu- 
tional purpose originated by the founders of it and used for the 
purpose of conferring directly a class benefit for the purpose of 
conferring indirectly an alleged universal benefit. They say that 
by using the taxing power to restrict commerce, to restrict com- 
petition, that you protect the American manufacturer by shut- 
ting off his competitors, enabling him to have increased prices, 
benefiting him directly, and indirectly the whole country; and 
you have taught the people that taxing powers can be used for 
the direct and personal benefit of a class of individuals engaged 
in a given industry. You admit it; you can not deny it. 

Protection would not protect if it did not increase the price of 
the product of the manufacturer upon which the tariff is laid, 
and the very doctrine of protection assumes a class benefit at the 
start; and the best contention you have made or ever can make 
is that indirectly flowing through the pockets of the manufac- 
turer it blesses, first, labor, and then all others in touch with it, 
It educates the people at the start into a false idea that they can 
look to government for help; that they can look to government 
for prosperity in their business; that they can look to government 
to aid their profits; look to government to strengthen their reve- 
nues, to enlarge and swell their gains. 

Is it possible that the Government of Washington, of Jefferson, 
of Franklin, of Adams, in a little over a hundred years has he- 
come so debased, corrupt, and commercialized as that publicly 
can be proclaimed from the hilltop the endless clamoring doc- 
trine of ‘‘stand pat;’’ that it is right—right to use the taxing 
powers of the Government to benefit classes and individuals and 
localities? I can not believe that it is right, and I doubt either 
the judgment or the sincerity of the man who contends for that 
position. 

You have taught for years not only that the taxing power of 
the Government ought to be used to aid the manufacturer in an 
increase of price, but you have added tothat big cur dog the little 
tail that labor would be benefited by this philanthropic manufac- 
turer under that system. [Applause on the Democratic side.| I 
think possibly a few misguided fanatics, a few wild theorists, may 
have believed in that, but I do not believe that any really pro- 
found thinker who ever advocated the doctrine of economic pro- 
tection ever believed that it inured to the benefit of labor in 
general. 

I say you have talked to all the great labor unions of the 
country, all the toilers in the factories and everywhere—you have 


ory it is for their benefit. Why, some years ago the doctrine of 
protection was keyed, not upon the commercial advantages to the 
manufacturer, not upon building up commerce and enabling it to 
make a struggle for foreign trade supremacy; that is a new mod- 
ern invention. The original contention was that it would build 
up the home market and increase the wage of the American 
workingman. 

You said that in your platforms, and yet the pathway of your 
protective theory and your giant trust-organized manufacturing 
concerns is marked by a death struggle between organized labor 
and organized capital to wring from the pockets of greed and 
avarice, protected by your policy, a just wage for its daily sweat. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] If labor sometimes be pre- 
sumptuous, if labor sometimes in its strenuous fight for its rights 
goes perhaps further than it ought and clamors for more than it 
ought in justice to receive, the Republican is the last man to 
complain, for he taught labor to do that. [Applause on t! 
Democratic side.] He taught labor the theory that the taxing 
powers of this Government were to be used not only to benelit 
the manufacturer but the laborer. 

If these misguided people rise up and make a demand upon you 
for their rights. you had better yank some of the dollars out of 
the pockets of the trusts and permit them to flow inte the pock- 
ets of the laborers of the country, and do the dead square ting. 
! Applause on the Democratic side. } 

What can be more corrupting, more debasing to an American 
civilization than to teach the false idea of letting the peopl» rus? 
to government for every ill that human flesh is heir to; than ‘0 
teach the people to look, not to God and themselves, but to gov- 
The lesson, my colleagues, § 
pernicious. It is evil. It is bearing bitter fruit, and must eveT 
goon bearing it as long as this policy can be maintained and 
foisted upon the American people. 

If the taxing power can be used for class privilege, if gover™ 
ment is for the benefit of producing a kind of hothouse prospe™ty, 
what reason is there that any class, in any contingency. may not 
Whatis the matter with Edward Be! any 
and his Looking Backward, if it be true that prosperity 1s ™° 
Why not resolve the government into two 
forces—the employer and the employed—knock out all midu!emen, 
and have a kind of universal reign on earth of peace and 5 
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will to men, in which the property is evenly distributed, and 
government is the parent of all, and protects all its children with 
all the blessings that it has? 

it is only a difference of distance, and not of direction. It is 
only a difference in extent of application of theory, and not char- 
acter of doctrine. The basic line must be drawn just here. Just 
here the Democratic party has ever drawn it, and will draw it 
sharply in the next campaign. And while the ‘‘ Iowa idea”’ may 
get off in some dark recess and juggle with the ‘‘ stand-pat”’ 
policy, and stifle its-voice in practical politics and in the press, 
vet at the polls, where honest men will vote their sentiments, it 
will not be stifled. The American people, in my judgment, are 
rapidly coming to the point of realizing that this theory of pro- 
tection is basically false economically, that it is false in fact, per- 
nicious in teaching, leading to the centralization of wealth and 
power, and ultimately will be destructive of the perpetuity and 
safety of this Republic. 

[| hear a great deal of talk in these days about the reorganiza- 
tion of the Democratic party. That is laughable; that is silly. 
Reorganize a party that has 6,000,000 votes and over! I will tell 
you what these people fear who prate about the reorganization 
of the Democratic party. They fear the reunion of all the patri- 
ots of this country against oppression and tyranny and vice in 
government. That is what they dread, and that, in my judg- 
ment, is what is certain to happen in the next Presidential ele¢- 
tion. 

I am not so much concerned about the Panama question or 
about pensions for those who fought in the civil war. The war 
isover. We will survive any mistake about Panama. But Iam 
deeply concerned about the vital economic theories upon which 
this Government shall be administered for all time. Protection 
is either right or wrong, either radically wrong or fundamentally 
right. It is either, as Grover Cleveland’s platform proclaimed it 
to be, ‘‘a fraud, a robbery of the many to enrich the few,”’ or it 
is a blessing to mankind. The issue needs to be sharply joined. 
Let the American people determine which is best for the country, 
government administered by the organized trusts, in the interest 
of the trusts and protection their pet, or to have it utterly domi- 
nated by those in favor of a prosperity that flows from the people 
in their industry and economy and the blessings of God in soil 
and season. 

Once in a while you will hear some small two-by-four fellow 
talking about the tariff being a ‘‘ localissue.’’ Oh, yes; it is local 
for every fellow voting for his locality regardless of what is right 
for all the others. Yes, that is true, if a man is willing to violate 
fundamental principles, willing to vote against the Constitution, 
willing to grab some prosperity from the country ‘‘ for me and 
my wife, my son John and his wife,’’ regardless of all that hap- 
pens te all the rest. To him it is a local issue. 

It is a local issue with all the Republicans, in which those who 
have the longest pull and the strongest pull get together and crowd 
out the little fellows. That is practical protection under Repub- 
lican régime. Upon the tariff Democrats stand for protection 
for nobody, nowhere, and at no time. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is right. 
lican side. 

Mr. BURGESS. The original doctrine of the tariff was a tax 
levied upon consumption which yielded revenue for the support 
of the Government—not a bad tax and not an unfair one for this 
reason, 

There were scarcely any factories, and wealth was practically 
evenly distributed. All that we bought we bought practically 
abroad, and bought practically in equal quantities, man to man, 
80 that a tax upon consumption was a fair tax then. But time 
rolled on. Factories began to spring up, and then clamors arose 
about different things, asking for a tariff for this purpose and 
then for the other. The Democratic party took its position and 
has maintained it ever since. Occasionally we hear some man 
speaking of Grover Cleveland’s famous tariff message in 1887 as 
if he had invented a new thing for the Democratic party. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, that identical proposition of “a tariff for 
revenue only”? as advocated by him is in every Democratic plat- 
form written prior to the war. It is the ancient continued Dem- 
ocratic doctrine; and the Democracy says now, ‘‘ Levy a tariff for 
revenue sufficient to meet the honest needs of the Government; 
®Vy it carefully and fairly, with no disposition to break existing 

lothouse enterprises,’’ but put a stop to the appealing of any- 
protect his interests against the interests and rights of 


[Applause on the Repub- 


body to 
Others, 
at protection go. Turn out all these people who come here to 
oy and urge that this schedule and that schedule be fixed so 
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as to build up their locality at the expense of the rest of the | 


‘~) trew . . . * > 
‘ountry. Itis wrong. That is the Democratic view. What we 


Ste ‘or is a fari ; : ‘oi 
ind for is a tariff for revenue so adjusted as to operate fairly | 
| 
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upon all classes and all sections, not for the purpose of giving 
protection to anybody, but for the purpose of raising enough and 
no more revenue than is made necessary by the needs of an honest 
and economical government. 

The tariff is a tax, and under existing conditions a bad system 
of taxation in that inherent in it it has the evil of an incidental 
class benefit to the manufacturers of those articles upon which the 
tariff islaid. But this can not be avoided. It is inherent in the 
system. Do not make the mistake, however, of taking the inci- 
dental evil of the system and making it the basis of operating the 
system. On the other hand, levy the tariff so as to lessen and 
spread out this evil as widely as the system will admit and to 
equalize the burdens of taxation paid under the system by the 
consumers of the country to the greatest possible degree by taxing 
all articles of import. 

Take this simple ground for tariff enactments, namely, divide 
all imported articles into three classes—necessities, comforts, and 
luxuries. Levy the lightest rate upon the first, a higher rate upon 
the second, and a still higher rate upon the third, but the same 
rate on all articles of the same class and such a rate upon all as 
that enough will be raised under its operation to meet the needs 
of an honest,economic government. By this simple Democratic 
method all selfish contentions between classes and sections will 
be avoided, and justice will be as perfect as the system of taxa- 
tion admits. No man car be expected to do more, and no honest 
one can in conscience do less. 

Now, in conclusion, my colleagues, this gaming expression, 
‘* stand pat,’’ is a forceful one, and peculiarly appropriate to the 
Republican idea of politics as a practical game. Gaming,whether 
in the hovels of the poor or the palaces of the rich, whether in the 
poker, monte, or faro exchanges, or in the wheat, cotton, and 
stock exchanges of the country,is undoubtediy wrong. The ac- 
quisition of money by gambling can not be morally defended. 
But there is honor even among thieves, and if politics is to be 
played as a game, and you are to ‘“‘ stand pat’’ with your hand, 
we have the right to run out the analogy and insist upon an hon- 
orable game. 

Let us play the game out like gentlemen; let us have no pur- 
chased votes, no intimidated voters, but let every American in- 
stead cast his ballot for the right as God gives him to seeit. I 
will tell you right now I don’t care how fast and furious you 
play the game, how “‘ pat’’ you stand, we are going to have ashow- 
down in the next Presidential election. Weare going to call that 
‘** pat’? hand and inspect it, spread out flat, face upward [laugh- 
ter and applause], and we don’t intend to be bluffed by any ‘‘ bob- 
tailed flush’’ business. [Renewedlaughterandapplause.] Don’t 
you imagine that youare going torun off withthe game. [Laugh- 
ter.] We are not as badly scared as we look. [Laughter.] 
‘*Stand pat ’’ if you will, but let us have a fair game, play it out 
to a finish, shake hands like gentlemen when it is over, and we hope 
to be able to capture the Presidential *‘ pot.”” (Laughter and ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
bill be now read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee now rise and report the bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6758, the 
pension appropriation bill, and had instructed him to report the 
same back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. VAN VOORHIS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


Mr. Chairman, I demand the reading of 


The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 


TY 
Ail 


COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was ordered 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 











I transmit herewith the report of the Commission on International Ex- 
change, constituted under authority of the act of March 3, 1903, in« pliance 
with the request of the Governments of Mexico and China for the cooperation 
of the United Statesin an effort to bringabouta fixed relationship between the 
moneys of the gold-standard countries and the present silver-using c ies. 

The attention of Congress is invited to the accon ny ) the 
Secretary of State, whose request for an appropriation ’ r the 
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gougietion of the work of the Commission in China and other expenditures 
incidental to the work of the Commission I heartily indorse. 


. THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waltre Houss, December 15, 1908. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

H. R. 1921. An act to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th 
day of December, in the year 1902; 

H. J. Res. 66. Joint resolution in relation to commuted rations 
for midshipmen; 

H. J. Res. 70. Joint resolution to pay the officers and employ- 
ees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective 
salaries for the month of December, 1903, on the 18th day of said 
month; 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED | 


STATES, 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles: 

H. R. 1921. An act to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th 
day of December, in the year 1902; 

H. J. Res. 66, Joint resolution in relation to commuted rations 
for midshipmen; and 

H. J. Res. 70. Joint resolution to pay the officers and employees 


of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective | 


salaries for the month of December, 1903, on the 18th day of said 
month. 


ASSIGNMENT OF SESSION CLERKS. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following re- 


port from the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts having considered the question of the designa- 
tion of the thirteen session clerks to committees at $6 each per day during the 
session, provided for in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill for the year ending June 30, 1904, after careful consideration have selected 
the committees named in the accompanying resolution to be supplied each 
with a session clerk. The committees named were supplied in like manner 
in the Fifty-second Congress. Your committee recommends the adoption of 
the accompanying resolution. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT, from the Committee on Accounts, reported 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, That clerks to committees of the House during the session, pro- 
vided for by the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year ending June 3), 1904, be, and they are hereby, allowed and assigned 
for the present Congress to the following committees, namely: 

To the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Education, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Labor, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Militia, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Mines and Mining, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Patents. a clerk. 

To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Railways and Canals, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Territories, a clerk. 

Resolved, That the pay of the clerks to the committees of the House of Rep- 
resentatives which have been or may be hereafter authorized by the House, 
who are paid during the session only, shall begin from the time such clerks 
entered upon the discharge of their duties, which shall be ascertained and 
evidenced by the certificate of the chairmen of the several committees em- 
ploying clerks for the session only. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT also, from the Committee on Accounts, re- 
ported the following resolution as a substitute for resolutions of 
the following numbers, referred to the committee: 29, 31, 38, 60, 
61, 63, 72, 73, 74, 87, 89, 98, 94, and 98: 

1. Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Industrial Arts and 


Expositions is hereby authorized to appointa clerk to said committee for the | 


sessions of the Fifty-eighth Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House, at the rate of $6 per day. 

2. Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads is hereby authorized to appoint an assistant clerk to said com- 
mittee, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until otherwise 
provided, at the rate of $1,400 per annum. : 

3. Resolved, That the chairmen of the following-named committees are 
hereby authorized to appoint session clerks to such committees to serve dur- 
ing the session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House, at the rate of $6 per day each, to wit: Census, Indian Affairs, 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Invalid Pensions, Pacific Railroads, and | 


Private Land Claims. - : ; 
4. Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is 
hereby authorized to appoint a stenographer for said committee during the 


Fifty-eighth Congress, at a salary of $6 per day, to be paid out of the contin- | 


gent fund of the House. : cs 

5. Resolved, Thatthechairmanof the Committee on Enrolled Billsis hereby 
authorized to appoint a janitor to said committee and to the engrossing room 
of the House, at the rate of $60 per month, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House, until otherwise provided for by law, during the present 
Congress. 
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6. Resolved, That the chairmen of the following-named committees aro 
hereby authorized to appoint janitors to such committees to serve during 
the Fifty-eighth Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Hoy... 
at the rate of $60 per month each, to wit: Education, and Levees and Improve. 
ments of the Mississippi River. Also, that the Doorkeeper of the House js 
hereby authorized to appoint four janitors to serve during the Fifty-eig}t} 
Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of 
$60 per month. tt shall be the duty of said four janitors to have the care of 
the following-named committee rooms, viz: Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, } 
tion of President and Vice-President and mepenneanenres in Congress, fx- 
pendituresin the Departmentof Agriculture, Expendituresin the Department 
of Justice, Expenditures in the Interior Department, Expenditures in the 
Navy Department, Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, Expendi 
tures in the State Department, Expenditures in the Treasury Depart: 
Expenditures in the War Department, Expenditures on Public Build 
Mileage, Ventilation,and Acoustics. The Doorkeeper of the House is aut 
ized to apportion among the four janitors the foregoing committee ro 
and to see that they are carefully cared for during the sessions of the House 

7. Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby 
authorized to pay to the widow of Samuel H. Decker, latea messenger onthe 
soldiers’ roll of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months’ sal- 
ary and funeral expenses not exceeding $250, to be paid from the conting 
fund of the House. 

8. Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary be au 
thorized to appoint a messenger to the committee for the sessions of the 
Fifty-eighth & meres, at a salary of $60 per month, to be paid from th 
tingent fund of the House until otherwise provided for by law. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If I may put a question to the 
chairman of the committee, I should like to know why it is neces- 
sary to have a janitor and aclerk for one of the committees of 
which I happen to be a member—the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. As I understand, there has not 
been a bill before that committee in years, and I know it has not 
met during the two years I have been a member. I can not see 


| why we should spend money for these officers for that committee. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. My understanding is that the gentle- 
man’s committee has no clerk provided for it; and it is provided 
with only a fraction of a man for janitor; in other words, one 


| janitor is provided to look aftet three or four committee rooms. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Why do we need a committee room’ 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. The gentleman isa memberof that com- 
mittee and he ought to be able to answer the question. Why 
does not the committee meet? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Because the chairman never calls 
us together; because there are no bills referred to us. I will ask 
the gentleman why some Member does not present a bill for us to 
act on? Why is it necessary for committees such as ours, having 
no business, to have rooms and clerks and janitors? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Texas is mistaken in 


| supposing that this resolution provides a janitor for his commit- 


tee room. The resolution provides for four janitors, whos? bus- 
iness it will be to take charge of thirteen committee rooms—not 


| one janitor for each room. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I understood, our room is men- 


| tioned separately; and I suppose the same is true of the rooms of 


other committees of the same class. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The resolution does not provide a 
for each room, but four janitors for thirteen rooms. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CLERKS FOR CHAIRMEN OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT, from the Committee on Accounts, Te 
ported also the following resolution, which was read: 


Resolved, That Members of the House of Representatives who ar 
men of committees entitled to annual clerks shall be entitled to th« 
lowance for clerk hire during the sessions of Congress as isauthorized ! 
to other Members of the House whoare not chairmen of committees. 4 
Clerk of the House is hereby directed to make payment hereunder 
contingent fund of the House, in the manner provided in the joint r 
approved March 8, 1893, until provision is made in the legislative, 
and judicial appropriation act, or otherwise by law, to carry out the pu 
poses of this resolution. 


The report of the committee states that the resolution is in the 
exact language of that adopted by the House on January |). |'!", 
making the same provision for clerk hire in the present Congress 
as was paid to Members of the Fifty-seventh Congreas. 

The resolution was adopted. 

ASSISTANT STENOGRAPHERS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT also, from the Committee on Accounts, Te 
ported back with an amendment the following resolution 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House is hereby authorized | 
an assistant stenographer to committees at the rate of $5,000 per: 
be — from the contingent fund of the House until otherwise pro’ 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fullows: 

In line 3 strike out “$5,000” and insert “$3,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


BOOKS FOR JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 
Mr. HILDEBRANT also, from the Committee on Acco 


janitor 


nt 


| ported as a substitute for House resolution 93 the followin 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives is her 
ized to furnish the Committee on the Judiciary with the following \ 
books, namely: Three sets of United States Compiled Statutes an 
ment, published by the West Publishing Company, of St. Paul, Miu! 
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sets of United States Compiled Statutes and Supplement, a ee by the 
Lawyers’ Cooperative Publishing Company, of Rochester, N. Y.; and Rose’s 
Notes (thirteen volumes) of United States Reports; and Rose's Digest (three 


- 


yolumes) United States Reports, and Russell and Winslow’s Syllabus-Digest 
of the United States Supreme Court Reports, to be paid for from the contin- 
gent fund of the House. 

The substitute reported by way of amendment was agreed to, 
and the resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HILDEBRANT, a motion to reconsider the votes 
by which the several resolutions were passed was laid upon the 
table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (H. R. 7025) pro- 
viding for a superintendent of the fire department of the District 
of Celumbia was changed from the Committee on the District of 
Colubia to the Committee on Appropriations, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Scorr, for the remainder of the week, on account of important 
business. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that general leave to print on the pension appropriation bill be 
granted for five days. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
supplement that request by asking also that gentlemen who have 
spoken be granted leave to extend their remarks in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio accept the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, as supplemented by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered, 

Then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 3 o’clock and 31 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of acommunication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for the establish- 
ment of a light-vessel on Hedge Fence Shoal, at the entrance of 
Vineyard Sound—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
nitting a copy of a communication from the chief of the supply 
division giving the proceeds of sale of useless papers—to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 





mitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs of Kenduskeag | 


bridge at Bangor—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
& recommendation that the Government give its adhesion to the 
International Railway Congress—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of acommunication from the Auditor for the State and other 
Departments submitting an estimate of appropriations for cer- 


tain clerks—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | 


be printed, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | 


the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
8 lOllows: 

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5059) to afford protection to 
exhibitors of foreign literary, artistic, or musical works at the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 12); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
le consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 5654) removing charge of desertion against John 
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Benson, late seaman on the United States steamship Iroquois— 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Commitee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5655) to correct the military record of John Bar- 
ron—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6155) granting a pension to Henry Cook—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 8133) to ratify and amend an 
agreement with the Indians of the Crow Reservation, in Montana, 
and making appropriations to carry the same into effect—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H.R. 8134) limiting the hours of 
daily service of laborersand mechanics employed upon work done 
for the United States, or for any Territory, or for the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8135) for the protection of wild 
animals, birds. and fish in the forest reserves of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8136) to limit the meaning 
of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘*‘ restraining orders and 
injunctions ’”’ in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 8137) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Waukesha, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8138) to establish a 
United States court at Madill, in the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 8139) to restore to home- 
steaders on the Fort Randall Military Reservation their home- 
stead rights—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8140) for the extension of Twenty- 
fourth street northeast, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8141) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to procure medals for the Mas- 
sachusetts and Pennsylvania soldiers whose organizations were 
the first to tender their services and the first who arrived in Wash- 
ington in response to President Lincoln’s call, April 15, 1861, for 
75,000 volunteers, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON; A bill (H. R. 8142) entitling veterans 
of Indian wars to admission to Soldiers’ Homes in the United 
States on the same terms as veterans of the civil war—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8143) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act au- 
thorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to 
fell timber,’’ and so forth, approved June 3, 1878—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8144) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act au- 








| thorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to 


fell and remove timber on the public domain,’’ and so forth—to 


| the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8145) to increase the compensa- 
tion of carriers on rural free-delivery mail routes—to the Com- 


| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 8146) for the relief of the non- 
enlisted officers and members of the crews of the Mississippi Ram 
Fleet and Marine Brigade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8147) for the 
relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians of the State 
of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 8148) for improvement of Pas- 
cagoula River and Horn Island Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8149) for continuing improvement of the 
upper Pascagoula, Leaf, and Chickasayha rivers—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8150) for the improvement of Pearl River, 
Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 8151) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Milledgeville, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 8152) for the re- 
lief of the Miami Indians of Indiana—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 8153) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Cynthiana, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 
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By Mr. McGUTIRE: A bill (H. R. 8154) to open to settlement 
the grazing lands set apart for the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
Indians in Comanche County, Oklahoma Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8155) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to supplement existing laws re- 
lating to the disposition of lands, and so forth, approved March 3, 
ceed ” approved June 13, 1902—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: 


before issuance of certain orders and writs by the courts and 


judges of the United States courts—to the Committee on the | 


= iary. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 8157) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the town of Sparta, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8158) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Sandersville, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8159) to provide for the erection of a public 
building i in the town of Thomson, Ga.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8160) to declare a | 


portion of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, not 
navigable, and authorizing the construction of bridges thereon— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 25) 
requiring the Secretary of War to furnish Senators, Representa- 
tives, and Delegates of the Fifty-eighth Congress one set of the 
Offic ial Records of the Rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 

3y Mr. GRIFFITH: Memorial of the legislature of Indiana, in 
favor of granting a pension to all soldiers of the civil war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Indiana, in favor of the im- 
provement of the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS cf Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8161) granting 
a pension to James D. Gay—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of John 
W. White, of Tuscaloosa County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 8163) granting 
Nelson Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 8164) granting a pension 
to William Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


@ pension to 


By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 8165) granting a pension to John | 


O°’ Hagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 8166) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha A. Johnson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8167) granting a 
pension to Josiah P. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10nNS. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8168) granting 
a pension to Emma J. Shepler—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8169) for the relief of 
George Killeen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8170) granting a pension to 
Thomas K. C. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 8171) granting a pension to Mil- 
ligan Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8172) granting a pension to Cordelia Rodg- 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Waters—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Marion Skinner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8175) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of Timothy O’Leary—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8176) for the relief of the heirs of William 
H. Finch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 8177) for the relief of J. M. 
Bloom—to the Committe? on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8178) appropriating money to pay William 
Tucker for services and expenses as acting captain and drillmaster 
of Company D, One hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8179) granting an increase of pension to 
David L. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increase of pension to 
William Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8181) granting a pension to Alice N. Payne— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8182) granting a pension to Louisa D, Miller 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8183) granting a pension to Daniel Robb—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 8184) granting an increa 
of pension to Vernon L. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to 
Herman Lemmerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8186) for the relief of Robert D. Benedict— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to 
George Jeffrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8188) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8189) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin A. Sawyer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H.R 
8190) for the relief of heirs of Edmund Bell, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8191) granting an increase of 
pension to James K. Parker—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8192) granting a pension to 
Samuel C. Gildersleeve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 8198) granting an increase 
of pension to Almerin Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8194) granting a pension to Nancy L. St 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8195) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph F. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8196) to amend the military record of Peter 
Tigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 8197) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah Skelton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8198) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah R. Tryon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8199) granting an increase of pension to Ab- 
salom E. Gentry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8200) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Wehr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8201) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Florye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8202) granting an increase of pension to 
Griffin Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8203) granting a pension to James M. I 
hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 8204) for the relief of James 
H. Reed for use and occupation of land by the Light-House Es- 
tablishment for range light as an aid to navigation—to tlhe Vom- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 8205) for the relief of 8. 
to the Committee on War Claims. E 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8206) for the relief of the estate of Timothy 
Burgess, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 8207) granting an increase 
pension to Charles Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid P 
sions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 8208) ¢ 
a pension to Burleigh C. D. Read—to the Committee on = 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8209) granting a pension to Paul H. BP 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8210) granting a pension to Susa 
Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8211) for the relief of the bondsmen of |! 

W. Eurit, late postmaster at Macy, Ind.—to the Commi 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (4. R. 8212) granting an increase of pension 
Lazro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8218) granting an increase of pension ' 
Thomas Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 8214) granting a pe! 
Lewis R. Runkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ , 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8215) granting a pensio! 
Thomas Burney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8° 216) granting a pension to David Housto! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ne— 


femp- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8217) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 8256) granting an increase of pension to 





Caroline M. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Harry M. de Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H.R. 8218) granting an increase Also, a bill (H. R. 8257) granting an increase of pension to John 
of pension to John J. Martin—to the Committee on Pensions, M. Berkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8219) granting an increase of pen- Also, a bill (H. R. 8258) granting an increase of pension to 
sion to William H. Broadwell—to the Committee on Invalid | Charles Christy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 8259) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
‘Iso, a bill (H. R. 8220) granting an increase of pension to | P. Scovel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Edward B. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 8260) granting an increase of pension to Or- 
By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 8221) for the relief of Robert | lando J. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Gordon, administrator of estate of Jamison W. Rice, deceased— Also, a bill (H. R. 8261) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on War Claims. Henry H. Geiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 8222) for the relief of the Also, a bill (H. R. 8262) granting an increase of pension to 
widow of Joseph Culley—to the Committee on Claims. Henry Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8223) granting a Also, a bill (H. R. 8263) for the relief of James Inman—to the 
pension to John J. MacEntee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Committee on War Claims. 


sions. Also, a bill (H. R. 8264) for the relief of George G. Wortman— 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8224) for the relief of John W. Dampman— | to the Committee on War Claims. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 8265) granting a pension to Madison M. Bur- 


nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 8266) granting a pension to 
Maranda Russ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) granting a pension to Walter R. Behr— 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8225) granting a pension to Hattie E. Fonse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8226) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bur- 
niston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to | to the Committee on Pensions. 
Lucius E. Polk—to the Committee on Pensions, By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8268) granting a pen- 
Bv Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8228) for the relief of Richard | sion to Sidney D. Mackey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
T, Gott, administrator of Thomas N, Gott, deceased—to the Com- By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8269) to correct 
mittee on Claims. the military record of Capt. Daniel H. Powers—to the Committee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8229) for the relief of Nathan Shaw—to the | on Military Affairs. 
Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 8270) granting a pension to Samuel Hooper— 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8230) to remove the charge of desertion | to the Committee on Pensions. 
from the record of Samuel A, Motter—to the Committee on Mili- By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8271) granting 
tary Affairs. | an increase of pension to Franklin Eckenroade—to the Commit- 
By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of | tee on Invalid Pensions. 








pension to John Gangwisch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 3y Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 8272) granting an increase 
sions. | of pension to Stephen Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 8232) granting an increase of | sions. 
pension to John D. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 8273) granting an increase 
sions. of pension to Lydia A. McNier—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 8233) granting a pension to | sions. 





Sarah E. Merritt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 8274) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Mary A. Arm- | Julia A. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 8275) grant- 
Also, a bill (H, R. 8235) granting a pension to John L. Rumery— | ing an increase of pension to William McBride—to the Commit- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8236) granting a pension to Catherine B. Also, a bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of Charles Uerkvitz—to 
Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R, 8287) granting a pension to Ellen J. Tuttle— | By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8277) for 
to the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. the relief of the heirs of Elijah D. Guthrie—to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8238) granting an increase of pension to Eli | Claims. 
Veazie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 8278) granting an increase of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8239) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hol- | pension to John C. Cavanaugh—to the Committee on Invalid 


brook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8240) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 8279) granting a pension to 
Thomas F. Rowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mary E. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 8241) granting an increase of pensiontoCyrus| By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 8280) granting an increase 
Conduit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of pension to James A. Morrison—to the Committee on Pen- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8242) granting an increase of pension to Asa | sions. 
T. Tarbox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Sarah E. Jenkins—to 


_Also, a bill (H. R. 8243) granting an increase of pension to | the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Samuel F. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 8282) granting an increase of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8244) granting an increase of pension to | pension to Chauncey R. Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid 


George W. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 8245) granting an increase of pension to| Also, a bill (H. R. 8283) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Henry Herkes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8246) granting an increase of pension to| Also, a bill (H. R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Samuel G. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 8247) granting an increase of pension to| Also,a bill (H. R. 8285) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary V. Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | W. S. Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 8248) granting an increase of pension to| Also, a bill (H. R. 8286) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Vanghn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Benjamin Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a lso, a bill (H. R. 8249) granting an increase of pension to; Also, a bill (H. R. 8287) granting a pension to Abram T. Car- 
Uhver Farrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, & bill (H. R. 8250) to amend the records on file at the War Also, a bill (H. R. 8288) granting a pension to Andrew J; 
Dey rtment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Speed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4Uso, a bill (H. R. 8251) to amend the military recordof Henry | Also, a bill (H. R. 8289) granting a pension to Milton Winter- 
W. Dunbrack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. steen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8252) for the relief of Ebeneezer S. Bigelow— | _ Also, a bill (H. R..$290) for the relief of George Humphrey—to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Military Affairs. 
‘ By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8253) grantinga pension to| By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8291) for the 
sara D. Bereman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. relief of James K. Hamblen, of Madison County, Miss.—to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8254) granting a pension to S. Effie Parkhill | Committee on War Claims. 

= ‘he Ininor heirs of Clayton Parkhill—to the Committee on Also, a bill (H. R. 8292) for the relief of Mrs. M. M. Champion— 
err wei to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8255) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 8293) for the relief of the estate of James P. 


Co we ‘ ; . ; , orm . . 
Sarah A. Creed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8294) for the relief of J. B. Hall, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8295) for the relief of the estate of Henry E. 
Windley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8296) for the relief of the estate of Evan 
Cook, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8297) for the relief of the estate of James 
Roach, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8298) for the relief of the estate of Wirt 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of Abner P. Bush, of | 


Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8300) for the relief of the estate of W. T. 
Collins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8301) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
S. Maben, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8802) for the relief of the estate of James S. 
Winters, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8303) for the relief of the estate of Wesley 
Crisler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8304) for the relief of Charlotte Spears—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8305) for the relief of Mary Ann Jackson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8306) for the relief of L. A. Whitehead—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of J. E. Whittington—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8308) for the relief of the estate of Jesse | 


Mabry, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8309) for the relief of Mattie J. and W. P. 
Horn, heirs of Preston A. Horn—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8310) for the relief of the estate of William 
McBride, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8311) granting an 
increase of pension to Walter Fobar—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8312) granting an increase of pension to 
William Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8313) granting an increase of pension to 
A. H. Noble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8314) granting an increase of pension to | 


John C. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8315) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George A. Crisel—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8316) granting an in- 


crease of pension to James W. Swords—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8317) granting an increase of pension to | 


Willis D. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8318) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam H. Vermillion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8319) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of John T. 
Booth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Letters from St. Louis Cooperage Com- 
any, Larkin & Scheffer Chemical Company, the Parker-Russell 
ining and Manufacturing Company, Anthony Ittner Brick Com- 
pany, and the Broderick & Bascom Rope Company, protesting 
against passage of an eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 
Also, letters from Hamilton Brown Shoe Company, Gauss- 
Langenberg Hat Company, and the Brown Shoe Company against 
passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. BRICK: Petition of James Nelson and 10 other Irish- 
American citizens of South Bend, Ind., urging the erection of a 


monument to Capt. John Barry—to the Committee on the Li- | 


brary. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the board of 
directors of the Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., 
favoring enlargement of power of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania State Forestry Reservation 
Commission, favoring the preservation of the big trees of Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Paper to accompany bill granting pension 
to Thomas K. C. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of the Association of Com- 
missioners of the Levee Drainage Districts, relative to the im- 
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provement of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee oy 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of San Miguel Improvement Club, favoring Na- 
cimiento ranch as a military camp—to the Committee on Milj- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of the Philadelphia Quartette ()y)) 
and 15 similar clubs of German-Americans, protesting against 
legislation for subjecting articles of interstate commerce to lov] 
sumptuary laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Danville, [ll., against the repeal 
of the law abolishing the army canteen—to the Committee 06) 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 892. 
granting an increase of pension to Abram H. Hunt—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: Memorial of citizens of the State of Wash- 
ington and Alaska, urging Government appropriation for the 
construction of a submarine telegraph cable from Sitka to \al- 
dez—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolutions of Dudley P. Chase 
Post, No. 22, Grand Army of the Republic, Minneapolis, Depart- 
ment of Minnesota; J. K. Mertz Post, No. 144, Grand Army of the 
Republic, New Auburn, Department of Minnesota; John Ball 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Winona, Department of Min- 
nesota, and Custer Post, No. 44, Grand Army of the Republic, 
| Rochester, Department of Minnesota, favoring passage of a 
| service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: Resolution of the Baltimore Chamber of 
Commerce, relative to increasing depth of main ship channe] 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Paper to accompany claim of Laura P. 

Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Paper to accompany bill 
| to increase pension of Benjamin A. Sawyer—to Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper toaccompany bill granting a pension 
| to Samuel C. Gildersleeve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. HAY: Papers to accompany claim of William Tren- 
| ton—-to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolution of Staire Post, No. 201, Grand 

Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Department of Nebraska, 
| favoring passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of Peter 
Tigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Luela 
Swartbout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of John T. La Forge, of Rockford, Tll.; H. W. 
Heckman, of Dixon, Ill., and W. G. Squier and 26 others, of Rock- 
ford, [ll., against sale of liquors in Soldiers’ Homes and Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Tratiic. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Resolution relating to the 
spread of the Mexican boll weevil—to the Committee on Agricul- 
| ture. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bill granting an i 
| crease of pension to Charles Johnson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Paper to accompany )ill 
H. R. 7447, to pension William Bailey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Papers to accompany claim of Robert Gor- 
don, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. aa 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany 1! 
H. R. 2403, for the relief of M. H. Carr—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of citizens of Bollinger County. Mo.. 
against sale of liquors in Soldiers’ Homes and Government )ullu- 
ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. : 

By Mr. SPALDING: Resolution of J. J. Crittenden Post. No. 
31, Grand Army of the Republic, of Minnewaukan, N. Dak., i 
voring passage of a service-pension law—to the Commitice 02 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of Hills)or? 
N. Mex., favoring passage of a service-pension law—to the VoL 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolution of the (ran 
Dealers’ National Convention, favoring enlargement of pow” 
the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Commitee on 11 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper relative to the improvement of the Harlem ivet— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany claim of Charles Merkvitz 
Committee on Claims. = 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany b'!! 10° 
- relief of the heirs of Elijah D. Guthrie—to the Commitice 0? 
Claims. 
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By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany bill to increase 
pension of Willis D, Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension William H. Vermil- 
lion, and papers to accompany bill to pension James W. Swords— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. WACHTER: Resolution of the Baltimore Chamber of 
Commerce relative to deepening main ship channel—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
James A. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Sarah E. Jen- 
kins—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany bill to in- 
crease pension of William Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
A. H. Noble—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of E. A. Martin and others, of Fairfield, Il. , against 
passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
Frimay, December 18, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. PERKINS (at the Vice-President’s desk) directed the Sec- 
retary to read the following communication: 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
December 18, 1903. 
JT» the honorable Senate of the United States: 
I hereby appoint GEORGE C. PERKINS, Senator from California, to perform 
the duties of the Chair during my absence. 
Ww. P. FRYE, 


President pro tempore. 
Thereupon Mr. Perkins took the chair as Presiding Officer, 
and directed the Secretary to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINs in the chair) laid 


before the Senate the seventeenth annual report of the Interstate | 


Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, made in the States and Territories under the provisions of 
an act to apply a portion of the public lands to the more complete 
endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of agri- 
cultural and mechanical arts, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED GRAVING DOCK. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communi- 


cation from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 19th ultimo, certain information relative to 


the Government constructing and owning a graving dock on the | 


Gulf of Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownin@, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 6758) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1905, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Fresno, Cal., and a petition of the 
.Y oman’s Christian Temperance Union of Watsonville, Cal., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. rED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
reterred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

_Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
hited States interested in the welfare of Alaska, praying for the 
fnactinent of legislation providing for the extension of the Alaska 
rr le from Valdes to Dutch Harbor, on the coast of the Territory of 
Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. GIBSON (for Mr. CLARK of Montana) presented a petition 
of sundry citizens of Ravalli County, Mont., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to validate the title of certain lands in that 
locality; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Ashland, N. H., praying for an in- 
| vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp 

Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
| Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Crawfordsville, Iowa, and a petition of 
the Conversational Club, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
| Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
| the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I present a petition in reference to the Isle 
| of Pines treaty, which I ask may lie on the table, as that treaty is 
pending. 

Mr. LODGE. 
ecutive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. LODGE. 
ecutive session? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the Senator 
from Massachusetts is correct. Thereforethe Senator from Iowa 
will please retain the petition and present it in executive session. 

Mr. BATE presented petitions of the Woman's Missionary So- 
ciety, the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, the 
Ladies’ Aid Society, the congregation of the Central Presbyterian 
Church, the Woman’s Missionary Society of the Baptist Church, 
the Wednesday Afternoon Club, and the Woman’s Missionary 
| Society of the Presbyterian Church, all of McMinnville, in the 

State of Tennessee, praying for an investigation of the charges 
| made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Middletown, R. I., praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEEp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Sherman Post, No. 30, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ness City, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 

vas referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary Society 
of Columbus, of the Ladies’ Reading Circle of Olathe, of sundry 
citizens of Conway Springs, and of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Walton, all in the State of Kansas, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the affidavit of Dr. J. B. Draper, of Fort 
| Dodge, Kans., to accompany the bill (S. 1807) granting an increase 
| of pension to James Gray; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Florence M. Metz, of East 
Hutchinson, Kans., to accompany the bill (S. 2466) granting an 
increase of pension to Florence M. Metz; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1803) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Morgan; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1634) for the erection of a statue to the 
memory of Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. H., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2696) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay John F.. Weston the sum of $241.60, etc., 
| reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
| referred the joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to negotiate with John T. Dolan, of Portland, Oreg., for 
purchase of original manuscript copy of Order Book of Gen, 
Arthur St. Clair, reported it without amendment, and submitted 

a report thereon. 


FRENCH COMBATANTS IN REVOLUTIONARY WAR, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported a resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the usual number of the book recently published and issued 
| by the French Government entitled ‘‘Combattants Frangais de la Guerre 
Américaine, 1778-1783,” be printed for the use of the Senate, with the accom- 
' panying illustrations. 





I make the point of order that the petition is ex- 


It will lie on the table. 
I know, but ought it not to be presented in ex- 
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Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
LopGE on the 15th instant, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That un- 
der the direction of the Librarian of Congress there be printed and bound 
in cloth 7,000 copies of the records of the Virginia Company of London, now 


in the custody of the Library of Congress—500 copies for the Senate, 1.500 | 


copies for the House of Representatives,and 5,000 copies for use and distribu- 
tion by the Library of Congress. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2791) to fix the compensa- | 


tion of the members of the Isthmian Canal Commission to be ap- 
pointed under the provisions of the act ‘‘to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,’’ approved June 28, 1902, and for other purposes; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


on Interoceanic Canals. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were | izing the Secretary of the Treasury to fix the salaries of the deputy 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 


east, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 
of changes of grade due to construction of the Union Station, Dis- 
trict of Columbia (with an accompanying paper); 


A bill (S. 2794) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an | 
act entitled ‘An act relating to tax sales and taxes in the District 


of Columbia,’ ”’ 
paper); 


approved May 13, 1892 (with an accompanying 


for the protection of the people from empiricism in relation 


thereto,’ approved June 6, 1892 (with an accompanying paper); | 


and 


A bill (S. 2796) for the relief of Elizabeth L. W. Bailey, ad- | 


ministratrix of the estate of Davis W. Bailey, deceased (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2797) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward A. Cotting; which was read twice by 


its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Pensions. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2798) to remove the charge 
of desertion against and grant an honorable discharge to Benja- 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2799) granting a pension to Charles 


A. Wheeler; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- | 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2800) granting a pension to 


Benjamin Pitman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the | 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2801) for the relief of 

Joachine Dette, widow of John F. W. Dette, deceased; which was 

read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (8S. 2802) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to Vernon L. Johnson; which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


Dr. T. C. Boulware, George W. Newberry, J. D. Allen, and J. 5. 
Pierce, and a copy of the claimant’s military, hospital, and Pen- 
sion Office record. I move that the bill and accompanying papers 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 2803) granting an increase | consideration. 


of pension to William H. Ijams; which was read twice by its | 


title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2804) granting a pension to Thomas 


Glynn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 1 
| ent Congress, be printed with better type than that now used. 


mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2805) for the relief of the 


estate of William B. Todd. deceased; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2806) for the relief of the heirs of | 


Edmund Wolf; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 2807) for the relief of 
David A. Givens; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Secretary of War to cause a survey or surveys to be made to de- 
termine the practicability and cost of a tide-water ship canal 
across the State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
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To accompany the bill I present the peti- | 
tion of Capt. Vernon L. Johnson, together with the affidavits of | 


| mons in Canada or the English Daily Hansard, he will see | 
Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 2808) to authorize the 


| tween the lines and letters (I believe they call it ‘leading; ” 
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He also introduced a bill (8. 2809) granting an increase of pen 
sion to Jesse J. Finley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2810) for the relief of William 
Mickler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 2811) for the relief of Foster 
W. Van Kirk and Stephen B. Moore; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. : 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2812) for the relief of J. \W. 
Patterson; which was read twice by its title,and referred to tho 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 2813) for the relief of the per- 
sonal representatives of George R. Powell, deceased; which was 


| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Clainis, 


Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 2814) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to extend the coal-land laws to the district of 
Alaska,’’ approved June 6, 1900; which was read twice by its 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 2815) author- 


collectors of customs at the subports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the 


° . ) Sti > Tashi « ali é 73 i y siste here- 
A bill (S. 2792) for the extension of Twenty-fourth street north- | tate of Washington, and repealing all laws inconsistent the: 


with; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 


and : | ing paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
2793) to provide for payment of damages on account | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2816) to amend section 3095 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2817) to remove the charge 
of desertion against George W. Posey; which was read twice by 


A bill (S. 2795) to amend an act entitled “An act for the regu- | its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and | 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2818) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near the village of 
Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2819) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob Stegges; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2820) for the relief of 


| Hamilton D. South; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
He also introduced a hill (S. 2821) granting a pension to Julia 


| A. Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


: . : : : | Committee on Pensions. 
min Brothers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 


Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2822) establishing a 
United States court at Wapanucka, Ind. T.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 2823) for the 
relief of Emily M. Hooe; which was read twice by its title, and, 
— the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2824) to increase the 


| salary of rural free-delivery carriers; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. FArRBANKs, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senat 
all papers accompanying the bill (8. 3886) to appropriate money to pay th 
claim of the Indiana State board of agriculture, introduced in the filt) 
seventh Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. HOAR. I offer a resolution for which I ask immediate 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to inquir: 
port whether it be not expedient that the ConGRESssIONAL Recor! 
the expiration of the present session of Congress, or at the close of t! 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask leave to make one observa 
tion about this matter, which is of interest to all Senators. 

I think we all agree that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is Very 
hard to read, as are the documents which are printed from the same 
type and in the same style, especially those parts which are 12 


| smaller type than the rest, and that it is very hard for old eyes 


or for all eyes in a dim light. 

If anyone will look at the daily reports of the House of ‘ » 
likly 
while the size of the typein Canada is not much, if any, larger (14 
ours, it is by reason of some mechanical result very much more 
easy to read, and the Hansard, of which I have a volume /icre, 


while not very much larger, but chiefly by reason of the spaces & 
iam 
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not sure about that), is a very agreeable and attractive page to look 
at. It does not seem to me, though I am ignorant of these mat- 
ters, that it can make much proper additional cost to the public 
to have an improvement in the style of the Recorp. 

The resolution merely instructs the Committee on Printins to 
make an inquiry; and I suppose it would not be expedient, if they 
should come to any conclusion about it, to have any change take 
effect until the end of the Congress, which will be nearly two 
years hence. So they can take their own time about the inquiry. 
” The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that it is a mere inquiry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I presume there is no ob- 
jection to the inquiry being made, but I do not quite see any prac- 
tical result which can be accomplished. In larger type, of course, 
in place of nine or ten or twelve volumes the RECORD would make 
eighteen or twenty volumes. But as the resolution only contem- 
plates an inquiry, I have no objection to it. 
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Mr. HOAR. My friend will allow me to say that the difference | 


between him and me is that he does not quite see the expediency | 


of doing this thing and I do not quite see the page I have to read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is one other difference between the 
Senator and myself. Ihave some knowledge of the printing busi- 
ness and he has not. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true, Mr. President; it is absolutely true. 
I have very little knowledge of the printing business, and there- 
fore I very carefully confined myself to asking the question. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 
resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
the expert Senator 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator to look at this volume of Han- 
sard. I suppose the resolution will bring the whole matter be- 
fore the committee. Whether the phraseology of the resolution 
should include ‘‘different type’’ or if ‘‘ better type’’ is a good 
phrase, I do not know. I find, at any rate, that it is almost im- 


It says ‘‘ better type.”’ 





possible for me to read the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in the evening | 


by lamplight. 
Mr. SPOONER. I find it difficult. 
improvement, and I think there ought to be. 


I think there can be an 
I believe the Con- 


GRESSIONAL RECORD ought to be printed in a type which will | 


make it as easy as possible for men of different ages and degrees 
of —— 
Mr. KEAN. Comprehension. 
Mr. SPOONER. No; but of eyesight, to read it. 
Mr. HOAR. The phrase in the resolution is ‘‘ better type.” I 
could put in the words “or be otherwise improved,” if that is 
thought to be better. I presume the resolution is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as the subject of the CoNGREs- 
SIONAL RecorpD is before the Senate temporarily, I take advan- 
tage of the opportunity to say what I have previously said in the 


I should like to ask | 





Senate, that I think the most important change which is needed | 


in regard to the Recorp is that the price of it should be so 
changed as to put it within the reach of those who desire to sub- 
scribe for it and who are not able to procure it from the limited 
number Congressmen have at their disposal. 

In the last Congress I introduced a resolution upon this subject 
asking for an investigation and a report from the Committee on 
Printing as to the feasibility of reducing the price of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD to a point which would make it practicable 
for the general reading public to avail themselves of it if they de- 
sired so todo. The committee made no report whatever on that 
resolution, and unless the committee shall see fit to do so without 


a further resolution after the holidays I shall again introduce | 


that resolution. I think it is really important that that part of 
the American public which desires to do so should have the op- 
portunity to subscribe for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD without 
having to pay what is practically a prohibitory price. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to say one word in 
regard to this matter of printing. 
Suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts is very pertinent. 
fam sure that I would be pleased, and I think Members of Con- 
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I have had occasion recently to examine the printing of public 
documents by other governments—by England and Germany— 
and they seem to be very much superior in this particular. I 
think it would be a very timely inquiry if the Committee on 
Printing should take this matter in hand also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF CHRISTIANS IN OTTOMAN EMPIRE. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following concurrent resolution: 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, etc., That the President be requested to use the good offices of 
the United States to induce the signatory powers of the Berlin Congress of 
1878 to convene, to the end that the provisions of the said treaty, which 
guaranteed protection and reforms to the Christian populations of the Otto- 
man Empire, may be faithfully carried out, because the interest and safety 
of citizens of the United States are endangered by the internal transactions 
of the Government of Turkey. 

SECESSION OF PANAMA, 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That neither the President, nor the President and the Senate as 
the treaty-making power of the United States, has the lawful power to wage 
or declare war against any foreign power without the consent of Congress, 
when such country is at peace with the United States, and when its diplo- 
matic relations with the United Statesare unbroken, and when its diplomat 
representatives are recognized by the President as the representatives « 
friendly power. And the consent of the Senate, as a part of the treaty-mak 
ing power, to a war waged by the President against such a nation, under 
such circumstances, can not confer upon him such lawfulauthority under the 
Constitution of the United States, or under the laws of nations, or under the 
neutrality laws of the United States. 

2. That a state of war exists between Colombia and an organization in the 
Colombian department of Panama that claims to have accomplished the 
secession of Panama from Colombia and to have established its independence 
and sovereignty through the recognition of the President of the United 
States and of some European and Asiatic states; and that claims also tohave 
established a republic under the flag and the name and title of the Repub! 
of Panama. And Colombia refuses to recognize the validity of the act of 
secession and the independence or the sovereignty of any government so 
organized on the Isthmus of Panama, and is engaged in military and naval 
operations to assert and enforce her claim of the supreme right of govern- 
ment in and over the territory described in her laws and constitution as the 
department of Panama, 

3. That, if Columbia is not prevented by some powerful foreign nation, 
she is manifestly abie to maintain her present effort to repress the said seces: 
sion organization and to restore her sovereignty over said department ot 
Panama. And the President of the United States having entered into treaty 
relations with the persons who claim to have seceded from Colombia and 
assert the powers of supreme government inand over the territory included 
in such department of Panama, and having made agreements with the seces- 
sionists relating to the right and privilege of constructing and owning in 

»erpetuity a ship canal across the Isthmus of Panama, all based on the fol- 
owing stipulation, namely: 

“The United States guarantees and will maintain the independence of the 
Republic of Panama.” 

Said stipulation is in effect a declaration of war with Colombia, and is not 
within the limits of any power conferred upon the President by act of Con- 








ic 


| gress or the Constitution, or by the laws of nations. 


4. That the President has no lawful right or power, without the consent of 
Congress, and under the conditions that exist in Panama, to use the military 
and naval forces of the United States to prevent Colombia from enforcing 
her claim to the proper exercise of her sovereignty and to execute her laws 
in the Department of Panama by any form of coercion that is « tent 
with the laws of nations and is not in conflict withany right of the United 


nsis 


| States. 


r 


5. That the Senate repeats its resolution of 1889, in the following words: 

“Resolved, etc., That the Government of the United States will look with 
serious concern and disapproval upon any connection of any European gov- 
ernment with the construction or control of any ship canal across the Isth- 
mus of Darien or across Central America, and must regard any such connec- 
tion or control as injurious to the just rights and interests of the United 
States and as a menace to their welfare. 

“Sec. 2. That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communi- 
cate this expression of the views of the Government of the United States to 
the governments of the countries of Europe.” 

6. That the United States, in the Revised Statutes, has defined neutrality 
and the penalties for its violation as follows: 

‘** Sec. 5286. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, begins, or sets on foot, or provides or prepares the means for, 
any military expedition or enterprise, to be carried on from thence against 
the territory or dominions of any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, 
district, or people, with whom the United States are at peace, shall be deemed 
guilty of high misdemeanor, and shall be fined not exceeding $3,000 and im- 
prisoned not more than three years.” 

The intervention by the President, with armed forces of the United States 
and without the authority of Congress, to prevent the exercise of military 
or civil authority by Colombia, with whom we are at peace, for the assertion 


| or exercise of her sovereignty and the enforcement of her constitution and 


Itseems to me that the inquiry | 


ress generally would be pleased, if the inquiry were extended to 
; | 


hea nwedd . : 
the printing of public documents. 


dc cuments are printed in such a way as to bring the print too 
Close to the stitching of each volume. 
report of a Department with all the bureaus printed in one 


noe it is almost impossible to read it without tearing the 
SULCDINg 
oO 


believe it is the experience of'almost everyone that the public 


I know if you have the | 


laws over the Department of Panama is contrary to said law of neutrality 
enacted by the Congress of the United States, and is contrary to the laws of 
nations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is an important resolution, Mr, 
President. I think it should go over, and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, under the 
rule the resolution will go over. 

SHALLOTTE RIVER (NORTH CAROLINA) IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. OVERMAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of Shallotte River, North Carolina, from the bar at the 
mouth of said river to the town of Shallotte,in Brunswick County, said 
State, with a view of dredging, cleaning out. and widening the channel; and 
to submit a plan and estimate for such improvements, 
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ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the salary of the assistant clerk to the Committee on 
Claims, authorized by resolution of December 12, 1901, at $1,440 per annum, 
be, and it is hereby, increased to $1,800 per annum, to take effect January 1, 
1904. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6758) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION AT CAPE HATTERAS, NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. ALGER. Iask for the present consideration of the bill | 
(S. 2319) to provide for the construction of a light-house and fog | 
signal at Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina, at Cape | 
Hatteras. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was read in full to the 
Senate yesterday. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. ALGER. On page3,in line 7,1 called attention yesterday | 
to an amendment inaname. It should be ‘‘ Minots Ledge’”’ in- 
stead of ‘*‘ Minots Rock,”’ as in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it 
was a typographical error and that it has been corrected in ac- 
cordance with the wish of the Senator from Michigan. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. lIask unanimous consent that at the hour 
of 4 o’clock this afternoon one-half hour be given to the consider- 
ation of unobjected pension bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that after 4 o’clock to-day consideration 
be given to unobjected pension bills on the Calendar. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and such is the order of the 
Senate. 





NATIONAL APPALACHIAN FOREST RESERVE. 


Mr. BURTON. I wish to give notice that at an early time 
after the convening of the Senate after the holidays I shall call up 
the bill (S. 887) for the purchase of a national forest reserve in 
the Southern Appalachian Mountains, to be known as the ‘‘ Na- 
tional Appalachian Forest Reserve.’’ I give the notice at this 
time, as the bill stands near the head of the Calendar; I think the 
junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] and the 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW] will want to sub- 
mit some remarks upon the bill, and I wish to have it considered 
early in the session. 


COLUMBIAN UNIVERSITY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago the bill (S. 1496) supple- 
mental to the act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the Colum- 
bian College, in the District of Columbia, and the acts amendatory 
thereof, was read and somewhat considered. I should like now 
to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill, and 
will suggest that I have an amendment to offer which I think | 
will remove the objection to it. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request | 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr.GORMAN. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
bill, of course, if it does not lead to debate; but the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] desires to take the floor this morning, as 
is pretty well understood on both sides. If the bill leads to no | 
debate there will be no objection to its consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I will 
promptly withdraw it if it leads to any debate. 

Mr.GORMAN. With that understanding, and that the Senator | 
from Virginia will have the floor on the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I make no objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the bill in line 19, on 
page 2, by adding after the word “‘ charter’’ the words: 

Subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- | 
sioner of Education. 

This relates to the change of name, and it is agreed on all hands 
that the amendment I propose will properly guard it in that 
respect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 24, after the word “adopted,” I | 
move to strike out the words ‘“‘ by said Board,’’ and in line 25, 
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after the words “‘ recorder of deeds,’ to insert “of the District 
of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


APPROVAL OF HAWAIIAN LEGISLATION, 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a bill of 
such an emergent nature that it ought to be passed at once. | 


| therefore ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the present 
| consideration of Senate bill 2400. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor 
mation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2400) to approve act No. 31 of 
the session of 1903 of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 


| approved April 22, 1903, entitled ‘‘An act providing for the or- 


ganization and government of counties and districts, and the 
management and control of public works and public institutions 
therein.” 

Mr. CULLOM. 
that bill comes? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. I will state, in a word, what 
is the character of the bill which has been reported unanimously 
from that committee. : 

The last Senate of the Territorial legislature of Hawaii passed 
an act organizing counties and districts in that Territory and also 
providing for the establishment of a board of public works. The 


I should like to know from what committee 


| title of the bill did not express both the subjects provided for in 


the body of the bill, as required by the organic act of the Terri- 
tory. The supreme court of the Territory has declared the act 
void in so far as it relates to public works, and there is also very 
great doubt whether the balance of the act is not void. This bill 
is simply to correct that mistake. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not knowing what was the substance of the 


| bill, I only desired to know whether it came from a committee. 
| I now understand that it is merely to correct a bill that has al- 


ready been 2d, and I have no objection to it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, of course Ido not object to any- 
thing that simply proposes tocure a mistake, but I did not clearly 
understand from the reading of the bill or from the statement 
made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] that that 
alone is covered; but this I do know, Mr. President, that in any 
legislation touching the laws or the operations of the laws in 
Hawaii we ought to proceed with great carefulness and scrutiny. 
Letters that I have received from lawyers and other prominent 
citizens there show that a good deal of controversy is going on in 
the island about almost everything, and I should not want to see 


| any legislation enacted here without the proper committee giving 


it a thorough examination, giving hearings whenever they are re- 
quired and hearing all sides upon all subjects. Bills go through 
committee frequently without much scrutiny. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I will state to the Senator 
from Maine that there was a hearing in regard to this bill befor 
the full committee yesterday. This bill was introduced by the 
chairman of the committee, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. 
At the hearing the Territory was represented by several parties, 


including its Delegate. There is no difference of opinion in re- 


gard to this bill: all parties in all sections agree that the Dill 
ought to pass. There is no controversy about it. The Dill o 


| ganizing counties in the Territory of Hawaii passed the senate 


unanimously and passed the house unanimously with the exe)- 
tion of two votes. The governor of the Territory recently «p- 
pointed, Mr. Carter, strongly urges the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator from Oregun a ques 
tion? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isthereanything more in this bill than merely 
a change of title? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Nota solitary thing. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I wanted the Senator to state. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
rises to ask a question. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I had not yielded the floor, but ! 


| will yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I was merely going to suggest t0 


| the Senator from Maine about this bill—though I am not a me 


ber of the committee my attention has been called to the mat 
ter, and if I am wrong the Senator from Oregon will cor «' 
me—that under an act of the legislative assembly changing ‘!\° 
counties in that Territory the elective machinery was put +0" 
operation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is right. 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. All the counties elected their offi- | 
cers, Who entered upon the discharge of their duties. Thereafter 
a question arose as to the legality of the act, and the objection 
was urged before the supreme court of Hawaii that all the sub- 
jects mentioned in the act were not mentioned in its title, and on 
that account the supreme court of Hawaii was constrained to hold 
that the act, so far as that particular part of it was concerned, 
was void. The object of the bill now pending here is to validate 
the almost unanimous action of the legislative assembly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. 

Mr. HALE. But what is the particular thing that this legisla- 
tion proposes to cure in the way of title, names of counties, or 
whatever it may be? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. As I understand the bill, it only as- | 
sumed to legislate, first, in creating counties; next, in creating 
boards of public works and other machinery of government. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator now refers to the original bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I refer to the bill that was passed 
by the legislature of Hawaii: In other words, all the subjects- | 
matter of the act were not mentioned in its title, and‘the object 
of the bill before the Congress of the United States, as I under- 
stand, at the present time is to validate the action of the legisla- 
ture upon which they have proceeded to operate, notwithstanding 
the fact that the first bill failed to mention in the title all the ob- 
jects which the bill seemed to affect. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine permit me for a 
moment? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I have no disposition to antagonize unduly a | 
measure of this kind, but I do think that any bill which provides | 
that a territorial act shall be the law, anything in the provisions 
of an act of Congress of the United States to the contrary not- 
withstanding, ought to be very seriously considered before we 

ass upon it. 

. Mr. MITCHELL. Let me correct the Senator there. The bill 
has been carefully considered. I will state to the Senator, if he 
will allow me, that the organic act simply provides that the title 
of an act must include a statement of the several subjects covered 
by the proposed legislation. This particular measure did not 
happen to do that, and therefore the supreme court of Hawaii 
was necessarily compelled to say that the act was void in the par- 
ticular mentioned. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, the only object I 
had in making the suggestion to the Senator was to show the im- 
possibility at this time of giving proper consideration to so im- 
portant a question, and I hope the matter may go over. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; let it go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the bill goes over, I wish to say that 
I shall endeavor to call it up at the first convenient opportunity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
goes over. 








ALASKAN BOUNDARY TRIBUNAL, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Acting Secretary of State 
covering the report of the agent of the United States before the Alaskan 
boundary tribunal, with appendices. : 

The attention of Congress is invited to the request of the Acting Secretary 
of State that 500 copies of the report and appendices be printed for the use of 
the Department of State. 

ss THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuite Hovuss, 
Washington, December 18, 1903. 


_Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if I may be permitted, I should 
like to inquire of either the chairman of the Committee on Print- 


ing or my colleague or some other Senator whether there are ac- | 


cessible in this country any copies of the British case? I have had 
several requests for copies. The matter is an important one, and 
I think it ought to be provided for. 

Mr. LODGE. DoI understand the message which has been 
laid before the Senate transmits the arguments presented before 
the Alaskan tribunal, together with the opinions of the tribunal? 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the pa- 
Pers are all in the office of the Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Those, of course, ought to be printed, and I sup- 
pose it would be proper that they should be referred to the Com- 
iittee on Foreign Relations and printed, and they ought to be 
Properly bound. It is a volume for which I think there is going 
to bea good deal of request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
message is also accompanied by maps. 

M '. LODGE. So that the printing, I suppose, will require an 
&xpenditure of more than the $500 limit; and I do not know but 








what the question ought to be referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think that would be better. 
Mr. LODGE, I think I shall ask that the message and accom- 


panying papers be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order of the 
Senate, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. LODGE. I will state, in reply to what my colleague [Mr. 
Hoar] has asked, that duplicate copies of the British case and 
counter cases were furnished to the American counsel and the 
American members of the tribunal. So far as Iam aware, that 
is allwe have. We may have some copies in our State Depart- 
ment, but they are very fewin number. There was not a large 
number, as I understand, of the British case or counter cases or 
arguments printed. 

If it is desired to have any considerable supply of the cases and 
counter cases, we shall have to make an order for printing those, 
as there is no supply in existence which can be drawn upon to 
meet any public demand. The maps that accompanied the cases, 
especially the British contour map, were extremely expensive in 
preparation, and only a few copies were printed. I do not sup- 
pose that it will be contemplated for a moment to reprint those 
that involve a very large expenditure of money, but the cases, 
both American and British, I think, might very well be printed 
here. My own experience would lead me to suppose that there 
will be a considerable demand for them from libraries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
papers are very voluminous. They have been brought into the 
Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Those are not the cases and counter cases; those 
are simply the arguments made before the tribunal, taken down 
in shorthand, and the opinions of the tribunal, together with the 
maps, showing the line agreed upon by the tribunal as the domi- 
nant range intended by the negotiators. 


REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask that the Chair lay before 
the Senate the resolution offered on the 9th instant by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolution referred to by the Senator from Virginia, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar on 
the 9th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not, in his judgment, incom- 
patible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate such facts as 
may be in his possession, or in that of any of the Executive Departments, as 
will show whether at the time of the ratification of the treaty with the Re- 
public of Panama, lately communicated to the Senate, Panama had success- 
fully established its meen, had lawfully adopted a constitution, and 
had given authority to the persons with whom said treaty purports to have 
been made to negotiate and ratify the same; 

Also, the population of said Republic of Panama at that time, its capacity 
for self-government, and the race and character of the persons composing it; 

Also, whether the officials negotiating or ratifying the treaty on the part 
of Panama had any personal or private interest in or relation to the construc- 
tion of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama; 

Also, whether the constitution of the Republic of Colombia authorized the 
secession of Panama therefrom, and whether Colombia was prevented by the 


| action of the United States or by any officer or force under the jurisdiction 


of the same from attempting to assert its authority or to prevent such seces- 
sion, and what instructions, if any, had been given by the Government of the 
United States to such officers, whether civil, military, or naval, and whether, 
if any action had been taken by such officers without special authority, what 
action was so taken, and whether such action has been approved or disap- 


| proved by the Government of the United States; 


Also, at what time information of any revolution or resistance to the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia in Panama was received by the Government of the 
United States or any Department thereof, and whether any information was 
received of any expected or intended revolution before it occurred, and the 
date of such information. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, there is a treaty pending in this 
body between the United States and the so-called new Republic 
of Panama. That treaty has been largely discussed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States in his annual message to Congress, 
amply in some respects and the reverse in others. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is starting out as though he in- 
tends to discuss the treaty. I will state that the treaty is now in 
the possession of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate, and has not yet been considered by that committee. I feel 
that it would be hardly fair that the treaty should be discussed 
here in public session before the committee having charge of the 
subject has had an opportunity to consider it. 

Mr. DANIEL. The copy of the treaty lies upon my desk, and 
on it are stamped the words ‘‘ made public.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. It was made public a few days ago. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then can I not address my speech to it? 
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Mr. CULLOM. Of course, if the Senator desires to take up the 
treaty before the committee has had any time at all to consider 
it, I suppose technically he would have the right to do so; but it 
seems tome it would be somewhat premature for the Senate to 
take charge of and discussa treaty before the committee towhom 
it has been referred has had an opportunity to consider it. 

Mr. DANIEL. So much nervousness exists on the other side 
of the Chamber every time a resolution of inquiry is offered that 
gentlemen are apt to jump before they are spurred. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not excited or premature. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam not, either. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isimply wanted to inform the Senator of the 
fact if he did not know it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I know it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The treaty has not yet been considered by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, which has charge of it, and it has 
not been brought into the Senate. With that knowledge, the Sen- 
ator can act as he thinks proper. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, we know that the treaty being 
in the presence of the Senate and also reposing calmly in the com- 
mittee, the President of the United States has seen fit to send a 
message to Congress engaging in the discussion of that treaty, 
quite amply, as I have observed, in some respects, and meagerly 
in others. 
gone before the New York Quill Club and discussed it there as if, 
so far from secrecy being desired with reference to anything con- 
cerning this treaty, notoriety, publicity, and general information 
was the object to be sought. 

THE FRESH ATTORNEY-DIPLOMAT, AND THE OPEN DIPLOMATIC AND SENA- 
TORIAL DISCUSSION. 

Further than this, Mr. President, a new diplomat has been re- 
ceived by the President of the United States, who quickly as- 
sumed that réle immediately upon the discovery that there was 
sucha thingasanew Republicof Panama. It has been said that— 

All the world’s a stage, : 


And all the men and women merely players: 
* ~ * * * 


And one man in his time plays many parts. 


But this distinguished foreign ambassador has played more parts 
in a shorter time than any other actor who ever challenged the 
attention of the gallery or the pit before the footlights—counsel 
of the Panama Canal Company; general operator in Panama; 
friend, champion, and veteran of the Panama Canal, and patron 
of the new Republic; ambassador, and all of a sudden a general 
campaigner and stump speaker from city to city; a species of 
transformation that outdoes anything that we read of in Ovid's 
Metamorphoses; an introduction of new manners into the court 
of the United States. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, in this very body, where my dis- 
tinguished friend of the Foreign Relations Committee seeks to 
guard the secrets of the Senate, we have already had a debate and 
the passage of compliments between the leaders of the parties 
upon this very subject. Then a debate inter se amongst the mem- 
bers of the party which seeks to become the parent of the young 
Republic and is here as its champion. 

1 am not aware that in any degree I have ever at any time vio- 
lated, however incautiously, the injunction that impresses upon 
Senators the desirability of observing silence as to those matters 
concerning other nations which may be the subject-matter of 
their judgment. But there never has been, Mr. President, on the 
part of any party in power, from the highest to the most subordi- 
nate of its representatives, so thorough a defiance and disregard 
of such doctrine. 

I do not need the warning of my kind friend from [linois to 
advise me that I should not here and now undertake to discuss 
the terms of this treaty any more amply than they have already 
been discussed by the public officials of this Government, not in 
the bodies where they were constrained to discuss them by what 
may have been said by one and the other, but out in the open, 
where they might be heard of allmen. And if I should allude to 
the subject, Mr. President, it will be only because there seems to 
have been a challenge—a glove thrown down on the hustings, in 
the banquet room, and everywhere—to those of us who may per- 
chance differ with what seems to portend, to give some of our 
own views on the cognate subjects. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL CONSTRUCTION ALREADY PROVIDED FOR. 


Let no one suppose that defeat of any pending measure imperils 
or thwarts the consummation of an isthmian canal, 
we want. That receives general favor. Few care whether the 
canal is through Panama or through Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 
The canal is the thing desired. The statute of June 28, 1902, pro- 
vides the law to get it and the means to get it, and get it we will, 
whether by Panama or Nicaragua. 
about Nicaragua than Panama. Prior to its passage the Nicara- 
guan route had been most favored. So much was it favored that 
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| blessings of peace. 


The Acting Secretary of State of the United States has | 





That statute has more to say | 
| of constitution whatsoever, either of a provisional constitu! 
| of a permanent constitution. 
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the Senate some time ago passed a bill for its construction, ani 
so did the thought of it fasten itself on the mind of Congress tha; 
even when preferring the Panama route it provided for the Nica- 
raguan route in the event that we failed to get from Colombia 
the necessary title to property and the necessary territory in Pan 
ama. If we failed as to Panama, “ within a reasonable time and 
upon reasonable terms,’’ then the President is instructed to go oy 
and consummate the Nicaraguan project. , 

Further than this, $10,000,000 are already appropriated by Con- 
gress and put in his hands for use *‘toward the project herein 
contemplated by either route ’—i. e., Pafiama or Nicaragua. | 
will append the provisions of this statute to my remarks so that 
it may be plainly seen how well assured is the canal and how the 
President could now, if he chose, be engaged in forwarding the 
canal through the Nicaraguan route. 


LIBERTY WITH LAW AND PEACE WITH HONOR. 


Liberty with law and peace with honor are the sublime ideals 
of this Republic—the one because liberty is essential to the devyel- 
opment of manly, fearless, and perfect manhood; the other be- 
cause it can not be fully enjoyed unless it be crowned with the 
We have had these two ideals of this Repub- 
lic held up before us in notable examples in recent years. One 
was when a Democratic President of the United States, secir 


the danger that hovered over a great city and which assailed im- 
mediately the mail lines of the United States, sent troops to guard 
and defend the Federal rights which were thereinvolved. Counted 
amongst those, Mr. President, who are for State rights, I hold myself 
to be Just as much for Federal rights. Without consulting any o! 
my constituents, who I knew would stand for order, I was glad 
to uphold the Federal rights there involved, and was glad that 
the Senate, without a dissenting vote, indorsed that act of a Dem- 
ocratic President. 

More recently, Mr. President, we saw illustrated our ideal of 
peace with honor when we stood upon the eve of war with Spain. 
We saw a calm, patient, forbearing, and considerate President 
restrain all influence that might tend to involve this country in 
war and to hold back the passions and influences that might bring 
it about needlessly; and that President, sir, had the respect and 
confidence and good will of the whole American people to a de- 
gree which few men have ever reached anywhere at any time. 

It is these ideals, Mr. President, that prompt me, however liitle 
I may be able to serve them, to make some few observations on 
the resolution that is now before us. 

There are certainly pertinent inquiries in this resolution. They 
bring before the mind the standards of international law which 
should control the action of a great Republic like this and every 
orderly nation, and they seek only to elicit opinions and facts 
which are necessary to enable us to compare the present transac- 
tion, whatever it may be, to those standards and see what may 
be the relation between them. 

For one, Mr. President, I do not wish to see my country in 
volved in war either with France or with Colombia, I take with 
a grain of salt the horrible vision that was lifted before this nation 
in yesterday’s paper, when the sensational lines ‘‘ The world at 
war’’ were printed over the speeches that were made in New 
York by our Acting Secretary of State and by the new ambassa 
dor, and that vision was held to ‘‘ fright the souls of fearful ad 
versaries’’ to a pending measure. The fact is, Mr. President, 
these two gentlemen, or at least one of them, seemed to be in 
favor of a wide-open republic, as if some prodigious Tamunany 
were about to take the country, and they are shaking their red 
lights wherever they can get an audience to behold them. 

THE PROPOSED INQUIRIES. 

What are these inquiries, and what is the pertinence of 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not, in his Judyment 
patible with the public interest— 


That deference is shown him which should always be sh 


to communicate to the Senate such facts as may be in his possessio 
that of any of the Executive Departments, as will show whether at t! 
of the ratification of the treaty with the Republic of Panama, lately 
nicated to the Senate, Panama had successfully established its indep 
had lawfully adopted a constitution, and had given authority to the | 
with whom said treaty purports to have been made to negotiate anc 
the same. 


Have we before the Senate, Mr. President, any information !' 
anybody—if there be, I should like to see it—that Panam 


| successfully established its independence, and is it appropma'é | 
; 
That is what 


recognize a republic as ready to operate the autonomy 0! 
dependent nation when there is no suggestion that such 
pendence has been established? Has it adopted a consti! 


| Two communications have been made from the Secretary ‘ 


to the House of Representatives, but in those communica‘ 
I do not know that it was called for—we have no hint of an 








1903. 





WHAT CONSTITUTES A REPUBLIC? 


It is true, Mr. President, that throughout the documents which 
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have been sent to Congress there are intimations and sometimes | s ¢ p 
great in extent, and inhabited by more people than the thirteen 


assertions that Panama has a government republican in form. 


Mr. President, it is as naked as a government as was the first man | 


in the Garden of Eden. It has no constitution of any form, so far 
as we are advised, and the assertion that it has a government re- 
publican in form is one that should induce all the scholars and 
curious men in this country to inquire again, What is a govern- 
ment republican in form? So far as Panama has a government 
at all, I will take up presently and give to the Senate, as near as 
we can get it, Panama’s own account of herself. If Panama has 
not a government republican in form, surely we have much to 
think of before we proceed very far in our negotiations. If Pan- 
ama has not the power of herself to establish herself as an inde- 
pendent republic, the same remark applies, and these inquiries are 
eminently appropriate and are applied to the only sources to which 
we may look for official information. 

Also, the population of said Republic of Panama at that time, its capacity 
for self-government, and the race and character of the pareune composing it; 

Also, whether the officials negotiating or ratifying the treaty on the part 


of Panama had any personal or private interest in or relation to the construc- 
tion of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama. 


IS THE NEW DIPLOMAT AN INTERESTED PARTY? 


In treating with Panama, Mr. President, whether it be a repub- 
lic, a committee, or anything else, weshould surely be accurately 
and officially informed as to the character, as to the status, and 
as to the motives of her mouthpiece. 
that mouthpiece, whoever he may be or may hereafter become, 
but whether or not he is himself and individually an interested 
party in that which he is endeavoring in another name to per- 
suade the United States todo is an appropriate and, for necessary 
information, a necessary inquiry. 

Also, whether the constitution of the Republic of Colombia authorized the 
secession of Panama therefrom, and whether Colombia was prevented by the 
action of the United States, or by any officer or force under the jurisdiction 
of the same, from attempting to assert its authority or to prevent such seces- 
sion, and what instructions, if any, had been given by the Government of the 
United States to such officers, whether civil, military, or naval, and whether 
if any action had been taken by such officers without special authority, what 
action was so taken, and whether such action has been approved or disap- 
proved by the Government of the United States. 

In these inquiries, Mr. President, there is no reflection, direct or 
indirect, upon anyone. There is nothing in the resolution which 
undertakes to pass either praise or blame on any person. It is 


concerning which the authority inquired of has already through 
the State Department thrown some light, little and flickering as 
it is. 

Also, at what time information of any revolution or resistance to the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia in Panama was received by the Government of the 
United States or any Department thereof,and whether any information was 
received of any expected or intended revolution before it occurred, and the 
date of such information. 


He must be sensitive indeed, Mr. President, who can challenge 


I make no reflection upon | 
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She has a population of nearly 4,000,000 people—a larger popu- 


| lation than the thirteen colonies of America had when they as- 


serted their independence against Great Britain. A country so 
American colonies possessed when they challenged to battle and 
defeated the foremost nation of the world, is not to be despised 
in international consideration. 

On the other hand, Mr. President, these resolutions concern 
Panama. It is one of the departments, districts, or provinces of 
Colombia, one of nine, the nine provinces being Antioquia, Boli- 
yar, Boyaca, Cauca, Cundinamarca, Magdalena, Panama, San- 
tander, and Tolima. It has an area of over 32,000 square miles, 
larger than a number of the States of the American Union. It 
has a population, according to the Century Encyclopedia, which 
gave the last account when that volume was published, of 285,000 
people, about as populous altogether as the city of Washington. 
It is not one-tenth in area of Colombia. It does not present a 
population of one-tenth its number. 

Could it maintain independence against Colombia? 
pect to do so? Let this question be pondered. 

Mr. President, I shall now turn to such meager information as 
we possess as to what has happened with respect to Panama. Not 
very long ago we negotiated a treaty with the Republic of Colom- 
bia. I agree with all who shall contend that it was a very gener- 
ous treaty on the side of the United States, and, as I thought, 
looking to the permanent interest which the United States would, 
if it constructed the canal, establish there, an overgenerous treaty. 
I do not think we were quite just to ourselves in the terms of 
that treaty. The Congress of Colombia, to whom the treaty was 
submitted, rejected it, very unwisely as it seems to me, as I 
should think it should have jumped atit. But, Mr. President, 
who can tell what the congress of any country will do? That is 
their matter. 

Criticism is made that the executive administration of Colombia 
did not attempt to get this treaty through Congress, and that it 
was unanimously rejected, after that administration had solicited 
the United States to adopt the treaty on her part with the expec- 
tation that Colombia would coincide. If these statements be 
correct to allintents and purposes, they certainly put the Republic 
of Colombia in a bad and unfavorable light. 

But that is not the end of the story. The administration has 
already been overturned; a new President has been elected, a new 


Did it ex- 


| Congress is to be elected; and the people of Colombia are proceed- 


the propriety of a mere solicitation by the Senate of the United | 


States to be informed upon a subject which is being discussed the 
wide world over. There is not a suggestion of anticipated judg- 
ment upon the information when it may come, but it is only the 
desire that the way may be cleared for consideration, and that 
we may not be constrained in any degree to act without full and 
sufficient information. 

It is true, Mr. President, that inferences may be drawn from 
such information as we already possess, but that information is 
of a skeleton character. It gives only a few orders and occasion- 
ally some note or other which has a suggestion of explanation. 

THE SITUATION—COLOMBIA AND PANAMA, 


Now, Mr. President, let us look at the diplomatic situation 
which these inquiries concern. There is a sister Republic—Co- 
lombia—of no mean size or population, with which we have been 
for many years upon friendly relations, a Republic which up to 
the period of the transactions which these resolutions concern 
Was still upon friendly relations with us. 

lam not here as either the champion or the defender of the 
action of that Republic. Caustic criticisms have been made upon 
its conduct. Those criticisms, coupled with bitter invectives, are 
being made wherever the ambassador and the Acting Secretary 
meet to discuss this matter before the public. 
tak ’ to say that some of them may not be justified; but, Mr. Presi- 
“ent, We, as & coordinate branch of the Government, should hear 
fully from that Republic before passing judgment upon her. 
Itisa Republic of large dimensions. and I see it stated that its 
estimated area is more than double that of Spain and Portugal 
and equal to that of New England, New York, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Ohio, Indiana, West Virginia, 
Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, North Carolina, and Georgia. 


In short, Colombia is an empire in the extent and area of her pos- 


8 j : 
Sesslh( ns, 


T shall not under- | 


| Acknowledgment is required. 





only a resolution which prays “‘let there be light’ upon a topic | ing, as all countries with free institutions have been accustomed 


to proceed, to rectify their own matters in their own way; to get 
that self-education which every nation must get for itself before 
it can stand upright amongst the nations, square to all the winds 
that blow. 

When we read the diplomatic papers and the Presidential mes- 
sages of past years and recall our own memories of not distant 
times, we remember hearing it everywhere said that Mexico-was 
an unsettled, uncertain, revolutionary, chaotic kind of country, 
where civilization had nothing to expect. Yet, Mr. President, 
Mexico worked out her own salvation. She sowed her wild oats 
and reaped liberally her crops from them, and then with educa- 
tion and experience and enlightenment, with able leaders com- 
ing to the front, we were presented with the picture of a peaceful, 
happy, and prosperous Republic. That is national life, just as 
we see its analogue in the lives of all struggling and vehement 
self-made men. 

Now, on the other hand, there is Panama, and now let us see 
what is the matter in Panama. 

PEACE NOVEMBER 1, 13. 

Up tothe ist day of November of the present year peace reigned 
on the whole American continent. There was not anywhere a 
cloud as big as a man’s hand. On the 2d of November, with no 
public intelligence of any riot or outbreak either in Colombia or 
in Panama, we learn from one of the documents that come to us 
from one of the Executive Departments that there were move- 
ments of the United Statesas if something were on hand they de- 
signed to attend to. 

WAR NOVEMBER 2, 1903. 

Iturn to page 18 of Document No. 8 of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of this session, and here is the first sp f trouble 
that comes in view: 


»L 
CA U 


NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1% 
[Translation. ] 
NASHVILLE (care American consul), Colon: 
Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interrupti 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landi 


n threat 


fany: 


med by 
ed rce 











with hostile intent, either Government or insurgent, either at Co to 
Bello, or other point. Send copy of instructions to the senior officer present 
at Panama upon arrival of Boston. Have sent copy of instructions and have 
telegraphed Dixie to proceed with all possible dispatch from Kin Co- 
lon. ¢ ernment force reported approaching the Isthmus in vess« -Te- 
vent their landing if in your judgment this would precipitate a « t 


DARLING, Acting 
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On the 2d day of November, 1903, Colombia, recognized as an | Then came a new series of dispatches and messages hastening 


independent nation and as yet on friendly terms with the United 
States, was marching her own troops, on her own acknowledged 
and recognized territory, and some information from somewhere 
had come to the State authorities of the United States and some 
design was upon the mind of the State authorities of the United 
States which induced them to order a man-of-war to go into the 
territory of Colombia and intercept her own national troops and 
not allow them to land in a peaceful port of her own possessions. 

So far as they may have been properly sent there to preserve 
the open transit of that Isthmus, there is no room to take excep- 
tion. Nay, such has been the course of events that if they were 
to land to protect American property, however untimely or un- 
necessary might be the coincidence, few would take exception. 
But without a declaration of war on the part of Congress against 
the State of Colombia, I respectfully submit the inquiry, what 


right had an armed vessel of the United States to go and put itself | 


in armed opposition tothe troops of another country marching on 
their own soil? Or sailing over their own waters? 
land on their own country? 


was addressed at Acapulco as follows: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1908. 
Guass, Marblehead, Acapulco: 

Proceed with all possible dispatch to Panama. 
departure. Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption is 
threatened by armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of 
any armed force, either Government or insurgent, with hostile intent at any 
point within 50milesof Panama. If doubtfulas tothe intention of any armed 

orce, occupy Ancon Hill strongly with artillery. If the Wyoming would de- 
lay Concord and Marblehead her disposition must be left to your discretion. 
Government force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessels. 

Somebody was watching what the Government of Colombia, a 
government friendly with us, was doing. Somebody had re- 
ported to the Navy Department that her troops were marching or 
sailing to points within herown territory. Here is an instruction 
to prevent their landing: 

a ge their landing if in your judgment landing would precipitate a 
conflict. 

CAN A REPUBLIC BE RECOGNIZED BEFORE IT IS BORN? 
There was nobody then in esse who had any idea of any conflict 


with the Government troops of Colombia, and, Mr. President, I | 


do not know of any title in international law that treats of the 


recognition of republics or other governments before they are | 


born and before they have a local habitation, body, or name. 

Then, November 3: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 8, 1908. 
CRUISER ATLANTA, Kingston, Jamaica: 

Proceed with all possible dispatch to Colon. 

Then to the Nashville at Colon, and then four or five other 
dispatches of similar tenor. 

When the morning of November 8 dawned, Mr. President, there 
was yet peace in Colombia, although it seemed to be an eve like 
that of Waterloo, and when the United States and Colombia 
alone had troops or vessels in motion. 

NOVEMBER 3, 193; AND THE SCARE-CROW REPUBLIC. 

Now, what happened on the 3d? Things were happening here 
before there was any demonstration whatever in Panama. 
first communication we have in the correspondence sent to the 
House is this: 

A press bulletin having announced an outbreak on the Isthmus, the follow- 
ing cablegram was sent both to the consulate-general at Panama and the 
consulate at Colon: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1908. 
(Sent 3.40 p. m.) 
. Uprising on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully in- 
eas Loomis, Acting. 

Then Mr. Ehrman, vice-consul at Panama, replies: 

PANAMA, November 8, 1908. (Received 8.15 p. m.) 

No uprising yet. Reported will bein the night. Situation is critical. 

Then, again, under the same date: 


(Received 9.50 p. m.) 
Uprising occurred to-night, 6; no bloodshed. 


JACK OUT OF THE BOX. 


Whether the insurrection uprose so silently and unobservedly | 


that two hours had passed in Panama ere the vice-consul of the 
United States knew it had happened, we can hardly tell; but 
when at 8.15 here our Government was advised ‘‘ no uprising yet,” 
it was a little later told that uprising took place at 6, without 
bloodshed. 

Uprising occurred to-night, 6; no bloodshed. Army and navy officials 
taken prisoners. Government will be organized to-night— 

This is his dispatch of 9.50— 
consisting three consuls, also cabinet. Soldiers changed. Supposed same 
movement will be effected in Colon. Order prevailssofar. Situation serious. 


Four hundred soldiers landed Colon to-day Barranquilla. 
ERMAN. 


| or letters of Secretary Seward and Secretary Cass. 





Or seeking to | 
| region of all America has any Administration ever undertaken be- 
On this same November 2 Admiral Glass, of the Marblehead, | 


Telegraph incipher your | 


| “separatists,” all bloodshed, fighting, etc., has 


The | 
=f that the armed forces of the United States were directed to inter- 


| cept, and the intended revolutionists, having news also of thiat 


| getting there or no. 





United States vessels and marines to the seat of war. 

Mr. President, we have been referred in some of the literature 
which has come to us on this subject to certain passages and 
statements of American principles as contained in the dispatches 
This is not 
the first time that we have had trouble with South American re- 
publics. The President gives us a list of revolutions, riots, 


| émeutes, disturbances of one sort or another which have been 


very frequent in that section. But here we have a new depar- 
ture. It is a departure from the settled policy of the United 
States as expressed, defined, and expounded by eminent leaders 
of our country, both Democratic and Republican. 

We have seen to it that there was no oppression of our own in- 
terests in the South American republics. We have guarded 
sacredly the rights of our citizens. We have landed troops to 
protect American property and persons. We would send them at 
any time to keep the Isthmus and its transit open, for this we 
have a right todo. But when, where, at what time, and in what 


fore to send American forces to resist the national forces of any 
country in keeping the peace within its borders? 

So far, Mr. President, as we can gather from-the public docu- 
ments before us this little weakling shade of a republic was per- 
fectly unable to defend itself, much less to defend anyone else. 
It must have had such soliloquy about itself as Richard th 


| hunchback: I— 


Have no delight to pam away the time, 
Unless to spy my shadow in the sun, 
And descant on mine own deformity. 

* ~ = ” 
Cheated of feature by dissembling nature, 
Deform’d, unfinish’d, sent before my time 
Into this breathing world, scarce half made up, 
And that so lamely and unfashionable, 
That dogs bark at me, as I halt by them. 


THE PANAMA ACCOUNT—CITY OF COLON DISINCLINED. 


Mr. President, there was not a republic nor the germ or outward 
phantom or shade of a republic in Panama, and her own accounts of 
herself, as far as we may discern them in the meager literature 
officially furnished us, are, I confess, becomingly modest. We 
are given in one of these public documents from the Department 
a declaration of independence, a manifesto, in an extract from 
the Star and Herald, of Panama, Republic of Panama, Thursiay, 
November 5, 1903. _In that account, which is officially furnished 
us, we read: 

The cry of independence was started on the evening of the 3d and taken up 
by — as one body, as well as all those in sympathy wit 
cause. ue to the celebrated Battalion Colombia, under the comman< 
their intrepid and universally beloved commander, Gen. E. Huertas, being 
in sympathy with the movement and declaring themselves on the side of the 
; DL0¢ been avoided, the greatest 
order and unity reigning on all sides. 


The movement had been planned to take place later on, but was precipi 
tated by the arrival at Colon of 300 troops, under command of Generals Tovar 


| and Amaya, on the Cartagena on the night of the 2d instant. 


Three hundred troops were the troops reported to the United 


| States as moving, and they were landing at Colon to goto Panama 


and keep the peace. It was those 300 troops moving to Panama 


matter, hurried up the cakes two hours early that they might 
reclaim themselves before there could be any question as to their 
Further on we read: 


From latest information we regret to state that Colon does not appear in 
clined to join the movement for separation. A commission from that 


| arrived yesterday evening to consult with the chiefs of the Provisions 
| ernment here, and we sincerel 
| may be amicably settled in order to avoid all disturbance. 


hope that the differences of opinion ex 


Panama is over on the Pacific side, Colon on the Atlantic side. and 


| here, according to their account of themselves, while everything 
| was lovely in Panama, it was quite the contrary in Colon, and 


Colon is the place where our troops were ordered to intercept the 
troops that were about to arrive there. 


THE MUNICIPAL EMEUTE IN PANAMA, AND DECLARATION. 


On the night of November 8 this Republic organized itself and 
called itself, in its declaration of independence made on the 41/10! 
November following, the Republic of Panama. It was not the 
State of Panama, Mr. President, that attempted to organize the 
revolution. Let no one be deceived by the Panama name. \° 
have a great city in this country named New York. We have 
also a State named New York. There is a city named Panam 
and there was a department, province, or district, somethiny 0! 
that sort, named Panama, one of the nine departments or 5tates 
of the Republic of Colombia. It was the municipality, como" 
council, and citizens of Panama and not the people of the State ol 
Panama who organized this revolution and went into it. 
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Here is the local account of the declaration of independence: 
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE. 


In the city of Panama, capital of the district of the same name, at 4 o’clock 
in the afternoon of the 4th day of November, 1903, the municipal council by 
its own right assembled, there being present the following members of the 
city council: Aizpuru, Rafael; Arango, Ricardo M.; Arias, F. Agustin; Aro- 
serena, Fabio; Brid, Demetrio H.; Chiari, R. Jose Maria; Cucalon, P.; Man- 
uel, J.: Dominguez, Alcides; Lewis, Samuel; Linares, Enrique; McKay, 
Oscar M.; Mendez, Manuel Maria, and Vallarino, Dario, the mayor of the 
district and the municipal attorney, and having for its exclusive a to 
debate regarding the situation in which the country is at present, and to de- 
cide regarding what should be most convenient toward the tranquillity for 
the development and aggrandizement of the citizens that constitute the eth- 
nographic and political entity denominated the Isthmus of Panama. 

Councilmen Arias, F., Arosemena, Chiari, Brid, Cucalon, B., Aizpuru, Lewis, 
and Linares carefully took under special consideration the historical facts by 
virtue of which the Isthmus of Panama, by its own free will and in hopes of 
procuring for itself the ample benefits of right and liberty cut asunder, on 
the 28th of November, 1821, its ties from Spain, and spontaneously joined its 
destiny to that of the great Republic of Colombia. Reflections were made 
tending to show that the union of the Isthmus with the old and modern Co- 
lombia did not produce the benefits that were expected from this act, and on 
mature consideration particular mention was made of the great and inces- 
sant injury that has been caused to the Isthmus of Panama in its material 
and moral interests at all times by the governments of the nation which have 
succeeded each other during the intervals of the federation, as well as those 
of the centralization—injuries which, instead of being looked after and patri- 
otically remedied by those whose duty it was, were being augmented each 
day and red png by importance with a persistency and ignorance that has 
exterminated in the cities of the Department of Panama the inclinations 
which were spontaneously felt for Colombia, thus demonstrating to them 
that, their cup of bitterness overflowing and all hope of the future being lost, 
the moment had arrived in which to dissolve certain ties which were a draw- 
back to civilization, which placed insurmountable barriers to all progress, 
and which, onthe whole, has produced unhappiness, upsetting and undoing 
the ends of the political union in which they entered, moved by the necessity 
to satisfy the desire of prospering within the right respected and liberty 
assured. 

In view of the circumstances mentioned, the municipal council of the dis- 
trict of Panama, as a faithful interpreter of the sentiments of those they 
represent, declares in a solemn form that the people under their jurisdiction 
from to-day and henceforth sever their ties with Colombia in order to form, 
with the other towns of the Department of Panama that accept the separa- 
tion and unite with them, the State of Panama, so as toconstitute a republic 
withan independent Ss. democratic, representative,and responsible, 
that would tend to the happiness of the natives and of the other inhabitants 
of the territory of the fothvane. 

In order to practically attain the fulfillment of the resolution of the peoples 

of Panama of emancipating themselves from the Government of Colombia, 
making use of their autonomy in order to dispose of their destiny, to establish | 
anew nationality free from all foreign elements, the municipal council of the 
district of Panama, for itself and in the name of the other municipal councils 
of the Department, places the administration, working, and direction of af- 
fairs, temporarily and while the new Republic be constituted, in a board of 
rovernment composed of Messrs. Jose Agustin Arango, Federico Boyd, and 
Somes Arias, in whom and without any reserve whatsoever it gives powers, | 
authorizations, and faculties necessary and sufficient for the satisfactory 
compliance of the duties which in the name of the fatherland are confided to 
them. (8S. Doc. 8, part 2, p. 7.) 


The Baltimore American of December 12—a Republican jour- 
nal—contains a letter from Mr. Merrill A. Teague, a Republican 
lawyer of Baltimore, which explains in some degree the situation 
at Panama, I will append some extracts from it to my remarks 
and not pause to read them. They may be more instructive than 
some skeleton reports. 


ARE THREE MEN A REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT? 


Of Arango, Arias, and Boyd, two of them were members of the 
municipal body or council. It was this municipal body that had 
the meeting to declare the revolution, and it was the citizens of 
Panama who made the revolution, and it was the Battalion of 
Colombia, under General Huertas, that furnished them the mili- 
tary force. This body constituted the three persons I have named— 
Arango, Arias, and Boyd—consuls, or a committee, or junta, or 
directory, syndicate, or anything that might properly describe 
three men who took into their hands the destinies of the State of | 
Panama, and who on the next day led a motion to proclaim the | 
Panama Republic. 

Are these three men ‘a republican form of government?’ Can 
they give away the political rights and property of a State? Can | 
they appoint ministers plenipotentiary? 
THREE MEN SEND THE ATTORNEY OF THE PANAMA CORPORATION HERE AS | 

MINISTER TO SELL OUT. 

Events move swiftly. On the 6th of November they appointed 
4 minister to the United States. Speedily he arrived here, and if | 
bs State of Panama was an independent nation from and after | 
the 4th day of November, when the city of Panama so proclaimed 
it, that independent nation was soon practically snuffed out like 
ne candle, through the agency of her minister to this 

J have collected some of the dates of this transaction. On | 

‘ovember 9 the House passed a resolution asking for corre- | 
spondence, On November 13 some of the correspondence was 
. mitted by the Secretary of State.. On November 16 it was 
Hmmunicated by the President. On November 18 there was a 

*aty prepared for adoption, which may be read by those who 

vsire to know what is the fate of the independent nation of | 


anaima, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. OVERMAN in the chair). 











The ! 





morning hour having expired, it is a question for the Senate to 
determine whether the Senator from Virginia shall proceed. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I had given notice that at this 
time I would address the Senate, and of course I want to observe 
the utmost good faith 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
make a remark? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely wish to say that it is evident—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not wish to speak very much longer, if it 
be agreeable for me to proceed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to suggest that the Senator from 
Virginia will not be able to finish to-day, and as the Senator from 
Oregon is anxious to go on with his speech, of which he gave no- 
ore we may as well let this matter go over for the rest of the 

ay. 

Mr. FULTON. I was going to ask the Senate that the Senator 
from Virginia may have time to continue and complete his re- 
marks. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thank the Senator from Oregon very much. 

Mr. FULTON. I only referred to the fact that I had given 
notice because I want to observe perfect good faith with the Sen- 
ate, and I shall deliver my remarks when I may have an oppor- 
tunity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia will 
proceed. 

Mr. DANTEL. Allusion has been made in the course of the dis- 





| cussion of this subject to the statements of Secretary Seward, 


made, I believe, in 1865. I desire to read and call attention tothe 
purport of one of those statements. He is referring to the thirty- 
fifth article of the treaty with New Granada as to the obligation 
of the Government of the United States to comply with the 
requisition of the President of the United States of Colombia for 
a force to protect the Isthmus of Panama from invasion by a body 
of insurgents of that country. The opinion is given— 

that neither the text nor the spirit of the stipulation in that article by which 
the United States engages to preserve the neutrality of the Isthmus of Pan- 


ama, imposes an obligation on this Government to comply with a requisition 
like that referred to. The purpose of the stipulation— 


Says Mr. Seward— 


was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion by a foreign power 
only. It could not have been contemplated that we were to become a party 
to any civil war in that country by defending the Isthmus against another 
party. 


RECOGNIZED DUTY OF COLOMBIA, NOT OF UNITED STATES, TO PROTECT THE 
PANAMA LINE, 


A little later, in the year 1873, we hear the doctrine of Secretary 


| of State Fish upon this subject: 


This Government— 
He says— 


by the treaty with New Granada of 1846, has engaged a guaranty of neutrality 
of the Isthmus of Panama. This engagement, however, has never been ac- 
knowledged to embrace the duty of protecting the road across it from the 
violence ot local factions. Although such protection was of late efficiently 
given by the force under the command of Admiral Almy, it appears to have 
been granted with the consent and at the instance of the localauthorities. It 
is, however, regarded as the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government 
to protect the road against attacks from local insurgents. The discharge of 
this duty will be insisted upon. ; 


So, then, Mr. President, our treaty with New Granada of 1846 


| and the rights and duties to which Colombia and the United States 


alike succeed have been interpreted by the State Department of 
the United States and by so eminent a man as Hamilton Fish to 
mean that itis ‘‘ the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government 
to protect the road against the attacks from local insurgents,”’ and, 


| further, the assertion of the policy of the United States that ‘‘ the 


discharge of this duty will be insisted upon.’’ This is the reverse 


of what is being done. 
NO ATTACK OR MENACE OF OPEN TRANSIT. 


Mr. President, we have often suggestions throughout the cor- 
respondence and the documents in this case of the duty of the 
United States to see that the open transit of the Isthmus is pro- 
tected and observed. There is not, that I have been able to dis- 
cover, the first suggestion that the open transit of that Isthmus 
has been menaced or assailed by either Panama or Colombia. It 
is not likely that it would be assailed under present circum- 
stances. 

Both Panama and Colombia are aware that the eye of the world 


| is upon that Isthmus; both of them are under the mandate and 
| injunction of self-interest not to interfere with that transit, and 


no one has interfered with that transit. But the troops of Co- 
lombia going to Colon were moving right in the line and in fur- 


| ° ° 
| therance of the duties which our State Department has said we 


will insist that they shall discharge in protecting that line from 
attacks of insurgents. We do not know fully this history. They 
may have been simply putting themselves in a position to do it. 
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VIEWS OF SECRETARY HAMILTON FISH. 


A little later Mr. Fish, our Secretary of State, wrote to Mr. 
Scruggs, one of our ministers, as follows: 

This Department deems it important, in the interest of general commerce, 
and especially of the carrying trade of that route, that these disturbances 
should be guarded against— 

That is, local disturbance in the Central American Republic— 

By the treaty with New Granada of 1846 this Government has engaged to 
guarantee the neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama. This engagement, how 
ever, has never been acknowledged to embrace the duty of protecting the 
road across it from the violence of local factions; but it is regarded as the 
undoubted duty of the Colombian Government to protect it against attacks 
from local insurgents. 


VIEWS OF SECRETARY WILLIAM M. EVARTS—HOW THE UNITED STATES 
HAVE GUARANTEED COLOMBIAN SOVEREIGNTY AND PROPERTY IN THE 
ISTHMUS. 

A little later, in 1880, William M. Evarts, of New York, was 
Secretary of State. He put his legal acumen upon this treaty. 
No man has ever questioned his patriotism and his readiness to 
defend every American interest. In discussing it in a communi- 
cation to Mr. Dichman of April 19, 1880, he said: 

But it can not be overlooked that by the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 
1846 the United States has not only, ‘in order to secure to themselves the tran- 
quil and constant enjoyment” of the advantages of that treaty, undertaken 
to “guarantee — y and efficaciously to New Granada the perfect neu- 
trality of the before-mentioned Isthmus,” but they have further obliged 
themselves to “also guarantee in the same manner the rights of sovereignty 
and pr yperty which New Granada has and possesses over the said territory.” 
While, therefore, the United States have ——s confidence in these repre- 
sentations, as well as in the strong friendship of the French Government, 
it can scarcely be denied that such a concession to foreign subjects would in- 
troduce new questions of relative rights and interest, affecting both the 
sovereign and proprietary rights of the Government of Colombia and such as 
would seriously enlarge the responsibilities of our treaty guaranty; and this 
Government feels that it is not unreasonable in expecting that any conces- 
sion involving such consequences should be a subject of joint consideration 
by, and that its details can scarely be settled without a preliminary agree 
ment between, the Governments of Colombia and the United States as to 
their effect upon existing treaty stipulations. 

Here, Mr. President, Mr. Secretary Evartsemphasizes and brings 
to the front the fact that we have been enjoying privileges under 
our treaty with Colombia, and points out that in consideration of 
these treaties, these concessions, and advantages which we have 
been enjoying we have further obliged ourselves to guarantee 
the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada has 
and possesses over said territory. 

SIMILAR VIEWS OF SECRETARY JAMES G. BLAINE. 


Now, Mr. President, I desire to read a few words from Mr. 
Blaine, when Secretary of State, to Mr. Lowell, written June 24, 
1881. He says: 

The United States recognizes a proper guaranty of neutrality as essential 
to the construction and successful operation of any highway across the Isth- 
mus of Panama, and in the last generation every step was taken by this Gov- 
ernment that is deemed requisite in the premises. The necessity was fore 
seen and abundantly provided for, long in advance of any possible call for 
the actual exercise of power. 

Then he holds up this treaty of 1846, upon which he comments 
as follows: 

In 1846 a memorable and important treaty was negotiated and signed be- 
tween the United Statesof America and the Republic of New Granada, now 
the United States of Colombia. By the thirty-fifth article of that treaty in 
exchange for certain concessions made tothe United States we guaranteed 
‘positively and efficaciously ’ the perfect neutrality of the Isthmus and of 
any interoceanic communications that might be constructed upon or over it 
for the maintenance of free transit from sea to sea. 

Then he adds, and these, Mr. President, are significant words, 
which deserve the pondering of Senators. They recall that Co- 
lombia was a friendly State up to and including the ist day of 
November, 1903— 
and we also guaranteed the rights of sovereignty and property of the United 
States of Colombia over the territory of the Isthmus as included within the 
borders of the State of Panama. 


SHALL THE PEACEABLE, ORDERLY, AND LAWFUL DOCTRINES OF THE PAST 
BE SEVERED? 

Mr. President, I need not say, after reading from Seward, from 
Fish, from Evarts, from Blaine (and might read more from many 
eminent expositors and interpreters of our foreign relations of the 
last generation), that we should ponder long and deliberate well 
before we trample upon the eminently peaceful and honorable 
doctrines that are therein set forth, and that no emergency pro- 
claimed by those who imagine that France is going to come to 
America with a fleet, and no excitement aroused by a foreign 
ambassador as he flits from city to city to tell the American peo- 
ple how Colombia insulted us should arouse the passions of our 
populace by his excited appeals. 

Let them not disturb, Mr. President, the quietude and the 
serenity of American deliberation. We are not afraid of war 
with anybody, neither do we desire war with anybody. The 
weaker the nation with whom we are dealing the slower should 
we be to pass against it in adjudging its rights and interests, for 
the weak have no appeal from the strong, and I do not intend, in 
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anything that I have said, even to pass conclusively upon what | 


may be the rights of Panama. I 


have only taken up the reflec- 
tions of that subject as they are 


given to us in the only official 


I have but held “the mirror 
accepting Panama by her own imperfect des¢) 


statements that have come to us. 
up to nature,”’ 
tion of herself. 

We have had a foreign policy handed down to us from genera- 
tion to generation, of which we are justly proud—a policy of (e- 
fense represented by the Monroe doctrine and a policy of general 
assent represented by those noble words of Jefferson, *‘ Peace and 
friendship with all nations, entangling alliances with none.”’ [Let 
us hope that day has not come to its sunset, but that we shal] 
proceed in the future, as in the past, slowly, deliberately, and iy 
order. 

I ask unanimous consent to add to my remarks the first part of 
the act of June 28, 1902, concerning the construction of the Nica- 
ragua Canal, and, second, an extract from a correspondent in 
Panama, stating the situation there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins). If there be no 
objection, the request of the Senator from Virginia will be granted, 
The Chair hears none, 


APPENDIX 1. 


[Parts of act of Congress of June 28, 1902, authorizing construction of Nica- 
ragua Canal, appropriating money for that purpose, and authorizing also 
the borrowing of money for that purpose. ] 


Sec. 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the United States 
a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company and 
the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia and the 
rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, within a reasonable time and 
upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for the 
United States perpetual control by treaty of the necessaryYterritory from 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua, upon terms which he may consider reasonable, 
for the construction, perpetual maintenance, operation, and protection of a 
canal connecting the Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean by what is « 
monly known as the Nicaragua route, shall through the said Isthmian Ca 
Commission cause to be excavated and constructed a ship canal and 
vay from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea near Greytown, by 
of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito on the Pacific Ocean 
Said canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford convenient 


m- 
1 

1 

sver- 


way 


passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in usc, and 
such as may be reasonably anticipated, and shall be supplied with all neces- 
sary locks and other appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing 
through the same from ocean to ocean; and he shall also construct such safe 


and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal as shall be n ary 
for the safe and convenient use thereof, and shall make such provis 
defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said harlx 
and canal; and such sum or sums of money as may be agreed upon by 
treaty as compensation to be paid to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for thie con- 
cessions and rights hereunder provided to be acquired by the United Stat 
are hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be paid on warrantor warrants drawn by the Presid 
The President shall cause the said Isthmian Canal Commission to mak 








make 
such surveys as may be necessary for said canal and harbors to be mace, and 
in making such surveys and in the construction of said canal may « 'y 


such persons as he may deem necessary, and may fix their compensation 

In the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
aie Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, shal! be 
used. 


Suc. 5. That thesum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project herein con- 
templated by either route so selected. 

And the President is hereby authorized to cause to be entered into such 


| contract or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper ex 


construction, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, and d ISeS, 
by the route finally determined upon under the provisions of this act pr 
priations therefor shall from time to time be hereafter made, not t 

in the aggregate the additional sum of $135,000,000 should the Pana 

be adopted. or $180,000,000 should the Nicaragua route be adopted. 

Sec. 6. Thatin any agreement with the Republic of Colombia, or with the 
States of Nicaraguaand Costa Rica, the President is authorized to guarantee 
to said Republic or to said States the use of said canaland harbors, u h 
terms as may be agreed upon, for all vessels owned by said States « P 
zens thereof. 

Src. 7. That to enable the President toconstruct the canal and works ap- 
purtenant thereto as provided in this act, there is hereby created the | 
mian Canal Commission, the same to be composed of soven mem} ) 
shall be nominated and appointed by the President, by and with t! 
and consent of the Senate, and who shall serve until the completion of said 
canal unless sooner removed by the President, and one of whom 5! a 
named as the chairman of the Commission. Of the seven meml« 
Commission at least four of them shall be persons learned and skilled in the 
science of engineering, and of the four at least one shall be an officer of the 
United States Army, andat least one other shall be an officer of the United 
States Navy, the said officers respectively being either upon the 271 the 
retired list of the Army or of the Navy. Said commissioners sha! 
ceive such compensation as the President shall prescribe until the sa 
have been otherwise fixed by the Congress. : 

In addition to the members of said Isthmian Canal Commission, t 
dent is hereby authorized through said Commission to employ in said 
any of the engineers of the United States Army at his discretion, 
wise to employ any engineers in civil life, at his discretion, and 

ersons necessary for the proper and expeditious prosecution of sai P 
The compensation of all such engineers and other persons employed une’ 
this act shall be fixed by said Commission, subject to the appro a 
President. The official salary of any officer appointed or emp!o 
this act shall be deducted from the amount of salary or compens® 
vided by or which shall be fixed under the terms of this act. ; 

Said Commission shall in all matters be subject to the directio: 
trol of the President, and shall make to the President annually, a! 
other periods as may be required, either by law or by the order ot | 
dent, tull and complete reports of all their actings and doings she 
moneys received and expended in the construction of said work and ’ 
verformance of their duties in connection therewith, which said re /_ 
be by the President transmitted to Congress. And the said Co! 
shall furthermore give to Congress, or either House of Congress, * =e 
mation as may atany time be required either by act of Congress ys ad 
order of either House of Congress. The President shall cause to b¢ 


| 


and assigned for the use of the Commission such offices as ma) 
suitable equipment of the same, be necessary and proper, in his 
for the proper discharge of the duties thereof. 















1903. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 369 






Sxc. 8. That the Rocretery of the Treasury is hereby authorized to borrow 
on the credit of the United States from time to time, as the proceeds may be 
required to defray expenditures authorized by this act (such proceeds when 
received to be used only for the purpose of meeting such expenditures), the 
sum of $130,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and to prepare 
and issue therefor coupon or registered bonds of the United States in such 
form as he may prescribe, and in denominations of $20 or some multiple of 
that sum, redeemable in gold coin at the pleasure of the United States after 
ten years from the date of their issue, and payable thirty years from such 
date, and bearing interest payable quarterly in gold coin at the rate of 2 per 
cent per annum; and the bonds herein authorized shall be exempt from all 
taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from taxation in any form by 
or under State, municipal, or local authority: Provided, That said bonds may 
be disposed of by the retary of the Treasury at not less than i“ under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, giving to all citizens of the United 
States an equal opportunity to subscribe therefor, but no commissions shall 
be allowed or paid thereon; and a sum not exceeding one-tenth of 1 per cent 
of the amount of the bonds herein authorized is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the expense 
of preparing, advertising, and issuing the same. 
Approved, June 28, 1902. 


APPENDIX 2. 

[Extracts from letter of Merrill W. Teague, esq., of Baltimore, Md., printed 
in the Baltimore American of December 12, 1908, and dated at Panama, 
December 7.] 

MONEY WAS THEIR MOTIVE. 

The motive underlying the creation of the Republic was, consequently, 
more selfish than triotic; more sordid than sentimental. The ome of 
Panama, knowing better than do any other ple the enormous value to 
them of a ship canal across the Isthmus, played for that advantage instead of 
for any real improvement in the condition of their Government. The riches 
they will realize from the construction and operation of the canal were more 
weighty considerations with them than was thought of political liberty, and 
fortunately for their purpose they found the United States ready to join 
hands with them. The effect of bringing a republic into existence under 
such circumstances is daily becoming more and more apparent. 

The instigators of the movement for independence having no such thing 
as Panamaian patriotism to appeal to, were forced,in order to carry out 
their project, to wield an influence as sordid as were their own motives. 
These men who figure now as the eae heads of the Republican Gov- 
ernment will very frankly admit that they proceeded with the scheme for 
independence, not by addressing themselves to the desire ofthe isthmians 
to be free from Colombia, but by secretly corrupting those who were in posi- 
tion to hinder execution of their purpose. 

So freely are admissions of this nature made that last evening one of the 
members of the governing junta, frankly and without hesitation, and in re- 
turn for the simple asking, gave to your correspondent a list of the men who 
were bribed to support the revolutionary movement and the amount paid to 
eachone. These bribes are termed ‘** bonuses” here, and the payment of them 
is freely talked about in the streets and hotels, nor does any Panamaian 
seem to think that the men who sold their influence for stated sums in Co- 
lombian currency have in any manner compromised themselves. 

To such an extent was the plan of peeing Sy corruption carried out that 
every dollar of public money in the former Department of Panama was at- 
tached by the revolutionists and has since been paid out to those men who 
accepted bonuses from the instigators of the movement for independence. 
Nor. was thissum sufficient to insure the success of the plan. It was used 
as far as it would go,and when it was exhausted the revolutionists resorted 
to promises, which have since been redeemed by the payment of sums taken 
from the loan of $300,000 made about the middle of the month to the new Re- 
public by J. P. Morgan & Co., of New York. 


FAITH IN THE UNITED STATES. 


The promoters of the revolution are thereforesccompelled by experience to 
distrust a large proportion of those men upon whom -they are now forced to 
rely. They know that the army and the police force were purchased to support 
the revolution, and knowing that these factors are ——, to corruption, 
they do not know to-day whether the military and police officials are true or un- 
true to the Republic. The Panamaian naval establishment stands in exactly 
the same position as does the army and the police force, and since it is upon 
these agencies that the new Government must depend in greater or less de- 
free for its security there is fear and suspicion discoverable upon every hand. 

he weakness of the pecoont Government, its lack of purpose and indecision, 
are therefore excusable in a measure. 

The real revolutionists know that they have to deal with a good-sized com- 
pany of Colombian Benedict Arnolds, and they deal cautiously and suspi- 
ciously. All they hope for is that they can keep things going as they now 
are until after the canal treaty is signed by the members of the junta. That 
act of ratification accomplished, the revolutionists will have little interest 
left in the Republic, and just here there enters into this consideration an ele- 
ment which must, perforce, be little understood in the States. That element 
is the bland and childlike faith of the revolutionists in the Government of the 
great American Republic. 

It matters not what statements may be made at Washington or what 
stories inay be current in the States, all Panama believes that the revolution 
was made possible by Washington's foreknowledge of what was proposed 
and an expressed determination by the Government at Washington to give 
— and physical support to the revolutionists. There is reason for this 

. ief, for it was not actually decided to attempt the coup which resulted in 
: creation of the Republic until advices were received from the States to 
© effect that if it should ba attempted the United States would back it up. 
hese advices were not official, so far asthe Administration was concerned, 

= they were of such a character, as will be shown in subsequent letters, as 
com ince the revolutionists that all they had to do was to take the initia- 
Thi and then rely u m the United States to insure the success of the project. 
wae did, and their earlier confidence in the support to be afforded by 
= Government was justified by the occurrences of the 3d and 4th of Novem- 

: at Colon, when marines were landed from the Nashville and employed to 
Prevent Colombia's military interference for the suppression of the revolution. 


THE CANAL ALL THEY WANT. 


to eaving, therefore, had ample proof that the United States stands ready 
al erantes the independence of the Republic, the revolutionists now place 
tenes cf in America. For themselves, they are helpless in their igno- 
other nav @yS and means and in their distrust of their own people. To no 
Son reason is attributable the decision to permit ratification of the canal 
forma} oy the junta instead of waiting the election of a congress and the 
Pa ole restion of a republican government. Upon such a contingency as 
The non the revolutionists dare not wait." 

in fact reaty will therefore, be ratified by the junta, which has no existence 
Tatificati far as the Republic of Panama is concerned, and the Panamaian 

ion will have been deposited at Washington by the time this letter 


XXXVITI—24 


is published. Why such haste? Simply because the revolutionists look for- 


ward to only one thing beyond what they have already aecomplished, and 
that one thing is to get the United States so bound by contract that it will 
be compelled through self-interest to protect the Republic against invasion 
from without and against interior disturbances. 

So keen is this desire that it is not stretching fact in the slightest to say 
that once the treaty is ratified and contractual relations with the United 
States assumed the revolutionists will practically lose interest in the fate of 
Panama. They will, as a matter of course, be compelled to proceed with the 
erection of a regular government, but that duty will be one in which they 
will have little enthusiasm. The treaty will insure the canal; the canal isall 
that Panama wants, and with it assured the Panamaians would be content 
to drift along for an indefinite period without proceeding further toward 
realizing the fruits of independence. 

Proof of this lackadaisical interest in the Republic itself is nowhere con- 
cealed. Everybody in Panama, including the members of the junta and the 
cabinet, will declare, 1f interrogated upon the point, that Panama wants 
nothing except the canal; that the United States can haveanything it wishes 
if it will only construct that waterway. So free are admissions of this nature 
that I have had it from those high up in the Government that had the Ur‘ted 
States demanded sovereignty over the entire Republic it would have a 
ceded without question. As a matter of fact, the Panamaians would very 

ladly have relinquished the duty of organizing a government and att) “**t- 
ing its administration. It is to this sentiment that the certainty of immedi- 
ate ratification of the treaty is due. 


AFRAID OF TOO MUCH MONEY. 


The Panamaians wished to be relieved of responsibility for the integrity 
and ocouey of the Republic they have created, and although the treaty is 
more liberal in its concessions to the United States than was ever anticipated 
it would be, the junta has not for a moment considered such a thing as 
rejecting it or caviling over itsterms. ‘‘We would have been entirely will- 
ing to sign our names to blank paper,” said a member of the junta last even 
ing, ‘‘and to have left it to Secretary Hay to fill in, over oursignatures, what- 
ever he wished to write, stipulating only, upon our part, that the covenant 
should contain a pledge by the United States to build the canal.” 

That statement exactly expresses the state of affairs in Panama to-day, 
and in the hope that subsequent negotiations with the United States may result 
in that Government assuming even more responsibility than it has assumed 
under the canal aon the Panamaian revolutionists are proceeding with 
halting steps toward the organization of the Republic. 

They are afraid of themselves, of the people with whom they will have to 
deal, and thoroughly suspicious of their own abilities.’ .Sefior Espanoza, one 
of the members of the junta, exposed the nature of this trepidation yester- 
rm f when he said to your correspondent that Panama has only one substan- 
tial objection to the canal treaty. 

* We are in a dilemma,” said Sefior Espanoza, ‘‘ because our revenues will 
be reduced about three-fifths by that clause of the treaty which makes Colon 
and Panama free ports, thereby cutting off the import taxes now collected; 
but one chief objection to the treaty is that by its terms we are compelled 
to pooas the $10,000,000 canal payment in cash. We must, in some way or 
other, by subsequent negotiations, relieve ourselves of that requirement. It 
is too much money for us to undertake to handle; it is certain to be wasted 
and misspent if it is turned over in bulk to the Government, and in self- 
protection we must devise some scheme whereby not more than $2,000,000 in 
cash comes into our hands for current use. The remainder must be so in- 
vested and so secured and held out of the country that it will stand as a reve- 
nue-producing asset for the Government, no matter what changes may take 
place or who may be in charge.” 


THEIR UNUSUAL POSITION. 


The ae of an independent nation beingafraid toassume responsibil- 
ity for the handling of such a sum as $10,000,000 in cash is doubtless unique in 
the history of governments, but it affords an accurate key to the situation on 
the Isthmus of Panama. Starting with that sum in its treasury, having no 
funded debt and but $200,000 of a floating debt, with the taxes at a nominal 
figure, revenues sufficient for all requirements guaranteed by the canal 
treaty, and the peace and integrity of its domain assured by United States 
protection, Panama is actually helpless. Her helplessness is born of an ab- 
sence of patriotism, knowledge among the more intelligent classes of the cor- 
rupt and unscrupulous character of the majority of the people of all Latin- 
American countries, and of the thoroughly mercenary motives for her own 
creation into a republic. Envy and pity must, eee eae, equal parts in 
any consideration of the state of affairson the Isthmus. Envy for the oppor- 
tunity which stretches away before a people whose sbaepenionce has been 
so easily won; pity for the ae oe , and personal conditions which 
combine to make it almost impossible for this people to avail themselves of 
their opportunity. 

Any other people would, under such circumstances, bring themselves very 
quickly to the enjoyment of an indeterminate season of prosperity and dig: 
nity. Cuba, with fewer substantialadvantages than Panama enjoys, is doing 
that very thing, while here in Panama there is nothing more inspiring or ad- 
mirable than an alleged republic in which the leaders have nomore patriotic 
sentiment than a wish to avoid responsibility and a hope that the United 
States may do for them that which other people from tbe beginning of time 
have gloried in doing for themselves—secure and preserve their political in- 
dependence. 


EXPOSITION AT PORTLAND, OREG, 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President,in accordance with the noticeI 
gave yesterday, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the bill 
providing for the celebration of the anniversary of the explora- 
tion of the Oregon country by Capts. Meriwether Lewis and Wil- 
liam Clark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. OVERMAN inthechair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the bill referred to by the Senator 
from Oregon, which will be read by title. 

The SecRETARY. A bill (S. 276) to provide for the celebrasion 
of the one hundredth anniversary of the exploration of the Oregon 
country by Capts. Meriwether Lewis and William Clark during 
their expedition from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean 
in the years 1804, 1805, and 1806; and to authorize a commission 
representing the United States to hold at the city of Portland, in 
the State of Oregon, a national, international, and oriental ex- 
hibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the 
rivers, soil, mine, forest, and sea in said State; and to provide 
and assist in the erection of a memorial building in said city of 
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Portland, to be known as the Lewis and Clark Memorial Building; 


and to authorize an appropriation for all said pu es. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I intend to speak but briefly on 
this bill, as my colleague [Mr. Mrrcue.1] has fully and clearly 
explained all its provisions, and with equal force and clearness 
has presented the arguments inits favor. I shall endeavor simply 
to emphasize some of what seem to me to be the principal reasons 
favoring the passage of the bill. 

In the first place, I desire to emphasize the fact that the event 
which we propose to commemorate is not one of local interest or 
importance only, but it is one that is as wide as the nation itself; 
one that has contributed much. very much, indeed, Mr. President, 
to the strength, the power, and the influence of this country. 

I wish also to impress on the members of this Senate the fact 
that we are not asking Congress to provide for us an exposition 
or a celebration of this event. That has already been provided 
for. Weare simply asking that Congress shall provide for par- 
ticipation in that celebration by this Government. 

The State of Oregon has already appropriated for this exposi- 
tion the sum of $500,000, while the citizens of the city of Portland, 
in the State of Oregon, have subscribed, in addition to that 
amount, over $400,000, and they expect to increase the amount of 
their subscription, and I have no doubt they will, to a half million 
dollars, while a number of other States have already appropriated 
considerable sums of money in aid of this exposition, as shown by 
my colleague in his remarks yesterday. 

Consequently, Mr. President, even if we shall be so very unfor- 
tunate as to fail to secure the appropriation of a single dollar by 
Congress in aid of this celebration, nevertheless in the year 1905, 
at the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, an exposition will 
be held in commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of 
the journey of Lewis and Clark from the Mississippi River to the 
Pacific Ocean. 


While that celebration will be held in the State of Oregon, it | 


will in fact be a joint celebration of that interesting and impor- 
tant event by all the States in the Northwest and by every State 
whose territory was traversed by Lewis and Clark in making that 
memorable journey. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, in view of the wide interest that 
is entertained in this event, in view of the contributions that are 
being made by the States of the West to assist in carrying it for- 
ward, that Congress can not afford to let the event pass without 
providing for participation in that celebration by the General 
Government. 

When it was first determined that we should apply to Congress 
for aid in this matter, we were told that we would discover here 
a growing spirit of opposition to any further appropriations of this 
character; but I am gratified to be able to state that since the 
proposition has been more widely discussed and the great impor- 
tance and historic value to this country of the event proposed to 
be commemorated has been recalled to mind, we have met with 
so much of kind encouragement and received so many promises 
of support from Members of both Houses of Congress that we now 
look forward with great confidence toa just recognition of our 
request. 

it is true that Congress has in the aggregate devoted a consid- 
erable sum of money tocentennial celebrations, but I do not recall 





any one of those appropriations that has not had the support and | 


the approval of the people, as evidenced by the statements and 
reflected in the columns of the pate press. 

For instance, I think it will be generally admitted that the 
events commemorated by the Philadelphia Exposition in 1876 and 
the Chicago Exposition in 1893 were of such a nature and charac- 
ter as to fully justify the appropriations made in their aid by 
Congress, and that the character of each exposition was such as 
comported with the dignity and standing of this nation. 

Mr. President, the truth is that neither of those occasions could 
have been permitted to pass unrecognized by Congress without 
doin 5 great violence to the patriotic sentiment of the American 

ople. 

In 1904 there will be witnessed at the city of St. Louis the most 
splendid exposition of the products of the field, the forest, the 
mine, the factory, and of the arts and sciences ever held in this 
or any other country. 

Congress has made liberal appropriations in aid of that celebra- 
tion, and it is most fitting and proper that it should have done so, 
for it will be a celebration by the greatest nation of the earth of 
one of the most interesting and important events in her history, 
for in all the history of this country, Mr. President, since the 
adoption of the Declaration of Independence and the successful 
issue of the war in support of its principles, no event has con- 
tributed so largely to the growth, the grandeur, the power, and 
the influence of this nation as did the acquisition of the territory 
of Louisiana. 


It was absolutely necessary to our growth and advancement to | 


| the winter winds. 


| empire. 





| hardships they endured or the dangers they encountered. 


When we of this generation recall to mind the great and splen- 
did States that have been carved out of that territory and cop. 
sider how great a portion of our domain they constitute, of our 
population they support, and of our wealth they represent, and 
then remember how almost beyond our grasp that entire domajy 
had once passed and would irretrievably have gone but for { 


the 


| farseeing statesmanship of one man, we can even now scarcely 


su — a feeling of nervous agitation. 
e acquisition of the Northwest Territory or the Oregon coun- 


| try, Mr. President, was second only in importance to the acquisi- 


tion of Louisiana, if, indeed, when we take into consideration jt: 
vast natural resources, its important rivers and harbors, its great 
extent of coast line, and its relation to our other possessions, and 
the influence it had in bringing within the jurisdiction of the 
American Republic the California territory and the territory of 
Alaska, it was not in truth of equal importance to the acquisition 
of the territory of Louisiana. 

But there is one circumstance in connection with the acquisi- 
tion of the Northwest Territory that must ever associate it in the 
minds of the American people with the Louisiana purchase, an 
that is the fact that our title to both is the result of the wisdom. 
the patriotism, and the statesmanship of one and the same man. 
_ In the world’s history there are few examples of one man be- 
ing permitted to serve his country so conspicuously, so frequently, 
and so effectively as it was the fortune of Thomas Jefferson to 
serve his country. To have been the author of the Declaration 
of Independence was of itself a sufficient guaranty of immortal- 
ity, and for one man to have been chiefly instrumental in accuir- 
ing for his country that vast region extending from the middlo 
channel of the Mississippi River to the summit of the Stony 
Mountains was again of itself sufficient to have enrolled his 
name among the immortals; but the genius of Thomas Jefferson 
—_ not content even with these unimpeachable titles to enduring 

ame. 

As soon as he had succeeded in securing our title to the Louisi- 
ana territory, indeed before his success in that behalf was assured, 
he was taking steps to acquire by exploration the great region be- 
yond the mountains, and for that purpose and to that end he or 
ganized the Lewis and Clark expedition. 

I do not intend to take up the time of the Senate in attempting 
any description of that marvelous journey, either to picture the 
It is 
familiar history to the American public. The undertaking was 
ne — in history at the time and it has continued with- 
ou el. 

hen they had crossed the Mississippi River and turned their 
faces toward the setting sun there was in front of them nearly 
3,000 miles of unknown and unexplored country, infested by wild 
beasts, inhabited only by predatory bands of the most cruel, 
crafty, and bloodthirsty savages that the world has ever known 

No pathway had been marked out for them; no trail was blazed; 
withont protection, without guide, excepting the compass and 
such protection as their own courageous hearts afforded them, 
they went out upon that great and marvelousjourney. For nearly 
two and a half years that little band of less than thirty men 
faced the dangers of the wilderness, the storms and the tempests, 
traversed deserts, scaled mountains, forded rivers, under tle Dblis- 
tering heat of the summer sun and against the freezing })\: 
They suffered, of course; suffered terribly, ye! 
uncomplainingly, for they realized that they were battling fur a2 
But for their courage, their fortitude, their devotion to 
duty, and their consummate skill, the great Northwest, wit! al! 
its vast and varied resources, its mighty rivers and its matchless 
forests, would not to-day be a part of the domain of this Republic. 

But I do not intend to take up the time of the Senate in (iscuss- 
ing the particulars or giving in detail any description of that trp. 
Suffice it to say, that after having prosecuted it for near two ant 
one-half years and after having traveled over 7,000 miles that !!' 
tle band of less than thirty men returned again to the city 0! >t. 
Louis, having lost but one of their number. . 

It was, indeed, an undertaking of surpassing importance 40° 
one that is well worthy of being commemorated by this nator 

Ido not wish to be understood, however, as undervaluing 10 
the least the great services that were performed by others 1m th 

nisition of the Oregon country. 

hat was a service of incalculable value performed by '*' 
splendid old mariner, Capt. Robert Gray, a native of [ho 
Island, who sailed the sedans Columbia outof the port of Bost” 
and in 1792 discovered the Columbia River. That, of course, ¥* 
a very strong link in our chain of title to the Northwest Terry. 

Nor would I undervalue the services performed by Joli: Jacod 
Astor, who made the settlement at the point now known as \s(0"l 
near the mouth of the Columbia River, in 1811. 


f 
Sts ol 


It may be sale 
that he was actuated by mercenary motives and purposes, ):°al*" 
he was engaging in the fur trade; but, even if that be true, this 


the position we occupy to-day as the foremost nation of the earth. | Government got the benefit of his enterprise. 












1903. 


It is not true, however, that he was actuated entirely by mer- 
cenary motives or purposes. It is well authenticated in history 
that Mr. Astor was actuated as much by a purpose to aid this 
Government in securing title by occupation and settlement as by 
any other motive. 

indeed, it is stated by Washington Irving, in his interesting 
work called ‘‘ Astoria,” that that was the principal purpose and 
motive that actuated Mr. Astor in forming his fur-trading com- 
pany and making that settlement in the Far West. I have no 
doubt that he was largely influenced by those patriotic motives 
and purposes. 

That, Mr. President, was New York’s contribution to the ac- 
quisition of the Northwest Territory, while the splendid service 
rendered by Captain Gray was the contribution of New England 
to the acquisition of that territory. 

Then there are the splendid services of Thomas Benton, of Mis- 
souri. Had itnot been for the war he waged in this Senate month 
after month in favor of the retention of the Northwest Territory, 
it is not improbable that the statesmanship of Jefferson, the ge- 
nius of Gray, and the enterprise of Astor would all have been 
without avail, That was Missouri’s contribution to the great 
work of acquiring the Oregon country. 

It was, as I have said, an event of surpassing importance in our 
history and well worthy of commemoration by this nation. It 
gave tous the great States of Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and 
a considerable portion of the territory now constituting the State 
of Montana. It gave to us our second greatest river in length, 
our greatest river in scenic beauty and grandeur, in its capacity 
to serve commerce, and in the extent and value of its fisheries. 
It gave to us Puget Sound, that matchless harbor of the world. 

It gave tous mineral belts that even now in the infancy of their 
development are yielding annually over five and a half millions of 
dollars in gold, over twenty and a half millions in silver, over 
thirty-six and a half millions in copper, and over seven millions in 
lead, or a grand total of over $70,000,000 annually. It gave to us 
the most splendid forests, the finest fruit-growing and grain- 
producing region on the Western Hemisphere, a region that is 
now, though its development has but just begun, yielding annu- 
ally more than 40,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
table which contains a partial statement of the products for one 
year, 1900, of the territory constituting theold ‘* Oregon Country.”’ 


Production of precious metals. 


























State. | Gold. | Silver. Copper. Lead, Tota), 
Oregon......-..< \s1, 984, 821.15) $211, 876. 7: $4, 103.1 $1,631. 50\$2, 052, 433. 09 
Washington ....| 661,289.61) 487, 927.1 4,757.74| 9,896.44) 1,163, 820. 95 
MaRO .. ccccuteet 1,917, 313.00; 7,229, 717.00 -......-..... 7,814, 888. 00/16, 461, 918.00 
Montanaa....... 1, 278, 927.80 12, 620, 187. 70 36, 505, 220. 36) 19, 019. 58/50, 423,305 44 

Tobe ss suid 5, 692, 301. 56 20,549, 658. 50:36, 514, 081. 81 7, 344, 935. 62770, 100, 977. 48 

| | | 
@So much of Montana as was in the old ‘Oregon Country.” 
Farm products for 1900. 

Product. | Oregon Won. | Idaho. |Montana«| Total. 
Barley .. bushels... 1,515,150 | 8,641,056 969, 214 | 34,990 | 6,160,410 
Buc kwheat...do_... 7,010 1,865 800 | 68 9,743 
Corn..........d0....| 859,523 218, 706 111, 528 600 690, 357 
Oats ..........d0....| 6,725,828 | 6,836,486 | 1,956,498 | 1,471,820} 15,490,132 
Bye..........00...-) 100,234 44,945 16,580 15, 700 186, 459 
Wheat........ do....| 14,508,686 | 21,187,527 | 5,340,180 701,340 | 41,737,683 
HAY ....cccees tons..| 1,117,400 826, 899 899, 125 201,822 | 3,045,244 
Potatoes ..bushels..| 8,761,367 | 8,557,876 | 1,035,290 521,525 | 8,876,058 
Onions .......do....| 208,502 107,111 24, 865 18, 774 359, 252 
Sugar beets ..tons. . 14, 462 sree ee 20, 611 
Hops ...... pounds..| 14,675,577 | 6,813,830 | 58,870 |............] 21,548,277 
Wool ........4 do....| 18,349,660 857,591 | 89,949, 786 


5, 268,088 | 15,474, 447 


=. The figures in this column pertain to so much of Montana as was in the 
D egon country—to wit, the counties of Flathead, Missoula, Granite, Ravalli, 
eerlodge, part of Silverbow, and the Flathead Indian Reservation. 


Value of farm, dairy, and orchard products and manufactures of Oregon 
country for 1900. 





—_—. 











Product. Oregon. | Washing-| jaaho, |Montana.| Total. 
Orchard products .. so, 015 $900,487 | $965,224 7,009 | $2,817,735 
Live stock, ........-- | 83,917,048 | 22,159/207 | 21,657/974 | 5,372,151 | 83/108" 380 
parm products .----| 88,000,960 | 84,827,495 | 18,051,625 | 4,084, 329 | 95, O54, 418 
x anu actures ------| 46,000,587 | 86,705,051 | 4,020,532 | 38,533,591 | 175,849, 761 

airy products... 8,550,953 | 8,816,691 | 1,243'197| 679,209 | 8,240,050 














ont figures in this column pertain to so. much of Montana as was in the 
Dae pe country —to wit, the counties of Flathead, Missoula, Granite, Rayalli, 
"oage, part of Silverbow, and the Flathead Indian Reservation. 
ant President, even these considerations, I submit, are sufti- 
lent to fully justify this nation in making a suitable appropria- 
or an exposition in commemoration of that great event. 
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But, sir, while we propose that this exposition shall be primarily 
for the purpose of commemorating the Lewis and Clark explora- 
tion expedition, we are not dealing entirely with the past. 

We havé had in mind, in preparing for this exposition, the fact 
that this Government within the last few years has become the 
most considerable proprietor in the Pacific. The march of events 
has carried our boundary line far beyond the shores of the west- 
ern sea. 

We have assumed great and grave obligations and responsibil- 
itiesin the Far East. Wecould not, inmy judgment, haveavoided 
the assumption of these obligations and responsibilities; but be 
that as it may, we have assumed them, and Jt now concerns our 
honor as it concerns our interest that we shall discharge those 
obligations and meet those responsibilities wisely, to the end that 
the social, commercial, and industrial interests of the peoples 
there for whom and for whose welfare and good conduct we have 
become in a large measure answerable shall be advanced in the 
utmost possible degree. 

This, I say, concerns our honor, as it concerns our interest. It 
concerns our honor, Mr. President, as a powerful, humane, and 
Christian people, proud of our country, chary of its good name, 
and confident of its mighty destiny. It concerns our interest 
commercially and industrially, because the greatest development 
along those lines within the present century will bein the Pacific. 

Within comparatively recent years Japan has developed into a 
great world power—has taken a leading position in the great pro- 
cession of the nations of the world. Her awakening has aroused 
all the slumbering forces of the Far East. China can not much 
longer continue immune to the fever of progress. 

It may work her political dissolution; but, if it shall, then on 
the rvins of the empire that for so many years has withstood the 
assaults of the waves of progress and commercial and industrial 
development will be founded other states that will prove more re- 
sponsive to the growing demands of civilization. 

Mr. President, we who reside on the Pacific look forward to the 
time, not far distant, when the commerce of the Pacific will equal 
that of the Atlantic. 

With the completion of the isthmian canal, and by reason of 
recent events with which we had nothing to do and for which we 
were in no wise responsible, but which have been wisely taken 
advantage of by the present able Administration, its construction 

can not now long be deferred, the products of the great Mississippi 
and Ohio valleys, floating down those rivers to the Gulf, will be 
largely transshipped for the ports and the islands of the Orient and 
the Pacific seas, while that great fertile region beyond the moun- 
tains, findinga ready market for allits products in the multiplied 
demands of the oriental trade, will support a population as dense 
and will throb with an industrial and commercial life as intense 
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as any other portion of our country. 

Mr. President, this is what we of the Pacific look forward to, 
and having had these views and bel?eving all this, we believe it is 
the duty of this nation to cultivate by all feasible and practicable 
means the commercial friendship and good will of all the nations 
bordering on the Pacific seas; and having this purpose in mind, 
while we intend that this exposition shall be commemorative of 
the great event which has assured the title of this nation to the 
Northwest Territory, we havealso determined that one of its most 
pronounced and distinguishing features shall be the bringing to- 
gether of the peoples and an exhibition of the products of all the 
countries of the Orient. In these purposes every section of our 
country is equally interested with another, and hence should 
equally join in the effort to bring it about. 

ow, in conclusion, Mr. President, let me say that while this 
Government has appropriated many millions of dollars in aid of 
expositions in almost every other portion of our country, it has 
never appropriated a single dollar in aid of one on the Pacific 
coast. 

We'do not complain of this; we never have complained of it. 
On the contrary, the representatives from the Pacific coast have 
at all times supported these measures, because they thought they 
were right in doing so, and the people have supported them in 
doing it. But I submit that the event which we propose to com- 
memorate, the objects and purposes we have in view, will fully 
justify the appropriation that this bill carries. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move thas the bill on which my colleague 
has spoken be referred to the Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2022) to afford protection to exhibitors of foreign lit- 
erary, artistic, or musical works at the Louisiana Purchase Ex- 
position. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 64) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
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Distvict of Columbia to permit tue erection of certain poles and 
overhead wires in connection with the work of eliminating grade 
crossings in the city of Washington; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (to Mr. CULLOM). 
are to be considered. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will not the Senator from Illinois give way 
until the pension bills are disposed of? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator’s order does not come on until 4 
o’clock, and in the meantime we can probably dispose of a treaty, 
and it is a very important thing to do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. My idea was to take up the pension bills 
now, and then we could have the executive session atterwards. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the better way is to have the executive 
session right now, and when the time comes we will give way to 
the Senator’s order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
Senator prefers it. 

Mr. CULLOM. TIinsist upon my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins). TheSenator from 
Tilinois moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and five min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 


TEMPORARY OVERHEAD WIRES, 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) authorizing the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to permit the erection of cer- 
tain poles and overhead wires in connection with the work of 
eliminating grade crossings in the city of Washington was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution. It will take 
but a moment. If there is objection to it I will immediately 
withdraw it. : 

I wish to state that in the work on the Union Station it would 
be necessary to bury the conduits some 30 or 40 feet, and of course 
that would be useless after the work was completed. We are 
very jealous not to allow overhead wires to be strung in this city, 
and the joint resolution simply permits them,for a short distance, 
to string overhead wires temporarily, and then the conduits will 
be put in after the fillis made. I trust it may be passed. I will 
state that the work by the company is going on now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read 
the second time at length. : 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to permit the temporary erection of poles and 
the stringing of overhead wires thereon for lighting and power Pe ,08e8 OVer 
and along such streets and avenues and alleys in the District of Columbia as 
in their opinion are necessary and proper for carrying out the provisions of 
the acts of Congress providing for the elimination of grade crossings in the 
city of Washington and the construction of a union station: Provided, Vhat 
said poles and wires shall be used only for the work authorized by said acts 
and shall be erected uncer the supervision of the Commissioners of the Dis 
trict of Columbia, and shall be removed whenever, in the judgment of said 
Commissioners, they shall no longer be necessary: Provided further, That no 
expense or damage on account of or due to the erection, operation, or removal 
of the said temporary poles and wires shall be incurred by the United States 
or the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMANDA B, TISDEL. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2218) granting an increase 
of pension to Amanda B. Tisdel. to report it favorably with an 
amendment, and I ask for immediate action upon the bill. 


Pension bills 


I have no objection to that course if the 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 7, 


before the word ‘‘ Company,”’’ to strike out the word ‘: of;’’ so as | 


make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
an‘ limitations of the pension laws, the name of. Amanda B. Tisdel, widow of 
James M. Tisdel, late captain Company B, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at.the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unobjected pension bills on 
the Calendar will be proceeded with in their order, 

ALFRED WOODMAN. 

The bill (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Alfred Woodman, late of 
Company B, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
CORA M, CONVERSEs 

The bill (S. 6) granting a pension to Cora M. Converse was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Cora M. Converse, widow of Oscar 
I. Converse, late first lieutenant, Fourteenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $25 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to amend the bill 
by inserting in line 6, after the word ‘* late,”’ the words ‘* of Com- 
pany A, First New Hampshire Light Infantry, and.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PERRY KITTREDGE, 


The bill (S. 8) granting an increase of pension to John Perry 
Kittredge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. in line 6, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out the 
name ‘‘Jonathan;’’ and in the same line, after the word “late,” 
to strike out ‘‘of Company B”’ and insert ‘‘ hospital steward;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted,.etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Perry Kittredge, late hospital 
steward, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
payable to his legally constituted guardian. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to move a further amendment. 
This isan insane soldier who is under guardiarship in the insane 
hospital of my State. The purpose was to make the rate $30 per 
month, but it was printed by accident $20. I move to amend the 
bill by striking out, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ the 
word ** twenty’ and inserting the word “‘ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was.amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Perry Kittredge.”’ 


IRVING W. COOMBS. 

The bill (S. 547) granting an increase of pension to Irving W. 
Coombs was considered. as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Irving W. Coombs, 
late of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 


| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 


AMY C. BOSWORTH. 


The bill (S. 1334) granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Amy C. Bosworth, widow of George 
W. Bosworth, late captain Company F, Eighteenth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CALVIN DAWS. 


The biil (S. 1335) granting an increase of 
Daws was considered as in Committee of the 


ension to Calvin 
hole. It proposes 


to place on the pension roll the name of Calvin Daws, late of 
Company A, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without. amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM CLARK, | 

The bill (S. 18) granting an increase of pension to William Clark 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to | 
place on the pension roll the name of William Clark, late of Com- | 
pany F, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to | 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WINSLOW P. EAYRS. 

The bill (S. 1498) granting an increase of pension to Winslow P. | 
Eayrs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes | 
to place on the pension roll the name of Winslow P. Eayrs, late 
of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH KELLY. 


The bill (S. 187) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Hannah Kelly, widow of Joseph J. 
Kelly, late colonel of One hundred and seventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The dill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B, CARTER. 


The bill (S. 898) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Carter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘** dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty ’’ and insert ‘* twenty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
und limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Carter, late of Com- 
pany E, Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTHER G. WHARTON. 


The bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to Esther G. Wharton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Esther G. Wharton, widow of 
George W. Wharton, late of Companies L and I, Tenth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to he engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISE K, BARD, 
reo r 


The bill (S. 1772) granting an increase of pension to Louise K 
Bard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Louise K. Bard, widow of John P. Bard, late 
first lieutenant Company K, Forty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WALTER F, CHASE. 


_The bill (S. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 
Chase was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Walter F. Chase, late of 
Company F, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that 
1¢ 18 NOW receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 
gs 


ELIZABETH M’CLAREN. 
The bill (8. 172) granting a pension to Elizabeth McClaren was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Che bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 


rected to 


of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth McClaren, widow of James 
i -iaren, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
er Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
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| fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in li 


ob ded 


that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Mary 
Elizabeth McClaren, helpless and dependent child of said James McClaren, 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth McClaren.”’ 

JOHN L. SULLIVAN. 

The bill (S. 11) granting a pension to John L. Sullivan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word ‘* month,”’ to strike out ‘‘ in 
lieu of that he is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. Sullivan, invalid 
and dependent son of Richard T. Sullivan, late of Company G, Eleve1 th Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID E. BURBANK. 

The bill (S. 9) granting an increase of pension to David E. Bur- 
bank was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee om Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘*‘ of,”’ 
and insert ‘first lieutenant; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David E. Burbank, late first 
lieutenant Company E, Sixteenth Regiment New: Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LORENZO E. HARRISON, 


The bill (S. 1913) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. 
Harrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lorenzo E. Harri- 


son, late of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported-to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. CUTTS. 

The bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Cutts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Cutts, widow of 
James Madison Cutts, late captain Company F, First Battalion, 
Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 
per month additional on account of each of the minor children of 
said James Madison Cutts until they reach the age of 16 years. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ZEBEDEE M. CUSHMAN. 

The bill (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 
Cushman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘*‘ late,’’ to strike out *‘ of” 
and insert ‘‘ second lieutenant;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Zebedee M. Cushman, late 
second lieutenant Company D, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 


u of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SILAS MESERVE. 

The bill (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
| place on the pension roll the name of Silas Meserve, late of Com- 


' pany F, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to 
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pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BYRON D. BABCOCK, 

The bill (S. 473) granting an increase of pension to Byron D. 
Babcock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’”’ to strike out 
** forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Byron D. Babcock, late of 
Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN THOMAS. 

The bill (S. 549) granting an increase of pension to Stephen | 
Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- | 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. the name of Stephen Thomas, late colonel Eighth Regi- | 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and brigadier-general. United States 
Volunteers, and pay him a pensionat the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES A, TEMPLETON. 

The bill (S. 798) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Templeton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out, all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the oe roll, subject to the provisions and limitations |; 
of the pension laws, the name of James A. Templeton, late of Company D, 
First Regiment Vermont Volunteers, war with Mexico,and Company A, First 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. STANYAN, 


The bill (S. 1259) granting an increase of 





poe to John M. 
Stanyan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “‘ captain,’’ to strike out 


** of;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Stanyan, late cap- 
tain Company B, Eighth Regiment New am ey Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 
celving. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES E. BARNARD. 

The bill (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Barnard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
** thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James E. Barnard, late of 
Company K, Ninth Regiment New ee Volunteer Infantry, and pay | 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. BELL. 

The bill (S. 190) granting an increase of 
Bell was considered as in Committee of the 


ension to Charles H. 
hole. 
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and insert ‘‘ first lieutenant; ’ 


| Chase was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | Company G, Fiftieth 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’ and insert ‘‘twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Bell, late of Com 

ny D, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


1im a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


OLIVE J, BAILEY. 


The bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Olive J. 
Bailey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out “ of 
’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Olive J. Bailey, widow 


| Chandler B. Bailey, late first lieutenant Company K, Thirtieth Regiment 
| Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per mon 


in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen( 


| ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
FRANCIS E. CHASE, 


The bill (S. 12) granting an increase of pension to Francis PF. 


It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Francis E. Chase, 


| late of Company E, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
| Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu o! 
| that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPHINE L, WEBBER. 


The bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber 


It proposes 


+ 
) 


place onthe pension roll the name of Josephine L. Webber, widow 


of William W. Webber, late private, United States Marine Corps, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY G, HAMMOND, 


The bill (S. 112) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Hammond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike « 
** fifty’? and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry G. Hammond, la 
i egiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, a: 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now rec« 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the an 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES P, SKINNER. 


The bill (S. 1819) granting a pension to Charles P. Skinne: 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit!) 0 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,’’ to insert ‘* i 
of that he is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr: 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles P. Skinner 


| Saree ©, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infant 


pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is! 


| ceiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 1‘ 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting « 
crease of pension to Charles P. Skinner.”’ 


CHARLES F. HOLT. 


The bill (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Charles I’. 
Holt was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’ to strike out | the third time, and passed. 
“ forty’ and insert ‘“‘ thirty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: JANE M. WATT. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and heishereby, | The bill (S. 338) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions Watt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles F. Holt, late of Com- . : 4 : 
rang G, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 








a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
The amendment was agreed to. ; | That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 

tw ‘ red in tions of the pension laws, the name of Jane M. Watt, widow of Join Watt, 
ment was COnCcUr : . . late first lieutenant, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and Com- 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | pany C, Thirty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
the third time, and passed. and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of tat she is now 


receiving. 

- : + deRK : . . 1e amendme vas agreed to. 

The bill (S. 1755) granting an increase of pension to Thomas = bill ndment ae . i a te iain ied enhien. 1 
Banks was considered as in Committee of the Whole The bill was a to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ee : : y . . ment was concurred in. 

»b vas reported fro 1e Committee ¢ 2810 : . ; 
Ram eee aa aan “ Tnfemtey,** ee The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
a , , P 4g € ; $ . ° 

. . . , g yassed. 
Company H, Third Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland the third time, and pas od Oe ; 
Volunteer Infantry; ’’ so as to make the bill read: oe as om , 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, The bill (S. 1832) granting = Ewen of poe 0 George W. 
authorized and directed to place dh the pension roll, subject to the provisions Herron was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name a aes Banks, lateofCom- | The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
pany iH Third Regiment Potomac’ Somes Iecignte Maer yiend Veluaicer Sato amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Volunteer,”’ to strike 
try, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | out *" Mounted,’ and in line 8, before the word * dollars,’’ to 
oon ‘6 eave 9 smanet 66 £ tu. 2? on aka = * 
The amendment was agreed to. strike out seventy and insert fifty ;’? so as to make the bill 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- read: 


THOMAS BANKS. 


ment was concurred it. Be it engute’, ses sane Ge Gecestany of the matepiee be, and he is hereby, 
The hi > ‘ : authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 5nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Herron, late first 
the third time, and passed, lieutenant Company A, Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infan- 
NANCY S. MARSH. try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is 


now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill (S. 484) granting a pension to Nancy Marsh was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read 
. - J Se c . 
That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, authorized and di- ' - . 


rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations the third time, and passed. 
of the pension laws, the name of Nancy 8S. Marsh, widow of Luther R. Marsh, JOHN L. BEVERIDGE. 


late unassigned, Twelfth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and payher | The pill (S. 847) granting a pension to John L. Beveridge was 
" considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The amendment was agreed to : ; ; ’ 

a an 5 : The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
The bill was reported to the Senate as ded, ¢ d- : ; ae ee 
ment was oo to the Senate as amended, and the amend amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

"nc, tagl} care ; . : That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
the third time, and passed. of the pension laws, the name of John L. Beveridge, late colonel Seventeenth 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- | Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
sion to Nancy S. Marsh.”’ $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


SAMUEL M. PERRY. | The amendment was agreed to. 


aT : : 5 2 bi s reported to the Senate as amended, ar e amend- 
The bill (S. 14) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. ae — aaa oe to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
Perry was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes . Ree = o£ aan. 
» , e* The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel M. Perry, late of | 41, third time. and passed 
Company H, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer ae passed. 


. : ang ~- he title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
Infantry, and to pay a pensic $2 0 Th ¢ T a Y £ a i 7 _ , 
nfantry, ind t pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of crease of pension to John L. Beveridge.” 

that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ad et . SERenas FAUEs. ; eek 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | _ The bill (S. 1402) granting an increase of pension to William 
HARRIS A. P. LEWIS Paul was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


: : . Be ; ; 4 : ace nsio he name of Willi: Pa ate of 
The bill (S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Harris to pl rong ~ ee 7 Soa ene <0 aaa Fan, lee oe 
\ Pp ah ; — « : Company D, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
A. P. Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
lhe bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 307" pay —_ Ss " 


S beg ; saad he is now receiving. 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘“‘ Infantry,” to insert “‘and | ** & 


Goneaaal — . : ; . ee The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
mpany B, Thirty-first Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry; to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
80 as to make the bill read: . 


. . | M: US T. CASWELL. 
Be it enaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, : a10K , “ ~ > fe . = . 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions The bill (S. 2125) granting an increase of pension to Marcus -. 
7 any iE tee the pension laws, the name of i P. aearrn mae of Caswell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ompany H, Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Com- a wet Saal an Pitan 2% al 
pany B, Thirty-first Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- poses to place on the pension roll the name of Marcus T. Caswell, 


sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. late of Company I, Sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
The amendment was agreed to. fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- be is now receiving. , 
ment was concurred in. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
the third time, and passed. ANDREW C. RANARD. 
EBENEZER H. RICHARDSON. | The bill (S. 959) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
The bill (8. 339) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. Ranard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
Richardson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | poses to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew C. Ranard, 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | !ate of Company I, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: Imfantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- that he is now receiving. 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


f +) 
Hy a, Pension laws, the name of Ebenezer H. Richardson, late of Company | to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, : AaSSeC 
Qin : : .benez . ison, late s { , Tee , and passed, 
H, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and Com- - 7 : 5 ‘ I 


pany A, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a , JAMES A. HOOVER. 
] a ion at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bill (S. 1491) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
he amendment was agreed to. | Hoover was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


ty : . 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | poses to place on the pension roll the name of James A. Ho ver, late 
ment was concurred in, | second lieutenant Company D, Second Regiment West Virginia 
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Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AUSTIN ALMY. 

The bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Austin Almy, late of Company D, 
Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BULLAMORE, 

The bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pension to John Bulla- 
more was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Bullamore, late of 
Company G, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and 


to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now | 


receiving, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HAMPTON C. WATSON, 


The bill (S. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Hampton 
C. Watson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Hampton C. 
Watson, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN MONAHAN, 


The bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to John Mona- 
han was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert “‘ thirty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
pany G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Yolunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CLARENCE E. BULLARD. 


The bill (S. 1437) granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 
Bullard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “‘ Infantry,”’ to insert ‘* and 
second lieutenant Company C, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clarence E. Bullard, 
late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and sec- 
ond Leutenant Company C Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES BEATTIE. 


The bill (S. 58) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


Beattie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Company,’’ to strike out 
‘‘of’’ and insert “ first lientenant;’’ and in line 8, before the word 
‘*dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;”’ so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Beattie, late first 
lieutenant Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


7 


It proposes | 


onahan, late of Com- | 
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GEORGE W. M’MULLEN. 
| The bill (S. 589) granting an increase of pension to George W, 
| McMullen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
| amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,’’ to strike out “ ser- 
geant;’’ in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “* thirty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ and in line 9, after the word ‘‘ month,” to 
insert ‘‘in lieu of that he is now receiving; ’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. McMullen, late 
of Company H, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieuof that he is now re 
ceiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. JACKSON, 


The bill (S. 1543) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, ean to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of William W. Jackson, late captain and 
commissary of subsistence, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ROYAL A. S. KINGSLEY. 


The bill (S. 555) granting an increase of pension to Royal A.°S. 
Kingsley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word ‘*‘Indiana,’’ to insert ‘* Regi- 
ment;’’ and in line 9, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on ths pension roll, subject to the pees isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Royal A. 8. Kingsley, lat« 
Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and ( 
pany D, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now reveiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RUDOLPH SIEKBELIST. 


The bill (S. 937) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Siebelist was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Regiment,”’ to strike out 
‘‘ Twenty-third” and insert ‘‘ Twenty-sixth;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place on the pone m roll, subject to the provis 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rudolph Siebelist, lat: 
Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the . mend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT W. BULLOCK, 


The bill (S. 452) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bullock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to strike « 
| ** fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert W. Bullock, lat 
Company B, Twenty-Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, anc 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ae is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 
| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amenc- 
| ment was concurred in. ' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
' the third time, and passed. 











1903. 


ANNIE H. ZOLL. 

The bill (S. 586) granting a pension to Annie H. Zoll was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ helpless,”’ to strike out 
“indigent and permanently; ’’ in line 7, before the word ‘‘ child,”’ 
to insert ‘t and dependent; ’’ and in the same line, before the word 
“Jate,”’ to strike out ‘‘ deceased;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

t enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the yrovisions 


a mitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie H. Zoll, helpless and 


o- ident child of a B. Zoll, late of Company D, Ninety-eighth 
Reviment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per! mth. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. CONANT, 


The bill (S. 451) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Conantavas considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“seventy-two ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William T. Conant, late of 
Company E, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
FERDINAND WIEDEMANN, 

The bill (S. 980) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Wiedemann was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ferdinand Wiedemann. late 
of Company E, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES STERMER. 


The bill (S. 929) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stermer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 


~ 


amendments, in line 


“as 9 
slege 


7. before the word ‘*Artillery,’’ to strike out 
and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Heavy;’’ and in line 8, before the 
word‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘* thirty ’’ and insert ‘*‘ twenty-four;”’ 
80 as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Stermer, late of Com- 
pany A, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him 
& pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN SWENSON, 


_The bill (S. 745) granting a pension to John Swenson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’ and insert “ twelve; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and diracted to place on the pension rv ll, subject to the provisions 


| 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Swenson, late of Com- | 


pany , One hundred and fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


| and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


od 





ANDREW J. PIERCE. 

The bill (S. 456) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 

| Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘* Sharpshooters,”’ to strike 
out ‘* Berdan’s’’ and insert ‘‘ United States Volunteer;’’ and in 
line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four”’ 


fs 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Pierce, late of 
Company G, First Regiment United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANSON P. WILLIAMSON, 


The bill (S. 587) granting an increase of pension to Anson P. 
Williamson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ew to the provisions 
?. Williamson, late of 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anson 
Company C, Twenty-seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN GASCOIGNE, 


The bill (S. 744) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Gascoigne was considered as in Committee of the Whoie. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,’’ to insert ‘‘ and 
Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry;’’ and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to strike out 
‘* fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-six;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Gascoigne, late of 
Company E, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, 
Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossel for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. SPAHR, 


The bill (S. 1929) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Spahr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 6, before the word ‘ Indiana,’ 
to insert ‘* Regiment,’’ and in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Cavalry,” 
t> insert ‘‘ Volunteer;*’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W Suake. late of 
Company F, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 8, before the word ‘* dollars,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert *‘ thirty;*’ so as to read: ‘* $30 per 
month.”’ 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I hope this amendment will 
be disagreed to. The reason for my hope is that Mr. Spahr is in 
a very hopeless condition. He was one of the most gallant sol- 
diers that went into the service from the State of Indiana. He 
was long entitled to draw a pension because of disabilities re- 
ceived, but his health was not so far impaired that he was unable 
to support himself. He was a proud-spirited and patriotic man 
and declined to apply for a pension until his disabilities were such 
that it became impossible for him to support himself, 

I read from the report of the committee: 

He is 64 years of age, and when he was last medically examined, June 17, 
1908, he was found to be suffering from various ills and infirmities of age, 
which rendered him totally unable to perform any manual labor. 

Accompanying the bill isa statement of Dr. Albert E. Sterne, 


’ 


of Indian- 





apolis, Ind., who says that for re year especially the claimant has been 
in a condition approximating total helplessness on account of lesions of or- 
ganic character in various organs of the body, especially the heart and brain; 
that these have so far affected the heart and blood vessels of the brain, as 
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wellas the generalsystem, that at the present time he is broken down, with | Company D, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico 1 
badly impaired eyesight and memory. i : yay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
Claimant is a lawyer by profession, but because of his impaired health and | ceiving. 


total disability he has lost nearly all of his business and is left without any 
means of support whatever aside from his pension. He has no property. 


The fact is that he now has no professional business. My opinion 
is that if the pension is granted he will not live long to enjoy it, . : ‘ ; 
+: . . . . . P - ras Te , ann se »g , 
and I think it is but the merest justice, Mr. President, that we | o-ntie po sean engrossed for a third reading, read 
should provide for this worthy old soldier the amount asked for | > os poe 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ame, 
ments were concurred in. 


in this bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to state in refer- 
ence to the pending bill that the amount was fixed according to 
the rules which have heretofore been adopted by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and those rules have generally fixed at $30 
per month the rate for a soldier who is helpless and unable to | 
earn anything. Upon this statement, as the report shows, we 
proposed to grant him the usual amount. s authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the | 

However, since that time evidence has been furnished to the | sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles R. Ali 
chairman of the committee showing not only that the applicant | of Company A, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay ‘ 
is helpless, but that he needs an attendant more or less constantly. pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The facts which have been presented to the chairman of the com- The amendment was agreed to. 
mittee, at least since the report was made, justify me in consent- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ing that the request of the Senator from Indiana be granted. ment was concurred in. 


CHARLES R. ALLEN. 


The bill (S. 65) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
** fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is } 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions. the third time, and passed. 
The amendment was rejected. ELJEROY C. CURTIS. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. : : 7 , 
. i amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and i: 


s on Noreeeg " ae _ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

The bill (S. 215) granting a pension to Mary D. Perry was con- | directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitat 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on = pene ae the te eo C. oan late of Battery B, | 
; . S Se 7 | Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pensi he rate of $12 
the pension roll the name of Mary D. Perry, widow of George | per month. pw ee anno of § 

a ee ‘ ‘ ‘ : : om XY ane 
n . ry, late , eens Cc, eee ena a a Volunteer The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe bat os an ite ‘in tienetes ith Lard wee a leat The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ne bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | ont was concurred in. 


to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


The bill (S. 78) granting a pension to E. C. Curtis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 





ELIZABETH C. PAQUIN. the third time, and passed. 
The bill (S. 1429) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
C. Paquin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ___ | to Eljeroy C. Curtis. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | GEORGE W. RICHARDSON. 


amendments, in line 6, after the words ‘‘ widow of,’ to strike out | . - . ; : : 7 
“the late: in line 7, before the word “of” to insert “‘late:’’ in | The bill (S. 367) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
the same line, beforethe word “ Fourth,” to insert “and hospital Richardson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
steward,” and inline8, after the word ‘’ Volunteer,” to strike out | PToposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Rich- 
‘Infantry ” and insert ‘* Cavalry;’’ so as to make the bill read: ardson, late chaplain Eleventh Regiment United States Colored 
c 2 e € a ” 7 ‘ ~ 207 Tnite Sts Ss red 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, Volunteer ae and Seventh Re giment United State 5 eae 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi. | V olunteer sleavy Artillery , and to pay him a pension of $3() pet 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth C. Paquin, | month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





: so ee > : ¢ ‘ » awit abe, x ° . ; ' 
widow of Cyril G, Paquin, late of Company 4. and hospital steward; Fonrt | _ ‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orered 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The amendments were agreed to. CHARLES M. WILCOX, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The bill (S. 368) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Wilcox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit 
amendments. in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to str it 


W. NEM. DENNISON. ** fifty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ and in the same line, «!tvr the 
The bill (S. 821) granting an increase of pension to W. Neil | word ‘‘month,”’’ to insert ‘“‘in lieu of that he is now rec 
Dennison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. so as to make the bill read: 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 


amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ captain,’”’ to strike out —j~ =~ and os to a = pension ees to the ] : 
‘“, ; ‘ a : : £0 ‘ ara ?? and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles M. Wilc 

of Battery H, and in line 8; before the word “dollars,” to Company I, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a | 
strike out “* forty and insert thirty;’ so as to make the bill | at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


read: | The amendments were agreed to. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heishereby, | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tie ; 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi nts were concurred in 
sions and limitations ef the pension laws, the nameof W. Neil Dennison, late | M€NtS Were concurred in. L ; ; 
captain, Second Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. the third time. and passed. 

The amendments were agreed to. MARTE A. BASE. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. The bill (S. 1559) granting an increase of pension to M A. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | Rask was considered as in Committee of the Whole. — 
the third time, and passed. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit) “2 


«Eee amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to stri! 
JOEL C. SHEPHERD. “thirte’? and insert © oie te ake the bill read: 
; 2 ; : ook thirty’ and insert ‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to make the bi 
The bill (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ' 
herd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. : authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the p! ” 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with and tnnitations of the pension swe, the name of Marie A. Rask, w 
: : ~ . = bb e : eutly. 06. cmanan, 4 . Rask, late first heutenant, United States Marine Corps, an 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘and,’ to insert “ war | 9 pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is ait bess 
with Mexico,”’ and in line 8, before the word ** dollars,’’ to strike | The amendment was agreed te 
out ‘‘ twenty-four’ and insert “ sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill | ay... yin —— oe he amend- 
an . he bill was re to the Senate as amended, and the amen« 
a 2 ; | ment was concurred in. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, TI bill as ord 4 to} df third reading ad 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to thesprovisions | 16 _was ordered to be engrossed tor a third readin 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joel C. Shepherd, late of | the third time, and passed. 
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MINERVA A, M’MILLAN, 


The bill (S. 1652) granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
A. McMillan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out “‘ briga- 
dier-general United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $100 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving,” 
and insert ‘‘ colonel Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry and brigadier-general United States Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minerva A. McMillan, widow 
of James W. McMillan, late colonel Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry and brigadier-general United States Volunteers, and pay her 


a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
LUCRETIA RITCHHART. 


The bill (S. 1704) granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Ritchhart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,’’ to strike out the 
letter ‘‘a;’? and in line 7, after the word ‘‘ musician,’ tostrike out 
“of the;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucretia Ritchhart, widow 
of John Ritchhart, late musician Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
recelying: Provided, That in the event of the death of Hattie Ritchhart, the 
helpless and dependent child of said John Ritchhart, the additional pension 
herein granted on account of said child shall cease and determine, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, ; . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MAMIE THAYER. 


The bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Mamie H. Thayer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mamie Thayer, helpless and dependent child 
( 
( 





f Galen H. Thayer, late of Company E, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
avalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, payable to her 
ly constituted guardian. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


du 


| 





| considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Bishop, widow of William Bishop, 
late colonel Seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY M’LAUGHLIN. 


The bill (S. 1206) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin was 
It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary McLaughlin, foster mother 
of Thomas McLaughlin, late of Company I, First Regiment Florida 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special order has been com- 

leted. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Decem- 


| ber 19, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATION. 


| Executive nomination received by the Senate December 18, 1903. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

I. Snowden Haines, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Burlington, in the State of New Jersey, to suc- 
ceed Roland Billingham, whose term of office will expire by lim- 
itation January 7, 1904. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn December 18, 19 


Harry M. Glen to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, Seneca County, 
in the State of New York. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


| Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate December 17, 1908. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third feading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting apension 
to Mamie Thayer.” 
JONATHAN HITES, 


The bill (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan | 


Hites was considered as in Committee of the Whole. — ; 
rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 


‘thirty’ and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 





Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and | itions of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan Hites, late of Com- 
pany B. Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
Sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The ¢ 


ihe amendment was agreed to. 
the bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
a was concurred in. 
he 
the third time, and passed. 
LEVI ROBERTS. 

The bill (S. 1984) granting an increase of pension to Levi Rob- 
&rts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
0 place on the pension roll the name of Levi Roberts, late of 
Company H, Fiftieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
= pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

Th 
to} 


Wine 
iVving, 


bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
¢ engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. BISHOP, 


The bill (S. 1604) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


shop was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


| 





INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 

Joseph W. Fifer, of Illinois, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner for the term of six years from March 9, 1904. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 18, 1903. 

DISTRICT POLICE COURT JUDGE. 

Charles Fletcher Scott, of the District of Columbia, to be judge 

of the police court of the District of Columbia. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Lee Stover, of South Dakota, whose term will expire December 

20, 1903, to be register of the land office at Watertown, S. Dak. 
MARSHALS, 

Gilbert B. Deans, of Alabama, to be United States marshal for 
the southern district of Alabama. 

William H. Grimshaw, of Minnesota, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Minnesota. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Albert R. Day, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 


| trict of Bangor, in the State of Maine. 


Charles Henning, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Bristol and Warren, in the State of Rhode 
Island, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—ARTILLERY 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Henry R. Casey, Artillery Corps, November 4, 
1903. 

Second Lieut. Moses R. Ross, Artillery Corps, November 13, 1903. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Albert B. Willits to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) David F. Boyd to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the tith day of October, 1903. 

Ensign James L. Ackerson to be an assistant naval constructor 
in the Navy (subject to the examinations required by law) from 
the ist day of December, 1903. 

Midshipmen Donald R. Battles and Richard D. Gatewood to be 


CORPS. 
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assistant naval constructors in the Navy (subject tothe examina- 
tions required by law) from the 1st day of December, 1903. 
Midshipman Luke E. Wright, jr., to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 15th day of April, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS, 
GEORGIA. 
John I. Fullwood tobe postmaster at Cedartown, in the county 
of Polk and State of Georgia. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 


Thomas B. Hurly to be postmaster at Bowbells, in the county | 


of Ward and State of North Dakota. 
OHIO. 
Robert S. King to be postmaster at Glouster, in the county of 
Athens and State of Ohio. 
Nellie F. Sheridan to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county 
of Perry and State of Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
John M. Chase, jr., to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the county 
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Charles F. Allen to be postmaster at Brookings, in the county 
of Brookings and State of South Dakota. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH CHINA. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed December 18, 1903, from 
a treaty between the United States and China for the extension 
of the commercial relations between them, signed at Shanghai on 
October 8, 1903. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FriIpAY, December 18, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


TEMPORARY OVERHEAD WIRES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House joint resolution 64, authoriz- 
ing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to permit the 
erection of certain poles and overhead wires in connection with 
the work of eliminating grade crossings in the city of Washington. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and | . 1 r 
| survey to be made of the South Branch of the Penobscot River, near Fr 


they are hereby, authorized to permit the temporary erection of poles and 
the stringing of overhead wires thereon for lighting and power purposes 
over and along such streets and avenues and alleys in the District of Colum- 
bia as in their opinion are necessary and proper for carrying out the pro- 
visions of the acts of Congress providing for the elimination of grade cross- 
ings in the city of Washington and the construction of a union station: Pro- 
vided, That said poles and wires shall be used only for the work authorized 
by said acts and shall be erected under the supervision of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, and shall be removed whenever, in the judgment 
of said Commissioners, they shall no longer be necessary: Provided further, 
That no expense or damage on account of or due to the erection, operation, 
or removal of the said temporary poles and wires shall be incurred by the 
United States or the District of Columbia. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to hear the gentleman explain what this is. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for the string- 
ing of wires to furnish lightin the construction of the tunnel and 
the Union Station. It becomes necessary that this resolution be 
passed now or it will cause delay before Congress meets after the 
holidays. The same thing has been done time and again by Con- 
gress, permitting the temporary stringing of wires subject to the 
will of the Commissioners. That is all there is to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BaBcock, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

vas laid on the table. 


SALT RIVER TRADING AND WAGON ROAD, ARIZONA, 


Mr. WANGER and Mr. HAMILTON rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7273) to enable the 
city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in 
Maricopa County, Ariz., severally to issue the bonds of said mu- 
nicipalities for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a 
freighting and wagon road from any convenient point in the Salt 
River Valley to the Salt River reservoir dam site, in Maricopa 
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County, Ariz. I will state that if consent be given for the con- 
sideration of the bill I propose to offer certain amendments, re- 
sulting from the discussion of yesterday. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for one moment, 
For what purpose did the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr, 
W ANGER] rise? 

Mr. WANGER. To report and move the adoption of a privi- 
leged resolution. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

S. 2022. An act to afford protection to exhibitors of foreign 
literary, artistic, or musical works at the Louisiana Purchase Ex- 
position; 

S. 39. An act in regard to a monumental column to commem- 


| orate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 therefor: 





S. 1844. An act to quiet certain land titles in the State of Mis- 
sissippi; 

S. 1656. An act to provide for the purchase of land for a mili- 
tary post at or near Columbus, Ohio; 

S. 2323. An act relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 
Reservation; 

S. 2685. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing 


the construction of additional light-house districts,’’ approved 
July 26, 1886; and 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 26. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That under the direction of 
the Librarian of Congress there be printed and bound in cloth 7,000 copies of 
the records of the Virginia Company, of London, now in the custody of the 


Library of Congress, 500 copies for the Senate, 1,500 copies for the House of 
Representatives, and 5,000 copies for use and distribution by the Library of 
Congress. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 30. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to causea 
survey to be made of Shallotte River, North Carolina, from the bar at the 
mouth of said river to the town of Shallotte, in Brunswick County, said 
State, with a view of dredging, cleaning out, and widening the channel, and 
to submit a plan and estimate for such improvement. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 28. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an examination and 
survey to be made of the channel from deep water in Hampton Roads t 
Norfolk Navy-Yard, with a view to widening and straightening t! 
and increasing the depth thereof to 35 feet, and to submit estimates for such 
improvement to that depth; and also estimates for such improvement toa 
depth of 30 feet. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 27. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed t: 






e., With a view to submit a plan and estimate for such improvement 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 15. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
Secretary of War be. and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause : 
survey to be made of the harbor of St. Petersburg, on Tampa Bay, in Flor 
ida, with a view to securing an adequate basin at said point for loadir 
ocean-going vessels, with a channel 200 feet in width and 24 feet in depth fron 


fort, 


| said basin to the main ship channel in Tampa Bay. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution : 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 76. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Depa 
ment is hereby authorized to request the Postmaster-General to send tot 
committee all papers connected with the recent investigation of his Depa 
ment the publication of which is consistent with the welfare of the publ 


f the 


rt- 


| service. 


i+¢pa 
tte 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Comn 
on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, I repor' House 
resolution 76, which was referred to that Committee and consit- 
ered, and move its passage. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WANGER. I would ask the indulgence—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I hope th: 
man will not demand the previous question right on th 
on this resolution. It is very important. 

Mr. WANGER. I would ask the indulgence of the House ft 
a few moments. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker—— —_ 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania ) ield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 


“ontle- 


ump 


; Mr. OVERSTREET. I should like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Is that a privileged resolution, or will 


require unanimous consent? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the resolution. 
Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I will say that the resolution is 
a paraphrase of the resolution which on the 8th of December 
was held to be privileged. 
Mr. DALZELL. This resolution is reported back from the 
ommittee? 
, Mr. WANGER. This resolution is reported back to the House 
by the committee. 
“The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, this is a report 
from the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Depart- 


ment. 
Mr. WANGER. It is. 
The SPEAKER. Ofa resolution that was referred to that com- 


mittee? 


Mr. WANGER. Exactly. 
The SPEAKER. For information? 
Mr. WANGER. Yes. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is privileged. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, a question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WANGER. For a question. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


A parliamentry inquiry. Is 
the resolution open for amendment? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the | 


flo: Tr. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I wish to propound the 
parliamentary inquiry to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Does 
he propose to permit us to amend this resolution? 

Mr. WANGER. Iam unable to answer that question at this 


time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is the time when it must 
be answered, if at all. 

Mr. WANGER. Well, I will not take any. snap judgment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines 
to yield further. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, the committee which has con- 
sidered and reported this resolution has done so in accordance 
with its sense of duty undersection 42 of Rule XI of this House, 
which charges it, among other things, with an examination of the 
accounts-aad expenditures of the Post-Office Department. So 
much misapprehension has arisen that,-with.the kind indulgence 
of the House for a few minutes, I will endeavor to explain the 
position of the committee, as I understand it, and my own posi- 
tion in regard to the matter. The question was asked on Decem- 
ber 8 by a number of Members whether it was my purpose to 
interfere with the jurisdiction of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, as if it were possible for me to do such a thing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WANGER. Not at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. WANGER. The question was also asked whether it was 
my purpose to have brought into the House for display before 
that committee and the country the.testimony taken in the Post- 
Office Department, when, if I had been permitted to read the 
resolution which at that time I was instructed by the committee 
to seek to have adopted, it would have been noticed that it was 
left to the discretion of the President as to what was consistent 
with the interest of the public service. The further question was 
asked, ‘‘ Does your committee purpose undertaking a great inves- 
tigation of that Department?’’ Now, as to the last, I may say 
that the committee, being charged, among other things, with see- 
ing that expenditures are in accordance with .the appropriations, 
would be the very last object which would.undertake expendi- 
tures on its own account without the previous authority and 
direction of the House. 

If there is any question well settled by the practice of this 
House, it is the question that these committees on ae 
are to consider the accounts of these Departments and report to 
the House such inaccuracies and such misexpenditures as they 
may observe to have occurred. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress, I think it was, on motion of the 
chairman of the Committee on the J udiciary of this House, these 
several committees on expenditures were directed bya vote of the 
He use to undertake an investigation of the several Departments, 
and directed to proceed to the discharge of the duties laid down 
in the rules of the House. Now, it was under that resolution that 
‘he investigation was made by the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department which resulted in the presentation of articles 
of unpeachment against the lately before Secretary of War. 

, On Wednesday, after, again by direction of the committee, I 

add raised the question of the reference of the bill H. R. 7643, 
the question was submitted to me: by my distinguished and 
— friend the chairman of the Committee on the Post- 

© anc 
the Committee on Expenditures claimed jurisdiction.over.. I am 
tee to say, Mr. Speaker, that, having cursorily, it is true, but 


Post-Roads as to how many of the bills introduced. 








none the less with some care, examined the measures which have 
been referred tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
to this time I have only discovered two over which this Committee 
on Expenditures may justly claim jurisdiction. One of them is 
the bill to which I have referred. 

I desire to say, further, as to the misconception in respect to 
this matter, that when I called upon my very good friend from 
Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] he amazed me with the declaration 
that that bill had been before the last Congress and before several 
preceding Congresses. As that bill was a matter of original dic- 
tation from myself—and I am not the least proud of either its 
phraseology or its completion, and I do not allude to it for that 
purpose—I was amazed that any similar proposition generally 
resembling it should have heretofore been presented. It did not 
occur to me at the time that the measures to which he referred 
were bills to provide for the payment of claims of postmasters, 
not a bill such as H. R. 7643, to protect the Government against 
unjust claims, I was told by some of the Members that during 
past Congresses bills of a similar character to H. R. 7643 had been 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that there have not been many, if any, 
bills presented before this session for several Congress2s which 
were capable of the construction which might justly be put upon 
this bill (H. R. 7648) and the other bill to which I referred (H. R. 
740), both of which are practically in the language of the rule 
which defines the jurisdiction of the Committee on Expenditures 
of the funds of the Department, neither of which by the most 
strained construction can be held to refer in any way to post- 
offices or to post-roads. 

I challenge the production of a similar measure; and in order 
that this question may have due consideration, I shall net renew 
the motion which I submitted on Wednesday until after the holi- 
day recess, in order that it may have that calm, that serious, and 
that careful consideration which I well know you, Mr. Speaker, 
will be delighted to give, and which also many other Members 
of the House will give to the subject. 

Simply because nearly all the bills which happen to have been 
introduced into this body in past Congresses have been bills which 
related to the province of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, the reference of them to it certainly sets no precedent 
as against. the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office De- 
partment. And no custom, by general consent, either by failure 
of the proper committee to claim the legislation which belongs to 
it or by. their indifference as to the question, could establish a 


custom which can at all prevail in this Congress in the formal 


adoption of these rules containing the language in which they 
recite the duties of the several committees on expenditures. 
we if my friend from Indiana desires time, I will ask him how 
much. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, five or seven minutes. 

Mr. WANGER. LIyield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET]. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, in presenting this resolution, has departed somewhat 
from the resolution in order to call attention to his desire to have 
reference to the committee of which he is chairman of certain 


other bills, but I shall not address myself to that portion of his 


remarks, for the reason that that subject is not now before the 
House. 

The resolution which is under consideration requests the Post- 
master-General to send to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department the papers connected with the recent in- 
vestigation of his Department the publication of which is consist- 
ent with the welfare of the public service. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution should not pass be- 
cause it has already been anticipated, and the very papers which 


| the resolution calls for are now in the possession of the Members 


of this body. And should the resolution pass it would only be a 
duplication of the work. 

In obedience to a resolution passed on the 8th day of December, 
authorizing the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to 
call for papers of this same official, I, as chairman of that com- 
mittee, addressed a communication to the Post-Office Department, 
transmitting a copy ofthe resolution, in this language: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads is hereby 
authorized to request the Postmaster-General to send to the committee all 
papers connected with the recent investigation of his Department. 

And in the letter of the Postmaster-General, replying to that 
communication, which states that he had that day—December 
15—transmitted all of the papers connected with that recent in- 


.vestigation, except such as in the judgment of the Department of 


Justice, concurred in by the Post-Office Department, would em- 
barrass and interfere in the prosecution of cases now pending 
under indictment of parties growing out of that very investigation. 

I hold in my hand a printed copy of these papers which the 
Post-Office Committee, under its authority granted by this House, 
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printed and circulated; and on yesterday there was placed in the 
mails of the post-office of this House seven separate copies, deliv- 
ered to eaeh Member of Congress; and if the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER] has not yet received his copy, I | 


should be very glad to send him other copies of the same papers. 
I submit, therefore, first, that if the resolution should pass, it 
would merely duplicate the work; and, in the second place, Mr. 
Speaker, I contend that there is not a dual jurisdiction of com- 
mittees. I do not speak lightly of my friend from Pennsylvania, 
but, nevertheless, the committee of which he is chairman has not 
for more than ten years been regarded as a committee having 
jurisdiction of this great Department. 

Mr. HAY. Mr.Speaker,mayI ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have but little time. 

Mr. HAY. I want to ask by what authority the Post-Office 





Committee distributed these copies to the Members of the House? | 


Mr. OVERSTREET. 
print within certain limits. 

Mr. HAY. I know it has. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It was through courtesy to the House 
that we distributed the copies. 


Mr. HAY. Why not let the House do it in the first place? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. The House has possession of the papers 
now. 


Mr. HAY. No; the House has not possession‘of the papers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Each member has only seven 
copies; that is all. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The House has the right, unquestionably, 
to order further copies printed for its own use. 

Mr. HAY. Undoubtedly, if they can get the opportunity to 
do so. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It does not call for the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post-Office Department to doit; that commit- 
tee has no authority to print. But, nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, 
the Members of the House do now have possession of this very 
information, and in the letter that is made a part of the pam- 
phlet the Postmaster-General states that he has transmitted all 
the papers. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, in the make-up of the committees of 


That committee has the authority to | 


—~ 


| they are all available. 


the House it is well understood that in the very growth of busi- | 
| expired. 


ness and practice of the affairs of the House some committees 
have a larger and broader jurisdiction than others. The commit- 


tees on expenditures in the Departments, I am informed, origi- | 


nated more than two generations ago, and in their day had more 
or less important legislation to consider. 
the House, in the growth of the practices of this body, there have 
come occasions necessitating changes of jurisdiction whereby 
other committees have been broadened in their scope and juris- 
diction. 
ments of the Government is represented in its organization by a 
committee on expenditures. 

There is, for instance, the Committee on Expenditures in the 
State Department, which probably might claim some jurisdiction 
of bills before the Committee on Foreign Affairs. In the same 
way the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department 
might challenge a dual jurisdiction with the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. The same thing may be said of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department and the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Navy Department. So the Committee on 


Expenditures in the Post-Office Department may claim jurisdic- | 


tion of this kind of investigation as well as other proposed legis- 
lation. But the House has outgrown those committees. 


investigation. than the smaller committees. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ishould like toask the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] whether he denies to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department the juris- 
diction it claims? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not believe it would have jurisdic- 
tion of an investigation of this character. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
not read the rule. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The rule very clearly shows authority 
for such investigation; but it shows a dual authority, and should 
the House authorize this dual authority it would complicate the 
situation, as Members will readily see. The Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads has been charged with the jurisdiction 
of legislation of this kind. I+ has before it the large appropria- 
tion bill carrying the expenditures for the entire —— service, 
and naturally it would be expected to inquire into all that relates 
to the postal service in the make-up of that great bill, while the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department has not 
had before it a bill—at least a bill that has been reported—since 
1890, as I am informed. 


In the development of | 


I find here, on inspection, that each one of the Depart- | 


The | 
larger committees have larger memberships, better facilities for | 


Then I think the gentleman has | 








| and each individual Member, but the resolution as repor 


i 


| importance by the smaller committees. 


| amendment? 


Other committees on expenditures in the various Departine)t{s 
have been treated with equal fairness, but have had the sao 
amount of neglect. There has been no discrimination against 
this committee any more than there has been against the « 
mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, because { 
committee has not had referred to it measures which have } 
considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Members will readily see that the growth, the evolution of the 
committees of the House naturally tends to a diminution of {| 
jurisdiction of the smaller committees. I do not speak with au- 
thority, but I have no doubt that in the make-up of committees, 
in the case of every Speaker for the last fifteen or twenty years, 
no thought has heen had of the consideration of measures of laryer 
That is notany discredit 
to the personnel of those committees, but it is incident to the 
business of the House, just as the Committee on Appropriations 


it 


? 
n 


| has often been charged on this floor with having more jurisdiction 


than it is entitled to. 
I think, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution, 


| should pass, would merely duplicate the work of the House. |: 


does not withdraw from another committee the consideration of 
the matter; but it would necessarily and naturally result in a 
duplication of the work, with the possibility, at least, of contlict 
in recommendations made to the House. 

In the second place, if that committee desires these papers 
The committee would not get any addi 
tional papers, and could only have one set of the papers, wiless 
the House should order, through the Printing Committee, a larger 
supply to be printed. 

I believe, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that aside from possi! 
isfying the Members of the minority, who might wish to i 
trouble among the majority, and possibly to duplicate the w 
of the House, no good could follow from the adoption of this 
resolution. 


If there were any charge or suspicion that the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads is not going to discharge its work 
fairly and properly, there might be some complaint raised: but 
in the absence of any such charge, which I feel no man would care 
to intimate, and having in mind nothing except the good of the 


House and the proper discharge of its work, I believe that this 
resolution should not prevail. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana has 


r. WANGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman fr 
Missouri [Mr. Rogs], a member of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to be acquainted 
with the parliamentary situation with regard to this resoluti 
Will there be an opportunity to offer a substitute for it or an 

Will there be an opportunity to doanything except 
to adopt or to vote down the resolution just it has been off 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania reports 4 
resolution from his committee; he has been recognized by thie 
Chair and is entitled to an hour, during which he has the parlia- 
mentary control of this matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. After he has exhausted 
hour, will there be any opportunity to discuss or to am 
resolution, or to offer a substitute for it? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, that depends upon what the House de- 
siresto do. The House has the sole power in the premis qT 
gentleman understands the parliamentary situation, as the Char 
assumes, better than the Chair does. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not; if I did, I should not 
be inquiring about it. 

I have requested to be recognized by the gentleman fro: 
sylvania [Mr. WANGER] for the purpose of offering a su 
I now ask if the gentleman will recognize me for that pu! 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I yielded tothe gentlem 
Missouri [Mr. Ross] and I do not care to be interrupted 
juncture. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is re 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
souri yield to me? 

Mr. ROBB. Before I get through I will yield to th 
man. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to offer a subs‘ 
Mr. ROBB. Mr. Speaker, when a similar resolution 
ported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-! 
thought that the best course to pursue would be to hav: 
formation communicated to the House for the use of tl 


m 


\| 


Will the gentleman from “> 


adopted by this House. During the discussion on that res) 00" 


f 


by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OversTREET], chairman 








1903. 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, I had some 
suspicions that his great committee, in addition to the duties and 
powers which it possesses under the rules, would attempt in this 
Congress, as it has done in previous Congresses, to usurp the 
powers and jurisdiction of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department. I asked the gentleman if that was his 
purpose. He disclaimed any intention of that kind, and expressed 
4 willingness that the Committee on Expenditures in the Post- 
Oftice Department should have all the rights and all the privileges 
guaranteed it by the rules of this House. 

If the Committee is to exercise intelligently the duties devolv- 
ing upon it under the rules of this House, then the same informa- 
tion which was called for by the Committee on the Post-Office and 
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Post-Roads should go to the Committee on Expenditures in the | 


Post-Office Department. 
section 42 of Rule XI, defining the subjects of legislation which 
this committee shall deal with. It is as follows: 


The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several Depart- 
f the Government and the manner of keeping the same; the economy, 
ustness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with appro- 
n laws; the proper application of public moneys; the security of the 
ernment against unjust and extravagant demands; retrenchment; the 
nforcement of the payment of moneys due to the United States; the economy 
i uuntability of public officers; the abolishment of useless offices; the 
reduction or increase of the pay of officers, shall all be subjects within the 
ction of the nine standing committees on the public expenditures in 
» several Departments. 





I desire to call attention to this rule, | 





Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
know. 

The SPEAKER. 
to yield further. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
utes for the purposes of discussion, Mr. Speaker. 


Let the House and the country 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines 
Then I will accept the five min- 


Mr. WANGER. I yield it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania yields to 
the gentleman from Mississippi five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And later on, if I have any 
rights in the House at all, or if the minority have any rights, we 
will find out about it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have heard two phrases this morning that 
struck me. One was a fear that we might ‘‘ complicate the situ- 
ation.”” That is an awfully diplomatic sort of a phrase. I do not 
know just what it means. I do not know that I am at all afraid 
of ‘‘ complicating a situation.”’ If a situation of dishoner*y and 


\ 


| 


| general administrative corruption can be complicated by inquir- 


ing into it, then I want to complicate it. Another phrase was that 
the minority might ‘‘ raise trouble.”’ Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not 


| know precisely what that means, but if it means that a man on 


the floor of the House of Representatives is to be accused of rais- 
ing trouble because he wants to inquire into corruption and dis- 


| honesty and administrative rottenness, then we are going to raise 


| all the trouble we know how to raise. 


Now, if there is any committee that ought to have this infor- | 
mation, in view of the frauds and corruptions and briberies and | 


forgeries to which the President of the United States has called 
the attention of Congress, and which are current report in that 
Department, surely this committee ought to have it. 

The SPEAKER. The tinie of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBB. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand that my time 
was limited. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understood that five minutes was 
yielded to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBB. I would like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I can not give the gentleman 
five minutes more. I will give him, however, two minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for two minutes. 

Mr. ROBB. Now, if this committee is to perform its duty 
under the rules, I want to ask why it is not entitled to the same 
information as the committee over which the gentleman from 
Indiana | Mr. OVERSTREET] presides? The President of the United 
States, in his message, has called the attention of this Congress to 
the forgeries, briberies, corruptions, and perjuries in that Depart- 
ment, and has asked that an appropriation, to be immediately 
available, be made, in order that proper prosecutions may be car- 
ried on. I believe that not only is the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads entitled to this information, but that the 
committee now asking for it is entitled to it. I believe that pos- 
sibly before the end of this Congress the Judiciary Committee 
may be entitled to this information and may have occasion to use 
it, and every Member of this House is entitled to this informa- 
ton, as is the public. 

Che gentleman need not be afraid of the minority. That is the 
secret of his opposition to this resolution. He virtually admitted 
it. He is afraid that the minority may cause the majority some 

rouble here upon this question. All that the minority wants is 
to have this corruption brought to full public view in order that 
the public may know and that the individual membership here 
may know what has been going on in that Deparment—what has 
been done which is wrong, and what has been done which is 
right—in order that it may pass whatever legislation may be nec- 
essary in the premises. I think that committees such as the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department ought to 
know and this House ought to know what their functions are, and 
they ought to be allowed to do their duty or they ought to be 
Wiped out of existence. 

Now I will yield, if I have any time to yield. 

Mr. WANGER and Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose, 


She SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WANGER. I should like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 


Sissip; lif he desires five minutes to discuss this? 

Mr WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
says he will yield five minutes to me to discuss this matter. I ask 
0 be rec ‘snized for the purpose of offering a substitute. 

a - “PEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the 
amt or ANGER. I did not yield five minutes to the gentleman 

My , wiEeaie asked him whethér he desired it. ; 
oan [LLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman give me 
- at 1? Does the gentleman propose to 
Mr Ww | without opportunity for amendment? 
77 I decline to answer that question. 


uk answer to a question? 
previous question w 
ANGER. 





| 


{Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] And when we raise that trouble we will not stand 
here as the minority at all. We will stand here with the Ameri- 
can people behind us demanding honest government, demanding 
incorruptibility in public office. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care whether the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Post-Office Department investigates this matter 
or not. I am in favor of their investigating it; and as to the du- 
plication of committees investigating this matter I do not care 
whether they are duplicated or not. I would like to have two 
committees investigating this matter, because I think that with 
two committees investigating it possibly we might come nearer 
arriving at the absolute truth than with one committee investi- 
gating it. Now, what the minority wants to have, Mr. Speaker, 
is to give this information not to one committee and not to two 
committees, and not to give seven copies of it to each Member of 
the House, but to give this information to the American people, 
and there is but one way of doing it—that is, by the adoption of 
a substitute which I propose to offer, if I am recognized for that 
purpose later on, and that is to substitute for the resolution of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania the following: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit to 
the House of Representatives all the papers and evidence touching the investi- 
gation of all alleged frauds and irregularities in the Post-Office Department 
and postal service. 

Are you afraid of that? Why is it that upon a former occasion 
you voted it down, and why is it that now you almost serve notice 
beforehand that you will not give an opportunity to vote it up? 
Are you afraid of it? Are you afraid that the House may get it? 
Are you afraid that the country may get it? Are you afraid that 
the report of your own Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General may 
be issued by the minority as a campaign document? Is that what 
you are afraid of? Let us have it. He is your own officer. He 
has not investigated the matter as fully and as frankly as it might 
have been investigated, but fully and frank!y enough for the 
American people and for us to show that there is rottenness in 
Denmark, and very exceeding great rottenness at that. And I 
tell you frankly that I want the American people to have that, 
and seven copies of it for a Congressional district are not enough. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WANGER] has the floor and I am speaking in his time. and 
therefore I can not now offer a substitute. I want to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania now, so that the House and the 
country will understand it, whether later on he will or will not 
yield to allow me to offer a substitute? 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
tleman from New York [Mr. Payne}. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman decline 
to answer the question which I have asked him? 

Mr. WANGER. I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I hope the Kecorp will show 
that he has declined. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House either 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads or the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department might have 
jurisdiction of this matter in all probability, but the House has 
already acted upon the subject. First, in the distribution of the 
President’s message that portion of it relating to the postal frands 
and postal matters was referred, by order of the House, to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. In the second place, 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] early in the ses- 
sion introduced a similar resolution with the one now before the 
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House, referring to this report, and authorizing the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to procure it from the Postmaster- 
General. This has already been done. The House has acted. 

I do not agree with the gentleman from Mississippi that the 
more committees having charge of this matter the better. I 
think the way to get at the truth is to put it in the hands of one 
committee and keep it in the hands of that committee. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi has a great deal of zeal 
in passing a resolution calling on the Post-Office Department for 
this investigation, and he threatens that if this side of the House 
does not agree to do what that side of the House wants, why, that 
side of the House is going to assert itself in some way or other. 
Why do they not assert themselves in an intelligent way, under 
the rules? Itisarule of the House thatif the gentleman from 
Mississippi or any other Member of the House desires information 
from a Department all he has to do is to submit a proper resolu- 
tion by placing it in the basket. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is precisely what was 
done, and your committee have buried it so far. 

Mr. PAYNE. Wait a minute. By placing it in the basket, 
if the committee to whom that resolution is referred does not re- 

rt it within a week, then the gentleman can call it up in the 

ouse as a privileged question and get a vote uponit. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi certainly knew that when we commenced 
with the extra session of Congress, and if he had any such zeal as 
he seems to have now, when some more politics has been injected 
in his career—if he had any such zeal as that.on the first day of 
this session he could have had action on his resolution within a 
week after Congress assembled. 

Now, what does he want? He wants the public to have this 
report. We have called for the report; we have obtained the re- 
port; the report is printed; seven copies of it are in the hands of 
every Member, and if the House wants more copies it is very easy 
to have them—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Bysendinga resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and when their report comes into the House 
it is a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York whether he contended that all this evidence had 
been sent to the committee? 


4 


Mr. PAYNE. I understand that all of it has been sent ex- | 


cept 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
to keep back. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Where there are prosecutions they 
did not desire it to be made public for the use of the defendants 
in those prosecutions. Does the gentleman’s zeal lead him to 
that? Is the gentleman the friend of the men indicted? Is that 
his position? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
gentleman from New York does not even think so, and I know 
that he even will not say he thinks so. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then why are you so solicitous about that 
publication? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 





Such portions as they desired 


The country understands that 


it has been asserted that this report was edited before it was sent | 


to the Post-Office Committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not seen a statement of that kind. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If the gentleman will permit me a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In the letter to the Postmaster-General 
transmitting that evidence he says: 

In response thereto— 

Referring to my letter— 


I have the honor to transmit herewith the full report of the Hon. J. L. 
Bristow, Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, dated October 24, 1908, to- 
gether with other letters, reports, and communications bearing upon the 
subject-matter referred to, as set forth in Schedule A. 

In the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General reference is made 
to certain exhibits. These exhibits are confidential reports of the inspectors 
of the Post-Office Department, or other papers which, in the opinion of the 
Department of Justice (in which opinion this Department concurs), should 
not be made public while the trial of the cases in the courts against various 
persons under indictment is pending, as such publicity would not be to the 
public interest. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit me 
a@ moment? 

Mr. PAYNE. That man of straw seems to be disposed of, I 
can not yield all of five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We will get your time extended 
for you. 

Mr. PAYNE. Thank you. With that assurance of my friend 
I will yield to him. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Although we may not be able 
to get it for ourselves we will manage it for you. What I want 
to ask the gentleman from Indiana is this: I have heard, but I 
do not know whether it is true or not, and I do not want to make 
an assertion unless it is true, and therefore I want to get him to 
answer, and his word will be taken by the country and the House, 
Is it or not true that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-Genera] 
appeared before your committee and stated that his report had 
been edited after he made it? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Thatisnottrue. He has not been before 
the committee, nor has he made any such statement to me. I do 
understand though, fully, that these papers printed under the 
authority of the Post-Office Committee contain all the papers of 
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General’s report except those 
which the Department of Justice feels would embarrass that De- 

rtment in the trial of the cases of those men who have been 
indicted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do I understand that the ro- 
port that he made to the Executive was not altered or edited? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. This is the full report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As he originally made it? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. As he originally made it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well; I do not want the 
country to understand me as making any reckless assertion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say one word further in 
closing. We have been accused by gentlemen on the other side 
of trying to cover up something. Who was it that started this 
investigation? Was it not the Administration that is in sympathy 
with this side of the House, or was it somebody on the other side? 
Who made this investigation? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like two minutes more. 

Mr. WANGER. Iam sorry, Mr. Speaker, that I am unable to 
give the gentleman any more time. 

Mr.PAYNE. Then laskit, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that he may have two minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I hope unanimous consent 
will be given. 

Mr. WANGER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, my friend from New York will 
concede, if he will give me his attention, that the reference of the 
parts of the President’s message to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads was only so much of it as referred to post- 
offices and post-roads. There was nothing in that resolution 
which in any way took from the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Post-Office Department any of the jurisdiction which might 
attach to it under the rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 
There was nothing in the message but what was included in the 
resolution. 

Mr. WANGER. That is the opinion of the gentleman, who has 
very sound opinions on most subjects, and in reply to a sugges 
tion or threat made in the heat of debate some time since ‘to 
brush away ’”’ the rules of this House my friend said: 








When we consider that these rules are the outgrowth of the best 
ment of the best men and representatives of the people who have ap 
in the House of Representatives for the past fifty years, they can not be co! 
sidered as cobwebs to be lightly brushed aside. Every man will, when ihe 
comes to decide the question, I trust, decide it upon his conscience and is 
honor as a judge in the case. 


This is what I ask every Member of this House to do in cot 
struing this rule, which reads as follows: 


42. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the » 
partments of the Government and the manner of keeping the 
economy, justness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conform 

| with a laws; the proper application of pubiic money: 
curity of the Government against unjust and extravagant <e! i 
| trene ment; the enforcement of the payment of moneys due to the Uni 
| States; the economy and accountability of public officers; the abohshment” 
| useless offices; the reduction or increase of the pay of officers, shall al! be 





veral De 






subjects within the jurisdiction of the nine standing committees 02 the 
public expenditures in the several Departments. a on 
Now, if I understood my friend from Indiana, his proposition 
| was that this was a small committee, and in the naming 
| these smaller committees the Speaker had not given much col 
| sideration to the personnel of the appointees. In othe r words, 
that the smaller committees are shelves for “‘ job lots.” I take! 
| that the House will not so treat its own rule; that its clear la” 
| guage is truth and not hypocritical cant. 1» 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman yield for a momen 
Mr. WANGER. I can not yield now. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I know the gentleman does not want to 
misrepresent me. 
Mr. WANGER. Oh, the gentleman did not use 
but he said that the Speaker had not given much considera 


those words, 


tioa-—" 














1903. 





Mr. OVERSTREET. 
legislation that would come before it. 


personnel. 


Mr. WANGER. Now, the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department does not want to oust the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads from anything appertaining to its 
jurisdiction, but it wants all proper rights in the discharge of its 
own duties, and therefore we ask the passage of this resolution. 
We ask the information direct from the Department as a matter 
of right under our recently adopted rules, and not as a matter of 
grace from some other committee; and now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
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Consideration to the character of the 
I had no reference to the 


for the previous question on the passage of the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands 


the previous question on the passage of the resolution. 


The question was being taken, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 107, 


Mr. Speaker, let us have the | 


answering ‘‘ present’ 11, not voting 158, as follows: 
YEAS—107. 


Adams, Pa. 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Babcock, 
Birdsall, 
Bishop, 
Bowersock, 
Brown, Pa. 
Burke, 
Burkett, 
Burton, 
Calderhead, 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Minn. 
Dixon, 
Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Dwight, 
Esch, 


Aiken, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex. 
Benny, 
Bowie, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Crowley, 
Davis, Fla. 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Emerich, 


Boutéll, 
Bowers, 
Brownlow, 


Acheson. 

Adams, Wis, 

Adamson, 

Ames, 

Badger, 

Bartholdt, 
tes 


Bede, 
Beidler 
Bell, Cal. 
Benton 
Bingham, 
radley, 
rand: gee, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Brook 


XXX VIII— 25 


Evans, 

Foss, 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner,N.J. 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel, 
Graff, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hermann, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, Conn. 
Hogg, 
Holliday, 
Howell, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hunter, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jackson, Ohio 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 


Knapp, 
Lacey, 
Lafean, 
Lanning, 
Lawrence, 
Longworth, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 
Lovering, 


McCleary, Minn. 


McLachlan, 
Mann, 
Marsh, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Mondell, 
Murdock, 
Needham, 
Norris, 
Olmsted, 
Otis, 

Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Porter, 
Powers, Me. 


NAYS—107. 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Garber, 
Garner, 
Gillespie, 
Glass, 
Granger, 
Gudger, 
Harrison, 
Hay, 

Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hopkins, 
Howell, Pa. 
Hughes, N. J. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Hunt, 
James, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Keliher, 
Kluttz, 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb, 
Legare, 
Lever, 
Lewis, 


ANSWEREL 
Cassel, 


Deemer, 
Dickerman, 


Lind, 

Little, 
Lloyd, 
McAndrews, 
McClellan, 
Macon, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Miers, Ind. 
Padgett, 


> 
Page, 


Patterson, N. C. 


Pierce, 
Pinckney, 
Pou, 

Pujo, 

Rainey, 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rhea, 

Rider, 

Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ark, 
Robinson, Ind. 
tucker, 
Russell, 


“PRESENT "—11. 


Griffith, 
Kline, 
Mahon, 


NOT VOTING— 158. 


Broussard, 
Brown, Wis. 
Brundidge, 
Buckman, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, Mo. 
Butler, Pa. 
Byrd, 
Campbell, 
Capron, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Croft, 
Cromer, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 


Dayton, 

De Armond, 
Dick, 
Douglas, 
Draper, 
Dresser, 
Dunwell, 
Field, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Flack, 

Fordney, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
French, 
Fuller, 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gilbert, 


Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Sherman, 
Shiras, 
Sibley, 
Skies, 
cones ; 
Smith, Mil. 
Smith, Pa, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Steenerson, 


Stevens, Minn. 


Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, lowa 
Volstead, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Weems, 
Wiley, N.J. 
Woodyard, 
The Speaker. 


Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sherley, 
Shober, 
Sims. 
Slayden, 
Smith, Tex. 
Snook, 
Sparkman. 


Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 


Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 


Thomas, N. C. 


Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Wade, 
Wallace, 
Webb, 
Williams, Il. 


Williams, Miss. 


Zenor. 


Townsend, 
Wanger. 


Gillett, Cal. 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Goulden, 
Greene, 
Grezg, 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamlin, 
Hardwick, 
Haugen, 
Hearst, 
Hedge, 
Hepburn, 
Hinshaw, 
Hitchcock, 
Hitt, 
Houston, 
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Howard, McCall, Perkins, Stanley, 
Howell, Utah McCarthy, Powers, Mass. Sterling, 
Huff, McCreary, Pa, Prince, Sullivan, Mass. 
Hull, McDermott, Reeder, Talbott, 
Humphrey, Wash. McLain, Reid, Taylor, 
Kinkaid, MeMorran, Richardson, Ala. Thayer, 
Kitchin,Claude McNary, Richardson, Tenn. Thompson, 
Kitchin, Wm.W. Marshall, Robertson, La. Tirrell, 
Knopf, Martin, Ruppert, Vandiver, 
Kyle, Maynard, Scott, Van Duzer, 
Lamar, Fla. Meyer, La. Scudder, Van Voorhis, 
Landis, Chas.B. Minor, Shull, Warner, 
Landis, Frederick Moon, Pa. Small, Warnock, 
Lester, Moon, Tenn. Smith, Iowa Watson, 
Lilley, Morgan, Smith, Ky. Weisse, 
Lindsay, Morrell, Smith, N.Y. Wiley, Ala. 
Littauer, Mudd, Smith, Samuel W. Williamson, 
Littlefield, Nevin, Smith, Wm. Alden Wilson, Ill. 
Livernash, Palmer, Snapp, Wilson, N. Y. 
Livingston, Patterson, Pa. Southall, Wright, 
Loudenslager, Patterson, Tenn. Spight, Wynn, 
Lucking, Pearre, Stafford, Young. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


DEEMER with Mr. SHULL. 

MORRELL with Mr. KLIne. 

DAYTON with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 
WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


MARSHALL with Mr. WEISSE. 

GREENE with Mr. McNary. 

GILLETT of California with Mr. Wynn. 
TIRRELL with Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
BUCKMAN with Mr. GILBERT. 

BROWNLOW with Mr. BENTON. 

LOUDENSLAGER With Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
CAMPBELL with Mr. BADGER. 

BovuTELL with Mr. GRIGGs. 

CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

BURLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

LILLEY with Mr. REID. 

Mupp with Mr. MAYNARD. 

SmitrH of New York with Mr. TaLsorr, 
REEDER With Mr. THAYER. 

WRIGHT with Mr. BOWERS. 

MAHON with Mr. Houston. 

DRAPER with Mr. BELL of California. 
BRADLEY with Mr. GOULDEN. 

this day: 

CONNER with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

LITTAUER with Mr. RupPErt. 

SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. Pov. 

Dick with Mr. HEARST. 

CHARLES B. LANDIS with Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 
BARTHOLDT with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. SOUTHALL. 
Ww. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WILSON of New York, 
WARNOCK with Mr. VAN DUZER. 

WATSON with Mr. THOMPSON. 

STAFFORD with Mr. SPIGHT. 

NEVIN with Mr. SMALL. 

PEARRE with Mr. ScUDDER. 

MINER with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 
Hvuuu with Mr. McLatn. 

SmituH of Iowa with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 
CAPRON with Mr. Byrp. 

BuTLER of Pennsylvania with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
PERKINS with Mr. HARDWICK. 

Hitt with Mr. RoBertson of Louisiana. 

Scott with Mr. LucKING. 

HEPBURN with Mr. McDERMorr. 

PRINCE with Mr. LIVERNASH. 

Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. LINDSAY. 
HAUGEN with Mr. LESTER. 

HEDGE with WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 

ACHESON with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

BATES with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

McMcrRAN with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
BEIDLER with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

BINGHAM with Mr. CocHRAN. 

BRANDEGEE With Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 
GROSVENOR with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Cousins with Mr. COWHERD. 

GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Howarp. 
FOWLER with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHW. 

Foster of Vermont with Mr. Crort. 

FLACK with Mr. FIeLpb. 
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Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. FirzpaTrick. 

Mr. DarRRAGH with Mr. Greea. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. HaMLin, 

Mr. ForDNEY with Mr. Smrra of Kentucky. 

On this vote: 

Mr. VAN VooRHIs with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. Apams of Wisconsin with Mr. WiLkry of Alabama. 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. Hircucock. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw the vote 
which I cast in the negative. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT]. I voted with the understand- 
ing that he was present. I find that he was not. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name, 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Bowers, and he answered | 
** present.” 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I would ask if the gentleman 
from Georgia |Mr. ADAMSON] has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WANGER. Then I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name, 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. WANGER, and he answered | 
** pre sent.”’ 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, hay- 
ing voted in the negative. I am paired with Mr. MORRELL. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. KLing, and he answered 
present.”’ : 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from Oregon present and 
listening when his name was called? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. No; I was not. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman can not vote. 

The Chair will state that the vote is close and orders a reca- 
pitulation. 

The Clerk accordingly recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker,I desire to know if the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Foss} has voted. 

Mr. FOSS. I will state to the gentleman that I have. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recorded as 
having voted. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I refrained from voting, supposing that I | 

vas paired with the gentleman from [linois. As he has voted, 
I would ask to have my voted recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is not recorded, 
but under the rules the gentleman is not entitled to vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, did I under- | 
stand that the Chair did not permit the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. VANDIVER] to record his vote? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the gentleman is denied the 
privilege of voting. The Chair will state that he has enforced | 
the rule in two cases, one in the case of the gentleman from Ore- | 
gon | Mr. WILLIAMSON] and the other in the case of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Missouri, 
as I understand, was paired with the gentleman from [llinois, 
Mr. Foss, and the gentleman from Illinois voted; and I think 
that either that vote should be withdrawn or the other should be 
cast. 

The SPEAKER. The question of pairs is a question for gentle- 
men to settle. The Chair is informed at the desk that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri made no response to his name. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise for information. I would 
like to ask the Chair whether, as a matter of honor, if the gentle- 
man, being paired, has voted—— 

The SPEAKER. Oh, the Chair can not decide questions of 
honor. The question of pairs is one that lies with the Mem- 
bers. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word in expla- 
nation. I was paired with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
VANDIVER, before I went home lately. I understood at that time 
that the pair was to remain in force only during my absence. 
That was my understanding at the time. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I accept the explanation. It 
was only a difference of understanding; that is all. The gentle- 
man is right about it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

The Clerk called the Speaker, and he voted “‘ aye.”’ 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 108 and the nays are | 
107. The ayes have it, and the previous question is ordered. The | 
question now is upon agreeing to the resolution. 

The question being taken, 

Mr. OVERSTREET demanded a division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 77, noes 85. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken on agreeing to the resolution; and there 
were—yeas 109, nays 100, answered ** present ’’ 12, not voting 163, 


as follows: 


Aiken, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex. 
Benny, 
Bowie, 
Brown, Pa. 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 


| Caldwell, 


Candler, 
Clark, 


| Clayton, 


Cooper, Tex. 
Crowley, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Emerich, 
Fitzgerald, 
‘lood, 


Foster, Il. 


| Gaines, Tenn, 


Garber, 
Garner, 


| Gillespie, 
| Glass, 


| Adams, Wis. 


Alexander, 
Allen, 
Ames, 


| Babcock, 
Birdsall, 


Bishop, 


| Bowersock, 
| Burke, 


Burkett, 
Burton, 
Calderhead, 


| Co per, Pa. 
| Cooper, Wis. 
| Currier, 


Curtis, 
Cushman, 


| Dalzell, 
| Davis, Minn, 


Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Dwight, 
Esch, 
Evans, 
Finley, 


Bartlett, 
Boutell, 
Bowers, 


Acheson, 
Adams, Pa, 
Adamson, 
Badger, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Bede, 
Beidler, 
Bell, Cal. 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Bradley, 
Brandegee, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Brooks, 
Broussard, 
Brown, Wis. 
Brundidge, 
Buckman, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Mo. 
Butler, Pa. 
Byrd, 
Campbell, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Croft, 
Cromer, 

( ame 
Daniels, 
Darragh, 


| Davey, La, 
| Davidson, 


Davis, Fla. 


YEAS—109. 


Granger, 
Gudger, 
Harrison, 
Hay, 

Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock, 
Hopkins, 
Houston, 
Howell, Pa. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Hunt, 
James, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Keliher, 
Lacey, 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb, 
Lever, 
Lewis, 
Lilley, 

Lind, 

Little, 
Lloyd, 
McAndrews, 


NAYS 


Fx SS, 

French, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel, 

Graff, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw, 
Hitt, 

Hogg, 
Holliday, 
Howell, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hunter, 


McClellan, 

McLain, 
Macon, 

Maddox, 
Mahoney, 

Miers, Ind. 
Otjen, 

Padgett, 

Page, 
Patterson, N.C. 
Pierce, 

Pinckney, 
Pou, 

Pujo, 

Rainey, 
Randell, Tex. 
Rhea, 

Rider, 

Rixey, 

Robb, 
tobinson, Ark, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 

Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 

100. 


Jackson, Ohio 
Jones, Wash. 
Kennedy, 
Kinkaid, 
Kluttz, 
Kna'pp, 
Lafean, 
Lanning, 
Lawrence, 
Longworth, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 
Lovering, 
McCarthy, 
McLachlan, 
Mann, 
Marsh, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Morgan, 
Murdock, 
Needham, 
Norris, 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—12. 


Brownlow, 
Cassingham, 
Dickerman, 


Greene, 
Griffith, 
Kline, 


NOT VOTING—163., 


Dayton, 

De Armond, 
Deemer, 

Dick, 

Dixon, 
Douglas, 
Draper, 
Dresser, 
Dunwell, 
Field, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Flack, 
Fordney. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 

Fuller, 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gilbert, 
Gillett, Cal. 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Goulden, 
Gregg, 

Griggs, 
Hamlin, 
Hardwick, 
Hearst, 

Hedge, 
Hermann, 
Howard, 
Howell, Utah 
Hull, 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson, Md 
Jenkins, 
Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knopf, 


Kyle, 

Lamar, Fla. 
Landis, Chas. B. 
Landis, Frederick 
Legare, 

Lester, 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Livernash, 
Livingston, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucking, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Pa, 
McDermott, 
McMorran, 
McNary, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Maynard, 
Meyer, La. 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Morrell, 

Mudd, 

Nevin, 

Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Prince, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder, 

Reid, 
Richardson, Ala. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. CassINGHAM. 
Until the holiday recess: 

Mr. KyLe with Mr. GARBER. 


Sheppard, 
Sherley, 
Shober, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Pa. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Sparkman, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Thomas, N. C, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wade, 
Wallace, 
Wanger, 
Webb, 
Williams, I) 
Williams, Mi 
Zenor. 


Otis, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Porter, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Sibley, 
Skiles, 
Slemp, 
Southwick 
Sperry, 
Steenerson, 
Stevens, Min: 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Volstead, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Weems, 
Wiley, N. J. 
Williamson, 
Woodyard 


‘ 


Olmsted, 
Smith, 1. 
Spalding. 


Richardson, Tenn 
Robertson, La. 
Ruppert, 

Scott, 

Scudder, 
Sherman, 
Shiras, 

Shull, 

Small, 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky 
Smith, N. Y. : 
Smith, Samuel W 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snapp, 
Southall, 
Spight, 
Stafford, 
Stanley, 
Sterling, 
Sullivan, 38 
Sullivan, N. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, 

Thayer, 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Townsend, 

Van Duze! 

Van Voor! 8, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Weisse, 

Wiley, Al 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, N. x. 
Wright, 

Wynn, 

Young. 
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Tor the balance of this day: 

Mz. DRESSER with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

On this vote: 

Mr. MARTIN with Mr. RANspELL of Louisiana, 

Mr. BRooKS with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania with Mr. SuLiivan of New York. 

Mr. BuTLeR of Pennsylvania with Mr. BARTLETT, 

Mr. MoCatu with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. CASSINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called 
T voted “‘aye.” Being paired with the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. VAN Vooruis, I desire to withdraw my vote and to answer 
‘‘ nresent.’’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. WANGER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
A message in writing from the President of the United States 


was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNES, | 


one of his secretaries. 
ALASKAN BOUNDARY TRIBUNAL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


| 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I offer the following amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the preamble. On page 2,in lines 10 and 11, strike out the 
words “the purpose of aiding in.” On page 2, line 11, strike out the word 
“practicable.” On page 4, lines 15 and 16, strike out the words “upon the 
requisition of the Director of the United States Geological Survey.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. ; 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like to have the bill read now as 
it will read after the amendments are made. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as it would 
read if the amendments were adopted in the sections referred to 
in the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and the 
town of Mesa, all situated in Maricopa County, in the Territory of Arizona, 


[After a pause.] The 


| are hereby severally authorized and pores to issue their several bonds 
° 


in any sum not exceeding 2 per cent of the assessed valuation of the real and 
personal property taxable for municipal purposes by said municipalities, re- 
spectively, as the same appears upon the last assessment roll of said munici- 
malities, respectively, for the construction of a freighting and wagon road 
Br m any convenient point in the Salt River Valley in Maricopa County, Ter- 
ritory of Arizona, to what is known as the Salt River reservoir dam site in 


said Maricopa County, Ariz. y 
Sxc. 6. That said bonds shall be sold only in such amounts as the govern- 
ing body of the municipality issuing the same shall direct, and the proceeds 


| thereof, when expended, shall be disbursed under the order and direction of 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Acting Secretary of State, | 


covering the report of the agent of the United States before the Alaskan 
Boundary Tribunal, with appendices. 

The attention of Congress is invited to the request of the Acting Secretary 
of State that 500 copies of the report and appendices be printed for the use 
of the Department of State. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WuitE Hovsks, 

Washington, December 18, 1903. 
ADDITIONAL REPORTER OF DEBATES, 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I submit a resolution unan- 
imously reported from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House is hereby authorized to appoint 


an additional officialreporter of debates of the House, at the rate of $5,000 per | 


annum, the same to be paid from the contingent fund of the House until 
otherwise provided for by law. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


SALT RIVER VALLEY FREIGHTING AND WAGON ROAD. 


Mr. 4AMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my request for 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill H. R. 7278; 
and if consent is given I will offer amendments, resulting from 
the discussion of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The bill was reported by its title, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7278) to enable the city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and 


the town of Mesa, all in Maricopa County, Ariz., severally to issue the bonds 


of said municipalities for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a 
freighting and wagon road from any convenient point in the Salt River Val- 
ley to the Salt River reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, Ariz. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
— consent for the present consideration of the bill. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, reserving a _ to object, I 
desire to make this statement. I desire to ask the chairman of 
the committee a question for the purpose of seeing what is covered. 
When the matter was brought up yesterday I reserved an objec- 
tion, and the matter finally went over. The bill as presented 
yesterday provided for the Government going into, or intimated 
a way in which the Government might go into, the building of 
this road. My objection was that it might get into the building 
of the road. So far as Iam concerned, I think the Government 
ought not to enter into that kind of a proposition. As I under- 
stand the committee, they now propose to offer amendments to 
this bill, if it is to be eumitareh, and offer them as committee 
amendments, that will entirely divorce the Government in every 
way from the building of this road. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That is true. 


All the objections raised by 
afer autleman have been obviated by the amendments to be 


: Mr. BURKETT. So that the Government is neither expected 
fo appropriate any money nor asked to take part in the movement 
or the building of the road, as was contemplated by the hearings 


fore the committee. 
Mr. HAMILTON. The Government is not expected to do so. | 


neve 
bill 
bill 


“ver was expected to doso. It was not contemplated in the 
“ fain introduced, and is not contemplated now in the 
as amended, 


'. BURKETT. It was in the remarks during the hearing. 





| the transaction for the building of this road. 





such governing body from time to time, as the same may be required for the 
purposes aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer the folowing amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘said city or to 
“each of said cities or towns.” 

Mr. LACEY. I think it is evident that this would complete 
If, for instance, 
| Tempe and Mesa should be favorable to itand Phoenix should be 
| against it, it ought not to be so that one town would be compelled 
to issue the bonds. Phoenix is the only city; Tempe and Mesa 
are.towns. Under the language of the bill it could be left toone 
| city or town, but with the amendment ‘“‘each of said cities or 
| towns’’ it will be placed in such a way that all three must concur. 
If it is left that if either one of the two towns should vote down 
the proposition and one should vote it up, the effect of the bill as 
drawn would be that the bonds would be issued by that particu- 
| lar town, while the other city and town would take no part in 
| the issue. 

Mr. HAMILTON. It would be better to leave it so that if two 
| towns wanted to go into the bonding proposition they might, and 
| leave out one. If one does not care to go into it, that one might 

be left ont, and the other two be permitted to issue the bonds, I 
| think the language of the bill is preferable. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Let me suggest here to the gen- 
| tleman from Iowa that the two towns referred to are so small 
| comparatively that it will scarcely make any difference at all. I 
| think the amendment of the gentleman would be injurious to the 
| bill, It should pass as it is. 

Mr. LACEY. My understanding is that one or each of these 
| two towns is a town of 2,000 inhabitants, but I do not care about 

it and shall not insist on the amendment. I therefore withdraw 
the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is withdrawn. The ques- 

tion is on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 

being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HamrIuTon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PROTECTION TO EXHIBITORS AT THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPO- 
SITION, 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5059) to afford protection 
to exhibitors of foreign literary, artistic, or musical works at the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the author of any book, map, chart, dramatic com- 
position, musical composition, engraving, cut, print, chromo, lithograph, or 


ae h published abroad prior to November 30, 1904, but not registered 
or copyright protection in the United States copyright office, or the heirs 


wn ” 


in line 23, page 3, and insert 


| and assigns of such author, shall have in the case of any such book, map, 


chart, dramatic composition, musical composition, engraving, cut, print, 
chromo, ee or photograph intended for exhibition at the Louisi- 
ana Purchase Exposition the sole liberty of printing, reprinting, publishing 
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copying, and vending the same within the limits of the United States for the 
term herein provided for and upon complying with the provisions of this act. | 

Sec. 2. That one copy of such book, map, chart, dramatic composition, 
musical composition, engraving, cut, print, chromo, lithograph, or photo- 
graph to be exhibited as herein provided shall be delivered at the copyright 
oftice, Library of Congress, at Washirgton, D.C., with a statement duly sub- 
scribed to in writing that the book or other article is intended for such ex- 
hibition, and that the copyright protection herein provided for is desired by 
the copyright proprietor, whose full name and legal residence is to be stated 
in the application. 

Src. 3. That the register of copyrights shall record the title of each vol- 
ume of any such book or other article herein provided for, or if the article 
lacks a title shall record a brief description of it sufficient to identify it, in a 
special series of record books to be designated the “ Interim copyright record 
books,”’ and shall furnish to the copyright claimant a copy of record under 
seal of such recorded title or description, and the said title or description is 
to be included in the Catalogue of Title Entries provided for in section 4 of 
the act of March 3, 1891. 

Sec. 4. That a fee of $1.50 shall be paid to the register of copyrights for 
each title or description to be recorded and a certified copy of the record | 
of the same, and in the case of a workin more than one volume the same 
amount, $1.50, shall be paid for each volume, and the register of copyrights 
shall deposit all such fees paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
report and account for the same in accordance with the provisions in rela- 
tion to yey fees of the appropriation act approved February 19, 1897. 

Sec. 5. That the copyright rotection herein provided for shall be for the 
term of two years from the date of the receipt of the book or other article 
in the copyright office. 

Sec. 6. That if at any time during the term of the copyright protection 
herein provided for, two copies of the original text of any such book, or of a 
translation of it in the English language, printed from type set within the 
limits of the United States or ae made therefrom, or two copies of 
any such photograph, chromo, or lit ograph primes from negatives or draw- | 
ings on stone made within the limits of the United States or from transfers 
made therefrom, are deposited in the copyright office, Library of Congress, 
at Washington, D. C., such deposit shall be held to extend the term of copy- 
~— protection to such book, photograph, chromo, or lithograph for the 
full terms provided for in Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, computed from the date of the receipt of the book, photo- 
graph, chromo, or lithograph, and the registration of the title or description 























as herein provided for. 
Src. 7. That in the case of an original work of the fine arts (a painting, 


drawing, statue, statuary, and a m 
a work of the fine arts) which has been produced without the limits of the 
United States prior to the 30th day of November, 1904, and is intended for ex- 
hibition at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, the author of such work of 
art, or his heirs and assigns, shall be granted copyright protection therefor 
Guring a period of two years from the date of filing in the copyright office, 
Library of Congress, at Washington, D. C., a description of the said work of 
art and a photograph of it, and upon paying tothe register of copyrights $1.50 
for the registration of such description, and a copy of record under seal of | 
such recorded description. 

Sec. 8. That, except in so far as this act authorizes and provides for tem- 
porary copyright protection during the period and for the purposes herein 
provided for, it shall not be construed or held to in any manner affect or re- | 
peal any of the provisions of the Revised Statutes relating to copyrights and | 
the acts amendatory thereof. That no registrations under this act shall be 
made after the 30th day of November, 1904. 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I | 
would like to make some inquiry of the gentleman from New 
York. This is a very important bill, embracing a good many | 
subjects, a bill under which, it seems to me from listening to the | 
reading, people can bring in books and works of art, photographs, 
etc., that could not now be copyrighted under the law, under pre- 
tense of exhibition at St. Louis, and get a copyright for a full 
term. I would like to ask if the committee had any opinion from 
the Librarian of Congress on this subject? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from New York will allow 
me, the bill is one prepared by the Librarian of Congress, and the 
letter of the Register of Copyrights is in the report. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the report I made 
on this bill read; that will give all the information that the gentle- 
man from New York desires. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5059) to 
afford protection to exhibitors of foreign literary, artistic, and musical 
works at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, have had the same under con- 
sideration and beg leave to report: 

The bill is intended for the temporary pee of exhibitors of foreign | 
literary, artistic, or musical works at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. It 
has for its papas the avoidance of the risk that would be incurred under 
the wording of the existing statutes by exhibitors of such productions that 
their designs or the texts of their books or their works of music might be 
appropriated to their disadvantage. 

Bnder provisions of the present cores statutes it is necessary that a | 
work to secure protection in the United States must be manufactured within | 
the territory of the United States, or must be brought into publication in | 
this country not later than the day of its publication in the country of origin. 
It is, of course, however, almost a matter of routine that the works, the 
copiesof which will be exhibited at St. Louis, will already have been brought 
into publication in the country oforigin. 

It is partly through the fact of such publication that the work of art or the | 
work of literature or musical composition has been tested and shown to pos- 
sess sufficient merit and prestige to warrant the expenditure of labor and of | 
money for the presentation of copies for exhibition. On account of the | 
ground of this doubt in regard to the protection of the copyright in their | 
exhibits, foreign publishers, together with their artists, authors, and com- | 

rs, had found ground for hesitancy in regard to making up exhibits for | 
t. Louis. The Association of German Publishers had, a year back, actually 
a resolution declining to make any exhibit of books at St. Louis. This 


el or design intended to be perfecied as | 





| 
| 
j 
| 


} 
| 


resolution has been rescinded with the understanding that legislation would 
be secured undér which their exhibits could be protected. Itseems of essential 
importance, if exhibits of individual litera: 
are to be secured, that this protection shoul 
for the owners of the several copyrights. 


, artistic, and commercial value 
be insured for the exhibitors or 
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| translation o 


| sideration than from too much consideration. 


_ the minority and still no representative of the minority be present 
| at the time it is considered. 
| wise legislation, to prevent any slip in legislation, to secure « ‘aul 


DECEMBER 18, 


It is to be noted that the protection to exhibits extends for a term of two 
years—that is to say, from one year from the day of the close of the exposi 
tion. For such articles as are likely to prove of interest to American pur- 
chasers the exhibitor or owner of copyright is at liberty within that term to 
take the necessary steps for securing American copyright. Such copyright 
however, can be secured only by compliance with the provision of the exist. 
ing statute under which the editions of books, the works of music, or the im 
pressions of works of art shall be produced in this country. The prospect of 
securing the introduction for permanent sale in the American market of se 


| lected works of art and literature is. of course, of advantage to American 


consumers, while the work in producing the American editions or impres 
sions of such works will be of advantage to the American laborer. 

The bill has also been submitted to and considered by the Librarian of 
Congress and approved by him, as appears from the following letter of the 
register of copyrights: 

“In response to the request of Senator KITTREDGE, chairman of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Patents, to which was referred Senate bill No. 2022, for a 
statement in regard to the bill, I beg leave to say that the bill is substantially 
a print of the draft formulated by me in response to a request from Doctor 
Skiff, director of exhibits for the St. Louis World’s Fair, which was submitted 
to you on November 17, approved, and transmitted by you to Doctor Skiff 

“The bill grants copyright protection to all literary, artistic, and musical 
works exhibited at the coming World's Fair upon the delivery of one opy 
of each work to the copyright office and the payment of the present fees for 
registration and certificate. 

“The bill differs from the copyright laws now in force as follows: 

‘1. It permits registration for copyright protection only for a limited pe- 
riod, namely, until the closing day of the fair, November 30, 1904. 

“2. It will give protection to works already published. 

“3. The term of the protection is limited to two years. 

‘4. All formalities are remitted except the payment of the fees and the de- 
posit of one copy of each article. 

“The bill also provides that during the two years’ term, upon the deposit 
at the coorngs office of two copies of the original text of any book, or of a 

it in the English language printed from type set in the United 
States, or two copies of any photograph, chromo, or lithograph made within 
the United States, the copyright protection will be extended complying with 
Coes as to American manufacture, contained in the present copy- 
right law. ; 

“This bill is devised to give, with as few formalities as possible, the pro- 


| tection required to induce foreign producers of literary and artistic works to 


en the way for com- 
Ws, 80 as to secure 


contribute to the exposition, and at the same time to o 
pliance with the stipulations of the present copyright 


| protection for the full term therein provided for. 


“THORVALD SOLBERG, 
* Register of Copyrights.” 
Your committees therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute the Senate bill (S. 2022) for the House bill. The bills are 
identical, and the Senate bill passed the Senate unanimously yes- 
terday afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 


*“ Respectfully, 


| mousconsent to substitute the Senate bill, which is on the Speaker's 


table, for the House bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman from New York if 
the bills are identical? 

Mr. SULZER. The bills are identical. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question now is on the third reading of 
the Senate bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to a third 
reading. 

The bill was read the third time. 

“ae SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 

ill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the other day I 
sought to secure recognition a few minutes to outline what I 
thought was the proper course with reference to measures pre- 
sented to this House for consideration and for unanimous consent. 
I had at that time suggested that there was a large dispropor- 
tion in the number of Members on the committees, and was about 
to say that, in view of that fact, I thought it would be in the in- 
terest of good legislation that where matters are proposed for 
unanimous consent, and where measures are to be considered by 
the House, to insist, as I shall insist, upon a statement from a 
minority member or members of the committee, who have con 
sidered the measure, to offer to the House the reasons why the 


'measure should be passed. More evil comes from lack of full con 


Ishall pursue that 
policy in the interest of good legislation, and will not be satisfied 
with a statement that the measure has received the unanimous re- 


port,of the committee. 


A measure may receive the unanimous report of the commit vee 
where it is composed of eleven Members of the majority and six 0 


But if we insist, in the interest of 


and due consideration of the legislation, on a statement from 4 
minority Member, we can in some measure make up forlack of 1 
nority representation on committees by inquiry and discussion on 
the floor. The Speaker, without surrendering the least political 


right or advantage, as a grace to us and in the interest of £0 


legislation, has adopted a wise policy in recognizing the minor ty 
leader, and the majority on committees should not do less. 

We shall in this way secure that respect from the majority t/t 
we are entitled to, and at the same time secure information ! 2 


the minority side who are at the meetings of committees, an’ 
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the interest of good legislation, a statement upon which we can 
base ouraction foravote. I shall pursue the policy, Mr. Speaker, 
and simply wanted to say so at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill will 
lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—KAHN AGAINST LIVERNASH, 


Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
following report from the Committee on Elections No. 1. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Elections No. 1, to which was referred the contested” 
election case of Julius Kahn, contestant, against Edward J. Livernash, 
contestee, from the Fourth Congressional district of California, respectfully 
reports to the House the following resolution, approved by said committee, 
for approval and adoption by the House, with the recommendation that it do 

ASS: 

Resolved, That Thomas J. Walsh, registrar of voters for the city and county 
of San Francisco, or any successor of his in said office, be, and heis hereby, 
ordered to be and appear before Elections Committee No. 1 of the House of 

tepresentatives forthwith, then and there to testify before said committee 

or such commission as shall be appointed touching such matters then to be 
inquired of by said committee in the contested-election case of Julius Kahn 
v. Edward J. Livernash, now before said committee for investigation and 
report; and that the registrar of voters for the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco bring with him all the ballots and packages of ballots cast in every pre- 
cinct in the said Fourth Congressional district of California at the general 
election held in said district on the 4th day of November, 1902; that said bal- 
lots be brought in the packages in which the same now are; that said ballots 
be examined and counted by or under the authority of such Committee on 
Elections in said case; and to that end, that proper subpoena be issued to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, commanding him tosummons said registrar 
or his successor in office, if any, to appear with such ballots as a witness in 
said case; that service of said subpoena shall be deemed sufficient, if made by 
registered letter, and such service shall be so made unless otherwise directed 
by said Committee on Elections No. 1; and that the expenses of said witness 
and all other expenses under this resolution be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House; and that said committee be, and hereby is, empowered to 
send for all other persons and papers as it may find necessary for the proper 
determination of said controversy; and also be, and it is, empowered to select 
a subcommittee to take the evidence and count said ballots or votes, and re- 
port same to the Committee on Elections No. 1 under such regulations as 
shall be prescribed for that purpose; and that the aforesaid expenses be paid 
on the requisition of the chairman of said committee after the auditing and 
allowance thereof by said Elections Committee No. 1. 


The resolution was adopted. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. TaAyLor obtained leave of absence 
indefinitely, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 2 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
eee were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Marquette Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of a board on improvement of 
Yaquina Bay, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
New Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. T. Ratcliff, administrator of estate of Charles F. Norris, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Leonidas Pittman. administrator of estate of Flora E. Pope, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Staff, a draft of a bill for increasing the pay of 
certain noncommissioned officers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a report 
of the disbursements under the act to apply a portion of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of public lands to the support of colleges—to the 
Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting additional 
papers relating to disallowances in the accounts of Capt. C. H. 
Conrad—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting additional 
papers relating to the claim of Arthur C. Jewell—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for a lighted bea- 
con at mouth of Pungoteague Creek, Virginia—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for light vessel 
near Orford Reef, near Cape Blanco, Oregon—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, recommending a read- 
justment of the appropriation for certain services in the office of 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting the seventeenth annual report—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Tomac Har- 
bor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Fish River, 
Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Port Wash- 
ington, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Gasparilla 
Sound and Lemon Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers. report of examination of Harlem 
Kills—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Monongahela River, Locks and Dams Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Sandusky 


| River, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Salt River, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Arcadia 
Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Sulphur 
River, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 


dered to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of A. J. 
Jenkins, administrator of estate of James Russell, against The 
; oa the Committee on War Claims. and ordered to 
printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Quartermaster-General, papers relating to claim of 

eliciana Mendiola—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting additional 
Papers in the claim of Julian Pedrera—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Blackwater 
and Upper East baysand Blackwater River, Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of board of engineers on Oak 
Orchard Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of board of engineers on the 
improvement of the Mississippi River between the mouth of the 
Missouri River and the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of board of engineers on 
Wilson Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and | 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Grand 
River, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and | 
ordered to be printed. . 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Snohomish | 
River, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of channel of Detroit River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Gladstone Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Club and Plantation creeks, Georgia—to the Committee on | 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Livingston Creek, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Carrot Island Slough, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineeers, report of examination and survey 





of Weepecket Rock, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Little Harbor, Woods Hole, Massachusetts—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of New River, | 
North Carolina—to the (‘ommittee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ontonagon 
Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Hiwassee 
River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Sec: etary of War. transinitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, reportof examination of Ticonderoga | 
River, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Yaquina 
Bay, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Port Royal 
Bar, South Carolina—-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Pond River. 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Big Hatchee | 
River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Tradewater 
River, Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Raritan | 
Bay, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Bayou 
Grossetete, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, | 
and ordered to be printed. | 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 





from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinaticn of Chea! 
River, West Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Inner H 
bor, at Lake City, Minn.—to the Committee on Rivers and H 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. with a let} 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of S: 
Haven, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, ; 


| ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Lockw 
Folly River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers ; 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a | 


| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ham 


River and Harbor, New Hampshire—to the Committee on Ri 


| and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a | 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of I) 


| Haut Thoroughfare, Maine—to the Committee on River 


Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. with a | 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of chan 
from Biloxi to Ship Island Harbor, Mississippi—to the Committ 


| on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of W 
River, Indiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbor 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Di 
Rocks, Straits of Juan de Fuca, Gackinatende the Comn 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with : I 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Guadalupe 
River, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a |: 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Col 
River, Arizona and California—to the Committee on Rivers 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Chic! 


| hay River to Bucatunna, Miss.—to the Committeé on Rivers 


Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 


| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Su 


hanna River near Wilkesbarre, Pa.—to the Committee on k 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a lette! 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ta! 
hoa River, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Hi 


| and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting, with a | 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ale» 
Harbor, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Har}bo. 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ca) 
Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Har\: 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of B 
Harbor, San Francisco Bay, California—to the Commi‘ 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of th 
sippi River in front of Wickliffe, Ky.—tothe Committee on |! 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with : 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of > 
hanna River, Pennsylvania--to the Committee on Riv: 


| Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of ha! 


| Grand Marais, Michigan—to the Oommittee on Rivers a1 


bors, and ordered to be printed. ; 5 Sa 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a ' 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of ! 


| River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbor 


ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting, with a let 
trom the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Preven 
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River, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Santa Cruz 
Bay, California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Calumet 


River, Illinois—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- | 


dered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Colorado 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of St. Louis 
River, Minnesota—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Little Ka- | 


nawha River, West Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Rock River, 
Iilinois—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Bayou 
Tiger, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Vermilion 
Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Napa River, 
California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Sabine 
River, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Greenbrier 
River, West Virgiria—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinaticn of the two 
entrances to St. Andrews Bay, Florida—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Mound City 
Harbor, Ohio River, Minois—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of bay at 
mouth of Split Rock River, Minnesota—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Muskingum 
River, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, witha 
letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office,a report of 
the acreage surveyed under the act relating to the adjustment of 
railroad land grants—to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
m the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Edisto 
River, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

F A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
‘rom the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Mecomac River, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Charlevoix 
Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of exarhination of Beaver 
River, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


fy 


and ordered to be printed. 


Pa \ letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
Ol 








u the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Wateree | 
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| River, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
| and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Charlotte 
Harbor, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Oyster 
Harbor, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Yalobusha 
River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Matagorda 
Bay and Lavaca Bay, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Little Red River, Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Portage 
River, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
| dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Red River 
from Fulton, Ark., to Denison, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Elk River, 
Tennessee and Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Black River, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Big Black 
River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Sand Island. 
in the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a le 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Obion 
Forked Deer rivers, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Tallahatchie 
River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Olcott Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors? and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of East Chester 
Creek, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Beanfort 
River, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


tte 
and 
and 


ye 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7266) to 
ratify, approve. and confirm an act duly enacted by the legisla- 
ture of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize and provide for the 
manufacture, distribution, and supply of electric light and power 
on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 18); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District.of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7023) to 


BILLS AND 


392 


ainend an act to regulate the height of buildings in the District | copal Church (colored), corner of Fifth avenue and East Second 
accompa- | 


of Columbia, reported the same without ame ndme nt, 
nied by a report (No. 45); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RES 


SOLUTIONS. 
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| stre et, at Rome, Ga., reported the same without amendment, ac- 


| companied by a report (No. 33)); which said bill and report were 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of | 


the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered tothe Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3875) for the relief of 
Dr. Thomas J. Coward, deceased, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 20); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1700) for the relief of 
tffe legal representatives of Warren Mitchell, deceased, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 21); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
tractor, or his legal representatives, for the construction of the 
light-draft monitor Etlah, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by areport (No. 22); which said billand report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6345) for the relief of 
the State of Iowa, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 23); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7402) for the relief of 
the Indiana State board of agriculture, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 24); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the ‘pill of the House (H. R. 1513) for the relief of 
the estate of George W. Saulpaw, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 25); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1655) for the relief of the 
board of trustees of the Memphis Conference Female Institute, 
of Jackson, Tenn., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 26); 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3214) for the re- 
lief of Ann Stewart, administratrix of William Stewart, deceased, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 27); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to whic . 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2849) for the relief 
St. John’s Lodge, of Newbern, N. C., 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 28); 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


of 


from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3200) for the relief of 
Joseph B. McClintock, reported the same with amendment, ac 
companied by a report (No. 34); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2376) for the allowance 
of claims of certain citizens of Virginia for damages to their prop- 
erty incident to the encampment at Manassas and march froin 
Camp Alger to Thoroughfare Gap, Virginia, as recommended by a 
board of officers appointed for the consideration of claims for 
damages to property by volunteer soldiers during the war with 


| Spain, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 


report (No. 35); which said bill and report were referred to the 


| Private Calendar. 


201) for the relief of the con- | 


Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7202) for the relief of 
the Compaiiia de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 36); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4860) for the relief of Ellen Mansfield 


| and Mattie Mansfield, reported the same without amendment, ac- 


| amendment, accompanied by a report 
| and report were referred to the Private 


| referred the bill of the 


companied by a report (No. 37); 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. it. 3245) for the relief of 
heirs of Mrs. Tellisse W. Wilson, reported the same without 
(No. 38); which said bill 
Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
House (H. R. 3221) for the relief of 
Thomas C. Isgrigg, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 39); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3024) for the relief of Erick 
Haugen, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 40); which said bill and report were referred to t 


which said bill and report were 


| Private Calendar. 


which said bill and report were re- 


| bill H. R. 
| relief of Dr. 


Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4975) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of J. H. Brantly, deceased, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
5316, reportedin lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 83410) for the 
A. E. Boozer, accompanied by a report (No. 4 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 819) to quitclaim all 


| 113 


reported the same without | 
which said bill | 


Mr. GRIGGS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
the heirs of George T. Howard, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 29); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3392, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 8339) for the relief of Margaret Dalton, 


30): which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4989) to carry out the findings of 
Court of Claims in the case of Sidney R. Smith & Co., reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


Cal- 


representatives of John W. Hancock, deceased, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 32); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3309) for the relief of the Methodist Epis- 


2426) for the relief of | 


interest of the United States of America in and to all of sq 
1,in the city of Washington, D. C., to Sidney Bieber, re] 

the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.4); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 


| upon referred as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2109) granting a pension to Carrie L. Thornt 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to t! 
| Committee on Pensions. 
widow of George Dalton, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. | 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged 


m 


A bill (H. R. 6547) granting a pension to John Holzer— 
, and referred to the Coml- 


| mittee on Pensions. 


the | 


81): | 


A bill (H. R. 7358) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Oommnittes on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referre: i to t 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7482) granting an increase of pension to J 
Pettit Morrison—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharge 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
bill of the House (H. R. 4362) for the relief of the heirs and legal | 


A bill (H. R. 7502) granting an increase of pension to Jo! 
Moore—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and r 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 7766) to correct the military record of and 
a pension to Gideon M. Burriss—Comunittee on Invalid P* 
dis scharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 8320) to promote the mer- 
chant marine of the United States, and so forth—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 8321) 
providing for public administrators in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 8322) for the erection of a pub- 


lic building at Catlettsburg, Ky.—to the Committee on Public | 


Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 8323) to amend the laws relating | 


to mineral veins or lodes within the boundaries of placer claims— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8324) for the survey and allotment of lands 
now embraced within the limits of the Flathead Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all 
surplus lands after allotment—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 


By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8325) for the recognition of | 


the military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain 
Pennsylvania military organizations—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8326) to authorize | 
the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide | 


for the payment of all claims presented on behalf of churches, 


schools, libraries, hospitals, and establishments conducted for the | 


benefit of churches, or for charitable purposes, arising from the 


occupation and use of the buildings, grounds, and other property | 


of various kinds occupied, used, taken away, injured, consumed, 
or destroyed by the United States or its Army during the civil war, 
or for its benefit in any way—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8327) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in the 
District of Columbia, and for the protection of the people from em- 
piricism in relation thereto,’’ approved June 6, 1892—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8328) to provide for payment of damages on 


account of changes in grade due to construction of the Union | 


Station, District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8329) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act relating to tax sales and taxes in 
the District of Columbia,’’’ approved May 13, 1892—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8330) for the opening of connecting high- 
ways on the east and west sides of the Zoological Park, District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

sy Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 8331) to provide for the 


erection of a public building in the city of Barnesville, Ga.—to | 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8332) to provide for the erection of a public | 


building in the city of Forsyth, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8333) to provide for the erection of a public | 
building in the city of Thomaston, Ga.—to the Committee on | 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8334) to increase the limit of 
the appropriation for a site for a public building at Johnstown, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 8335) to amend an act entitled | 


“An act to determine the sessions of the circuit and district courts 


of the United States for the eastern district of Wisconsin,” ap- | 
proved March 81, 1892, chapter 28—to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 


By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8336) prescribing the size of 


the field and for the rearrangement of the stars in the field of the | 


Rens of . ; > : 
at the United States of America—to the Committee on the 
udiclary, 


By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8337) to amend section | 
Revised Statutes, to increase the number of chaplains 


1395 of the 
in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8338) to 
provide for the improvement in breeding of horses for general 
purpose, uses, and to enable the United States to procure better 
remounts for the cavalry and artillery service—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 
art Mr, MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 

{. R. 8339) for the relief of Margaret Dalton, widow of George 

alton, deceased, in lieu of H. R. 3392—to the Private Calendar. 
a M r. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
\ -R. 5340) for the relief of Dr. A. E. Boozer, in lieu of H. R. 
%l6—to the Private Calendar. 
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| By Mr. SHAFROTH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 72) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

| By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A concurrent resolution (H. C. 

| Res. 26) authorizing Secretary of War to furnish transportation 

| for teachers in public schools of Porto Rico, etc.—to the Commit- 

| tee on Insular Affairs. 

| By Mr. HAY: A resolution (H. Res. 107) to appoint a commit- 

| tee to investigate the recent postal frauds—to the Committee on 

| the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

| By Mr. BABCOCK: A resolution (H. Res. 108) for an assistant 

| clerk to Committee on the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 

tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of house of delegates 
of Porto Rico, concerning constitution for said island—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the house of delegates of Porto Rico, concern- 
ing revenues for said island—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8341) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah Cantrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8342) granting a pension to 
Horace E. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Erving— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 8344) for the relief W. Hayes 

Grier—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8345) grant- 
| ing an increase of pension to William E. Pullin—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8346) to correct the military record of John 
| Kelso, of Confluence, Pa.-—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8347) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Sarah J. Montgomery, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8348) for the relief of Mrs. Anna Franks— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8349) granting to the Alabama tribe of In- 
dians in the State of Texas 25,000 acres of land—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8350) to confirm certain Rio Hondo claims 
unto Pedro Flores, Elizabeth Lafitte, Maria Cordova, Louis La- 
fitte, Antoine Dubois, and Vital Flores—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 8351) granting an increase of 
pension to Wilbur Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 8352) granting an increase of 
pension to John Salsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8353) for the relief of Jacob J. Blue—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 8354) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Sands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8355) granting a pension to James Monty— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8356) granting a pension to Mary Coats— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8357) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8358) for the relief of Silas Darling—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8359) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Edward Minnie—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8360) for the relief of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Bryantsville, Ky.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR (by request): A bill (H. R. 8361) grant- 
ting American register to the American bark Homeward Bound— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 8362) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel N. Weeks—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 8363) granting a pension to 
Rebecca C. Gregg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8364) to correct the military 
record of George Coburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8365) correcting the military record of Harvy 
. Robinson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Bei 





3A 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





DECEMBER 18. 





By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 8366) granting | 
&n increase of pension to George T. Hill—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8367) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 
liam E. Tarr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8368) granting a pension to James Bram- | 
ble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8369) for the relief of Company K, First Regi- | 
ment Eastern Shore Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 8370) for the relief of the estate | 
of James A. Gregory, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8371) for the relief of the estate of Seth 
Wright, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8372) for the relief of J. C. Glenn—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8373) for the relief of the estate of P. F. 
Warterfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8374) for the benefit of W. H. Dupree—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8375) for the relief of the estate of S. F. 
Crider—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8376) granting an increase of 
pension to J. J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 8377) granting an increase of | 
pension to Luther Bratton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8378) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Bothman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 8379) granting an increase of | 
pension to I. B. Wambaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8380) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward E. Ousborne—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8381) granting a pension to Mary A. Brady— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8382) removing charge of desertion from 
military record of William L. Dunnivan—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8383) for the relief of John W. Watkins, of | 
Dallas County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 8384) granting an increase of | 
pension to Emma R. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 8385) for the relief of Mrs. A. | 
McD. Morris—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8386) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew Esdell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8387) granting a pension to Emma R. Wal- 
lace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8388) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac M. Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8389) granting a pension to Robert Owens— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8390) granting a pension to Absalom Grubb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 8391) granting an increase of pension to | 
George B. Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8392) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
B. Helm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8393) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 8394) granting a pension to 
Reuben W. Bartram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8395) granting a pension to James Duffy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8396) granting a pension to John T. Willey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 8397) granting an increase of 
pension to Hiram G. Hoke—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8398) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura P. Swentzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 8399) to confer jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of | 
David Ryan against the United States—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 8400) granting a pension to Sarah 
J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8401) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8402) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward J. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8403) granting an increase of pension to | 
Henry T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 8404) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Herran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8405) granting an increase of pension to Isa- 
bella Chivington—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8406) granting an increase of pension to John 
Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 8407) for the relief of C. p. 
ns of Jefferson County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8408) for the relief of Catherine B. Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 8409) granting a pension to Mary 
N. Haintz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8410) granting an increase 
of pension to George B. Fairhead—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8411) for the relief of John A. Me- 
roney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8412) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Martin V. Dial—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8418) for the relief of 
John Gretzer, jr.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8414) anthoriz 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Jolin F. 
Weston the sum of $241.60—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 8415) granting a pension 
to Sarah Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8416) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Overmoyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8417) for the relief of James 
8S. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8418) for the relief of Thomas H. Clay, ad 
ministrator de bonis non of Benjamin Gratz, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8419) granting an increase of 
pension to George F. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 8420) granting an increase of 
pension to John Patton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8421) for the relief of Russel A. McKinley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R..8422) granting an increase 
of pension to Elijah C. Snodgrass—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 8423) granting a pension to Jo- 
seph Hepworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8424) for the relief of 
Hazleton L. Ward—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8425) granting an increase of pension to Solo 
mon D. Sturtz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8426) granting a pension to Caroline Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURLESON: Memorial of the national comman( 
the Dames of 1846, in favor of increasiag the pension of vet 
of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the Chamber of Comn 
San Francisco, Cal., indorsing the action of the Preside 
United States in his efforts toward securing the construct 
an isthmian canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreig! 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fra 
favoring granting American register to British bark 7’ : 4 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
J. Blue—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Jo 
bury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition of employees of the Nor 
Western Railway Company, favoring passage of an ely 
law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolution of the Idaho Wool Grow: As- 
sociation, against present policy of the Government In hilat's 
forest reserves—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | . 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Paper to accompany bill to teres 
pension of Samuel N. Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pl 
sions. 


By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill to incre: _ 
sion of Guy W. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen: a 


By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Edgewood, 
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favoring passage of Hepburn bill relating to the interstate liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, lette. from the Cudahy Packing Company, of South 
Omaha, Nebr., protesting against passage of Senate bill 1261—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Petition of William Phillips, of 
Spottsylvania County, Va., praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Paper to accompany claim of D. W. Price—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARSH: Petition of citizens of Moline, Ill., against 


passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 


and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of James L. East—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SKILES: Paper to accompany bill to remove charge of 
desertion from record of Edward Merrel—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to , i or © " vf 
pore | Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 


William A. Ritchey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 5649) 
granting increase of pension to Augustus A. Rhodrick—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WANGER: Papers to accompany bill granting increase | 
of pension to George F. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions, 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, December 19, 19038. 
Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrerryMan, of the city of Washington. 


Mr. MarrHEew 8, Quay, a Senator from the State of Pennsyl- | 


vania, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MISSOURI STATE CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Prerxrys) laid before the | 


Senate acommunication from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 12th instant, certain 
information relative to the amount of money due the State of 
Missouri for raising and equipping troops for the war of the rebel- 
lion; which, on motion of Mr. CocKRELL, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN I, ROWLAND. 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in thecause of John I. Rowland v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNinaG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 7278) to enable the city of Phoenix, the town of 
Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in Maricopa County, Ariz., 
severally to issue the bonds of said municipalities for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a freighting and wagon road from 


any convenient point in the SaJt River Valley to the Salt River | 


reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, Ariz.; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
7 Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of the Chicago Training 
chool, of Chicago; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
thurch of Harvey; of the congregations of the Presbyterian 


churches of Bates and New Berlin, and of the congregation of | 


the Presbyterian Church of Buffalo Hart, all in the State of IIli- 


nois, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed | 
against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which | 


"he referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Shinn PLATT of New York presented the petition of Priscilla J. 
man, dece. 


cas ased; which, together with a copy of the referee’s re- 


lative to her claims for work done and labor performed by 


her husband for the District of Columbia, was referred to the Com- | 
“— on Claims, 
Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 


ca ae Union of Whitefield, of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
ance 


derry. 
Sation 


* Union of Keene, and of the Epworth League of London- 
all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for an investi- 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoor, a 
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Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Mount Pleasant 
Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to connect Euclid street with Erie street; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the United Presbyterian 
congregation of Roneys Point, W. Va., and a petition of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Roneys Point, W. Va., 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of McClellan Council, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics, of Haddonfield; of the 
congregation of the Roseville Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Newark; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Elmer; 
of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Woodstown: of the 
congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Vine- 
land, and of sundry citizens of Orange, all in the State of New 


against Hon. RrEep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


| which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
| tions. 


Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of the Woman's Club of 
Spencer, of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Storm Lake, and of the congregation of the Baptist Church of 
Storm Lake, all in the State of Iowa, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot. a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Milton, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
American merchant marine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented 4 petition of Courtland Saunders Post, No. 
21, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of a service pen- 
sion law; which was referred to te Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petiticns of the congregation of the Chestnut 
Hill Baptist Church, of Phiiade'phia; of the Ministerial Associa- 
tion of Kittanning; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Kittanning: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Mount Carmel; of the congregation of the United Pres- 
byterian Church of Olivet; of the congregation of the Third United 
Presbyterian Church of Allegheay; of the Epworth League of 
Apollo; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 


| of Dayton; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 


Mill Hall; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Apollo; 
of the congregation of the Little Stone Presbyterian Church, of 


| Kenneth; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Apollo; 
| of the Young People’s Christian Temperance Union of Apollo; of 
| the Woman’s Missionary Society of Blairsville; of the congrega- 


tion of the Presbyterian Church of Brownsville; of the congrega- 
tion of the West Hope Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of ~he 
congregation of the Methodist Episcoval Church of Titusville, of 
the City Mission of Williamsport; of the congregation of the Sny- 
der Avenue Congregational Church, of Philadelphia; of the Fri- 
day Club of Burgettstown; of the Sorosis Club, of Langhorne; of 
the congregation of the Zion African Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Williamsport; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Williamsport; of the congregation of the Grace Methodist Episco- 
pal Church, of Williamsport; of sundry citizens of Bloomsburg; of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Bloomsburg; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance t'nion of Washington; of the 


| Century Club, of Bloomsburg; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


ance Union of Bloomsburg; of the congregation of the Methodist 


| Episcopal Church of Tryonville; of the congregations of the Metho- 


dist Episcopal churches of Troy, White Oak, and Hydetown; of the 
Ladies’ Home and Foreign Missionary Society of Sheridanville; of 
the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg; 
of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Darling- 
ton; of the congregation of St. Peter’s Church, of Butler; of the 
congregation of the First Baptist Church of Kittanning; of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Oakdale; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Media; 
of the congregation of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Can- 
onsburg; of the Woman’s Clubof Titusville; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Stoneham; of the congregation of the 
Pine Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Williamsport; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Montoursville; of the 
congregation of the Third United Presbyterian Church of Pitts- 


| burg; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the Presbyterian 


Church of Crafton; of the congregation of the Penn Avenue Bap- 
tist Church, of Scranton; of the Woman’s Home and Foreign 
Missionary Society of Delta; of the Monday Night Club, of Can- 
onsburg; of the congregation of the Tabernacle Presbyterian 
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Church, of Philadelphia; of the Woman’s Club of Brighton; of 
the Woman’s Club of McKeesport; of sundry citizens of Duke 
Center and Kushequa; of the congregation of the United Pres- 
byterian Church of Gayly; of the congregation of the Calvary 
Reformed Church, of Reading; of the congregation of St. Paul’s 
Reformed Church, of Reading; of the congregation of the Eighth 
United Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg; of the congregation of 
the Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Oil City; of Prohibition 
Alliance No. 56, of Williamsport; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Newcastle; of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Church of Huntingdon, of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Washington; of che congregation of the Catvary 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal (aurch of Harlandsburg; of the Pres- 
byterian Missionary Society »f Marion Center; of the congregation 
of the Middlesex Presbyterian Church, of Saxonburg; of the con- 
gregation of the Summit Presbyterian Church, of Germantown; 
of the congregation of the United Brethren Church in Christ of 
New Holland; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Columbia; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Grove City; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Johnstown; of the Epworth League of Honesdale; of sundry 
citizens of Freeport; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Erie; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Erie; of sundry citizens of Newcastle; of the congregation of 


the Fourth Lutheran Church of Altoona; of the congregation of | 


the United Presbyterian Church of Butler; of the congregation 
of the First Baptist Church of New Kensington; of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Parnassus; of the congrega- 


tion of the Second United Presbyterian Church of Verona; of the | 
Woman's Club of Phoenixville; of the congregation of the First | 


Presbyterian Church of Glenfield; of the Woman’s Missionary So- 
ciety of Carnegie; of the congregation of the Bethany Reformed 
Church of Butler; of the congregation of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Columbia; of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Newville; of the Christian Endeavor So- 


ciety of Waterford; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the Sec- | 
ond Presbyterian Church of Johnstown; of the congregation of the | ; ro. se 
; S eres | tenance of the Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, reported 


First Presbyterian Church of Beaver Falls; of the Christian En- 
deavor Society of Claysville; of the congregation of the Lower 
Buffalo Presbyterian Church, of Independence; of sundry citizens 
of Independence; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Mount Carmel; of sundry citizens of New Galilee; of 
the congregation of the First United Presbyterian Church of 
West Newton; of sundry citizens of Pittsburg; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Harrisburg; of sundry citizens 
of Carbondale and West Alexandria; of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Homestead; of the Rehoboth 
Christian Endeavor Society, of Belle Vernon; of the congregation 
of the Dunlaps Creek Presbyterian Church, of Merrittstown; of 
the congregation of the New Salem Presbyterian Church, of Mer- 
rittstown: of the congregation of the Trinity Reformed Church, 
of New Kensington; of the congregation of the First Evangelical 
Lutheran Church of New Kensington; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Petrolia; of the congregation of 
the Free Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler, and of the con- 
gregation of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Allegheny, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Roger Williams 
Baptist Sunday School, of Providence, R. I., and a petition of the 
Epworth League of Middletown, R. I., praying for an investiga- 


tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a | 


Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BERRY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Grove, 
Ind. T., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- 
post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented sundry papers to accompany the 


bill (S. 330) granting a pension to Daniel J. Cooney; which were | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


granting an increase of pension to George Rilea; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 


Society of the Presbyterian Church of Tecumseh, Nebr., praying | 


for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 


ing liquors in buildings owned or used by the United States Gov- | 
ernment; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds. 


He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Presby- | 


terian Church of Tekamah, of the congregation of the Presbyterian 








Church of Hebron, of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Lexington, of the Woman's Club of Omaha, and of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Nebraska City. al] 
the State of Nebraska, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priyj. 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of the congrega. 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal, Second Congregational, and F irst 
Baptist churches and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
all of Winsted; of the congregation of the Washington Park 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Bridgeport; of the congregation 
of the Park Street Congregational Church, of Bridgeport, and of 
the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Norwich, all in the 
State of Connecticut, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Presbyterian Church, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of the Missionary Society, of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, and of the Woman’s Home Mission 
ary Society, all of Pembina, in the State of North Dakota, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


in 


VERNON L. JOHNSON, 


Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill (S. 2802) granting 
an increase of pension to Vernon L. Johnson I present the affi- 
davit of Dr. E. V. Green. I move that the affidavit be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPOR1S OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 250) granting to the State of Idaho 50,000 
acres of land to aid in the continuation. enlargement, and main- 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 468) for the relief of the widow and children 
of the late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the late John 
M. Richardson, reported it without amendment, and submitteda 
report thereon. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 277) fur the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 278) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the | 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. For theSenator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], 
who is not able to be in the Senate to-day, I report back favor bly 
from the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico t! 

(S. 2345) to make applicable the provisions of the naturalizal 
laws of the United States to Porto Rico, and for other pu! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be placed on 
Calendar, 


1,8 
reie. 


ALASKAN BOUNDARY TRIBUNAL. 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Prints, 
reported the following resolution; which was consice! 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the report of the agent of the United States ! 


| Alaskan Boundary Tribunal, with appendixes, including maps, | 
| a document. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S, 2825) granting : 
crease of pension to Harriet Billings; which was read | 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2826) ! 


| lief of the estate of Roger A. Francis, deceased; which \ 
He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 2087) 


twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, I 
the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2827) for the relief « 

C. Sweeney; which was read twice by its title, and reie! 
Committee on Claims. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2828) granting a pension | 
F. Lyda; which was read twice by its title, and referre 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 2829) for the relict ' 7 
heirs of G. W. Rogers; which was read twice by its title, ae - 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


# thy 
T the 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2830) granting a pension to John 
L. Creech; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2831) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Amanda Lucas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 2832) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the heirs of 
Peter Johnson certain money due him for carrying the mail; 
which was read twice by its t.tle, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN" introduced a bill (S. 2883) to authorize the ex- 
tension, construction, and operation of the Great Falls and Old 
Dominion Railroad into the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2834) for the extension of 
Twenty-third street from S street to California avenue; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2835) for the relief of the estate 
of Richard W. Meade, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2836) granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 
Duff; 

A bill (S. 2837) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Stewart; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting a pension to Louisa Lyon (with an 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension to Josiah Mus- 
selman; 

A bill (S. 2840) granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 
Dunlap (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to Jane Patterson. 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2842) to amend an act enti- | 


tled ‘An act to authorize the Montgomery Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Alabama River near 
the city of Montgomery, Ala.,’’ approved March 1, 1893; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2848) for the relief of 
Joshua Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2844) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William L. Baldwin; which was read twice by its title, 
= with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

-ensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2845) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of Ricardo Iglesias as a midshipman in the United States 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2846) granting a pension to Sarah | 


E. Foote; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2847) for the relief of Penelope B. 
Piper; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

.. bill (S. 2848) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
ews; 

‘ A bill (S, 2849) granting an increase of pension to Mark R. 
ones: 


6 . bil. (S. 2850) granting an increase of pension to Sallie J. 
alkins: 


A bill (S. 2851) granting a pension to Sarah E. Thompson; and 
A bill (S. 2852) granting a pension to Edward T. White. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2858) to provide for a final settlement with the Tilla- 
mook tribe of Indians, of Oregon, for lands ceded by said Indians 
to the United States in a certain agreement between said parties, 
dated August 7, 1851; and 
: A bill (8. 2854) to provide for a final settlement with the Clat- 
top tribe of Indians, of Oregon, for lands ceded by said Indians to 

le United States in a certain agreement between said parties, 


dated August-7, 1851. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill. (S. 2855) granting an increase 
ion to Ira.G. Phillips; which was read twice by its title, 
erred to the Committee on Pensions. 


of pensik 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. HAWLEY) introduced a 
bill (S. 2856) granting an increase of pension to George Carey; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2857) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Onne H. Ropka; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2858) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Delia B. Stuart; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 2859) granting American regis- 
ter to the American bark Homeward Bound; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


BRITISH CLAIMS, 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 

ublic interests, to transmit to the Senate a list of any claims now pending 

in the State Department by British subjects against the United States, or of 
citizens of the United States against Great Britain. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. GORMAN. I submit aresolution and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
send to the Senate the reports upon the investigation of the irregularities in 
the Post-Office Department by Assistant Postmaster-General Bristow, to- 
gether with the reports of Messrs. Holmes Conrad and Charles J. Bonaparte, 
special counsel for the Government, on the charges made by 8S. W. Tulloch, 
formerly cashier of the Washington City post-office. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I simply wish to say a word. 
I hope there will be no objection to the resolution. The first re- 
port referred to, the report of Assistant Postmaster-General Bris- 
tow, has been furnished to a committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and some five or six hundred copies of it have been 
printed, but it is not strictly an official document. A few of us 
have been able to obtain copies of that report. Allought to have 
| it. Every Member of the other branch is, I understand, supplied 
with one copy. 

The last report referred to, that of Mr. Conrad and Charles J. 
Bonaparte, the commission appointed by the President of the 
United States to investigate the Tulloch charges, has, as the news- 
papers inform us, been directed to be made public by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Therefore there ought not to be and 
can not be a single objection to its coming before the Senate 
officially, and I trust there will be no objection to the resolution, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read again. 

Mr. LODGE. Iwas just going to ask that it be read again, as I 
was out of the Senate at the moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be again 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Letit stand fora moment. I have sent for the 
chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I 
| would rather that he should be here before agreeing to it. 
| Mr.GORMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices 
| and Post-Roads has been trying to get the information for some 
| time, I will say to the Senator, and I hold in my hand—— 
| Mr. HALE. I would rather that he should be here. 
| Mr. GORMAN. If we have time. It isa mere matter of in- 
formation that is public and printed. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. QUAY. If the presence of my colleague [Mr. Penrose], 
the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
| is a matter of consequence I may state to the Senator from Mary- 
land, the Senator from Maine, and the Senate that I think he is 
absent from the city,and that it is not his intention to be here to- 
day. So in that case the resolution had better go over. I sup- 
pose there is no immediate necessity for its passage. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not know that objection to information 
has ever been made because of the absence of any Senator, par- 
ticularly when the information is here and in print. Five or six 
hundred copies of it have been printed, and it has been circulated 
to that extent. All I desire is that this information may be be- 
fore the body officially. For the life of me I do not see what 
objection can be made, particularly when the colleague. of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania has been striving for more than two 
weeks for the consideration of a resolution which authorizes the 
| Postmaster-General not only to furnish this information but pro- 
poses to go beyond it and ascertain whi t facts there are behind it. 
Soe it is entirely proper, I think, to waive the objection and to pasa 





























398 


over the fact that the Senator from Pennsylvania is absent when | 
it is known by his utterances that he desires it himself. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts pardon me 
for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to say to the Senator from Maryland that | 
I have no objection to the passage of the resolution, and I would | 
not have said a word on the subject had it not been that my atten- | 
tion was called to the fact that the presence of the chairman of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was thought desir- 
able by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I did not know that he is out of town. 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; he is out of town. 

Mr. LODGE. TheSenator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], 
the chairman of the committee, introduced a resolution which 
would have brought to the Senate two weeks ago all the material 
that is now before the House, but amendments were offered by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to that resolution | 
which totally changed its character and led to its going over. 

There is no objection in the world that for the convenience of 
Senators this report which the House has should be printed. I | 
think it will be very convenient tohaveit. But I understand that 
the resolution calls for a good deal more than what the House 
has, and, in the absence of the chairman of the committee, with- 
out consultation with him, I should feel very unwilling to have | 
the resolution passed as it stands. I have no, objection to the 
resolution being passed so far as the report printed for the House 
is concerned. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before the Senator from Massachusetts | 
takes his seat, I call attention to the fact that the very matter 
asked by the Senator from Maryland to be printed is in the docu- 
ment which has been printed for the use of the House Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads alone. The Senator from Mary- 
land simply asks that the same matter be sent officially to the | 
Senate and be printed here as a Senate document, or for the use 
of the committee of this body, so that each member of the Sen- 
ate may secure a copy. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, let the Senator from Maryland ask 
for a reprint of the House document. 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. LODGE. That is easilydone. I have noobjection to that, 
of course. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is not a House document. It is a commu- 
nication to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of 
the House, which has been printed and circulated. All I desire, 
I repeat, as there is no matter-—— 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; have that document reprinted. 

Mr. GORMAN. But it is not in the form of a document. 

Mr. LODGE. It has a name, I suppose, of some sort. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senate ought to have it direct from the 
Department. It will be nothing in the world except to transmit 
to the Senate this private print, and there is no single item of in- 
quiry made in the resolution that is not in this document—— 

Mr. LODGE. I understood—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Including the Bonaparte report. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood the Senator from Maryland to say 
that it is a document in the possession of the House. 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. GORMAN. Itis in the possession of a committee of the | 


House. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I object to the consideration of the | 


resolution. 
Mr. GORMAN. Very good; then it goes over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made to the 


present consideration of the resolution, under the rule it will go | 


over until the next legislative day. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7278) to enable the city of Phoenix, the town of | 


Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in Maricopa County, Ariz., 
severally to issue the bonds of said municipalities for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a freighting and wagon road from 
any convenient point in the Salt River Valley to the Salt River 
reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, Ariz., was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no further concur- 
rent or Senate resolutions, it becomes the duty of the Chair to 
place before the Senate the resolutions which have been lying on 
the table. The first in order will be stated. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PzNRosE on 
the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed tocommn- | 


nicate to the Senate, in the same form asin Senate Document No. 59, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, second session, the names of all persons upon either the per- 
manent, emergency, or temporary roll of the Government Printing Office 
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who were employed therein during the fiscal years 1895 to 1902, inclusive. w) 9 
did not receive any leaves of absence ore those fiscal years or pay for wn. 
used leaves of absence, and the amount which such person would haye ya. 
ceived for each of said fiscal years, separately, if leave pay had been allower 
either in full or pro rata upon the basis of thirty days for each fiscal yea 
amount so computed to be according to the pay received and the service | 
formed by such persons during each of said fiscal years. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think the resolution ought to go to tho 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HALE. Or, in the absence of the Senator from Pennsy}- 
vania [Mr. PENROSE], let it go over—either way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it wij] 
go over. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; holding its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The resolution will go over 
without prejudice. 

PRICES OF AMERICAN GOODS ABROAD, 


Mr. CARMACK. I should like to inquire the present sta‘ 
the resolution offered by myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions are being laid 
before the Senate in their order at this time. The Chair la: 
fore the Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, 
which will be read. F 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. B: 
the 11th instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of Commerce and Lal 
he is hereby, directed to procure, so far me acticable, the informat 
inafter specified, and report the same to the Senate during the pr 
sion of Congress, and not later than April 1, 1904. 

First. What classes of goods manufactured in the United States ha 


| ing the year ending December 31, 1908, been sold or offered for sale in for 


countries or for export to foreign countries by the manufacturers t 
or through their representatives or agents, at prices less than 
classes of goods were during the same period sold in the United Stat 
manufacturers thereof, or through their representatives or agents; 
report, while including so far as practicable all classes of goods so 1 1 
tured and sold, to have special reference to manufactures of iron and st 
and other metals, of glass and crockery, textile goods and the manufact 
thereof, boots, shoes, and other manufactures of leather, hats and 
other wearing apparel, household and kitchen utensils and wares, hous 
and kitchen furniture, sewing machines, vehicles of all kinds, farm i: 
ments and farm machinery, and other machinery of all kinds, cutlery 
tools of all kinds, watches, jewelry, and other articles for household and ; 
sonal use, comfort, or adornment, and the said report to give the rs 
| tive prices and said sales separately for each of the said classes of goods, and 
the foreign countries in which or for export to which said sales w: ’ 
Second. What, separately stated as to each class of goods, was t! 
average during the said period of said comparative prices in sal: 
United States and in the se veral foreign countries. 
Third. If during the said period the said comparative pricesin any insta1 
fluctuated materially from said averages, then, stated separately, what 
in such instances, the comparative prices insaid sales in the severa s¢ 
zoods embraced in such instances at different periods in the year when said 
uctuations occurred. 
Mr. BACON rose. 
|. Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to the resolution, but I hop 
| the Senator from Georgia will allow it to go over without preju- 
dice, because the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpnicn|, 
who objected, is absent, and I am very sure from what he said 
to me that he desires to say something on the resolution 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Massachusetts had per- 
mitted me, I was about to inquire by what process the resolution 
| came up this morning. My attention was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was informed that 
the resolution went over December 17 without prejudice, retain- 

| ing its place. 

Mr. BACON. Tannounced in the Senate, and a reference t 
the Recorp will recall what I then said, that upon conference 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] it had been 
agreed that we would ask that the resolution should lie on the 
table subject to my call. That is already stated in the Recor 

_and I did not know that the resolution was up until I heard the 
reading progress. I did not know but that it had been called up 
| by some one. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust the Senator from Georgia wil! excus 


me. I supposed from its being up that he had called it up 
course. ’ 
Mr. BACON. No; when the title was read my attention ws 


If 


£ thy 


distracted at the time or I should have interrupted it 
there is any doubt whatever as to the parliamentary statu 
resolution, I now ask unanimous consent that it may lie on the 
table subject to my call, my intention being not to call it excep" 
when the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu| may * 
present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be taken as tic se!* 
- the Senate, and the proper notation will be made upon ‘ere 

ution. 





RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


Mr. MORGAN. Thereare several resolutions lying on ‘!:° table 


: ' rs wh 
| subject to the same order, subject to the call of Sena' rs 
offered them. There is business that comes over from yvs'(! on 
| on an objection made by the Senator from Kentucky | Mr B a . 


BURN] to a resolution that I offered, which I think is th 
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order this morning under this call, unless there is some resolution 
in a like situation earlier than that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
mack] has precedence, it being in a prior position. 

Mr. HALE. Let us havean understanding now that any other 
resolutions which come over shall go over again, and then be sub- 
ject to being called up by the Senators who offered them. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I do not wish to do that. 

Mr. HALE. I except the Senator's resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that my colleague [Mr. Perrvs] 
desires to be heard on the resolution I offered yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. I do not include the Senator’s resolution. I refer 
to the resolutions that have come over for several days. Letthem 
all go over, retaining their place, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Ca ae asks for the consideration of his resolution, which 
is next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. Is it resolution No. 58, relative to the collector of 
customs in Porto Rico? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair is informed that there 
are two resolutions submitted by the Senator from Tennessee— 
one is No. 58 and the other is No. 60, 

Mr. KEAN. Iask that the first resolution may go over. 
Senator from Iowa |[Mr. ALLISON] isinterested in that resolution, 
and he is absent. Let it go over, retaining its place. 

Mr. CARMACK. Do I understand that the Senator from Ala- 
bama desires to address the Senate now? 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. Before my colleague proceeds, I will ask that 
the resolution be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. What resolution is it? 

Mr. MORGAN, The resolution I offered yesterday, resolution 
No. 66. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis the resolution presented by 
the Senator from Alabama yesterday. 





Mr. HALE. Let it be read and then we will understand what | 


it is. 

Mr. KEAN. DoT understand that the other resolutions go 
over? ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They goover without prejudice. 


SECESSION OF PANAMA, ° 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], coming over from a previous day. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Morean, as follows: 


Resolved, That neither the President, nor the President and the Senate as 
the treaty-making power of the United States, has the lawful power to wage 
or declare war against any foreign power without the consent of Congress, 
when such country is at peace with the United States, and when its diplo- 
matic relations with the United States are unbroken, and when its diplomatic 
representatives are recognized by the President as the representatives of a 
friendly power. And the consent of the Senate, as a part of the treaty-mak- 
ing power, to @ war waged by the President against such a nation, under 
such circumstances, can not confer upon himsuch lawful authority under the 
Constitution of the United States, or under the laws of nations, or under the 
neutrality law of the United States. 

*. That a state of war exists between Colombia as an organization in the 
Colombian Department of Panama that claims to have accomplished the 
Secession of Panama from Colombia and to have established its independence 
and sovereignty through the recognition of the President of the United 
States and of some European and Asiatic states; and thatclaims also to have 
established a republic under the flag and the name and title of the Republic 
of Panama. And Colombia refuses to recognize the validity of the act of 
Secession and the independence or the soverignty of any government so 
organized on the Isthmus of Panama, and is en in military and naval 
Operations to assert and enforce her claim of the supreme right of govern- 
nent in and over the territory described in her laws and constitution as the 

yg te nt of Panama. 
an Chat, if Colombia is not prevented by some powerful foreign nation, 
She ls manifestly able to maintain her present eff: to repress the said seces- 


Paw rganization and to restore her sovereignty over said De ent of 
Panama. And the President of the United States having en’ into treaty 
ations with the who to have seceded Colombia and 


ene he powers of su € government in and over the territory included 
aan Department of ma, and having made agreements with the seces- 
Derpetrn ating to the right and privilege of constructing and owning in 
‘rpetuity a ship canal across the Isthmus of Panama, all on the fol- 
owing Stipulation, namely: 
Re The United States guarantees and will maintain the independence of the 
public if Panama.” 
within 2 ipulation is in effect a declaration of war with Colombia, and is not 
genet limits of any power conferred upon the President by act of Con- 
«That ro onstitution, or by the laws of nations. 
mere ‘at the President has no lawful right or power, without the consent of 
and nav, ~ under the conditions that exist in Panama, to use the military 
her ¢ laine t forces of the United States to prevent Colombia from enforcing 
in the [ ~ o the proper exercise of her sovereignty and to execute her laws 
with the partment of Panama by any form of coercion that is consistent 
States” “8 of nations and is not in conflict with any right of the United 


oo The ¥ 

“ in nat the Senate repeats its resolution of 1889, in the following words: 
serious cy, on t@:> That the Government of the United States will look with 
ernment with and disapproval upon any connection of any European gov- 
musa of Da +s 1 the construction or control of any ship canal across the Isth- 


n or across Central America, and must regard any such connec: 





The | 
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tion or contro] as injurious to the just rights and interests of the United 
States and as a menace to their welfare. 

“Szc, 2. That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to commani- 
cate this expression of the views of the Government of the United States to 
the governments of the countries of Europe.” 

6. That the United States, in the Revised Statutes, has defined neutrality 
and the penalties for its violation as follows: 

“Sec. 5286. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, begins, or sets on foot, or provides or prepares the means for, 
any military expedition or enterprise, to be carried on from thence against 
the territor, or dominions of any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, 
district, or people, with whom the United States are at peace, shall be deemed 
guilty of /xigh misdemeanor, and shall be fined not exceeding $3,000 and im- 
prisoned not more than three years.” 

The intervention by the President, with armed forces of the United States 
and without the authority of Congress, to prevent the exercise of military 
or civil authority by Colombia, with whom we are at peace, for the assertion 
or exercise of her sovereignty and the enforcement of her constitution and 
laws over the Department of Panama is contrary to said law of neutrality 


| enacted by the Congress of the United States, and is contrary to the laws of 


nations. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, Panama, as we are informed by 
the Administration, is an ‘‘ independent republic.’’ If that is a 


| correct statement, the serious question for our consideration is, 


How, and by what agencies, did Panama become an independent 
nation? 

Was the new State born under and according to the law of 
nations, or was it unlawfully and “untimely ripped’’ from its 
mother’s womb? And, if this new nation was so unlawfully and 
untimely ripped, was the honor of our country neglected or tar- 
nished by this unlawful birth? 

Our country is now a national giant. God forbid that this Re- 
public should ever be too great to earnestly and diligently guard 
and preserve the honor of our people. 

Mr. President, my purpose is simply to discuss the law of this 
case on the facts known to the Senate; not on any supposed exist- 
ence of facts, but on facts known and admitted of all men. Ii is 
not my purpose to indulge in invectives. If I say hard things, 
they will be in the language of the law writers, in the language 
of our great statesmen, and merely in the form of quotations, and 
if the law bears hardly on anyone it will not be my fault. 

I desire first to call the attention of the Senate to the general 
duties of one nation to another. Mr. Vattel lays it down that— 

All nations are therefore under a strict obligation to cultivate justice 
toward each other, to observe it scrupulously, and carefully to abstain from 
everything that may violate it. Each ought to render to the others what 
belongs to them, to respect their rights, and to leave them in the peaceable 
enjoyment of them. (Vattel’s Law of Nations, Cap. V, p. 160.) 

Mr. President, I shall not now pause to comment on this great 
principle of moraland international law. I call it the law of com- 
mon honesty, and every nation and every man ought to be bound 
by it. 

I next call your attention to the.circumstances under which, 
under the law of nations, one nation may acknowledge the inde- 
pendence of another nation—a newborn nation. That law has 
been settled formany years. It wassettled, in fact, or considered 
as settled, by the law writers before this nation was born. 

But the United States more than any other country on earth 
has by its acts and by the declaration of its statesmen enforced 
the general proposition which I shall now read from Chancellor 
Kent, the great Blackstone of American law, the man who did 
more than almost any other writer who ever lived to establish the 
law as it existed, and to enforce it with an energy and terseness 
of language not equaled by others, unless it was the great Eng- 
lishman who wrote his commentaries on the common law, This 
great writer lays it down in a short sentence. He says: 

Recognition of the independence of a revolted state is only lawful when such 
independence is de facto established. (1 Kent’s Commentaries, p. 25, note 1.) 

My God, what a commentary on what we have been doing down 
in Panama! ‘Established.”” The meaning of “established”’ is 
not left by these great statesmen and writers to any sort of con- 
struction; it can not be frittered away by the logic of a man who 
brings his great powers of learning and logic to defend an inde- 
fensible act. 

Here is a writing that will be acknowledged, at least in Massa- 
chusetts, and if itis not they will have repudiated one of their 
greatest statemen. John Quincy Adams, when Secretary of State, 
on this identical subject—he was talking about the Spanish colo- 
nies in South America, which had long been in rebellion against 
the parent State and in combination with each other to secure 
their individual independence—says: 

There is a stage in such revolutionary contests when the party struggling 
for independence has, as I conceive, a right to demand its acknowledgment by 
neutral parties— 

He had some idea that we had some obligations of neutrality. 
All of the great statesmen in the past have had that idea. He 
continues— 


and when the acknowledgment may be granted without departure from the 
obligations of neutrality. It is the stage when the independence is estab- 


lished as a matter of fact, so as to leave the chance of the opposite party to 
recover their dominion utterly desperate. 
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That this great Massachusetts statesman had a clear and un- 
mistakable knowledge and a facility of expressing that knowledge 
equal to any man we have had in this country I think will be 
admitted by all, unless it may be by those who do not like some of 
his peculiar ideas, 

General Jackson, in his message of December 21, 1836, in refer- 
ence to the independence of Texas. had made a declaration on this 
subject, and you will pardon me if I read a few sentences from 
that message. 


In the contest between pein and her revolted colonies we stood aloof and | 


waited, not only until the ability of the new States to protect themselves was 
fully established, but until the danger of their again being subjugated had 
entirely passed away. Then, and not till then, were they recognized. Such 
was our course in regard to Mexico herself. The same policy was observed 
in all the disput-s growing out of the separation into distinct governments 
of those Spanish-American States who began or carried on the contest with 
the parent country united under one form of government. 

We acknowledged the separate independence of New Granada, of Vene- 
zuela, and of Ecuador only after their independent existence was no longer 
a subject of dispute or was actually acquiesced in by those with whom they 
had been previously united. (Andrew Jackson's Special Message, Washing- 
ton, December 21, 1836. Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Vol. III.) 


General Jackson had much to say about this question of inde- 
pendence. I now read a resolution passed by the two Houses of 
Congress, not a joint resolution, but a separate resolution of each 
House, in reference to the independence of Texas, showing how 


this body and that other body regarded this subject when they | 
were deliberating on one of the most important questions of rec- | 


ognition which ever came before Congress. Here is the resolu- 


tion, which was almost unanimously adopted by each of the Houses | 


in the same language: 

That the independence of Texas ought to be acknowledged by the United 
States whenever satisfactory information should be received that it had in 
successful operation a civil government capable of performing the duties and 
fulfilling the obligations of an independent power. 

I quote that resolution from General Jackson’s special message 
of December 21, 1836, in reply to it. 

If these authorities, directly quoted from our great lawgivers, 
from our great statesmen, and from this body and the other body, 
almost unanimously pronounced, are to pass unheeded, then you 
would not believe ‘* though one rose from the dead.”’ 

Mr. President, passing from that point, I go to another; and 
this is the one vital thing that I want to impress upon the Sen- 
ate, that it is our sworn duty and our moral obligation otherwise 


as citizens of the United States to do everything in our power to | 


cember 21, 18: 


guard, safeguard, and protect the honor of the country from all 
comers and all goers, whether foreign or domestic. I start out 
with General Washington’s general advice to the American peo- 
ple when he was retiring from office. He said: 


Observe good faith and justice toward all nations. Cultivate peace and | thing against the honor of that great statesman, Mr. McKinley 


harmony with all. Religion and morality enjoin this conduct. And can it 
be that good policy does not equally enjoin it? It will be worthy of a free, 
enlightened, and at no distant period a great nation to give to mankind the 


alted justice and benevolence. 


plan would richly repay any temporary advantages which might be lost by 
a steady adherence to it? Can it be that Providence has not connected the 


permanent felicity of a nation with its virtue? The experiment, at least, is | 


recommended by every sentiment which ennobles human nature. Alas! isit 
rendered impossible by its vices? ne Washington's Farewell Address— 
Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Vol. I.) 

Mr. President, in considering this subject of the preservation of 
the honor of the country, that honor ought to be so guarded as not 
to be made liable to suspicion. We have had heretofore great in- 
terest in this question of recognizing the independence of another 
nation. 


cause we intended to have Texas as a part of the United States. 


In a case like that all our great statesmen caution us not to | 
allow the honor of the country to be tarnished by a supposition | 


that we recognized the independence of that country because we 
wanted it ourselves. In a special message in reference to Texas 
General Jackson calls our attention to that condition of affairs. 
He says: 


sented in relation to which it would be more difficult for the United States 
to avoid exciting the suspicion and pee: of the other powers and main- 
tain their established character for fair and impartial dealing. But on this, 
as on every trying occasion, safety is to be found in a rigid adherence to 

rinciple. (Andrew Jackson's special message, Washington, /ecember 21, 
Tes —Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Vol. III.) 


General Jackson made that statement, although the battle of 
San Jacinto had been fought, and no Mexican soldier had put his 
foot on that ground for six or eight months. The battle of San 
Jacinto was fought April 21, 1836, and this message was delivered 
in the following December. 

The President in his message goes into details on that subject, 
and I beg all Senators to listen to the words of this great patriot: 


Upon the issue of this threatened invasion the independence of Texas may 
be considered as suspended, and were there nothing peculiar in the relative 
situation of the United States and Texas our acknowledgment of its inde- 
pendence at such a crisis could scarcely be regarded as consistent with that 
prudent reserve with which we have heretofore held ourselves bound to 
troai all similar questions. But there are circumstances in the relations of 
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| country. 


| and forces upon us considerations of the gravest character. 


| ernment, at least until the lapse of time or the course of events shall 


In the case of Texas we had an interest in it directly, a | 
national interest that Texas should be an independent State be- | 


| matical certainty that this claim based on that treaty w* 
| pretense. 





DECEMBER 19 


’ 


the two countries which require us to act on this occasion with even : 
than our wonted caution. : ms 
Texas was once claimed as a part of our property, and there are th 

among our citizens who, always reluctant to abantion that claim, can not but 
regard with solicitude the prospect of the reunion of the territory to thie 

A large proportion of its civilized inhabitants are emigraiits rem 
the United States, speak the same language with ourselves, cherish the «: a 
principles, political and religious, and are bound to many of our Githeers c 


re 


| ties of friendship and kindred blood; and, more than all, it is known that th> 


people of that country have instituted the same form of government wit} 
our own and have since the close of your last session openly resolved. on the 
acknowledgment by us of their independence, to seek admission ito the 
Union as one of the Federal States. " his last circumstance is a matter of po. 
culiar delicacy— 


** Delicacy!’’ 


f pe- 


The word does not fit our surroundings— 

The title 
Texas to the territory she claims is identified with her iedpehdence A 
asks us to acknowledge that title to the territory, with an avowed desion to 
treat immediately for its transfer to the United States, . 

It becomes us to beware of a too early movement, as it might subject us 
however unjustly, to the imputation of seeking to establish the claim of our 
neighbors to a territory, with a view to its subsequent acquisition by our. 
selves. Prudence, therefore, seems to indicate that we should still ‘stand 
aloof and maintain our present attitude, if not until Mexico itself or one of 
the great foreign powers shall recognize the independence of the new Goy- 
proved beyond cavil or dispute the ability of the people of that ano 
maintain their separate sovereignty and to uphold the Government consti- 
tuted by them. 

Neither of the contending parties can justly complain of this course By 
pursuing it we are but carrying out the long established policy of our Goy- 
ernment, a policy which has secured to us respect and influence abroad and 
inspired confidenceat home. (Andrew Jackson’s special message—Washing- 
ton, December 21, 1836—Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Vol. III 


What confidence can any of us have when these great princi- 
ples are absolutely scattered to the wind as though an act of pas- 
sion instead of an act of statesmanship? 

I will read another paragraph from that same message of Gen- 
eral Jackson. He said: 


The acknowledgment of a new State as independent and entitled toa place 
in the family of nations is at all times an act of great delicacy and respon 
sibility, but more especially so when such State has forcibly separated itself 
from another of which it had formed an integral part and which stil! claims 
dominion over it. A premature recognition under these circumstances, if 
not looked upon as justifiable cause of war, is always liable to be regarded as 


| a proof of an unfriendly spirit to one of the contending parties. 


All questions relative to the government of foreign nations, whether of 
the Old or the New World, have been treated by the United States as ques- 


| tions of fact only, and our predecessors have cautiously abstained from de- 


ciding upon them until the clearest evidencs wasin their possession to enable 
them not only to decide correctly, but to shield their decisions from every 
unworthyimputation. (Andrew Jackson's special message, Washington, De 
5 Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Vol. III.) 

Yes, Mr. President, the honor of the nation is worth more than 
the property of the nation. 

I now wish to read what Mr. McKinley said; and whatever may 
be said of General Jackson, I have never heard a dastard say any- 


who has gone to his last account. All his political adversaries, 


1 Y | as well as his political friends, loved the man and revered the 
magnanimous and too novel example of a people always guided by an ex- | statesman 


Who can doubt that in the course of time and things the fruits of such a | 


This is what he said on a kindred subject: 
Of the untried measures— 


He is speaking of Cuba and Spain— 

Of the untried measures there remain only: Recognition of the insurger 
as belligerents; recognition of the independence of Cuba; neutral interver 
tion to end the war by imposing a rational compromise between th 
ants, and intervention in favor of one or the other party. 

Those are the things which are left to be decided upon. 


I speak not of forcible annexation, for that can not be thought of. That, 
by our code of morality, would be criminal aggression. (William McKir 
ley’s message, December, 1897—Cuban question— Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents, Vol. X.) 

No; it could not be thought of by our great, straightforward, 
direct statesman, informed of the law as he had been almost from 
his infancy. He knew he could not doit without trampling upow 
the honor of his country. If you will not believe President Mc- 
Kinley, whom will you believe? 

Mr. President, I know there are those whose logic is so sharp- 


| ened that they can prove any proposition in law necessary to sUs- 


tain the Administration. I know there are such people. The 


| Master has given them wonderful intellects, but I fee r sometimes 
It is scarcely to be imagined that a question of this character could be pre- | Ma 8 : ' : 


they are in the situation of a great lawyer in Alabama, one 0! 
the most learned men that the United States has ever produ ed, 
of whom it was said that his intellect had become so sharp that 
he did not know the plain truth when he met itin the public ™ ad. 
[Laughter.] I fear there are such intellects in the country now, 
though that man has gone. 

In reference to this particular subject there was a claim »ssert™ 
based on the treaty of 1846 with New Granada. I will call the 
attention of the Senate to a few matters in reference to that, 
though I must say that no human being can strengthen ''\ argu- 
ment that was made by the eminent Senator from Virginia | Mr. 


DANIEL] on yesterday. He demonstrated to an almost —, 
a Ve 


1 great 
State 
ih New 


Mr. Seward, Mr. Fish, Mr. Evarts,and Mr. Blaine, ec! 
Republican statesman and each speaking as Secretar) 
for our Government, denied that our treaty of 1846 \ 











1903. 





Granada could be so construed as to confer on the United States 
the power or bind our country to the duty of taking part in a 
civil war on the Isthmus, Mr. Seward said: 


Neither the text nor the spirit of the stipulation in that article, by which 
the United States engages to preserve the neutrality of the Isthmus of Pana- 
ma, imposes an obligation on this Government to comply with a requisition 
like that referred to. The purpose of the stipulation was to guarantee the 
isthmus against seizure or invasion by a foreign power only. It could not 
have been contemplated that we were to become a party to any civil war in 
that country by defending the Isthmus against another party. 

And Mr. Fish, as Secretary of State, says: 

This Government, by the treaty with New Granada of 1846, has engaged a 
guaranty of neutrality of the Isthmusof Panama, This engagement, how- 
ever, has never been acknowledged to embrace the duty of protecting the 
road across it from the violence of local factions. 

Although such protection was of late— 

That has been cited as a precedent— 


Although such protection was of late efficiently given by the force under 
command of Admiral Almy, it appears to have been granted with the con- 

it and at the instance of the local authorities. 

It is, however, regarded as the undoubted duty— 

Listen, Senators, to what this great statesman says— 

It is, however, regarded as the undoubted duty of the Colombian Govern- 

ment to protect the road against attacks from local insurgents. The dis- 

charge of this duty will be insisted upon. 

I merely recall the attention of Senators to these matters. They | 
were very much more ably discussed by that eminent Virginian 
[Mr. DanreL], and I will leave you to consider what he had to say. | 

Mr. President, although it is a small matter as compared with 
the honor of a nation, I want to call your attention to some of our 
pecuniary interests. It ought to be regarded of all things the 
most degrading to a nation or individual to owe a debt that it or 
he does not pay when due. It degrades him in his own estima- 
tion, and degrades the nation in the estimation of all mankind. | 
What is the law in reference to the debts of Colombia? I do not | 
care to elaborate, but I will tell you what Kent says about it. | 
He had a knowledge of the law. 


So if a nation should be divided in respect to territory its rights and obli- 
gations are not impaired, and if they have not been apportioned by special 
agreement those rights are to be enjoyed and those obligations fulfilled by 
all the parts in common. 5 


the 


(1 Kent’s Com., top pp. 25 and 26.) 

Every part of the divided country owes the debt unless it has 
been apportioned among them. 

[I do not care to go into any elaborate discourse on the debts of 
the Republic of Colombia, but if we take that piece of the prop- 
erty of the Republic of Colombia (whether we take it by force or 
fraud or by legitimate negotiation does not make any difference) 
we take the debt of Colombia on our shoulders until it is appor- 
tioned. 

Oh, well, you may say—and doubtless some people will say; 
doubtless some of them have already said—'‘What, the United 
States owe any of the debts of Colombia! No; certainly not. 
They never can be made to pay it.’’ Of course they can not be. 
They can not be made to pay their just debts to their own citizens. 

And I think it is most likely, if this property is seized upon 

and taken into the power and control of the United States, that 
the United States will not pay one dollar of Colombia's debts. I 
will always know they are bound to do it in law and justice, and 
I will always know that the United States are sticklers for their 
commercial integrity. 
_ I will always know that if a nation which, in order to sustain 
its commercial honor, insisted upon paying its bonds in a cur- 
rency in which it never contracted to pay them, because it was 
the best in the world, repudiates its debts it has gotten too pow- 
erful to be just; and all mankind will know the same thing. 

[ pray, Mr. President, that we will never be so great as that— 
that we shall never be so great that we will dare to disregard 
that which law and common honesty impose upon us. 

Mr. President, I have about finished what I have to say. I 
merely wanted to call attention to these points. I see all around 
me great lawyers, informed of the law. They have not taken 
the pains, possibly, to read it up in the last few days; since the 
3d day of November. Mr. President, none of us conceived that 
we would ever be called upon to study such a question as this. 
It has been settled through the ages. It has been settled by 
eon every man who has spoken for the United States on this 

subject, 

Now, how this particular nation was born I do not know, ex- 
cept so far as we have been informed by the Administration. I 
am not going outside of that at all, but it seems to bea fact stated 
that this great Government of Colombia, through its President, 
and to that extent only, made a contract with the United States, 
and then the Congress of that country refused to ratify that con- 
tract. Mr. President, did not the United States recently make a 
cr mt ract with Great Britain about this very canal? 

“ ~ President of the United States—it was the great President 
» Whom we have been speaking—madeasolemn contract. There 
*s no doubt in the world that he gave Great Britain to believe that 


XXX VIII——26 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| any amount of inference we please. 


| with that country. 


| declare war and what war it will declare. 


| and independent nations. 
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the Senate of the United States would ratify it, else Great Britain 
never would have made it,and yet it was brought here to the Senate, 
and I do not know that I am violating any rule—I do not know 
whether the matter has been made public or not, but it has been 
made public that the Senate took this action—when I say that the 
Senate put in that treaty a declaration in substance that we should 
have a right to fortify the canal. 

That great man from Minnesota, who was in charge of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, taught us all to believe that we ought 
to have that right—that a canal would not be such a one as we 
wanted without it. We rejected the treaty, so far as it was then 
written, and wrote another one, which Great Britain would rot 
sign. It was entirely different in that respect and in another. 
Is that cause for Great Britain to say we have not treated her 
properly? 

It may be that this extemporaneous President they had in Colom- 
bia made representations that he would help to get the treaty 
through, and it may be that he did not. Thatisonly the fault of 
the man. Itis1.ot the fault of the Government. The Govern- 
ment’s constitution provided that no treaty should be valid until 
it was ratified by the Congress, not the Senate, but by the Con- 
gress of Colombia, and the Congress did not choose to do it. 

We can indulge in any amount of suspicion we believe or in 
My inference is very much 
like that drawn by others, that they wanted and thought they 
could get more money; and nations very often act on that sort of 
principle. 

We had a treaty with Denmark. We started to buy some 
islands in the West Indies. We bought them, but we never paid 
forthem. Denmark did not like our terms. Has anybody ever 
said that Denmark acted in such a way as to give offense to the 
United States? Nobody has ever claimed any such thing. 

No, Mr. President, this isa bald pretense that Colombia has 
acted in any other way.in reference to the treaty than she had a 
right to act. People may get mad because they can not make an 
advantageous contract. I think myself the great Republic of Co- 
lombia made a mistake on the money question, but she hada 
right to make the mistake, and the United States had no right to 
complain of Colombia. Its Congress had never promised to ratify 
any treaty, and Congress was the sole pawer which could ratify. 

Mr. President, the particular point on which I wish to conclude 
is this: The United States is a wonderful power—wonderful; per- 
haps the strongest nation, taking it in all its parts, that ever ex- 
isted on earth. Wecould almost feed the world if the crops of 
the world outside of the United States failed. As a war power 
itis just about beyond calculation. Then we have a population 
all over the United States more than ready to go into any war 
Congress chooses to declare—more than ready; it is willing and 
anxious. 

We have a militia which, with a little training, could keep man- 
kind off the United States part of this continent. Wehavea Navy, 
not equal in number of vessels to that of several of the other large 
powers, but it has never been wanting when the time came. ‘And 
it has grown. It is growing like a boy grows between 14 and 16. 

The Navy is growing every day, and it is your purpose, Mr. 
President |Mr. PERKINS], and my purpose, and the purpose of 
all these legislators to make it grow, and we ought to make it 
grow. What for? To put our heel down on little powers like 
Colombia? It was never thought of. We could send our militia 
down there, without a regular officer, and do anything we please 
I doubt if a single brigade of the Regular 
Army could not handle that country without any trouble in the 
world. 

Now, have we gotten to be so great, has all this power been 
intrusted tous by our Master that we should abuse it like a bully? 
I fear we are doing it. I. fear we have got too large to be just, 
and the people of the country fear it. Whenever this nation gets 
too large to be just, it will be too large to be respected by its own 
citizens. 

Mr. President, there is one view of this subject to which atten- 
tion ought to be called. Iam not disputing, I do not contend in 
anything I have said, that the Government of the United States 
can not declare war, can not take part in a war that is already 
originated. I donot mean that. Here it is put down by the law 
writers that you have that power. You can make war if you 
choose. You could make war on the great Republic of Panama, 
if you choose. Certainly Congress has a right to declare war, 
and that right devolves on Congress the power to say when it will 


Now, here is what the 





great author Kent says on that subject: 


When civil war is regularly established in accuntry, and when the nation 
is divided into conflicting armies and opposing camps, the two parties may 
be dealt with by other powers as if they were separate communities, und 
such other powers may take part with one side or the other, according to 
their sympathies and interest, just as they migh* in a war between separate 
(1 Kent’s Cor . top p. 2.) 
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Iadmit that you havea perfect right to declare war and to make 
war on Colombia, if you want to do it. When I say ‘perfect 
right,’’ I mean according to the laws of nations and according to 
the Constitution of the United States. But whoever heard that 
the President of the United States could make war without the 
authority of Congress? 

War is being made, according to the President’s own declara- 
tion. He is making war on the Republic of Colombia without 


any authority from Congress, both by the Navy and the Army, | 
and for the purpose of securing that 10 miles of land through | 
God forbid that Congress or the people of the | 


that country. 
United States either should ever approve such a war! 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have said to some Senators 
on the opposite side of the Chamber that I did not expect to be 
able to press the resolution to a vote to-day, particularly on 
count of the thin condition of the Senate in view of our expected 


recess until the 4th day of January. I will therefore ask unani- | 


mous consent that this matter may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. HALE. There will be no objection to that course. 

Mr. LODGE. 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
resolution will go over without prejudice, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not on the Calendar, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senate. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Itransmit for the information of the Congress, in connection with the corre- 
spondence already transmitted relating to the recent revolution on the Isth- 
mus of Panama, and contained in House Document No. 8, Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, first session, parts 1 and 2, a report from the Secretary of State, with 
accompanying papers, concerning the convention between the United States 
and Colombia for the construction of an interoceanic canal across the Isthmus 
of Panama. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuitr House, 

Washington, December 18, 1903. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless otherwise directed by 


the Senate, the message and accompanying papers will be referred | 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LODGE. The papers accompanying the message just read | 


were sent in in connection with the correspondence already trans- 


mitted relating to the recent revolution on the Isthmus of Panama | 


and contained in House Document No. 8. I suggest that House 
Document No. 8 be printed with these papers, so that we may 
have them all together. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Both parts? 


Mi. LODGE. Both parts, sothat we may have all of the papers | 


together in convenient form. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Both parts will be printed in | 


accordance with the request of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 


tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


sideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes spent | 


in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment being, 
under the concurrent resolution of the two Houses, until Monday, 
January 4, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 18, 1908. 


POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Laura J. Hannon to be postmaster at Redondo, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

COLORADO. 

Orange W. Richardson to be postmaster at Longmont, in the 
county of Boulder and State of Colorado, in place of Orange W. 
Richardson. Incumbent’scommission expired December 20, 1902. 

CONNECTICUT. 

William H. Brown to be postmaster at Jewett City, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut, in place of William H. 
Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

William Holmes to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of William Holmes. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ac- | 


I myself desire to speak upon the Senator’s | 


DECEMBER 19. 


ILLINOIS. 

Hugh Bennett to be postmaster at Coal City, in the county of 
Grundy and State of Iilinois, in place of Hugh Bennett. Incum. 
bent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

INDIANA. 

Thompson Turner to be postmaster at Walkerton, in the county 
| of St. Joseph and State of Indiana, in place of Thompson Turner, 
| Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

IOWA. 

Frank Y. D. Bogert to be postmaster at Paullina, in the county 
of O’Brien and State of Iowa, in place of Frank V. D. Bogert. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

KANSAS. 

W. S. Baxter to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the county 
| of Cherokee and State of Kansas, in place of Jacob B. Boyer, de- 
| ceased. 
| Harvey J. Penney to be postmaster at Hays, in the county of 
| Ellis and State of Kansas, in place of James H. Downing. Incum- 
| bent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

B. L. Taft to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of Labett 
and State of Kansas, in place of John J. Benz, removed. 

MAINE. 

James H. DeCoster to be postmaster at Mechanic Falls, in th 
| county of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in place of James H. 
| DeCoster. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 190° 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
| Paul R. Bridgman to be postmaster at Ware, in the county of 
| Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in placeof Paul R. Bridg- 

man. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

William L. Lathrop to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in place of William L. 
Lathrop. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Henry 8. Moore to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Henry S. M 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 

Edward G. Spooner to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in place of William C. 
Stoddard. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 103. 

| Charles E. Wallace to be postmaster at Fitchburg, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Charles E. 
Wallace. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

James H. Whetton to be postmaster at Highlandville. in the 
eounty of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Jolin J. 
Whetton, deceased. 

MICHIGAN. 
George Burkhart to be postmaster at Saline, in the county « 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan, in place of George Burkhart. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 
| Edward F. Evarts to be postmaster at Chesaning, in the county 
of Saginaw and State of Michigan, in place of Edward F. Evarts. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 
MISSOURI. 

Edward W. Flentge to be postmaster at Cape Girardeau, in the 
| county of Cape Girardeau and State of Missouri, in place of August 
Bierwirth. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1903. 

NEBRASKA. 

Samuel B. Hall to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Saunders and State of Nebraska, in place of Samuel B. Hall, [n- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

Leander H. Jewett to be postmaster at Broken Bow, in the 
| county of Custer and State of Nebraska, in place of Leander H. 
Jewett. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1‘). 

John M. Jones to be postmaster at Clay Center, in the county 
of Clay and State of Nebraska, in place of John M. Jones. [0 
cumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1902. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Leslie I. Cooke to be ee at Hackettstown, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey, in place of George W. Smith. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

NEW YORK. 

Austin Hicks to be postmaster at Great Neck, in the c: unty of 
Nassau and State of New York, in place of M. A. Le Cluse. 1 
cumbent’s commission expired December 18, 1903. 

Hiram B, Odell to be postmaster at Newburgh, in the co unty of 
Orange and State of New York, in place of Hiram B. Odell. [- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Elmer H. Myhra to be postmaster at Wahpeton, in the county 
of Richland and State of North Dakota, in place of Alice David- 
son, resigned. 

j OHIO. 

George W. C. Perry to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 

| of Ross and State of Ohio, in place of Samuel H. Hurst. incu 
bent’s commission expires January 31, 1904. 
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Charles $. Putnam to be postmaster at Conneaut, in the county 
of Ashtabula and State of Ohio, in place of Charles S. Putnam. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

Charles W. Huy to be postmaster at Schuylkill Haven, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Irving 
W. Tyson. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1903. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 18, 1908. 
DISTRICT POLICE COURT JUDGE. 
Ivory G. Kimball, of the District of Columbia, to be judge of 
the police court of the District of Columbia. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 
I. Snowden Haines, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Burlington, in the State of New Jersey. 
John A. Thornton, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Teche, in the State of Louisiana. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 


port of Michigan City, in the State of Indiana. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 
Wiley F. Kennamer to be postmaster at Demopolis, in the 
county of Marengo and State of Alabama. 
Theophilus G. Fowler to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the 
county of Perry and State of Alabama. 
MITSSOURT. 
Edwat qd W. Flentge to be postmaster at Cape Girardeau, in the 
State of Missouri. . 
NEBRASKA, 
James McNally to be postmaster at Edgar, in the county of 
€lay and State of Nebraska. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Prescott B. Kinsman to be postmaster at Somersworth, in the 
county of Strafford and State of New Hampshire. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 





Hans A. Alm to be postmaster at Hankinson, in the county of 


Richland and State of North Dakota. 
J. L. Killion to be postmaster at Towner, in the county of Mc- 
Henry and State of North Dakota. 
Mathew Lynch to be postmaster at Lidgerwood, in the county 
of Richland and State of North Dakota. 
RHODE ISLAND, 
John A. Allen to be postmaster at Peace Dale, in the county of 
Washington and State of Rhode Island. 
William M. Gorhan to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Rhode Island. 
Benjamin B; Martin to be postmaster at Warren, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Rhode Island. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
O. H. La Craft to be postmaster at Clark, in the county of Clark 
and State of South Dakota. 


William T. Ellis to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of | 


McCook and State of South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 19, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. Itis the duty of the Chair to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that the vote yesterday on ordering the 
previous question upon the resolution reported by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER] was incorrectly reported. 
yeas were reported as being 108 and the nays 107. A correct count 
afterwards shows that the yeas were 107 and the nays 107—a tie 
be ee the motion upon ordering the previous question 

@ LOS8t, 
conlance with the facts, and all proceedings touching this resolu- 
don had subsequent to that erroneous announcement will be 
— ated. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. The 
luestion now is upon the approval of the Journal as amended. Is 
there objection? 
Journal is so approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A inessage from the Senate, by Mr. PLart, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that 
In which tl 

5. 2218, 


Tisdel; 


1€ concurrence of the House was requested: 
An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. 


The | 


Without objection, the Journal will be amended in ac- | 


{After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the 


the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 





8. 7. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
man; 

S. 6. An act granting a pension to Cora M. Converse; 

S. 8. An act granting an increase of pension to John Perry Kit- 
tredge; 

S. 547. An act granting an increase of pension to Irving W. 
Coombs; 

S. 1334. An act granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth; 


9or 


S. 1335. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
Daws; 


S.13. An act granting an increase of pension to William Clark; 

S. 1498. An act granting an increase of pension to Winslow P. 
Eayrs; 

S. 137. An act granting a pension to Hannah Kelly; 

S. 898, An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 


| Carter; 


S. 1705. An act granting a pension to Esther G. Wharton; 

S. 1772. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise K. 
Bard; 

S. 1497, An act granting an increase of pension to Walter F, 


Charles J. Robb, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the | Chase; 


S. 172. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth McClaren; 

S. 11. An act granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 

S. 9. An act granting an increase of pension to David E. Bur- 
bank; 

S. 1913. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E, 
Harrison; 

S. 1826. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Cutts; 

S. 1756. An act granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 
Cushman; 

S. 471. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve; 

S. 478, An act granting an increase of pension to Byron D. Bab- 
cock; 

S. 549. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Thomas; 

S. 798. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Templeton; 

S. 1259. An act .granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Stanyan; 

S. 565. An act granting an increase of pension to James E, 
Barnard; 

S. 190. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H, 
Bell; 

S. 478, An act granting an increase of pension to Olive J. 
Bailey; 

S. 12. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis E, 
Chase; 

S. 112. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Hammond; 

S. 1825. An act granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber; 

S. 1819. An act granting a pension to Charles P. Skinner; 

S. 182. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F., 
Holt; 

S. 1755. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Banks; 

S. 484. An act granting a pension to Nancy Marsh; 

S. 14. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Perry; 

8. 1827. An act granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P. 
Lewis; 

S. 339. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. 
Richardson; 

S. 338. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt; 

S. 1832. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Herron; 

S. 847. An act granting a pension to John L. Beveridge; 

S. 1402. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Paul; 

S. 2125. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus T, 
Caswell; 

S. 959. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Ranard; 

S. 1491. An act granting an increase of pension to James A, 
Hoover: 

S. 200. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy; 

S. 578. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bulla- 
| more; 
S. 2078. An act granting an increase of pension to Hampton C, 
| Watson; 

S. 1952. 
han; 

S. 1487. 
| Bullard; 

S. 458. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Beattie; 





An act granting an increase of pension to John Mona- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 


A404 CONGRESSIONAL 


S. 589. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McMullen; 

S. 1543, An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Jackson; 

S. 555. An act granting an increase of pension to Royal A. S. 
Kingsley; 

S. 937. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Siebelist; 

S. 452. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bullock; 

5. 586. An act granting a pension to Annie H. Zoll; 

S. 451. An act granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Conant; 

5S. 930. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Wiedemann; 

S. 929 An act granting an increase-of pension to Charles Stermer; 

S. 745. An act granting a pension to John Swenson; 

S. 456. 
Pierce; 

S. 587. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson P. 
Williamson; 

S. 744. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gas- 
coigne; 

S. 1929. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Spahr: 

S. 215. An act granting a pension to Mary D. Perry; 

S. 1429. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. 
Paquin; 

S. 821. An act granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Den- 
nison; 


5. 99. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- | 


herd; 

S. 65. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Allen; 

S. 78. An act granting a pension to E. C. Curtis; 


S. 367. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. | to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
| 


Richardson; 


S. 368. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. | 


Wilcox; 
ae 1559. An act granting an increase of pension to Marie A. 
ask; 


S. 1652. An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 


McMillan; 

S. 1704. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Ritchart; 

S. 814. An act granting a pension to Mamie H. Thayer; 

m. 1985. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
ites; 

S. 1984. 

S. 1604. 
Bishop; 

S. 1206. An act granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin; 

S. 2319 An act to provide for the construction of a light-house 
and fog signal at Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina 
at Cape Hatteras; and 

S. 1496. An act supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, 


incorporating the Columbian College in the District of Columbia, | Marbor, Michioan. 


and the acts amendatory thereof. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment joint resolution of the following title: 


H. J. Res. 64. Joint resolution authorizing the Commissioners | 
of the District of Columbia to permit the erection of certain poles | 


and overhead wires in connection with the work of eliminating 
grade crossings in the city of Washington. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President oft he United States 
Was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 


following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred | 


to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 
S. 39. An act in regard to a monumental column to commem- 


orate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 there- | 


for—to the Committee on the Library. 


sissippi—to the ( »mmittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 1656. An act to provide for the purchase of land for a mili- 
tary post at or near Columbus, Ohio—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

S. 2323. An act relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 
Reservation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 2685. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing 
the construction of additional light-house districts,’ approved 


An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. | 
| Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an examination and 
survey to be made of the channel from deep water in Hampton Roads to the 


An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts; | 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. | 


| Shrewsbury River, New Jersey 


| panying papers, was ordered printed and referred to th 


| respondence already transmitted relating to the recent revolut 


‘ . | States and 
S. 1844. An act to quiet certain land titles in the State of Mis- 
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July 26, 1886—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 26: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That under the direction of 
the Librarian of Congress there be printed and bound in cloth 7,000 copies of 
the records of the Virginia Company, of London, now in the custody of the 
Library of Congress, 500 copies for the Senate, 1,500 copies for the House of 
Representatives, and 5,000 copies for use and distribution by the Library of 
Congress— 


| to the Committee on Printing. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 30: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 


| survey to be made of Shallotte River, North Carolina, from the bar at the 


mouth of said river to the town of Shallotte, in Brunswick County, said 
State, with a view of dredging, cleaning out, and widening the channel, and 


| to submit a plan and estimate for such improvement— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 28: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


Norfolk Navy-Yard, with a view to widening and straightening the same 
and increasing the depth thereof to 35 feet, and to submit estimates for such 
improvement to that depth; and also estimates for such improvement toa 
depth of 30 feet— 


| to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 27: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to causea 
survey to be made of the South Branch of the Penobscot River near Frank- 


| fort, Me., with a view to submit a plan and estimate for such improvement— 
| to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 15: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of the harbor of St. Petersburg, on Tampa Bay, in Flor- 
ida, with a view to securing an adequate basin at said point for loading 
ocean-going vessels, with a channel 200 feet in width and 24 feet in depth from 
said basin to the main ship channel in Tampa Bay— 


PRINTING ILLUSTRATIONS OF HOUSE DOCUMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent that the 
printing of illustrations of the following documents be granted 
by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Document No. 112, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Survey of 


| Quincy Harbor and Bay, Illinois. 


House Document No. 119, Fifth-eighth Congress, second session: Survey of 
South Haven Harbor, Michigan. 

House Document No. 120, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: 
Memominee, Milwaukee, and Kinnickinnic rivers, Wisconsin. 

House Document No. 121, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: 
tion of Newport Harbor, Rhode Island. 

House Document No. 122, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Su 
Huron Harbor, Ohio. 

House Document No. 128, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Survey of 


Survey of 
Examina- 
rvey of 


? 


House Document No. 158, Fitty-eighth Congress, second session: Yaquina 


| Bay, Oregon. 


louse Document No. 159, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Club and 
Plantation creeks, Georgia. 
House Document No. 160, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Channel 


| in Detroit River, Michigan. 


House Document No. 161, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Marquette 
House Document No. 162, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Little 
Harbor, Woods Hole, Mass. 

House Document No. 163, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Sn 
River, Washington 

House Document No. 164, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Survey of 
Weepecket Rock, Massachusetts. 

House Document No. 165, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: (4 
Harbor, Michigan. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 


from the President of the United States; which, with the accom 
Com- 


omish 


mittee on Foreign Affairs: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit, for the information of the Congress in connection wit! 


cor: 
on the 
eighth 
State, 

iited 


yas the 


Isthmus of Panama, and contained in House Document No. &, Fif 
Congress, first session, parts 1 and 2,a report from the Secretary 0! 
with accompanying papers, concerning the convention between the | 
‘olombia for the construction of an interoceanic canal a 
Isthmus of Panama. 

THEODORE Roosty £L1 


Wuirter Hovsg, 
Washington, December 18, 1903. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the previol 
uestion on the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsy'vana 
Mr. WANGER] having been voted down. his resolution now 
open for amendment under the rules of the House. I therefore 


yious 
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offer as a substitute the following, which I will send to the desk | statement that a great many frauds and irregularities have ex- 


and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-Gencral be, and is hereby, requested to 
transmit to the House of Representatives all the papers and evidence touch- 
ing the investigations of alleged frauds and irregularities in the Post-Office 
Department and postal service, 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in support of 
that resolution, I desire to be heard very briefly, because I have 
been heard already substantially upon the question. The substi- 
tute explains itself to those who have listened to it. It is the ex- 
pression of a desire on my part, which I believe is entertained by 
the country, that all of the evidence in connection with the al- 
leged irregularities and frauds in the Post-Office Department go 
to the House, and through the House should go to the country as 
public documents. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. AsI understand the gentleman’s resolution, 
it would require sending and making public information which 
the Department of Justice requests should not be made public 
until the trial has been had of those who have been indicted for 
these frauds, on the ground that it would embarrass the prosecu- 
tion of those cases. The resolution of the gentleman would call 
for that information, would it not? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken. My resolution is addressed to the Postmaster-General and 
not to the Department of Justice. The Department of Justice 
has certain evidence which has not gone to the Post-Office De- 

artment. 

. That is not called for by the resolution. I call simply for all of 
the testimony which the Postmaster-General has in connection 
with these irregularities and frauds. 

The secret service, as I understand it—I may be mistaken about 
the fact—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But, unless I am mistaken, 
the secret service in the Department of Justice has certain testi- 
mony and certain proceedings that have not been reported by the 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. COWHERD., I think my friend is mistaken with regard 
to that. 

Mr.TAWNEY. The gentleman is mistaken in that statement. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not think I am. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD], a member of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, I think, knows the fact and I would like to have him 


state it. 

Mr. COWHERD. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that, if I understand it, this investigation was 
made entirely by the Post-Office Department through the post- 
office inspectors, and the information that was gathered, the 
vouchers, and things of that kind, were gathered by the inspectors 
and are held in the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of a Then, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
nel the resolution, and I will ask the Clerk to take down the 
amendment: 


Except such testimony as in the opinion of the Postmaster-General would 
defeat the ends of justice. 


Mr. TAWNEY. That then leaves your resolution, so far as the 
effect of it is concerned, identically the same as the resolution of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WaNGER] that was 
adopted yesterday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no; his resolution merely 
sent certain information to a committee, and gives each Member 


go through the House to the country, and I want it to come in 
voluminous style, just all of it that we can spread. 

_ Mr. TAWNEY, I will ask the gentleman from Mississippi if 
it is not competent for the House now to publish as a document 
the report that has already been made to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That would be competent, 
but Iam attacking this matter directly and not indirectly; and in 
addition to that I want this resolution passed, because, while it 
may not be true, it has at any rate been charged that the report 
of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General was subsequently 
edited. Now, I understand from the gentleman from Indiana that 
that charge is a mistake. If it isa mistake, why then we will 
get the identical report. If it isnot, we will get a different report. 
; Mr. TAWNEY. The substance of the report has already gone 

0 the country through the Associated Press, has it not? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no, 
a TAWNEY. Not the evidence. 
tr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There is a general outline 





| of this matter. 





isted. That statement has gone to the country. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not the evidence, but the substance of the 
Bristow report. 

Mr. BURLESON. About one-thousandth part of it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The general fact as to certain 
frauds and irregularities has gone to the country, connecting cer- 
tain people with those frauds and irregularities in a very indefi- 
nite way. There are other people connected with this matter 
who have not been directly attacked and brought to light, but 
the fact will bring them to light, and I want the country to see it. 

Mr. BURGESS. Ifthe gentleman from Mississippi will permit 
me—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. BURGESS. I should like to make this suggestion. I do 
not understand as a lawyer how the purpose of the Government 
in these prosecutions can be subserved by the secrecy of the facts 
that exist in the Department, for this reason: If these men who 
have been indicted are innocent, they are entitled to know the 
facts. If they are guilty they must know them already, and the 
country should know them. Howcan the secrecy of these papers 
developed in this investigation aid the Government in its prose- 
cution of thieves, if there be such, for they know the facts 
already, if they are guilty? . 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I appreciate what the gentle- 
man from Texas says; but 1 understand that now and then cer- 
tain information might put a criminal on notice and enable him 
to get out of the way of justice—flee the country, or do something 
of that kind. I donot want to defeat the ends of justice in any way. 

Mr. COWHERD. Before my friend yields the floor, I should 
like to know if he will yield to me about five minutes? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to keep control of the 
situation; that is all. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, let us have the resolution read 
as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been read, but it can be 
read again by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DALZELL. As amended. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
read as amended by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the. Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requested to 
transmit to the House of Representatives all the papers and evidence touch- 
ing the investigation of all alleged frauds and crakebeities in the Post-Office 


Department and postal service, except such testimony as, in the opinion of 
the Postmaster-General, would defeat the ends of justice. 


The SPEAKER. This is offered asa substitute for the pending 
resolution, as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I find that by an 
awkwardness of expression I have incorporated in the amend- 
ment ‘‘such as in the opinion of the Postmaster-General.” I 
mean, of course, ‘‘in the opinion of the Attorney-General.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman amends his amendment by 
substituting the words ‘‘ Attorney-General ’’ for the words ‘‘ Post- 
master-General.”’ = 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that I see not the 
slightest objection to that. It simply gives the House what they 
already have. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What the House already has 
not; but if the gentleman has no objection to it, this will be the 


| most amicable fracas we have ever had. 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman has completed his speech, I 
think we can pass it unanimously. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Reserving my time, I want to 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. CowHErpD], 


: | and immediately after that, five minutes to the gentleman from 
of the House about six or seven copies. I want this testimony to | 


Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, I should like 
to make a short statement to the House as to the present situation 
It seems to me that there has been an endeavor to 
create the impression, or at least a belief seems to exist in certain 
quarters, that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
had been attempting to suppress this information. I want to say 
for the chairman of the committee that it was on his resolution, 
in the first instance, that the House asked a reference of these pa- 
pers to that committee, and it was his statement in the committee 
that they should be given the widest publicity possible. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we did not know what actually might be in 
thosepapers. Wedid not know the position the Department would 
take about publishing the matter. In connection with the inter- 
est of justice, and that we might not in any way hamper that 
Department, we desired that the committee might have an oppor- 
tunity to go through the papers furnished before demanding that 
absolutely all papers should be published. The intention, I know, 


on the part of the minority, and the intention on the part of the 
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majority of that committee (and I give them credit for equal 
candor and fairness) was that nothing should be kept back, but 
that all should be published. Nothing was attempted to be cov- 
ered up, and that committee gave to this House all the information 
furnished by the Postmaster-General. 

By the passage of the resolution of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi the House will get the same papers that the Post-Office 
Committee has already obtained, in the printing of which that 
committee, in the endeavor to put the matter fully and fairly be- 
fore the country and the House, has already expended almost to 
the full extent the sum they are authorized to use for printing 
under the general resolution of the House, and they have divided 
these publications with every Member of this House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to suggest to the gen- 
tleman that it has been reported, as shown by portions of the 
report of Messrs. Bonaparte and Conrad, that certain things had 
been covered up, especially in connection with Mr. Perry Heath. 

Mr. COWHERD. I have read that report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If that is true, then under 
this resolution we will get the truth about Mr. Heath. 

Mr. COWHERD. Ithinkthe gentleman from Mississippi mis- 
understands the report as published in the newspapers. I un- 
derstand the report of Messrs. Conrad and Bonaparte to be on the 
action of the Post-Office Department on the Tulloch charges, 
where, it was said, there was an attempt to cover up something 
in regard to Mr. Heath. I do not understand that report to say 
that the report of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General Bristow 
as printed, covering about 400 pages, was in any way an attempt 
to cover up anything in regard to that gentleman or anybody 
else. My impression is, if the gentleman will examine that report 


which is found in the newspaper accounts, he will see that the | 


covering up referred to was the act of the Postmaster-General in 
refusing to investigate the Tulloch charges. 

I see no objection to the resolution of the gentleman. It will 
simply give the House more copies to distribute, and for my part 


I think they ought to be distributed widely and put in the hands | 


of everybody that cares to look into the matter. hat I do object 
to is what appears to be a belief that is expressed that the Post- 
Office Committee, either the majority or the minority, have at- 
tempted in this matter to cover up or keep anything from the 
public or from the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
tleman that I have never had any such idea. 


Mr. COWHERD. I think the House had, from some talk I | 


have heard on the floor. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I certainly would feel very 
much hurt if the gentleman thought I think so. 


pose of discussion. 

Mr. SPERRY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Connecticut? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
tleman want? 

Mr. SPERRY. Just a minute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I concur fully 
in the statements made by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
CowneERD]. I believe he gave clearly and succinctly just what 
took place in the Post-Office Committee. Iagree with him entirely 
that that was the course which we pursued. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I desired to get the floor for the pur- 


How much time does the gen- 


se of offering an amendment as a substitute for the one offered | 


y the gentleman from Mississippi. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi declines to yield for that purpose, and therefore I have 
nothing to say. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, if no one wishes 
to be heard further, I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment, in 
the nature of a substitute, offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The question was taken; and the resolution as amended was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Wiiu1ams of Mississippi, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 28 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned until 
Monday, January 4, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Well, I must say to the gen- | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of thé Treasury, transmit- 
ting estimates of appropriations required by the several Depart- 
ments of the Government to complete the service for the tisca] 
year ending June 30, 1904, and prior years, and for the postal 
service, payable from the postal revenues—to the Committee on 
| Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, asking authority 
to deliver to certain officers of the United States decorations and 
other things presented or conferred by foreign governments—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting additional estimates of appropriations for service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905—to the Committees on Appro- 
priations and Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
| ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation for reimbursement 
| of the government of the Philippine Islands—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relat- 
ing to the claim of J. W. Webster—to the Committee on Claims, 
| and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Frederick S. Corbett and Henry C. Corbett, administrators of es- 
| tate of Sewell B. Corbett, against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect 
submitting an estimate of increased limit of cost of public build- 
| ing at Minneapolis, Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


DECEMBER 19, 





ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 





I yield five | 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] for the pur- | 
| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6289) to pro- 
| vide for the abatement of nuisance in the District of Columbia 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the following 


| titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 


Yeas and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 
Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


by the Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes, 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 47); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
| Calendar. 
| Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1987. reported in 
| lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8460) providing for the transfer of fores 
reserves from the Department of the Interior to the Departme: 
of Agriculture, accompanied by a report (No. 48); which said 
_ bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield five | 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged frou 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were th 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5538) granting a pension to Jane El‘zabet! 
lock—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, ana ref< 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5552) granting a pension to Vina Lindenbone! 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Comuit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to Fielding W. M 
| Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Cou 
| tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Columbus N. Br 
| Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Comt- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5694) granting an increase of pension to Logan 
O’ Banion-—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred tv te 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5917) granting a pension to Perry Abbett—Com- 
| mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 02 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6127) granting a pension to Louis H. Leland— 














Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6128) granting a pension to Birdie M. Wedge— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6129) granting a pension to Edwin M. Raymond— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Antoinette I. Sawyer— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6708) granting a pension to Anne Renssner—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6868) granting an increase of pension to George 
R. Hansen—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7449) for the relief of James H. Shannon—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7601) granting an increase of pension to Elezar 
Jones—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Jennings—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8427) for the enlargement of 
the United States post-office building at Frankfort, Ky.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


post-office building at Lexington, Ky.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8429) for the improvement of 
Kentucky River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8430) to grant certain 
mineral lands to the State of Arkansas for the benefit of Searcy 
College—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8481) to amend the laws regulating appeals 
and writs of error from the circuit court of appeals to the Supreme 
Court of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8428) for the enlargement of the United States | 
















































































By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8432) to pro- | 


vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Yazoo City, in the State of Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8433) to amend sec- 
tion 17 of an act of Congress approved June 30, 1880. so as to 
include certain court records and copies thereof in the third class 
. —_ matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

sy Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 8434) making appropriation for 
the repair of the Government road to the national cemetery at 
Pineville, La.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8435) to amend the 
act of Congress of March 11, 1902, relating to homesteads—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 8436) providing for the estab- 


lishment of a Government building in the town of Moscow, 
Idaho—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8487) providing for the establishment of a 
Government building at the town of Pocatello, Idaho—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

_Also, a bill (Hl. R. 8438) providing for the establishment of a 

Government building at Lewiston, Idaho—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 8439) for the appropriation of $5,350 for pav- 
ing in the streets adjoining the United States Government build- 
ae at Soe Idaho—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
4Tounds, 

_ By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8440) to authorize the read- 
Justment of the accounts of army officers in certain cases, and for 
Ovher purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 
at Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8441) to pro- 
na for the erection of a public building at Connellsville, Pa.— 

i. “~ committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
ter ms BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 8442) authorizing the Secre- 
a 4 0 Agriculture to gather statistics relating to production of 
on on, and raising revenue to defray the expense thereof—to the 

Ommittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 8443) for the purchase of a site 
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and erecting a public building at Dyersburg, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 8444) for 
ublic building at Union City 
ic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8445) for the purchase of a site and erection 


= of site and erection of a 
, Lenn.—to the Committee on Pub- 


of a public building at Trenton, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8446) granting carriers-in the 
rural free-delivery service an annual leave of absence with pay— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8447) to establish 
and provide for probate courts in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes—to the.Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8448) to protect the coins of 
the United States from destruction—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8449) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Boulder, in the 
State of Colorado—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8450) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey or surveys to be made to deter- 
mine the practicability and cost of atide-water ship canal across 
the State of Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 8451) for the erection of a 
public building at York, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8452) for the extension 
of V street, District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8453) for the ex- 
tension of Twenty-third street from S street to California avenue— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 8454) to authorize the 
issue of national-bank currency secured by clearing-house certifi- 
cates of reserve cities and to cause its early retirement—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of men who enlisted in 
the United States Army, Navy, or Marines prior to July 1, 186i1— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8456) to establish on the coast of the State of 
California a station for the investigation of problems connected 
with the marine fishery interests of that region—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8457) for the erection of a statue of Commo- 


| dore John D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, Cal.—to the Commit- 


tee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8458) amending section 13 of Title I, chapter 1, 
of the political code of Alaska—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8459) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to sell, under regulations to be prescribed by him, yucca 
plants on Government land—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands: 


| A bill (H. R. 8460) providing for the transfer of forest reserves 


from the Department of the Interior to the Department of Agri- 
culture, in heu of H. R. 1987—to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 27) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to furnish the House of Represent- 
atives information regarding deeper draft in Charleston Harbor, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A resolution (H. Res. 111) authorizing the 
Doorkeeper to appoint three assistants in the document room, at 


| $1,000 each per annum, and one janitor, at $720 per annum—to 


the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Memorial from the Idaho legislature pray- 
ing for appropriation for locating the boundary line between the 
States of Idaho and Wyoming—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, memorial from the mayor and city conncil of Pocotello, 
relative to the Fort Hall Indian Reservation—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial from the governor and legislature of the State 
of Idaho, concerning the control and regulation of trusts—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial from the legislature of Idaho, concerning the 
Priest River Forest Reserve—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Idaho legislature, concerning the 
rights of owners of live stock—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Idaho legislature, concerning a sys- 
tem of artesian wells in Idaho—to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 8461) to remove charge of | 
desertion from George H. Dunn—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8462) granting an increase of pension to | 


James Walts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 8463) for the relief of John Cod- 
man Soley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8464) granting a pension 
to Susan T. Bunch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (R. R. 8465) for the relief of Archie B. Forbess—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8466) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin 
I’. Ball—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8467) for the relief of William A. Haley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8468) for the relief of certain occupants and 
amen of land in Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8469) granting a pension to Silas R. Harris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8470) for the relief of the estate of S. I. 
Evans—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8471) for the relief of the estate of T. H. 
Goodloe, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8472) for the relief of heirs of A. J. Howard 
and J. H. Spivey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8473) to supplement an act of C ongress ap- 
_ ed February 27, 1899, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of the 

ourth Arkansas Mounted Infantry ’’—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8474) for the relief of J. S. Siddall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8475) for the relief of John Smith, of Ar- | 


kansas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8476) granting a pension to 
Rolan J. Southerland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8478) granting a pension to John H. Pepper— | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8479) granting a pension to J. H. E. Guest— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8480) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Elijah Rearick—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to | 


Ora Agnes Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 8482) granting an increase of | 


pension to John C. Foos—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8483) granting a pension to 
William P. Parrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 8484) for the relief of | 


James H. Birch—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8485) granting an increase of pension to 
Jarvis Hanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8486) granting a pension to Jacob A. Leabo— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8487) for the relief of Aaron B. | 


Galloway—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8488) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8489) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 


and commonly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 


By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 8490) to increase the pension | 


of Isom Wilkerson—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 
crease of pension to William Hoar—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 8492) granting an increase 
of pension to James Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10DS. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 8493) granting a pension to 
H. I’. E. Schroer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8494) to correct the 
military record of Davis Todd—to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8495) for the relief of Charles 
Simmons—to the Committee on War Claims. 


77) granting a pension to John W. Guest— | 


Court of | 


8491) granting an in- | 
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By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 8496) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- } 
sions. 

|_ By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 8497) for the relief of Henry 
| Bisch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 8498) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan Klingenfus—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

| By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 8499) granting an increase of 
| pension to E. G. De Lap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8500) granting a pension to 
A. P. Wishon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8501) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Nance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8502) for the relief of William Abbott—to 

the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8503) granting an increase of pension to 
| George W. Schachleiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8504) to make Lieut. Commander Arthur P. 
Osborn a commander on the retired list—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A biil (H. R. 8505) for the relief of the heirs 
of Cyrus D. Hottenstein, dec eased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8506) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Merrick, Merrick & Cope—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 8507) to pay John H. 
Lillie six months’ interest coupons, and so forth—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R.8508) for the relief of Elisha D. W. Shekell— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8509) to authorize the payment of moneys 
| due John J. Gosper—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8510) to amend section 715 of the Revised 
| Statutes of the United States, regulating the compensation and 

number of criers and bailiffs in the United States courts—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8511) for the relief of Mrs. Louise E. Ord— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8512) to correct the military record of Peter 
| L. Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8513) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Sullivan—to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8514) to remove the charge of desertion 
| from the military record of Benjamin L. Gorsuch—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8515) to remove charge of desertion against 
| James Dorsey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8516) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles R. Stevens—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8517) to correct the military record of Henry 
S. Hiil—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8518) to remove charge of desertion from the 
| military record of Charles Williams—to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8519) to remove charge of desertion from the 
ae record of John O’Mara—to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8520) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Phillip Hahn—to the Committee on Miulit 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8521) to correct the military record of George 
Hare, alias Frank Waters, alias George F. Waters—to the Cou- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8522) for the relief of Sarah A. Cady—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8523) to remove the charge of desert 
| from the military record of Robert Fairman—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8524) to remove charge of desertion a 
Benjamin F. Moore, alias Henry F. Hunt—to the 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8525) to remove the charge of desertion tron 
the military record of John G. Falkner—to the Committee 0 
| Military Affairs. 

Als», a bill (H. R. 8526) for the relief of Peter 
| Committee on Military Affairs. ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8527) granting a pension to John Kirk, alias 
| Charles Byrne—to the ¢ ‘ommittes on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8528) for the relief of Margaret Hay: 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8529) granting a pension to S. A. Merr} 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. ba $530) granting a pension to Char 
| Sewall—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 8531) granting an increase of pension to Dr. 
John McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8532) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Herron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8533) granting an increase of pension to G. 
K. Glenn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8534) granting a pension to M. A. Durkee— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8535) granting an increase of pension to 
Ashley A. Youmans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8536) granting an increase of pension to 


Lieut. Horace A. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8537) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleanore C. Ransom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8538 
James R. Scarfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8539) granting a pension to John M. Leader— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8540) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Cosgro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8541) granting a pension to Harriett A. Tap- 
pan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8542) granting a pension to Annie E. Wal- 
lace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8548) granting an increase of pension to | 


H. L. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8544) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Bryming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8545) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Phar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8546) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam L. Bourquin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8547) granting a pension to Heury Hinckley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8548) granting a pension to Edwin R. Fox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8549) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Lomsberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8550) granting a pension to Lucie Place—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8551) for the relief of Lucy M. Cleveland— | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8552 
Robert Hendry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8553) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie C. Fletcher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8554) granting an increase of pension to J. M. 
Kiehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8555) granting a pension to Dr. H. H. May- 
nard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8556) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Prettyman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to Mary E. Dean— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8558) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Edmonds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8559) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen B. Yeoman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8560) granting a pension to William A. P. 
Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8561) granting a pension to Charles E. Col- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8562) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8563) granting a pension to Reuben Barn- 
hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8564) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8565) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wesley Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8566) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Volekmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8567) granting a pension to Eliza C. Lay- 
cock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8568) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8569) granting a pension to Harriet E. Carr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8570) granting an increase of pension to 8. A. 
Rick y—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, @ bill (H. R. 8571) granting an increase of pension to 
Jam S Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a eae bill (Hl. R. 8572) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

iat a wa the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
Sche San ill (H.R. 8573) granting an increase of pension to 

in Dick—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8574) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward M. Heaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8575) granting an increase of pension to 
John Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8576) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
(Fox) Everett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8577) granting an increase of pension to 
James Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8578) granting an increase of pension to 






| Benjamin C. Harter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8579) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin De R. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8580) granting an increase of pension to Al- 


| bert E. Meigs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8581) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert W. Birkbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8582) granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Overton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8583) granting a pension to Catharine L. 
Edgar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8584) granting a pension to Benjamin Eaton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8585) granting an increase of pension to 


| Charles Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8586) granting a pension to Samuel Vance 
Conner-—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8587) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 8588) granting a pension to Samuel M. Doo- 
little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8589) granting an increase of pension to Em- 
mer Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8590) granting a pension to Anna McNa- 
mara—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8591) granting a pension to Henry J. Ack- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8592) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan A. Volkmar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8593) granting a pension to Louise G. Orr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8594) granting an increase of pensionto John 


| A. Lennon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8595) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H.R.8596) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac D. Stine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8597) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Whitny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8598) for the relief of Estaloee H. Bailey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8599) granting an increase of pension to Hen- 


| rietta J. Hazel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8600) granting a pension to O. P. Warner— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8601) granting an increase of pension to Dotha 
J. Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to Zenobia Bueb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to Charles W. Lan- 
dree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8604) granting a pension 
royd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8605) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Bunford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8606) granting a pension to Allen Neighbors— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8607) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Charnock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 8608) granting an increase of pension 
Theodore Kiluge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8609) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel W. Bryning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8610) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward F. Charnock—to the Committee on Invalid P: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8611) granting an increase of p 
Charles W. De Motte—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8612) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Oliver M. Shaw—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8613) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Julius to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8614) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Hall Barry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8615) granting a pension to John Maybohm— 
i to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8616) granting a pension to John C. Culp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8617) granting an increase of pension to Ches- 
ter M. Thwing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8618) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard 8S. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8619) granting an increase of pension to 
James Sherwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8620) granting an increase of pension to | 


Celia M. Viven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8621) granting an increase of pension to 
Clemens Schmitz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8622) granting a pension to Almira Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8623) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8624) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Beveridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8625) granting an increase of pension to 
Neeta H. Marquis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8626) granting an increase of pension to | 


Rose Rossiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8627) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8628) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Amelia Noell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8630) granting a pension to Anna R, A. 
Milner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8631) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 8632) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Kinley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8633) for the relief of Elizabeth Adams—to | 


the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8634) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Detwiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension to Matilda 8S. 
Lawler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCE: A bill (H. R. 8636) for the relief of Nor- 
man C. Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8637) granting an increase of pension to Syl- 
vester T. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8638) granting an increase 
of pension to Walter 8S. Wikoff—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8639) granting a pension to Mary E. Keller- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8640) granting an increase of pension to Di- | 


ana D. Howard—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8641) granting an increase of pension to Mi- | 


chael McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8642) for the relief of Mary Nolan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 8643) for the relief of John Wilkes Moore— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8644) granting a pension to James R. Hicks— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8645) for the relief of Mrs. | 


M. L. Baker—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8646) for the relief of George W. Guyer—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8647) granting an increase of 
pension to Abner T. Rollins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bar- 
din—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8649) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam B. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8650) granting a pension to Hannah Gage— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8651) for the relief of the estate of John H. 
Grimes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8652) granting a 


pension to William Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 8653) for relief of T. J. Cole- 
man—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8654) for the relief of Charles L. Boone—to 
the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8655) granting a pension to Jane Townsend— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8656) granting a pension to Christina Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8657) for the relief of the estate William M. 
Hodges, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8658) for the relief of R. C. Payne—to tho 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8659) for the relief of William A. Brown and 
| Frederick R. Brown and John R. Brown, surviving partner of 
ro tea and Frederick R. Brown—to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 8660) for the relief of the 
heirs of Edmund Wolf—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 8661) granting an increase 
| of pension to Samuel F’. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8662) granting a pension to Elijah Sullivan— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 





Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
| By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Central Lodge, No. 128, 0. D, 

H. 8., and 56 other lodges and clubs of German-Americans, pro- 

testing against the passage of bills known as the Hepburn and 

Dolliver bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. BENTON: Petition of Cameron Garrett Post, No. 115, 
| Grand Army of the Republic, Carl Junction, Mo., in favor of a 

service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 

to James Walts—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of business men of Mound 
Valley, Kans., protesting against the parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers from the National Fraternal Congress, of Flint, 
Mich., protesting against the passage of Senate bill 1261—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolution of John A. Rawlins 
| Post, No. 126, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Re- 
| public, favoring the passage of aservice-pension bill—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of citizens of Minnesota against the passage of the 
parcels-post bill—to the Committge on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Lilly Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Syracuse, N. Y., for a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Otis H. Tillinghast Post, No. 548, Morris- 
ville, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, 
| urging the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Italian-American Republican Club, of Syra- 
cuse, N. Y., protesting against a restriction of immigration—to 
| the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of Lorenzo Cooper Post, No. 
81, and others, of Lathrop, Mo., Grand Army of the Republi 
the relief of Jacob A. Leabo—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Affidavits in support of bill to per 
| William P. Parrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of old soldiers and Grand Army of the Re) 
of West Virginia, in support of H. R. 2972—to the Committ 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of citizens of Dryden, N. Y., fa 
ing the passage of the Hepburn interstate liquor law— 
| Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petitions of citizens of Idaho and W 
ton agsinst repeal of stone and timber act—to the Commit 
| the Public Lands. 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petitions of J.R.T.Gordon Post, N 
| Grand Army of the Republic, of Haneys Corner, Ind., « 

McKeehan Post, No. 36, Grand Army of the Republic, of 4 
| Vernon, Ind., in favor of a service-pension law—to the Comuuitice 
| on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Gust. Swanson, of Rockford, Il'., 
urging the passage of the McCumber bill—to the Comm! n 
| Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
| By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Charles Simmons for allow 

claim—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, petition of citizens of Baxter, Iowa, in favor of the Hep 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LLOYD: Remonstrance of business men of Queen ‘ Ivy’ 
| Mo., against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Comutt 
| on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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Ry Mr. RYAN: Memorial of the American Society for the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Animals, against the passage of bill H. R. 
9573—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Letters and papers relating to the claim of 
Shadrach D. Bardin, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, letter to accompany claim of Abner T. Rollins, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany the bill for the relief of Mrs. M. L. 
Baker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
6203, granting a pension to William R. Barrett—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 





SENATE. 


MonpDay, January 4, 1904. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HALg, D. D. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings | 


of Saturday, December 19, 1908, when, on request of Mr. PENROSE, 
and by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 


with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 


ORDNANCE AND ORDNANCE STORES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a general 
staff report relating to the issue of obsolete ordnance and ordnance 
stores for the use of State and Territorial educational institutions, 
ete.; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT PECK RESERVATION, MONT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re- 
port from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relative to the 
Indians of the Fort Peck Reservation, Mont., concerning the 
division of their reservation into town lots, etc.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR OF MANILA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a joint 
communication from the Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting a letter from the Joint Army and Navy 
Board, relative to the defense of the harbor of Manila and the 
proposed naval station at Subig Bay; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Superintendent of Buildings and Grounds, 


Library of Congress, for the year ended June 30, 1903; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of State, requesting that certain | 


officers of the United States Army may receive decorations be- 
stowed on them by the Chinese Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of State, requesting, pursuant to law, authority to deliver 
to officers of the United States, civil, naval, and military, certain 
decorations bestowed upon them by foreign governments and 
rulers; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
Hons, and ordered to be printed. 


RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 


‘ The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
pe to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement of the 
a oo and buildings rented by that Department in the District 
th umbia and the various States and Territories, and the an- 
waa ntal paid in each case; which, with the accompanying 
G » Was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
5 Ser and ordered to be printed. 
and also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attor- 
ieee transmitting, in response toa resolution of the 17th 
Seon a rtain information relative to the buildings rented 
which lout the United States by the Department of Justice; 
1, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
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er. oro on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement of the quarters and 
buildings rented by the government of the District of Columbia, 


and the annual rental paid in each case; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Civil 
Service Commission, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 17th ultimo, certain information relative to the buildings 
rented throughout the United States by the Civil Service Com- 
mission; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

VESSEL BRIG PILGRIM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel brig Pilgrim, John 
Thissel, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Raleigh Sherman, administrator of Isaac Hollings- 
worth, deceased, devisee under the will of Harriet B. Hollings- 
worth, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth W. Hays, sole heir of Mary A. Walker, deceased, v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Edmund Mc- 
Kenna, administrator of Jackson Foster, deceased, v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPUBLIC OF PANAMA. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that to- 
morrow morning, immediately after the routine business, with 
the permission of the Senate, I shall ask leave to make some re- 
| marks in regard to the pending resolution relating to the Repub- 
lic of Panama. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of Blucher 
Lodge, No. 25, of Colchester; of Germania Lodge, No. 11, of Nor- 
wich; of Teutonic Lodge, No. 9, of Hartford; of Eichenkranz 
| Lodge, No. 21, of Thompsonville; of Admiral Schley Lodge, No. 
32, of New Britain; of Harmonia Lodge, No. 1, of Meriden; of 
Lessing Lodge, No. 5, of Seymour, and of the Socialer Turner 
| Society, of New Britain, all in the State of Connecticut; of Ten- 
tonia Lodge, No. 1, of Cullman; of the Concordia Society, of Bir- 
mingham; of the Workmen’s Sick and Death Benefit Fund, 
Branch No. 199, of Bessemer; of the German Association of 
Cullman; of the Workmen’s Sick and Death Benefit Fund, 
Branch No. 128, of Blocton, and of the Kruger Verein of Cull- 
| man, all in the State of Alabama; of the Wilhelm Circle, of 
Springfield; of Local Union No. 45, of Springfield; of the St. 
Ignatius Society, of Chillicothe; of Walhalla Division, No. 1, of 
Toledo; of Germania Lodge, No. 135, of Portsmouth; of the Ger- 
man Pioneer Society of Toledo; of the Germania Lodge, No. 12, 
of Toledo; of the Bavarian Benevolent Society of Springfield: of 
Harugari Lodge, No. 666, of Toledo, and of the Bavarian Na- 
tional Society of Springfield, all in the State of Ohio; of the 
Schiller Society, of Springfield; of Lodge No. 115, of Dessaic; of 
the Gesang Verein of York Creek; of the Uhland Lodge, of Dallas; 
of the Singing Club of Frohsinn; of Casper Real Lodge, No. 104, 
of Cranes Mill; of the Casino Association, of Cibolo Valley; of 
the Sons of Hermann of Lavernia; of Lodge No. 197, of Clifton; 
| of Anton Wenzel Lodge, No. 174, of San Antonio; of Lodge No. 

187, of Cleburne; of Lodge No. 3, of Taylor; of the Sons of Her- 

mann of Needville and Flatonia; of Lodge No. 206, of Cypress 

Top; of Sedan Lodge, No. 123, of Raisin; of the Agricultural So- 
| ciety of Cat Spring; of Fernando Lodge, No. 71, of Castroville: of 
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Paul Kruger Lodge, No. 192, of Port Arthur; of Helvetia Lodge, | of G. K. Warren Post, No. 286, of Brooklyn; of W. T. Wickham 


No. 173, of Taylor; of Golf Lodge, No. 46, of Galveston; of Central 
Lodge, No.128,of Waco; of Claus Grothe Lodge, No.103,of Breslau; 
of Lodge No. 4, of Waco; of the Sons of Hermann of Austin; of 
Tarrant Lodge, No. 92, of Fort Worth; of the Singing Society of 
Bellville; of Lodge No. 53, of Kenney; of Widukind Lodge, No. 9, 
of Denison; of Steuben Lodge, No. 73, of Bergheim; of Lodge No. 
32, of San Antonio; of the Sons of Hermann of El Paso; of Lodge 
No. 168, of Houston; of Lodge No. 102, of Germantown; of 
Lodge No. 5, of Temple; of Lodge No. 28, of Shelby; of Wieland 
Lodge, No. 26, 
Carl Schurz Lodge, of Hallettsville; of Lodge No. 171, of Weser; 
of the Singing Club of Brenham; of Lodge No. 204, of Gaines- 
ville; of Lodge No. 78, of Sweet Home; of Lodge No. 188, - 
Eagle Pass; of Humboldt Lodge, No. 16, ‘of Kyle; “of Lodge N 

66, ‘of Dallas; of Lodge No. 170, of Galveston; of Magnolia Eales 

No. 7, of Houston; of Lodge No. 160, of Austin; of Lodge No. “2 


of Austin: of the Woodmen of the World of Shelby; of Lodge 


No. 47, of Sherman; of Wartburg Lodge, No. 62, of De: anison; and | 


of Lodge No. 111, of Round Rock, all in the State of Texas, re- 


monstrating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the | 


interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. LODGE presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian | 


Temperance Union of Fall River; of the Waltham Woman’s Club, 
of Waltham; of the congregation of the Broadway Baptist Church, 
of Cambridge, and of the congregation of the Second Baptist 


Church of Fall River, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying | 


for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- | 
tian Temperance Union of Denniker, N. H., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the North Capitol and Ecking- 
ton Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the 


enactment of legislation providing for the opening and grading of | 
5S o 


S and T streets from Lincoln avenue east to Second street NE.., 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Washing- 
ton, D. C., remonstrating against the laying of a street-car line 
on First street SE., between B and E streets south, in that city; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Sailors’ Union of the Pa- 
cific Coast, of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the 


enactment of legislation to amend the laws relating to American | 


seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and to promote com- 
merce in respect to allotments; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALGER presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the Highland Park Church, of Highland Park; of Fair- 
banks Relief Corps, No. 10, Department of Michigan, of Detroit, 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of South Jack- 


son, all in the State of Michigan, praying for an investigation of | 


the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SmMoorT, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the Woman’s Literary Club | 
of Wheeling, W. Va., and a petition of the Presbytery of Wash- 


ington, Pa., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 


filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; | 


which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the New York 


Board of Trade and Transportation, of New York City, praying | 


that an appropriation be made for the improvement of Bronx 
Kills, an arm of the East River, at that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Central Trades and Labor 
Council of Olean, of the Wood Carvers’ Association of Syracuse, 
of Typographical Union No. 55, of Syracuse, all of the American 
Federation of Labor, and of Utica Division No. 90, Order of Rail- 
road Telegraphers, of Frankfort, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the’passage of the so-called eight-hour bill, and also 
the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York City 
and Wallkill, in the State of New York, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented petitions of Root Post, No. 151, of Syracuse; | 


of N. G. Lyon Post, No. 48, of Cohoes; of E. D. Farmer Post, No. 
119, of Oneonta; of Frank Norton Post, No. 116, of Schuylerville; 


of San Marcos; of Lodge No. 60, of Mason; of | 


Post, No. 655, of Otto; of Union Post, No. 407, of Findley Lake: 
of Francis E. Pierce Post, No. 455, of Rochester; of Ke tcham 
Post, No. 495, of Woolseys Hall; of George E. Meade Post, No, 
38, of New York City; of Moses F. Odell Post, No. 443, of Brook- 
lyn; of Carroll Post, No. 279, of Port Jervis; of Mark L. Scoville 
Post, No. 459, of Mount Morris; of George Huntsman + No. 
50, of Flushing, and of Wallace B. Ranson Post, No. 432, of 
Clarence, all of the Department of New York, Grand a of 
| the Republic, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which we re referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the organization of seamen of 
the port of New York. remonstrating against the enactment of 
| legislation to amend the laws relating to American seamen, for 


| the protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce in re- 








spect to allotments; which was referred to the Committee op 
| Commerce, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Orange County, 
| Herkimer County, Seneca County, Oneida County, Livingst ton 
County, Columbia ( Younty, Steuben County, and Oswe go County, 
all in the State of New York, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the improvement of the highways of the country: which 
were referred to the Committee on Agric ulture and Forest ry. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Second 
| Presbyterian Church of Peekskill; of the congregation of the 
| North Presbyterian Church, of New York City; of the Woman’s 
Missionary Society of Goshen; of the congregation of the Wash- 
| ington Heights Presbyterian Church, of New York City; of the 
lc ongregation of St. Paul’s Church, of Pleasant Valley; of the 

| Woman’s Society of Webster; of the Colonia Club, of Brooklyn; 
of sundry citizens of Oakfie 1d; of the Woman’s Christian Tem: 
| perance Union of Sodus; of the Woman’s Christian Te mperance 
Union of Lenox; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Oakfield, and of the Woman’s Council of the New York Asso- 
ciation of the New Church, of New York City, all in the State of 
New York, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
| Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of the congregation of the 

Pleasant View Baptist Church, of Pawtucket; of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Arnold Mills, and of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Cumberland, all in 
the State of Rhode Island, praying for an investigation of the 
| charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priy- 
| ileges and Elections. 
Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Baptist Ministers’ 
| Association of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
| legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
| lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of the Clio Club, of Manitowoc; of 
| the Woman’s Missionary Society of Pleasant Valley, and of sun- 
dry citizens of Eau Claire, all in the State of Wisconsin. praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed agains t Hon. 
| REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Board 
of Trade, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was le 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. y 
| Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of th: 

ington Brick, Lime, and Manufacturing Company, of 5| 
WwW ‘ash., praying for the enactment of legislation proy iding fo 
reorganization of the consular service; w vhich was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
| He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wa ston, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of t: a ¢ aph 
operators who seryed during the war of the rebellion; whi ht was 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade 0! 
| Milton, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to increas? 
American shipping: which was referred to the Commit 
Commerce. a 

He also presented a petition of Courtland Saunders Post, No.*'; 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penns sylvania, 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of a service-pensio2 
| law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Weger Brothers 3 
Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating again: 
sage of the so-called Dolliver bill regulating commerc 
the several States in certain cases; which was referred t 
Committee on the Judiciary, 
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He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Eldred, Brad- 
ford, and Kushequa, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Soldiers’ Homes and all Government buildings; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Easton, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill 
and also the anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Christ 
Reformed Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia; of the Foreign Mis- 
sionary Society of the Christ Reformed Episcopal Church, of Phila- 
delphia; of the congregation of the Blockley Baptist Church, of 
Philadelphia; of the congregation of St. Matthew’s Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia; of the Woman’s Foreign Mis- 
sionary Society of the Calvary Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Philadelphia; of the congregation of the Congregational Church 
of Corry; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Daw- 
son; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Apollo; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Dal- 
ton; of the Parents and Teachers’ Club, Heston School, of Phila- 
delphia; of the Elkland Charge of the Wesleyan Methodist 
Church, of Millview; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of State Lick; of the Presbyterian Sunday School of Ford 
City; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Ford City; 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Coates- 

ville; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Oakdale: of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Kittanning: of the congregation of the Fourth Baptist Church 
of Philadelphia; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Ford City; of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society 
of the First Baptist Church of Coatesville; of the congregation of 
the Presbyterian Church of Slate Lick; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Mohnsville; of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Indiana; of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Wellsboro; of the congregation of the First Bap- 
tist Church of Wellsboro; of the Woman’s Club of Conshohocken; 





of the Mothers and Teachers’ Club of Williamsport; of the Key- | 
stone League of Christian Endeavor Zion of the United Episcopal | 
Church of Mohnsville; of the congregation of the Methodist | 


Church of Coatesville; of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary So- 
ciety of Coatesville; of the congregation of the United Presby- 
terian Church of Sheakleyville; of the congregation of the 
Lutheran Church of the Ascension, of Mount Airy, Philadelphia; 
of sundry citizens of Millersville; of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Elderton; of the Young Men’s Christian En- 
deavor Association of Susquehanna University, Selinsgrove; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Church- 


town; of the congregation of the First Lutheran Church of Apollo; | 


of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Coudersport; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Norristown; of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of Selinsgrove; of the congregation 
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of the United Brethren Church of Corry; of the congregation of | 


the Memorial United Brethren Church, of Reading; of the con- 


Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Pittsburg; of the 


A$ 


tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Tunkhannock; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Carbon 
Black; of sundry citizens of Williamsburg; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Williamsburg; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Olney, Philadelphia; of 
the congregation of the Lutheran Church of Lafayette Hill; of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Concord; of the 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of North Butler; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cambridge 
Springs; of the Stanfer Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Reading; of sundry citizens of Mount Pleasant; of the congrega- 
tion of the Church of God of Mount Pleasant; of the United 
Brethren in hrist of Dubois; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Dubois; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Scottsdale; of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Scottsdale, and of sundry citizens of Butler, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
sota, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and 
also the anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Southwestern Lumbermen’s 
Association, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Duluth, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
reorganization of the consular service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Brown’s Valley, Minn., and a petition of the 
congregation of the Oakgrove Presbyterian Church, of Blooming- 
ton, Minn., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an 
appropriation be made for the improvement of Siuslaw Harbor, 
Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Healso presented petitions of the Seminary Presbyterian Church, 
of San Anselma; of the San Francisco Preachers’ Meeting, of San 
Francisco; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodridge; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Oakland; of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Fresno; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Palermo, and of sundry citizens of San Rafael, all in the State 


| of California, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Iderton; of the 


Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Berks County; of the 


congregation of the Baptist Church of Apollo; of the congregation 


of the Calvary Lutheran Church, of Philadelphia; of the congre- | 
gation of the Emanuel Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of | 


sundry citizens of Bloomsburg; of the congregation of the Grace 
Lutheran Church, of Philadelphia; of sundry citizens of Hydetown; 
of the congregation of St. John’s Reformed Church, of Lebanon; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unionof New Providence; 


borough Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Lititz; of the Ministerial Asso- 
ciation of Kittanning; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 


Church of New Alexandria; of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Reynoldsville; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of New Alexandria; of the Woman’s Mis- 
Ronee, Society of New Alexandria; of the congregation of the 
aepormed Presbyterian Church of New Alexandria; of the Anti- 
oa League of New Alexandria; of the Lutheran Charge of 
Pr W Salona; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal and 
Ph, = yterian churches of Lawrenceville; of the Tioga Union, of 

wadelphia County; of the congregation of the United Presby- 


—, ‘hurch of Reading; of the congregation of the First Baptist | 
co al \ of Scottsdale; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
8 is hurch of Tunkhannock; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
Pr os Union of Chester County; of the congregation of the 

esbyterian Church of Pittsburg; of the Woman’s Christian 


ane tance Union of Tunkhannock; of the Young People’s So- 


> y P ¥ . . 
ety of Christian Endeavor of Tunkhannock; of the congrega- 





and filed against Hon. Regp Smoot, a Senator from Utah; which 
were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of Chanute, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Thomas Brennan Post, No. 390, 
of Leavenworth; of Sherman Post, No. 30, of Ness City; of Jud- 


" | son Kilpatrick Post, No. 36, of Newton, all of the Department of 
of the Epworth League of Apollo; of the congregation of the Rox- | 


Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Kansas, and 
of Cushing Post, No. 231, Department of New York, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of a 


t | service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
‘ion of Ellisburg; of the congregation of the Presbyterian | 


Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Downs; of sundry citizens of Cherryvale; of the 
Ladies’ Reading Circle of Olathe; of the Chaldean Club, of To- 
peka; of the Ladies’ Reading Club of Junction City; of the Home 
Culture Club of Columbus; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Harveyville; of sundry citizens of To- 
peka; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Topeka, 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Codell, all 
in theState of Kansas, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of 39 citizens of Green- 
field, Mo., praying for the issuance of land warrants to the amount 
of 160 acres to soldiers of the Union Army; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Carthage; of the Nautilus Club, of Sedalia; of the 
Sorosis Club, of Moberly; of the congregation of the Central Pres- 
byterian Church, of Montgomery City; of the Council of Jewish 
Women of Kansas City, and of the congregation of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of La Belle, all in the State of Missouri, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Adrian, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 1444, of Stahl; of 
Laborers’ Protective Union No. 10529, of Brookfield; of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 76, of Hannibal; of Federal Labor Union 
No. 9868, of Jackson; of Laborers’ Protective Union No. 10998, of 
St. Louis; of Local Union, No. 7478, of St. Louis; of Local Union 
No. 2161, of Huntsville; of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of 
St. Louis; of Local Union No. 70, of Springfield; of Local Union 
No. 377, of Higginsville; of the Pattern Makers’ Association of 





St. Louis; of Local Union No. 919, of Bevier; of the Electro- 
typers’ Local Union No. 36, of St. Lonis; of Local Union No. 
116, of California; of Local Union No. 662, of Macon, and of 
Local Union No. 954, of Higbee, all of the American Federation 
of Labor, in the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the | 
so-called eight-Lour bill ana also the anti-injunction bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

kir. KEAN presented petitions of the congregation of the Bap- 
tist Church of Newmarket; of sundry citizens of Riverton; of 
sundry citizens of Clayton; of McClellan Council, No. 37, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Haddonfield; of the Ladies’ 
Missionary Society and the Ladies’ Aid Society of the Presbyterian 
Church of Stewartsville; of the Woman’s Home Missionary So- 
ciety of the Baptist Church of Haddonfield; of the Porch Club of 
Riverton, and of the Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Wenonah, 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 5, Chair Makers’ 
National Union, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour bill and also the anti-injunction bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Burton, Kams., and a petition of the congre- 
gation of the First Presbyterian Church of Newton, Kans., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Southwestern Kansas and 
Oklahoma Implement and Hardware Dealers’ Association, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Reno Post, No. 83, Department 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Nickerson, Kans., 
and a petition of Thomas Brennan Post, No. 380, Department of 
Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Leavenworth, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1807) 
granting an increase of pension to James Gray; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Downs, Plain- 
ville, and Burlington; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of 
Larned; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Waverly, and of 
sundry citizens of Crystal Springs, all in the State of Kansas, 

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against | 

ox. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a ition of the Board of Trade of 
Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the construction of a new channel 
in Newark Bay, north of Shooters Island, between Elizabethport | 
and the Kill van Kull Channel; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the West 
Baptist Church, of Vineland; of the congregation of St. John’s 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Keyport; of the Woman’s Home 
and Foreign Missionary Society of Pluckemin; of the congrega- | 
tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Jersey City; of the Wo- | 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Dover; of the Wednesday 
Afternoon Club, of Montclair: of the congregation of the Pres- | 
byterian Church of Stewartsville, and of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Bayonne, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against | 
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| Allegheny; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 


_of George W. Hoke and sundry other citizens of Elizabeth; of 
| the Tabernacle Missionary Society, of Indianapolis; of the con- 


| lis, all in the State of Indiana, praying for an investigation of the 


| Kitchel Elevator Company, of Kitchel; of Marion Finch, of Leb- 
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Hon. RrEep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which wero 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Honolulu Trades and Labor 
Council, of Honolulu, Hawaii, remonstrating against the employ. 
ment of aliens on Federal work in Honolulu; which was referréq 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Bethel Baptist Church, of Caldwell, Idaho, praying for an inves. 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp Smoor. 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of the house of delegates 


| of Porto Rico, praying that the Constitution of the United Stat, 


be extended to Porto Rico; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the house of delegates of Porto 
Rico, praying that section 18 of “‘An act temporarily to provide 
revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other 
purposes,”’ approved April 12, 1900, be amended so that the leg; 
lative power, both in personnel and in functions, shall be separated 
from the executive power in Porto Rico; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerc: 
of Pittsburg, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for tl: 
completion of a topographical and geological map of that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Church of 
the Covenant, of Williamsport; of the Home Missionary Soci 


| of Mifflinburg; of the congregation of the United Presbyteria: 


Church of Kittanning; of the congregation of the United Presby- 
terian Church of Elderton; of sundry citizens of Morrisville a1 

Strattonville; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Pittsburg; of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Societ) 
of Pittsburg; of the Mothers’ Club of Philadelphia; of the Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Livermore; of the Ladies’ 
Home Missionary Society of Sharpsburg; of the Woman's Club 
of Conshohocken; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Evans City; of the Woman’s Union Missionary Association of 


7 
mn 


Beaver; of the Young People’s Christian Union of Carnezie, and 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of |] 
claire, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Sm007, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of the Woman's Mission- 
ary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Indianapolis; of the 
congregation of the First Presbyterian Church ef Kendallville: 


11 
aur 


gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Fort Wayne, andof 
the congregation of the Home Presbyterian Church, of Indianapo- 


charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented memorials of the Hunter Company; of the 


anon; of C. M. Barlow, of Kokomo; of Beaty & Doan, of Ossian 





of W. F. Starz & Co., of Fowler; of the Goshen Milling Company, 
of Goshen; of Edward Lee, of Mellott; and of B. L. Archibald, ot 
Morocco, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called McCumber bill, providing for the classit- 
cation of grains; which were referred to the Committee on Agr 


culture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of the congte 
ations of the Baptist Church of Groton; the Newfield Protestant 
piscopal Church, of Bridgeport, and the Evangelical Church of 

Bridgeport, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union ° 


| Groton. all in the State of Connecticut, praying for an invest!’ 
| tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrrep S00, * 
| Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com 


mittee on Privileges and Elections. oe 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of sundry citizens ° 
Blakesburg, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation ‘0! 
the relief of military telegraphers who served through the wat 
of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Pe™ 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of the Twentieth Century (lu! 
Fayette, Iowa, and a petition of the congregation of the Pres 
terian Church of Paullina, Iowa, praying for an investiga! 


zens of 


) of 
by- 
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the charges made and filed against the Hon. Rrep Smoor, 4 0 
| ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Co! 
| mittee on Privileges and Elections. lows 






He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Boon 
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praying for the repeal of the bankruptcy law; which was referred There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : mittee of the Whole. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Young People’s The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
Union of Clinton, Iowa, and of the congregation of the Congre- | out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
rational Church of Edgewood, Iowa, praying for the enactment That Chester, in the State of Pennsylvania, be, and is hereby, constituted 
of legislation to prevent the nullification of the State liquor law, | a subport of entry in the customs collection district of Philadelphia, Pa. 
tc.. which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Unionof Walworth; of the Woman’s Missionary So- 
ciety, of Wausau, and of the Clio Club, of Manitowoc, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 


o 7 


o~ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill making Chester, 
Pa., a subport of entry.” 





leges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Muenster Schuetzen MICHAEL VOLZ. 

y ; , Aaa ‘ » . a . tee aaaaeiiithe ie ; Z 7 : 7 
Verein, of Cooke County, ~ . against the enact- Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Committee on Pensions be 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- | discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S, 105) 
toxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the | granting an increase of pension to Michael Volz, and when the 
Judiciary. 


Tae » ’s Christi: bill is before the Senate that it be indefinitely postponed, on ac- 
He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | .ount of the death of the claimant. 


ance Union of Freeport, of the Young People’s Society of Chris- | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 


tian Endeavor of North Yarmouth, of the Woman's Christian | asks that the Committee on Pensions be discharged from the fur- 
Temperance Union of North Yarmouth, and of the congregation | ther consideration of the bill, and that it be indefinitely postponed. 
of the Congregational Church of North Yarmouth, all in the | without objection, it is so ordered. ° 

State of Maine; of the congregation of the Church of Christ of | ’ 

Marion, of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of J. M. BLOOM. 

Marion, of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the Presbyterian; Wr, PENROSE. I move that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
Church of Huntington, of the congregation of the Grace Metho- | charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1586) for 


dist Episcopal Church of Marion, and of the Ladies’ Missionary the relief of J. M. Bloom, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
Society of Marion, all in the State of Indiana; of the congregation | tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


of the First German Baptist Church of Williamsport, of the Ladies’ | The motion was agreed to. 

Missionary Society of McDonald, of sundry citizens of Preston, | “agin Sr se eats tS sie 

and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of | BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Westchester, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Emerson| Mr. COCKRELL. At the instance of the Southwestern Lum- 
Club of Dayton, Ohio; of the Ladies’ Home Missionary Society of | bermen’s Association, of Kansas City, Mo., I introduce a bill. 
Laurens, Iowa; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church | _ The bill (S. 2860) to further amend an act to amend an act ap- 


of Goldendale, Wash.; of sundry citizens of Perth Amboy, N. J., | approved January 21, 1903, entitled ‘“‘An act to amend an act en- 
and of sundry citizens of Stevens Point, Wis., praying for an in- | titled ‘An act to provide for the use of timber and stone for 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REEDSmoot, | domestic and industrial purposes in the Indian Territory,’ ap- 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the | proved June 6, 1900,’ was read twice by its title, and, with the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. | accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs. 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2861) to compel and regu- 
Mr. QUAY. I present a memorial of the Delaware tribe of In- | late the carriage of interstate freight on all railroads engaged in 
dians, residing in the Cherokee Nation, praying for relief relative | interstate transportation; which was read twice by its title, and 
to their rights in and ownership of certain lands within the bound- | referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
aries of that nation, I move that the memorial be printed as a He also intvoduced a bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to Francis 
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document and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. M. Davis; which was read twice by its title. 
The motion was agreed to. | Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 


| of Francis M. Davis, praying that he be granted a pension, together 
SARVRTS OF COMME TEES. with the affidavits of Jacob M. Cummings, Jefferson Johnson, 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was | and Dr. E. Williams, certificate of county clerk, and letters from 
referred the bill (S, 2465) to authorize the Montgomery and Au- | the War Department and Pension Office. I move thatthe bill and 
tauga Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Alabama | accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


River near the city of Montgomery, Ala., reported itwith amend- | The motion was agreed to. 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. | Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2863) granting an increase 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | of pension to David C. Coleman; which was read twice by its title. 
bill (S. 2842) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to authorize the | Mr.COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge | of David C. Coleman, praying for an increase of pension. Imov¢ 
across the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala.,’’ | that the bill and accompanying paper be referred to the Commit- 
approved March 1, 1898, reported it with an amendment, and sub- | tee on Pensions. 
mitted a report thereon. | The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. From the Committee on the District of | Mr.COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2864) granting an increase 

olumbia I report back adversely the joint resolution (S. R. 22) | of pension to Calvin C. Leaming; which was read twice by its 
authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to | title. 
permit the erection of certain poles and overhead wires in con- Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bilL I present the petition 
hection with the work of eliminating grade crossings in the city | of Calvin C. Leaming, together with the affidavits of Dr. A. L. 
of Washington, and I ask that it be indefinitely postponed. To | Carpenter, W. E. Smith, John Wilson, and S. D. Chitwood, and 
avoid any misapprehension regarding this caielr Twi l state that | copy of the claimant’s military and hospital record. I move that 
4 similar resolution came from the House of Representatives | the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
Prior to the holiday recess, and it was acted upon by the Senate. | on Pensions. 

A joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. The motion was agreed to. 
ott t AIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2865) granting an increase 

. qrounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1508) to provide | of pension to Lionel N. McKensie; which was read twice by its 
builar. purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public | title. ; as 
Tustin” to be used for a Department of State,a Department of Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
with =” and a Department of Commerce and Labor, reported it | and affidavit of Lionel N. McKensie, together with the affidavits 

‘an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. = Dr. a ae Granville Kittrell, and John C. Brown; 
also copy of the military and hospital record of the claimant and 
PORT OF CHESTER, PA. letters from the Pension Office. I move that the bill and accom- 





Mr. PENROSE. I am directed by the Committee on Com- | panying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


da Perth was referred the bill (S. 652) relative to the port The motion was agreed to. 


the nature 0 
also submi 


Pa., to report it favorably, with an amendment in Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2866) granting a pension 
f a substitute, and I ask for its present consideration. | to Eliza J. Glover; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
t a written report to accompany the bill. to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2867) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan T. Slinker; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2868) granting a pension to Beverly 
MacMullin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 2869) to correct the status 
and record of Byt. Col. Thomas P. O’Reilly; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2870) granting an honorable 
discharge to John W. Tiffany; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2871) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Justin M. Cooper; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2872) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ruth A. Schermerhorn; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2873) granting an increase 
of pension to Cary P. Taplin; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2874) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to David C. Nigh; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2875) for the relief of An- 
drew Jackson Moudy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2876) for the relief of Sarah E. 


Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | 


panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also .introduced a bill (S. 2877) to create an army pension 
for Sebastian Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were | 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 


A bill (S. 2878) authorizing the laying of water mains and | 


service sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assess- 
ments therefor, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2879) to amend the law relating to taxation in the 
District of Columbia; E 

A bill (S. 2880) to authorize the apprehension and detention of 
insane persons in the District of Columbia, and providing for 


their temporary commitment in the Government Hospital for | 


the Insane, and for other purposes; 
A bill (S. 2881) for the relief of James T. Petty, Charles B. 
Church, Jesse B. Wilson, and George T. Dearing; 


A bill (S. 2882) to regulate appointments and promotions in the | 


municipal government of the District of Columbia; 
A bill (S. 2883) authorizing the sale of Chesapeake and Ohio 
Canal bonds belonging to the District of Columbia; 


A bill (S. 2884) to amend section 895 of the code of law for the | 


District of Columbia; and 
A bill (S. 2885) to transfer jurisdiction and control over reser- 
vation No. 32, in the city of Washington, D. C. 


Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2886) for the relief of | 


Brig. Gen. Thomas M. Anderson, United States Army, retired; 


which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee | 


on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2887) for the relief of William R. | 


Lowe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2888) for the relief of Priscilla R. 
Burns; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ® 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 
Miller; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Morter; 

A bill (S. 2894) granting a pension to Clara G. Garretson; and 

A bill (S. 2895) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Cory (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE (for Mr. Mr_Larp) introduced a bill (S. 2896) 


2890) granting a pension to Andrew C. Kemper; 


2892) granting a pension to Wilson Zurmehly; 


for the relief of Joseph Crow; which was read twice by its title, | 


and. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2897) to provide for the 
improvement in breeding of horses for general-purpose uses, and 
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2889) granting an increase of pension to John Beaird; | 


2891) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. | 


2893) granting an increase of pension to Emanuel | 
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to enable the United States to procure better remounts for the 
cavalry and artillery service; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry,’ 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2898) for the relief of G. W. Ebert; ; 

A bill (S. 2899) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of Hiram R. McCalmont, administrator of the estate 
of A. Lawrence Foster, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2900) for the relief of John W. Heald (with accom. 
panying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sey. 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2901) for the relief of W. Hayes Grier; 

A bill (8. 2902) for the relief of Charles H. Stockley; 

A bill (S. 2903) to correct the military record of Aaron 
| Loughner; 
| A bill (8S. 2904) to correct the military record of John Mc- 
Murray; 
| A bill (S. 2905) to correct the military record of Samuel Bailey; 
| 
j 
| 
| 





A bill (S. 2906) for the recognition of the military service of 
noncommissioned officers and enlisted men of the United States 
Volunteers and commissioned officers in certain State military or- 
ganizations; and 

| <A bill (S. 2907) to correct the military record of Henry Bur- 
| rowes (with accompanying papers). 

| Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2908) granting an increase of pension to William 
Magarvey (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2909) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
| Sampson; 

A bill (S. 2910) granting anincrease of pension to Philip Loney; 

A bill (S. 2911) granting a pension to Eliza C. Fink; 

| A bill (S. 2912) granting an increase of pension to Almira Carico 
| (with accompanying papers) ; 

| A bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth F. 
| Given (with an accompanying paper) ; 

| <A bill (S. 2914) granting a pension to William H. Small; 

A bill (S. 2915) granting a pension to Mary Williamson; 

A bill (8. 2916) granting a pension to Michael Salter; 

A bill (S. 2917) granting an increase of pension to John Murray; 
A bill (S. 2918) granting a pension to Joseph Nickel; 

A bill (S. 2919) granting a pension to Bertha Bierworth Schier 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 
| A bill (S. 2920) granting an increase of pension to John Me- 
| Pherson (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2921) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
| Bentley (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2922) granting a pension to Mary R. Koehl (with an 
| accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2923) granting a pension to Alexander Hendricks; _ 

A bill (S. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel £. 
| Cormany; 
| <A bill (S. 2925) granting an increase of pension to Levi Peters; 

A bill (S. 2926) granting a pension to Annie Graves (with au 
accompanying paper) ; ; 

A bill (S. 2927) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 8. 
Duffield; and = 

A bill (S. 2928) granting a pension to G. D. Cowen (with ac 
companying papers). 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which wert 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commt 
| tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2929) granting an increase of pension to James 
| Thompson (with accompanying papers); ‘ 

A bill (S. 2930) granting an increase of pension to Harvey +: 
Peirce; ‘ I 

A bill (S. 2931) granting an increase of pension to Hugh L. 
English; and W 

A bill (S. 2982) granting an increase of pension to George " 
| North (with accompanying papers). = 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the following bi!!s: in 

were severally read twice by their titles,and referred to te." 
| mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2933) granting a pension to Henrietta She! 
accompanying papers); ; 

A bill (S. 2934) granting an increase of pension t 

| Bonesteel (with an accompanying paper); and +4 Darker 

A bill (S. 2935) granting an increase of pension to Davi ae 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 2936) for the esta! ee . 
of a depot for the engineer of the ninth light-house distr ~ its 
near the city of Milwaukee, Wis.; which was read twice " 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 





in (with 


Mary @. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2937) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Julius Bodenstab; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
10ns, 
: He also introduced a bill (S. 2988) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James L. Ackley; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 
. Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 2939) to reimburse George W. 
Young, postmaster at Wanship, Uteh, for loss of postage stamps; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2940) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Margaret Liddle; which was read twice by its title, and 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2941) to carry ovt the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Emma N. Warwick, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of John W. Warwick, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2942) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to Samuel A. Steele; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Healsointroduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to Absolom 
Shiltz (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S, 2944) granting an increase of pension to Solomon H. 
Lough; 

A bill (S. 2945) granting an increase of pension to Sallie M. 
Nuzum (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2946) granting an increase of pension tc Joshua Day 
(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (A. 2947) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Bratton; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 2948) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Hyde; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2949) to establish a permanent 
military camp ground in the vicinity of Tacoma, in Pierce County, 
Wash.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2950) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of James B. Boyd; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 2951) to estab- 

lish a laboratory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and de- 
fective classes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 2952) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. P. Buck; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2958) authorizing the President to 
appoint Lieut. Commander Frederick Augustus Miller, retired, 
United States Navy, a commander on the retired list; which was 
a ween by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2954) to establish a United States 
court of patent appeals, and to define and regulate the jurisdiction 
thereof , and to define and regulate. in certain cases, the jurisdic- 
tion of other courts of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Accompanying the bill isa report 
of the American Bar Association, which I move be referred with 
the bill to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 2955) granting an increase 
of pension to John Hogarth Lozier; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. Lé )DGE introduced a bill (S. 2956) to amend section 2165 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to naturali- 
zation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

R le also introduced a biil (S. 2957) to amend section 3878 of the 

: 7 ised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 

: —— and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 2958) to establish in the 
partment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau 
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of Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the im- 
provement of such highways; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2959) granting an increase of pension to Ada Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2960) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Horn- 
ing; and 
A bill (S_ 2961) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Coulton (with the accompanying papers). 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2962) granting to paymas- 
ters’ clerks, United States Navy, in recognition of extraordinary 
merit in the performance of duty, preference in appointments to 
the grade of assistant paymaster, which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2963) to amend section 13 of ‘‘An 
act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of 
the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States.’ approved 
March 3, 1899, which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 2964) to refer to the Court of Claims 
the war claims of the State of California; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Je also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 





2965) granting a pension to John Herzinger; 

A bill (S. 2966) granting a pension to William Conover; 

A bill (S. 2967) granting a pension to Mae H. Tyler 
‘ A bill (S. 2968) granting an increase of pension to Lulu F. Mene- 

ee; 

A bill (S. 2969) granting a pension to Henry Dority; 

A bill (S. 2970) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Bogan; 

A bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Amelia Walsh; and 

A bill (S. 2972) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Boyle. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S, 2973) to amend section 14 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, prescribing the 
time when Senators of the United States shall be elected: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 2974) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver Brown; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to Claude ; 
C. Swafford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2976) to provide compen- 
sation for injuries received by. George E. Giles, of Watertown, 

Wis., at the Ford’s Theater disaster, which occurred June 9, 1893; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 

Larrabee: 

A bill (S. 2978) granting an increase of pension to George C 
Wachsmuth (with an accompanying paper): and 

A bill (S. 2979) granting an increase of pension to James O. 

Ackerman (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 2980) authorizing the taxa- 

| tion of arid public lands under certain conditions for the purpose 
of settlement and reclamation; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2981) granting a pension ‘to Alice A. Siverd (with an 
accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Guy Glesner (with ac- 

companying papers); 
| A bill (S. 2983) granting an increase of pension to Caswel P. 
Ford: 

A bill (S. 2984) granting an increase of pension to Marshall Ray; 

A bill (S. 2985) granting an increase of pension to William 
Wallace; 

A bill (S. 2986) granting an increase of pension to William 
Barkis (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2987) granting an increase of pension to Hiram Wing 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2988) granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Baker; and 
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A bill (S. 2989) granting an increase of pension to David A. 

avis. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2990) to establish a naval mili- 
tia and define its relations to the General Government; which was 
—_ twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

ialrs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2991) to provide for the enrollment 
and organization of a United States naval reserve; which was 
= twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2992) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Rogers; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
610ns., 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2993) to amend the first 
section of an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the citizens of Col- 
orado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on 
the public domain for mining and domestic purposes,’’ approved 
June 3, 1878; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2994) toamend anact entitled ‘‘An 
act authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Terri- 
tories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for mining 
and domestic purposes,’ approved June 3, 1878, so that the pro- 
visions of said act shall be extended to and include the States of 
Oregon, Washington, and California; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
oa bill (S. 2995) granting an increase of pension to Edwin B. 
ufkin; 

A bill (S. 2996) granting a pension to Lucretia R. Gardner 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2997) granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Underwood; 

A bill (8. 2998) granting an increase of pension to Calvin C. 
Hussey; 

A bill (S. 2999) granting an increase of pension to Melvina C. 
Buzzell; 

A bill (S. 3000) granting a pension to Anna E. Hale (with an 
accompanying paper); 
san (S. 3001) granting an increase of pension to Adrianna 

owell; 

A bill (S. 3002) granting an increase of pension to John Holland 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3003) granting a pension to Denis Cronin (with accom- 
panying papers). 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3004) providing for 
the appointment of a supervising engineer, who shall have imme- 
diate charge of all construction work under the act of June 17, 
1902, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and the Reclamation 
of Arid Lands. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 26) providing 
for the publication of 8,500 copies of a set of four charts on food 
and diet; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to che Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 27) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to award the Congressional medal of 
honor to Roe Reisinger; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


DELAWARE INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Whereas by the twenty-fifth section of the act of Congress approved June 
28, 1898, entitled “‘ An act for the protection of the people of the indian Terri- 
tory and for other purposes,” it Was provided as follows: 

“Suc. 25. That beforeany allotmentshall be madeof lands in the Cherokee 
Nation there shall be segregated therefrom by the Commission heretofore 
mentioned, in separate allotments or otherwise, the 157,600 acres purchased 
by the Delaware tribe of Indians from the Cherokee Nation under agree- 
ment of April 8, 1867, subject to the judicial determination of the rights of 
said descendants and the Cherokee Nation under said agreement,” etc., and 

Whereas by the twenty-third section of the act of Congress entitled “An 
act to provide for the allotment of lands in the Cherokee Nation, for the dis- 

ition of town sites therein, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1902, 
t was provided: 

“Sc. 23. All Delaware Indians who are members of the Cherokee Nation 
shall take lands and share in the funds of the tribe, as their rights may be 
determined by the judgment of the Court of or by the Supreme 
Court if a led, in the suit instituted therein by the Delawaresagainst the 
Cherokee Nation, and now pending; but if said suit be not determined before 
said Commission is ready to begin the allotment of lands of the tribe as herein 

vided, the Commission cause to be ted 157,600 acres of land, 
ncluding lands which have been selected and occupied by Delawares in con- 
formity to the provisions of their agreement with the Cherokees dated April 
8, 1867, such lands so to remain, subject to disposition according to such judg- 
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ment as may be rendered in said cause; and said Commission shall thereup. 
proceed to the allotment of the remaining lands of the tribe as aforesaid.” 

‘Whereas the Dawes m, with the approvai of the Secretary of the 
Interior, dated April 8, 1901, informed the Delaware Indians that the segrecs 
tion, under said acts of Congress, would be complete upon the filing of a list 
of selected and the saat zing of the same as withheld from selection a1; 
entry, which list and schedule of lands so selected for segregation was duly 
filed with said Commission in December, 1902;) and 

Whe on the 17th day of December, 1902, the said Commission having 
accepted said schedule and marked the lands therein mentioned upon the 
map, as withheld fromselection and entry, d a resolution as follows: 

“Be it resolved by the Commission, That the acting chairman cause to })o 
set aside and gated 157,600 acres of land in the Cherokee Nation, in » 
cordance with the . oe of section 23 0f the act of Congress approved 
July 1, 1902 (Public, No. 241), subject to yoy ees according to such judy. 
ment as may be rendered the case of the Delaware Indians v. Cherok:s 
Nation, now pending in the United States Court of Claims, and as show) 
the Conertation of said lands in the stipulation of counsel for parties in ; 
case, dated Washington, D. C., December 10, 1902;” and 

ereas said Dawes Commission, after making said segregation as a‘o1 

said, proceeded to the allotment of lands in the Cherokee Nation, as i: 
acts of Congress provided, and issued more than 10,000 allotment certi/ 
at great expense to the Government, and as to which many vested inter 
have become attached which would lead to much_ confusion and pr 
litigation, as well as great loss of time and money, should said allotments be 
now disturbed: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the segregation of the 
157,600 acres of land purchased by the Delaware Indians,so made, in co: 
formity with said schedule, should remain so segregated until the final deter. 
mination of the suit now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
subject only to the power of said Commission to withdraw from said secre- 
gation any tract or tracts which it may be clearly evident were inc 
therein under a mistake of fact, the same having been in the actual and | 
fide possession of a Cherokee Indian at the time such schedule was filed with 
said Commission, in which case the Delaware Indians should have the right 
to select other tracts of equal dimensions to be included in said segrezat 
in lieu of the tracts so withdrawn therefrom; and that the allotment cm 
cates heretofore issued by thesaid Commission in'the Cherokee Nati: ld 
have the full force and effect contemplated in said Cherokee allotment act. 


THE PANAMA CANAL, 


Several messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. B. F. Banyus, 
one of his secretaries. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United States, which the 
Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read the message, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Ilay before the Congress for its information a statement of my 
action up to this time in executing the act entitled *‘An act to 
provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’ approved June 28, 1902. 

By the said act the President was authorized to secure for the 
United States the property of the Panama Canal Company and 
the perpetual control of a strip 6 miles wide across the Isthmus of 
Panama. It was further provided that “‘ should the President be 
unable to obtain for the United States a satisfactory title to the 
property of the New Panama Canal Company and the control o! 
the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia * * * within 
a reasonable time and upon reasonable terms, then the President” 
should endeavor to provide for a canal by the Nicaragua route. 
The language quoted defines with exactness and precision what 
was to be done, and what as a matter of fact has been done. The 
President was authorized to go to the Nicaragua route only if 
within a reasonable time he could not obtain ‘“ control of the 
necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia.’’ This con‘rol 
has now been obtained; the provision of the act has been com 
plied with; it is no longer possible under existing legislation to g0 
to the Nicaragua route as an alternative. 

This act marked the climax of the efforton the part of the 
United States to secure, so far as legislation was concerned, a0 
imteroceanic canal across the Isthmus. The effort to secure 4 
treaty for this purpose with one of the Central American repub- 
lics did not stand on the same footing with the effort to secure 4 
treaty under any ordinary conditions. The proper position tor 
the United States to assume in reference to this canal, and there- 
fore to the governments of the Isthmus, had been clearly set fort! 
by Secretary Cass in 1858. In my annual message I have alreacy 
quoted what Secretary Cass said; but I repeat the quotation here 
because the principle it states is fundamental: SS 

“* While the rights of sovereignty of the states occupying t's 
region (Central America) should always be respected, we shall 
expect that these rights be exercised in a spirit befitting the occ? 
sion and the wants and circumstances that have arisen. °°" 
ereignty has its duties as well as its rights, and none of these loca! 
Lee one even if administered with more regard to the just 

emands of other nations than they have been, would be pom 
ted in a spirit of Eastern isolation toclose the gates of intercoul’® 
on the great highways of the world and justify the act by the 
pretension that these avenues of trade and travel belong t° them 
and that they choose to shut: them, or, what is almost equiv!e2t, 
to encumber them with such unjust relations as would preven 
their general use.”’ 















The principle thus enunciated by Secretary Cass was sound then 
and it is sound now. The United States has taken the position 
that no other government is to build the canal. In 1889, when 
France proposed to come to the aid of the French Panama Com- 
pany by guaranteeing their bonds, the Senate of the United States 
in executive session, with only some three votes dissenting, passed 
a resolution as follows: 

‘That the Government of the United States will look with 
serious concern and disapproval upon any connection of any 
European government with the construction or control of any 
ship canal across the Isthmus of Darien or across Central Amer- 
ica, and must regard any such connection or control as injurious 
to the just rights and interests of the United States and as a men- 
ace to their welfare.’’ 

Under the Hay-Pauncefote treaty it was explicitly provided that 
the United States should control, police, and protect the canal 
which was to be built, keeping it open for the vessels of all na- 
tions on equal terms. The United States thus assumed the po- 
sition of guarantor of the canal and of its peaceful use by all the 
world. The guarantee included as a matter of course the build- 
ing of the canal. The enterprise was recognized as responding to 
an international need; and it would be the veriest travesty on 
right and justice to treat the governments in possession of the 
Isthmus as having the right, in the language of Mr. Cass, ‘‘ to 


close the gates of intercourse on the great highways of the world, | 


and justify the act by the pretension that these avenues of trade 
and travel belong to them and that they choose to shut them.”’ 

When this Government submitted to Colombia the Hay-Herran 
treaty three things were, therefore, already settled. 

One was’ that the canal should be built. The time for delay, 
the time for permitting the attempt to be made by private enter- 
prise, the time for permitting any government of anti-social spirit 
and of imperfect development to bar the work, was past. The 


United States had assumed in connection with the canal certain | 


responsibilities not only to its own people, but to the civilized 
world, which imperatively demanded that there should no longer 
be delay in beginning the work. 

Second, While it was settled that the canal should be built 
without unnecessary or improper delay, it was no less clearly 
shown to be our purpose to deal not merely in a spirit of justice, 
but in a spirit of generosity with the people through whose land 
we might build it. The Hay-Herran treaty, if it erred at all, 
erred in the direction of an overgenerosity towards the Colombian 
Government. In our anxiety to be fair we had gone to the very 
verge in yielding to a weak nation’s demands what that nation 
was helplessly unable to enforce from us against our will. The 
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the conclusion of the Hay-Herran treaty ,Colombia never intimated 
that the requirement by the United States of control over the canal 
strip would render unattainable the construction of a canal by way 
of the Isthmusof Panama; nor were we advised, during the months 
when legislation of 1902 was pending before the Congress, that the 
terms which it embodied would render negotiations with Colombia 
impracticable. It is plain that no nation could construct and 
guarantee the neutrality of the canal with a less degree of control 
than was stipulated for in the Hay-Herran treaty. A refusal to 
grant such degreeof control was necessarily a refusal to make any 
practicable treaty at all. Such refusal therefore squarely raised 
the question whether Colombia was entitled to bar the transit of 
the world’s traffic across the Isthmus. 

That the canal itself was eagerly demanded by the people of the 
locality through which it was to pass, and that the people of this 
locality no less eagerly longed for its construction under Ameri- 
can control, are shown by the unanimity of action in the new 
Panama Republic. Furthermore, Colombia, after having rejected 
the treaty in spite of our protests and warnings when it was in 
her power to accept it, has since shown the utmost eagerness to 
accept the same treaty if only the status quo could be restored. 
One of the men standing highest in the official circles of Colombia, 
on November 6, addressed the American minister at Bogota, say- 
ing that if the Government of the United States would land troops 
to preserve Colombian sovereignty and the transit, the Colombian 
Government would “‘ declare martial law; and, by virtue of vested 
constitutional authority, when public order is disturbed, [would] 
approve by decree the ratification of the canal treaty as signed; 
or, if the Government of the United States prefers, [would] call 
extra session of the Congress—with new and friendly members— 
next May to approve the treaty.’’ Having these facts in view, 
there is no shadow of question that the Government of the United 
States proposed a treaty which was not merely just, but generous 
to Colombia, which our people regarded as erring, if at all, on the 
side of overgenerosity; which was hailed with delight by the peo- 
ple of the immediate locality through which the canal was to 
pass, who were most concerned as to the new order of things, and 
which the Colombian authorities now recognize as being so good 
that they are willing to promise its unconditional ratification if 
only we will desert those who have shown themselves our friends 
and restore to those who have shown themselves unfriendly the 
power to undo what they did. I pass by the question as to what 
assurance we have that they would now keep their pledge and 
not again refuse to ratify the treaty if they had the power; for, 
of course, I will not for one moment discuss the possibility of the 
United States committing an act of such baseness as to abandon 


only criticisms made upon the Administration for the terms of | the new Republic of Panama. 


the Hay-Herran treaty were for having granted too much to 


Colombia, not for failure to grant enough. Neither in the Con- | was to be built. 


gress nor in the pu 

formulated, was there complaint that it did not in the fullest and 
amplest manner guarantee to Colombia everything that she could 
by any color of title demand. 

Nor is the tact to be lost sight of that the rejected treaty, while 
generously responding to the pecuniary demands of Colombia, in 
other respects merely provided for the construction of the canal 
in conformity with the express requirements of the act of the 
Congress of June 28, 1902. By that act, as heretofore quoted, the 
President was authorized to acquire from Colombia, for the pur- 
poses of the canal, “ perpetual contrel” of a certain strip of land; 
and it was expressly required that the ‘‘control’’ thus to be ob- 
tained should inelude “jurisdiction” to make police and sanitary 
regulations and to establish such judicial tribunals as might be 
agreed on for their enforcement. These were conditions prece- 
dent prescribed by the Congress; and for their fulfillment suitable 
stipulations were embodied in the treaty. It has been stated in 
public prints that Colombia objected to these stipulations, on the 
ground that they involved a relinquishment of her “‘ sovereignty;’’ 
but in the light of what has taken place, this alleged objection 
must be considered as an afterthought. In reality, the treaty, 
instead of requiring a cession of Colombia’s sovereignty over the 
canal strip, expressly acknowledged, confirmed, and preserved her 
Sovereignty over it. The treaty in this respect simply proceeded 
on the lines on which all the negotiations leading up to the pres- 
ent Situation have been conducted. In those negotiations the 
= cise by the United States, subject to the paramount rights 
4 the local soverei n, of a substantial control over the canal and 
- P immediately jacent territory, has been treated as a funda- 
fon ntal part of any arrangement that might be made. It has 
ae an essential feature of all our plans, and its necessity is 

uly Tecognized in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. The Congress, in 


Providing that such control should be secured, adopted no new 


principle, but only incorporated in its legislation a condition the 


uri 


‘tance and propriety of which were universally recognized. 
ng all the years of negotiation and discussion that preceded 





| 
| 
| 


| 





Third. Finally the Congress definitely settled where the canal 
It was provided that a treaty should be made 


blic press, at the time that this treaty was | for building the canal across the Isthmus of Panama; and if, after 


reasonable time, it proved impossible to secure such treaty, that 
then we should go to Nicaragua. The treaty has been made; for 
it needs no argument to show that the intent of the Congress was 
to insure a canal across Panama, and that whether the Republic 
granting the title was called New Granada, Colombia, or Panama 
mattered not one whit. As events turned out, the question of 
‘“* reasonable time ’’ did not enter into the matteratall. Although, 
as the months went by, it became increasingly improbable that 
the Colombian Congress would ratify the treaty or take steps 
which would be equivalent thereto, yet all chance for such action 
on their part did not vanish until the Congress closed at the end 
of October; and within three days thereafter the revolution in 
Panama had broken out. Panama became an independent State, 
and the control of the territory necessary for building the canal 
then became obtainable. The condition under which alone we 
could have gone to Nicaragua thereby became impossible of ful- 
fillment. If the pending treaty with Panama should not be rati- 
fied by the Senate this would not alter the fact that we could not 
go to Nicaragua. The Congress has decided the route, and there 
is no alternative under existing legislation. 

When in August it began to appear probable that the Colom- 
bian Legislature would not ratify the treaty, it became incumbent 
upon me to consider well what the situation was and to be ready 
to advise the Congress as to what were the various alternatives of 
action open to us. There were several possibilities. One was 
that Colombia would at the last moment see the unwisdom of her 
position. That there might be nothing omitted, Secretary Hay, 
through the minister at Bogota, repeatedly warned Colombia that 
grave consequences might follow from her rejection of the treaty. 
Although it was a constantly diminishing chance, yet the possi- 
bility of ratification did not wholly pass away until the close of 
the session of the Colombian Congress. 

«A second alternative was that by the close of the session on the 
last day of October, without the ratificetion of the treaty by Co- 
lombia and without any steps taken by Panama, the American 
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Congress on assembling early in November would be confronted 
with a situation in which there had been a failure to come to 
terms as to building the canal along the Panama route, and yet 
there had not been a lapse of a reasonable time—using the word 
reasonable in any proper sense—such as would justify the Admin- 
istration going to the Nicaraguaroute. This situationseemed on 
the whole the most likely, and as a matter of fact I had made 
the original draft of my Message to the Congress with a view to 
its existence. 

It was the opinion of eminent international jurists that in view 
of the fact that the great design of our guarantee under the treaty 
of 1846 was to dedicate the Isthmus to the purposes of inter- 
oceanic transit, and above all to secure the construction of an in- 
teroceanic canal, Colombia could not under existing conditions 
refuse to enter into a proper arrangement with the United States 
to that end, without violating the spirit and substantially repu- 
diating the obligations of a treaty the full benefits of which she 
had enjoyed for over fifty years. My intention was to consult 
the Congress as to whether under such circumstances it would 
not be proper to announce that the canal was to be dug forth- 
with; that we would give the terms that we had offered and no 
others; and that if such terms were not agreed to we would enter 
into an arrangement with Panama direct, or take what other 
steps were needful in order to begin the enterprise. 

A third possibility was that the people of the Isthmus, who had 
formerly constituted an independent state, and who until recently 
were united to Colombia only by a loose tie of federal relation- 
ship, might take the protection of their own vital interests into 


their own hands, reassert their former rights, declare their inde- | 


pendence upon just grounds, and establish a government compe- 
tent and willing to do its share in this great work for civilization. 
This third possibility is what actually occurred. 
that it was a possibility, but it was not until towards the end of 
October that it appeared to bean imminent probability. 
the Administration, of course, had special means of knowledge, 


no such means were necessary in order to appreciate the possi- | 


bility, and toward the end the likelihood, of such a revolutionary 
outbreak and of itssuccess. It was a matter of common notoriety. 


to show this state of affairs; a very few will suffice. From Costa 


Rica on August 31 a special was sent to the Washington Post, | 


running as follows: 
“San Josk, Costa Rica, August $1. 


** Travelers from Panama report the Isthmus alive with fires of 
a new revolution. It is inspired, it is believed, by men who, in 


Panama and Colon, have systematically engendered the pro- | 


merican feeling to secure the building of the Isthmian canal by 
A feeling to the building of the Isthr al by | tethmus 


the United States. 

‘* The Indians have risen, and the late followers of Gen. Benja- 
min Herrera are mustering in the mountain villages, preparatory 
to joining in an organized revolt, caused by the rejection of the 
canal treaty. 

‘* Hundreds of stacks of arms, confiscated by the Colombian Govy- 
ernment at the close of the late revolution, have reappeared from 
some mysterious source, and thousands of rifles that look suspi- 
ciously like the Mausers the United States captured in Cuba are 
issuing tothe gathering forces from central points of distribution. 
With the arms goes ammunition, fresh from factories. showing 
the movement is not spasmodic, but is carefully planned. 

7 * a a nm x * 


** The Government forcesin Panama and Colon, numbering less 
than 1,500 men, are reported to be a little more than friendly to 
the revolutionary spirit. They have been ill paid since the revo- 
lution closed and their only hope of prompt payment is another 
war. 

‘**General Huertes, commander of the forces, who is ostensibly 


loyal to the Bogota Government, is said to be secretly friendly to | 


the proposed revolution. At least, all his personal friends are 


Although | 
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A while ago there was a secret plan afoot to cut loose from Co- 
lombia and seek the protection of the United States.’ ”’ 

In the New York Herald of September 10 the following state- 
ment appeared: 

‘** Representatives of strong interests on the Isthmus of Panama 
who make their headquarters in this city are considering a plan 
of action to be undertaken in cooperation with men of similar 
views in Panama and Colon to bring about a revolution and form 
an independent government in Panama opposed to that in Bogota. 

‘There is much indignation on the Isthmus on account of the 
failure of the canal treaty, which is ascribed to the authorities at 
Bogota. This opinion is believed to be shared by a majority of 
the Isthmians of all shades of political belief, and they think it is 
to their best interest for a new republic to be formed on the Isth- 
mus, which may negotiate directly with the United States a new 
treaty which will permit the digging of the Panama canal under 
favorable conditions.”’ 

In the New York Times, under date of September 13, there ap- 
peared from Bogota the following statement: 

“‘A proposal made by Sefior Perez y Sotos to ask the Executive 
to appoint an anti-secessionist governor in Panama has been ap- 
proved by the Senate. Speakers in the Senate said that Sejior 
Obaldia, who was recently appointed governor of Panama, and 
who is favorable to a canal treaty, was a menace to the national 
integrity. Senator Marroquin protested against the action of the 
Senate. 

‘** President Marroquin succeeded later in calming the Congress- 
men. It appears that he was able to give them satisfactory rea- 
sons for Governor Obaldia’s appointment. He appears to realize 
the imminent peril of the Isthmus of Panama declaring its inde- 


| pendence. 
Everyone knew | 


‘*Seiior Deroux, representative for a Panama constituency, re- 
cently delivered a sensational speechin the House. Among other 
things he said: 

‘**In Panama the bishops, governors, magistrates, military 
chiefs, and their subordinates have been and are foreign to the 
department. It seems that the Government, with surprising te- 


| nacity, wishes to exclude the Isthmus from all participation in 
Quotations from the daily papers could be indefinitely multiplied | 


public affairs. As regards international dangers in the Isthmus, 
all I can say is that if these dangers exist they are due to the con- 
duct of the national government, which is in the direction of 
reaction. 

‘*** If the Colombian Government will not take action witha 
view to preventing disaster, the responsibility will rest with it 
alone.’ ”’ 

In the New York Herald of October 26 it was reported that a revo- 
lutionary expedition of about 70 men had actually landed on the 
In the Washington Post of October 29 it was reported 
from Panama that in view of the impending:trouble on the Isth- 
mus the Bogota Government had gathered troops in sufficient 
numbers to at once put down-an attempt at secession. In the 


| New York Herald of October 30 it was announced from Panama 
| that Bogota was hurrying troops to the Isthmus to put down the 


projected revolt. In the New York Herald of November 2 it was 
announced. that in Bogota the Congress had indorsed the ener- 
getic measures taken to meet the situation on the Isthmus and 
that 6,000 men were about to be sent thither. 

Quotations like the above could be multiplied indefinitely. Suf- 


| fice it to say that it was notorious that revolutionary trouble of 4 


| serious nature was impending upon the Isthmus. 
| necessary to rely exclusively upon such general means of informa- 
| tion. 


But it was not 


On October 15 Commander Hubbard, of the Navy, not ified 
the Navy Department: that, though things were quiet on the Isth- 
mus, a revolution had broken out in the State of Cauca. On Uc- 


| tober 16, at the request of Liewtenant-General Young, I saw Capt. 
| C. B. Humphrey and Lieut. Grayson Mallet-Prevost Murphy. who 


open in denunciation of the Bogota Government and the failure | 


of the Colombian Congress to ratify the canal treaty. 
“The consensus of opinion gathered from late arrivals from 


had just returned from a four months’ tour through the northern 
portions of Venezuela and Colombia. They stopped :n Panama 
on their return in the latter part of September. Atthe time they 
were sent down there had been no thought of their going to 


| Panama, and their visit to the Isthmus was but an unpremeditated 


the Isthmus is that the revolution is coming, and that it will suc- | 


ceed.’’ 

A special dispatch to the Washington Post, under date of New 
York, September 1, runs as follows: 

‘*B. G. Duque, editor and proprietor of the Panama Star and 
Herald, a resident of the Isthmus during the past twenty-seven 


treaty fell through a revolution would be likely to follow. 

‘*** There is a very strong feeling in Panama,’ said Mr. Duque, 
‘that Colombia, in negotiating tho sale of a canal concession.in 
Panama, is looking for profits that might just as well go to Pan- 
ama herself. 

*** The Colombian Government, only the other day, suppressed 
a newspaper that dared to speak of independence for Panama. 


wren to bY 


incident of their return journey; nor had they been 5] ‘ 
Unti 


anyone at Washington regarding the possibility of arevolt. 


| they landed at Colon they had no knowledge that a revolution was 


impending, save what they had gained from the newspapers. W hat 
they saw in Panama so impressed them that they reported thereon 


| to Lieutenant-General Young, according to his memorandum— 
f ; c it tw | ‘* that while on the Isthmus they became satisfied beyond question 
years, who arrived to-day in New York, declared that if the canal | 


that, owing largely to the dissatisfaction because of the failure 
of Colombia to ratify the Hay-Herran treaty, a revolutionary 
party was in course of organization having for its object the 
separation of the State of Panama from Colombia, the leader 
being Dr, Richard Arango, a former governor of Panama; ‘hat 
when they were on the Isthmus.arms and ammunition ‘ere 
being smuggled into theeity of Colon in:piano boxes, mere ath 
dise crates, etc., the small arms received being principally the 
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Gras French rifle, the Remington, and the Mauser; that nearly 
every citizen in Panama had some sort of rifle or gun in his pos- 
session, with ammunition therefor; that in the city of Panama 
there had been organized a fire brigade which was really intended 
for a revolutionary military organization; that there were rep- 
resentatives of the revolutionary organization at all important 
points on the Isthmus; that in Panama, Colon, and the other 
principal places of the Isthmus police forces had been organized 
which were in reality revolutionary forces; that the people on the 
Isthmus seemed to be unanimous in their sentiment against the 
Bogota Government, and their disgust over the failure of that 
(government to ratify the treaty providing for the cohstruction of 
the canal, and that a revolution might be expected immediately 
upon the adjournment of the Colombian Congress without rati- 
fication of the treaty.”’ 

Lieutenant-General Young regarded their report as of such 
importance as to make it advisable that I should personally see 
these officers. They told me what they had already reported to 
the Lieutenant-General, adding that on the Isthmus the excite- 
ment was seething, and that the Colombian troops were reported 
to be disaffected. In response to a question of mine, they in- 
formed me that it was the general belief that the revolution might 
break out at any moment, and if it did not happen before, would 
doubtless take place immediately after the closing of the Colom- 
bian Congress (at the end of October) if the canal treaty were 
not ratified. They were certain that the revolution would occur, 
and before leaving the Isthmus had made their own reckoning as to 
the time, which they had set down as being probably from three 
to four weeks after their leaving. The reason they set this as the 
probable inside limit of time was that they reckoned that it would 
be at least three or four weeks—say not until October 20—before 
a sufficient quantity of arms and munitions would have been 
landed. 

In view of all these facts, I directed the Navy Department toissue 
instructions such as would insure our having ships within easy 
reach of the Isthmus’in the event of need arising. Orders were 
given on October 19 to the Boston to proceed to San Juan del Sur, 
Nicaragua; to the Dixie to prepare to sail from League Island; 
and to the Atlanta to proceed to Guantanamo. On October 30 
the Nashville was ordered to proceed to Colon. On November 2 
when, the Colombian Congress having adjourned, it was evi- 
dent that the outbreak was imminent, and when it was announced 
that both sides were making ready forces whose meeting would 
mean bloodshed and disorder, the Colombian troops having been 
embarked on vessels, the following instructions were sent to the 
commapders of the Boston, Nashville, and Dixie: 

‘* Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption is 
threatened by armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent 
landing of any armed force with hostile intent, either Govern- 
ment or insurgent, at any point within 50 milesof Panama. Gov- 
ernment force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessels. Pre- 
vent their landing if, in your judgment, the landing would 
precipitate a conflict.’’ 

These orders were delivered in pursuance of the policy on which 
our Government had repeatedly acted. This policy was exhibited 
in the following orders, given under somewhat similar circum- 
stances last year, and the year before, and the year before that. 
The first two telegrams are from the Department of State to the 
consul at Panama: 


** JULY 25, 1900. 
“You are directed to protest against any act of hostility which 
may involve or imperil the safe and peaceful transit of persons or 
ews y across the Isthmus of Panama. The bombardment of 
anama would have this effect, and the United States must insist 
upon the neutrality of the Isthmus as guaranteed by the treaty.” 


** NOVEMBER 20, 1901. 
‘Notify all parties molesting or interfering with free transit 
across the Isthmus that such interference must cease and that the 
United States will prevent the interruption of traffic upon the 
railroad. Consult with the captain of the Jowa, who will be in- 
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** Coton, September 20, 1902. 
“‘SeorETARY Navy, Washington: 


‘* Everything is conceded. The United States guards and guar- 
antees traffic and the line of transit. To-day I permitted the ex- 
change of Colombian troops from Panama to Colon, about 1,000 
men each way, the troops without arms in train guarded by 
American naval force in the same manner as other passengers; 
arms and ammunition in separate train, guarded also by naval 
force in the same manner as other freight. 

**McLEAN.”’ 


**PanaMA, October 3, 1902. 
‘* SECRETARY NAVY, 
** Washington, D. C.: 


‘** Have sent this communication to the American consul at Pan- 
ama: 

‘**Inform governor while trains running under United States 
protection I must decline transportation any combatants, ammu- 
nition. arms, which might cause interruption traffic or convert 
line of transit into theater hostilities.’ 

‘* CasEy.”” 

On November 3 Commander Hubbard responded to the above- 
quoted telegram of November 2, 1903, saying that before the tele- 
gram had been received 400 Colombian troops from Cartagena had 
landed at Colon; that there had been no revolution on the Isthmus, 
but that the situation was most critical if the revolutionary lead- 
ers should act. On this same date the Associated Press in Wash- 
ington received a bulletin stating that a revolutionary outbreak 
had occurred. When this was brought to the attention of the 
Assistant Secretary of State, Mr. Loomis, he prepared the follow- 
ing cablegram to the consul-general at Panama and the consul at 
Colon: 

‘** Uprising on Isthmus reported. 
and fully informed.’’ 

Before this telegram was sent, however, one was received from 
Consul Malmros at Colon, running as follows: 

** Revolution imminent. Government force on the Isthmus 
about 500 men. ‘Their official promised support revolution. Fire 
department, Panama, 441, are well organized and favor revolu- 
tion. Government vessel, Cartagena, with about 400 men. ar- 
rived early to-day with new commander in chief, Tobar. Was 
not expected until November 10. Tobar’s arrival is not probable 
to stop revolution.” 

This cablegram was received at 2.35 p. m., and at 3.40 p.m. Mr. 
Loomis sent the telegram which he had already prepared to both 
Panama and Colon. Apparently, however, the consul-general at 
Panama had not received the information embodied in the Associ- 
ated Press bulletin, upon which the Assistant Secretary of State 
based his dispatch: for his answer was that there was no uprising, 
although the situation was critical, this answer being received at 
8.15 p. m. Immediately afterwards he sent another dispatch, 
which was received at 9.50 p. m., saying that the uprising had 
occurred, and had been successful, with no bloodshed. The Co- 
lombian gunboat Bogota next day began to shell the city of 
Panama, with the result of killing one Chinaman. The consul- 
general was directed to notify her to stop firing. Meanwhile. on 
November 4, Commander Hubbard notified the Department that 
he had landed a force to protect the lives and property of Ameri- 
can citizens against the threats of the Colombian soldiery. 

Before any step whatever had been taken by the United States 
troops to restore order, the commander of the newly landed Co- 
lombian troops had indulged in wanton and violent threats 
against American citizens, which created serious apprehension. 
As Commander Hubbard reported in his letter of November 5, 
this officer and his troops practically began war against the 
United States, and only the forbearance and coolness of our offi- 
cers and men prevented bloodshed. The letter of Commander 
Hubbard is of such interest that it deserves quotation in full, and 


Keep Department promptly 


| runs as follows: 


“U.S. S. NasHvinue, Tarrp Rate, 


* Colon, U. S. Colombia, November 5. 1902. 
| Str: Pending a complete report of the occurrences of the last 
| three days in Colon, Colombia, I most respectfully invite the De- 
partment’s attention to those of the date of Wednesday, Novem- 
| ber 4, which amounted to practically the making of war against 
the United States by the officer in command of the Colombian 








structed to land marines, if necessary, for the protection of the 
railroad, in accordance with the treaty rights and obligations of 
the United States. Desirable to avoid bloodshed, if possible.”’ 

_ The next three telegrams are from and to the Secretary of the 


ay y: 


ee ‘* SEPTEMBER 12, 1902. 
RANGER, Panama: 
- nited States guarantees perfect neutrality of Isthmus and 

ae free transit from sea to sea be not interrupted or embar- 

- d. oo Any transportation of troops which might con- 

na — these provisions of treaty should not be sanctioned by you 
f . 1ould use.of road be permitted which might convert the line 

of transit into theater of hostility. 

** Moopy.”’ 





troops in Colon. At 1 o’clock p. m. on that date I was summoned 


| on shore bya preconcerted signal, and on landing met the United 
| States consul, vice-consul, and Colonel Shaler, the general super- 


intendent of the Panama Railroad. Theconsul informed me that 
he had received notice from the officer commanding the Colom- 
bian troops, Colonel Torres, through the prefect of Colon, to the 
effect that if the Colombian officers, Generals Tobal and Amaya, 


| who had been seized in Panama on the evening of the 3d of No- 


vember by the Independents and held as prisoners, were not 
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released by 2 o’clock p. m., he, Torres, would open fire on the town 
of Colon and killevery United States citizen in the place, and my 
advice and action were requested. I advised that all the United 
States citizens should take refuge in the shed of the Panama Rail- 
road Company, a stone building susceptible of being putinto good 
state for defense, and that I would immediately land such body of 
men, with extra arms for arming the citizens, as the complement 
of the ship would permit. This was agreed to and I immediately 
returned on board, arriving at 1.15 p.m. The order for landing 
was immediately given, and at 1.30 p. m. the boats left the ship 
with a party of 42 men under the command of Lieut. Commander 
H. M. Witzel, with Midshipman J. P. Jackson as second in com- 
mand. Time being pressing I gave verbal orders to Mr. Witzel 
to take the building above referred to, to put it into the best state 
of defense possible, and protect the lives of the citizens assembled 
there—not firing unless fired upon. The women and children took 
refuge on the German steamer Marcomania and Panama Railroad 
steamer City of Washington, both ready to haul out from dock if 
necessary. The Nashville I got under way and patrolled with her 
along the water front close in and ready to use either small-arm 
or shrapnel fire. The Colombians surrounded the building of the 
railroad company almost immediately after we had taken posses- 
sion, and for about one and a half hours their attitude was most 
threatening, it being seemingly their purpose to provoke an at- 
tack. Happily our men were cool and steady,and while the ten- 
sion was very great no shot was fired. Atabout3.15 p.m. Colonel 
Torres came into the building for an interview and expressed 


himself as most friendly to Americans, claiming that the whole | 


affair was a misapprehension and that he would like to send the 
alcalde of Colon to Panama to see General Tobal and have him 
direct the discontinuance of the show of force. A special train 
was furnished and safe conduct guaranteed. At about 5.30 p.m. 
Colonel Torres made the proposition of withdrawing his troops 
to Monkey Hill, if I Soule withdraw the Nashville's force and 
leave the town in possession of the police until the return of the 
alcalde on the morning of the 5th. After an interview with the 
United States consul and Colonel Shaler as to the probability of 
good faith in the matter, I decided to accept the proposition and 
brought my men on board, the disparity in numbers between my 
force and that of the Colombians, nearly ten to one, making me 
desirous of avoiding a conflict so long as the object in view, the 
protection of American citizens, was not imperiled. 

‘*T am positive that the determined attitude of our men, their 
coolness and evident intention of standing their ground, had a 
most salutaryrand decisive effect on the immediate situation and 
was the initial step in the ultimate abandoning of Colon by these 
troops and their return to Cartagena the following day. Lien- 
tenant-Commander Witzel is entitled te much praise for his admi- 
rable work in command on the spot. 

‘**T feel that I can not sufficiently strongly represent to the De- 
partment the grossness of this outrage and the insult to our dig- 
nity, even apart from the savagery of the threat. 

** Very respectfully, 
*“ JOHN HUBBARD, 
“Commander, U. 8S. Navy, Commanding. 


“The SECRETARY OF. THE Navy, 
“* Navy Department, Washington, D. C.’’ 


In his letter of November 8 Commander Hubbard sets forth the 

facts more in detail: 
“0.8. S. Naswviiie, Tarp Rate, 
“Porto Bello, U. S. Colombia, November 8, 1903. 

**Sir: 1. I have the honor to make the following report of the 
occurrences Which took place at Colon and Panama in the inter- 
val between the arrival of the Nashville at Colon on the evening 
of November 2, 1903, and the evening of November 5, 1903, when 


by the arrival of the U. 8. 8. Diaie at Colon I was relieved as | 


senior officer by Commander F.. H. Delano, U. 8. Navy. 
“2. At the time of the arrival of the Nashville at Colon at 5.30 
» m. on November 2 everything on the Isthmus was quiet. 


There was talk of proclaiming the independence of Panama, but | 


no definite action had been taken and there had been no disturb- 
ance of peace and order. At daylight on the morning of Novem- 
ber 3 it was found that a vessel which had come in during the 
night was the Colombian gunboat Cartagena carrying between 
400 and 500 troops. I had her boarded and learned that these 
= were for the garrison at Panama. Inasmuch as the Inde- 
pen 

was at the time in undisputed control of the Province of Panama, 
I did not feel, in the absence of any instructions, that I was justi- 
fied in preventing the landing of these troops, and at 8.30 o’clock 
they were disembarked. The commanding officers, Generals 
Amaya and Tobal, with four others, immediately went over to 
Panama to make arrangements for receiving and quartering their 
troops, leaving the command in chargeof an officer whom I later 


learned to be Colonel Torres. The Department's message addressed | 
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to the care of the United States consul I received at 10.30. m.: it 
was delivered to one of the ship's boats while I was at the consul's 
and not to the consulas addressed. The message was said to have 
been received at the cable office at 9.30 a.m. Immediately on 
| deciphering the message I went on shore to see what arrange- 
| ments the railroad company had made for the transportation of 
these troops to Panama, and learned that the company would. not 
transport them except on request of the governor of Panama, and 
that the prefect at Colon and the officer left in command of th, 
troops had been so notified by the general superintendent of th. 
Panama Railroad Company. I remained at the company’s office 
until it was'sure that no action.on my part would be needed to 
prevent the transportation of the troops that afternoon, when I re- 
turned on board and cabled the Department the situation of affairs. 
At about 5.30 p. m. I again went on shore, and received notice from 
the general superintendent of the railroad that he had receiy 
the request for the transportation of the troops and that they 
would leave on the 8 a. m. train on the following day. I imme 
diately went to see the general superintendent, and learned that 
it had just been announced that a provisional government had 
been established at Panamu—that Generals Amaya and Tolal, 
the governor of Panama, and four officers, who had gone to Pan- 
ama in the morning, had been seized and were held as prisoners: 
that they had an organized force of 1,500 troops and wished the 
| Government troops in Colon to be sent. over. This I declined to 
| permit, and verbally prohibited the general superintendent from 
| giving transportation to the troops of either party. 
‘**It being then late in the evening, I sent early in the morning 
of November 4 written notification to the general superintendent 
of the Panama Railroad, to the prefect of Colon, and to the offi- 
cer left in command of the Colombian troops, later ascertained 
to be Colonel Torres, that I had prohibited the transportation of 
troops in either direction, in order to preserve the free and uwnin- 
terrupted transit of the Isthmus. Copies of these letters ar 
hereto appended; also copy of my notification to the consul. Ex- 
cept to a few people, nothing was known in Colon of the proceed 
ings in Panama until the arrival of the train at 10.45 on the morn- 
ing of the 4th. Some propositions were, I was later told, made 
to Colonel Torres by the representatives of the new Government 
at Colon, with a view to inducing him to reembark in the Carta 
gena and return to the pas of Cartagena, and it was in answer to 
this proposition that Colonel Torres made the threat and took th: 
action reported in my letter No. 96, of November 5, 1903. Th: 
Cartagena left the port just.after the threat was made and I did not 
deem itexpedient toattempt to detain her, as such action would cer- 
tainly, in the then state of affcirs, have precipitated a conflict on 
shore which I was not prepared to meet. It is my undefstanding 
that she returned to Cartagena. After the withdrawal of the Co 
lombian troops on the evening of November 4, and the return of the 
Nashville's force on board, as reported in my letter No. 96, ther 
was no disturbance on shore, and the night passed quietly. On 
the morning of the 5th I discovered that the commander of the 
Colombian troops had not withdrawn so far from the town as he 
had agreed, but was occupying buildings near the outskirts | 
the town. I immediately inquired into the matter and learned 
that he had some trivial excuse for not carrying out his agr 
ment, and also that it was his intention to occupy Colon a 
the arrival of the alcalde due at 10.45 a. m., unless Gener«! 
| sent word by the alcalde that he, Colonel Torres, should w 
| draw. That General Tobal had declined to give any instruct 
I was cognizant of, and the situation at once became quite 4 
serious as on the day previous. I immediately landed an armet 
force, reoccupied the same building; also landed two 1-pouncer 
| and mounted them on platform cars behind protection o! 
| bales, and then in company with the United States consu! ! 
| interview with Colonel Torres, in the course of which I inform 
him that I had relanded my men. because he had not kept ! 
agreement; that I had no interest in the affairs.of either | 
| that my attitude was strictly neutral; that the troops of 11th 
| side should be transported; that my sole purpose in lanilins 
was to protect the lives and property of American citi 
threatened, as they had been threatened,and to maintain t 
and uninterrupted transit of the Isthmus, and that pur) 
| should maintaim by force if necessary. I also strongly 4 
| that in the interests of peace, and to prevent the possibility ©! 4 
| conflict that could not but be regrettable, he should carry out his 
agreement of the previous evening and withdraw to Monkey fu!. 
| “Colonel Torres’s only reply was that it was unhealty 4 
Monkey Hill, a reiteration of his love of Americans, an‘| | St- 
ence in his intention to occupy Colon, should General Tv 

| give him directions to the contrary. ia 

“On the return of the alcalde at about 11 a. m. the Colom" 

troops marched into Colon, but did not assume the thre’ 

| demeanor of the previous day. The American women 2! 

| dren again went on board the Marcomania and City of i 

ton, and through the British vice-consul I offered protec’ 


















British subjects as directed in the Department's cablegram. A 
copy of the British vice-consul’s acknowledgment is hereto ap- 
pended. The Nashville I got under way as on the previous day 
and moved close in to protect the waterfront. During the after- 
noon several propositions were made to Colonel Torres by the 
representatives of the new Government, and he was finally per- 
suaded by them to embark.on the Royal Mail steamer Orinoco 
with all his troops and return to Cartagena. The Orinoco left 
her dock with the troops—474 all told—at 7.35 p.m. The Dixie 
arrived and anchored at 7.05 p. m., when I went on board and 
acquainted the commanding officer with the situation. A por- 
tion of the marine battalion was landed and the Nashville’s force 
withdrawn. 

“3. On the evening of November 4 Maj. William M. Black and 
Lieut. Mark Brooke, Corps of Engineers, U. 8. Army, came to 
Colon from Culebra and volunteered their services, which were 
accepted, and they rendered very efficient help on the following 
day. 

“4. I beg to assure the Department that I had no part what- 
ever in the negotiations that were carried on between Colonel 
Torres and the representatives of the provisional government; 
that I landed an armed force only when the lives of American 
citizens were threatened and withdrew this force as soon as there 
seemed to be no grounds for further apprehension of injury to 
American lives or property; that I relanded an armed force be- 
cause of the failure of Colonel Torres to carry out his agreement 
to withdraw and announced intention of returning, and that my 
attitude throughout was strictly neutral as between the two par- 
ties, my only purpose being to protect the lives and property of 
American citizens and to preserve the free and uninterrupted 
transit of the Isthmus. 

“Very respectfully, 
**(Signed) JOHN HuBBARD, 
“Commander, U. S. Navy, Commanding. 


“The SECRETARY OF THE Navy, 
‘Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, 
‘Washington, D. C.”’ 


This plain official account of the occurrences of November 4 
shows that, instead of there having been too much prevision by 
the American Government for the maintenance of order and the 
protection of life and property on the Isthmus, the orders for the 
movement of the American war ships had been too long delayed; 
so long, in fact, that there were but forty-two marines and sailors 
available toland and protect the lives of American men and women. 
It was only the coolness and gallantry with which this little band 
of men wearing the American uniform faced ten times their num- 
ber of armed foes, bent on carrying out* the atrocious threat of 
the Colombian commander, that prevented a murderous catas- 
trophe. At Panama, when the revolution broke out, there was 
no American man-of-war and no American troops or sailors. At 
Colon, Commander Hubbard acted with entire impartiality to- 
wards both sides, preventing any movement, whether by the 
Colombians or the Panamans, which would tend to produce blood- 
shed. On November 9 he prevented a body of the revolutionists 
from landing at Colon. roughout he behaved in the most 
creditable manner, In the New York Evening Post, under date 
of Panama, December 8, there is an article from a special corre- 
P udent, which sets forth in detail the unbearable oppression of 
the Colombian Government in Panama. In this article is an in- 
: - sting interview with a native Panaman, which runs in part as 

OLLIOWS: 

.... © * Welooked upon the building of the canalasa matter 
of life or death tous. We wanted that because it meant, with the 
United States in control of it, peace and prosperity for us. Presi- 
dent Marroguin appointed an Isthmian to be governor of Panama; 
and we looked upon thatas of happy augury. Soon we heard that 
the canal treaty was not likely to be approved at Bogota; next we 
heard that our Isthmian governor, Obaldia, who had scarcely as- 
sumed power, was to besuperseded by a soldier from Bogota. * * * 

_’ Notwithstanding all that Colombia has drained us of in the 
W ay of revenues, she did not bridge for us a single river, nor 
= a single roadway, nor erect a single college where our chil- 
cren could be educated, nor do anything at all to advance our in- 
oe ries. * * * Well, when the new generals came we seized 
un m, arrested them, and the town of Panama was in joy. Not 
apr vest was made, except the shots fired from the Colombian 
— »oat Bogota, which killed one Chinese lying in his bed. We 
fev. ;Wuling to encounter the Colombian troops at Colon and 
th, be out; but the commander of the United States cruiser Nash- 
‘tc forbade Superintendent Shaler to allow the railroad to trans- 
Port troops for either party. ‘That is our story.” 
view a pect attention to the concluding portion of this inter- 

- On ‘ich states the willingness of the Panama people to fight 
vere olombian troops and the refusal of Commander Hubbard to 

‘mit them to use the railroad and therefore to get into a posi- 
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tion where the fight could take place. It thus clearly appears 
that the fact that there was no bloodshed on the Isthmus was di- 
rectly due—and only due—to the prompt and firm enforcement 
by the United States of its traditional policy. During the past 
forty years revolutions and attempts at revolution have succeeded 
one another with monotonous regularity on the Isthmus, and 
again and again United States sailors and marines have been 
landed as they were landed in this instance and under similar in- 
structions to protect the transit. One of these revolutions re- 
sulted in three years of warfare; and the aggregate of blood- 
shed and misery caused by them has been incalculable. The 
fact that in this last revolution not a life was lost, save that of 
the man killed by the shells of the Colombian gunboat, and no 
property destroyed, was due to the action which I have described. 
We, in effect, policed the Isthmus in the interest of its inhabitants 
and of our own natioral needs, and for the good of the entire civ- 
ilized world. Failure to act as the Administration acted would 
have meant great waste of life, great suffering, great destruction 
of property; all of which was avoided by the firmness and pru- 
dence with which Commander Hubbard carried out his orders 
and prevented either party from attacking the other. Our action 
was for the peace both of Colombia and of Panama. It is ear- 
nestly to be hoped that there will be no unwise conduct on our 
part which may encourage Colombia to embark on a war which 
can not result in her regaining control of the Isthmus, but which 
may cause much bloodshed and suffering. 

I hesitate to refer to the injurious insinuations which have been 
made of complicity by this Government in the revolutionary 
movement in Panama. They are as destitute of foundation as 
of propriety. The only excuse for my mentioning them is the 
fear lest unthinking persons might mistake for acquiescence the 
silence of mere self-respect. I think proper tosay, therefore, that 
no one connected with this Government had any part in prepar- 
ing, inciting, or encouraging the late revolution on the Isthmus 
of Panama, and that save from the reports of our military and 
naval officers, given above, no one connected with this Govern- 
ment had any previous knowledge of the revolution except such 
as was accessible to any person of ordinary intelligence who read 
the newspapers and kept up a current acquaintance with public 
affairs. 

By the unanimons action of its people, without the firing of a 
shot—with a unanimity hardly before recorded in any similar 
case—the people of Panama declared themselves an independent 
Republic. eir recognition by thisGovernment was based upon 
a state of facts in no way dependent for its justification upon our 
action in ordinary cases. have not denied, nor do I wish to 
deny, either the validity or the propriety of the general rule that 
a new state should not be recognized as independent fill it has 
shown its ability to maintain its independence. This rule is de- 
rived from the principle of nonintervention, and as a corollary of 
that principle has generally been observed by the United States. 
But, like the principle from which it is deduced, the rule is sub- 
ject to exceptions; and thereare in my opinion clear and impera- 
tive reasons why a departure from it was justified and even 
required in the present instance. These reasons embrace, first, 
our treaty rights; second, our national interests and safety; and, 
third, the interests of collective civilization. 

I have already adverted to the treaty of 1846, by the thirty-fifth 
article of which the United States secured the right to a free and 
open transit across the Isthmus of Panama, and to that end 
agreed to guarantee to New Granada her rights of sovereignty 
and property over that territory. This article is sometimes dis- 
cussed as if the latter guarantee constituted its sole object and 
bound the United States to protect the sovereignty of New 
Granada against domestic revolution. Nothing, however, could 
be more erroneous than this supposition. That our wise and 
patriotic ancestors, with all their dread of entangling alliances, 
would have entered into a treaty with New Granada solely or 
even primarily for the purpose of enabling that remnant of the 
original Republic of Colombia, then resolved into the States of 
New Granada, Venezuela, and Ecuador, to continue from Bogota 
to rule over the Isthmus of Panama, is a conception that would 
in itself be incredible, even if the contrary did not clearly appear. 
It is true that since the treaty was made the United States has 
again and again been obliged forcibly tointervene for the preser- 
vation of order and the maintenance of an open transit, and 
that this intervention has usually operated to the advantage of the 
titular Government of Colombia, but it is equally true that the 
United States in intervening, with or without Colombia’s con- 
sent, for the protection of the transit, has disclaimed any duty to 
defend the Colombian Government against domestic insurrection 
or against the erection of an independent government on the 
Isthmus of Panama. The attacks against which the United 


States engaged to protect New Granadian sovereignty were those 
of foreign powers; but this engagement was only a means to the 
accomplishment of a yet more important end. 


The great design of 





A424 


the article was to assure the dedication of the Isthmus to the pur- 
poses of free and unobstructed interoceanic transit, the consumma- 
tion of which would be found in an interoceanic canal. To the ac- 
complishment of this object the Government of the United States 
had for years directed its diplomacy. It occupied a place in the 
instructions to our delegates te the Panama Congress during the 
Administration of John Quincy Adams. It formed the subject of 
a resolution of the Senate in 1835, and of the House of Representa- 
tives in 1839. In 1846 its importance had become still more a 
parent by reason of the Mexican war. If the treaty of 1846 did 
not in terms bind New Granada to grant reasonable concessions 
for the construction of means of interoceanic communication, it 
was only because it was not imagined that such concessions would 
ever be withheld. As it was expressly agreed that the United 
States, in consideration of its onerous guarantee of New Granadian 
sovereignty, should possess the right of free and open transit on 
any modes of communication that might be constructed, the ob- 
vious intent of the treaty rendered it unnecessary, if not super- 
fluous, in terms to stipulate that permission for the construction 
of such modes of communication should not be denied. 

Long before the conclusion of the Hay-Herran treaty the course 
of events had shown that a canal to connect the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans must be built by the United States or not at all. 
Experience had demonstrated that private enterprise was utterly 
inadequate for the purpose; and a fixed policy, declared by the 
United States on many memorable occasions, and supported by 
the practically unanimous voice of American opinion, had ren- 
dered it morally impossible that the work should be undertaken 
by European powers, either singly or in combination. Such were 
the universally recognized conditions on which the legislation of 
the Congress was based, and on which the late negotiations with 
Colombia were begun and concluded. Nevertheless, when the 
well-considered agreement was rejected by Colombia and the revo- 
lution on the Isthmus ensued, one of Colombia’s first acts was to 
invoke the intervention of the United States; nor does her invi- 
tation appear to have been confined to this Government alone. 
By a telegram from Mr. Beaupré, our minister at Bogota, of the 
7th of November last, we were informed that General Reyes would 
soon leave Panama invested with full powers; that he had tele- 
graphed the President of Mexico to ask the Government of the 
United States and all countries represented at the Pan-American 
Conference ‘‘ to aid Colombia to preserve her integrity;’’ and that 
he had requested that the Government of the United States should 
meanwhile ‘‘ preserve the neutrality and transit of the Isthmus”’ 
and should “not recognize the new Government.’’ In another 
telegram from Mr. Beaupré, which was sent later in the day, this 
Government was asked whether it would take action ‘‘ to maintain 
Colombian right and sovereignty on the Isthmus in accordance 
with article 35 [of] the treaty of 1846”’ in case the Colombian 
Government should be “‘ entirely unable to suppress the secession 
movement there.’’ Here was a direct solicitation to the United 
States to intervene for the purpose of suppressing, contrary to the 
treaty of 1846 as this Government has uniformly construed it, a 
new revolt against Colombia’s authority brought about by her 
own refusal to permit the fulfillment of the great design for which 
that treaty was made. Itwasunder these circumstances that the 
United States, instead of using its forces to destroy those who 
sought to make the engagements of the treaty a reality, recognized 
them as the proper custodians of the sovereignty of the Isthmus. 

This recognition was, in the second place, further justified by 
the highest considerations of our national interests andsafety. In 
all the range of our international relations, I do not hesitate to 
affirm that there is nothing of greater or more pressing importance 
than the construction of an interoceanic canal. Long acknowl- 
edged to be essential to our commercial development, it has be- 
come, as the result of the recent extension of our territorial do- 
minion, more than ever essential to our national self-defense. In 
transmitting to the Senate the treaty of 1846, President Polk 
pointed out as the principal reason for its ratification that the pas- 
sage of the Isthmus, which it was designed to secure, ‘‘ would re- 
lieve us from a long and dangerous navigation of more than 9,000 
miles around Cape Horn, and render our communication with our 
own possessions on the northwest coast of America comparatively 
easy and speedy.’’ The events of the past five years have given 
to this consideration an importance immeasurably greater than it 

ssessed in 1846. In the light of our present situation, the estab- 
ee of easy and speedy communication by sea between the 
Atlantic and the Pacific presents itself not simply as something 
to be desired, but as an object to be positively and promptly at- 
tained. Reasons of convenience have been supersedud by reasons 
of vital necessity, which do not admit of indefinite delays. 

To such delays the rejection by Colombia of the Hay-Herran 
treaty directly exposed us. As proof of this fact I need only 
refer to the programme outlined in the report of the majority of 
the Panama canal committee, read in the Colombian Senate on 
the 14th of October last, In this report, which recommended 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 4, 


that the discussion of a law to authorize the Government to enter 
upon new negotiations should be indefinitely postponed, it is pro- 
posed that the consideration of the subject should be deferred til] 
October 31, 1904, when the next Colombian Congress should have 
met in ordinary session. By that time, as the report goes on to 
say, the extension of time granted to the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany by treaty in 1893 would have expired, and the new Congress 
would be in a position to take up the question whether the com- 
pany had not, in spite of further extensions that had been granted 
»y legislative acts, forfeited all its property and rights. ‘* When 
that time arrives,’’ the report significantly declares, ‘‘ the Repub- 
lic, without any impediment, will be able to contract, and will be 
in more clear, more definite, and more advantageous possession, 
both legally and materially.”” The naked meaning of this report 
is that Colombia proposed to wait until, by the enforcement of a 
forfeiture repugnant to the ideas of justice which obtain in every 
civilized nation, the property and rights of the New Panama 
Canal Company could be confiscated. 

Such is the scheme to which it was proposed that the United 
States should be invited to become a party. The construction of 
the canal was to be relegated to the indefinite future, while Co- 
lombia was, by reason of her own delay, to be placed in the ‘‘ more 
advantageous ’’ position of claiming not merely the compensation 
to be paid by the United States for the privilege of completing the 
canal, but also the forty millions authorized by the act of 1902 to 
be paid for the property of the New Panama Canal Company. 
That the attempt to carry out this scheme would have brought 
Colombia into conflict with the Government of France can not be 
doubted; nor could the United States have counted upon im- 
munity from the consequences of the attempt, even apart from 
the indefinite delays to which the construction of the canal was 
to be subjected. On the first appearance of danger to Colombia, 
this Government would have been summoned to interpose, in 
order to give effect to the guarantees of the tgeaty of 1846; and 
all this in support of a plan which, while characterized in its first 
stage by the wanton disregard of our own highest interests, 
was fitly to end in further injury to the citizens of a friendly na- 
tion, whose enormous losses in their generous efforts to pierce the 
Isthmus have become a matter of history. 

In the third place, I confidently maintain that the recognition 
of the Republic of Panama was an act justified by the interests 
of collective civilization. If ever a government could be said to 
have received a mandate from civilization to effect an object the 
accomplishment of which was demanded in the interest of man- 
kind, the United States holds that position with regard to the in- 
teroceanic canal. Since our purpose to build the canal was defi- 
nitely announced there have come frcm all quarters assurances of 
approval and encouragement, in which even Colombia herself at 
one time participated; and to general assurances were added spe- 
cific acts and declarations. In order that no obstacle might stand 
in our way, Great Britain renounced important rights under the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty and agreed to its abrogation, receiving in 
return nothing but our honorable pledge to build the canal and 
protect it as an open highway. It was in view of this pledge, and 
of the proposed enactment by the Congress of the United States 
of legislation to give it immediate effect, that the second Pan- 
American Conference, at the City of Mexico, on January 22, 1902, 
adopted the following resolution: 

** The re assembled at the International Conference of 
Mexico applaud the purpose of the United States Government to 
construct an interoceanic canal, and acknowledge that this work 
will not only be worthy of the greatness of the American people, 
but also in the highest sense a work of civilization, and to the 
greatest degree beneficial to the development of commerce be- 
tween the American States and the other countries of the world.” 

Among those who signed this resolution on behalf of their re- 
spective governments was General Reyes, the delegate of Colom- 
bia. Little could it have been foreseen that two years later the 
Colombian Government, led astray by false allurements of selfish 
advantage, and forgetful alike of its international obligations and 
of the duties and responsibilities of sovereignty, would thwart 
the efforts of the United States to enter upon and complete a work 
which the nations of America, reechoing the sentiment of the na- 
tions of aa had pronounced to be not only “worthy of the 
greatness of the American people,’’ but also ‘in the highest sense 
a work of civilization.” 

That our position as the mandatary of civilization has been by 
no means misconceived is shown by the promptitude with which 
the powers have, one after another, followed our lead in recognz- 
ing Panama as an independent State. Our action in recognizing 
the new Republic has been followed by like recognition on the 
partof France,Germany, Denmark, Russia, Sweden and Norway, 
Nicaragua, Peru, China, Cuba, Great Britain, Italy, Costa Rica, 
Japan, and Austria-Hungary. ; 30 

In view of the manifold considerations of treaty right and 0)!1- 
gation, of national interest and safety, and of collective civilization, 
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by which our Government was constrained to act, I am at a loss 
to comprehend the attitude of those who can discern in the recogni- 
tionof the Republic of Panama onlyageneral approvalof the princi- 
ple of “ revolution ’’ by which a given government is overturned or 
one portion of acountry separated from another. Only theamplest 
justification can warrant a revolutionary movement of either kind. 
But there is no fixed rule which can be applied to all such move- 
ments. Eachcase must be judged onitsown merits. There have 
been many revolutionary movements, many movements for the 
dismemberment of countries, which were evil, tried by any stand- 
ard. Butin my opinion no disinterested and fair-minded observer 
acquainted with the circumstances can fail to feel that Panama 
had the amplest justification for separation from Colombia under 
the conditions existing, and, moreover, that its action was in the 
highest degree beneficial to the interests of the entire civilized 
world by securing the immediate opportunity for the building of 
the interoceanic canal. It would be well for those who are pes- 
simistic as to our action in peacefully recognizing the Republic of 
Panama, while we lawfully protected the transit from invasion 
and disturbance, to recall what has been done in Cuba, where we 
intervened even by force on general grounds of national interest 
and duty. When we interfered it was freely prophesied that we 
intended to keep Cuba and administer it for our own interests. 
The result has demonstrated in singularly conclusive fashion the 
falsity of these prophecies. Cubais now an independent Republic. 
We governed it in its own interests for a few years, till it was able 
tostand alone,and then started it upon its career of self-government 
and independence, granting it all necessary aid. We havereceived 
from Cuba a grant of two naval stations, so situated that they in 
no possible way menace the liberty of the island, and yet serve as 
important defenses for the Cuban people, as well as for our own 
people, against possible foreign attack. The people of Cuba have 
been immeasurably benefited by our interference in their behalf, 
and our own gain has been great. So it will be with Panama. 
The people of the Isthmus, and as I firmly believe of the adjacent 
arts of Central and South America, will be oy benefited 
& the building of the canal and the guarantee of peace and order 
along its line; and hand in hand with the benefit to them will go 
the benefit to us and to mankind. By our prompt and decisive 
action, not only have our interests and those of the world at large 
been camel but we have forestalled complications which were 
likely to be fruitful in loss to ourselves and in bloodshed and suf- 
fering to the people of the Isthmus. 

Instead of using our forces, as we were invited by Colombia to 
do, for the twofold purpose of defeating our own rights and interests 
and the interests oF the civilized world, and of compelling the sub- 
mission of the people of the Isthmus to those whom they regarded 
as oppressors, we shall, asin duty bound, keep the transit open 
and preventitsinvasion. Meanwhile, the only question now before 
us is that of the ratification of the treaty. For it is to be remem- 
bered that a failure to ratify the treaty will not undo what has 
been done, will not restore Panama to Colombia, and will not alter 
our obligation to keep the transit open across the Isthmus, and to 
prevent any outside power from menacing this transit. 

It seems to have nm assumed in certain quarters that the 
proposition that the obligations of article 35 of the treaty of 1846 
are to be considered as adhering to and following the sovereignty 
of the Isthmus, so long as that sovereignty is not absorbed by the 
United States, rests upon some novel theory. No assumption 
could be further from the fact. It is by no means true that a 
state in declaring its independence rids itself of all the treaty ob- 
ligations entered into by the parent government. It is a mere 
coincidence that this question was once raised in a case involving 
the obligations of Colombia as an independent state under a treaty 
which Spain had made with the United States many years before 
Spanish-American independence. In that case Mr. John Quincy 
Adams, Secretary of State, in an instruction to Mr. Anderson, our 
minister to Colombia, of May 27, 1823, said: 

“ By a treaty between the United States and Spain concluded 
at the time when Colombia was a part of the Spanish dominions 

* * the principle that free hive make free goods was ex- 
Pressly recognized and established. It is asserted that by her 
declaration of independence Colombia has been entirely released 
from all the obligations by which, as a part of the Spanish nation, 
she was bound to other nations. This principle is not tenable. 
To all the engagements of Spain with other nations, affecting 
their rights and interests, Colombia, so far as she was affected by 
them, remains bound in honor and in justice. The stipulation 
now referred to is of that character.” 

The principle thus asserted by Mr. Adams was afterwards sus- 
tained by an international commission in respect to the precise 
pupulation to which he referred; and asimilar position was taken 

y the United States with regard to the binding obligation upon 
the independent State of Texas of commercial stipulations embod- 
led in prior treaties between the United States and Mexico when 


exas formed a partof the latter country. Butin the present case 


it is unnecessary to go so far. Even if it be admitted that prior 
treaties of a political and commercial complexion generally do not 
bind a new state formed by separation, it is undeniable that stip- 
ulations having a local application to the territory embraced in the 
new state continue in force and are binding upon the new sover- 
eign. Thus it is on all hands conceded that treaties relating to 
boundaries and to rights of navigation continue in force without 
regard to changes in government or in sovereignty. This princi- 
ple obviously applies to that part of the treaty of 1846 which re- 
lates to the Isthmus of Panama. 

In conclusion let me repeat that the question actually before 
this Government is not that of the recognition of Panama as an 
independent republic. That is already an accomplished fact. 
The question, and the only question, is whether or not we shall 
build an isthmian canal. 

I transmit herewith copies of the latest notes from the minister 
of the Republic of Panama to this Government, and of certain 
notes which have passed between the special envoy of the Repub- 
lic of Colombia and this Government. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waite House, January 4, 1904. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and the accom- 
panying papers will lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN, I take it the documents accompanying the 
message will also be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. They will be printed. 


EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day; which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PENROSE 
December 10, 1903, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby. directed to commu- 
nicate to the Senate, in the same form as in Senate Document No. 59, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, second session, the names of all persons upon either the 
permanent, emergency, or temporary roll of the Government Printing Office 
who were employed therein during the fiscal years 1895 to 1902, inclusive, who 
did not receive any leaves of absence during those fiscal years or pay for un- 
used leaves of absence, and the amount which such person would have re- 
ceived for each of said fiscal years, separately, if leave pay had been allowed 
either in full or pro rata upon the basis of thirty days for each fiscal year, the 
amount so computed to be according to the pay received and the service per: 
formed by such persons during each of said fiscal years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not gather the full purport of the reso- 
lution. I ask that it may lie over until to-morrow. I should like 
to examine it. oa Yo 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining its place? 

Mr. ALLISON. Retaining its place. ee 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none. 

SECESSION OF PANAMA, 


Mr. MORGAN. The President pro tempore of the Senate was 
not present at the time of the adjournment for the holidays. At 
the time of adjournment there was under consideration a regolu- 
tion which I had the honor to offer in the Senate, No. 66, and it 
was agreed that the consideration of that resolution should go 
over until this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would not displace the 
resolution just laid before the Senate. The resolution to which 
the Senator refers is in the list of resolutions and will come up 
in its proper place. 

Mr. MORGAN. That resolution was under consideration by 
the Senate, and the consideration of it was stopped by an agree- 
ment of the body that it should go over until to-day, not losing 
its privilege, just as if the session of the Senate had continued on 
after 2 0’clock. Iam not at all anxious about it, but I should 
like to know the status of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under that agreement it re- 
tains its place, and its place is a certain number here. 

Mr. MORGAN. The agreement went further than that. I 
should be glad, if the clerks have it, that it should be read. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. My recollection agrees with that of the Senator 
from Alabama. The resolution submitted by the Senator had 
been taken up by the Senate by unanimous consent, and it was 
before the Senate. As it had been taken out of its proper place, 
in the middle of a row of resolutions, when the adjournment oc- 
curred, the resolution being before the Senate, I know I had the 
impression that as the Senate had taken up the resolution out of 
its order, it would be before the Senate when it met again. But 
if the Senator makes no point on that, there is no practical ques- 
tion involved. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was the understanding. 
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Mr. HALE. My recollection agrees with that of the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to get the resolution up now, not with 
a view of discussing it this morning, unless it is required that I | 
shall go on, but in order that on to-morrow the resolution shall 
retain the privileges it has to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I 
it appears here was that the resolution should go over without 
prejudice, and, having gone over without prejudice, the Chair 
would be almost compelled to rule that it simply went to its place 
by its number as it was offered in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is merely the conclusion of the clerksas 
to what took place in the Senate. It is not a recitation of the 
actual state of facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
was reading from—the official REcoRD. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, if the distinguished Senator 
from Alabama was rightly understood by me as desiring that the 


resolution shall. come up to-morrow instead of to-day, I would be | 
very glad to ask unanimons consent that it be now taken up for | 


the purpose of submitting some brief remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I should be very glad if the Senator 
from Maryland should be allowed to proceed to-day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to preceed- 
ing to the consideration of the resolution referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama? The Chair hearsnone. Without unanimous 
consent the resolution which is now to be taken up by unanimous 
consent would not, under the rule, come up to-morrow morning 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understood the Senator from Alabama to 
desire that the resolution should hold its place and come up to- 
morrow for consideration. I therefore asked unanimous consent 
that it should now be taken up, that I might briefly submit some 
remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask as an additional request that if the reso- 
lution is not disposed of to-day it shall receive on to-morrow the 
same privileges that are granted by the Senate now. 

Mr. SPOONER. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. LopGcE] 
has given notice that on to-morrow he would like to address the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Massachusetts gave notice 
on a former occasion that he wanted to speak on my resolution 
to-day. 

Mr SPOONER. He gave notice this morning that he would 
speak to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the second notice he gave. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Alabama, that if the resolution is not 
disposed of to-day it shall be laid before the Senate as the first 
resolution for to-morrow morning? The’Chair hears no objection, 
and the resolution is now, by unanimous consent, before the 
Senate. 

Mr. McCOMAS rose. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I simply desire, in this connec- 
tion, in order that the record may not be confused, to call the 
attention of the presiding officer to the fact that this is one of 
several resolutions standing in the same relation to the business 
of the Senate, and to refer to what occurred on the 19th of De- 
cember, when the present occupant of the chair was absent. The 
presiding officer will find it on page 398 of the Recorp. My re- 
mark is not intended to apply in any manner to the action the 
Senate has taken relative to the resolution of the Senator from 
Alabama, but I wish to call the attention of the presiding officer 
to the order made by the Senate as te another resolution standing 
in the same relation with that of the Senator from Alabama. _ 

The resolution offered by myself, and which I presume is in 


the package which the presiding officer now holds in his hand, | 


was without my knowledge or agency called upon the 19th of De- 
cember as being first in order. 
at the time, and I so stated; and in order that the matter might 
not be in doubt thereafter, I then asked unanimous consent that 
the resolution should lie on the table subject to my call, and it 
was so ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar in that condition now. 

Mr. BACON. 
the presiding officer said relative to the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Alabama should not be deemed to apply to the reso- 
lution which I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


retaining their place. 
were laid on the table subject to the call of the Senators offering 
them. That is a separate list. 
tor offering such a resolution has a right to call it up at any time 
after the conclusion of the regular morning business. ‘The reso- 
lution of the Senator from Alabama is now before the Senate. 
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The request of the Senator as | 


It is the Recorp the Chair | ¥2en such counter 


| in the De 





This was not my understanding | 


That resolution is on the Cal- | ously conclusively stated and proved by the message of tl 





I only took the precaution in order that what | 


Under the agreement, the Sena- | 


| mentioning them is the fear lest unthinking persons might mistak: 


JANUARY 4, 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing was done in relation 
to the other resolutions, which have from day to day been ]:j( 
over, retaining their places. Is it the wish of theSenate that tho 
other resolutions shall be laid over again, retaining their places: 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order will jg 


| made. 


The resolution before the Senate will be read. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. Morgan, December 18, 1: 
was read as follows: 


Resolved, That neither the President, nor the President and the Sen; 


the treaty-making power of the United States, has the lawful power to wa = 


or declare war against any foreign power without ‘the consent of Con 
is at peace with the United pn when its di) 


matic relations with the United States are unbroken, and whenits diploma; 


| representatives are recognized by the President as the representativ: 


friendly power. And the consent of the Senate, asa part of the treaty-m.); 
ing power, to a war waged by the President against such a nation. under 
such circumstances, can not confer upon him such lawful authority und e 
Constitution of the United States, or under the laws of nations, or under the 
neutrality law of the United States. 

2. That.a state of war exists between Colombia.as an organization in { 


| Colombian Department of Panama that.claims to have accomplished the « 
| cession of Panama from Colombia and to have established its independenc 


and sovereignty through the recognition of the President of the United siates 
and of some European and Asiatic states; and that-claims also to have : 
lished. a republic under the flag and the name and title of the Repub 
Panama. And Colombia refuses to recognize the validity of the act of 


ab 


| sion and the aes orthe sovereignty of any government so organiz . 1 
Panama i 


on the Isthmus 0 and is engaged in military and naval operations to 


| assert and enforee her claim of the supreme right of government in a: 


the territory described in her laws and constitution as the Department 
Panama. 
%. That, if ‘Colombia is not prevented by some powerful foreign nat 
she is manifestly able to maintain her present. effort to repress the said 
sion organization and ‘to restore her soversignty over said Department of 
Panama. And the President of the United States having entered into treaty 
relations with ‘the persons who claim to have seceded from Colombia and 
assert the powers of supreme government in and over the territory included 
in such De ment of Panama, and having made agreements with the sec: 
sionists relating to the right and privilege of constructing and owning in 
pecpetuiiy a ship canal across the Isthmus of Panama, all based on thie fo! 
“= stipulation, namely: 
“The United States guarantees and will maintain the indepenflenc: 
Republic of Panama.”’ 
said stipulation is in effect:a declaration of war with Colombia, and is not 
within the limits of any power conferred upon the President by act of ( 
gress or the Constitution, or by the laws of nations. 
4. That the President has no lawful right or power, without the consent of 
Congress, and under the conditions that-existin Panama, to use the m 
and naval forcesof the United States to prevent Colombia from enforcing 
her claim to the proper exercise of her sovereignty and to execute her | 
rtment of Panama by any’form of coercion that is consistent 
ws of nations:iand isnot in conflict withany right of the United 


the 


with the 
States. 

5. That the Senate repeats its resolution of 1889, in the following wor 

“Resolved, etc., That the Government of the United States will lo 
serious concern and disapproval upon any connection of any Europ: 
ernment with the construction or controi of any ship canal across t!. 
mus of Darien or across Central America, and must regard any suc! ine 
tion or control as injurious to the just rights and interests of the United 
States andasa menace to their welfare. 

‘““Sxc. 2. That the President be,and he is hereby, requested to communi- 
cate this expression of the views of the Government of the United Sta! ) 
the governments of the countries of Europe.” 

6. That the United States, in the Revised Statutes, has defined neut: 
and the penalties for its violation as follows: 

“Suc. 6286. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdict 
United States, begins, or sets on foot, or providesor prepares the 1 
any military expedition or enterprise. to be carried on from thenc 
the territory or dominions of any forei, rince or state, or of any 
district, or people, with whom the United Statesare at peace, shall ) 
guilty of high misdemeanor, and shall be fed not exceeding $3,(Ki 
prisoned not more than three years.” 

The intervention by the President, with armed forces of the Unit: 
and without theauthority of Congress, to prevent the exercise of 
or civil authority by Colombia, with whom we are at peace, for the: 
or exercise of her sovereignty and the enforcement of her constitu! 
laws over the Department of Panama is contrary to said law of » 

——— by the Congress of the United States, and is contrary to the | 
nations. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, I had desired to subu 
observations upon the question raised by the resolution 0! 
presented by the eminent senior Senator from Massachus *t 
Hoar]. The present resolution offers the same opport! 
relevant discussion. But the message of the President 
United States, which has just been read, discourages anyo! 
ing my views of the matters involved in the Panama 
from the vain effort of adding to what has been so clea’ 


dent just read. 
However, there is one paragraph in the President’s mos 


| day which ought to impel every patriotic Senator to exp! 
| approval of the action of the Executive in respect of the | 


The remark the Chair made | 
referred only to those resolutions which were allowed to go over | 


There is a separate list of resolutions which | 
| complicity 


in the month of November. 
indignation: 
I hesitate to refer to the injurious insinuations which have been! 


by this Government in the revolutionary movement in !00"" 
They are as destitute of foundation as of propriety. The only excu~ 


The President says, with su) 


quiescence the silence of mere self-respect. , 

I think proper to say, therefore, that no one connected with this ‘ 
ment had any part in preparing, inciting,or encouraging the late r* 
on the Isthmus of Panama, and that save from the reports of our ! 
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and naval officers, given above, no one connected with this Government had 
any previous knowledge of the revolution except such as was accessible to 
any person of ordinary intellige I 
current acquaintance with public affairs. 

The President says well what he must feel strongly, that any 
person of ordinary intelligence who read the newspapers ought to 


have known that the revolution of the Isthmus was neither im- | 


spired, connived at, nor in any way abetted by the Government 
ot the United States, and if the patient dignity and relf-respect of 
the President restrains him in referring to such unworthy insin- 
nations, Senators ought to feel the more anxious to repel such 
false and petty accusations. 

| first note the remarkable circumstance that the Republic of 
Panama has been recognized already by the United States, France, 
Denmark, Russia, Sweden and Norway, Great Britain, Italy, 


China, Germany, Austria-Hungary, Japan, and Belgium. All | 


Europe and all Asia have recognized the new Republic. It has 
been recognized by Cuba, Peru, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and I am 
very safe in predicting that within a very few days it will be rec- 
ognized by all of the principal republics of South America. 

Mr. MORGAN: May I ask the Senator a question just there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. McCOMAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can the Senator point out from the recogni- 
tion that has been given to the Republic.of Panama by any of 
these governments the fact that the independence of Panama has 
been recognized? 


Mr. McCOMAS. The instances are of the recognition of.a de | hope, in his epeech. 


facto government—— 
Mr. MORGAN. All. 
Mr. McCOMAS. In respect of the United States. 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes; and all the rest. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Inthecaseof the United States. and of France | 


it has been a recognition of independence, as I understand. 


Mr. MORGAN. Is the Senator certain of that? 
Mr. McCOMAS. Iam pretty confident of it. 
Mr. MORGAN. Ihave never seen any statement of it. 


Mr. 

Mr. 
one—and that Costa Rica—has gone any further than to acknowl- 
edge merely the de facto existence of that Republic. Our Gov- 
ernment certainly has not. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If it be true that many have not, I think it 
very likely from this unanimity it soon will be true that all nations 
will have recognized the independence of Panama. It is safe to 
say that when the whole of Europe and Asia recognize a de facto 


government and a young republic an existing organized govern- | 


ment, which they have with remarkable celerity and unanimity 
recognized, the second stage of actual recognition of independence 
will soon take place. 

Mr. MORGAN rose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Unless the Senator desires to ask me a further 
question—— 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I will not askanything further. The Sen- 
ator has made all the statement I wanted him to make. 

_Mr. McCOMAS. [L.am safe also in predicting that the repub- 
lics of South America will speedily recognize this new Republic, 
and I may add to that the prediction—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Following the question of the Senator 
from Alabama and the answer of the Senator from Maryland 
that he understands the United States Government has recognized 
the independence of Panama, I will ask him if he takes the posi- 
tion that the Executive of the United States is empowered by the 
Constitution to recognize the independence of a revolutionary 
government without the concurrence of Congress or of the Senate? 

_Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, I emphatically take that posi- 
tion, which has so often been taken by this Government from its 
earliest history. Our Supreme Court looks alone to the Execu- 
tive fi r the recognition of all new governments. That is true in 
the judicature of all the great nations; but in a republic like our 
tripartite division of power it is the essential thing that the Exec- 
utive should have the power of recognition, that the courts should 
follow the Executive, and that Congress at intervals in session 
should follow the Executive. I answer with great confidence 

hat it is a question for the Executive, and the President properly 
a it in the conclusion of his admirable message, when he said: 

n conclusion, let me : is Govern- 
ment ic not thatof the recognition of Fanama as an independent republic. 
at ls already an aceomplished fact. The question, and the only question, 
build an isthmian canal. 
question whether or not a de facto government be recog- 
| by our Government and enter into relations with it isa 


18 whether or not we sha 
The 
nize 
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mce who read the newspapers and kept up a |. 





McCOMAS. At present I feel confident enough to say that. | 
MORGAN. My impression is that no government except | 
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estion for the Executive. The question of the recognition of a 

e facto government likely to endure is an Executive question 

pure and simple and is necessarily exclusively an Executive ques- 

tion, and as much so in our conntry as in other countries where 
the same rule also obtains. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. McOCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator from Maryland contend that 
the President of the United States can do anything more than give 
official recognition, which will amount to nothing unless backed 
up by Congress? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Story and John Randolph Tucker well state 
the reasons why the President is properly vested with the power 
to determine whether the representatives of an insurgent power 
shall be recognized. He can do nothing more than to give official 
recognition, but that official recognition, in case of a dismember- 
ment by revolution, is binding upon the courts, and the President 
will have to answer for the wisdom of the decision. Mr. Tucker 


| well states the strong reasons why this power in the President 


must be exclusive of any like power in the Senate. 
Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, the Executive can embroil 


| us in a war if he sees fit, without Congress declaring it? 


Mr. McCOMAS. I believe I can bring to the Senator’s atten- 
tion two incidents—I will not take time now to mentien or dis- 


| cuss them—in which the Executive of the United States has prac- 


tically brought on war with the United States by Executive action 
without the intervention of Congress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is going to give us instances. I 
In other words, the Senator is not going to 
assert it without proving it. 

Mr. McOOMAS. I think I had better try to do that later on; 
I will not undertake it now. 

My point which I now want to impress is that what we have 
done in the instance of thenew Republic all the world has done in 
like fashion and with remarkable promptitude. It is, as I have 
said, the familiar rule of our Government and of all governments 
withim the pale of international law to recognize and enter into 
re'ations with any actual government within defined territory in 
full possession of effective power with the consent of the people. 
Secretary Hay,im his dispatch to Mr. Ehrman, our consul at Pan- 
ama, stated with accuracy that familiar doctrine: 

When you are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form and 
without substantial opposition from its own people, has been established in 
the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with such responsible gov- 


ernment of the territory and lock to it for all due action to protect the per- 
sons and property of citizens of the United States, and to keep open the 


| isthmian transit in accordance with the obligations of existing treaties gov- 


erning the relations of the United States to that territory. 


This revolution occurred on the 3d day of November. Mr. Hay’s 
telegram was sent on the 5th of November. We formally recog- 
nized the independence of Panama on the 13th of November, and 
before the end of the year the whole world had done likewise. I 
say, therefore, that the world has accepted our intervention, be- 
cause what took place there was not simply recognition of an ex- 
isting government, but it was an intervention within the power 


| and privilege of the Executive under international law; and it was 


also an intervention under the power and scope of treaties which 
we had made in respect of that Isthmus. The whole world has, 
therefore, accepted our act and our recognition as just and humane. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Fora question, with pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire, if I can, to get the Senator's position. 
I want to know whether he contends that the Executive, without 
the instruction or consent of Congress, can employ the Army and 
Navy of this Government to defend his Executive action in warn- 
ing away and preventing Colombia from asserting its supremacy 
in every part of the Isthmus except the railroad, the transit? Do 
our treaty obligations confer or does the Constitution give any- 
body authority to do that without Congressional action? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That matter is so admirably argued in the 
last pages of the message just read that I feel hesitation in enlarg- 
ing upon it, but later on I intend to make some observations on 
that subject. I want to answer frankly to the Senator from 
South Carolina that I believe the Executive has the right and it 
is an Executive right to recognize a de facto government and 
afterwards to recognize the independence of a government, and 
that if improvidently done and that government proves to be un- 
stable the Executive might unhappily involve us ina war. I be- 
lieve that Executive action brought us into a war when public 
sentiment coincided with the executive action. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want tointerrupt the Senator unless 
he desires. I merely want to get his position. The Senator has 
spoken of precedents for his position. But the question for us 
here as Senators to determine is whether or not the President has 
transcended his authority. 
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Mr. BACON. Will the Senator kindly state to the Senate what 
are the two instances to which he has just alluded? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ido not want to discuss that point now. I 
do not want to be diverted by a dispute upon it. 

Mr. BACON. I simply want the Senator to state the instances, 
if he will, so that we may have the information. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator will indulge me, I prefer to 
state the instances when I can give my reasons for my position. 

Mr. BACON. Precisely. But I thought the Senator was pass- 
ing from that point, and I wanted to know. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That point is not within the range of my dis- 
cussion at present, nor necessary to it. I prefer to deal with 
facts which the Senator can not dispute. 

Mr. President, the new Republic, as has been said, is the result 
of asudden revolution. I admit that the new Republic of Pan- 
ama is the child of revolution. So is our Government the child 
of a revolution, and so is every government on this hemisphere, 
to the south of our own Government, the child of a revolution. 
But many of them are the offspring of just and righteous revolu- 
tions, and many of them, our own at the forefront, will endure; 
andiI think this young Republic of Panama will endure longer 
than the parent State of Colombia, which is now threatened with 
other revolutions. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question 
there? 

Mr. McCOMAS. If it is on this matter. 

Mr. BACON. It is right on that particular point. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator expresses a very ardent belief that 
the Panama Republic will continue to exist for an indefinite pe- 
riod. The question I desire to ask the honorable Senator is this, 
How long does he think the Republic of Panama would last if the 
sustaining power of the United States were withdrawn from it? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think it would last for many years. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator think it would last a day? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam trying toshow that but for our repeated 
intervention to suppress Panama when Colombia oppressed her 
there would have been a Panama republic before to-day, and 
that if we had earlier refused to intervene to hold down Panama 
the independence of Panama would have been settled years ago. 

Mr. BACON. Of course I do not desire to enter into a discus- 
sion with the Senator or to unduly interrupt him. The purpose 
of my inquiry was simply to get the views of the Senator as to 
whether or not the Republic of Panama could maintain itself 
against the Republic of Colombia if it did not have the support 
of the United States Government. 

Mr. McCOMAS. When I get an opportunity to go further 
along with my own statement of the proposition I will state 
briefly the reasons why I think it can. I sincerely think so, 

Mr. BACON. That is what I want. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will say just now that I have talked witha 
number of people who have been in Panama of late years, and 
some of whom have just returned, persons who were citizens and 

ersons in official relation, either civil, military, or naval, and I 
— been impressed with the statements of those who reported 
to me that in the condition of Panama, with the natural bulwarks 
guarding Panama, if the United States had not intervened Co- 
lombia could not overcome the new Republic of Panama. 

Mr. BACON. Ifthe Senator will allow me—and I shall promise 
not to interrupt him again, because I recognize the impropriety of 
unduly disturbing the current of his remarks—but will the Sena- 
tor in that connection state to the Senate, if he has the informa- 
tion, and, if not accurately, then approximately, what are the 
respective populations of Colombia and Panama? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iwill state that now. Oneof them has about 
800,000 and the other about 4,500,000. 

Mr. BACON. Colombia four and a half millions and Panama 
300,000? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. And they are contiguous in territory? 

Mr. McCOMAS. They are. 

Mr. BACON. And yet the Senator thinks that those 300,000 
people could maintain themselves against four and a half million 
people. Is that the proposition of the Senator? 


Mr. McCOMAS. Such things have happened in the history of | 


the world. The Senator must not say that I am rashin thinking 
that a united people in such a country, buttressed by land and 
by sea, could not easily be overcome by a discordant and corrupt, 
a bankrupt and decadent people much more numerous. The 
march of the ten thousand, which the Senator read in his youth, 
illustrates what a small body of men can do against a great body. 

Mr. BACON. I always thought that the march of the ten thou- 
sand was a retreat. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But after the death of Cyrus the retreat of 
the Greeks was an attack as well, a continuous attack upon in- 
vaded provinces. 
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Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. McCOMAS. For about—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will recall-—I have no doubt he 
remembers his Xenophon—the cry of the ten thousand as they 
reached the shore—‘*The sea! The sea!’’ That was their deliver- 
ance. They were on the retreat, and not on the advance. 

Mr. McCOMAS. According to my recollection, the march of 
the ten thousand, of which Xenophon has told the story, was a 
march of a solid phalanx through other countries to its own, and 
it ceased to be a retreat when it began to be an invasion of other 
countries. 

Mr. BACON. I just want to ask the Senator this question, 
and this will be the last, if the Senator will answer it. The Sena- 
tor has stated that there are many instances known in history 
similar to that suggested by this question, where approximately 
four and a half million people were unable to conquer 300,000 
people. I wish to ask the Senator, since he says there are so 
many, that he will at least tell us of one where in contiguous 
territory that was the case. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator asking me offhand does not en- 
able me to give several instances now. I know that one— 

Mr. BACON. That was not the question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Take the case of the long defense of Iskander 
and his Croats against the Turkish Empire; take the case of Venice 
repelling the East; take in more recent days the successful war of 
Japan and China—35,000,000 against 400,000,000-—— 

Mr. BACON. But I said in a case where the countries occu- 
pied contiguous territory. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That territory is as contiguous as can be 
across a narrow channel—35,000,000 against 400,000,000. The 
history of the world is full of such instances. The Senator him- 
self can recall twenty if he will sit down and refresh his recollec- 
tion, for I have recalled four or five. 

Mr. BACON. I will say that the Senator can not present any 
instance in history where in contiguous territory 300,000 people 
have maintained themselves and their independence against the 
attack of four and a half million people. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think if the Senator from Georgia will look 
up the story of Croatia he will find that for two centuries those 
people kept up their independence against Turkey. If the Sena- 
tor will turn to the history of Montenegro in the last century he 
will find that in our day those unconquered mountaineers have 
maintained their independence, being defended by the barriers of 
mountains, just as the people of Panama are now defended. 
Such achievements are not unusual. 

Mr. President, I said that the new Republic of Panama is the 
child of a revolution, asis our Government and that of every gov- 
ernment on this hemisphere to the south of us. It is idle, there- 
fore, to criticise the promptness of our recognition of that Giov- 
ernment by the United States. A document I have here, but will 
not read, contains the long roll of the recognitions by this Gov- 
ernment of other governments from its foundation until a recent 
date. It is along roll of prompt and speedy recognitions, and it 
shows what might be expected, that the United States has been 
swift, wherever it safely could, to recognize in this world a new 
republic. 

r. Fish, our Secretary of State, telegraphed our minister, Mr. 
Washburn, to recognize the French Republic, not waiting until 
the provinces had been heard from, but as soon as Gambetta and 
his friends had proclaimed it in the Hotel de Ville in Paris. 50 
earnest were we that, although that Government was disputed 
and war to crush it followed, bloody and monumental in its cru- 
elty, three telegrams had gone from our Secretary of State under 
President Grant, recognizing the Republic when war against the 
Republic was impending by the Commune in Paris. 

Mr. Blaine telegraphed Mr. ADAMS. now an honored Member of 
the other House, then our minister at Brazil, on the second day of 
the existence of the Republic of Brazil, to recognize that Republic. 

The question whether or not a government is likely tv endure 
and be able to withstand assault and to maintain its effective 
power within the defined territory which it rules or undertakes 
to govern is a matter of nice discrimination for the Executive. 

We were in haste to recognize the Republic of Spain, and where 
is the Republic of Spain to-day? It was soon followed by @ mon- 
archy, and no one, so far as I am aware, found fault wit! the 
recognition of that republic or now censures our sympathy and 
confidence in the republic of Emilio Castellar. i 

President Harrison was swift, it was said, to recognize tle new 
Republic of Hawaii; but yet not too swift, as the after time 
proved, and we immediately proceeded to annex those islans a8 
a Territory. 

The eminent senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. H AR] 
was the first to refute President Cleveland’s charge that the Gov- 
ernment of Hawaii had been subverted with the active aid of our 
representative to that Government through the intimidate’ 
caused by the presence of an armed naval force of the Unite 
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States, which was landed for that purpose at the instance of our 
Minister Stevens. That eminent Senator justly replied that **the 
suggestion that the United States may have acted with undue 
haste in the recognition of this Hawaiian Government or that it 
may have violated international law by taking part in the revo- 
Jution which established it, will not, in my judgment, bear exam- 
ination for a moment.”’ And he was right. 

In a most convincing discussion of international law applied to 
the facts in the case of Hawaii, the Senator from Massachusetts 
maintained that there had been no violation of international law; 
that there had been no haste in recognition; that there had been 
no wrong in the action of Mr, Stevens; and the Senator from 
Massachusetts was right. 

Mr. President, the case of Panama is far simpler and far clearer 
than was that of Hawaii. It now appears that the people were 
unanimous in Panama, When we consider the justice and cor- 
rectness of the recognition of the de facto government followed 
by a recognition of the independence of that Government, we are 
to include not simply the facts as they stood at the time when 
Executive recognition took place, but all the subsequent history; 
and now we know, and the world knows, that the people of Pan- 
ama were unanimous, 

The de facto government then possessed, and it now possesses, 
by the unanimity of its people, all the territory of Panama coex- 
tensive with the new Republic. The Colombian troops had de- 
parted and had not waged war. The provisional government has 
proceeded to hold-a popular election and to call a ccnstitutional 
convention, and the most recent information from Panama is 
that, whatever may be said in respect of the uncertainty and the 
unfairness of elections in South American and Central American 
republics, the testimony from all hands is that those elections 
were not only orderly, but absolutely fair, perhaps because the 
people were united and of one mind in those elections. 

Panama will soon have a constitution like our own. All gov- 
ernments except that of the parent State welcome Panama into 
the family of nations, and the young Republic, I repeat, will en- 
dure, taking into comsideration the disorganized and discordant 
condition of Colombia and Panama’s natural barriers against in- 
vasion. 

Those who criticise the President are few, and when all the 
facts become known will be fewer still. Iam sure that when the 
message just read goes to the country it will diminish the small 
number of those who now criticise the President to an easily 
negligible bedy of persons among the 80,000,000 Americans who 
will nearly all approve every act and every utterance in this trans- 
action of our President and of our Secretary of State. 

Under the treaty of 1846 we have often been called on to inter- 
vene for New Granada and Colombia, as now we have intervened 
for Panama, the third successor to this isthmian territory. The 
treaty guarantees that ‘‘ The right of way or transit across the 
Isthmus of Panama upon any of the modes of communication 
that now exist, or that may be hereafter constructed, shall be 
free to the Government and citizens of the United States,’’ while 
the United States in turn guarantee for that consideration ‘‘ the 
perfect neutrality of the above-mentioned Isthmus, with the 
view that the free transit from the one to the-other sea may not 
be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time,’’ being, as the 
President well says, not only an undertaking by us in respect of 
the present transit, but other modes of communication, such as 
the canal to be excavated there, which we undertake to protect 
and defend. To protect that canal when it shall be cut from sea 
to sea is plainly conceded to be within the terms of that treaty. 

To protect the initiative of that canal when in the eyes of the 
world, by our Hay-Pauncefote treaty, by our treaty with Panama, 
which we will have, and by our existing treaty of 1846 we now have 
with Panama as the successor of New Granada, it was surely, as 
has been so ably argued in the message to-day read to the Senate, 
Within the compass and scope of the obligation undertaken by 
us, within our power, and within our duty to protect the situs of 
the canal which might hereafter be dug and which this very 
treaty of 1846 contemplated should be dug as the other mode of 
communication over that Isthmus. 

President Polk, therefore, well said, in transmitting this treaty, 
that ‘‘ We are deeply and direetly interested in the subject of the 
guaranty than New Granada herself or any other country.”’ 

Bound by this treaty of 1846, against foreign invasion, against 

Omestic dissension, we have time and again intervened to pro- 
tect the transit of the Isthmus. 

For half a century, as I remarked to the Senator from Georgia 

tr. Bacon] a while ago, we have again and again repressed the 
aspirations of the people of Panama forliberty. We have helped 
put down their revolutions. We have upheld their oppressors. 
t may have been stern; as President ‘Polk has said, our people 
Were then perhaps looking to their greater interests and neglect- 


tae Panama's lesser interests—we may have-beerdeaf to the call 
of humanity, 





This people have again revolted when Colombia’s corrupt 
scheming was about to drive away from their Isthmus the great 
canal, Are we now to be asked to suppress the established Re- 
public, recognized by all the world? Are we to repeat the Ha- 
waiian folly of 1893? Are we to make war on Panama merely to 
destroy a republic? 

Are we now required by a strained construction of the treaty 
of 1846 to join hands with Colombia and thereby delay indefinitely 
the beginning of the Panama Canal, to the completion of which 
we have pledged ourselves to the civilized world, first by the 
treaty with New Granada in 1846; again by the treaty with Great 
Britain, the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, from which time we became, 
as the President has said, the mandatory before the world in 
respect of this great enterprise? 

If the President had not been so prompt, so decided; if he had 
kept our ships away from the Isthmus, whereon we were bound 
to keep peace and to keep open the transit, we might now behold 
devastation and massacre there. Wemight now expect the French 
Republic, when called upon by the French canal company to pro- 
tect its franchises and interests, to send French ships and French 
soldiers to hold its unfinished canal to defeat the shameless spolia- 
tion of the French company by Colombia. Recall the intervention 
in Venezuela, when we saw a pacific blockade applied for the col- 
lection of debts. 

Why should we say that we could warn France to depart be- 
cause of our being the trustees on the Isthmus for the safe transit 
of the canal? Why should we say that the French Republic in 
behalf of the tremendous creditor account of her own citizens, ex- 
pended on her canal with our tacit permission all these years that 
they might expend their money there—why should we say that 
France can not in some such fashion endeavor to intervene and 
prevent the spoliation and the repudiation by Colombia of the 
French concession for further time in which to proseeute the 
canal which Colombia had agreed they should make and which 
we assented they should complete? 

The correspondence sent to Congress by the President acquaints 
us with the spirit and the proceedings of the Colombian Congress. 
The treaty we ratified was never really considered by that Con- 
gress. In this document, which I will now read, the instances 
reported by Minister Beaupré make an astonishing exhibition of 
the suppression of discussion on this canal treaty in the Congress 
at Bogota called upon to ratify that treaty after it had been 
promptly ratified by the American Senate. 

Instead: the discussion, the reports, and the newspaper state- 
ments from that country all the time—those mentioned to-day by 
the President in his message, those mentioned in the London 
papers; and those mentioned even in the papers on the Isthmus 
and at Bogota—indicate that there was, instead of serious discus- 
sion of the Hay-Herran treaty, a corrupt scheme formed by the 
Colombian Government—whether it emanated from the Senate 
or from the President is not plain, but it seems to have been con- 
curred in by both—a corrupt scheme to repudiate the French 
Panama Canal coneession, so that Colombia might claim the 
$40,000,000 which by act of Congress, we had expressed our will- 
ingness to pay for the French concessions and rights and property 
there, and that it might so bargain with us as to extort ‘rom us 
not-the $10,000,000 we had generously agreed to pay, but, instead, 
twenty or twenty-five million dollars from the United States for 
the use of the way from sea to sea over the Panama Isthmus. 

The Colombians, with an impoverished treasury and corrupt 
leaders, risked the loyalty of Panama to carry out this desperate 
scheme. In the late summer I apprehended and stated in the 
press and on the stump, and other Senators here apprehended and 
stated in the press and on the stump, as I have heard them say, 
that there was impending a revolution in Colombia, and that it 
would surely occur if this treaty were defeated and Panama was 
robbed ofhercanal. Every thoughful American either did foresee 
or ought to have foreseen that a Panama revolution would follow 
the rejection of the Hay-Herran treaty, as the President has 
stated-in this message of to-day. 

After citing in this message three pages of extracts, statements 
of officers who went from Venezuela across the Isthmus and then 
came back and reported to the President here, on their casual 
visit, that they saw preparations for the revolution soon to break 
out, and then, after summing up all these matters in the press 
and the public sources of abundant information of the impending 
revolution, the President says: 

Suffice it to say that it was notorious that revolutionary trouble of a 
serious nature was impending upon the Isthmus. But it was not necessary 
to rely exclusively upon such general means of information. 

The President then proceeds to give numerous instances of in- 
formation coming from army officers and coming from officers 
of our Navy who were in those waters, all of whom warned our 
Executive that if the treaty were defeated, and warned our Ex- 
ecutive that the people of Panama expected the treaty to be 
defeated, then there would come a revolution, 
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In the documents sent by the President to Congress it has ap- 
peared that the Colombians, with an impoverished treasury and 
currupt leaders, risked the loyalty of Panama to carry out this 
desperate scheme,and they risked that in respectto Panama by long 
years of indifference. Mr. President, it appears that several mil- 
lion dollars had been annually raised for some years from the in- 
come of the ports of Panama and that Colombia had notexpended 
in all that time enough money in Panama to build a road or to 
make a bridge: that out of the millions taken from her people and 
her ports*they had not expended money to build a public road. 

Senator Obaldia, the governor of Panama, lived at the extreme 
Costa Rican end, nearest the ocean, in the stock-raising, cattle- 
raising part of the isthmian country, where the climate is said to 
be healthful and the plains as good as those of Cuba for cattle 
raising; and yet between that part of the Republic and the cities 
of Panama and Colon there are impassable forests, and not a dol- 
lar of the millions filched from the Panamaians in all these years 
has ever been expended to build either a bridge or a road to any 
part of that country. e 

To supplement the startling collection of instances from the 
President’s message, the correspondence we now have shows that 
in Bogota, early in July, it was current that the newly arrived 
members of Congress from Panama declared that Panama would 
revolt if the canal treaty were not ratified. In August our Min- 
ister Beaupré reports that a senator, in accepting the governor- 
ship of Panama, told the acting President of Panama that in 
case that Department found it necessary to revolt to secure the 
canal he would stand by Panama. 

On August 15 Minister Beaupré advised Secretary Hay that 
“‘the Panama representatives in Congress have lately become so 
imbued with the idea of an independent republic that they are 
indifferent to the fate of the treaty.’’ In September the appoint- 
ment of Obaldia as governor of Panama was characterized in the 
Colombian Senate as the forerunner of the separation of that 
State; and the new governor is said to have declared that should 
the canal treaty not pass the Department of Panama would de- 
clare its independence, and would be right in doing so. 

This same Senator Obaldia went to Panama as governor. The 
exigency of the Colombian Government induced his appointment, 
although he said if the treaty were not ratified Panama would 
revolt against the Government of Colombia; and when the Co- 
lombians found that that was simply an expedient of the President 
of the Republic, and that Senator Obaldia, whose landed interests 
were large and whose people lived at David, on the far side toward 
Costa Rica, in the Isthmus of Panama, might be removed, the 
friends of Pamama hurried the revolt, and when the revolt took 
place they arrested Obaldia. 

He was arrested by Arango, who had been lately a governor of 
Panama, and then, knowing his official restraints, they treated 
him with courtesy and care. He, obeying his official duty as gov- 
ernor of Panama, submitted to arrest, and Arango, the former 
governor, took his parole, and Obaldia spent his time in the house 
of Arango. These revolutionists were not desperate and blood- 
thirsty men. The others, leaders of this Republic, who have been 
active in this matter, like Arango, Doctor Amador, and the rest 
of the party, are the most substantial people in the State of 
Panama. 

Those people, who have to do with responsible property rights, 
risked their lives and their fortunes. The risking of lives may be 
arash impulse, but the risking of fortune and property is the 
cool and enduring basis of a revolution which founds a govern- 
ment that is thereafter to endure. Such were the men who were 
the active participants in the revolution in Panama. 

Throughout October our minister reports that the Bogota Gov- 
ernment apprehended the Panama revolt; that the Colombian 
minister for foreign affairs assured the Colombian Senate that in 
case of a Panama insurrection the United States would be bound 
to support the Colombian Government, and at the conclusion of 
the Congress a leading senator, Caro, said he “‘ feared the United 
States might take the Isthmus from us under the just plea that 
we had acted in bad faith with them.” 

There is an undisputed declaration in the Colombian Congress 
that the whole conduct of Colombia had been in bad faith, con- 
fessed by one of the members and the leading senator who had 
opposed the ratification of the treaty. 

it was plain that a revolution was inevitable in Panama. Co- 
lombia, seeking more millions, was willing to risk the ruin of the 
isthmian State. It is manifest that the people in our country, 
that the press and people and responsible Government at Bogota, 
knew the Panama revolution was coming. The troops that were 
sent to Panama were sent to prevent or overcome it. 

Four hundred had arrived, and they were trying to levy 6,000 
troops to send to Panama because of the coming revolution. It 
was known throughout Central America. The New York and 
London papers foretold the revolution. The Associated Press 
anticipated it. From the papers of London, Paris, Bogota, and 
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New York, from the public debates in the Colombian Congress. 
from their minister of foreign affairs, from the governor of 
Panama, and repeatedly from our own Minister Beaupré, Pris;- 
dent Roosevelt knew a Panama revolution was apt to break out 
any day. 

The London and New York press discussed it and foresaw it. 
and from all the sources named in the message of the President 
to-day, as well as from the press of South America, England, and 
America, as well as from the direct personal information of ofj- 
cers of the Army and Navy and the direct and continued warn. 
ings of our minister at Bogota, the President knew—what every 
ordinary citizen knew—from all these channels of informa 
as well as from additional direct information, news which h 
ceived officially from our minister and our officers, that a reyoly 
tion in Panama was inevitable. 

He did his best to get war ships there. The world is lar: 
our Navy small. Weare becoming more and more proud 
prowess and power, but it could not be everywhere. He contrived 
to have what? Not a fleet, but one cruiser there in time to pro- 
tect American life and property and to keep open the transit. H; 
ought to have had a war vessel on each side, but the revolution 
was almost too quick for his resources: The President has since 
hurried other war ships and marines to both sides of the Istlhinus 
to guard the transit. He did his duty, and no more. 

As he said in the message which he sent us to-day: 

This plain official account of the occurrences of November 4 sh 
instead of there having been too much provision by the American G ! 
ment for the maintenance of order and the protection of life and property on 
the Isthmus the orders for the movement of the American war s! 
been too long delayed; so long, in fact, that there were but forty-' n 
rines and sailors available to land and protect the lives of American mien a) 
women. 

It was only the coolness and gallantry with which this little band of n 
wearing the American uniform faced ten times their number of armed f{ 
bent on carrying out the atrocious threat of the Colombian comman (er, t! 
prevented a murderous catastrophe. At Panama, when the revolution broke 
out, there were no American man-of-war and no American troops or sailors 
At Colon, Commander Hubbard acted with entire impartiality toward b 
sides, preventing any movement, whether by the Colombians or t 
amans, which would tend to produce bloodshed. 


So the President says, in his frank and clear way, that it 
not too much prevision, but too much delay in getting ships, and 
there were not enough ships there at a time when these petty 
insinuations of connivance are most unworthily made. 

The Government of the United States, in a near-by sea, where 
last year at this time we had the whole fleet under Admiral Dewey 
happened to have in November one vessel which could land forty- 
two marines on one side of the Isthmus, and yet for fifty-seven 
years, during which we had been bound to protect that transit, 
were we never so ill prepared to land forces from one side ani 
from the other side to protect that isthmian transit and the lile 
and property of Americans in that country. 

This duty so often performed by our Navy and our marines 
was never more promptly, more discreetly, or more bravely done 
than in November last. American lives and property were pro- 
tected. The isthmian railway was guarded. Was it our next 
duty to stand aloof until the new Republic be drowned in blood 
or wasted by long civil war? Should we have waited for yea 
until Panama succeeded, as she would have succeeded, in defend 
ing her independence against Colombia? Colombia, « 
from civil war, is bankrupt and unable to pay her so! 
peace. Panama, inaccessible by land, guarded by n 
forests, jungles, and swamps, is safe from invasion by 1:: 
lombia’s lack of money, navy, and transports render [nau 
reasonably safe from attack by sea. 

We beheld fifty-three risings and revolts ina half centu 
the treaty of 1846. Uniformly, our intervention under tha! 
served to prolong the unstable control of Colombia over Ps 
We repeatedly repressed the aspirations of Panama for ind 
ence. Just when Colombia had goaded this people to de: 
by denying to Panama the international canal, her oue a 
during four centuries; just when Colombia had robbed | 
mian cities, Panama and Colon, of their destiny—Panam. 
for ages—was it our duty to again suppress a republic of | 
whose mission is to give the canal to the commerce of t! 

It was not a revolution of blood and devastation, bu‘ 
revolution, joined in by all the Panama people. Wha‘ 
scruples constrain Senators to delay for years the fulfil 
our pledge to the world to excavate the great canal? 

If under the treaty of 1846 our latest intervention do 
press but recognizes the Republic of Panama, its justifica! ion Tes 
not alone upon the benefit which accrues to our east and Wet 
coast, but the like benefit to the commerce of all nation and 
the interests of civilization which impels us to put an en! to 
quent and wasteful civil wars distracting the world’s trafic acts 
the Isthmus. 

This intervention, I repeat, has been quickly approv' 
nations within the pale of international law. They © 
this new Republic. They agree with President Rooseve'' 
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Colombia has forced us ‘‘ to take decisive steps to bring to an end 
a condition of affairs that had become intolerable.”” The time had 
come and the justification is already plain. 

We undertook a treaty with this new Republic, successor to 
the obligation of New Granada and Colombia, not to annex her 
territory, but to secure a right of way for the canal for the com- 
merce of the world and to fulfill the international mission to ex- 
cavate @ canal across the Isthmus for the world’s commerce, 
which by the Hay-Pauncefote treaty we had assumed with the 
approval of the world. 

3y rights and obligations under several treaties we have become 
so charged with the transit of commerce across the Isthmus that 
we are upon the Isthmus the trustees of civilization. Our inter- 
vention was taken with this oneobjectin view. Thisis now made 
lain. 
Pas was said by the President in this message, speaking of the 
principal article of the treaty of 1846: 








The great design of the article was to assure the dedication of the Isthmus 
to the purposes of freeand unobstructed interoceanic transit, the consumma- 
tion of which would be found in an interoceanic canal. 

And again the President says: 

Iconfidently maintain that the recognition of the Republic of Panama 
was an act justified ¢ the interests of collective civilization. If ever a gov- 
ernment could be said to have received a mandate from civilization to effect 
an object the accomplishment of which was demanded in the interest of 
mankind, im United States holds that position with regard to the inter- 
oceanic canal, 

How narrow, how mistaken, how clonded is the vision that does 
not perceive that paramount obligation in respect of this Isthmus 

| 


held by this country by reason of the several treaties to which we 
have solemnly become parties, and to which we became parties 
by our own volunteer act! 

That Panama has acquired the right to be treated with as an 
independent state is amply proven by the recognition of that right | 
by the whole family of civilized states. 

History rarely shows such prompt and unanimousaction. Itis | 
evidence that our intervention was approved by the nations of the 
world in consideration of the unquestionably extraordinary char- | 
acter of the facts which compel the intervention and because of 
the manifest singleness of our purpose. 

It is because the countries of the world realize the plain and 
singularly pure purpose of this Government in respect of the 
Isthmus that they haye been so prompt and so unanimous in 
recognizing this new Republic, thereby approving our conduct 
in leading that way, in supporting by our own recognition and 
our moral support the new Republic. I doubt whether there is a 
more undisputed instance of recognition than this in history. It 
is because the world knows we are not seeking territory. Weare 
guarding the transit across the Isthmus, and are going to dig the | 
canal to develop better transit. 

The most pacific statesman of the last century, Mr. Gladstone, | 
for an average lifetime contended against interventions by Eng- 
land. In power, out of power, in all his ministries he constantly 
resisted intervention by England in other countries. He was the | 
pene and most conscientious leader of the English people in the | 

ast century. Twenty years ago it became his duty as prime 
minister to intervene in Egypt for the protection of the Suez Canal, 
and he reluctantly but firmly performed that duty, It was criti- 
cised by other governments. 

All the foreign cabinets in Europe criticised it, and this states- 
man, whose life had been a constant protest against intervention 
for selfish purposes on the part of any nation, found himself con- 
strained to intervene in the case of the Suez Canal, and he found 
the Eure pean cabinets almost unanimously protesting against the 
intervention of England in Egypt. But twenty years have passed 
by, and now the world seems everywhere to admit that Glad- 
on s intervention in Egypt was justifiable and has been justified 

Y the years, 

_ Sit, all the governments which criticised British interverition | 

in behalf of the Suez Canal now approve our intervention in re- 
spect of the isthmian canal. The sentiment of the world could 
not be more strikingly presented than when the states of Europe, 

Which almost in a body protested against British intervention in 


the Suez Canal, now approve what we have done in respect to the 


Isthmian canal. 
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| now afflicts this country. This Panama incident shows it. 





Mr, President, the people of the United States approve the trans- 
—— in Panama in Teveentien. They welcome the new Re- 
public, They applaud the wise, prompt, and decisive action of 
our President. 7 
What will Senators do who ascribe dishonor to the Adminis- 
oa who discover moral wrong which the people of their own 
‘ountry and the nations of the world can not perceive? If ob- 
sections of Senators are based on principle, how can they vote to 
Pprove the result if they disapprove the method? They can not 
— the outrage and straightway approve it. . 
as a can not condemn all that has been done and forthwith 
‘done it, Far better is it that they review the facts. It will 
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be revealed to them that the President was not wrong, that the 
Secretary was not wrong, that the Navy was not wrong, that the 
people of the United States and the whole world are not wrong in 
the Panama matter, but that some excellent men have made a 
political blunder—have mistaken their partisanship for their 
moral sense. It is not infrequent that men mistake their parti- 
sanship for the superior agitation of an innate moral sense. 

Events move swiftly forward and some Senators will look back 
only to find they have again ranged themselves on the wrong side. 

American Senators in matters of foreign policy should first seek 
to find a defense rather than a wrong motive for the acts of their 
own Government. Political opponents in foreign policy should 
be slow to censure our common country. Party spirit should not 
tempt Senators to unjust criticism. 

The great Secretary of State who helped President McKinley to 
consummate the freedom of Cuba, whose Christian statesmanship 
in China opened her ports and restored that oriental Empire to 
relations of amity with the civilized world, was scarcely the offi- 
cial who ought to be suspected or accused of wronging a South 
American Republic. 

Such opponents knew and ought to have remembered that when 
President McKinley intervened for humanity’s sake to free Cuba, 
Theodore Roosevelt resigned his office under the Administration 
and as colonel of his regiment risked his life in battle for the op- 
pressed of that island; that in every fiber the President of the 
United States is, beyond any other man in our country, incapable 
of bullying the weak. They ought to have remembered that the 
President who so lately appealed for justice for the sufferers at 
Kishenef would be slow to deny justice to a State of Central 
America. 

We were told that the Democracy of the grandfathers’ days 
was coming back to its own. Early in December certain wise 
men here predicted the advent of the Democracy of the grand- 
fathers’ days. The Democracy of the grandfathers’ days de- 
fended the public credit, championed sound money, advocated 
expansion, annexed territories, enlarged the United States, and in 
every instance expanded the country for its benefit. 

The Democracy of the grandfathers’ days was the Democracy 
of Polk and the Democracy of Secretary Cass, and the President 
well says that if it was sound in Cass’s day it is sound to-day. 
Secretary Cass, who protested “that the local government of 
the Isthmus would not be permitted ina spirit of eastern isolation 
to close the gates of intercourse on that great highway of the 
world and justify the act by the pretension that those avenues of 
trade and travel belonged to them.”’ 

Mr. President, these alleged wise men are false prophets who 
predicted the second coming of the Democracy of the grandfa- 
thers’ days. They have mistaken the type of Democracy which 
We 
have, instead, the same Democracy we have had during all this 
generation. In Hawaii, under Republican President Harrison, 
the flag went up, and for the good of its people and our own Re- 
public we were proceeding to annex it. Under Democratic Presi- 
dent Cleveland the flag was hauled down, and we were thereby 
soon in a tangled web of unconstitutional meddling in those 
islands. 

It was a muddle out of which nobody could escape and which 
the Democracy failed to untangle until under Republican Presi- 
dent McKinley these tangles were cut, and Hawaii was annexed 
and the flag went up and will never come down again. 

It is the same Democracy which hurried us into war with Spain 
for Cuba and then incontinently ran away from the consequences 
of that war. It isthissame Democracy which objected, when we 
annexed and took possession of Porto Rico, to our plan of govern- 
ment. Porto Rico is under the flag, and is a happy and well- 
governed Territory to-day. 

It is the same Democracy which met the Philippine problem 
without patriotism and without practical wisdom. It is the same 
Democracy which accused President McKinley and the Secretary 
of War, who now bears the honored commission of the State of 
Michigan as a Senator on this floor, with having schemed to pre- 
cipitate a war at Manila in order to procure the ratification of the 
Spanish treaty in Washington. No one dare repeat that base 
slander now. The Philippines are prosperous. President Roose- 
velt, Secretary Root, and Congress solved this great problem. In 
spite of the same Democratic obstruction, those islands will be 
fostered and developed under our flag for generations. 

It is the same Democracy which appeared to be consuming it- 
self with sympathy with Cuba when a colony of Spain, but de- 
layed President Roosevelt a whole year before we could give 20 
per cent discrimination in tariff duties in favor of the new Cuban 
Republic. 

Now, this Democracy, which was wrong in Hawaii, wrong in 
Cuba, wrong in Porto Rico, wrong in the Philippines, is wrong 
to-day in Panama, and it is not the Democracy of the grandfathers’ 
days. 
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The worldand the country now realize that the Republican Ad- 
ministration was right in Hawaii, right in Cuba, right in Porto 
Rico, rightin the Philippines, and the world has already acknowl- 
edged, so far as the world can, and the country, too, if the press 
indicates, the country agrees that the Republican Administration 
is right again in the Panama incident of November. 

I do not say the opposition are purposely unpatriotic. I do say 
the opposition is consistently, perversely, and uniformly wrong. 
The opposition is not the Democracy of the grandfathers’ days. 
It is the Democracy of the grandfathers’ clause—narrow, con- 
fined, shriveled, by a race prejudice. Its vision is narrow and 
clouded. Itis against the country and uniformly against the 
greatest interests of the South, which it especially affects to rep- 
resent. 

In the tariff, as in the Panama Canal, it hinders southern de- 
velopment. It obstructs, and is never more than an obstruction- 
ist. It will never rise to the statesmanship of the Democracy of 
the grandfathers’ days. It is wrong now as usual. Within a 
twelvemonth it, too, will applaud President Roosevelt and Secre- 
tary Hay and the Army and Navy for doing the acts which solved 
the isthmian canal problem. 

The Democracy of the grandfathers’ clause can not be trusted 
with the foreign problems, with the domestic prosperity, with 
the honor and glory of this Republic. Upon the Panama Canal 
issue the country will uphold President Roosevelt. It will reelect 
him and make sure the isthmian canal. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the suggestion ef connecting 
the two oceans by an isthmian canal has been under discussion so 
long that it would be presumptuous in me to suppose that I could 
present new views upon the subject. The construction of such a 
canal, however, seems possible in the near future and the restate- 
ment of well-known facts may be in order. 

— I, in common with many if not most of the American 

»Vple 
-_ FAVORED THE NICARAGUA ROUTE 
and thought it could be built on that line quicker and cheaper 
than elsewhere, I was alr» influenced to some extent by the fact 
that Nicaragua is nearer to our own country than Panama. But 
when Congress decided that Panama, all things considered, was 
the most desirable route, I bowed to the will of Congress. If an 
interoceanic canal is to be constructed, Congress alone can give 
the authority and furnish the means. It is idle for any man or 
any party of men who desire the construction of a canal to re- 
fuse to cooperate with the majority because they differ as to the 
location of the canal. Opposition coming in such form can not 
aid the work, but may postpone it for centuries. 

THE PANAMA ROUTE IS NO NEW IDEA. 

Columbus, on his last voyage to America, in 1502, expressed 
the belief that a waterway would be found through the Isthmus 
somewhere between Honduras and the river Orinoco in Brazil. 
His last party consisted of 150 men, and when they arrived at the 
mouth of the Orinoco these men insisted upon exploring the coun- 
try for gold. Columbus could not control them. After his sup- 
plies were so far exhausted that further exploration was impos- 
sible, he returned to Spain a broken-hearted man because he had 
not been able to complete the research which he believed would 
reveal a waterway between the two oceans. 

The efforts of Columbus, however, together with the hopes ex- 
pressed by him, 

INSPIRED THE PEOPLE OF THE OLD WORLD 

with a spirit of exploration and adventure which caused them to 
continue the research which he had begun. It was soon ascer- 
tained that no waterway existed between the two oceans. To 
Balboa and Pizarro are due the discovery of a passage up the 
Chagres River and across the narrow strip of land which divides 
the two oceans. This river was found to be navigable for flat- 
boats up to what is now the town of Cruces. From Cruces to 
Panama the Spaniards constructed a magnificent macadamized 
highway, the ruins of which still remain. The work was grand 
and costly, both in labor and money. It was much more costly 
than a modern railroad. At the end of this road, on the Bay of 
Panama, a city was built, which became the distributing point 
for the merchandise of the Old World to the west coast of America 
and to the Spice Islands of the Orient. 

a Within fifty years from the time of the first voyage of Colum- 

us, 
PANAMA BECAME THE GREATEST CITY IN AMERICA, 

and so remained for nearly two centuries. The Chagres River 
was navigable for flatboats for nearly 60 miles, where it con- 
nected with the great Spanish highway. The various expeditions 
under Pizarro and others, which conquered and took possession 
of the entire western coast of South America, were fitted out at 
Panama. The Panaman Isthmus was emphatically the highway 
of travel and commerce between Europe, the western coast of 
America, and the islands of Asia. The direct communication 
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between Spain and the Philippines was over the Isthmus of Pan. 
ama, and the city of Panama became and was the leading city of 
America for nearly two centuries. 

In the winter of 1849-50, in going to California, I was delayed 
for many days waiting for transportation from Panama to San 
Francisco. I spent much of my time examining the ancient city, 
its fortifications, its cathedrals, and other public buildings, but 

THE MOST REMARKABLE RUIN 
which I observed was a national highway built centuries ago 
when Spain was in her glory. ee 

The rule of Colombia on the Isthmus of Panama at that time 
and ever since has been conspicuous for its avarice and lack of 
stability. Colombia is as foreign to Panama as Alaska or Japan, 
The only productive resources which have been developed on the 
Isthmus are contributions exacted from the commerce of the 
world as it passes through the gateway between the two oceans, 
The great majority of the inhabitants of the Isthmus live along 
the line of transit and subsist by the employment which the pass- 
ing commerce furnishes. 

Between Panama and Colombia 

THERE IS AN IMPASSABLE REGION 

of about 200 miles, interspersed by rugged mountains, swamps, 
and jungles, populated by hostile Indians, through which no road 
has ever been constructed. The passage of officials and soldiers 
from Colombia to Panama is by water alone. It takes longer for 
a letter from Panama to reach Bogota, the capital of Colombia, 
by mail than it does to communicate by the regular mail with the 
city of Washington from the same point. The only interest 
Colombia has in Panama is the reverue which Colombian officials 
can extort from the railroad, projected canals, and the collection 
of customs. The only grant for any purpose made by Colombia 
without demanding a subsidy was the concession to a gentleman 
named Wyse, which concession was transferred to the French 
company. 

The reason for this unexampled generosity of Colombia was the 
fear that the canal would be built at Nicaragua and that she would 

FOREVER LOSE THE OPPORTUNITY 

of blackmailing thatenterprise. A commission appointed by Presi- 
dent Grant, composed of General Humphreys, Admiral Ammen, 
and Mr. Carlisle Patterson, had reported in favor of the Nicara- 
guaroute. Colombia immediately after that report made the con- 
cession to Mr. Wyse. But when the Panama company required 
an extension and was struggling for existence, the generous Co- 
lombians squeezed them to the extent of 5,000,000 francs. Co- 
lombian officials have compelled the Panama Railroad from the 
outset to pay them an annual license fee of $250,000. This sub- 
sidy has all been taken to Bogota, except the paltry sum of 
$25,000 distributed among Colombian officials at Panama. These 
extortions, together with the customs dues, have enriched a small 
oligarchy at Bogota. 

Panama was never recognized by the Colombian Government 
as a state of a republic. 

BOGOTA TREATED PANAMA 
from the beginning as a subject colony from which to derive rev- 
enue. Panama had no voice in the government and no control 
over its own affairs. Nearly all the officers were appointed from 
Bogota, and the pretended elections were conducted by soldiers 
and were a sham anda farce. The only object of these elections 
was to make it appear to the outside world that Panama had 
some rights, while they denied to Panama from the beginning 
any voice in the management of her own affairs. Any person 
who has visited Panama and given the slightest attention to the 
subject within the last fifty years will bear witness to what I say. 
If the people of Panama were asked why they did not build 
roads, bridges, and public works, they invariably answered that 
Bogota took all their money. Can any good reason be assigned 
why: Colombia, separated as she is from Panama by mountails 
and jungles inhabited by hostile Indians, should be al! rwed to 


blackmail the commerce of the world in its transit across the 
Isthmus? : ‘ 

President James K. Polk informs us in his message of February 
15, 1847, transmitting the treaty of 1846 with New Granada, o 


‘communication across the Isthmus has attracted the atten! 
the United States ever since the independence of the Sout! Au 
icau republics,’ and that on March 3, 1835, a resolution pass 
the Senate in the following words: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re ectfully re este 
to consider the et of opening negotiations with the governn™ 
other nations, and particularly with the governments of Centra! 
and New Granada, for the purpose of effectually protecting, ») 


1eT- 





treaty stipulations with them, such individuals or companies as Diy © 
take toopen a communication between the Atlantic and Pacific com 
the construction of a ship canal across the Isthmus which connects \Y 
and South America, and of securing forever by such stipulatio! . Ee 
and equal right of navigating such canal to all such nations on the pay ‘lista 
of ouch reasonable tolls as may be established, to compensate the cup! 


who may engage in such undertaking and complete the work. 
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On the 7th of July, 1846, Commodore John D. Sloat landed at 
Monterey in California, and, acting under orders from President 
olk, 

, MADE FORMAL DECLARATION 

that the land was thenceforth a part of the territory of the United 
States. The claim of California, proclaimed by Sloat, under 
orders of President Polk, was followed by energetic governmental 
action. The interest expressed in the right of way across the 
Isthmus by the resolution of the Senate of 1835 became an im- 
portant on? upon the acquisition of California, and President 
Polk so regarded it. 

I am glad to see that a bill is now pending before Congress to 
erect a monument to Commodore Sloat for his great service in 
planting the flag of the United States upon the soil of the Golden 
State. 

On the 12th of December, 1846, a treaty was concluded with 
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New Granada, the predecessor of Colombia, which was ratified | 
| was forcibly displayed. The $10,000,000 offered in the Hay-Herran 


by the Senate, and the ratifications exchanged June 12, 1848. 
Among other things in the thirty-fifth article of that treaty it is 
provided that— 

The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist or that may be hereafter 
constructed shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States. * * * And in order tosecure to themselves the tranquil 
andconstant enjoyment of these advantages, and as an especial compensation 
for the said advantages and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, 
fifth, and sixth articles of this treaty, the United States guarantee positively 
and efficaciously to New Granada. by the present stipulation. the perfect 
neutrality of the before-mentioned Isthmus, with the view that the free tran- 
sit from the one to the other sea may not be interrupted or embarrassed in 


any future time while this treaty exists, and in consequence the United | 


States also guarantee in the same manner the rights of sovereignty and 
proverty which New Granada has and possesses over the said territory. 

With regard to these guaranties, President Polk in his message 
of February 10, 1847, said: 

Besides, such a guaranty is almost indispensable to the construction of 
a railroad or canal across the territory. Neither sovereign states nor in- 
dividuals would expend their capital in the construction of these expensive 
works without some such security for their investments. 

The wisdom and foresight of President Polk in making the 
treaty with New Granada in 1846 

ENTITLE HIM TO ALL HONOR AND RESPECT. 
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The Bogota officials on the Isthmus, who were constantly inter- 
fering with the commerce across the Isthmus, had no interest in 
the welfare of Panama. Steamshirs, railroads, and business men 
were constantly required to appease the appetites of these officials 
by loans and subsidies. Every possible tax was levied that could 
be conceived by the greedy and unscrupulous Colombian officials. 
This conduct on their part is familiar to all Americans who have 
had dealings on the Isthmus. 

It is true that Colombia made one concession to the French 
without a levy because she thought she was going to lose the 
canal altogether, but with that exception she has lost no oppor- 
tunity to levy tribute and enforce loans, not only upon the transit 
but upon the business of the Isthmus. 

When the Congress of the United States adopted the Spooner 
amendment and gave preference to the Isthmus of Panama for 
an interoceanic canal 

THE REAL CHARACTER OF THE COLOMBIAN GOVERNMENT 





treaty to Colombia for the privilege of constructing the canal was 
rejected at Bogota without debate. It now appears, however, 
that the treaty would have been discussed if it had been $25,000,000 
instead of $10.000,000, but there is every reason to believe that no 
action would have been taken until the expiration of the conces- 
siontotheFrenchcompany. The**patriots’’ of Bogota would then 
have supposed that they would be in a position to demand the 
whole thing—the forty millions and the twenty-five millions—and 
as much more as they desired. These facts are well known to the 
American people. ‘they have appeared for the last five or six 
months in the public press. 
Notwithstanding the greed and oppression of Colombia, 
A COUNTRY FOREIGN TO THE ISTHMUS, 

there are sentimentalists in the United States who pretend to 
sympathize with her. The inconsistency of such sympathy is 
illustrated by the feelings of resentment expressed by these same 
sympathizers for highwaymen who stop a train and fail to secure 
plunder. Is it not time to have a little consideration for the 


| inhabitants of Panama, after they have struggled for nearly a 


century to throw off the oppressive yoke of Colombia, when 


| Colombia during all that time has robbed them of everything 


It was the guaranties in this treaty, and the presence of the | 


power of the United States on the Isthmus, that enabled the emi- 
grants to California to pass over or remain on the Isthmus prac- 
tically unmolested. It was the feeling when I was there that, 
althongh we were sojourning in a country misgoverned by for- 
eign rule, the strong arm of the United States had undertaken to 
protect us, and we felt that we were safe. The guaranty of sov- 
ereignty to Colombia was a great boon to the oligarchy which 
governed that country; it was a sore grievance in many respects 
to the inhabitants of Panama. It prevented Panama throwing 
off the yoke of the oppressor and obtaining her independence. 
During the fifty-five years after the exchange of ratifications of 
the treaty of 1846 fifty-three uprisings and revolat:uns occurred 
on the Isthmus of Panama. 
ALL THESE UPRISINGS AND REVOLUTIONS 

were efforts to throw off the grievous rule of Bogota. If these 
revolutions did not succeed, who can say they would not have suc- 
ceeded if the United States had been neutral? What would have 
been the condition of the transit across the Isthmus? Would it 
have been possible for the United States to furnish the Pacific 
coast with mail facilities? Would it have been possible for citi- 
zens of the United States to have resided on the Isthmus in safety? 


they possessed and returned nothing? 
WHEN COLOMBIA REJECTED THE HAY-HERRAN TREATY 

and put in jeopardy the construction of any canal across the 
Isthmus, had not the people of Panama a right to rebel? They 
did it openly and aboveboard. They announced their purpose 
before the treaty was rejected that Panama would declare her 
independence in case of such rejection. When Panama did de- 
clare her independence and was in visible possession of the entire 
Isthmus, what was the duty of the President? Was he com- 
pelled, under the treaty of 1846, to land marines and fight for the 
sovereignty of Colombia? Had not the power of the United States 
kept the dark shadow of Colombian sovereignty over the Isthmus 
long enough? Had it not enabled the oligarchy at Bogota to levy 


enough tribute upon the highway of nations? 


The President had the alternative either to recognize the Re- 


' public of Panama or 


Would it have been possible for the vast number of emigrants to | 
| of way? If they could have done that, would they have also suc- 


cross the Isthmus in order to reach our western possessions? 
Certainly not. No faith was ever imposed by American citizens 
in the fidelity or honesty of Colombia’s minions who swarmed on 
theIsthmus. The people relied on the United States, whose duty 
: es, under the treaty of 1846, to protect the transit across the 
St imus, 

Mr. QUARLES. If it will not interrupt the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FULTON inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 





Mr. QUARLES. I should like to ask the Senator for informa- | 
tion whether, as a matter of history, after the treaty of 1846, | 


to Which he has referred, the Republic of New Granada levied a 
tax of $2 a head on the steamboats for all the ‘‘ forty-niners’’ who 
Went across the Isthmus? 


TO CRUSH IT BY FORCE OF ARMS, 
because in any event the United States was under obligations to 
keep the Isthmus open for the transit of commerce. Suppose the 
President had put down the Panama rebellion and reinstated the 
Colombian Government, would the plundering scheme of the oli- 
garchy at Bogota have succeeded? Would they have succeeded in 
securing twenty-five millions from the United States for the right 


ceeded in their other scheme to delay action until the French con- 
cession expired and then claim the forty millions that the United 
States proposed to pay to the French company? Would France 
have tolerated such robbery of her citizens? Might we not have 
expected in such an event a French squadron in the harbors of the 


| Isthmus demanding satisfaction? How would such proceedings 


Mr. STEWART. The Colombians levied a tax upon the steam- | 


boats, which the latter paid, 
BUT NOT WITHOUT PROTEST. 


have affected the construction of a canal on the route selected by 
our Congress? 
THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES ARE NOT PLEASED 

with the conduct of Colombia, Costa Rica, or Nicaragua. The 
building of a canal is a vast undertaking, involving many millions 
of expenditure in the country where it is located. Its advantages 
to that country are beyond calculation. Why should not the 
country which will be more benefited than any other contribute to 
the construction of the canal, and not be allowed to play the dog 
in the manger? That play has been toleratedtoolong. The back- 


| ing and filling of Nicaragua and Costa Rica were bad enough, 


They paid it, however, for a long time to avoid trouble, and, | ro} bounc 
| gon. That Colombia's game was a ‘* stand-and-deliver ’’ game is 


under the compromise, they had to continue it. The Panama 
ailroad Company had to pay $250,000 a year to secure peace. 
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but the extortion proposed by Colombia passes the bounds of rea- 


demonstrated by the late offer of her leading men to ratify the 
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treaty, or dc anything else, if the United States would only crush 
Panama. The wails of Colombia, under all the circumstances, 
sound very much like the lamentations of a gang of highwaymen 
when the train they intended to rob has passed and gone out of 
their reach. 

Among the fortunate circumstances connected with this trans- 
action is the fact that 


THE PRESIDENT HAS DEMONSTRATED 


that he is neither a quibbling pettifogger nor a slippery diplomat, | 


but a straightforward, common-sense man, who acts promptly | : . s 
° Pau ] Pp P©Y | those of the commercial nations of the world, are glad that the 


when occasion requires. It is significant that many public men in 
the country who are opposed to the President politically and whose 
constituents enthusiastically approve what he has done with regard 
to Panama devote themselves to criticising the manner of doing it. 
They suggest that he knew beforehand that Panama was going 
to declare her independence. Wasthatacrime? Did not every- 
body else know it? 
It is then suggested that our war ships were at the Isthmus. 
Where else should they have been, when it was the duty of the 
United States to keep the transit across the Isthmus open? Then, 
again, it is suggested that the recognition was too hasty, that the 
President ought to have waited. The peovie of Panama have 
been always in practical rebellion against the extortions of the 
foreign rule of Colombia. Is not an unvrising or a revolution 
every year for nearly fifty-seven years suificient to satisfy anyone 
that the people of Panama desire their indenendence? Is not 
the fact that the revolution was unanimons and that all the peo- 
ple favored it and now acquiesce in it. sufficient? 

I do not object to the kind of criticism that we have heard with 
regard to the Republic of Panama. The fact that they are small 
side issues only goes to prove that 

THE MAIN ACTION WAS RIGHT. 
It has given the American people what they wanted—a right 


of way across the Isthmus to construct a canal; a right that no | . irgul I a Le 
ident or by some of his friendsagainst the resolutions offered by t! 


honest man ever ought to have auestioned. The world has a 
right of way across the Isthmus of Panama, which was dedicated 
to the commerce of nations four hundred yearsago. The impu- 
dence and arrogance of any country, not occupying the Isthmus, 
demanding tribute for the use of that ancient right of way out- 
rages the good sense of honest men. The United States would 
have been justified at any time in going ahead with the work and 


constructing the canal, asking no auestions, because a passage | , aD 8 01 
| President, for the purpose of pointing out its incorrect statements 


across the Isthmus is not the property of anybody, whether liv- 
ing on it or off it. That right of way was dedicated to all the 
world. 
bonus of ten millions to the greed of the oligarchy at Bogota does 


not alter the case. Colombia was not entitled to ten millions or | ; 
| to present an analysis of that document, which I think will refute 
| the powers that the President has assumed to himself in respect 


any other sum, but for the sake of peace and harmony the liber- 
ality of the United States was glaring and magnificeny. 

The common people of Colombia know nothing of the trans- 
actions of which I speak. 

THEY ARE AS IGNORANT OF THF GCOVERNMENT 

of their own country as the Sioux or Apaches are of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 
who live by extortion and who control and enslave the masses, 
with whom we have to deal. There are no sharper politicians 
and diplomats in the world than are found in Central America, 
but the people at large are honest and ignorant. The people of 
Panama are not the most enlightened and patriotic. They, how- 
ever, have been made to feel the heavy hand of despotism, and 
they are sufficiently intelligent to know that they have been 
robbed, and they have snfficient courage to protest against rob- 
bery and oppression. They will give us no trouble when the 
canal is being constructed, because they will be within the sphere 
of our inftrence and subject to the control of the United States 
sufficiently to be oneal to submit to government and law, 

The fact that 

COLOMBIA H43 OUTRAGED THE GOOD SENSE OF MANKIND 

by her extortionate demands will shortly be forgotten. Her 
wailing and moaning for the loss of the opportunity to extort 
money from the commerce of the world will soon be a thing of 
the past. The people of the United States, conscious that the 
President has done right and gratified that he has obtained a 
right of way free from further blackmail, will strengthen the 
hands of our Government. The will of the people will be carried 
out; the construction of the canal will proceed. The people of 
the United States have so determined. The fault-finders who 
criticise the way the thing has been accomplished will subside, as 
they have always done when any great governmental enterprise 
has been undertaken and successfully carried out. It will be as 
it was with the acquisitions of Louisiana, Florida, Alaska, the 
Sandwich Islands, Porto Rico, and the Philippines. In all these 
acquisitions complaints were made as to the manner of bringing 
them about regardless of the beneficial results obtained. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Did not Panama proclaim it months before? | 





ing it. 
; ; : 
| to-day contains no new recommendation, or in fact any recom 
| mendation whatever as to matters that Congress is expected | 


The fact that the United States was willing to pay a |! t 
| important question, which seems to absorb the attention « 


It is the few cunning, plausible ones, | 


JANUARY 4. 


THERE IS NO POLITICAL CAPITAL 
in criticising the manner of acquiring the right of way across th. 
Isthmus of Panama or in complaining of the fact that it has beey 
acquired. Candidates for popularity, if they consult their own 
interest, will get out of the line of obstruction. 

The people are satisfied with the acquisition by President Roose- 
velt of a right of way for an interoceanic canal which was dedi- 
cated to the public hundreds of years ago. They have been an- 
noyed long enough by the obstruction of irresponsible intruders 
on that highway. Not only the people of the United States, bu: 


blackmailers of Colombia can no longer delay work on the ca: 
The people would have indorsed the action of the United Sta 


| if they had taken the Panama route, without asking lea, 


anyone, and constructed the canal. The President will n 
blamed for his prompt action, but will be 


COMMENDED BY ALL HONEST, PATRIOTIC MEN, 


An effort by any party to aid Colombia to continue to levy tri! 
ute upon the transit across the Isthmus will be futile. The peop! 
did not commend the efforts of the Sioux, the Comanches, or the 
Apaches to stop the building of the various Pacific railroads, nor 
will they look favorably upon the conduct of the more unser; 
lous aborigines of Colombia and their allies in this country in 
their desire to prevent the construction of an interoceanic 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I believe this debate is | 
ceeding by unanimous consent, and that I am in order in conti: 
The message of the President which came to the Ser 


act upon. It contains only a bare reference to the situati 
is now presented before the Congress and the country in th 
transmission of the President’s annual message accompanied by a 
treaty with the Republic of Panama. 

It seems to be an argument, or rather a vindication, by the Pres- 


n that 


senior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Hoar] and remarks inad 
by him on that occasion, remarks made by my colleague {M: 
Pettus], by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and by som 
other Senators and some Members of the House of Representativ 


| I believe it is the first message of a President that contains nly 
| @ stump speech. 


I will not to-day undertake an analysis of that message, Mr. 


of fact or propositions of law and its omissions and its conceal 
ments. Ata future day during the discussion of this great and 


most the whole world as well as the United States, I will attempt 


of conducting matters in his diplomatic character on behalf 0! 
the Umited States, so as, according to the suggestion of the Sen 
ator from Maryland | Mr. McComas!, +o bind the United States 
Government to certain recognitions of independence and sov- 
ereignty and o? the right to transfer the territory of Colombia to 
us by treaty. 

The resolutions which I had the honor to offer and which are 
now the subject of consideration, but not by any means of (is- 


| cussion—for no Senator as yet has referred to them, but the) 
| have referred entirely to this message sent in to-day—I will ask 


to ee as part of my remarks without reading. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no objection. 
and that order will be made. 
The resolutions submitted by Mr. Moraan December 1*, 1‘! 
are as follows: 


Resolved, That neither the President nor the President of the S«! 
the treaty-making power of the United States, has the lawful power to Was 
or declare war against any foreign power without the consent of gress 
when such country is at peace with the United States, and when I 
matic relations with the United States are unbroken, and when its (li) 
representatives are recognized by the President as the represents 
friendly power. And theconsent of the Senate, asa part of the treat) 
power, toa war waged by the President inst such a nation, 1 
circumstances, can not confer upon himsuch lawfulauthority under 
stitution of the Upited States, or under the laws of nations, or u 
neutrality laws of the United States. 

_ Second. That a state of war exists between Colombia and an ory 

in the Colombian Department of Panama that claims to have acc 

the secession of Panama from Colombia and to have established 
mdence and sovereignty through the recognition of the Presic 

Tnited States and of some European and Asiatic states; and that ©’ 

also, to have established a republic under the flag and the name an: 

the Republic of Panama. And Colombia refuses to recognize the valiity 

the act of secession and the independence or the sovereignty of any 5)'""". 

ment so organized on the Isthmus of Panama, and is engaged in mi! re 

naval operations to assert and enforce her claim of the suprem: 

government in and over the territory described in her laws and : 

as the ent of Panama. i 

Third. t if Colombia is not prevented by some powerful forei: 
she is manifestly able to maintain her present effort to repress the ~ 
sion organization and to restore her sovereignty over said a 
Panama. And the President of the United States, having entered 1)! 











1904. 





relations with the ( 
assert the powers of supreme government in and over the territory included 
in such Department of Panama, and having made agreements with the seces- 
sionists yersting to the right and privilege of constructing and owning, in 

verpetuity, a 8 ip canal across the Isthmus of Panama, all based on the fol- 
fowin x stipulation, namely: : . 

“The United States guarantees and will maintain the independence of the 
Republic of Panama.” F 7 . 

Said stipulation is in effect a declaration of war with Colombia, and is not 
within the limits of any power conferred upon the President by act of Con- 
gress or the Constitution or by the laws of nations. 
~ Fourth. That the President has no lawful right or power, without the 
consent of Congress, and under the conditions that exist in Panama, to use 
the military and naval forces of the United States to prevent Colombia from 
enforcing her claim to the sreper exercise of her sovereignty and to execute 
her laws in the Department of Panama by any form of coercion that is con- 
sistent with the laws of nations, and is not in conflict with any right of the 
United States. 

Fifth. That the Senate repeats its resolution of 1889 in the following words: 

‘Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Government of the United States 
will look with serious concern and disapproval upon as connection of any 
European government with the construction or control of any ship canal 
across the Isthmus of Darien or across Central America, and must regard 
any such connection or control as injurious to the just rights and interests of 
the United Statesand as a menace to their welfare.” 

Seco. 2. That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate 
this expression of the views of the Government of the United States to the 
governments of the countries of Europe. 

Sixth. That the United States, in the Revised Statutes, has defined neu- 
trality and the penalties for its violation, as follows: 

“Seo, 5286. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, begins, or sets on foot, or provides or prepares the means for, 
any military expedition or enterprise, to be carried on from thence against 
the territory or dominions of any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, 
district, or people with whom the United States are at peace, shall be deemed 
guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be fined not exceeding $3,000 and im- 
prisoned not more than three years.” 


Phe intervention by the President, with armed forces of the United States, | 


d without the authority of Congress, to prevent the exercise of military or 
civil authority by Colombia, with whom we are at peace, for the assertion or 
exercise of her sovereignty and the enforcement of her constitution and laws 
over the Department of Panama, iscontrary to said law of neutrality enacted 
by the Congress of the United States and is contrary to the laws of nations. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if I had no more worthy pur- 
pose than to serve a personal ambition, I would hasten to adopt 
the situation into which the country is now betrayed. Or, if I be- 
lieved that a canal at Panama was practicable, I would say not a 
word against the eager desire of some of my constituents for a 
canal, except to warn them of the danger of ‘* following the mul- 
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rsons who claim to have seceded from Colombia and | 





A35 


that is accorded, no power can prevent the construction of the 
canal at Nicaragua without any further assistance from Congress. 

In company with, or rather in following the lead of all our 
Presidents from Lincoln to McKinley, and of all our Secretaries 
of State during that period, and the votes of almost every Sena- 
tor in this body since 1877, and of every committee of this body 
that has reported on this subject, and of every canal commission, 





| of which there have been four, I have held and still hold that the 
Nicaragua route is practicable and feasible. 


This fact is affirmed by the law, known as the Spooner law, so 
fully and with such emphasis, that the vast money appropriation 
carried in that law is applied to the Nicaragua route, subject to 
a condition that has no reference to the question of practicability 
or feasibility of that route, these questions being settled in that 
act. 

The appropriation of $180,000,000 for the construction of a canal 
on the Nicaragua route is as valid and obligatory as that for the 


| Panama route. 


titude to do evil,’ and I would abandon to them the task of work- | 


ing out what Iam satisfied will be a costly and disastrous failure. 
I do not believe that a ship can ever pass through the Isthmus of 
Panama. Yet I yield that opinion to the majority in the Senate, 
and would go with them in a lawful effort to work out their will. 

If I could wish the country a disastrous experience that will 
cost it thousands of lives and many millions of dollars and fre- 


quent, if not constant, conflicts, ending in the disappointment of | 


their hopes, I could not select a better occasion than is now pre- 
sented. We have a canal route for which Congress has voted 


more than $180,000,000, a route that all our best and most ex- | 


perienced engineers have approved, for another route that no one 
has said is certainly practicable, with no appropriation now exist- 
ing for its construction. 

I can not assist in breaking down our fixed policy of neutrality 
between belligerents with neither of whom Congress has declared 
war, or in enlarging the diplomatic powers of the President, by 
construction, until they reach and cover the whole ground that is 
possible for usurpation by the Executive. Neither can I assist or 
justify any officer of the United States in the open and defiant 
disregard of official duty, in express disobedience of the laws of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, I have drawn these resolutions in such form as 
to present justly and truly the facts, and the principles of the laws 
of nations, and the statute laws and the Constitution of the United 
States that are violated by the recent action of the President in 


his dealings with Colombia, as the facts are stated in his annual | 


message sent to Congress at the beginning of this session. 

_ 1am quite aware that I occupy a disagreeable position in mak- 
ing this arraignment. I must be prepared to vindicate these reso- 
lutions to the satisfaction of just men who are properly jealous 
of the good name of the Republic and respect the distribution of 
our constitutional powers of government. 

[ also hold a position with reference to the location of a canal 
at Panama that is unjustly attributed to me by those who would 
pervert my course on thissubject, to my disadvantage, that I must 
restate from the records of the Senate, as I have several times 
done in speeches and reports to this body, as to what is and has 
een ny attitude toward this subject. 

uave no preference for the Nicaragua route that would cause 
me to oppose the location of the canal at Panama against the ex- 
pressed will of Congress, but when that has ceased to be possible, 
under existing laws, if the action of the President is followed, I 
turn to the Nicaragua route, because I believe that a canal can 
hever be safely and permanently built at Panama. I stand out 
W the bitter end for obedience to the act of June 28, 1902, and, if 


wos 





The validity or effect of this affirmative vote of Congress has 
been questioned by no one that I have heard of, except the Presi- 
dent, and not by him in any open and official statement. 

Iam also compelled by the immense weight of the opinions and 
facts, stated in every solemn form by every chief engineer who 
ever surveyed or explored the Nicaragua route, to believe that it 
is both practicable and feasible. 

In this statement I include the report of Admiral Walker, who 
was chief of the Nacaragua Canal Commission, made in May, 
1899, and by the preliminary report of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission, of which he was chief, made November 30, 1900, and 
adopted and acted upon by President McKinley in making solemn 
agreements with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, and the final report 
of that Commission made to President Roosevelt November 30, 
1901. 

I also include the fact that every member of that Commission 
has, on oath, affirmed the facts on which their recommendation 
was made in favor of the Nicaragua route. If this evidence, and 
the vote of Congress based upon it, has not established the feasi- 
bility and practicability of the Nicaragua route, against the ipse 
dixit of the President, Congress must have reached a very low 
estate. 

It is not necessary for my present duty that I should enter upon 
any statement of the causes that induced the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission to change its ground in favor of the Nicaragua route, as 
being the most feasible and practicable route—as was twice re- 
ported by it—and then giving that preference to the Panama 
route, except to state that in making such change the Isthmian 
Canal Commission did not in the least change or modify any fact 
stated or omitted in their preliminary report or their final report, 
to which I have referred. The only new fact stated by them to 
justify the change is that in their estimates of cost the purchase of 
the Panama Canal at $40,000,000 would be an advantage of 
$5,500,000 in favor of the Panama route. 

When the Spooner bill was passed it had been agreed between 
Colombia and the United States that the concessions would cost 
us $7,000,000. It had also been agreed between Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica and the United States that the concessions of Nica- 
ragua would cost $6,000,000 and that of Costa Rica $1,000,000, 
thus making the cost of concessions on both routes the same. 
With this understanding—that was as justly and honestly a part 
of the Spooner law as any part of the act—I voted to give the 
preference in the selection of the location of the canal to the Nica- 
ragua route, but the Senate voted to give the preference to the 
Panama route by six majority, and so the bill was passed on a 
report of the committee of conference, for which I voted, believ- 
ing, of course, that no American President would violate that law 
because of his preference for the Panama route. 

When the Hay-Herran treaty departed from that agreement 
with Colombia and gave to her $10,000,000 for the concessions 
instead of $7,000,000, and added to that a guaranty of $1,000,000 
for her stock in the New Panama Canal Company and at least 
$4,500,000 in the value of lands, for which we were to pay the 
New Panama Cable Company that sum in money, my judgment 
and sense of justice and right revolted at this blackmail, and I re- 
fused to vote for the Hay-Herran treaty. 

That treaty was also so heavily loaded with other objectionable 
features, especially as to the military command of the canal zone, 
that I offered a number of amendments to it in the Senate, that I 
will not now attempt to restate. These amendments were con- 
ceded to be proper and necessary, but the majority declined to 
vote them, on the ground that the Colombian Congress would 
refuse to ratify the treaty if any amendment to it was made. 

How that could be known as to the action of a Congress that 
was not then in existence was a puzzle that I could not solve. I 
naturally concluded that there was some understanding of a hard 
and fast sort between the diplomatic authorities of Colombia and 
the United States that was hidden at the bottom of a deep well. 
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If it is ever opened by General Reyes or President Marroquin, I 
fear that our Government will suffer in the disclosures. 


My colleagues from the South, except three, concluded to vote | 


for the Hay-Herran treaty because in the purport of the Presi- 
dent’s annual message, they then believed, what he has now con- 
fessed, that his purpose has all the time been that no canal should 
be constructed unless it was located at Panama. 

it is now impossible, through the action of these Governments, 
to construct a canal at Panama under the Spooner law, and I 
hope to cooperate with my Democratic colleagues in the demand 
for the honest, faithful, and complete execution of that law. 

Having failed to coerce the Congress of Colombia to ratify the 
Hay-Herran treaty by such threats of Congressional action as he 
declared, on the 9th of June, 1903, that every friend of Colombia 
would regret, and having failed to alarm the Congress of Colom- 
bia from its propriety by such badgering, they rejected the treaty, 
not with contempt, but with just indignation. It was not au- 
thorized by the Colombian constitution, and that ended their au- 
thority to ratify it. This action our President has denounced as 
a ‘“‘contemptuous refusal of the Congress that has just closed its 
session,’’ and he declares in his message that— 

The question now, therefore, is not by which route the isthmian canal 
shall be built, for that question has been definitely and irrevocable decided. 
The question is simply whether or not we shall have an isthmian canal. 

If that question is still open and not decided, it is not the fault 
of the Spooner law. 
fiant refusal to obey that law. 


The Spooner law answers that question honestly, lawfully, and | 


distinctly, but the President repudiates it. 

My colleagues from the South can not now fail to see that the 
present purpose of the President, boldly declared in his annual 
message and renewed to-day, is the same that forced them to vote 
for the Hay-Herran treaty, which is that it shall be a canal at 
Panama, or no canal. 

I stated in the Senate, in justification of my vote against the 
Hay-Herran treaty, that it was, in effect, a declaration of war 
against Colombia, because, if it was ratified by both treaty pow- 
ers, its provisions were such as to cause friction, then conflict, 
and, finally. war between the two Republics. and, if it was not 
ratified by Colombia, it would lead to commotions in Panama that 
would result in the annexation of Panama to the United States 
either by purchase or as a result of war. 
the Senate to the advocacy of forcible compulsion by the United 


It is the fault of the President in his de- | to! " 
isting treaties governing the relations of the United States to that territory 
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I called the attention of | 


States as the declared policy of certain great Republican jour- | 


_ nals, and read these articles in the open Senate. 

I now state it as a conviction that few, if any, will dispute, that 
the Hay-Herran treaty, if ratified by the Senate, will be a declara- 
tion of war against Colombia by the Senate}in approval of war 
already existing, which the President is conducting against Co- 


lombia in support of the effort of Panama to accomplish its inde- | 


pendence by secession from Colombia. 
I also stated in the Senate that the provisions of the constitution 
of Colombia forbid the President from entering into negotiations 


with us for the territorial rights included in the Hay-Herran | 


treaty without previous authorization from the Congress of Co- 
lombia, and pointed out the fact that we were only aiding Mar- 
roquin to violate the constitution of his own country. 

Yet [announced that I would, in good faith, aid by my vote in the 
effort to execute the Spooner law, in the locatiorof the canal at Pan- 
ama, if the Hay-Herran treaty was amended as I proposed, which 
amendments were admitted by the friends of that treaty to be 
correct. Yet I never fora moment believed that the Congress of 
Colombia, when elected, for it did not then exist, would vote for 
the approval of the Hay-Herran treaty. 

This is enough to say now as to my course in opposing that 
treaty. 

My reasons for opposing the present treaty, so far as they relate to 
the conduct of our Government and the involvement of our country 
in war, and as to its effect upon the Monroe doctrine and our sub- 
ordination to France as the present avowed guardian of the Pan- 
ama Canal Company, and its necessary effect in repealing the 
Spooner law, are necessary to be stated in support of the resolu- 
tion now before the Senate, in order that it may be seen that I am 
not opposing the action of the President on factious or slight 
grounds, but for causes that I believe seriously impugn the honor 
of the Republic and threaten its integrity. 


The first article of the treaty, I repeat, is a declaration of war | 


with Colombia, to be made by the Senate as the treaty-making 


tribunal of our Government, instead of by Congress, which alone, | 
It has the 


under the Constitution, has the power to declare war. 
additional and unlawful purpose of making the Government a 
party to a war with Colombia that is already waged by the order 


of the President as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 

It is, moreover, the distinct purpose of the President in making 
this treaty to gain the support of two-thirds of the Senate for 
the ratification of his illegal acts already committed, and to ob- 
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tain a declaration of war against Colombia, for which he is un- 
willing to ask Congress. 
In his message to Congress he is careful to state the limit to 


| which he has gone in recognizing the Government of Panama, 


with which he has established relations on the part of the United 
States. He distinctly declares that it is a de facto government. 

That such a government can bea lawful belligerent and declare 
war is settled in Prize Cases, in 2 Black’s Reports; but that it has 
no power to sell or convey the territory in which its operations 
are conducted is equally as well settled in Williams v. Bruffy (96 
U.S., 176), and in the text of the cases cited in 1 Butler's Treaty- 
Making Powers of the United States, page 72, that it is essential 
that the contracting powers should be fully sovereign in order to 
act either as transferrer or transferee of territorial rights. 

This message to Congress is the only official document that de- 
fines the character of the Government, as recognized by him, and 
it is therein expressly defined as a de facto government. I will 
read this careful statement from his message: 

The de facto Government of Panama was recognized in the following tele- 
gram to Mr. Ehrman: 

“The people of Panama have, by eppegentty unanimous movement, dis 
solved their political connection with the Republic of Colombia and resumed 
their independence. When you are satisfied that a de facto government, re- 

yublican in form and without substantial opposition from its own people, has 
een established in the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with it 
as the responsible government of the territory and look to it for all due a 

tion to protect the persons and property of citizens of the United States and 
to keep open the isthmian transit, in accordance with the obligations of ex 


Why did he only venture, as President, in his recognition of 
an existing government in Panama, to make the declaration of 
its de facto character? He knew what power of self-protection 
this de facto government possessed, which was no greater than 
that of an infant in its cradle, and that this essential element of 
sovereignty was without the shadow of reality. 

He knew that no government, even in form republican, ex- 
isted in Panama under the control of the insurgents, and that 
whatever government might afterwards exist there had to be 
built up, molded into shape, and organized after and in conse- 
quence of this act of recognition. 

He knew that he had stretched his powers of recognition to the 
limit in declaring that it was a de facto government. 

He knew that, as matters then stood, his recognition of a de 
facto government in Panama did not destroy any right of Colom- 
bia, as the rightful and sovereign powerin that Department—the 
government de jure. And,toourshameasa nation, the President 
knew that he had recognized a de facto government in Panama 
as the only way in which he could obtain concessions in that 
Isthmus and that this was the real purpose of this recognition 

It is not a picture to stir the martial spirit of our people, 
vindication of their rights, when they are attempted to be ac- 
quired by treaty with an infant protégé of the President. that he 
is not willing to dub as a sovereign power, while he holds it in 
his arms against the protest of its mother, whose sovereign rights, 
acknowledged by all nations, he is procuring from the nursling 

Yet he avowed his purpose to protect the de facto government 
against the government de jure, because Colombia might int 
fere with the transit—the railroad traffic—across the Isthmu 
she was permitted to coerce the people of Panama to obey the 
laws and constitution of Colombia, the actual government de jure 
over that Department. 

He at once caused the United States marines to be posted so as 
to prevent the Colombian troops at Colon from proceeding to 

-anama for any purpose and especially for the purpose of reicas- 
ing from prison the commandant of those troops, who had bee! 
captured by the insurgents and imprisoned at Panama City. _ 

This was war, by the President's direct command, against (0- 
lombia. 

It was war to protect the de facto government against th: 


in 


i 


V- 


ernment de jure in Panama under the pretext of a necessity tat 

yas assumed and wholly gratuitous, that military intervention 

against Colombia and in favor of Panama was necessary to })TO- 
tect.commercial transit or traffic across the Isthmus. 

Colombia was at war with the insurgents when this treaty ws 

iL py 


She had been at war with Panama, as war is defi! ‘ y 


signed. 
our Supreme Court in the cases I have cited, since the 3d 


November, 1903, and is still at war with her people in rebe!!ion 


| at Panama. 


1 nT 


Her troops at Colon were sent there to prevent the alleze 
rising of the people ‘‘as one man,” as the President phra 
uprising of eight men, two of them the agents of the Pa! ; 
Canal Company, in charge of the Panama Railroad, and ore ° 
them a consul of the United States, all of whom had been in ‘ose 
conspiracy against the Government of Colombia for months })"10! 
to the so-called ‘‘uprising of the people’’ of Panama, 1)\°*© 
troops were on a lawful mission to protect the sovereign’) | i 
Colombia in the Department of Panama and also to protec’ '"° 
railroad transit, especially to protect it against-the treac! 


‘ne 


wna 


18 
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railroad agents who were conspiring with others to destroy the 
sovereign Government of Colombia over the very ground on 
which the railroad track was laid by the permission of that 
Republic. 

The troops of Colombia in Panama were first scattered in search 
of her public enemies that were falsely reported as invading Pan- 
ama at a distance from the city of Panama. Those left in bar- 
racks were corrupted with money robbed from the public treasury 
of Panama, through the connivance of the treasurer—one of the 
conspirators—and were enticed to desert the flag. I will here 
state that our consul there is the leading member of the banking 
firm that turned that — over to the troops. 

Mr. BACON. How much money? 

Mr. MORGAN. A good many thousand dollars. I do not 
knowhowmany. Twenty-five thousand,I believe. Ido notstate 
the figures, because I do not recall. 

Many imprisonments and banishments were made of persons 
who were suspected of being friendly to the Government of Co- 
lombia, and bodies of armed citizens were terrorizing all who were 
loyal to Colombia. 

To repress these lawless combinations at Panama, Colombia 
sent a gunboat that fired upon the fortress there and the city, 
killing one person, and it was ordered off by a United States ship 
of war. Such acts were war between Colombia and the insur- 
gents. The United States ships and marines were ordered by the 
President to prohibit and prevent the landing of any forces by 
Colombia at any pr or place in the Department of Panama, and 
they thus blockaded the ports of that department against the ac- 
cess of all national vessels of Colombia, or other vessels carrying 
Colombian soldiers. 

These acts and many others of the same character establish the 
fact, beyond dispute, that Colombia, on the 3d of November, 1903, 
and until the present time, has been engaged in war with the insur- 
rectionists in Panama, whom the President has recognized as a 
government de facto, and the President has been giving them pro- 
tection and aid. 

This will not be denied, I suppose, for its denial would shock 
the sense of truth and justice of all who know the facts. 

The grounds on which the President justifies these acts of war 
are thus stated in his message, quoting a dispatch which he 
caused to be sent to Colombia: 


He holds that he is bound not merely by treaty seen Sone, but by the in- 
terests of civilization, to see that the peaceful traffic of the world across the 
Isthmus of Panama shall not longer be disturbed by a constant succession of 
unnecessary and wasteful civil wars. 


It is enough to say of this grandiloquent declaration of national 
rights and powers, without giving heed to his personal assump- 
tion of dictatorial powers, that neither the Constitution nor the 
laws of the United States confer upon the President any such 
powers as he declares, in this absurd statement, he will exercise. 

If any such right or national policy exists in any department 
of the Government, as the guardianship of *‘ the interests of civil- 
ization’ it is lodged with Congress and is not left to blaze on the 
lance’s point of any American Sancho Panza, to be thrust into the 
bosoms of American republics. 

With such foundations of power conceded to the Presidential 
office, to be exercised even when Congress is in session to gratify 
the resentment of a President or a romantic love of notoriety, the 
Congress of the United States might well emulate the conduct of 
the Congress of Colombia when they had voted down the contract 
made with the Panama Canal Company in 1898 for $1,000,000 for 
an extension of the concession from 1904 to 1910. 

Sanclemente having stated that he would ratify the contract 
and take the money under his own decree, the Congress adjourned 
sine dieand went home to hear the drums and bugles of civil war. 
That will not come to us from any usurpation, but even a worse 
condition will follow when Presidents can violate the laws with 
impunity and the people shall have become too dead in spirit to 
hold them to account. 

The President has paused in his usurpation of the war power, 
but not until he had gone to so great a length that he believed 
Congress would be compelled to follow the flag to save appear- 
ances and adopt a war that he was actually waging against 
Colombia under the guise of treaty obligations to protect the tran- 
sit across the Isthmus of Panama. 

To obtain this ratification of his excessive adventure he comes 
to the Senate and appeals to the special treaty-making power to 
jon him in giving its sanction to the war he has begun and is 
conducting with a display of war power at sea that is far greater 
than was mustered in the war with Spain, all under the pretext 
of protecting the isthmian transit. He asks the Senate to usurp 


the power of Congress to declare war, instead of making his ap- 
peal to Congress. 


The steps in this adroit movement are worthy of some counsel- | 


lor who is, 


probably, in this body, who has inherited the spirit of 
Talleyrand é 


and is practicing some of his cold diplomatic strategies. 





A recent example of such skill was given in the Cuban reciprocity 
act, to which Congress was compelled to assent with a mild pro- 
test. When that bill came to the Senate from the House and was 
sent to the Committee on Foreign Relations, the apparently inno- 
cent and even frivolous reasons assigned for this new departure 
were not unnoticed or undervalued by thoughtful men. It was 
then understood that a precedent was being established under 
which the Senate could declare war with Colombia, and that the 
Government being thus, apparently, committed to war, Congress 
would be forced to follow it up with a declaration of war. 

The steps in this progress are now too plain for further con- 
cealment. Whether the final step shall be taken depends on the 
votes of three or more Democrats. 

The President’s first step isa recognition of the de facto govern- 
ment, which admits, necessarily, a de jure government over Pan- 
ama in Colombia. When there isa de facto government any- 
where there must be a de jure government somewhereelse. This 
is as far as he has ventured in the exercise of his diplomatic 

owers of recognition. In doing this much he reached the utmost 

imit, even with the support of the junta at Panama and the 
‘**champion”’ of the Panama Canal, asits minister plenipotentiary, 
ready to do anything he might think necessary to create a republic 
with full sovereign powers. 

His second step was the protection of his alleged de facto gov- 
ernment, created alone by his recognition, against any effort of 
Colombia to assert, in Panama, any act of its rightful jurisdic- 
tion either of sovereignty or to protect the transit and preserve 
its neutrality. 

To do this he interposed military forces on land and fleets of 
war ships on both oceans that bound Panama to prevent Colom- 
bia from exercising any of its rightful authority in Panama. 

His next step was to guard all the coasts of Colombia against 
the coming of all military forces and of all Colombian agents and 
citizens who refuse to acknowledge the independence of Panama, 

His next step was to hear the complaints of Colombia, through 
Reyes, and to endeavor to buy the independence of Panama from 
Colombia. 

In the meantime, the concentration of war fleets on both coasts 
of Panama and the outfitting of transports to carry the army to 
Panama and to Colombia, if the Senate will aid him to declare 
war, is as great as if some first-class power were ready to make 
war against the United States. 

Within the territorial limits of the Department of Panama this 
situation is actual war, as indisputable as if the fires of battle lit 
up the seas and the mountains of all that Department. 

The President could not be induced to reduce the forces in and 
around that Department to a detail altogether sufficient to guard 
the transit across the Isthmus, for he has notified Colombia (I 
quote the language of his message) that ‘‘he’’ (not Congress) 
‘*holds that he is bound, not merely by treaty obligations, but by 
the interests of civilization, to see that the peaceful traffic of the 
world across the Isthmus of Panama shall not be longer disturbed 
by a constant succession of unnecessary and wasteful civil wars.”’ 
It may require, in the years to come, very strong military forces 
in Panama to prevent the recurrence of civil wars and to protect 
the canal, if we dig it. We are not likely to find much protection 
for the canal in the good will of Colombia unless we can pur- 
chase it. 

Colombia could not mistake the meaning of this message of 
our President, even if it had not been attended with overt acts 
of war, nor can the Senate misunderstand it. 

It means that to prevent any hostilities in the Department of 
Panama, unless conducted by the United States, he—the Presi- 
dent—has resolved to protect the de facto government at the city 
of Panama against any effort of Colombia to assert its authority 
anywhere in the Department of Panama. 

It seems to excite no surprise in our minds that the President 
should thus offensively inform Colombia that a mob engaged in 
| breaking the peace at a terminal of the railroad, by armed assault 

upon Colombian officers and their imprisonment, should be pro- 
| tected in their outbreak and in their maraud upon the treasury of 
| Panama, for the sole reason that if Colombia should be permitted 
to assist even in putting them down and restoring peace regu- 
lated by law there would be a recurrence of ‘‘ unnecessary and 
wasteful civil war’’ in Panama. 

He also assumed the position, for which there is no semblance 
| of justification, that Colombia has no right to keep and perform 

her treaty obligation to protect the neutrality and the freedom 
| and safety of traffic across the Isthmus. 
| Such arrogance toward a weaker sister republic ill becomes 
| the President of the Republic of the United States. For one, I 
| will not vote to ratify this wrong and to empower the President 
| to violate the treaty of 1846 and to take from Colombia all the 
rights and duties it confers upon her. 

Having done all this under a specious pretension of lawful au- 
thority, the President halted at the limit of his tether, long and 





| 
| 
| 
| 








loose as he had made it, and looked around for further powers. 
He looked first to Congress, and found seated in the House of 
Representatives men of power and courage who had refused to 
submit the fate of Cuban reciprocity to the treaty-making power; 
and when they enacted a law to ratify atreaty which the Senate 
had already ratified, rebuked him for his effort to employ that 
power in measures for raising revenue. 

He dreaded another rebuke and came to the Senate for support. 

He found in the House a narrow party majority that he feared 
he could not control, and in the Senate a party majority of two- 
thirds, less three votes, that he hoped to control, to ratify any 
treaty he saw proper to make with the junta at Panama, on the 
promise—that he can not keep without the consent of Congress— 
that he will at once proceed to construct a canal at Panama. 

He looked to the ratification of that treaty as the final in his 
journey, which would make lawful all that had gone before. 
Without that step his campaign of usurpation wasa failure; with 
it his march was a triumph, not merely in the diplomacy of vio- 
lence and spoliation with armed forces, but atriumph whose glory 
would be complete in the political campaign of 1904, 

If the treaty should fail, the Republic of Panama will not have 
been created by the act of Bunau-Varilla and the President, be- 
cause they have no lawful power to create it without the consent 
of Congress. 

And so that Republic would neither be independent nor sover- 
eign, for it requires the consent of Congress to confer upon it such 
attributes at the hands of the Government of the United States. 
It would only continue in the groove where the President’s recog- 
nition had placed it as a government de facto, and it would perish 
there, at the hands of Colombia, unless France or the United 
States would shelter it or unless the United States would buy 
Panama from Colombia. 

The President in his official declarations has not pretended to 
confer independence or sovereignty on the Republic of Panama, 
or that such a Republic was recognized when that treaty was 
signed, or that it is an organized Republic up to the present hour. 

He relies upon at least three Democrats in the Senate to do for 
him what he and his party can not accomplish without their as- 
sistance. Hedepends upon their votes to create a law, in conjunc- 
tion with the junta at Panama, that authorizes him to recognize 
that junta as a government, republican in form, and to confer 
upon it, as against Colombia and all other powers, perfect inde- 
pendence and full sovereignty over the Department of Panama. 
As such a law, enacted by the junta at Panama in this treaty, 
as one of the law-making powers of the United States, would vio- 
late our Constitution and deeply shade our national character, I 
could not vote for it. 

I would much prefer to vote money for the purchase of Panama 
from Colombia and free those people from a government with 
which they can never be at peace. 

If any of my esteemed Democratic colleagues aspire to such 
honors and responsibilities, I can only say that they are very costly 
and should not be accepted as a necessity forced upon them by the 
fear that, if they are not accepted, the President will execute the 
threat in his message, that he has reached such a stage of power, 
ae usurpation and the disobedience to the Spooner law, 
that— 

The question now, therefore, is not by which route the isthmian canal 
shall be built, for that question has been definitely settled and irrevocably 


ee The question is simply whether or not we shall have an isthmian 
canal. 


The Spooner law settled that question in favor of the Nicaragua 
route, after the effort to locate the canal at Panama, by treaty, 
had failed. Mr. Hay admitted this in a dispatch he sent to the 
Colombian Congress through our minister at Bogota, dated Au- 
gust 29, 1903, which I will read: 


Mr. Hay to Mr. Beaupré, 


(Telegram. ] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, August 29, 1903, 
The President is bound by the isthmian canal statute, commonly called 
the Spooner law. By its provisions he is given a reasonable time to arrange a 
satisfactory treaty with Colombia. When, in his judgment, the reasonable 
time has expired and he has not been able to make a satisfactory arrange- 






























































alternative of thestatute. Meantime the President will enter into no engage- 
ment restraining his freedom of action under the statute. wor 

The President’s policy in Panama was strongly foreshadowed in 
the dispatch of Mr. Hay. It was then settled on oneof three lines 
of action then perfectly known to Mr. Bunau-Varilla, and by him 
communicated to the Matin, a paper conducted in Paris by his 
brother. I ask the Secretary to read the article. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 


ment as to the Panama route, he will then proceed to carry into effect the | 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
[Washington Post, December 19, 1903.] 


FORETOLD BY VARILLA—WARNED COLOMBIA OF TROUBLES IN STORE FOR 
HER—DANGER IN TREATY REJECTION—PROPHETIC ARTICLE PRINTED IN 
HIS BROTHER'S PAPER, LE MATIN, OF PARIS, EARLY IN SEPTEMBER— 
MORE OF THE PANAMA MINISTER'S PHILADELPHIA ADDRESS BEFOKE 
THE ACADEMY OF POLITICAL SCIENCES. 


The address of P. Bunau-Varilla, minister from Panama to the United 
States, delivered before the American Academy of Political and Sociai 
Science at Philadelphia on Thursday, covered in detail the negotiations }).- 
tween this coun and Colombia for the canal rights and set forth M. 
Varilla’s own efforts in behalf of the project. 

In Le Matin, of Paris, issue of September 2, 1903, he printed an artic)s 
warning Colombia of the probable consequence of failure to ratify the pen - 
ing treaty. In this article, which he read as part of his address, he anid: 

“September 23, 1903, will be a historical date in this Panama question, 
which can already reckon up several such dates. On that day, three weeks 
from to-day, the period will end within which the Hay-Herran treaty, ¢:- 
cluded between Colombia and the United States, must be ratified. If Colom 
bia, regarding only her own interests, which are also those of civilization, 
goes back on her decision and ratifies the treaty, then the canal may be <i: {i 
nitely considered as constructed. But if Colombia, continuing in suspicious 
delays and incomprehensible obstructions, finally rejects the treaty or intro 
duces amendments which would upset its whole construction, then the un- 
known opens before us; the way is open to all sorts of combinations. 

“The situation is clear, and President Roosevelt's duty is indicated hy 
law—the Spooner bill of 1902. ‘Should the President,’ =v the law, ‘ be un- 
able to obtain a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Com- 
pny and the control of territory of the Republic of Colombia, 

then authorized to open the Nicaragua Canal, ‘after having first 
obtained for the United States perpetual control by treaty of the necessary 
territory from Nicaragua and Costa Rica.’ 

“Therefore, ‘if the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of 
Colombia’ can not be obtained, President Roosevelt can begin negotiations 
with Nicaragua to obtain from it by treaty what Colombia refuses to him; 
but he must not begin these — until everything shall have been 
tried to obtain the ‘control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Co- 
lombia.’ Now, everything has not been tried yet. 

“ President Roosevelt, as was his duty, first tried one method alone, the 
more usual one in such cases, namely, that of trying to come to an amica})'» 
pe mf with the Republic of Colombia. has at least two other 
methods that he may try. 


“REVOLUTION SMOLDERING. 


“He may,in the second place, wait for the outbreak of the revolution, 
which, as may be seen elsewhere in our dispatches, is smoldering in the State 
of Panama, and until that State declares itself independent, as it did twice in 
the last century—in 1840 and in 1856—then he will have to treat only with th 
State of Panama. But he may, above all, in the third place, exact from the 
Republic of Colombia itself, on the strength of formal engagements, whiat it 
refuses to yield with good eee : ; 

“There exists, in fact, a mr made in 1846 between the Republic of New 
Granada, the former name of the Republic of Colombia, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Article 35 of this treaty reads as follows: 

“The Government of New Granada tees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or of transit across the Isthmus of Pan 
ama by all means of communication that exist or may come into existence 
shall a ar’ remain open and free to the Government and to the citizens of 
the United States, and for the trans of all products, manufactures, and 
lawful merchandise whatsoever belonging to the citizens of the United 
States.’ 


“The right of way, in the legal language, of the United States is the right 
of passage in its highest sense—that is to-say, not merely the right of bodily 
locomotion, but the right of | all the artificial works needed for loc 
motion in any shape whatsoever. The right of way is, in reality, the right 
of es the works needed for the passage of , if it is a matter of 
a railroad, for the passage of vessels, if it isa matter of a canal. 


“LEGAL COERCION OF COLOMBIA. 


“Tf our information is correct, it is to this third method, to this legal co 
ercion, exercised on the strength of a treaty, that President Roosevelt his 
decided to have recourse in order to obtain from the Republic of Col 
the control which it is indispensable for him to have on the territory n 
for the working of the canal. No one could blame President Rooseve! 
making use even of force in order to obtain that which right secures to 
and which can not be obtained ously. a 

“'The Government of the United States has entered upon one of the no}!est 
undertakings in the world, one which a well make any country prow 
aboveothers. Itintends to offer to the world, under conditions of strict equa 
ity among nations, the great maritime way which has been.called just): 
hope of the ages and the desire of the peoples,’ that way already two 
built by France, and which France, in consequence of an unpardonable erro! 
has been unwilling to finish herself. ; 

“In o ing so senseless an obstruction to the realization of the great 
| progress t man can carry out in the —— of our planet, Colom! 
| steps beyond her proprietary rights. In standing in the path of progr» >» 
| aets like a landowner who, falling back on his rights, should endeavor" 

prevent a railroad or a highway om crossing his domain. The rights 0! 
property of individuals, like those of nations, are limited by the higher ms4 
of the need of circulation of collective humanity. : i 

“Tt is this higher right that President Roosevelt has decided to enforce, 
that he will enforce in the immediate future,” 


HIS WARNING WENT UNHEEDED. 





















“T hoped,” said M. Varilla, in continuance of his address, ‘‘that this op-" 
| and public warning would perhaps at the last moment send a jet of |'40! 1 
the o consciences of the members of the Colombian Senate; but «!! w* 


futile and in vain and certainly the violent desire of appropriat ing, t ans 
to the interpretation of the contracts between the Panama Canal (om) 
and the Republic of Colombia, the rty of the French company, w*s \" 
for the ay te BE ee ree and in closing up themselves in « /% 

2 


pa a= of the 28d of September drop without having =! " : 
any disposition to comply with the requisites of vulgar courtesy towsre '' 
| United States. 


Mr. MORGAN. That document of Mr. Bunau-Varilla, —_ 
| ter plenipotentiary of the Republic of Panama to the Repu!)!'«\" 
| the United States, which the United States in the person of!" 
President held as close to its bosom as a mother ever held 4 5" ‘ 
child, he being the minister between the two—that declaration © 


‘ 
sts 


Bunau-Varilla, made in September, 1903, foreshadows, forecas'* 
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and defines particularly and carefully the three contemplated 
measures by which the President might get around the fact that 
Colombia, as he said, had rejected his treaty with indignation or 
contempt. 

How nid that inflated Frenchman, who seems not to be able to 
keep his cone any more than a chanticleer is to keep his voice 


down when he is on the top rail of a fence and day is dawning, 
ever become possessed, as he says he was before informed, of this 
line of policy which the President has worked out in both his 
messages, his annual message and the one that came here to-day, 
with as absolute precision as is possible for a man to do? If the 
President did understand the situation at that time and did not 
state it to him, Mr. Bunau-Varilla is a great mind reader. He 
found it somewhere, either in the mind of the President or in the 
mind of the Secretary of State. Here is the plan worked out ex- 
actly which he projected and prognosticated in September, 1903. 
The thing was too good to keep and he had to let it out. 

The President in his message informs Congress that that effort 
has failed by the ‘‘ contemptuous refusal of the Congress which 
has just closed its session to consider favorably such a treaty.”’ 
I quote his words. 

And, again quoting from his message, he says: 

Nevertheless the Government of Colombia not merely repudiated that 
treaty, but repudiated it in such a manner as to make it evident by the time 
the Colombian Congress adjourned that not the scantiest hope remained of 
ever getting a satisfactory treaty from them, 

Thus the door of hope was closed against the President’s efforts 
to locate the canal at Panama, according to law, through the ut- 
most pressure of his civic powers. Then he rose to the occasion 
and opened that door again with the military powers of the United 
States, with the war cry, ‘‘ That question has been definitely and 
irrevocably decided.’’ 

If it was so decided, in favor of the Panama route, was it by 
the Spooner law or was it by the “ irrevocable ’’ will of the Presi- 
dent in contempt of the statute? The answer to this question is 
not debatable. 

But one construction of the President’s action is possible. It 
is that he is above the law, that it is in the way of his personal 
ambition, and hespurns it with contemptuous indifference. 

I will read a section of the Spooner Act, to state the will of Con- 
gress. 

If we are to obey the will of the President, let us repeal that 
part of the Spooner law I will read. If we are not forced to eat 
our words and reverse our action at the President’s bidding, let 
us stand by this enactment: 

Sec. 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the United States 
a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company and 
the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia and the 


rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, within a reasonable time and 
upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for the 


United States perpetual control by a of the necessary territory from 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua, upon terms which he may consider reasonable, 
for the construction, tual maintenance, ration, and protection of a 


canal connecting the Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean, by what is com- 
monly known as the Nicaragua route, shall, through thesaid Isthmian Canal 
Commission, cause to be excavated and constructed a ship canal and water- 
way from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea near 
of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito, on the Pacific Ocean. 

Said canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford convenient 
passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in use, and 
such as may be reasonably anticipated, and shall be supplied with alkneces- 
sary locks and other appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing 
through the same from ocean to ocean; and he shall also construct such safe 
and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal as shall be necessary 
for the safe and convenient use thereof, and shall make such provisions for 
defense as ma necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors 
and canal; and such sum or sums of money as may be upon by such 
treaty as compensation to be paid to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the con- 
cessions and rights hereunder provided to be acquire by the United States 
are hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

‘he President shall cause the said Isthmian Canal Commission to make 
such surveys as may be necessary for said canal and harbors to be made, and 
in making such surveys and in the construction of said canal may employ 
such persons as he may deem necessary, and may fix their compensation. 

In the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
Lake Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, shall be used. 


To invite the Senate, as a treaty-making tribunal, to repeal sec- | 


tion 4 of the Spooner Act by hostile legislation, is to ask it to re- 
peal the appropriation for a canal that is carried by that act. 
Section 5 of that act is as follows: 


BE . 5. That the sum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the 7 reasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project herein con- 
templated by either route so selected. 

And the President is hereby authorized to cause to be entered into such 
contract or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, 
ponstruction, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, and defenses, 

y the route finally determined upon under the provisions of this act. Ap- 
pre priations therefor shali from time to time be hereafter made, not to ex- 
ceed in the aggregate the additional sum of $135,000,000 should the Panama 
Toute be adopted, or $180,000,000 should the Nicaragua route be adopted. 


The route to which these distinct and different appropriations 
applies is the one route so selected; that is, the route selected un- 
er and in accordance with the statute. A route selected other- 
Wise or by treaty with any other nation except Colombia for the 





reytown, by way | 





Panama route or Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the Nicaragua 
route is not ‘‘so selected’’ and can not be the recipient of the 
respective appropriations. If the selections fail to be so made, 
the appropriation falls and must be renewed by act of Congress. 
Otherwise they fall to the ground. But theselection of the Nica- 
ragua route is made by statute, and it stands until the President 
has made the effort and has failed to make a satisfactory treaty 
with Nicaragua and Costa Rica. His effort now is to repeal the 
appropriations in the Spooner law by the treaty with Panama, 
om he hopes to make a part of the supreme law of the United 
ates. 

There can be no remedy through a forced construction of this 
statute that would save the appropriation if this treaty is ratified. 
Any person or corporation interested adversely to the construction 
of an isthmian canal could by application to a court of competent 
jurisdiction prevent the application of the appropriation to a canal 
that is not selected and acquired as to canal rights and concessions 
under and in accordance with the Spooner Act. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Do I understand the Senator to say that if 
we — this treaty there is no money with which to build the 
canal? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There is no money appropriated to build it? 

Mr. MORGAN. None at all. 

Mr. OVERMAN. We ratify the treaty for a canal with no 
money to build it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not a dollar. 

The President’s draft or warrant on the Treasury would have 
no effect against an injuction, mandamus, or prohibition from a 
court of competent jurisdiction. Thisact of the President would 
be purely a ministerial act, and subject to the authority of the 
courts. 

All possibility of acquiring canal rights from Colombia ceased 
on the adjournment of that Congress sine die on the 31st of Octo- 
ber, 1908. Then, if not on the 22d of September, the appropria- 
tion for a canal at Panama lapsed. It was no longer available 
after that date. Mr. Hay says the entire subject was closed be- 
yond recall under the Spooner law on the 22d of September. 

When this occurred it became at once possible for the appro- 
priation for the Nicaraguan route to be applied to it, if the Presi- 
dent had done his duty under the Spoonerlaw. I¢ isstill possible 
if the President should open negotiations with Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica. 

There can be no doubt that if such negotiations were ratified by 
the Senate that the appropriation in the Spooner law would be 
available for the construction of the canal. No additional legis- 
lation would be required. 

I take it for granted that, as a matter of law, no one will be 
found to dispute this fact. 

If I could feel assured that the good faith of Senators in the 
enactment of the Spooner law will be observed, I could have no 
doubt of the result of that law in locating the canal on the Nica- 
ragua route. But a strenuous party demand is made upon the 
majority for their assistance of the President in the open repudia- 
tion of the unexecuted parts of that law, which I conclude will 
be acquiesced in by the majority. 

When men in high station break faith with each other in mat- 
ters of the greatest importance, those who have been deceived and 
misled should not be censured for not accepting assurances of good 
faith in verbal promises that are offered asa substitute for pledges 
in a public statute that are violated in order to make room for 
such promises. 

For one, I donot accept them and can find no reason for believ- 
ing them. 

The ratification of this treaty, if it is sustained by Congress, 
will be held by the Republicans to sweep away all the appropria- 
tions of the Spooner law, and will leaveany canal across isthmian 
America as distant and uncertain as it has been in the last half 
century if Mr. Roosevelt is elected to the Presidency for the en- 
suing term. 

I do not necessarily impeach his personal integrity in this state- 


| ment, but he will find himself unable to get the support of his 
| own followers in Congress in the face of the disasters, frauds, 


and scandals that have gathered about this canal enterprise at 
Panama, and the disease, death, and pestilence that will attend 
it, and the war of interference that Colombia will stealthily wage 
against it, and the difficulties of a treacherous soil and of the 
Chagres floods, and the dam at Bohio, and the creeping soils in 
the deep cuts at Culebra and Emperador that will drive Congress 
to despair of success at Panama. 

But the question of immediate importance is the fact that the 
ratification of this treaty will annul all the appropriations in the 
Spooner Act by driving the Nicaragua route from further con- 
sideration, and by making it impossible to apply the appropria- 
tion to a canal ta be acquired by treaty with a government that 
had no existence, when Colombia had made it impossible, by her 
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own act, to apply the appropriation in the Spooner Act to the 
canal route we were to acquire from Panama. 

My Southern colleagues who will aid in doing this rash thing, 
would profit by reading again the wise fable of AZsop, about the 
dog that let go of the bone he was carrying in his mouth across a 
stream to seize that of another dog below him, which turned out 
to be only his shadow. 

I will not ask the question whether my Democratic colleagues 
have any such purpose as to destroy the appropriations made in 
the Spooner law, as will be done if this Hay-Varilla treaty is rat 
fied. I am quite aware that nothing could induce them, con- 
sciously, into such a course. On the contrary, they fear to trust 
the majority in the Senate so far as to give them any opportunity 
to destroy that appropriation on the promise that they will vote 
another appropriation to construct a canal at Panama. 

They will not make the promise. No Republican Senator in 
this body will introduce a bill to appropriate that money for the 
benefit of the Panama Canal in the event that this treaty is rati- 
fied. They will not introduce a bill, sir. I announce it now, be- 
cause I am satisfied they will not dare to do it. 

It is the belief of Southern Senators in the desire of the Presi- 
dent that a canal shall be constructed at Panama, and of his 
power to construct it with the money already appropriated in the 
Spooner law for that purpose, that may cause some of them to 
vote their approval of all he has done to bring this treaty into 
existence by voting for its ratification. Their feelings are those 
of desperation, which stops at no impediments or consequences 
that may obstruct their hope of a canal. : 

They may be willing to cast aside the Nicaragua Canal, for 
the construction of which the Spooner law appropriates, specific- 
ally, more than $180,000,000, and to uphold the President in his 
open refusal to execute that law, whose mandate is as clear as 
sunlight, in exchange for his bare promise of constructing a canal 
at Panama. They may be willing to submit to the disgrace of 
the country by assisting to build up the Panama conspirators into 
a free, sovereign, and independent republic, which could not be 
accomplished without their votes by any power that all the people 
of Panama possess if they were disposed to make every possible 
sacrifice for that purpose. 

They may be ready to consent to the war with Colombia that 
the President is unlawfully conducting, and to adopt and declare 
it as the war of this Republic, if the Senate has the power so to 
declare war, rather than take the further risk of the President's 
further refusal to obey the Spooner law. Fearing his infidelity 
to the law, they prefer to trust his ambition. 

Some of them insist that I am a man of a single idea, and that 
it is limited to a canal at Nicaragua. They ask me to abandon 
what they conceive to be a stubborn folly. I will not complain 
of them for weakness and vacillation, while they censure me for 
voting convictions that no one has ever attempted to refute or to 
overcome by facts or disinterested argument. I will only ask 
them, in justice to the truth, to answer a few propositions. 

On what ground or principle, as to the construction of statutes, 
is it possible that the money appropriated for a canal at Panama 
can be applied to that purpose on the warrant of the President, 
when he has officially proclaimed in his annual message to Con- 
gress that Colombia had refused to sell to the United States and 
convey any right to construct a canal at Panama befo-» any up- 
rising took place in Panama to create a successor government to 
Colombia in that department? 

When the Spooner law was enacted, and when the Hay-Herran 
treaty was negotiated and ratified by the Senate of the United 
States, and when it was rejected by the Congress of Colombia, 
and when the Congress adjourned sine die, Panama was a munic- 


ipal department of Colombia with no political or diplomatic re- | 


lations with the United States, and no possibility of such relations 
while it remained a department of Colombia. 


the land? When they got the land its condition was fixed, under 


the operations of the Spooner law, and Panama could not change | 


it. All it could do, if anything, was to make a new contract, for 
the dead one could not be resurrected. 


Are they not still bound by that condition in which they found | 
the title to this Panama Canal property, when their sovereign | 
tovernment had refused absolutely to enter into a treaty with the | 
United States, and the Congress that was expected to approve it | 
had adjourned sine die and the President of the United States in | 


an annual message to the Congress of the United States an- 
nounced that all possibility of making a treaty with Colombia 
had ceased? 


Up to the 4th of November Panama had no power, without | 


being guilty of treasonable insurrection, to make or propose a 
treaty with the United States for canal concessions anywhere 
within the territorial limits of Colombia. Now, on this state of 
facts, which I think no man can have any ground to dispute or 


Was it not, then, | 
bound by the official acts and conduct of Colombia, even as to | 
covenants, or conditions that some statesmen contend, run with | 


| 


| to question, did not the Spooner law, by its own effect, create 
| two conditions that Colombia and Panamaand the President and 
every citizen of the United States is bound to respect? 

The first condition is that, by the act of the Congress of Co- 
lombia in rejecting or refusing to approve and ratify the Hay- 
Herran treaty, and by the official act of the President in accept- 
ing that refusal as a bar to further proceedings with Colombia 
under the Spooner law, the specific appropriation of $130,000,000 
for the construction of a canal ceased to be operative and fell 
because of the conditions annexed to it in that act. 

Since the official conclusion of that effort to purchase canal 
concessions from Colombia, whether it was on the 22d of Sep- 
tember, 1903, which was the true date of the official failure or 
death of the Hay-Herran treaty, or whether it might have been 
the 31st of October, 1903, the date of the final adjournment of the 
Colombian Congress, after the date of such final and official deal- 
ings with Colombia, the President had no authority to use the 
appropriation in the Spooner law for the purchase of canal con- 
cessions from Colombia, or to draw money from the Treasury of 
the United States to construct a canal at Panama. 

The other condition created by the Spooner law is that the ap- 
propriation for the purchase of canal concessions from Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica then took effect and was immediately available 
for that purpose and could be drawn from the Treasury on the 
warrant of the President. It is still in force, and the President 
can use it for the purposes defined in the statutes. He could not 
draw both; he could only draw one. The appropriation of $180,- 
000,000 for the construction of a canal on the Nicaragua route 
took effect, thereby supplanting the appropriation for the con- 
struction of a canal at Panama, and it became available when the 
President should perform certain acts required of him by the 
Spooner law. 

The appropriation to purchase certain canal rights from Colom- 
bia, to be fixed by treaty, and also the appropriation for the con- 
struction of a canal at Panama have ceased to be operative and 
are covered in the Treasury, where no warrant of the President 
can lawfully reach either of them. 

‘ The appropriation for the Nicaragua route alone remains ef- 
ective. 

The President has failed to take any of the steps required by 
the statute to make these appropriations available, but his re- 
fusal to perform his duty does not repeal the Spooner law. 

Instead of performing that duty or of taking any step in that 
direction, he has announced in his message to Congress that it is 
decided *‘ definitely and irrevocably ’’ that no isthmian canal will 
be constructed except at Panama, 

Is Congress willing to be thus snubbed and degraded from its 
constitutional authority by an act of arrogant usurpation? 

So far as I am concerned, I can look at this arrogant decree 
with composure, because the Ruler of nations and men has charge 
of our destiny, and all things, in the end, will be done rightly. 

I can see the President, in his fancied superiority of wisdom 
and virtue, join hands with the infamous Panama Canal Com- 
pany and with Varilla, its announced champion, and with Crom- 
well, its hired attorney, and with Arango, its railroad agent at 
Panama, who was one of the junta of conspirators on the 3d of 
November, 1903, at Panama, not without sorrow, but without 
shame, because I am not of those ‘‘ who bow the pregnant hinges 
of the knee that thrift may follow fawning.”’ 

I have no party relations or prospects that bind me in fealty to 
all the great American statesmen, engineers, and contractors who 
for fifty years have come like a cloud of witnesses to bear testi- 
mony to the superior advantages of the canal route through the 
splendid valley of the San Juan River and across Lake Nicaragua, 
through a healthy climate and a beautiful country. They were 
nearly all Republicans. Yet I must lament that such men no 
longer weigh, in their honorable history, against the commercial- 
ism of sordid men or the vain ambitions of men who are frantic 
for notoriety. 

I am glad that some of those noble men do not witness the con- 
tempt of men of different mold for their opinions, learning, and 
advice. I was not the political supporter of President McKinley, 
| but I had abiding faith in his eiales and integrity, and I deeply 
regret to see his proudest monument—the Nicaragua Canal—torn 
down by irreverent and ungrateful hands, to perish under the 
contemptuous kick of a professed friend. 

I know, as you will soon discern, that one isthmian canal will 
no more accommodate the world’s traffic by water through this 
hemisphere than one canalat St. Mary’s River would accommodate 
the traffic of the small area whose commerce is tributary to the 
| Great Lakes. 

I believe that a canal through the Nicaragua route, const ructed 
by American States, will be in successful operation years before 
we have cut the Culebra and Emperador heights down to a level 
that is 80 feet above sea level and before we have constructed 4 
dam at Bohio—the key of the canal—that will control the torrent ial 




















1904. 


waters of the Chagres River. They can get labor for half the 
price we will have to pay at Panama, and their men will be at 
work, while ours will fall asleep forever in a miserable death and 
will be thrown into the ditches they tried to dig. 

When Nicaragua and Costa Rica acknowledged the independ- 
ence of Panama, I deeply regretted that they could not pay homage 
in that act to the honor, justice, or magnanimity of the United 
States. They could not so humiliate themselves while they held 
the broken compacts we have made with them that were signed, 
sealed, and exchanged between the Governments at the solicita- 
tion of Mr. McKinley, as President. 

They were made in the same period when McKinley was caus- 
ing the protocols to be signed with China and great European 
powers that have never been laid before the Senate for ratification. | 
Yet they are held by us to be as obligatory as any treaties that | 
the Senate ever ratified. 

Costa Rica altered her constitution, at our suggestion, that 
these protocols might be binding on her; and Nicaragua reserved | 
her lands, within a canal zone of 10 miles, from all disposal, that | 
she might keep the obligations of a treaty we had fully negotiated | 
with her under these protocols, but had not concluded, because we 
could not, so we said, honorably conclude these treaties under the 
Spooner law that required that we should give the preference, in 
point of time, to Colombia. 

They waited with honorable and dignified patience until the 
doors of negotiations with Colombia were forever sealed up and | 
were so announced by the President, only to find that our solemn 
agreements» with them, ratified in the Spooner law, were con- 
temptuously kicked out of the pathway of the President as being 
unworthy of his notice. 

Nicaragua and Costa Rica will, in withdrawing for other and 
more reliable alliances, have a better friend in the grave of 
William McKinley than Panama has at the head of the Army 
and Navy of the United States. 

The Spooner law, in effect, accepted and ratified the protocols 
of William McKinley, and some day the American people will 
rise up and insist that they are a part of that act and will en- 
force them, 

The real question presented by the President is whether the 
isthmian canal shall exist at Panama, if Congress shall provide 
for its construction, or whether it shall not exist, if the President 
concludes, after all, that it is better to have no appropriation for 
its construction anywhere. This question will not be settled 
at this session of Congress if the Republicans prefer to leave it 
open until after the elections in November. In the meantime, if 
the treaty is ratified, they will say they have no appropriation to 
construct a canal at Panama, and the ratification of the treaty 
has repealed the Spooner law asit applies to the Nicaragua route. 
If not ratified, that party must go to the Nicaragua route or suffer 
defeat at the hands of the people. 

On that question I ama Democrat, as I believe I am on all other 
questions, and I will not aid the Republicans by giving my vote 
for a treaty in the Senate that is only a political exploit to defeat 
any canal, in the hope of taxing its defeat on the Democratic party. 

If there are Democrats who think that the best way to defeat 
the Republicans is to follow their lead, I must still remain an ob- 
stinate man of one idea and stand by that rather than be led or 
driven into commercial practices in politics on what are called | 
“business principles,”’ or into political gambling with the laws, 
as pawns on the chess board, to be moved back and forth at the 
will of the player, with the use of the Army and Navy, in unlaw- 
ful war, to give spectacular effect to the leader of a campaign for 
the Presidency, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

_Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

_The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent 
i executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, January 5, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





j NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 4, 1904. 
s SECRETARY OF WAR. 
_ William H. Taft, of Ohio, to be Secretary of War, to take effect 
ebruary 1, 1904, vice Elihu Root, resigned. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 
ars Lg of Illinois, to be a Civil Service Commissioner, 
t - Procter, deceased, 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 
Henry D. Saylor, of Pennsylvania. to be consul-general of the 


dened, States at Coburg, Germany, vice Oliver J. D. Hughes, re- 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 
Lawrence O. Murray, of Illinois, to be Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, to fill an original vacancy. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Asst. Surg. Gustave M. Corput, of Georgia, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from January 6, 1904, 
Asst. Surg. William C. Billings, of Massachusetts, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from December 29, 1903. 
Asst. Surg. John W. Kerr, of Ohio, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 


| United States, to rank as such from December 31, 1903. 











| Merced and State of California. 


| nett. 


| Bannock and State of Idaho, in place of Francis Ball. 


MARSHAL. 

James A. Toler, of Mississippi, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Mississippi, vice George M. Buchanan, 
whose term expired January 2, 1904. 

CIVIL GOVERNOR OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Luke E. Wright, of Tennessee, to be civil governor of the Phil- 
ippine Islands, vice William H. Taft, nominated to be Secretary 
of War. 

VICE-GOVERNOR OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Henry C. Ide, of Vermont, to be vice-governor of the Philippine 

Islands, vice Luke E. Wright, nominated to be civil governor. 
POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 

George F. Beales to be postmaster at Visalia. in the county of 
Tulare and State of California, in place of George F. Beales. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

William C. Campbell to te postmaster at Los Gatos, in the 
county of Santa Clara and State of California, in place of William 
C. Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

Angelo Genelly to be postmaster at Los Banos, in the county of 
Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904. 

Sarah Laird to be postmaster at Alturas, in the county of Mo- 
doc and State of California. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1903. 

John W. Loyd to be postmaster at Portersville, in the county 
of Tulare and State of California, in place of John W. Loyd. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Albert L. Paulsen to be postmaster at Weaverville, in the county 
of Trinity and State of California, in place of Albert L. Paulsen. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903, 

CONNECTICUT. 

Edward B. Bennett to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in place of Edward B. Ben- 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

George H. Ford to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county 
of New Haven aud State of Connecticut, in place of George H, 
Ford. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. 

John R. Merrick to be postmaster at Totoket, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1904. 

Theodore F. Rose to be postmaster at Ivoryton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904, 

GEORGIA. 

Lizzie Hamilton to be postmaster at Buford, in the county of 
Gwinnett and State of Georgia, in place of Lizzie Hamilton. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

IDAHO. 

Francis Ball to be postmaster at Pocatello, in the county of 
Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 22, 1904, 

ILLINOIS. 

Tracy W. Buckingham to be postmaster at Potomac, in the 
county of Vermilion and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904. 

Thomas E. Burgoyne to be postmaster at Melrose Park, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois, in place of Thomas E. Bur- 
goyne. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 

Henry J. Cheesman to be postmaster at Princeville, in the 
county of Peoria and State of Illinois, in place of Henry J. Chees- 
man. Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 1904. 

E. J. Krampff to be postmaster at Havana, in the county of 
Mason and State of Illinois, in place of Oscar H. Harpham, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

John F.. Newlin to be postmaster at Chrisman, in the county of 
Edgar and State of Illinois, in place of John F. Newlin. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 25, 1904. 

Charles F. Renich to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county 


| of McHenry and State of Dlinois, in place of Charles F. Renich. 


Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 
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INDIANA, 

Charles O. Johnston to be postmaster at Hobart, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1903. 

James Pickering to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Benton and State of Indiana, in place of Jesse 8. Birch. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Robert B. Ross to be postmaster at Tahlequah, in the Cherokee 
Nation, Ind. T.. in place of Joseph L. Worthington. Incumbent’s 
commission expired December 13,1903. 

IOWA. 

George Banger to be postmaster at Laporte City, in the county 
of Black Hawk and State of Iowa, in place of Leroy H. Camp, de- 
ceased. 

Ferdinand A. Christensen to be postmaster at Lake Mills, in the 
county of Winnebago and State of Iowa, in place of Ferdinand A. 
Christensen. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Samuel H. Hedrix to be postmaster at Allerton, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Iowa, in place of Samuel H. Hedrix, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

Gilbert Knudson to be postmaster at Jewell, in the county of 
Hamilton and State of iowa, in place of Gilbert Knudson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Caleb H. Wickersham to be postmaster at West Branch, in the 
county of Cedar and State of Iowa, in place of Caleb H. Wicker- 
sham. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

KENTUCKY. 

Joseph P. Bozarth to be postmaster at La Grange, in the county 
of Oldham and State of Kentucky, in place of Joseph P. Bozarth. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

MAINE. 

Horace Mitchell to be postmaster at Kittery Point, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904. 

John M. Thurlough to be postmaster at Fort Fairfield, in the 
county of Aroostook and State of Maine, in place of John M. 
Thurlough. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Charles C. White to be at Orono, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in place of Charles C. White. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 4, 1904. 

MARYLAND. 

Richard E. Bouldin to be postmaster at Bel Air, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland, in place of Nicholas N. Nock. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Clara 8. Hill to be postmaster at Amherst, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of Thomas R. 
Hill, deceased. 

Charles Newhall to be postmaster at Danvers, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Charles Newhall. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. 

Agnes J. Smith to be postmaster at Stockbridge,in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of Agnes J. 
Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904, 

MICHIGAN, 

Edwin P. Radford to be postmaster at Hermansville, in the 
county of Menominee and State of Michigan, Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

Bangs F. Warner to be postmaster at Paw Paw, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Michigan, in place of Bangs F, War- 
ner. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

MINNESOTA, 

Hakon E. Glasoe to be postmaster at Lanesboro, in the county 
of Fillmore and State of Minnesota, in place of Hakon E. Glasoe. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Barker C. Grover to be postmaster at Zumbrota, in the county 
of Goodhue and State of Minnesota, in place of Barker C. Grover. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

William B. Strom to be postmaster at Hector, in the county of 
Renville and State of Minnesota, in place of William B. Strom. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

Larmon G. Townsend to be postmaster at Blackduck, in the 
county of Beltrami and State of Minnesota. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1903. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Thomas F. Logan to be postmaster at Friar Point, in the county 
of Coahoma and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas F.. Logan. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

MISSOURI. 

Louis Baum to be postmaster at Montrose, in the county of 
Henry and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1904. 
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Benjamin F. Carter to be postmaster at Browning, in the county 
of Linn and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Jan. 
uary 1, 1904, . 

Charles L. Mowder to be postmaster at Braymer, in the county 
of Caldwell and State of Missouri, in place of Charles L. Mowder. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1903. 

MONTANA. 


James W. Wedum to be postmaster at Glasgow, in the county 
of Valley and State of Montana. Office became Presidential Jq;)- 
uary 1, 1903. 

NEBRASKA. 


Thomas A. Healey to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of Seward and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidentia] 
January 1, 1904. 

John M. Mills to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of (o- 
dar and State of Nebraska, in place of John M. Mills. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Charles E. Buzzell to be postmaster at Lakeport, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in place of Charles E. 
Buzzell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Henry E. Merrick to be postmaster at Henniker, in the county 
of Merrimac and State of New Hampshire, in place of Henry E, 
Merrick. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. 

Edwin B. Pike to be postmaster at Pike, in the county of Graf- 
ton and State of New Hampshire. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

George D. Stevens to be postmaster at Durham, in the county 
of Strafford and State of New Hampshire. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904. 

NEW MEXICO. 

Louis O. Fullen to be postmaster at Carlsbad, in the county of 
Eddy and Territory of New Mexico, in place of Louis O., Fullen. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

NEW YORK, 


Thomas H. Dickinson to be postmaster at Champlain, in the 
county of Clinton and State of New York, in place of Thomas H. 
Dickinson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

Henry E. Harms to be postmaster at Allegany, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in place of Henry E. 
Harms. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Alexander M. Harriott to be postmaster at Rye, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in place of Alexander M. 
Harriott. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

John Heald to be postmaster at Wappingers Falls, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York, in place of John Heald. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Charles T. Knight to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York, in place of Charles T, Knight. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 

Samuel H. Parsons to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Samuel H. 
Parsons. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1‘). 

NORTH CAROLIMA. 


Edwin H. Morris to be postmaster at Mocksville, in the county 
of Davie and State of North Carolina. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Mary A. Timberlake to be postmaster at Wake Forest, in the 
county of Wake and State of North Carolina, Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Joseph Powles to be postmaster at Milton, in the county 0! 
Cavalier and State of North Dakota, in place of Joseph Pow!es. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

OHTO. 

Edgar M. Kane to be postmaster at Vermilion, in the county 0 
Erie and State of Ohio, in place of Edgar M. Kane, Incumbents 
commission expired December 19, 1903. 

Frederick G. Withoft to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Ohio, in place of Frederick © 
Withoft. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1‘. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Benjamin F, Williams to be postmaster at Sayre, in th 
of Roger Mills and Territory of Oklahoma. Office becan 
dential April 1, 1903. 


county 
Presi- 


OREGON. 


Alfred F. Linegar to be postmaster at Coquille, in the 
of Coosand State of Oregon. Office became Presidential 
1, 1904. ae Pe 

Albert R. Martin to be postmaster at Junction Cit) in the 
county of Lane and State of Oregon. Office became Presiden" 
January 1, 1904, 


( yunty 
January 
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John F. Miller to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1904. 

: William E. Tate to be postmaster at Wasco, in the county of 


Office became Presidential Janu- 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Frank R. Hammond to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904, 

Francis A. Thompson to be postmaster at Lilly, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 

anuary 1, 1904. 

. Michael Weyand to be postmaster at Beaver, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Michael Weyand. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904, 

SOUTH DAKOTA, ; 

David E, Ward to be postmaster at Dell Rapids, in the county 
of Minnehaha and State of South Dakota, in place of David E. 
Ward. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

TENNESSEE. 

William C. Cassady to be postmaster at Lenoir City, in the 
county of Loudon and State of Tennessee. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904, 


Sherman and State of Oregon. 
ary 1, 1904. 


UTAH. 

Hugh M. Dougall to be postmaster at Springville, in the county 
of Utah and State of Utah,in place of Catherine M. Dougall. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

VERMONT. 

Henry S. Webster to be postmaster at Barton Landing, in the 
county of Orleans and State of Vermont. 
dential January 1, 1904. 

WASHINGTON. 

Oscar C, Truax to be 
Whitman and State of Washington, in place of Oscar C, Truax. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1904. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

John A. Dinsmore to be postmaster at Keystone, in the county 
of McDowell and State of West Virginia. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1902. 

John F. Lewis to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, in the county 
of Mason and State of West Virginia, in place of William Cham- 
bers. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 4, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIPORNIA,. 
Horace B. Gardiner to be postmaster at Crockett, in the county 
of Contra Costa and State of California. 
Charles S. Graham to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county 
of Alameda and State of California. 
COLORADO. 
Frank E. Baker to be postmaster at Fort Morgan, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Colorado. 
John F, Morgan to be postmaster at Colorado City, in the 
county of El Paso and State of Colorado. 
Daniel M. Sullivan to be postmaster at Cripple Creek, in the 
county of Teller and State of Colorado. 
DELAWARE. 


Joseph M. Harrington to be postmaster at Felton, in the county | 


of Kent and State of Delaware. 
ILLINOIS. 
David H. Baker to be postmaster at Tiskilwa, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois. 


of McLean and State of Ilinois. 
INDIANA. 
Knode D. Porter to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Indiana. 
; INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Frederick §. Walker to be postmaster at Afton, in the Chero- 
ee Nation, Ind. T. 
IOWA. 
Hamline W. Robinson to be postmaster at Colfax, in the 
county of Jasper and State of Iowa. 
s KANSAS. 
George H. Leisenring to be postmaster at Ellis, in the county 
of Ellis and State of Kansas. : 
E MASSACHUSETTS. 
,,Yerett I. Nye to be postmaster at Wellfleet, in the county of 
arnstable and State of Massachusetts. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Office became Presi- | 


ostmaster at Tekoa, in the county of 





443 


MICHIGAN. 
Charles Bidwell, jr., to be postmaster at Tecumseh, in the 
county of Lenawee and State of. Michigan. 
Willard E. Holt to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Eaton and State of Michigan. 
NEBRASKA. 
George B. Guffy to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county of 
Antelope and State of Nebraska. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Walter A. Stafford to be postmaster at Velva, in the county of 
McHenry and State of North Dakota. 
Jared C. Thompson to be postmaster at Dickinson,in the county 
of Stark and State of North Dakota. 
OREGON. 
William M. Yates to be postmaster at Hood River, in the county 
of Wasco and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Charles W. Huy to be postmaster at Schuylkill Haven, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 
VIRGINIA. 
Benjamin P. Gay to be postmaster at Smithfield, in the county 
of Isle of Wight and State of Virginia. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Jobn B. McNally to be postmaster at Wellsburg, in the county 
of Brooke and State of West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN. 
Ralph E. Arnold to be postmaster at Fairchild, 
of Eau Claire and State of Wisconsin. 
George W. Dodge to be postmaster at Menasha, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Wisconsin. 


‘ 


in the county 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 4, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, Almighty God, our Heavenly Father. for the in- 
heritance which has come down to us out of the past, making lu- 
minous the present with its discoveries, its inventions, its experi- 
ences, its vast and accumulated knowledge and wisdom; for the 
part which our nation has contributed to the civilizing forces of 
the world; and we most fervently pray that it may move forward 
under the white banner of peace till its sacred institutions shall 
cover the earth as the waters cover the seas. Increase the efficiency 
of each department of state, that good government may more 
and more obtain. Avert, we beseech Thee, the threatened war 
between Japan and Russia by a peaceable and amicable adjust- 
ment of their differences, and grant that all nations shall hence- 
forth vie with each other in cementing the bonds of fraternity 
and love, that Thy kingdom may come and Thy will be done in 
all the earth. We thank Thee that we are permitted once more 
to assemble within these historic walls after the home gatherings 
of the season in health and strength. Let Thy spirit come might- 
ily upon the Speaker and each Member, that each may fulfill to 
the uttermost the obligations resting upon him. Be graciously 
near to the Member who is detained by sickness, and grant that 
he may soon be restored to health and his place upon the floor of 
this House. 

And Thine be the praise throngh Jesus Christ our Lord. 
Amen. 

The Journal of Saturday, December 19, 1903, was read and 
approved. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 


| titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
| appropriate committees as indicated below: 
Thomas E. Ballinger to be postmaster at Chenoa, in the county | 


An act (S. 2319) to provide for the construction of a light-house 


| and fog signal at Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina, 
| at Cape Hatteras—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
| Commerce. 


An act (S. 1496) supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, 
incorporating the Columbian College in the District of Columbia, 
and the acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on the Dis- 


| trict of Columbia. 


An act (S. 2218) granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. 
Tisdel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 2125) granting an increase of pension to Marcus T, 
Caswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Hampton 
C. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Hites—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1984) granting an increase of pension to Levi Rob- 
erts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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An act 5S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to John Mona- 
han—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1929) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Spahr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1913) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. 
Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1832) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Herron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Harris A. 
P. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1819) granting an increas2 of pension to Charles P. 
Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1772) granting an increase of pension to Louise K. 
Bard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 368) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (8S. 367) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 339) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. 
Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 338) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 
Watt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 215) granting a pension to Mary D. Perry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 200) granting a pension to Austin Almy—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

An act (S. 190) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


An act (S. 172) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 


McClaren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 137) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (5. 112) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Hammond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


herd—to the Committee on Pensions. 


An act (S. 65) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. | 


Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 14) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 13) granting an increase of pension to William 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


An act (S. 12) granting an increase of pension to Francis E. | 


Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 11) granting a pension to John L. Sullivan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 9) granting an increase of pension to David E. Bur- 
bank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 8) granting an increase of pension to Perry Kit- 
tredge—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 6) granting a pension to Cora M. Converse—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 
Cushman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1755) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1704) granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Ritchhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 1652) granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 
Mc Millan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


An act (S. 1604) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act (S. 1498) granting anincrease of pension to Winslow P., 
Eayrs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


An act (S. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Walter F. | 


Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries. 


RESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE M’CLELLAN, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- | 


ing resignation. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
New YorK, December 21, 1908. 
To the SPEAKER HouskE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 


governor my resignation as a Representative in Congress from the Twelfth 
district of the State of New York. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GeEorGE B. McCLELLAN, 
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| transmitted to a committee of this House, has charged that long-ti 
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STATE OF NEW YORK, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Albany, December 22, 1908. 
Hon. JosEpH G. CANNON, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: The resignation of George B. McClellan as a Representative in 
Congress from the Twelfth district of New York has this day been received 
at this office and the same placed on file. 

J.B. M. Monatn, 


Yours, respectfully, 
Deputy Secretary of State. 
AUTHORIZATION FOR PRINTING ILLUSTRATIONS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing paper: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Ordered, That authorization is hereby given for the printing of illustra- 
tions with the following documents: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk read 
that authorization was given for illustrations of the following 
documents, but he did not read what the documents are. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the paper in full. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Document No. 54, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Breverton 
Channel of the Patapsco River. 

House Document No. 55, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Oswego 
Harbor, N. Y. 

House Document No. 56, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Columbia 
River, between Vancouver and Willamette. 

House Document No.57, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Ogden Land- 
ing. Kentucky. 

House Document No. 58, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Harbor at 
Manchester, Mass. 

House Document No. 59, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Catskill 
Creek, New York. 

House Document No. 60, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Harbors of 
refuge at Point Judith, Block Island. 

House Document No. 73, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Channel of 
West River, Connecticut. 

House Document No. 90, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: United 


States legation building at Constantinople. 


House Document No. 111, part 2, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: 


. . > : al Re f the Direct f the Bure f sric blics 
An act (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- | ee error et No oil Fiftreiehth Congas crican Republi 


House Document No. 211, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session: Muskin- 
gum River, Ohio, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I should like to make some inquiry as to the nature of 
these publications, the extent of them, and something about the 
price. Under rule 45, when the report comes from the commit- 
tee it shall be accompanied by an estimate of the probable cost. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that he is informed by 
the clerk at the Speaker’s desk that they are the ordinary execu- 
tive documents, touching river and harbor improvements, trans- 
mitted in pursuance of law, with a few others which have been 
mentioned, and which are official. Is there objection? |[Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Buraesss, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. SAMUEL W. Samira, for ten days, on account of impor: 
tant business. 

To Mr. McMorran, for ten days, on account of important 


| business. 


To Mr. CALDERHEAD, for five days, on account of important 


| Dusiness. 


To Mr. ALLEN, for four days, on account of death in family. | 
To Mr. TOWNSEND, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. Bur.eiGu, for ten days, on account of illness in his 


| family. 


To Mr. FULLER, for one week, on account of important business. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. HAY. I offer the following privileged resolution. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General J. L. Bristow in his report 
to the Postmaster-General, dated October 24, 1908, and which report has bee! 


Leases 
for post-office premises were canceled and the rent increased upon the recon 
mendation of influential Representatives; thi 

And whereas it is charged in the same report that “if a Member of Gol 
gress requested an increase in the clerk hire allowed a postmaster, beaver’ 
usually complied regardless of the merits of the case;” 

And whereas certain cases of an aggravated character are cited 
133, 134, and 135 of said report to sustain the above charges; a 

And whereas on page 145 of said report it is charged that Members 0f Co! 
gress have violated section 3739 of the Revised Statutes, and that “! 


n pages 
‘ } 


| of this statute Beavers has made contracts with Members of Congr 
Sir: Ihave the honor to inform you that I have this day forwarded to the | 


rental of premises, either in their own names, the names of their agen! 
some member of their families;"’ s 

And whereas these charges and others contained in said report 
upon the integrity of the membership of this House, and upon Incaivie™ 
members of this House whose names are not mentioned: Therefore, 
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Re it resolved, That the Speaker of this House appoint a committee con- 
sisting of five members of this House to investigate said charges; and in con- 
nection therewith any frauds or irregularities in the conduct of the Post- 
Office Department; and that said committee have power to send for persons 
and papers, to enforce the production of the same; to examine witnesses un- 
der oath; to have the assistance of a stenographer, and to have power to sit 
during the sessions of the House, and to exercise all functions necessary to a 
complete investigation of said charges, and to report the result of said in- 
vest ization as soon as practicable. 

Mr. PAYNE rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I believe that I have the floor, 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman did not claim the floor. 

Mr. HAY. I was standing claiming the floor all of the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that the gentleman from | 
N- w York rose to a question under the rules. The gentleman 
from Virginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. I had no desire to take it from the 
gentleman, but he did not seem to desire the floor. 

Mr. HAY. I wasaddressing myself to the Speaker. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that the resolution the gentleman offered is not a 
privileged resolution. 

Mr. HAY. Does the gentleman wish to address himself to that | 
noint? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I should like to. 

Mr. HAY. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Thatis a matter which is in 
the discretion of the Chair, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is competent for | 
the gentleman to make the point of order. 

Mr. HAY. I understand, and he is entitled to the floor for 
that purpose in his own time. 

The SPEAKER. The time for discussion on the point of order, 
the Chair takes it, is in the discretion of the Chair. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. What strikes me, Mr. 
Speaker, at first blush, after listening to the reading of this reso- | 
lution, is that it is obnoxious to a point of order for the reason | 
that when a privileged resolution is offered it must deal exclu- | 
sively with the question of privilege. Now, the gentleman in his 
resolution asks that a committee be appointed, not only for the | 
purpose of investigating matters in this House, but also for the | 

purpose of making a sweeping investigation of irregularities and 
| 





frauds and charges against the Post-Office Department. If I cor- 
rectly recall the rules of this House, they provide that when a 
question of privilege is raised and a resolution offered upon it, 
that resolution must deal exclusively with that question of privi- | 
lege. It seems to me that the gentleman’s resolution violates 
that rule, and I make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia touching the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, under Rule IX of the House it is de- | 
clared that— 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
coileetively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, 
the rights, reputation, ant conduct of Members individually in their repre- 
sentative capacity only. 

_ Now, Mr. Speaker, while this resolution does provide for an 
investigation of the frauds and irregularities in the Post-Office | 
Vepartinent, it only does so in connection with the charges which | 
have been made in this report against Members of this House. If | 
gentlemen will read the report—if the Speaker will examine the 
report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, he will find 
that Members of Congress are brought into almost all charges | 
Which are made against the officials of the Post-Office Department. 

But if there is any question about the privilege of that part of 
the resolution, I will, at the proper time, strike out that part | 
which is obnoxious to the rule, or which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts may think obnoxious to the rule, in the event the 
Vhair holds that the gentleman from Massachusetts is correct in 
his point of order. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I will make 
this further suggestion: The gentleman from Virginia by impli- 
“tion almost seems to admit that my point of order will stand. 
At the same time he attempts to obviate that by saying that he 
Will amend or modify his resolution. I do not know how many 
Umes & Member can be allowed to try to draw a proper privileged 
Teac lution if he fails the first time. But itseems tome that there 
8 still a further point of order which can be raised against this 


resolution. I have read the full report of Mr. Bristow, and, as I 
eer there is in that report no charge at all against any 
“em der 


tain thir, f the House by name. The report simply alleges cer- 
tehene. cml regard to ‘‘Members of Congress.’ It does not 
Whether ¢ oe uently, by the report of the Postmaster-General 
The ter lies to any present Member of the House or. not. | 
the far \ of this Congress only began the 4th of March last, and 
ats investigated occurred mostly long before then; and it ! 
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seems to me that unless a charge is made against some present 
Member of the House it is not a matter affecting the privileges 
of this House. 

The gentleman does not show by his motion or by his statement 
that this is a matter of privilege affecting the present membership 
of this House, and any attack which can be made against past 
Congresses or against Members of a past Congress who are not 
now Members does not involve a question of privilege for this 
Congress. It seems to me that the gentleman must explicitly 
show that there is a charge against some Member of this Congress 
before the matter can become a question of privilege. 

Therefore I suggest that point of order also—that this is not a 
question of privilege to be entertained by this House, because thus 
far the gentleman does not show that any Member of this Con- 
gress is affected by it. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, this report is dated, I believe, Octo- 
ber 24, 1903, after the present membership became a part of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress; and, as a matter of fact, the report does 
name a Member of the House. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. But, if I remember correctly, 
the gentleman making the report says that he thinks the conduct 
of that gentleman proper and makes no charge against him, so 
that there is certainly no question of privilege there. 

Mr. HAY. Very well; but there is a Member of this House 
named, and the gentleman making the report says generally in 
the report that Members of Congress have violated section 3739 
of the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow a 


| question? 


Mr. HAY. The ‘‘ Members of Congress”’ referred to must have 
been Members of this Congress, because there were no other 
Members of Congress at the time the report was made. There is 
no way of getting away from that. I can not conceive how the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General in making the report and 
charging that Members of Congress had violated this statute 
could mean Members of some other Congress when this Congress 
was the only Congress then in being or that is now in being. 

I do not understand the animus that seems to actuate the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts and to make him flee from this in- 
vestigation. I can not perceive how it can possibly be anything 
but a benefit to this House and to the country that this investiga- 
tion should be made. And the point of order does not seem to be 
well taken when it isamatter of newspaper notoriety that a Mem- 
ber of this Congress—not of this House, but of this Congress—was 
charged with violating the statute and that the matter was set- 
tled in the Post-Office Department and the incident declared closed, 
because it was said that the rent of the building referred to in the 
town of that Member of Congress was not as high as the rent of 
some other building in the town would have been if it had been 
rented for post-office purposes. 

Now, this report must refer to the Members of the present Con- 
gress. It can not refer to the Members of any other Congress, and 
it must be taken to refer to Members of this Congress, if it refers 
to any Congress at all. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
date of that report? 

Mr. HAY. October 24, 1903. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And thelanguage used is ‘*‘Members 
of Congress?’’ 

Mr. HAY. 
Congress.”’ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It must at least mean Members of 
the present Congress who were Members of the last Congress. 
There are no other *‘ Members of Congress’*’ except Members of 
the present Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

a point of order upon the resolution. 

The resolution recites that the charges have been made against 
‘*Members of this House.’’ That is the language of the resolu- 
tion. The point of order is to the language of the resolution 
itself. It seems to me that that settles that point. Now, the 
gentleman makes the point of order, confessing himself, mark 
you, that a part of the resolution does raise a matter of privilege; 
that there are other parts of the resolution outside of the matter 
of privilege, and says the rule is that the resolution must be ex- 
clusively a matter of privilege. If I catch his meaning, that is 
it. Now, the gentleman has failed to point out a single part of 
the resolution that is outside of the purview of the privileges of 
the House; and I say now that if my memory of the resolution 
as read, and my memory of it as I read it beforehand, cursorily 
and quickly, is correct, the gentleman can not point out a part of 
the resolution which does not concern itself solely with this ques- 
tion, to wit, whether the Members of the House have violated 
this section of the statute and other laws, thereby enabling a 
charge to be made against the ‘‘ integrity’’ of the House. Now, 
whether a particular Member is named or not in the report is one 


Will my friend state what is the 


** Members of Congress *’—‘‘ infinential Members of 


Mr. Speaker, the question is 
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thing. Whether the House generally is named—‘t Members of 
Congress,’’ generally, are named—is another thing. 

It isa much higher question of privilege if Members of Con- 
gress generally are named, without distinction, or eo nomine, than 
if a particular person is named, because when a particular per- 
son is designated that is a matter of individual privilege; but 
when the general term ‘‘ Members of Congress’’ is used, and no 
further designation is made, it is a reflection upon the entire 
House. Itis areflection upon the gentleman from Massachusetts; 
it is a reflection upon the gentleman from Virginia; it is a reflec- 
tion upon me; because an employee of the Government has ar- 
raigned the House, the membership of Congress, without desig- 
nating which particular Members he means, and therefore leaves 
every one of us under a cloud of suspicion and under a stigma. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman says that the gentleman from 
Virginia virtually confessed that part of his resolution was not 
privileged. The gentleman from Virginia did not do that, but 
merely said that if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GrL- 
LETT] would point out any part of it that was not he would agree 
to strike that partout. But there can be no doubt about the fact 
that a general charge that ‘‘Members of the House’’ have vio- 
lated the plain written statute of the United States by making 
contracts with the Post-Office Department, by procuring the an- 
nullment of leases for fixed terms and their rerental at a higher 
rate—there is no question about the fact that a Member of this 
House who has made a contract of the sort referred to by the 
Post-Office Department has violated the law and has laid himself 
liable to expulsion, and ought to be expelled by the membership 
of the House. And therefore it isa question of House privilege. 

I can not see for the life of me, Mr. Speaker, how the matter 
can be argued successfully upon the point of order against the 
resolution. If the gentleman can point out any part of the reso- 
lution which does not come within the purview of the rule con- 
cerning priviteges, then it is, and then only, that the gentleman 
from Virginia will be willing tostrike out that part of the resolu- 


tion; but asI have read the resolution it does not provide for a | 


general investigation of irregularities and frauds in the Post-Office 
Department, but for an investigation of those charges of irregu- 
larities and frauds which connect Members of Congress with them. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair isreadytorule. Turning to page 
583 of the Manual, the Chair reads as follows: 


The including of matter not privileged destroys the privileged character | 


of a bill. 
A resolution of inquiry loses its privileged character if matter not privi- 
leged be contained therein. 


A privileged proposition may not be amended by adding thereto matter | 


not privileged or germane to the original question 


Citing the various decisions of the House. 

The rulings of the House heretofore have been that you can not, 
under the guise of a privileged matter, couple therewith matters 
not privileged. It seems to the Chair that the House heretofore 
has decided wisely in that respect. 

If a contrary ruling were adopted, there would be questions of 


privilege presented that might drag through many questions that | 


were not privileged, and the House would be compelled to pass 
on the two together. In view of these rulings in the House from 
time to time, the Chair will call attention to this resolution. 

The preamble seems by recitation to present a question of 
privilege. The resolution, however, is broader than the pream- 
ble. It is this: 


Be it resolved, That the Speaker of this House appoint a committee con- | 


sisting of five members of this House to investigate said charges— 


What follows? 


and in connection therewith any frauds or irregularities in the conduct of 
the Post-Office Department. 

Again: 

And to have power to sit during the sessions of the House, and to exercise 
all functions necessary to a complete investigation of said charges, frauds, 
and irregularities. 

The resolution on its face couples nonprivileged matters with 
neers matters under sound rulings and determinations of the 

ouse heretofore; and for that reason, in its present shape, the 
Chair is compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution, striking out 


the words “‘ and in connection therewith any frauds or irregulari- | 


ties in the conduct of the Post-Office Department; ’’ and the fur- 
ther words, at the end of the resolution, “ frauds and irregulari- 
ties.”’ That will leave the resolution as changed and offered so 
that it will contain only a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General J. L. Bristow in his report 
to the Postmaster-General, dated October 24, 1908, and which report has been 
transmitted to a committee of this House, has charged that long-time leases 
for post-office premises were canceled and the rent increased upon the recom- 
mendation of influential Representatives; 
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Ana whereas it is charged in the same report that “if a Member of (op. 
gress requested an increase in the clerk hire allowed a postmaster, Beayors 
usually complied regardless of the merits of the case;"’ . 

And whereas certain cases of an aggravated character are cited o 
133, 134, and 135 of said report to sustain the above charges; 

And whereas on page 145 of said report it is charged that Members of ( 
gress have violated section 3739 of the Revised Statutes, and that “in {} 
of this statute Beavers has made contracts with Members of Congress { 
rental of premises, either in their own names, the names of their ag 
some member of their families; ”* 

And whereas these charges and others contained in said report 
upon the integrity of the membership of this House, and upon indiy; 
members of this House whose names are not mentioned: Therefore 

Be it resolved, That the Speaker of this House per a& commit 
sisting of five members of this House to investigate said charges; +) 
committee have power to send for persons and papers, to enforce i 
duction of the same; to examine witnesses under oath; to have the as 
of a stenographer, and to have power to sit during the sessions of t) 
and to exercise all functions necessary to a complete investigati: 
charges, and to report the result of said investigation as soon as prac| 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Iraisea point of order avainst 
the resolution as changed and now offered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. The whole basis for the ; 
tempt to make this a privileged question is the report of the | 
Assistant Postmaster-General. The question is, Does that: 
involve Members of this particular House? The only basi 
in the preamble, the only things alleged, refer to that rey 
the sole authority for the allegations so far as shown. 1 
lution undertakes to set up this: That Mr. Beavers some tin 
ing the eight years, more or less, of his administration of a 
was at fault in following the suggestions of some Mem! 
Congress, and that Members of some Congress during th: 


N pages 





of years have violated a certain section of the Revised Si 
Now, sir, this resolution, in my judgment, does not becor 

privileged unless it is shown that the report on which it is bas 

refers to Members of this Congress, and I think it should ¢ 

further and say that Members of this Congress who committ 

the violations of the law charged did so as Members of thi 

lar Congress. The chargeis that the statute has been violated by 

Members of the House. Of what House? The Fifty-fifth, th 

Fifty-sixth, or the Fifty-seventh? What we want to know is 

Members of what particular House and what particular ( 

the resolution applies, and whether it is proposed to go back an 

find out as a matter of privilege if Members of the Fifty-tift! 

| Fifty-sixth Congress violated the law. Would that proposit 

| raise a question of privilege? 

Would a proposition that a Member of the Fifty-seventh Con- 

| gress violated the law, the Member having become a Member of 





the new Congress, make a privileged question of the proposition 
| to investigate his conduct while a Member of a Congress which 
_ has expired? I think, Mr. Speaker, that in order to make this a 
privileged question at all there must be an exhibit of some alle. 
| gation in the report accusing some Member of this House, of this 
particular Congress, of an act committed while he has been 4 
Member of this Congress. 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, as I said before, this investigativ 
| gan after the election of the present membership of this House 
It began after the 4th of March last. It is not necessary, nor's 
it possible, for me or any other Member on this floor to state 
| name of any individual that was referred to in the report. Tha' 
| is what we want to know. The fact that there might be som 
dividual or individuals in this House who have violated t 
makes this a question of privilege. The report does not 
the name, but it makes a sweeping charge against the » 
ship of this House. 

The report, as I said, was drawn in October of last | 
the very fact that this report does not single out any | 
individual or any particular Member of this House mak: 
the more necessary that we should have a right to defe1 
tegrity of the Members of this House from the att: 
assault made upon it by an executive officer. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I would lik 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. a 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Would it not be possi! 
to obtain the very information you want by a res 
inquiry? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Would such an inguir 
a privileged resolution? a 

Mr.HAY. Oh, it is a privileged resolution, but it wil! ' 
down, perhaps. a 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But I do not think it w!! 
down. Why should it be voted down? + hy 

Mr. HAY. Well, there have been two resolutions pas® ™ 
| this House, and this report has come to us as the result ©) on" 
| them. Now, in this report there is nothing said abou' 

ticular Member except one, but there isa general c! 
| Members of Congress have violated the law. 


he- 


voted 


y par- 


-v@ that 











1904. | 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Now, let me ask the gentleman | 
from Virginia if it would not be better to get the names of the | 
people who must be in the mind of the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General, rather than to make a general charge against the 
whole House of Representatives? 

Mr. HAY. Iam not making a charge. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Well, it is an insinuation. 

Mr. HAY. Iam not making an insinuation; the Fourth As- 
sistant Postmaster-General makes the insinuation, and the | 
Postmaster-General sends this insinuation to this House. I do | 
not cay that any Member of this House has violated the law, but 
what I want is to vindicate the Members of this House by an 
investigation as to whether or not the charges of the Postmaster- | 
General are correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr.PAYNE. I understand that his resolution refers to charges | 
in reference to clerk hire, and is contained on certain pages— | 
pages 132, 138, and 134 of the report; am I correct in that? 

Mr. HAY. No; the gentleman is not correct, That is one of | 
the charges 

Mr. PAYNE. One of the charges 

Mr. HAY. But the main charge is, Members have violated | 
section 3739 of the Revised Statutes, which prohibits Members of | 
Congress—— | 

| 











Mr. PAYNE. One of the charges of the preamble as it stands 
now relates to pages 132, 183, and 134 of the report. Now, is it 
not a fact that the date is given in each one of these cases and 
that that date is prior to the 4th of March, 1903, and before there 
was any Member of this House? 

Mr. HAY. That may be true; I do not recall it now because I | 
have not the report before me. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have just been looking at the report. | 

Mr. HAY. But the charge that the Members of this House | 
have violated section 3739 is a sweeping charge, and no dates are | 
given. 

' Mr. PAYNE. No date is given in that, except it was made by 
Beavers, and of course we all know Beavers resigned early in the 
season of last year; I do not know the exact date. 

Mr. HAY. The other dates are given. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the other- dates are given, but the report | 
shows that it was not a Member of this House, but a Member of 
the former House who was dealt with. 

Mr. HAY. The report does not show anything of that sort. | 
a I want to know is who are the people who have violated 
the law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia this question: Would it not be better for 
all concerned to adopt a resolution here calling upon the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General to furnish to Congress the names 
of the Congressmen whom he charges with having been guilty of 
some of these crimes and irregularities? Now, would not that 
furnish a basis upon which intelligent and just action could be | 
taken by the House? Hereare serious insinuations—or call them | 
what you like—and no names are given, as I understand. 
_ Ought not this House, before it attempts a general sweeping | 
investigation, inasmuch as the presumption is that the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General knows the names of the men against 
whom he has made this allegation, call upon him to furnish the 
House with the names of the men he means to attack and the | 
sense upon which he bases it? Then the House can act intel- 

igently. 

But what would the gentleman do now supposing he was the 
chairman of this committee? What would he do in order to get 
at what he wanted to know? 

Mr. HAY. I would get at the names. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You would send for the Fourth Assistant | 
Postmaster-General, and you would say to him, ‘‘ What do you 
mean? Whereare they? Put your finger on them, and give us the 
names, and tell us what they did.’”” Now, would it not be better, 
therefore, inasmuch as naturally that would be the course of pro- 
- lure, to ask him by resolution, or rather demand of him by reso- 

ution, that he make good his general charge by giving us the 
: e of the men against whom he intended to lodge this indirect 

M r. HAY, If the gentleman from Ohio wishes to introduce a | 
Tesolution of that sort, I have no objection to his doing it, and I | 
Hould tale very great pleasure in voting for it, but I must insist 
the resolution which I have offered will accomplish every- | 
wortianl the resolution suggested by the gentleman from Ohio 
Ther do, and mine is before the House and can be acted upon. 

or oe I ask the ruling of the Chair. 
on '. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, while this dis- 
= a has been going on I have found the items of the report on | 
fi 7 h this resolution is entirely based, as I understand it, and I | 

id that the first case stated was on January 12, 1899; the next ! 
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on January 1, 1901; the next July 1, 1898; the next July 1, 1900; 
the next April 1, 1896; the next May 1, 1897. Every case given 
fixes a date prior to the existence of this Congress, and it is utterly 
impossible that it can charge against any Member of this House 
any offense while he has been a Member of the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, because all of the transactions, all the alleged violations of 
the statute antedate the existence of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I was just going to read a page of the 
report, if the gentleman will permit me, which does include the 
Members of this House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in reply to what 
the gentleman from New Jersey has just said, the fourth clause 
of the resolution recites the charges that have been made, that 


| Members of the House have violated section 3739 of the Revised 


Statutes, and what the gentleman has read refers to the charges 
made in the first three clauses of the resolution and not to the 
charge made in the fourth clause of the resolution. Now, if it is 
left in doubt as to whether Members of this House have been 


| generally charged, without naming them, with a violation of this 


section of the statute, and are therefore amenable to punishment 
or expulsion from this House if found guilty by the House; if it 
is in doubt as to whether that is the case or not, then this is a 


| matter of privilege; and it is amatter of privilege much more, as 


I said before, when the general allegation is against the House 
than if the Members were named. In fact, if 1 were specifically 
named, or if a Member was specifically named, then it would be- 
come a matter of personal privilege as well, but asit is itis purely 
House privilege, going to the integrity of the House. 

I want to say this further, and I would not say anything not 
bearing on the point of order except that others have talked of 
matters that do not apply to it: Why resistthisresolution? Why 
keep us from trying to find out whether Members of this House 
are included in the charge that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General has made? Why try to cover up and conceal anything 
in connection with the conduct of the Members of this House in 
their relationship to the Post-Office Department? Do not you 
think it would be better for each individual Member of it, since 
you are talking about the merits of the proposition, as well as the 


| point of order—if there is any Member of the House guilty of the 


alleged charge—to have an inquiry into it? Why not find the 
guilty Members and mete out appropriate punishment to the 
guilty, thereby relieving the innocent from the stain of suspicion? 

Why do we want to go home, each and every one of us, smirched 
by this report? Because, as long as it is a general allegation and 
no names are mentioned, you are smirched and I am smirched. 


| There is a stain on each of us. I think it would be well to give 


an opportunity to show, if it be true, that no Member of this 
House was concerned in these transactions; and, if it be true, 
upon the other hand, that some Member or any Member of this 
House has been concerned in this sort of transaction, then it 
would be well to point out the guilty party and punish him, as 
the House of Representatives ought to do, and thus relieve the 
imputation from the others. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, on page 145 of this report the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General states the language of section 3739 
of the Revised Statutes, and then, after stating that language, 


| Says: 


Yet, in the face of this statute, Beavers has made contracts with Members 
of Congress for the rental of premises, either in their own names or the 
names of their agents or some members of their families. 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. But when, when? 
Mr. HAY. Now, that does not precludethe idea that any Mem- 


| ber of the Fifty-eighth Congress has made any contract. Itisa 


direct charge. That charge refers to ‘‘ Members of Congress.’’ 
The only Members of Congress now in existence and who could 
be properly charged in this report are Members of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress, not Members of the Fifty-seventh or of the 
Fifty-sixth. Therefore, the House, by the report of this execu- 
tive officer, is charged with violating the law. Yet, because no- 
body is mentioned, it is said that therefore we should sit down 
under this imputation and not undertake to vindicate ourselves 


| from these charges. I insist, sir, that the point of order made by 


the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER] is not well taken. 

The SPEAKER. -The Chair is ready torule. The gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER] makes the point of order that the 
resolution does not present a question of privilege. The Chair 
will read from the preamble of the resolution: 

And whereas on page 145 of said report it is charged that Members of Con- 
gress have violated section 3739 of the Revised Statutes and that ‘‘in the face 
of this statute Beavers has made contracts with Members of Congress for 
the rental of premises, either in their own names, the names of their agents, 
or some member of their families.” 

The gentleman from New Jersey says that for anything which 
appears in that branch of the preamble a Member of some former 
Congress, who may not be a Member of this Congress, may be 
the one referred to as having made the contract. The gentleman 
also cites from the report to which the resolution refers that 





AAS CONGRESSIONAL 


matters therein referred to are stated to have occurred in 1899, 
some in 1896, and some in 1901, if the Chair’s recollection of the 
gentleman’s remarks is correct. 

The Chair is frank to say that if this were an indictment and 
the Chair were acting as a court that part of the indictment if 
separated from other portions of the instrument would, in the 
opinion of the Chair, be not sufficient; that the allegation ought 
to be made with particularity and refer to Members of this Con- 
gress. But the next clause of the resolution is as follows: 

And whereas these charges and others contained in said report reflect upon 
the integrity of the membership of this House, and upon individual Members 
of this House, whose names are not mentioned: Therefore, etc. 

It does not appear from that allegation or from anything, so far 
as the Chair is informed in the report, that these alleged impro- 
prieties or offenses were committed since the 4th day of March 
last. 

Waiving, however, the want of particularity in the resolution— 
and the Chair refers to the same in stating the position of the 
gentleman from New Jersey—this resolution is presented by a 
Member of this House, and, while its allegations are general, per- 
chance they may include a Member of the House touching an act 
committed since the 4th day of March last, when the term of 
office began. The Chair therefore would be slow to hold that it 
does not present a question of privilege. It is the duty of the 
Chair to rule and say, subject, of course, to the subsequent action 
of the House. whether or not this resolution does’ present a ques- 
tion of privilege. If in doubt, the Chair would let the House pass 
upon that question. The Chair, however, is not in doubt, and 
overrules the point of order made by the gentleman from New 
Jersey. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, if nobody desires any time 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
me five minutes? 

Mr. HAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish 
to say a word in response to the insinuation made against me by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. When first made the 
point of order to the gentleman’s resolution as first presented, the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] asked why it was that I 
flew to the defense of the alleged lawbreakers, or some remark of 
that sort. 

I made the point that this resolution included an investigation 
not covered by the gentleman’s question of privilege, and there- 
fore was out of order, not because I wanted to shield anybody, 
but for two valid reasons: First,in behalf of good parliamentary 
proceeding, for I do not think it right under the guise of the 
privilege of this House to bring in, as he attempted to do, a 
sweeping investigation of the Post-Office Department not at all 
related to this House; and for the sake of good parliamentary 
order I made the point, thinking it was always better in such 
cases of privilege to stand strictly by the rules and not set a bad 
precedent. 
ther reason that I did not know of the existence of this resolu- 


tion until I heard it read at the desk, and I presume every other | 
Member on this side of the House was equally in the dark and 


taken by surprise, and I did not like a dragnet investigation of 
this sort to be suddenly brought into the House and sprung on 


us by the minority when there is another committee that already | 
has jurisdiction of the subject and when there has already been | 


an investigation made (and I think now in progress) by two men 


of as high standing, as thorough impartiality, as entirely outside | 


of any leaning to this side of the House as could possibly be 
found. 

And I wish to call the gentleman's attention to the fact that 
although I made, in connection with my point of order, the sug- 


gestion, which was afterwards elaborated by the gentleman from | 


New Jersey, that it did not appear that the charges he referred to 
affected this Congress and therefore it was not privileged. 


was not privileged so long as it 
the Post-Office Department, and the gentleman had eliminated 
from his original resolution what I thought was objectionable, 
I did not insist upon the other point of order. I was quite willing 


then, and am now, that this committee should be appointed, and | 
that any improper conduct of Members of this House shall be in- | 
vestigated, and I simply wished to say this in reply to the gentle- | 
man to show that it was from no desire to shield anyone and | 


from no wish to prevent investigation that I made the point of 
order. 


Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Virginia allow mea | 


moment? 
Mr. HAY. How much time does the gentleman wish? 
Mr. PAYNE. Three or four minutes —perhaps five. 
Mr. HAY. 
York. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, when an opportunity is given I 


Will the gentleman yield | 


And I will admit. Mr. Speaker, I did it for the fur- | 


Yet | 
after the Chair had sustained my contention that the resolution | 
rovided for an investigation of | 
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shall move to refer this resolution to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. I think that what has occurred in the 
House this morning has demonstrated the propriety of such a mo- 
tion. I felt inclined at the beginning to make a point of order 
against the resolution. I thought it ought to go to that commit- 
tee. Iam not satisfied now that the resolution as I heard it read. 
with the matters referred to eliminated, is privileged. As I un- 
derstood the preamble, it recited certain cases referred to on pages 
132, 133, 1384, and 135 of the report. ‘ 
As the gentleman from New Jersey demonstrated, every one of 
those cases was prior to the 4th of March last. If the resolu- 
tion in its present form, with its reference to that matter, should 
pass the House, it would give the committee that may be ap- 
— jurisdiction to investigate those cases. Someof the Mem- 
ers referred to in those allegations have retired from the House. 
I do not know but that all of them have done so. I do not think 
it fair for this Congress to take up and investigate such a matter 
of a former Congress, relating to clerk hire, as contained in the 
resolution as it now stands, according to my understanding of it. 
If the gentleman from Virginia during the vacation was not 
able to draw a resolution that related simply to the privileges of 
this House and which was not obnoxious to the point of order b 
reason of containing matters not pertaining to the privilezes 
the membership of this House,I do not think the House upo 
this hasty reading of the preamble and resolution as they now 
stand should accept and adopt the resolution. It should go toa 
committee; and when the time comes and I can be recognized 
for that purpose, as I can be after this debate is over, 1 shall 
move to refer the whole matter to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HAY. Does any other gentleman desire to speak on that 
side? [A pause.] Then, unless some one wishes to speak, I only 
desire to say that I made no insinuation, so far as I know, against 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

As for the question of referring this resolution to the Committee 
on Post-Office and Post-Roads, I wish to say, in the first place, 
that that would not be a proper committee to which to refer it, 
as the resolution does not deal with that class of legislation which 
the rules lay down as belonging to the Committee on Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. The adoption of the resolution itself would cre- 
| ate a special cominittee, to be appointed by the Speaker, to take 
| this matter into consideration. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? I do 

not mean that the resolution should be referred to that committee 

| for investigation, but referred, simply that the committee micht 

put the resolution in proper shape and report it back to the House. 

Mr.HAY. Iunderstand that. ButIsay that if the gentleman 

is going tomake a motion to refer the resolution to any committee 

for that purpose, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

| Roads is not the proper committee to which to refer it. If re- 
ferred, it should be the Committee on Rules. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is nobody else who desires to say 
anything. I call for the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
demands the previous question. For what purpose does the gen- 
| tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] rise? 

Mr. PAYNE. For the purpose of making a parliamentary 1”- 
quiry. Is now the proper time to move to refer this matter to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads? 

The SPEAKER. It would have been if the gentleman had had 
the floor and had made the motion prior to the demand for t! 
| vious question; but the Chair is of the opinion that pend 

demand for the previous question the motion which the ; 
| man indicates would not be in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I hope the motion will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginie demais the 
previous question. : 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; alt 
the Speaker announced that he was in doubt. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 78. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 78, 
answered ‘* present’’ 9, not voting 218, as follows: 

YEAS—‘8. 


y 
if 
n 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New | 


Adamson, 
Bartlett, 
Benny, 
Bowers, 
Bowie, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Cochran, 


Croft, 
Davis, Fla. 


Cooper, Wis. 


Denny, 


Gaines, Tenn. 


Garner, 
Gilbert, 
Gillespie, 
Gregg, 
Gudger, 
Hardwick, 
Harrison, 
Hay, 
Henry, Tex. 
Howell, Pa. 


Hughes, N. J. 


Humphreys, Miss. Livernas!, 


Hunt, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Keliher, 


Kitchin, Claude 


Lacey, 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lewis, 
Little, 


Lloyd, 
Macon, 
Miers, Ind 
Minor, 
Moon, Ter 
Padgett, 
Page, 
Pierce, 
Pinckney, 
Prince, 
Rhea, 
Richard 
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ichardson, Tenn. Sheppard, Stephens, Tex. 
Bisey, Shull Swanson, 
Robb, me, Talbott, 
Robinson, Ind. Slayden Taylor, 
Rucker, Smith, Tex. Underwood 
Russell, Snook, Van Duzer, 
Scudder, Stanley, Wallace, 
NAYS—78. 
Adams, Pa. Dresser, Hull, 
Bates, Fordney, Humphrey, Wash. 
Beidler, 5 Jackson, Ohio 
Bingham, French, Jenkins, 
Birdsall, Gaines, W. Va Jones, Wash. 
Bishop, Gardner, Mass Kennedy, 
Bradley, Gardner, Mich Lafean, 
Brandegee, Gardner, N. J. Landis, Chas. B. 
Brooks, Gibson Lanning, 
Brownlow, Gillet, WN. Y. Lawrence, 
Buckman, Gillett, Mass. sougworee, 
Burkett, Graff, McCall, 
Burton, Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. 
Campbell, Hamilton, McCreary, Pa, 
Conner, Haskins, McLachlan, 
Cousing, Hepburn, Mann, 
Cushman, Hermann, Metcalf, 
Dalzell, Hill, Conn. Miller, 
Davis, Minn. Hinshaw, Murdock, 
Deemer, Hogg, Needham, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT”’’—9. 
Boutell, Emerich, Kline, 
Cassel, Gillett, Cal. Mahon, 
Currier, 
NOT VOTING—218. 
Acheson, Draper Lamb, 
Adams, Wis. Driscol Landis, Frederick 
Aiken, Dunwell, Legare, 
Alexander, Dwight, Lilley, 
Allen, Esch, Lind, 
Ames, Evans, Lindsay, 
Babcock, Field, Littauer, 
Badger, Finley, Littlefield, 
Baker, Fitzgerald, Livingston, 
Bankhead, Fitzpatrick, Lorimer, 
Bartholdt, Flack, Loud, 
Bassett, Flood, Loudenslager, 
Beall, Tex. Foster, lll Lovering, 
Bede, Foster, Vt Lucking, 
Bell, Cal. Fowler, McAndrews, 
Benton, Fuller, McCarthy, 
Bowersock, Garber, McDermott, 
Brantley, \ McLain, 
Breazeale, Goebel, McMorran, 
Brick, Goldfogle, McNary, 
Broussard, Gooch, Maddox, 
Brown, Pa. Goulden, Mahoney, 
Brown, Wis. Granger, Marsh, 
Brundidge, Greene, Marshall, 
Burgess, Griffith, Martin, 
Burke, Grig Maynard, 
Burleigh, Hamlin, Meyer, La. 
Butler, Mo. Haugen, Mondell, 
Butler, Pa. Hearst, Moon, Pa. 
Byrd, Hedge, Morgan, 
Calderhead, Hemenway, Morrell, 
Caldwell, Henry, Conn. Mudd, 
Capron, Hildebrant, Nevin, 
Cassingham, Hill, Miss. Norris, 
Clayton Hitchcock, Olmsted, 
Cooper, Pa. Hitt, Otis, 
Cooper, Tex. Holliday, Otjen, 
Cowherd, Hopkins, Overstreet, 
Cromer, Houston, Palmer, 
Crowley, Howard « Patterson, N.C. 
Crumpacker, Howell, WJ Patterson, Tenn. 


Curtis, 
Daniels, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La, 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 
De Armond, 
ick, 
Dickerman, 
Dinsmore, 
Dixon, 
Dougherty, 
uglas, 
Dovener, 


Howell, Utah 
Huff, 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hunter, 
Jackson, Md. 
James, 
Ketcham, 
Kinkaid, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kluttz, 
Knapp, 
Knopf, 
Kyle, 

r, Mo. 


No quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the pairs, 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. MoRRELL with Mr. Kune. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 


Mr. 


Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Pou, 
Powers, Me. 


Pujo, 
ney 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder, 

Reid, 

Rider, 
Roberts, 
Robertson, La. 


SHERMAN with Mr. Ruppert. 


Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 
Mr. Patrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. DICKERMAN, 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Until further notice: 
Mr, Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 


Mr. ALLEN with Mr. BADGER. 


BoUTELL with Mr. GRIGGS. 
CASSEL with Mr. Goocu. 


Mr. Manon with Mr. Houston. 
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Wanger, 
Warner, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Zenor. 


Parker, 
Payne, 
Porter, 
Scott, 
Shiras, 
soap 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Enapp, 

erry, 
Stafford, 
Sterling, 
Sulloway, 
Thomas, lowa 
Volstead, 
Wachter, 
Warnock, 
Weems, 
Williamson. 


Patterson, Pa. 
Wadsworth. 


Robinson, Ark, 
Rodenberg, 
Ruppert, 
Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Sherley, 
Sherman, 
Shober, 
Sibley, 
Skiles, 
Small, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smith, Pa. 
Smith, Samuel W 
Southall 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Steenerson, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sulzer, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C, 
anomgece, 
Tirrell, 
Townsend, 
oe 
andiver 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wade, 
Watson, 
Webb, 
Weisse, 
Wiley, Ala. 
Wiley, N. J. 
Wilson, Il. 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Woodyard, 
Wright, 
Wynn, 
Young. 
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PEARRE with Mr. Brofssarp. 

BOWERSOCK with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. Byrp. 
WRIGHT with Mr. GouLpEN. 

GREENE with Mr. McNary. 

TIRRELL with Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

BURLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee, 
REEDER with Mr. THAYER. 

CALDERHEAD with Mr. SPIGHT, 

CAPRON with Mr. GRANGER. 

BABCOCK with Mr. Linp. 

McMorRAN with Mr. BurGsss. 

EvaNs with Mr. HILt of Mississippi. 
KETCHAM with Mr. JAMES. 

DwIGuatT with Mr. CROWLEY. 

VaN VOORHIS with Mr. CASsINGHAM, 
PoweErs of Maine with Mr. EMericH, 
NEVIN with Mr. GARBER. 

Hitt with Mr. DINSMORE. 

FLACK with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 
LORIMER with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Knapp with Mr. McANDREWsS. 

HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD. 
STEENERSON with Mr. KLutvrTz. 
WADSWORTH with Mr. LAms. 

SmitH of Iowa with Mr. BENTON. 
WoopDyYARD with Mr. WEISSE. 

Henry of Connecticut with Mr. COWHERD. 
DovuGLas with Mr. BELL of California. 
DRISCOLL with Mr. RYDER. 

FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. Mappox. 
DUNWELL with Mr. BAKER. 

Mupp with Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, 
SKILES with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
GILLETT of California with Mr. WYNN. 

this day: 

Situ of Illinois with Mr. SuLZER. 
SOUTHARD with Mr. Smitru of Kentucky. 
SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 
SPALDING with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

TAWNEY with Mr. THOMPSON. 

TOWNSEND with Mr. VANDIVER. 

VREELAND with Mr. WEBB. 

WATSON with Mr. WADE. 

Wiutson of Illinois with Mr. WiLry of Alabama. 
RODENBERG with Mr. SHOBER. 

ROBERTS with Mr. SMALL. 

Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. SHERLEY. 
PERKINS with Mr. TATE. 

PALMER with Mr. RYAN. 

OVERSTREET with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 
OTJEN with Mr. RoBInson of Arkansas. 
OTIs with Mr. Retr. 

OLMSTED with Mr. RoBeEertson of Louisiana. 
MORGAN with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 
MONDELL with Mr. RAINEY. 

MARTIN with Mr. Puso. 

MARSHALL with Mr. Patterson of North Carolina. 
MarsH with Mr. McLAIN. 

LOVERING with Mr. McDERMoTT. 
LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. LUCKING. 
LITTLEFIELD with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Huaues of West Virginia with Mr. LEGARE, 
Hurr with Mr. Howarp. 

HOWELL of New Jersey with Mr. Hopkins. 
FULLER with Mr. Hitcucock. 

Houuipay with Mr. HaMLin. 

HEDGE with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

HAUGEN with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 
FOWLER with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Escu with Mr. FIevp. 

DRAPER With Mr. BuTLER of Missouri. 
DOVENER with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

DAVIDSON with Mr. LINDSAY. 

CurTIs with Mr. FirzGERALD. 
CRUMPACKER With Mr. CALDWELL. 

ButTLeER of Pennsylvania with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 
BURKE with Mr. BEALL of Texas. 

BrRIcK with Mr. BASSETT. 

Brown of Wisconsin with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
LILLEY with Mr. AIKEN. 

Apams of Wisconsin with Mr. HEARST, 
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BaRTHOLDT with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

DARRAGH with Mr. Davry of Louisiana. 
ACHESON with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

LITTAUER with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 
HEMENWAY with Mr. Dre ARMoND, 
DRISCOLL with Mr. Riper. 

Loup with Mr. FLoop. 

KYLE with Mr. SouTHALL. 

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. GLass. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. Witson of New York. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Srp.Ley with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. Situ of New York with Mr. DouGHERTY. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I would like to | 
know if the gentleman from California [Mr. Wynn] is recorded? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I would like to withdraw my 
vote. 

The name of Mr, Giuuuett of California was called, and he voted 
** present.”’ 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker,I would like to inquire whether 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Griaas] has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Iam paired with him, and I therefore desire 
to change my vote. 

The name of Mr. BouTELL was called, and he voted ‘“‘ present.’’ 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know if the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] has ‘voted? I am 
paired with him. 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

On this question the yeas are 78, the nays are 78, present 9—not | 
aquorum. The doors will be closed—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if the House will bear just a mo- 
ment fora statement. I do not thinkit is much use to endeavor 
to get a quorum to-day. We will undoubtedly get a quorum to- 
morrow. I donot knowof any pressing business, and I move that 
the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is a little out of order, but 
as the gentleman has marked the pathway, it seems to me we 
might just as well adjourn until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 84 minutes p.m.) the House ad- | 
journed. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for construction and repair of hospi- 
tals—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
: A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the upper 
Hudson River in relation to gorges and freshets between Albany 
and Coxsakie—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of York Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Merrimac River, 
Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Big Kanawha River, West Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Salem Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting re- 

orts of receipts and expenditures of contingent fund of the War 
Sepastmnen-“he the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Umpqua River, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
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from the Surgeon-General of the Army, a recommendation of in- 
crease of the limit of cost within which permanent structures 
may be erected without submitting specific estimates to Congress— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting tho 
annual report of the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of certain 
locks and dams in the Little Kanawha River, West Virginia—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting ay 
estimate of appropriation for payment of claims arising from an 
explosion near Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Superintendent of the Library Building and 
Grounds, submitting his report for the fiscal year ended June 30), 
1903—to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the Ohio 
River from Mound City to Cairo, I1l.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for elevators in public building at 
Minneapolis, Minn.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list 
of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relating to 
the platting of lands within the Fort Peck Reservation in Mon- 
tana—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secretary of War submitting an es- 
timate of appropriation for a memorial amphitheater at Arling- 


| ton, Va.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recommend- 
ing an appropriation for enlargement of the drafting room of the 
office of the Supervising Architect—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for a small light-draft 
steara tender for light-house service—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of O 0 
River, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labo! 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for completion of light 
station in Patapsco River, Maryland—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Perquimans 
River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and H.1 
and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Minisceongo River, New York—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. | 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 4 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect su 
ting an estimate of appropriation for completion of post 
building at Alexandria, Va., and recommendation for an i! 
of the limit of cost—to the Committee on Appropriation: 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 4 ©o)y 
of a communication from the Joint Army and Navy Board rv!a' 
ing to the defense of the harbor of Manila and the naval + 
at Subig Bay—to the Committees on Naval Affairs and Approp™* 
tions, and ordered to be printed. ; 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting © 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior su" 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for transcript of letters “| 
plates in the General Land Office—to the Committee on Appt 
priations, and ordered to be printed. a 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting @» “ 
timate of appropriations for rental of the Builders’ Excho»s° 
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pbuilding for one of the bureaus of the Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation 
to authorize the acceptance of donations of land adjacent to the 
reservation at Fort Missoula, Mont.—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting documents 
relating to the claim of John and David West—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the draft of 
a bill to authorize the acquirement of additional land at Fort 
Sheridan, I1l.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the General Staff of the Army relating to issue of certain obsolete 
ordnance and ordnance stores to educational institutions—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for salaries in the office of the Commis- 
sary-General—-to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, making applica- 
tion for authority to deliver certain presents of foreign govern- 
ments to officers of the Army—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for Coast and Geodetic 
Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

srinted. 

: A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation 
in relation to the hire of cavalry and artillery horses for the Na- 
tional Guard at joint maneuvers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation 
in relation to the hire of cavalry and artillery horses and draft 
animals for the militia in actual camp and field service—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Surgeon-General relating to purchase of medical 
supplies by civilian employees of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for support of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting esti- 
mates of appropriations for collecting the revenue from customs 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Secretary of State, papers relating to the claim of Wiel 
and a the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of deficiency apptopriation for the 


Department of Commerce and Labor—to the Committee on Ap- | 


propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | 
copy of a communication from the Superintendent of Buildings | 


and Grounds of the Library of Congress submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for fuel, lights, etc.—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of State sub- | 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for consular service in Man- | 
churia—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 

estimate of deficiency in appropriation for contingent expenses, 
-xocutive Office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

A k tter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
Copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for eradicating the foot-and- 
mouth and other diseases of animals and to meet the ravages of the 
Mexican cotton-boll weevil—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
Copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for service of the Marine 
o the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


Corps—t 
printed, 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relat- 
ing to the claim of Jose Cardell—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of acommunication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for expenditures on fortification work— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting documents 
relating to the claim of Col. J. M. Marshall—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting additional 
papers relating to the claim of John Stewart—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
G. R. Lipscomb, administrator of estate of Mary A. Branch, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. J. Bryson, administrator of estate of Joseph H. Bryson, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Charles R. Holmes, administrator of estate of Nelson Cowan, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William H. Landrum against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Charles S. McClard, administrator of estate of Arthur Mayberry, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of S. E. 
Stephenson, administrator of estate of Henry A. Dacus, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sarah J. Bonner, administratrix of estate of Thomas Bonner, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of D. P. 
Haste, administrator of estate of William Varnor, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sallie J. Adams, administratrix of estate of Herbert Smith, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting acopyof thefindingsfiled bythecourt in thecase of FloydH. Gil- 
liam,administrator of estate of Josiah Springer,against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims,and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Russell M. Kilburn against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sterling Beeson, Granville Beeson, Frank Dugger, Penelope Fos- 
ter, and George R. Dugger,’guardian of Georgia K. Dugger, heirs 
of and representing one-fifth interest in the estate of one William 
H. Stringer, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Eveline Nixon and Mary Parker against The United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
C. M. McRee, administrator de bonis non of estate of Robert C. 
McRee, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Robert Watt, jr., administrator of estate of Robert Watt, sr., 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Martha A. Carter, sole heir of estate of Jerome C. Simmerman, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John W. Snipes, administrator of estate of Arthur Pierce, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John J. Saunders, administrator of estate of Henry S. Saunders, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
R. A. Dunlap, administrator of estate of Elijah Y. Toney, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
MollieSmith, administratrix of estate of John Hollingsworth, jr., 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
R. W. McGruder, administrator of estate of Thomas B. McGru- 
der, against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Daniel W. Core, administrator of estate of Hugh Core, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John S. Brigman, administrator of estate of Thomas Brigman, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Stephen Eason against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Pilgrim, John Thissel, master, 
against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Edward Crusselle, administrator and heir at law of estate of 
G. W. Crusselle, against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Hillsboro Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2367) granting a pension to Merton C. Sanborn— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged,-and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6558) for the relief of William F. Denmuer— 
Committee on Milisary Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
Haller—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6825) for the relief of Herbert W. George—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 7055) to provide for the transportation of naval 
and other stores in American-built ships—Committee on Military 
Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 7098) granting relief to certain members of the 
Seventh Michigan Cavalry, war of the rebellion—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7746) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, at Paducah, Ky.—Committee on 
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Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8035) for the relief of M. A. McCafferty, of 
O’Neill, Nebr.—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Marion Skinner—Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com. 


mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8191) granting an increase of pension to James K, 
Parker—Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8312) granting an increase of pension to William 
Clark—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8462) granting an increase of pension to James 
Wlats—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8483) granting a pension to William P. Parrill— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged,and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8643) for the relief of John Wilkes Moore—Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


| of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
| follows: 


By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8663) to amend section 2291 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 8664) providing for the pur- 
chase of metal and the coinage of minor coins, and the distribution 
and redemption of said coins—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8665) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Berkeley, in the 
State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8666) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Vallejo, in the 
State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8667) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the 
State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8668) fixing the compensation of customs in- 
spectors at the port of San Francisco, Cal., now or hereafter classed 
as discharging inspectors, in lieu of compensation for night serv- 
ices hereafter to be rendered in the examination of baggage, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 8669) to 
provide for the allowance and payment to the employees of the 
Government Printing Oifice of the same leave of absence as is 
allowed to the clerks and employees of the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government—to the Committee on Printing. 

3y Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 8670) for a survey of the pres- 
ent channel leading from the wharf at Biloxi, Miss., to Ship Island 
Harbor, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8671) for continuing improvement of the har- 
bor at Biloxi, Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8672) to provide 
for the payment of claims for losses by old pioneers in the Term- 
tory of Arizona and other Territories and States in the western 
part of the United States during the years 1859 to 1875, inclusive, 
by Indian depredations committed upon these pioneers while they 
were settling and attempting to settle and develop that western 
country, and while emigrating thereto for that purpose—tvo the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Alsd, a bill (H. R. 8673) to provide for the payment of claims 
for losses by old pioneers and citizens in the Territory of Arizona 
and other Western Territories and States, during the years |5o! 
to 1875, inclusive, by Indian depredations committed upon these 
pioneers and people while attempting to settle and improve the 
West and while immigrating to the various sections in the West— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8674) to establish a perma 
nent military camp ground in the vicinity of Tacoma, in Pierce 
County, Wash.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8675) granting right of way for teles! 
and telephone lines in the district of Alaska—to the Comn. 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8676) to refund the amount of duties paid 
without protest into the United States Treasury on goods slppe 
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to Hawaii prior to July 7, 1898, and shipped therefrom into the 
United States subsequent to June 14, 1900—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8677) to amend section 3095 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8678) to provide 
for an increased annual appropriation for agricultural experiment 
stations and regulating the expenditure thereof—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8679) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Morristown, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 

suildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8680) to authorize 
the entry, location, operation, and development of stone and min- 
eral lands on the Indian reservations in the Territory of Arizona, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8681) to detach the county of 
Linn, in the State of Missouri, from the western and attach it to 
the eastern judicial district of said State—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8682) granting to railroads 
and water companies the right of way through public lands and 
reservations of the United States for reservoirs and pipe lines—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8683) to provide for medical care and surgical 
treatment of honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8684) to extend the time for the selection and 
segregation of public lands provided for by section 4 of the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. and for 
other purposes ’’—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 8685) permitting the Kiowa, 
Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and convey 
its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to the 
Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma | 
Railway Company to lease all its Milroad and other property in 
the Indian Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
way Company, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other prop- 
erty to said the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8686) to amend section 895 
of the code of law for the District of Columbia—to the Commit- | 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8687) authorizing the sale of Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal bonds belonging to the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8688) to transfer jurisdiction to reservation 
No. 32, in the city of Washington, B. C.—to the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 8689) to regulate appointments and promo- 
tions in the municipal government of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8690) to amend the law relating to taxation in 
bo i ot of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

OlumobD14a, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8691) authorizing the laying of water mains 
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By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 8700) for the amendment of 
the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 8701) to give all holders of bonds 
of the United States the privilege of depositing said bonds with 
the Treasurer of the United States and securing therefor certain 
legal-tender Government notes, and so forth—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8702) for establishing fur- 
ther aids to navigation in Delaware Bay and River—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8703) granting certain lands 
belonging to the United States and situated in the State of Ala- 
bama to the State of Alabama for the use and benefit of the com- 
mon schools of that State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8704) granting pensions to 
certain officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service and 
to their widows and minor children—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8705) to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station at or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, in the 
State of Oregon—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8706) for the establishment of a fish hatchery 
in the State of Oregon for propagation of trout and other game 
and food fishes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. WACHTER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8707) relating 
to clerks to pay officers in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 73) provid- 
ing for asurvey of the Ohio River from Pittsburg to Cairo—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 74) author- 
izing the issue of duplicate medals where the originals have been 
lost or destroyed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A resolution (H. Res. 112) requesting the 
Secretary of War to transmit to the House of Representatives the 
history and statistics of claims of the State of Texas against the 
United States for expenses incurred in the defense of the frontier 
from 1854 to 1860 and subsequent to 1865—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A resolution (H. Res. 113) relating to 
treatment and protection of American citizens traveling or so- 
journing abroad—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 114) re- 
questing certain information from the Attorney-General of the 
United States relative to the enforcement of the antitrust laws— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLOTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and ‘severally referred as 





| follows: 


By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8696) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to revoke and vacate sentence of court-martial against 
Daniel Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8708) granting an increase of 


and service sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of | pension to David C. Posey—to the Committee on Pensions. 


assessments therefor, and for other purposes—to the Committee | 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8692) to authorize the apprehension and de- 
tention of insane persons in the District of Columbia, and pro- 


viding for their temporary commitment in the Government Hos- | 


pital for the Insane, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
sy Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8693) to fix the 


compensation of criers and bailiffs in the United States courts— | 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 8694) to commemorate the battle | 


of Plattsburg and to provide a monument in honor of American 
sailors and soldiers killed in defense of Plattsburg—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 8695) to make the provisions of 
an act of Congress with reference to the selection of school lands, 
approved February 28, 1891 (26 Stat., p. 796), applicable to the 
Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8697) fixing the date of 
termination of the war of the rebellion under the act of June 27, 
1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1200—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8698) relative to appeals from 
ire Spanish Treaty Claims Commission—to the Committee on the 

idiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8699).to amend section 5409 of the Revised 


Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 8709) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 8710) granting a pension 
| to Solomon Eshnour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8711) granting an increase of pension to 
| James W. Aiken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 8712) granting a pension to 
Lucinda Matkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 8713) granting an increase of 
| pension to Elam Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 8714) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry J. Main—to the Committze on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

by Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8715) granting a pension 
to Alice A. Siverd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8716) granting a pension to Peter Creager— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8717) grantinga pension to Henry Edwards— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8718) granting a pension to Caswell P. Ford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8719) granting an increase of 
pension to Moses B. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8720) granting an increase of pension to John 
Snowden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8721) granting an increase of pension to 
' Henry M. Carrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8722) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha E. Brittingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8723) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. McReynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8724) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Allhands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8725) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8726) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Stair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8727) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Kaufman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8728) granting a pension to Matilda Laf- 
ferty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 8729) granting an increase 
of pension to Gustus S. Remick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8730) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. McIntire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8731) granting a pension to Mary A. San- 
born—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8732) granting a pension to 
Jenkin Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8783) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Capt. Benjamin F. McGraw—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 8734) granting an increase of 
pension to T. M. McKelvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 8735) granting anincrease of pension to Wait 
C. Simons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8736) granting an increase of 
pension to Jerusha H. Wiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8737) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
mund O. Beers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 8738) to correct the military 
record of John E. Wool—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8739) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus Crossman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8740) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary G. Bonesteel—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8741) for the allowance of cer- | 


tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 8742) granting an increase of 
— to Jason Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8743) for the relief of 
Thomas W. Higgins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 8744) for the relief of 
Spiegelberg Brothers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8745) granting an increase 
of pension to Augustus J. Newton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 8746) to correct the military 
record of William Ryan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8747) granting an increase of pension to 
David G. Glenn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8748) for the relief of Serenus Kil- 
bourne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8749) for the relief of George H. Mellen, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 8750) granting a pension 
to James M. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8751) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram W. White—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8752) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8753) for the relief of J. G. and I. N. Day— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8754) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Oviatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 8755) granting an increase 
- pension to Eugene Schilling—to the Committee on Invalid 
enstons. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8756) grantinga pension to Margaret 
J. Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG (by request): A bill (H. R. 8757) for the relief 
of George Ivers, of Boone, Pueblo County, Colo., administrator 
of William Ivers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8758) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wise Bach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


- JANUARY 4, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8759) granting a pension to Orson P. Mat- 
thews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8760) granting an increase of pension to Valen- 
tine M. Windbigler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R.8761) granting an increase of pension to Baronet 
Gow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 8762) granting a pension to 
John H. Givens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8763) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam F. Lynn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8764) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8765) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred R. Glover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8766) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan C. Sackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8767) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8768) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8769) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel 8. Petty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8770) for 
the relief of Lewis D. W. Shelton—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8771) granting a pension to Walter F. Hor- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8772) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Eversole—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8773) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey B. Ragon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8774) granting an increase of pension to John 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8775) granting a pension to Louise L. Kerr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8776) granting a pension to Annie Godfrey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8777) granting an increase of 
pension to John C. Beckwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 8778) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William P. Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 8779) to correct the military 
record of Edward T. Lewis—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8780) granting an increase of pensivn to 
F. F. Buckingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8781) granting a pension to Angelina Fisher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8782) granting an 
increase of pension to David Calhoun—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 8783) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ann Phipps—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 8784) granting an increase 0! 
pension to James Buggie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (A. R. 8785) to revoke sentence and 
establish the military record of Capt. George G. Lovett, Com- 

any K, One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Vaasa: war of the rebellion of 1861 to 1865—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 8786) granting an increas 
of pension to Sewell F. Graves—to the Committee on Inva 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8787) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert W. Brasher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ae 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8788) granting an increase of pension to V1! 
liam E. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. © 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8789) granting an increase of pensi 
George K. Knowlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8790) granting a pension to C. An! 
Buckel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to Mae H. Tyler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ¥ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8792) granting a pension to Cornelia A. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to C. C. Marsh —to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8794) for the relief of Jeremiah Cutler Dur 
nett—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8795) to correct the military record of August . 
E. Bouquet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8796) to correct the military record of Ir d 
R. Nugent—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ao 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. *'"') 
granting an increase of pension to Emma V. Gile—to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8798) mustering into the United States 
Army Frank Skinner as second lieutenant, Company F, Twelfth 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 





By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 8799) granting an increase of | 


pension to Joseph Mitch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCE: A bill (H. R. 8800) granting an increase 
of pension to Florence M. Metz—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8801) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Means—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8802) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Decker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8803) granting an imcrease of pension to 
David D. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8804) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion J. Barr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8805) for the relief of William H. H. Center— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8806) for the relief of Alvin 
W. Harper—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8807) removing charge of desertion from the 
military record of David Kunkle—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8808) granting a pension to William Mollen- 
kamp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8809) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Keating—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8810) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to James 
Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8812) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8813) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8814) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry R. Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 8815) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Alfred Carter, late of Fauquier County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8816) for the relief of the vestry of St. James 
Protestant Episcopal Church, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8817) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Alexander F.. Butler, late of Louisa County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 8818) granting a pension to 
William Mathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 8819) to remove the charge of de- 
sert on from the military record of James Coad—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8820) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Judd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8821) granting a pension to Solomon Butler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8822) granting a pension to Bird L. Francis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8823) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish an artificial leg to Allan P. Dace—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8824) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James Dunlap—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8825) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Buford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8826) for the relief of George W. Mattingly— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8827) for the relief of Thomas G. Johnson— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 8828) for the relief of J. S. Sartin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8829) for the relief of Francis O’Bannon—to | 


the Ce mmittee on War Claims. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 8830) for the relief of Anderson Coleman— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H.. R. 8881) for the relief of the heirs of L. W. Pritch- | 


ett—to the Committee on War Claims. 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 8832) for the relief of the heirs of George 


Kinnard—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 8833) to amend the military | 


record of William F. Welch—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8834) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H, Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, & bill (H. R. 8885) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Jackson—to the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8836) granting a pension to Benjamin Pit- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8837) granting an increase of 

sion to William H. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8838) granting an increase of pension to Ga- 
briel H. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 8839) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas N. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SHAFROTH: A bill (H. RB. 8840) granting an increase of 
pension toStella B. Moore—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8841) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. Hughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8848) granting an increase of pension to 
Eunice A. Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8845) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8846) granting a pension to W. F. Nichols— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8847) granting a pension to 
Eliza J. Morgan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8848) to pay Elizabeth A. Ballew $100 for 
cattle taken by United States soldiers in October, 1865—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8849) to pension James S. Landerdale—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
| By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8850) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Joyce—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8851) granting a pension to Virginia E. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8852) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Goodloe, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8853) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8854) granting a pension to George Hall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 8855) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. 
Champlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8856) for the relief 
of the heirs of William W. Leftwich—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8857) granting an increase 
| of pension to John T. Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8858) granting an increase of pension to 

Benjamin Bickford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8859) granting an increase of pension to 
| Charles J. Esty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| 








Also, a bill (H. R. 8860) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 

erick M. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8861) granting an increase of 
| pension to Samuel A. Rask—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H.R. 8862) granting an increase of pension to Alidg 
| M. Utter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward O’Malley—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 8864) to correct the military 
| record of John Estep—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8865) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8866) granting an increase of pension to W. 
H. Boulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8867) for the relief 
| of the estate of George W. Curtis, deceased—to the Committee on 

Claims, 





| 
| 
| 
} 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 5523, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James A. Smith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of residents of Cedar Falls, Iowa, 
in favor of certain legislation for better moral conditions—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alice A. Siverd; also, petition of citizens of 
Girard, Kans., in support of a bill granting a pension to Peter 

| Creager; also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of 
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pension to Henry Edwards; also, paper to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to Caswell P. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Mozart Lodge, of Erie, Pa., and 
349 similar societies of German-Americans, protesting against 
legislation subjecting articles of interstate commerce in the origi- 
nal package to State legislation—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2554, 
granting a pension to Belle Wells; also, papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 7855, granting an increase of pension to Henry Barrett; 
also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 2557, granting an increase of 
pension to James Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8359, to cor- 
rect military record of Edward. Minnie—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Mary E. Bonesteel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Stone River Post, No. 65, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Frankfort, Ind.; also. petition 
of Bruce Post, No. 273, Grand Army of the Republic; also. peti- 
tion of Joseph Siscel and others; also, petition of Major Henry 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pendleton, Ind.; also, 
petition of Royal Center (Ind.) Post, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic; also, petition of General Willich Post, No. 548, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Haubstadt, Ind.; also, petition of Fort Wagner 
Post, No. 581, Grand Army of the Republic, of Evansville, Ind.; 
also. petition of Harter Post, No. 256, Grand Army of the Re- 

ublic, favoring the passage of the Hemenway service-pension 
ill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Memorial of the Irish Language 
Society of Bridgeport, Conn.,in behalf of bill H. R. 62, for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Commodore John 
Barry, United States Navy—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Holland Post, No. 75, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, favoring passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 4222—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of John Brown Post, Exeter, Department of 
Nebraska, favoring the passage of bill H. R. 4067, for service 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1483. to increase pension 
of J. W. Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers’ to accompany bill to pension H. F. E. Schroer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 4939, to increase pension 
of Rutson J. Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of the board of supervisors of the 
county of Lewis, N. Y.; resolutions adopted by the board of su- 
pervisors of Oswego County, N. Y., and petition of the Farmers’ 
Institute of Lewis County, N. Y., favoring the Brownlow good- 
roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. B. Wait:Post, No. 581, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of New York, for a general service-pension law; also, 
papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany bill granting increase of 
pension to Alexander E, Fine—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Blakesburg, Iowa, asking for relief 
of military telegraph operators in the civil war—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts Forestry Association, fa- 


voring the preservation of the big trees in California—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Public Lands. 
Also; resolution of Grain Dealers’ National Association, at 


Minneapolis, Minn., in opposition to the McCumber bill, 8. 199— | 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Retail Implement Dealers’ Association of 
South Dakota, in opposition to parcel-post bill and relative to 
other measures—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution to pay a sum equal to six months’ 
salary to Eliza Deardorff, widow of John W. Deardorff—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Petition of Sherman Post, No. 30, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, favoring a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Paper to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to William H. H. Chester; also, papers to accompany 
bill granting increase of pension to John Gangwisch—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of residents of Pittsburg, Pa., against sale of 
liquor in public buildings and Soldiers’ Homes, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
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By Mr. REEDER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Alvin W. Harper—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Benjamin Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Papers toaccomryany bill H. R. 8249. grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oliver Farrington; also, papers to 
accompany bill H. R. 8239, granting a pension to Sarah E. Hol- 
brook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Charles H. Jackson; also, papers to accompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph H. Richardson—to the Comumit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Benjamin Pitman; also, papers to accompany bill granting pen- 
sion to Ellen J. Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of Iron Molders’ 
Union No. 31, of Grand Rapids, Mich., in favor of an eight-hour 
law and the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, concurrent resolution of Michigan legislature, favoring 
the erection of a monument in Arlington National Cemetery to 
the memory of Capt. Charles Vernon Gridley—to theCommittee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the locomotive engineers of the 
civil war, asking for pension—to the Committee on Levalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolution of the Connecticut Civil Service Reform Asso- 
ciation, favoring reform in the consular service—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: Papers toaccompany bill H. R. 
4457, granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Meldrum—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, January 5, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Eobwarp Everett Hacer, D. D. 

Mr. JAMES P. CLARKE, a Senator from the State of Arkansas, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. PENROSE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 


RENTAL OF BUILDINGS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the Public Printer, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement of the quarters and 
buildings rented by the Government Printing Office in the Dist: ict 
of Columbia and the annual rental in each case; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of-Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of E. L. Brien, administrator of Ann Lum, deceased, v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings filed by the court in the cause of John A. Johnson, 
administrator of Maria Johnson and Sarah E. Ware, deceased, ”. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
| Honolulu Trades and Labor Council, American Federation of 
| Labor, of Honolulu, Hawaii, praying for the enactment of lesis- 
| lation to prohibit the employment of Asiatic and noncitizen labor 
| on all public work done under contract for the Federal Govern- 
| ment in that Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Education and Labor. ; 
| He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mill Brook, 
Pa.; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Charch of 
| Mountain Grove, Mo.; of the Ladies’ Centennial Book Club, o! 
| Ottawa, Ohio; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Ko- 
chelle, Ill., and of the congregation of the First Baptist Church 
| of Chetopa, Kans., praying for an investigation of the charges 
| made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the 
| State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priv! 
leges and. Elections. : 
He also presented memorials of the Germania Veréin of West 
Side; of the Turn Verein of Elkader; of Lodge No. 2, of Sioux 
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City; of Lodge No. 7, of Charter Oak; of the Grand Lodge of the 
Sons of Hermann, of Sioux City, and of the Germania Verein of 
Minden, all in the State of Iowa; of the Maennerchor Lodge of 
Memphis, and of the Gruetli Verein of Memphis, in the State of 
Tennessee; Of Lodge No. 46, of New Orleans; of Lodge No. 1, of 
New Orleans; of the German Benevolent Association, of New Or- 
Jeans; of the Deutscher Militaer Verein, of New Orleans, and of 
the Turn Verein of New Orleans, all in the State of Louisiana; 
of the Baden Sick Benefit Society, of Kansas City; of the German 
Workingman Benevolent Society, of Kansas City; of the German 
Hospital Association, of Kansas City; of the German-American 
Pioneer Society, of Sedalia; of the California Saengerbund, of Cal- 
jifornia, and of the Schweizer Verein of Hermann, all in the State of 
Missouri; gf the German Library Association, of Wilmington, 
Del.; of Lodge No. 56, of Janesyille; of Lodge No. 49, of Wells; of 
Lodge No. 81, of Minneapolis; of Lodge No. 5, of Ceylon; of Lodge 
No. 16, of St. Paul; of Lodge No. 3, of Stillwater; of Lodge No. 
61, of Owatoma; of Lodge No. 7, of Lake City; of Lodge No. 48, 
of Hutchinson; of Lodge No. 10, of Chaska; of Lodge No. 21, of 
New Ulm; of Lodge No. 30, of St. Paul; of Lodge No. 54, of 
Wadena; of Lodge No. 1, of St. Paul; of Lodge No. 27, of Minne- 
apolis, and of Lodge No. 52, of North St. Paul, all in the State of 
Minnesota; of the St. Michaels Society, of Fond du Lac; of the 
Maennerchor Teutonia, of Mayville; of Lodge No. 112, of Fond 
du Lac; of the Maennerchor Lodge of La Crosse; of Lodge No. 
15, of Mayville, and of the Eighth Ward Aid Society, of La Crosse, 
all in the State of Wisconsin; of Lodge No. 8, of Denver; of the 
Turn Verein of Leadville; of Lodge No. 1, of Denver, and of Lodge 
No.585,of Denver, allin the State of Colorado; of the Zoellner Maen- 
nerchor, of Buffalo; of the Gesang Verein of Utica; of the German 
Club, of Troy; of the German Hall Association, of Troy; of Lodge 
No. 234, of Buffalo; of the German Veteran Society, of Albany; 
of Lodge No. 487, of Utica; of Lodge No. 594, of Buffalo; of the 
Garfield Benevolent Association, of Buffalo; of Lodge No. 137, of 
Buffalo; of the Turn Verein of Rochester; of Lodge No. 1, of 
Buffalo; of Lodge No. 298, of Buffalo; of Lodge No. 598, of Buf- 
falo; of the St. Joseph’s Verein, of Albany; of Lodge No. 521, of 
Buffalo; of the German Young Men’s Association, of Buffalo; of 
Lodge No. 163, of Buffalo; of the Maenner Quartette, of Troy; of 
Lodge No. 35, of Buffalo; of Lodge No. 116, of Troy; of Lodge 
No. 7, of Buffalo; of Lodge No. 11, of Albany; of Lodge No. 
110, of Albany; of the Turn Verein of Rochester, and of Lodge 
No. 676, of Buffalo, all in the State of New York; of Lodge No. 
5, of Lawrence; of the Turn Verein of Westfield; of Lodge No. 
299, of Turners Falls; of Lodge No. 110, of Lawrence; of Lodge 
No. 601, of Athol; of Lodge No.1, of Holyoke; of the German 
Spiritual Society, of Lawrence; of the Gesang Verein of Law- 
rence; of the Turn Verein of Springfield; of the Gymnastic Club, 
of Holyoke; of the Turn Verein of Clinton; of the Singing So- 
ciety of Lawrence; of Lodge No. 255, of Greenfield; of Lodge 
No. 7, of Turners Falls, and of Lodge No. 2, of Adams, all in the 
State of Massachusetts; of the Lafayette Hose Company, of Egg 
Harbor; of Lodge No. 44, of Egg Harbor; of the Singing Society 
of Egg Harbor: of Lodge No. 119, of Egg Harbor; of Lodge No. 
228, of Somerville, and of the German-American Central Verein, 
of Newark, all in the State of New Jersey; of Lodge No. 84, of 
Evansville; of Lodge No. 49, of Evansville; of Lodge No. 464, of 
Evansville; of the Central Turn Verein, of Evansville; of the Wal- 
ther League, of Fort Wayne; of the German Benevolent Associ- 
ation, of New Albany; of Lodge No. 355, of New Albany, of the 
Turn Verein of Fort Wayne; of the German Benevolent Society, 
of Wabash; of the Saengerbund Lodge of Hammond, and of the 
German Federation of Indianapolis, all in the State of Indiana; 
of the Deutscher Krieger Verein, of Quincy; of Lodge No. 138, of 
Belleville; of the Singing Society of East St. Louis: of the Singing 
Society of Belleville; of Lodge No. 1, of Belleville; of the Ger- 
mania Society of Freeport, and of the Turn Verein of Belleville, 
all in the State of Illinois; of the Turn Verein of Grand Island; of 
the Orpheus Society of Columbus; of Lodge No. 8, of Bloomfield; 
ot Lodge No. 7, of Hooper; of the Turn Verein of Omaha; of Lodge 
No. 12, of Cohumbus; of the Maennerchor of Columbus; of Lodge 
No . 14,0of Humphrey, and of the Germania Verein of Grand Island, 
all in the State of Nebraska; of the Knights of the Golden Eagle of 
Scranton; of Lodge No. 139, of Erie; of Lodge No. 18, of Phila- 
delphia; of the Leiderkranz Lodge of Reading; of the Prospect 
Employees’ Relief Association, of Philadelphia; of Lodge No. 1, 
of Philadelphia; of the German Hancock Benevolent Association. 
of I hiladelphia; of the Junger Maennerchor of Philadelphia; of 
Lodge No. 1,0f Philadelphia; of the Maennerchor Lodge of Phil- 
adel hia; of the Turn Bezrik of Philadelphia: of Lodge No. 203, 
- Philadelphia; of Lodge No. 37, of Philadelphia; of the Bene- 
jal Society No. 1, of Philadelphia; of Lodge No. 1012, of Phila- 
x Phia; of the Beneficial Society No. 2, of Philadelphia; of Lodge 
— 3X0. of Philadelphia; of Lodge No. 290, of Erie, and of the 
a Verein No. 1, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
ania; of the St. Joseph Verein, of Spokane; of Lodge No. 9, of 
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Spokane; of Lodge No. 12, of Walla Walla; of Harmonia Lodge, 
of Chehalis; of Lodge No. 11, of Uniontown. and of the German 
Society of Fairhaven, allin the State of Washington; of the Moltke 
Lodge No. 19, of Livingston, Mont.; of the Turn Verein of Topeka; 
of the Harmonia Lodge, of St. Marys, and of Lodge No. 6, of To- 
peka, all in the State of Kansas; of Lodge No. 4, of Grand Rapids; 
of Lodge No. 17, of Grand Rapids; of Lodge No. 171, of Grand 
Rapids; of the Turn Verein of Grand Rapids, and of the Ger- 
mania Maennerchor of Grand Rapids, all in the State of Michigan; 
of Schiller Lodge No. 1, of Salt Lake City, Utah; of Koerner 
Lodge, No. 3, of Richmond, Va.; of the Grand Lodge of the Sons 
of Hermann of San Francisco; of the Concordia Turn Verein. of 
San Diego; and of Lodge No. 22, of San Diego, in the State of Cal- 
ifornia, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the Weber Club and the 
Business Men’s Association of Ogden, Utah, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to improve the American merchant marine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of the Benjamin Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Grand Rapids; of the Woman's 
Home and Foreign Missionary Society of the Immanuel Presby- 
terian Church, of Grand Rapids; of the congregation of the For- 
est Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Detroit; of the Woman's 
Home Missionary Society of the Presbytery of Detroit; of the 
Woman’s Club of Lansing; of the Lakeside Club of Manistee; of 
the Woman’s Missionary Society of Lapeer; of the congregation 
of the Second Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Detroit; of the 
Fairbanks Woman’s Relief Corps, of Detroit; of the Louisa St. 
Clair Chapter, Daughters of the-American Revolution, of Detroit, 
all in the State of Michigan, and of sundry ministers of tlre Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Washington, D. C., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. NELSON presented memorials of the Sailors’ Union of the 
Pacific, of Seattle, Wash.; of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, of 
Portland. Oreg., and of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, of Port 
Townsend, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation relating to allotments of seamen’s wages; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented petitions of the Coeur d’Alene Treble 
Clef, of Wallace, and of sundry citizens of Weiser, Idaho, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against the 
Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Bethany Presbyterian Church, of Fort Wayne; of the con- 
gregation of the Presbyterian Church of Newtown; of the Deer 
Creek Monthly Meeting of Friends; of the Woman’s Home and 
Foreign Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Indianapolis; of the Missionary Society of the Presbyterian 
Church of Vincennes; of the congregation of the First Presbyte- 
rian Church of Jeffersonville; of the Young Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the Second Presbyterian Church of Indianapolis; of 
sundry citizens of Salem, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Valparaiso, all in the State of Indiana, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against the Hon, 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of 30 citizens of Rockford, 
Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called McCumber bill to 

srohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of 103 citizens of Paxton; of 39 citi- 
zens of Kirkwood: of 51 citizens of Minonk; of 16 citizens of 
Princeton; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Gales- 
burg; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Prophets- 
town; of the congregations of the First Congregational Church 
of Woodstock and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodstock: 
of 21 citizens of Woodstock; of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Woodstock; of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Woodstock; of the congregations of the 
First Baptist Church of Woodstock and the Presbyterian Church 
of Sheldon; of 17 citizens of Hancock County; of the Illinois Bap- 
tist General Association, of Chicago; of 2,000 citizens of Cook 
and adjacent counties; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Laclede; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Evanston; of the Springfield Baptist Association, of Pleasant 
Plains; of the Synod of Illinois, of Kirkwood; of 11 citizens of St. 
Charles; of the congregation of the First Congregational Church 
of Wheaton; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Harvard; of thecongregation of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Austin; of the Woman’s Club of Cairo; of the Woman's Christian 
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Temperance Union of Langham; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Belvidere; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Verona, and of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Lostant, all in the State of DIlinois, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Espyville, Pa., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Clifton Heights and Alden, Pa., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrzp 
Smoot,a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Grand Lodge, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, praying that the Department of Labor be 
made a separate and distinct department; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Shipowners’ Association of 
the Pacific Coast, and a memorial of the Lake Seamen’s Union, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation relating to 
allotments of seamen’s wages; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Lodge, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar 
anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Lodge, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, praying for the enactment of legislation 
making common carriers engaged in interstate commerce liable 
to their employees for injuries, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of Grand Lodge, Brotherhood of | 





| 


Railroad Trainmen, praying for the enactment of more stringent | 
immigration laws; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Immigration. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were | 
referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their | 


further consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions; which was agreed to: 
A bill (S. 2843) for the relief of Joshua Jenkins; and 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 


| O. Fargo; which was read twice by its title, an 


JANUARY 5, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3016) making an appr 
ation for the erection of a permanent rostrum in the national 
cemetery at the Presidio, San Francisco, Cal.; which was »y, ad 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 8017) granting a pn ion 
to Justin H. Wixom; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen: ns, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of | 
sion to George W. Sullivan; which was read twice by its ¢ 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committe. 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the C 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8019) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Sweet (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3020) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 0, 
Winans (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3021) grs anting an increase of pension toS 
Davis (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3022) granting a pension to John 8. 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 8023) granting an increase of pension to Sanford §, 
Henderson (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 3024) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Churchill; 

A bill (S. 3025) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Crider 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 3026) granting an increase of pension to Mary Field 

A bill (8S. 3027) granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
Pullis (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8. 3028) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Watts. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3029) granting a pension to 
Margaret French; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensi 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Charles 
, With the accom- 
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Jam 1e] B. 


Richie (with ac- 


H, 
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| panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2340) for the relief of the estate of the late John Erb. | 


referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their | 
further consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee | 


on Military Affairs; which was agreed to: 
A bill (S. 2342) for the relief of Theodore D. McCaddon; 
A bill (S. 2343) for the relief of James McElroy; and 
A bill (S. 1439) for the relief of Andrew A. Kelly. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3005) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Presbyterian Church of Beverly, W. Va.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3006) for the relief of the trustees | 


of the Presbyterian Church of Hardy County, W. Va.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3007) for the relief of Maramon A. 
Martin, late private of Company A, Sixth Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were | 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3008) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
McMannomy (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3009) granting an increase of pension to James 
Devor; 

A bill (S. 3010) granting a pension to Malinda Householder 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8. 3011) granting a pension to William F. Bunger (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3012) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Patrick O’Connor, alias Patrick Kennedy; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3013) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Randolph Hayman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3014) to equalize the rank and pay 


of certain retired officers of the Navy; which was read twice by | Taylor. 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


dent of the United States to appoint Wilson B. Strong 
| and quartermaster in the Army; 





Mr. BURROWSintroduced a bill (S. 3031) granting an increas 
of pension to Jane E. Lusha; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3032) to authorize the appointment 
of Creighton Churchill, now an ensign on the retired list of the 
Navy, a lieutenant on the active list of the Navy; which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3033) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles B. Williams; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3034) to fix the compensati n of 
criers and bailiffs in the United States courts; which was rea 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3035) to amend an act 
entitled ‘“‘An act making further provision for a civil government 
for Alaska, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 6, 1900: whic! 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ: 
Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3036) for the protection of the! 
Run Forest Reserve and the sources of the water supply of the 
city of Portland, State of Oregon; which was read twic its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservati 
the Protection of Game. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3037) to authorize t! 


mr) 


Pr .ei- 


which was read tw by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 8. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; whic! 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the ( 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 3038) granting an increase of pension to Josep 
Kennedy; and 

A bill (S. 3039) granting a pension to Edward A. Poag. 

Mr. MoCREARY introduced the following bills; whic! 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (8. 3040) to correct the military record of William 


| and 


A bill (S. 3041) to correct the military record of Call 


to 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 3! vo 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3015) to provide for an additional | amend an act relating to the sale of gas in the District of © 


judge of the district court of the United States for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and, 


| 


bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Cou 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 
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MILTON STRATTAN—WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. Penross, it was 


ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
ton Strattan, accompanying Senate bill 5527, Fifty- 


the papers in the case of Miltc L k 
ceventh Congress, first session, copies of the same to be left in the files, as 
provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 


PENSIONS TO EX-PRISONERS OF WAR, 


On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 3,000 copies of Sen- 
ate bill 1716, “Granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in so-called 
Confederate prisons.” 


THEATERS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are directed 
to make, a8 soon as is practicable, a full examination into the condition of all 
theaters and places of public entertainment in the District of Columbia, in 
order to see if such theaters and public places are maintained and conducted 
in accordance with the statutes and regulations of the District of Columbia, 
and whether or not any such theaters or places of entertainment are going 
on without proper license. The District Commissioners shall make report 
upon said investigation to the Senate. 


SECESSION OF PANAMA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution, which will be read 
by its title. 

“The SecRETARY. Senate resolution No. 66, submitted by Mr. 
MorGan December 18, 1903, that neither the President, nor the 
President and the Senate, as the treaty-making power of the 
United States, has the lawful power to wage or declare war 
against any foreign power without the consent of Congress, when 
such country is at peace with the United States, etc. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there is now pending before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations a treaty with the Republic of 
Panama. Ihavenointention of discussing that treaty or its terms. 
It would be manifestly improper for me to do so, becanse the terms 
and provisions of that treaty must be the subject of discussion in 
executive session. But the events, sir, which led to the making of 
that treaty areentirely public. They have been made the subject 
of much discussion here already and of much wider discussion in 
the press of the country. It is in regard to those events I desire 
to speak this morning. 

I wish first to say something about the general law and the 
precedents affecting the right and methods of the recognition of a 
new state. I feelas if I ought to apologize for entering upon a re- 
view of the authorities and the precedents, not merely because the 
subject is necessarily a dry one, but because all those precedents 
and all that law are or ought to be familiar to every member of 
this body. But there have been so many misstatements in regard 


to the law and the precedents affecting the right of recognition by | 


one country of the independence of another, there has been such 
a cloud of misapprehension resting upon the subject that it has 
seemed to me impossible to refrain from Making some statement 
in regard to it. 
say on that subject, but I wish to bring the authorities together in 
such a manner that they can be easily examined by anyone who 
takes sufficient interest in the question to make such examination. 


{ think, Mr. President, we may accept it as settled by all the | 


writers on international law, as a general proposition, that a re- 
volted state or colony may under certain circumstances be recog- 
nized as sovereign and independent by a neutral nation without 
there} /y necessarily departing from an attitude of strict neutrality 
or giving just cause of offense to the parent state. The condi- 
tions necessary before such a recognition of independence is proper 
have been clearly defined by competent authorities. 

Halleck, in his International Law, says: 
th When * * * a state changes its government or a province or colony 
na before had no separate existence is in the possession of the rights of sov- 
creignty, the possession of sovereignty de facto is taken to be possession de 
jure, and any foreign power is at liberty to recognize such sovereignty by 
treating with the of it asan independent state. Wheresovereignty 
} hecessary to the validity of an act no distinction is or ought to be made 
tre cen sovereignty founded ona good or bad title. * * * In international 

Tansactions possession is sufficient. 

In Lawrence’s Wheaton’s International Law (pt. 1, chap. 2, 
Pp. 36) is found the following discussion of what actually consti- 
tutes sovereignty in a state: 
of — are ignty is acquired by a state either at the origin of the civil society 
whict h it is composed or when it separates itself from the community of 
Tho int veviously formed a part and on which it was dependent. * * * 
Pecan ernal sovereignty of a state does not in any degree depend upon its 
Sufhe 2 by other states. * * * The existence of the state de facto is 

cause ites : _ respect to establish its sovereignty de jure. It is a state 

a2use it exists, 
mere ly the same definition of a sovereign state is found also 
on Droit des Gens Moderne de l'Europe, section 23. 
oe ier, in Lawrence’s Wheaton, page 47, is the following: 
here a revolted province or colony has declared and shown its ability to 


ne its indepen ence the recognition of its sovereignty by other foreign 
~ ‘© &@ question of policy and prudence only. 


The morning business is closed. | 


I shall try to be extremely brief in what I have to | 








| generally 





And again, on page 48 of the same work, Lawrence’s note No. 
19, it is said: 

Before a formal recognition by sending ambassadors and entering into 
treaties by foreign powers, there should be a practical cessation of hostilities 
on the part of the old state which may long precede the theoretical renuncia- 
tion of her rights, and there should be a consolidation of the new state so far 
as to be in a condition of maintaining international relations with other 
countries, an absolute bona fide possession of independence as a separate 
kingdom, not the enjoyment of perfect and undisturbed tranquillity—a test 
too severe for many of the oldest kingdoms—but there should be the exist- 
ence of a government acknowledged ‘by the people over whom it is set, and 
ready to prove its responsibility for their conduct when they come in con- 
tact with foreign nations. 

The same doctrine is declared in Historicus 1, page 9, by Sir 
William Vernon Harcourt, which was published at the time of our 
civil war: 

Recognition of the independence of a revolted state is only lawful when 
such independence is de facto established. 


W. E. Hall, who I take it is the first of the English authorities 
and one of the most recent on international law, says: 

Assuming that the recognition of the Spanish-American republics by the 
United Statesand England may be taken as a typical example of recognition 
given upon unimpeachable grounds, and bearing in mind the principle that 
aoe not be withheld when it has been earned, it may be said 

+— 

_ (1) Definitive independence can not be held to be established, and recogni- 
tion is consequently not legitimate, so long as a substantial struggle is being 
maintained by the formerly sovereign state for the recovery of its authority; 
and that y 

(2) A mere pretension on the part of the formerly sovereign state or a 
struggle so inadequate as to offer no reasonable ground for supposing that 
success may ultimately be obtained is not enongh to keep alive the rights of 
the state and so to prevent foreign countries from falling under an obliga- 
tion to recognize as a state the community claiming to‘have become one 

In a note of Dana's to Wheaton’s International Law he says that the tests 
which should determine the recognition of a foreign state are ‘‘ the necessi- ' 
ties of the foreign recognizing state and the truth of the facts implied that 
the state treated with was at the time in the condition de facto of an inde- 
— state.” (Extract and note from W. E. Hall’s International Law, 

-art II, Chap. I, p. 93.) 

I will not multiply further citations from writers on interna- 
tional law, for I think it is perfectly clear to anyone who has ex- 
amined the subject that they all unite in the proposition that the 
question of the recognition of a new state, whether formed origi- 
nally or by separation from another state, is a question for the 
sole determination of the recognizing power, that it is not neces- 
sarily in any sense an act of war, and that it may be done witha 
strict observance of neutrality. 

Before coming to the question of recognition, as illustrated by 
our own law and history and as carried out under our Constitution, 
I desire to say one single word in regard to a matter which has 
been used somewhat to cloud the question, and that is the intro- 
duction of the theory that because it is a case of secession the 
United States having prevented the secession of a portion of the 
States in a great civil war is thereby in some manner debarred 
from recognizing the independence of a seceding state else- 
where. 

Of course, Mr. President, to anyone who pauses to reflect upon 
it it is obvious at once that practically the only manner in which 
a new state can now be formed is by separation. It always must 
have been one of the modes in which a new state was formed. 
Therefore recognition must be given constantly to states which 
owe their origin to secession from a parent state or from another 
state. 

An effort has been made to show, as I have said, that there is a 
glaring inconsistency in our action on Panama. But this view 
will not bearexamination. Although the question of the right of 
secession under the Constitution was elaborately discussed for 
many years preceding the war, and although that discussion may 


| have served a useful purpose and was entirely characteristic of a 
| race so fond of law as ourselves, it never to my mind had any 


very real significance. The right of secession in its essence has 
nothing to do with constitutions or law. Secession is revolution, 
and the right of secession is the right of revolution. It is purely 
a question of fact. Secession, even if it is from a loosely joined 
league which authorizes the withdrawal of one of the states form- 
ing the league, is always destructive. In the case of a league the 


| secession of a member changes its character and may lead to its 
| dissolution. 


In the case of a government formed under a written 
constitution like our own, secession is revolution in its broadest 
sense. If it succeeds a new nation is brought into being, as was 
the case with usin 1776. If it fails, it is only an abortive attempt 
at secession and revolution. 

The fact that France recognized us when we separated from 
England did not bind France to submit to the secession of a por- 
tion of her own territory. Frenchmen, I think, would have been 
much surprised if they had been told that because they recog- 
nized the United States they were therefore bound not to interfere 
with Brittany or La Vendée when those provinces rose against 
the government of the Revolution. The fact that we recognized 
Texas when she separated from Mexico had no bearing on our 
acceding to the secession of the Southern States. We have recog- 
nized seceding States in South America, not only in the case of 
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Texas, but in other cases. The State which originally comprised 


Colombia herself, Venezuela and Ecuador, dissolved into three | 


States, and we recognized the three new States. Within a few 
years some of the Central American States formed a confederation 
which we recognized, and when, as it happened, it quickly dis- 
solved, we recognized once more the component parts. The right 
of secession, in short, has no bearing on the question of recogni- 
tion. I shall have something to say later as to the constitutional 
position of Panama under the several constitutions of Colombia, 
but that is simply to show the relation of Panama to Colombia, 
and has no bearing on the question of recognition, which is all I 
desire to deal with at this moment. 

I wish now, Mr. President, to say a word as to the general rule 
of the United States in regard to recognition, first in principle and 
then in practice. 

Turning from the general question of international law to the 
question of the established usage of the United States in the rec- 
ognition of foreign governments or nations, it will be found that 
the United States has always assumed that the government de 
facto was the government de jure, and that in recognizing such 
a government the United States has consulted solely necessary 
questions of policy and prudence. When the Revolutionary Goy- 
ernment of France was established after the overthrow of the mon- 
archy, General Washington had no hesitation in recognizing that 
Government and receiving its accredited minister. The same 

yromptness of recognition was accorded to the Government of the 
Jirectorate, the Consulate, and the Empire, which followed in 
rapid succession the Government of the first French Republic. 


In regard to the recognition of the South American colonies of | 


Spain after they had revolted and established their independence, 
the following letter of Mr. Gallatin, United States minister at 
Paris, to Mr. J. Q. Adams, Secretary of State, November 5, 1818, 
clearly defines the attitude of the United States: 

We had not— 


He writes— 


either directly or indirectly, excited the insurrection. It had been the spon- 
taneous act of the inhabitants and the natural effect of causes which neither 
the United States nor ene could have controlled. We had lent no assist- 
ance to either party; we had preserved a strict neutrality. But no European 
government could be surprised or displeased that in such a cause our wishes 
should be in favor of the success of the colonies or that we should treat as 
independent powers those among them which had in fact established their 
independence. 


Mr. Adams, Secretary of State, in a note to Mr. Monroe, Presi- 
dent of the United States, of August 24, 1816 (MSS. Monroe Papers, 
Dept. of State), defines in the following manner the conditions 
which would lead the United States to recognize the independ- 
ence of a foreign government or nation: 

There is a stage in such (revolutionary) contests when the party strug- 
gling for independence has, as I conceive, a right to demand its acknowledg- 
ment by neutral parties, and when the acknowledgment may be granted 
without departure from the obligations of neutrality. It is the stage when 
the independence is established as a matter of fact so as to leave the chance 


of the opposite party to recover their dominion utterly desperate. The 
neutral nation must, of course, judge for itself when this period has arrived. 


Practically the same doctrine is found in a note of Mr. Jeffer- 
son, Secretary of State, to Mr. Morris, November 7, 1792 (MSS. 
Inst. Ministers): 


It accords with our principles, to acknowledge any government to be right- 
ful which is formed by the will of the nation substantially declared. 


So, in a note to Mr. Anderson of May 27, 1823 (MSS. Inst. Minis- 
ters), Mr. Adams, Secretary of State, restates his position on this 
question as follows: 

When a sovereign, has a reasonable hope of maintaining his authority 
over insurgents the acknowledgment of the independence of such insurgents 


would be an international wrong. It is otherwise when such sovereign is 
manifestly disabled from maintaining the contest. 


The principle of recognizing a de facto government without re- 
gard to its nature or the manner in which it is established was 
again affirmed by Mr. Clay in a debate in the House of Representa- 
tives in March, 1818, on the proposition to appropriate $18,000 to 
defray the expenses of a minister to Buenos Ayres. Mr. Clay said: 

We had constantly proceeded on the principle that the government de facto 


was that which we could alone notice, and so far as we are con- 
cerned the sovereign de facto is the sovereign de jure. 


Almost the same words were employed by Mr. Van Buren, Sec- 
retary of State, in a note to Mr. Moore, June 9, 1829 (MSS. Inst. 
Am. St.): 


equally so de jure. 


Again, Mr. Livingstone, Secretary of State, in a note to Sir 
Charles Vaughan, April 30, 1883 (MSS. Foreign Legation Notes), 
RAYS: 

It has been the principle and the invariable practice of the United States 
to recognize that as the legal government of another nation which by its es- 


tablishment in the actual exercise of political power might be supposed to 
have received the express or implied assent of the people. 
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The same doctrine was even more forcibly expressed by Mr. 
Clay in a report from the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, 
June 18, 1886 (S. Doc. 406, 24th Cong., 1st sess. ): 

The policy which has hitherto guided the Government of the United States 
in respect to new powers has been to act on the fact of their existence wi:) 
out regard to their origin whether that has been by the subversion of a | 
existing government or by the violent or voluntary separation of one f; 
another part of a common nation. 

Again, Mr. Forsyth, Secretary of State, in a note to Mr. (Cas- 
tillo, the Mexican minister, March 17, 1837 (MSS. Notes Mex.), 
says: 

The independence of other nationshas always been regarded by the United 
States as a question of fact merely and that of every people has been invari 
ably recognized by them whenever the actual enjoyment of it was a m 
panied by satisfactory evidence of their power and determinatlon perma 


™m 


| nently and effectually to maintain it. 


Almost the same language was used by Mr. Buchanan, Secre- 
tary of State, to Mr. Rush, United States minister to Paris, on 
March 31, 1848 (MSS. Inst. France). He says: 


In its intercourse with foreign nations the Government of the United 
States has from its origin always recognized de facto governments. * , 
It is sufficient for us to know that a government exists capable of maintain- 
ing itself, and then its recognition on our part inevitably follows. 


So Mr. Clayton, Secretary of State, in a note to Mr. Donelson, 
July 8, 1846 (MSS. Inst. Prussia), says: 


Weas a nation have ever been ready and willing to recognize any govern- 
ment de facto which appears capable of maintaining its power. 

The question was treated at length by Mr. Webster, Secretary 
of State, ina note to Mr. Hiilsemann, December 21, 1850 (MSS. 
Notes, Germ. St.), in regard to the revolution in Hungary, which 
the United States had held itself in readiness to recognize had it 
been successful. He says: 

It is the right of every independent state to enter into friendly relations 
with every other independent state. Of course, questions of prudence natu 
rally arise in reference to new states brought by successful revolutions into 
the family of nations, but it is not to be required of neutral powers that they 
should await the recognition of the new government by the parent state. No 
principle of public law has been more frequently acted upon within the last 
thirty years by the great powers of the world than this. ithin that period 
eight or ten new states have established independent governments within the 
limits of the colonial dominions of Spain on this continent and in Europe 
The same thing has been done by Belgium and Greece. The existence of all 
these governments was recognized by some of the leading powers of Europe 
as well as by the United States before it was acknowledged by the states 
from which they had separated themselves. 

Again the question of recognizing a foreign state as independent 
was carefully discussed by President Jackson in his message to 
Congress, relating to Texas, of December 21, 1836. He says: 

The acknowledgment of a new state as independent and entitled to a place 
in the family of nations is at all times an act of great delicacy and responsi 
bility, but. more especially so when such state has forcibly separated itself 
from another, of which it had formed an integral part and which stil! claims 
dominion over it. A premature recognition under these circumstances, if 
not looked upon as justifiable cause of war, is always liable to be regarded as 
a proof of an unfriendly spirit to one of the contending parties. A|l ques- 
tions relative to the government of foreign nations, whether of the Old or 
New World, have been treated by the United States as questions of fact 
only, and our predecessors have cautiously abstained from deciding upon 
them until the clearest evidence was in their possession to enable them not 
only to decide correctly, byt to shield their decisions from every unworthy 
imputation. 


Mr. Seward, Secretary of State, in a note to Mr. Culver, No- 
vember 19, 1862 (MSS. Inst. Venez.), declared that— 

A revolutionary government is not to be recognized until it is established 
by the great body of the population of the state it claims to govern 

The policy of the United States in regard to this matter was 
again declared by Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, to Mr. Sickles, De- 
cember 16, 1870. (MSS. Inst. Spain, Foreign Relations, 1371.) 


It has been— 
He says— 


the policy of the United States to recognize the governments de fact 
countries with which we hold diplomatic relations. Such was our 
when the Republic was established in France in 1848 and again in |/() 
each case accepted by the French people. Such was our course in } 
when the Republic was maintained by the people of that country I 
foreign efforts to establish a monarchy by military force. We have always 
accepted the general acquiescence of the people in the political change ot 
government as a conclusive evidence of the will of the nation. 


Mr. Evarts, Secretary of State,in a note to Mr. Baker, June |}, 
1879 (MSS. Inst. Venez. ), discusses the question from the point of 
view of policy. He says: 

The capacity of a state in itself for recognition and the fact of re 
by other states are two different things. Recognition is not an 
depending on the constitutionality or completeness of a change — 
ment, but is not infrequently influenced by the needs of the mutual relat 
between the two countries. * * * In other words, while the Unit 
regard their international compacts and obligations as entered | 


of the 


yuTSsEe 


| nations rather than with political governments, it behooves them to! 
So far as we are concerned that which is the government de facto is | 


ful lest their course toward a government should affect the relat 
nation. Hence it has been the customary policy of the United Sis 
satisfied on this point, and doing so is in no wise an implication « wu 
to the legitimacy of the internal change which may occur in another s& 
From the extracts I have read I think the following conc 
may be drawn as to the principle adoptéd by the United State® 
First. It is an absolutely well-established principle inte . 
. . *ss ; » ) 
national law that in regard to the recognition of a new stale ' 
government a neutral nation has but two questions before 1: (a 
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Whether or not the new state or government is de facto estab- 
lished sufficiently to be answerable for its international obliga- 
tions, and (b) whether or not it accords with the dictates of national 


prudence and policy to recognize it. If these two questions are 
answered affirmatively, the neutral nation may recognize without 
in any way departing from the strict observance of neutrality. 
The question of right is never considered. 

Second. The United States has throughout its history followed 
the above principle. It has always recognized de facto states and 
governments without the slightest regard to their origin or right, 
and the promptness of the recognition it has accorded to such de 
facto states or governments has been determined solely by ques- 
tions of its national prudence ani policy. Two extreme cases 
will illustrate this point. In the case of the revolution in Hun- 
gary the United States stood in readiness to recognize the revolu- 
tionary government before it was really established, and was only 
prevented from doing so owing to the fact that the revolution 
failed. Remonstrances were made by the diplomatic representa- 
tives of Austria, but there is no doubt that had the government 
of Kossuth ever been sufficiently successful to be recognized these 
remonstrances would have been of no avail, for they were power- 
less to prevent the President from taking all the preliminary 
steps to recognition. The fact was that the cause of Hungarian 
independence was extremely popular in the United States, and in 
addition the United States had nothing either to get or to fear 
from the Austrian Government. It therefore contented itself 
with remaining merely within the strict limits of neutrality as 
defined in international law. 

In the case of the revolted colonies of Spain in South America, 
on the contrary, the recognition of the United States was delayed 
long after the time when the colonies were de facto independent 
and when hostilities had ceased on the part of Spain. The Span- 
ish minister, Mr. De Onis, made constant complaints and protests 
tothe Government of the United States in regard to supposed 
acts of assistance given to the revolted colonies by American citi- 
zens. All these complaints were carefully considered by the De- 


inactive neutrality despite the sympathies of the people of the 
United States for the colonies and despite pressure from Congress. 
The reason of the delay was that, in the opinion of the Executive, 
it would have been contrary to the dictates of prudence and 
policy for the United States to have taken any action which might 
antagonize Spain in the condition of the country-and the state of 
relations between the two nations at that time, for the United 
States was not then a strong power and the question of the ces- 
sion of the Floridas was imminent. Therefore the United States 


same principle was maintained in both cases, but owing to ques- 
tions of policy its application was widely different. 

_In other words, to repeat the proposition once more, the ques- 
tion of recognition is to be decided solely by the recognizing 
state on its own interests, wishes, and sympathies. 


required in the recognized state is a de facto government in pos- 
session, 





France. 

stitution. 
the eve of the treaty of alliance, too late to have affected it in the 
slightest degree. France recognized the revolted colonies as an 


We had a revolutionary government. We had no con- 


independent State when they had no constitutional government | 


Whatever, simply a revolutionary Congress sitting at Philadelphia. 
The attitude then taken by France is that which has been adopted 
by all nations, and by none more than the United States—that is, 
that it lies with the recognizing power to determine whether it is 
for her interest and in conformity to her sympathies and wishes 
to recognize the revolted state. 

Now, Mr. President, as to the methods and time of recognition. 


The President has been given by the Constitution the power to | 
Ve Lorelg By the language of | 
constitution that power is given to him alone. I think if we | 


een foreign ministers and ambassadors. 
e 
consider the nature of that duty we shall see at once that the 
makers of the Constitution were guided, as they universally were, 
1 common sense and by their knowledge of the practice of nations. 
. Was impossible in dealing with foreign relations, which, in the 
Anguage of Hamilton in the Federalist, above all others require 
e eee and dispatch,” to leave them to the slow and clumsy 
Peration of a legislative body which must be called together per- 


‘aps In order to meet the exigency. An emergency in foreign rela- | 


— may easily arise during a recess of Congress. 
en instant action on the part of the Executive, an action 
ch the entire country would deem of the utmost necessity. 


the ae _ would be absolutely impracticable and impossible if 
ACCU Ve 


It may demand 


honed in extr wordinary session in order to take some of the steps 





partment of State, and the Government preserved an absolutely | 


construed the obligations of neutrality far more liberally in this | 
case than in the case of Hungary, and was much slower to decide | 
that the South American colonies were de facto independent. The | 


All that is | 


Such was the nature of the recognition of the United States by | 


The Articles of Confederation passed Congress just on | 


was obliged to wait until Congress could be sum- | 


which must be taken without delay in the foreign relations of 
any great country. I conceive that to be the explanation of the 
very simple clause in the Constitution which gives the President 
the right to receive foreign ministers. He also has the right to 
nominate and with the advice and consent of the Senate to appoint 
ambassadors, ministers, and consuls. In other words, he has placed 
in his hands two methods of recognition, and on the principal 
method of recognition, that of receiving a minister from a state, 
there is no limitation placed whatever. The language of the Con- 
stitution, which I may properly repeat, is ‘‘the President shall 
receive ambassadors and other public ministers.” 

I wish next to review, historically, the action which has been 
taken in practice by the United States and the authorities in re- 
gard to recognition since the foundation of the Government. Mr. 
Curtis, in his great work of authority, the Constitutional History 
of the United States, volume 1, page 580, says: 

As the President was to be the organ of communication with other goy- 
ernments, etc.— 
thus interpreting this passage of the Constitution to mean that 
all communications between the Government of the United States 
= foreign governments shall be made solely through the Presi- 
dent. 

In 1793 the question of recognizing the new French Republic, 
and whether or not the treaties with King Louis XVI were still 
binding, was discussed in the President’s Cabinet, and there de- 
cided. A minister from the new Republic was accordingly 
received, and in view of the war between France and allied 
Europe a proclamation was issued by President Washington, in 
which he said: 

I have, therefore, thought fit to declare the disposition of the United States 
to observe the conduct aforesaid (friendly and impartial) toward those 
powers, respectively, and to exhort and warn the citizens of the United 
States. 
| In other words, our first President, Washington, conceived that 
he had the right to recognize the new French Republic by re- 
| ceiving her minister, despite the division of parties on the ques- 
tion, and despite the fact that we had binding treaties with the 
France of the old monarchy. He went even further, however, 
than this when he took the ground that he had the right as the 
| Chief Executive to declare the neutrality of the United States in 
the situation that had thus arisen. I think, Mr. President, that 
the action of Washington as interpreting the constitutional right 
of the President is one of the most significant that we have, 
especially as it comes at the very beginning of our Government. 

I ought to say that in the citations Iam about to make on this 
point I am very largely indebted to two extremely valuable mem- 
oranda which were presented in 1898 by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hate]. I have added one or two citations which seem to me 
of importance, but anyone who desires to see with the utmost 
| minuteness what the practice has been in that respect should 
| consult those two memoranda, which were printed as Senate 
| documents. 
| The view taken by Washington of the constitutional powers of 
} 
| 





the Executive was strongly held by Mr. Ellsworth, a leading 
member of the convention which framed the Constitution, Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, and afterwards Chief Justice of the United 
States, when, in the Senate on January 6, 1796, on the motion of 
Mr. Tazewell to strike out a complimentary reply to the French 
Republic, he said that— 

Nothing could be found in the Constitution to authorize either branch of 
the Legislature to keep upany kind of acorrespondence with a foreign nation. 
| Early in the nineteenth century the revolutions in South Amer- 


one. Soon after the conclusion of our war with England in 1815 
| John Quincy Adams, in his Diary, speaking of the Cabinet, says: 
| That at the time the questions were proposed whether the Executive was 
| competent to acknowledge the independence of Buenos Ayres, and, if so, 
whether it was expedient; that it had been concluded the Executive was 
competent, but that it was not expedient to take the step without the cer- 
tainty of being supported in it by the public opinion, which, if decidedly fa- 
vorable to the measure, would be manifested by measures of Congress. 

Therefore the Cabinet of President Monroe, after full discussion, 
John Quincy Adams being Secretary of State, decided that it was 
| competent for them to recognize the independence of a revolted 

state. 
| On the 11th of March, 1818, Vincente Pazos, representing him- 
| self as the deputed agent of the authorities acting in the name 
of the Republics of Venezuela, New Granada, and Mexico, pre- 
sented to the House of Representatives, through the Speaker, a 
| memorial complaining of ** the occupation by the United States 

of Amelia Island.’’ (Annals of Congress, first session, Fifteenth 
Congress, 1251.) 

An animated discussion immediately ensued. Forsyth said: 

The question, then, for the House to consider was whether, when the Con- 
stitution has placed the conduct of our foreign relations with the Executive, 
a foreign agent shall be — to appeal from the Executive to this 
| House. (Ibid. 1262.) The House by a vote of 127 to 28 refused to receive the 
‘memorial. (Ibid. 1268.) 
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At this same period, in the first session of the Fifteenth Con- 
gress, Mr. Clay, then Speaker, proposed to amend the appropria- 
tion bill under consideration by a clause appropriating $18,000 
to defray the expenses of a minister to be sent to Buenos Ayres, 
the capital of the united provinces of the Rio de la Plata, at 
the discretion of the President. On this proposition there was 
much discussion in the House of Representatives during the 
month of March, 1818, and in the course of this debate one of 
the chief points under consideration was whether or not the House 
was competent to take any step tending to the recognition of a 
foreign nation before action had been taken by the Executive in 
the matter and whether it was justified in urging the Executive 
by any legislative act to take such action. In the course of dis- 
cussing this point the following opinions were expressed by vari- 
ous Members of the House at different times. 

Mr. Clay said that— 

He was — tly aware that the Constitution of the United States—and he 
admitted the proposition in its broadest sense—confided to the Executive the 
reception and the an of ministers. But in relation to the latter op- 
eration Congress had a concurrent will in the power of providing for the 
paymont of their salaries. * * * There was great reason, Mr. Clay con- 
tended, from the peculiar character of the American Government, in there 
being a perfect understanding between the legislative and executive branches 
in relation to the acknowledgment of a new power. * * * If, contrary to 
his opinion, there were even a risk that the acknowledgment of a new state 
might lead to war, it was advisable that the step should not be taken with- 
out a previous knowledge of the will of the war-making branch. 

Mr. Forsyth, opposing the amendment, contended that— 

Heretofore the President and the Senate were left to the exclusive manage- 
ment of the foreign intercourse of the United States. 


Mr. Smith, of Maryland, said: 


The Constitution has given to Congress legislative powers, to the President | . , 
| the most regular, ordinary, and usual course was by the Execu- 


the direction of our intercourse with foreign nations. 
Mr. A. Smith, of Virginia, said: 


The Constitution grants to the President, by and with the consent of the | 
Senate, power to appoint ambassadors and public ministers and to make | 


treaties. According to the usage of the Government, it is the President who 
receives all foreign ministers and determines what foreign ministers shall or 
shall not be received. 
neither of which has this House any participation, that a foreign power must 
be acknowledged. 
power is an exercise of Executive authority; consequently, for Congress to 
direct the Executive how he shall exercise this power is an act of usurpation. 


Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, speaking after Mr. Smith, contended | 


that the House had the right to express its opinion on every sub- 
ject, but admitted by implication that the recognition of a for- 
eign nation was, in effect, a constitutional power of the Execu- 
tive, which, however, he held should be exercised in conjunction 
with Congress if such a recognition might lead to war. 

Mr. H. Nelson, of Virginia, the next speaker, said: 


receive a minister from that Government? 
course proposed was not reconcilable with the usages of the country, and be- 
cause it was not, and, in his opinion, transcending the constitutional powers 
of Congress, he was unwilling, on great principles, to adopt this measure. 


Mr. Clay said: 


But the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lowndes] hastold usthat the | 


Constitution has wisely confided to the executive branch of the Government 
the administration of the foreign concerns of the country. Has the honor- 
able gentleman attempted to show (though his proposition be generally true 
and will never be controverted by me) that we also have not our participa- 
tion in the administration of the foreign interests of the country when we 
are called upon in our legislative capacity to defray the expenses of foreign 
missions or to regulate commerce? * * Thereare three modes under our 
Constitution in which a nation may be recognized—by the Executive receiving 
a minister; secondly, by itssending one thither, and thirdly, this House ungues- 
tioyably has the right to recognize in the exercise of the constitutional power 
of Congress to regulate foreign commerce. To receive a ministor from a for- 
eign power isan admission that the party sending them is sovereign and inde- 
pendent. So the sending a minister, as ministers are never sent but to sover- 
eign powers, is a recognition of the independence of the power to whom the 
minister is sent. 


Mr. Poindexter, of Mississippi, mete | Mr. Clay, opposed the 

measure. He thonght that the matter of recognition being 

executive function the House should take no action except after a 

minister to a foreign power was ap 

not it would appropriate money for his expenses. 
Mr. Robertson, of Louisiana, said: 


General Washington received a minister from France when a political war 
ay waged against her by all Europe combined. He recognized that Repub- 
ic f+ 


Mr. Spencer said: 


I believe most firmly that we have the constitutional power to legislate on 
this and every other subject connected with our foreign relations or with the 
regulation of commerce. I hold it to be a powerconcurrent with that of the 
executive branch. 


The amendment, after prolonged discussion, was finally rejected. 


In February, 1821, Mr. Clay (the Speaker) introduced the fol- | 


lowing resolution in the House of Representatives: 

That the House * * * will give its constitutional sup . 
dent of the United States whenever he may deem it expedient to recognize 
the sovereignty and independence of any of the said provinces (South Ameri- 
can colonies of Spain). 

This resolution is of course in itself an admission by the House 
of the President's power to recognize a foreign nation without 
consultation with Congress, 
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It is by the exercise of some one of these powers, in | 


Then the acknowledgment of the independence of a new | 





| their sanction to the measure. 


| tution, an act of the Executive authority. 


an | 
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Mr. Clay and others supported the resolution on the ground of 
general policy, maintaining, also, that ‘‘so far from interfering 
with the Executive prerogative it was a fair exercise of the un- 
doubted rights of the House.’’ Other members opposed the reso- 
lution, maintaining that the matter was one wholly for the Execy- 
tive to decide, and that the House should not attempt to goad the 
Executive to action. 

Mr. Mercer, adverting to the supposed power of the President 
to recognize the independence of a government by receiving a 
minister, as well as by sending one, in which recognition the Sen- 
ate would have no voice, said that— 


It became this House to share a part of the responsibility which the Fx- 
ecutive would incur by such a recognition. He doubted himself whet} 
President could recognize the independence of a foreign power by rec 
a minister without the consent of the House. 

Mr. Baldwin opposed the resolution on the ground that recoc- 
nition of a foreign state should be made by all three branches of 
the Government and not by the President alone. 

Mr. Brown said: 


He believed the executive branch of the Government possessed of the con 
Sas power of performing those acts which would amount toa: 
nition, 

Mr. Smith, of Maryland, opposed on the ground that the resolu- 
tion ‘‘ attributed to the President a power [that of recognition] 
too important to be exercised by any authority less than the three 
branches of the Government.”’ 

Mr. Clay, with respect to the mode of recognition of foreign 
powers, reviewed the various opinions which had been expressed 
at different times as well as to-day on this subject. He concluded 
that both Congress and the Executive had this power, but that 


tive, and it was therefore proper to assure him of the support of 
this House. That was the proposition Mr. Clay was trying to 
establish, but great as was his influence he failed to carry the 
House of Representatives with him on that theory at that time. 

On January 2, 1819, the Cabinet of President Monroe considered 
the question of the power to recognize Buenos Ayres. Mr. Cal- 
houn advised acting in concurrence with Great Britain, which was 
only possible through Executive action. Mr. Crawford advised 
sending a minister— 

Because the Senate must then act upon the nomination which would give 
Mr. Wirt added that the House of Represent 
atives must also concur = assenting to an act of appropriation. And the 
President, laughing, said that as those bodies had the power of impeachment 
over us, it would be quite convenient to have them thus pledged be! and, 


Mr. Adams thought that the first minister should come from 


| the country seeking recognition, and said: 

When Washington saw cause to recognize the independence of France | 
did he wait for the sanction of Congress to judge whether or not he ought to | 
e did not. In every view the | 


As to impeachment, I was willing to take my share of risk of it for this 
measure whenever the Executive should deem it proper. And, instead of ad- 
mitting the Senate or House of Representatives to any share in the act of 
recognition, I would expressly wohl that form of doing it which \ 
quire the concurrence of those bodies. It was, I had no doubt, by our ‘ 
General Washington had exe! 
it in recognizing the French Republic by the reception of Mr. Gen: 
Madison had exercised it by declining several years to receive, and by fi! 
receiving, Mr. Onis; and in this instance I thought the Executive ou 
fully to preserve entire the authority given him by the Constitutio: 
weaken it by ectting the precedent of making either House of ‘ 
party to an act which it was his exclusive act and duty to perform 


Mr. Crawford said: 

He did not, however, deny, but admitted, that the recognition w 
within the powers of the Executive alone. (Diary of J. Q@. Adams, \ 
204-206.) 

In 1833 Edward Livingston, a great lawyer and then 
of State, sent out a circular letter of instructions to the : 
and diplomatic officers of the United States, which is as ! 
No. 18.] DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


Washington, Marci 
HENRY WHEATON, Esq.. 
Chargé @’ Affaires of the United States to Denmark. 


Str: It isobserved that special communications from foreign | 


| tended for the Executive of the United States have been usually a 


inted to decide whether or | 


to the President and Congress of the United States. 

This style was introduced under the old confederstion and was ' 
fectly proper, but since the Federal Constitution has been form: 
curacy is apparent, the whole executive power, particularly that 
intercourse, being vested in the President. You will therefore 4 


| note tothe minister for foreign affairs, apprising him that all « 
| tions made directly to the head of our executive government shou 


dressed ‘To the President of the United States of America,” w) 
other addition. 

You will, of course, observe that this relates solely to those co! 
tions of ceremony which are made from one sovereign to anoti« 
ample, notices of births, deaths, changes in government, etc.—and 
relate to the ordinary diplomatic intercourse, which is to be ca 
usual through this Departinent. 

Iam, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
EpWARD Liv? 


President Jackson, in his message to Congress of Dec: 
1836, said: 

Nor has any deliberate inquiry ever been instituted in Congress ; 
of our legislative bodies as to whom belongs the power of origins ue 
nizing a new state; a power the exercise of which is equivalent , 
circumstances to a declaration of war; a power nowhere especially ' 
and only granted in the Constitution as it is necessarily in\ olved } 
the great powers given to Congress, in that given to the President 4 


any 


vated 
e of 
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to form treaties with foreign powers and to appoint ambassadors and other 


wublic ministers, and in that conferred upon the President to receive minis- 
oe from foreign nations. s 

In the preamble to the resolution of the House of Representatives (the 
resolution referred to is as follows: “That the independence of Texas — 
to be acknowledged by the United States whenever satisfactory information 


e received that it had in successful operation a civil government 


anol k I = ba 

. a. of performing the duties and fulfilling the obligations of an inde- 
cari ent power”) it is distinctly intimated that the expediency of recogniz- 
fig the independence of Texas should be left to the decision of Congress. In 
this view on the ground of expediency Iam disposed to concur, and do not, 


therefore, consider it eee to express any opinion as to the strict con- 
stitutional right of the Executive either apart from or in conjunction with 
the Senate over the subject. It is to be presumed that on no future occasion 
will a dispute arise, as none has heretofore occurred, between the Executive 
and the Legislature in the exercise of the power of recognition. It will always 
be considered consistent with the spirit of the Constitution and most safo 
that it should be exercised, when probably leading to war, with the previous 
understanding with that body by whom war can alone be decla and by 
whom all the provisions for sustaining its perils must be furnished. 

On June 18 of the same year, and referring to the same matter 
of the independence of Texas, Mr. Clay, in a report from the 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations (S. Doc. No. 406, 24th 
Cong., ist sess.), said: 

The recognition of * * * an independent power mer 
United States in various ways. First, by treaty; second, by the passage of 
a law regulating commercial intercourse between the two powers; third, by 
sending a diplomaticagent * * * with the usual credentials; or, lastly, by 
the Executive receiving and accrediting a diplomatic representative from 
the power in question, which would be a recognition as far as the Execu- | 
tive only is competent to make it. In the first and third modes the concur- | 
rence of the Senate in its executive capacity would be necessary, and in 
the second in its legislative character. 

The Senate alone, without the cooperation of some other branch of the | 
Government, is not competent to recognize the existence of any power. | 

The President of the Unfted States, by the Constitution, has the charge of | 
their foreign intercourse. Regularly he ought to take the initiative in the 
acknowledgment of the independence of any new power. But in this case he 
has not yet done it, for reasons which he, without doubt, deems sufficient. | 
If, in any instance, the President should be tardy, he may be quickened in | 
the exercise of his power by the expression of the opinion, or by other acts, | 
of one or both branches of Congress, as was done in relation to the republics | 
formed out of Spanish America. | 

Together with this report a resolution was submitted to the 
Senate from the Committee on Foreign Relations that was as 
follows: i 

Resolved, That the independence of Texas ought to be acknowledged by | 
the United States whenever satisfactory information shall be received that | 
it hasin successful operation a civil government capable of performing the 
duties and fulfilling the obligations of an independent power. 


On July 1, 1836, this resolution being in debatein the Senate, 
Mr. Webster said he was willing to go so far as to vote funds 
to enable the President to send out a proper minister, but against | 
adirect recognition he thought there existed strong objections, 
because it was the proper function of the President to take the | 
lead in this matter. 

Ina debate in the House in the following year John Quincy 
Adams said (February 27, 1887) he objected to the proposition | 
before the House on the ground that the act of recognition of a 
foreign power had heretofore always been an executive act of | 
this Government. It was the business and duty of the President 
of the United States, and he (Mr. A.) was not willing to set the | 
example of giving that recognition on the part of the legislative | 
body without recommendation of the Executive. 
Ina note from Mr. Buchanan, Secretary of State, to Mr. Rush, | 


be mrele by the 





on March 31, 1848 (MSS. Inst. France), we find the following 
anguage: a 
It Was right and proper that the envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
p *ntiary from the United States should be the first to recognize, so far as 
's powers extended, the provisional government of the French Republic. 


A passage in President Polk’s special message to Congress of | 


| 


~_ 8, 1848, also distinctly implies the power of the President, | 
trough his ministers, to recognize the existence of a foreign gov- 
tment. He says: 

a + * prompt recognition of the new Government by the representative of 
tte ed States at the French Court meets my full and unqualified appro- 
a and he has been authorized in a suitable manner to make known this | 


“ie constituted authorities of the French Republic. 


President Taylor, in his first annual message to Congress of 
ecem ber 4, 1849, says: 


For this purpose invested an agent then in Europe with the power to de- 


th our Willingness promptly to recognize her (Hungary) independence in 
Th, nt of her ability to sustain it. 

m a President authorized an agent to recognize the inde- 
4UenCce 


* a country contingent on the happening of some | 
mre event. 
‘esident Taylor again, in a special message to Congress, March 


*, 1850, says: 


Nie ieitinne 1 
ean PUEP se, a8 freely avowed in this co: ndence, was to have acknowl. | 
Orer nn e dependence of Hungary had she succeeded in establishing a | 
“ment de facto on a basis sufficiently permanent in its character to 


- Justified me in doing so. 
Sa ey he clearly asserted his right as President of the United | 
Withor ‘o recognize the revolutionary government of Hungary 
la tous ongressional action of any kind. 
of co the House passed a resolution in regard to the attempt | 
“ace to set up the empire of Maximilian in Mexico. Mr. ' 








| ‘The Constitution o 


| communications from them, 


| claiming to represent the people in a South American state until it 


Seward writes that the French minister, having asked an ex- 
planation of the resolution, he inclosed it, with the statement 
that it ‘‘ truly interprets the uniform sentiment of the people of 
the United States in regard to Mexico.” He says, further: 


It is, however, another and distinct question whether the United States 
would think it necessary or proper toexpress themselves in the form adopted 
by the House of Representatives at this time. Thisisa practical and purely 
executive question, and a decision of it constitutionally belongs, not to the 
House of Representatives, nor even Congress, but to the President of the 
United States. 


Again, Mr. Seward, in a note to Mr. Dayton, of April 7, 1864 
(MSS. Inst. France), says: 


The question of recognition of foreign revolutionary or reactionary gov- 
ernments is one exclusively for the Executive and can not be determined in- 
ternationally by Congressional action. 


President Grant, in his second annual message, 1870, says: 


As soon as I learned thata republic had been proclaimed at Paris, and that 
the ple of France had acquiesced in the change, the minister of the United 
States was directed by telegraph to recognizs it and to tender my congratu- 
lations and those of the people of the United States. 


Still another precedent for the recognition of a foreign govern- 
ment by the President or officers appointed by him is found ina 
note from Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, to Mr. Sickles, December 
16, 1870 (MSS. Inst. Spain, Foreign Relations, 1871): 

Should there be circumstances which lead you to doubt the propriety of 
recognizing the Duke of Aosta as King of Spain, it will be easy to communi- 
cate with the Department by telegraph and ask instructions. Should there 
be no such circumstances, the general policy of the United States, as well as 
their interests in the present relations with Spain, call for an early and 
cheerful recognition of the change which the nation has made. 


In 1876 the Republic of Pretoria sent us certain resolutions of 
congratulations on our centennial celebration of the Declaration 
of Independence. Congress passed a resolution of acknowledg- 
ment. It went to the President. Nothing could have been more 
harmless or have met with more uniform agreement. But on 
January 26, 1877, President Grant vetoed the resolutions on con- 
stitutional grounds (p. 1112). His veto message was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and never reported there- 
from. The President said: 


Sympathizing as I do in the spirit of courtesy and friendly recognition 
which has prom the passage of these resolutions, I can not escape the 
conviction that their adoption has inadvertently involved the exercise of a 
power whichinfrin es upon the constitutional rightsofthe Executive. * * * 

the United States, following the established usage of na- 
tions, has indicated the President as the agent to represent the national sov- 
ereignty in its intercourse with foreign powers, and to receive all official 
* * * making him, in the language of one of 
the most eminent writers on constitutional law, ‘“‘the constitutional organ 
of communication with foreign states.” If Congress can direct the corre- 
spondence of the Secretary of State with foreign governments, a case very 
different from that now under consideration might arise, when that officer 
might be directed to present to the same foreign government entirely differ- 


| ent and antagonistic views or statements. 


He vetoed, therefore,a mere resolution of acknowledgment, in 
response to a resolution from the Republic of Pretoria con¢ratu- 
lating us on our centennial anniversary, and he did so upon the 
ground that the whole conduct of our foreign relations rested 
in executive hands and not even so slight an invasion of it as 
that could be permitted. 

In a note to Mr. Christiancy, May 9, 1881 (MSS. Inst. Peru, 
Foreign Relations, 1881), Mr. Blaine, Secretary of State, says: 

If the Calderon government is supported by the character and intelligence 
of Peru * * * you may recognize it as the existing provisional govern- 
ment. 

And in relation to the same matter President Arthur, in his 
third annual message to Congress, 1883, says: 

When the will of the Peruvian people shall be manifested I shall not hesi- 
tate to recognize the government approved by them. 

Also the power of the President or officers appointed by him to 
recognize a new government is distinctly implied in a note from 
Mr. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of State, to Mr. Logan, March 17, 
1884. (MSS. Inst. Chile.) He says: 

The Department of State will not recognize a revolutionary g& »vernment 
is estab- 
lished by a free expression of the will of that people. 

Thus, Mr. President, I have reviewed the action and the inter- 
pretations based upon that clause of the Constitution which au- 


| thorizes the President to receive foreign ministers as a full and 
| exclusive power of recognition by a series of Presidents and Sec- 


retaries of State. I now wish to call attention to the decisions 
of the Supreme Court and to the opinions of writers upon con- 
stitutional law. 

By the act of February 28, 1795 (1, Statutes at Large, 424), 
Congress specially delegated to the President the power to decide 
whether a government organized in a State (of the Union) is the 
duly constituted government of that State, and this power of the 
President was reaffirmed by the Supreme Court in Luther v. Bor- 
den (7 Howard), the celebrated case growing out of the trou- 
bles in Rhode Island, known as the ‘“‘ Dorr rebellion.’’ In that 
case, Mr. Webster, who appeared for the defendant in error, said: 


How did the President of the United Statestreatthis question? Acting un- 
der the Constitution and law of 1795, he decided that the existing government 
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was the one which he was bound to protect. He took his stand accordingly, 
and we say that this is obligatory upon this court, which always follows an 
executive recognition of a foreign government. 

Webster made that statement in argument, and in the decision 
Chief Justice Taney, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

In the case of foreign nations the government acknowledged by the Presi- 
dent is always recognized in the courts of justice. 

Mr. President, it is pretty hard to go beyond that statement as 
a recognition by the Supreme Court of the power of the President 
to recognize foreign governments. 

United States v. Hutchings (2 Wheeler’s Criminal Cases, 543), 
in 1817, wasa prosecution for piracy. The question arose whether 
at a certain date the Republic of Buenos Ayres was independent. 
Counsel argued that our independence began with the Declara- 
tion of Independence in 1776, and therefore that the independence 
of Buenos Ayres ‘‘ commenced with their declaration of independ- 
ence,’’ was a matter of notoriety throughout the world, and was 
proved by certain correspondence between President Monroe and 
the Spanish minister. Chief Justice Marshall was of opinion— 


That a nation became independent from its declaration of independence 
only as respects its own government and the various departments thereof. 
That before it could be considered independent by the judiciary of foreign 
nations it was necessary that its independence should be recognized by the 
executive authority of those nations; that as our Executive had never recog- 
nized the independence of Buenos Ayres, it was not competent to the court to 
pronounce its independence. 


Here we have the decision of Marshall to add to that of Taney 
as well as to the statement of Mr. Webster in argument. 

In United States v. Palmer (3 Wheat., 610, 634), arising two 
months later, the Chief Justice used language applicable to the 
legislative as well as to the executive department, and this is the 
only exception to the general rule above stated in regard to such 
cases. 

Williams v. Suffolk Insurance Company (3 Sumn., 270, 273) in- 
volved the question whether the fisheries at the Falkland Islands 
belonged to Buenos Ayres. It was decided by Mr. Justice Story, 
whose remarks are of especial interest because he had discussed 
this very question in his commentaries on the Constitution, and 
had, according to the general plan of the commentaries, left it 
there an open one. He now said: 

It is very clear that it belongs exclusively to the executive department 
of our Government to recogni 
which may arise in the political revolutions of the world; and until such new 

overnments are so recognized they can not be admitted by our courts of 
a to have or to exercise the common rights and prerogatives of sover- 
elgnty. 

Mr. Justice Story further goes on to say that ‘‘ this doctrine 
was fully recognized by the Supreme Court of the United States 
in Gelston v. Hoyt (8 Wheat., 246, 324).’’ In that case the opin- 
ion had been written by himself and used simply the word ‘* gov- 
ernment.’’ The learned justice’s interpretation of the opinion 
would indicate that whenever the word ** government’’ had been 
used in this connection the executive department has been in- 
tended; and it is also noticeable that the case thus referred to 
was decided at the same term of court with the Palmer case 
above referred to; so that these remarks of Mr. Justice Story tend 
to confirm the inference which may be drawn from the Hutch- 
- ings case, that the reference to the legislative department of the 
Government in the Palmer case was an inadvertence. We now 
can add Story to the authority of Marshall and Taney. 

Williams v. Suffolk Insurance Company, above quoted, came 
up for review in the Supreme Court of the United States (13 Pet., 
415). Mr. Justice McLean said (p. 420): 


And there can be no doubt that when the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment, which is charged with our foreign relations, shall in its correspondence 
with a foreign nation assume a fact in regard to the sovereignty of any island 
or country, it is conclusive on the judicial department. And in this view it 
is not material to inquire, nor is it the province of the court to determine, 
whether the Executive be right or wrong. It is enough to know that in the 
exercise of his constitutional functions he has decided the question. Having 
done this under the responsibilities which belong to him, it is obligatory on 
the people and the Government of the Union. 


In Kennett v. Chambers (14 How. , 30) the question arose whether 
Texas was an independent government in September, 1836. Chief 
Justice Taney said (p. 46) that it ‘‘ belonged to the Government”’ 
to decide when Texas became independent. He then refers to the 
President’s message of December 22, 1836, as evidence that it had 
not yet become independent at that time, and says (pp. 50-51): 


It is a sufficient answer to the argument to say that the question whether 
Texas had or had not at that time become an independent state was a ques- 
tion for that department of government exclusively which is charged with our 
Joreign relations. 


The department thus referred to is clearly indicated by its fur- 
ther characterization (p. 51) as “‘ the treaty-making power.”’ 

The Prize Cases (2 Bl., 635) are not strictly in point, because 
they refer to domestic, not to foreign, difficulties. Mr. Justice 
Grier (p. 670), however, says: 

Whether the President, in fulfilling his duties as commander in chief, in 
suppressing an insurrection, has met with such armed hostile resistance and 
a civil war of such alarming proportions as will compel him toaccord to them 
the character of belligerents, is a question to be decided by him, and this 


court must be governed by the decisions and acts of the political department 
of the Government, to which this power was intrusted. 


ize from time to time any new governments | 
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The italics are the court’s own. 
In the recent case of the United States v. Trumbull (48 Fed. R, D 
99, 104), referring to the late civil war in Chile, Judge Ross says: 


It is beyond question that the status of the people composing the Congres. 
sional party at the time of the commission of the alleg offense is to be ra. 
garded by the court as it was then regarded by the political or executi,, de- 
partment of the United States. This doctrine is firmly established. 


In the Itata (56 Fed. Rep., 505, 510) the circuit court of ap- 
peals forthe ninth circuit, speaking through Judge Hawley, saiq: 


The law is well settled that it is the duty of the courts to regard the status 
of the Congressional party in the same light as they were regarded by the 
executive department of the United States at the time the alleged offenses 
were committed. : 


The law and practice as to appointing and receiving ministers 
and consuls has been elaborately set forth and discussed by Caleb 
Cushing (7 Op. of Attorneys-General, p. 242), who concludes: 


Further, to show that this act can not be reasonably construed as in- 
tending to require the President to do what the Constitution, on consid. 
erations of public policy, has intrusted to the sole discretion of the Execu- 
tive, may be mentioned the clause of the act which says, in words, that the 
President shall appoint a “consul” at Port au Prince. This, if done, would 
have the effect, according to international usage, of placing the Haytien Em. 
pire in diplomatic relation with the United States. It is not presumed that 
such wasthe purpose of the lawmakers; yet such is the necessary effect of the 
law, if the words “‘shall appoint” are mandatory in operation. If they aro 
mandatory in any case they are in all; if not mandatory in one case, they are 
soinnone. * * * ? 

The President can, with concurrence of the Senate, appoint consuls at any 
place whatever, whether they be mentioned in the act or not. 


I will now cite the writers upon our Constitution: 
In W. Rawle’s View of the Constitution of the United States, 


| pages 195 and 196, is found the following in regard to the Pres- 


ident’s power of recognition of a foreign nation: 

The power of receiving foreign ambassadors carries with it, among other 
things, the right of judging, in the case of a revolution in a foreign country, 
whether the new rulers ought to b8 recognized. The Legislature, indeed, 


| possesses a superior power and may declare its dissent from the Executive 


recognition or refusal; but until that sense is declared the act of the Execu- 
tive is binding. 

The power of Congress on this subject can not be controlled. They may, 
if they think proper, acknowledge a small and helpless community, though 
with the certainty of drawing a war upon our country; but greater circum- 
spection is required from the President, who, not having the constitutional 
—- declare war, ought ever to abstain from a measure likely to pro 

uce it. 


Judge Story says, in his Commentaries on the Constitution (2 
Story on the Constitution, secs. 1566 and 1567): 


But a much more delicate occasion is when a civil war breaks out ins 
nation, and two nations are formed, or two parties in the same nation, each 
claiming the sovereignty of the whole, and the contest remains as yet unde- 
cided, flagrante bello. * * The exercise of this prerogative of acknowl- 
edging new nations or ministers is, therefore, under such circumstances, an 
executive function of great delicacy, which requires the utmost caution and 
deliberation. * * * Ifsuch recognition is made it is conclusive upon the 
nation, unless, indeed, it can be reversed by an act of Congress repudiating 
it. If,on the other hand, such recognition has been refused by the [xecutive, 
it is said that Congress may, notwithstanding, solemnly acknowledge the 
sovereignty of the nation or party (citing Rawle). These, however, are 
propositions which have hitherto remained as abstract statements under the 
Constitution, and therefore can be propounded, not as absolutely true, but 
as still open to discussion if they should ever arise in the course of our foreign 
diplomacy. The Constitution has expressly invested the Executive with 

wer to receive ambassadors and other ministers. It has not expressly 
invested Congress with the power either to repudiate or acknowledge 
them. * * * 

That a power so extensive in its reach over our foreign relations could not 
ey be conferred on any other than the executive department will aa 
mit of little doubt. Thatit should be exclusively confided to that d 
ment without any participation of the Senate in the functions (that bocy 
being conjointly intrusted with the treaty-making power) is not so obvious. 
Probably the circumstance that in all foreign governments the power was 
exclusively confided to the executive department, and the utter impractica 
bility of keeping the Senate constantly in session, and the sudde: f the 
emergencies which might require the action of the Government. ‘ “et 
to the establishment of the authority in its present form. It is not, 1 
power likely to be abused, though it ses with consequences of d 
volving the question of peace or war. And in our short experience the re’ i 
lutions in France and the revolutions in South America have already plac 
us insituations to feel its critical character and the necessity of haying at Us 
head of the Government an Executive of sober judgment, enlightened views 
and firm and exalted patriotism. ; 

Clearly only the general plan of not deciding open questions ” 
these commentaries was the learned justice’s only reason [or a 
more positively expressing dissent from the propositions 0! 
Rawle; and, as has already been shown, his views upon this pol! 
were in accord with those of Chief Justice Marshall as expres" 
upon the Hutchings trial in 1817. He refers also to the chap! 
on M. Genét and the neutrality proclamation of 1798, in M — ; 
Life of Washington, and all through that chapter it 1s ‘ lear t * 
the Chief Justice agrees with Washington and his Cabinet 10“ . 
sidering the recognition of a new government to be an Execu" 
function. ¢ his 

: eas . ront oO a 

Mr. Pomeroy is much more positive in the statem: Ast 
opinion. He says (Pomeroy’s Constitutional Law, pp.) °™ 
and 672): ea 

All foreign relations are thus confided exclusively to the President" 
him in connection with the Senate. * * * +. #. notion thus 

Of the unlimited extentand transcendentimportance of this func’) ong 
confided to the Executive, either alone or in connection with the 5en4™ 
can be no doubt. * * * 


pomgrete may pass resolves in relation to questions of an intern! 
acter, but these can only have a certain moral weight; they b®' 


ness « 


onauce 


nal chat 
no leg 


















1904. 


effect; they can not: bind the Executive. The necessity for this is evident; 

negotiations generally require a ce n degree of secrecy; one mind and 

will must always be more efficient in such matters than a large deliberative 
+ 


ssembly. ‘ 
. "The President can not declare war; Con alone this attribute. 


But the President may, without any possibility of hindrance from the Legis- 
lature, so conduct the foreign intercourse, the diplomatic negotiations with 
other governments as to force a war, as to compel another nation to take the 
initiative; and this step once taken the challenge can not be refused. 


Mr. Wharton expresses his opinion in the following headnote: 
“Such recognition determinable by Executive.’’? (Wharton’s In- 
ternational Law Digest, 2d ed., p. 551.) 

The number of instances in which the Executive has recognized a new 
foreign power without consulting Congress (because net anticipating conse- 
quences which made such consultation a has been very great. No 
objection has been made by Congress in any of these instances. The legisla- 
tive power has thus for one hundred years impliedly confirmed the view 
that the right to recognize a new foreign government belonged to the Execu 
tive: and if it is correct doctrine that the same power can not be exercised 
for the same purposes by two different branches of the Government, this im- 
plied approval is conclusive of the whole present controversy. (54th Cong., 
2d sess., 8. Doc. 56.) 

I should like next briefly to call attention to what the United 
States, acting upon the principles just stated, has done in practice 
as to the time accorded before recognition was given and as to 
the manner in which recognition was given. ; : 

In the case of the French Republic of 1793, President Washing- 
ton received Monsieur Genét, and recognized the Republic in 
that way. ; : 

The President authorized the recognition of the Empire in 1804 
through sending a new letter of credence to our minister. He 
recognized the monarchy of 1814 in the same way. When the 
Republic of 1848 was proclaimed on the morning of February 
25, it was recognized by Mr. Rush, the American minister, on 
the 28th, three days later. That action was executive. It was 
within three days, and it was approved by the President. The 
second Empire was recognized in the same manner. 

The Republic of 1870 was recognized by the Executive through 
our minister, Mr. Washburne, after an interval of two days. 
There was then no constitution established in France; it was a 
purely revolutionary government, and the Republic was recog- 


nized by us with the utmost rapidity. The telegrams are cited | 
in the Senate document presented by the Senator from Maine | 


[Mr. HALE] in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
When Brazil threw off the imperial rule, the minister tele- 
graphed: 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Rio de Janeiro, November 17, 1889. 
The imperial family sailed to-day. Government de facto, with ministry, 
aon Perfect order maintained. Important we acknowledge Repub- 
ic first. 
ADAMS. 


Mr. Blaine telegraphed to Mr. Adams: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 19, 1889. 


Pon will maintain diplomatic relations with the provisional government 
of Brazil. 


BLAINE. 

Thus we recognized the new government within two days. 

The Central American Federation was recognized by the Presi- 
dent's reception of Mr. Canaz as envoy extraordinary in 1824. 
The Kingdom of Hawaii was recognized, in 1826, by Captain Jones, 
& naval officer,.being sent there by the Executive to negotiate a 
treaty. The United States recognized the existence of Belgium 
by the issuance of an exequatur to the Belgian consul at New 
York—a purely Executive act. The President recognized Texas 
by sending Mr. La Branche as chargé d'affaires. Again, when 
the independence of Greece was recognized, it was an Executive 
act through our minister in London. 

In the case of Hungary, to which I have already alluded, Presi- 
dent Taylor sent an agent out to recognize Hungary the moment 
it could be said the revolution was in any degree successful. The 
recognition of the Republic of Haiti was an Executive act, as 
Were the recognitions of the Republic of Liberia, the Dominican 
Republic, the Kingdom of Korea, the Empire of Germany, the 
Orange Free State, the Principality of Roumania, Servia, and the 
Kongo Free State. Costa Rica was recognized by the reception 
of & minister. Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Salvador, the 
Greater Republic of Central America in 1896, Bolivia, Ecuador, 
Paraguay, Peru, the Peru-Bolivian Confederation, Uruguay, 
V enezuela, New Granada, and the Kingdom of Samoa were all 
recognized by Executive act. In every instance it was a case of 
purely Executive recognition, almost all by the method of receiv- 
ing a minister. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me 
to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 
the Snator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. : 


XXXVILI——30 
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Mr. BACON. Does the Senator from Massachusetts claim that 
that is an Executive function exclusively? 

Mr. LODGE. To receive a minister? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; to recognize the independence of a na- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think it has ever been done in any other 
way. My own impression is that it can only be done by the 
methods which are confined to the Executive. 

Mr. BACON. That was a preliminary question to the one I 
now ask the Senator. Did not the Senator himself vote for the 
resolutions which recognized Cuba as a free and independent 
country? 

Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President; I voted to strike out that 
clause. 

Mr. BACON. Did not the Senator, after he failed to strike out 
that clause, vote for the resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. I think I probably did, Mr. President. 

Mr. BACON. Inthatcase, then, the Senator did not hold tothe 
opinion which he now expresses. 

Mr. LODGE. I certainly did not, Mr. President. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator took action which was in conflict 
with that which he now asserts to be the fundamental law of this 
country. 

Mr. LODGE. That clause, however,if the Senator remembers, 
went out of the resolution. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, the recognition of the Republic of 
Cuba was stricken out from the resolution as passed. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not speaking of republics particularly, but 
of the recognition of states. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh. I thought the Senator asked me if I voted 
for the recognition of the Republic of Cuba. No; I voted against 
that clause. 

Mr. BACON. I asked the Senator if he did not vote for the 
resolution which declared that Cuba was of right free and inde- 
pendent. 

Mr. LODGE. We declared, I think, that the people of Cuba 
were of right free and independent, but I think we distinctly re- 
fused to recognize the Republic. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. But, then, the question is as to the 
recognition of the independence of a country and not the recogni- 
tion of the particular form of government which may be set up 
in it. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course. 

Mr. BACON. That is the important fact; whether or not a 
country has become independent by reason of its severance from 
the parent country and the establishment of a new severeignty. 

Mr. LODGE. The question is as to the recognition of an inde- 


| pendent state, the test being whether it has a de facto government 


in possession. 
Mr. BACON. Then. if I understand the Senator correctly, his 
position is this: That it is the function of the executive depart- 


' ment to recognize the particular government which may be es- 


tablished, and that it is the function of the legislative department 
of the Government to recognize the fact of independence. Am I 
stating the Senator's position correctly? 

Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President; the Senator does not under- 
stand me to say anything of that kind. He may understand me 
to say so, but I did not say so. 

Mr. BACON. Of course I may have misunderstood the Sena- 
tor’s language in that regard; but I understand that when I asked 
the Senator whether he voted for the resolutions, the Senator re- 
plied, ‘* Yes: but those resolutions did not recognize the Republic 
of Cuba. They simply recognized the independence of Cuba.’’ 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 

Mr. BACON. And it was upon that statement that I predi- 
cated the question whether the Senator differentiated those two 
functions. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we did not recognize the inde- 
pendence of Cuba. In those resolutions, borrowing the phrase- 
ology which is very familiar to us, I think we put it that ‘‘ the 
people of Cuba are and of right ought to be free and independent.”’ 

Mr. BACON. Is not that recognizing the independence of 
Cuba? 

Mr. LODGE. They recognized that the people of Cuba are and 
of right ought to be free and independent. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. Therefore I am not incorrect in the 
statement that the Senator by that act recognized that it was a 
function of the legislative department to recognize the independ- 
ence of a country. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all, Mr. President. We expressed, as a 
matter of opinion, in the resolutions that we sent to the Execu- 
tive, that under the then existing condition of facts those people 
were of right and ought to be free and independent. 
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Mr. BACON. 


JANUARY 5, 


ions just as if a ific appropriation had been made, there)})y 


Mr. LODGE. We had no means of recognizing the state of 
Cuba, and there was no state of Cuba to recognize. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not speaking of that. 

Mr. LODGE. I have been trying to talk about the recognition 
of a state and a government—— 

Mr. BACON. And I was trying to get at what was the exact 
meaning of the Senator, and therefore I asked him the question | 
whether or not in voting for the resolution with reference to Cuba 


he did not recognize it as a function belonging to the legislative | 


department to recognize the independence of the people, if you 


please, and he restricted the right to recognize the particular gov- | 


ernment which might be set up to the executive department. 

Mr. LODGE. 
the Congress of the United States could join with the President 
in recognizing the freedom and independence of those people. 

Mr. BACON. That is what I wanted to find out from the 
Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it probable that I did. If the Senator 
finds any satisfaction in discovering any inconsistency there, Iam 
delighted. If it pleases him, it does not trouble me at all. 

My proposition, therefore, as to the recognition of a state and 
government, is that it is primarily and may be, as has always 
happened, an exclusively Executive function. The precedents 
are uniform to a most extraordinary degree. The position has 


bten held by every Secretary of State, I think, without exception; | 


it has been held by the Supreme Court in the cases I have read 
that the Executive recognition is the only recognition admitted 
by the courts, and I do not think it is possible to go beyond that. 

The other method of recognition in the Constitution is by the 
clause which gives the President the right to nominate ambassa- 
dors, ministers, and consuls. Recognition has almost invariably 


occurred in what Mr. John Quincy Adams pointed out to be the best | 


and most proper way—the reception of a minister from the state 
seeking independence—but the power of the President tonominate 


a minister where no such office had been created by Congress and | 


which, therefore, implies his ability to recognize in that way, has 
been established beyond a doubt. I have heard the right of the 
President to nominate a minister to Panama questioned because 


no such office had been created by Congress, and I thought it | 


would not be amiss to call the attention of the Senate to the 
practice in that respect. 

On December 22, 1791, President Washin 
the Senate nominating Gouverneur Morris, 
William Short as ministers to Paris, London, and The Hague, re- 
spectively. , There were no provisions of law ‘for any such officers. 
Various motions declaring that there was no need for these mis- 
sions were debated and were rejected, and the nominations of 
Morris and Pinckney were confirmed. A similar motion was made 
that there was no occasion for a minister to The Hague, and that 
was postponed until the following Monday, when it was taken up 
and defeated, and immediately after the nomination of a minister 
to The Hague was confirmed. 

On the 16th of April, 1794, Washington nominated John Jay as 
envoy extraordinary to Great Britain. Mr. Pinckney was min- 
ister plenipotentiary, but he was not envoy extraordinary, which 
office did not exist. President Washington therefore nominated 
Mr. Jay to an office which had no existence, He was confirmed 
by the Senate. 

On the 6th of February,1799, John Adams nominated Rufus King 
minister to Russia. No such office existed. He said in the nomi- 
nating message that it was to open relations with Russia. No 
action was taken, and the Russian mission was not established 
until 1809, I think, when Mr. John Quincy Adams was sent. 

On the 29th day ‘of May, 1813, Mr. Madison nominated a minis- 
ter to Sweden to open diplomatic relations with that country. 
No such office had been created by Congress. 

John Adams sent in the names of Ellsworth and Patrick Henry 


on sent a message to 


to be commissioners to France in conjunction with William Vans | 


Murray. No such offices existed. 


On the 11th of January, 1803, Jefferson nominated Livingston | 
to negotiate with France and Charles Pinckney to negotiate with | 


Spain in conjunction with Monroe. No such offices existed. 

Until Mr. Madison’s second term appropriations for the diplo- 
matic service were made in a lump sum, and Congress thus left it 
for many years to the Executive to appoint ministers when he 
pleased without ever taking any action which could be construed 
as the creation of any one of these offices. 

Of course, Mr. President, with the extension of our diplomatic 
service cases of nominating t to offices for which there is no appro- 
priation have practical] , but the cases which I have 
ited —of Washington, ae A s, and Madison—show that the 
men most familiar with the Constitation in its early days con- 


ceived that they had an entire right to nominate a minister to a | 


country where there was no provision for a mission made by Con- 
gress and that the Senate in all instances confirmed those nomina- 


Is not that recognizing their independence? FE 
i 


I think very likely I woted, Mr. President, that | 


homas Pinckney, and | 


recognizing the right of the President. It is a method by which 
recognition could be extended. It isa method which, in practice, 
has not lately been used at all for that purpose, because very 
| naturally the reception of the minister or ambassador of the state 
seeking recognition has been the obvious way to meet it. 
| Mr. President, I have tried to lay down ‘the general interna- 

tional law; I have tried to show the general practice of the Goy- 
| ernment of the United States and the precedents which we have 
in regard to it. Having shown, as I believe, that all the authori- 
ties hold that recognition is an exec utive function which can not 
be invaded or diminished by the legislative body, that what: 
| dangers it may carry the Constitution has placed it in execut 
hands, [now come to the exercise of that right in the present caso 
|of Panama. Theright of the President to recognize being demon 
| strated by law and precedent, I wish to inquire whether that 

undoubted right has been properly exercised in this particular : 

In section 4 of the act approved June 28, 1902, which provided 
for the construction of the canal, occur these words: 
That should the President be unable to obtain for the United Stat 

satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Compan 

the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia a1 
| rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, within a reasonable ti: 

upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for 
| United States pure tual control by treaty of the necessary territory 
| a Rica and Nicaragua, upon terms which he may consider reas: 
or the construction, perpe ‘tual maintenance, operation, and protectio: 


= al connecting the Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean by what i 
| monly known as the Nicaragua route, etc. 


| In other words, the President was instructed by that act | 
cure a right of way through a given piece of territory with a view 
to building a canal. It was entirely secondary and of no vita! 
portance to whom that territory belonged. At that time that 
territory was within the boundaries of the Republic of Colombia, 
and Colombia sought to make acanal treaty with us. If Senators 
will turn to page 18 of Senate Document No. 51, Fifty-eighth Con- 
| gress, they will see there a letter from Mr. Hay to Mr. Beaupré, 
in which he says: 


r 


im- 


The canal negotiations were initiated by Colombia, and were ener: 
preenn u 


n this Government for several years. The propositions are 


xy Colombia, with slight modifications, were finally accepted by us fa ir- 
tue of this agreement our Congress reversed its previous judgment and 
decided upon the Panama route. 


In other words, the treaty was sought by Colombia, had been 
| sought by Colombia for years, and was made with Colombia on 
the terms she asked, with comparatively slight modification 
The treaty was dated the 22d of January, 1903. As to the char- 
acter of the treaty, which is fresh in everybody's mind, I need 
only say that the sole objection that I heard made to it in the 
Senate—and that sole objection was made at considerable length 
and during a pretty long period of time—was that we went a great 
deal too far in what we conceded to Colombia. Therefore Colom- 
bia sought the treaty; she got the treaty; she got what she asked, 
with trifling modifications, and she got concessions which it was 
very difficult for many of us to accede to,and which only the uni- 
versal desire for the building of the canal made it possible for us 
to accept. 

Now, what was the treatment of that treaty by Colombia’ | 
wish to call attention—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow m 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senator speaks on that subject, ! 
should be very glad if he would state whether or not the Depart- 
ment of Panama took part in that action of Colombia, and, if 50, 
| what part? 

Mr. LODGE. I will answer the question in one moment. _ 
Mr. DANIEL. I have seen it stated that one or more of the 
| revolutionary consuls of Panama took part in the action 0! 
Colombian Congress, but I have not been able—— 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator means in the Congress whic! 
cussed the treaty? 

Mr. DANIEL. Which discussed and rejected the treaty. 

Mr. LODGE. I have analyzed that very carefully an! 
show the Senator from Virginia exactly what the represen’ 
of Panama did. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish the Senator would do so. = 

Mr. LODGE. When the treaty reached Bogota, Coloma 
I think I shall be able to show by the extracts I shall rea’ trom 
Mr. Beaupré’s correspondence, from the beginning soug!h' to &* 
tort more money from the United States and from the com!) “ny, 
and it will appear also that the feelin [= Panama foun: very 
early expression. Mr. Beaupré, whom I know only from t)) > °°r 

ce which has been sent to the Senate, appears t) ™e 
have been a man of great clearness of vision, great firmnes and 
great tact. I think the correspondence does him the utmost 
credit, and I think anyone who will read it will agree with ‘0 0? 
that point. 
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On page 7 of his correspondence, on April 24, 1903—see how 
early that was—he says to Mr. Hay: 

I have the honor to refer to your telegram of the 7th instant, confirmed 
elsewhere, in regard to the negotiations for the cancellation of the present 
concessions of the Panama canal and railroad companies. 

Now, in the first article of that treaty, as he points out in the 
letter of April 28— 

The Government of Colombia authorizes the New Panama Canal Company 
to sell and transfer to the United States its rights, privileges, properties, and 
coucessions, a8 Wellas the Panama Railroad and all the shares or parts of 
shares of said company. 

In other words, the very first thing that Colombia did after the 
treaty had been ratified by our Senate was to try to destroy and The Gov i eas 
annul the concessions which in that treaty she agreed should be | _ -n0 Government taat Made i— — 
continued to the Panama Canal Company. It was clearly in vio- | "0° defending the treaty, although it may intend to later. 
lation of the treaty which her own representatives had signed. He further says on July 11: 

On the 4th of May Mr. Beaupré writes to Mr. Hay: Ex-President Caro has been the leader of the opposition in this debate and - 


Private discussion, which perhaps more clearly reflects the real situation, | has made many brilliant speeches. He has charged the Government with 


Beaupré writes on July 5, and, after acknowledging the receipt of 
a cipher telegram, says: 


This and the statement of just-arrived members of Congress from Panama 
that this Department would revolt if the treaty is not ratified caused alarm, 
and the effect is favorable. 

He means favorable, of course, to the ratification of the treaty. 

Again, he writes on the 9th of July that he has been asked by 
a gentleman, evidently of importance, whose name is not given, 
if the payment can not be increased to $15,000,000. He says on 
July 11: 

The majority in the Senate are opposed*to treaty. Apparently the Gov- 
| ernment— 


lack of good faith and consistency, both to the United States and Colombia 
is to the effect that the price is inadequate; that a much greater sum of | ; » Ae . coo as eee a 
money can be obtained, and that the United States can be obligated to guar- | 2 See yn ge nav taepacienmereaatnn teativar vie 
antee the sovereignty of Colombian ports outside the Department of Panama | 7 er 7 upe S _ : . 
against the invasion or seizure by foreign enemies. The one great determin- | Thus we learn that the opposition had pictured this attitude, 


ing point, however, is the belief that the price can be greatly augmented. | this discreditable attitude, of the Government which had made 
That was on May 4, They were trying already to get more | the treaty, which would not take responsibility for it, which 


money out of it. oie ‘ would not carry it through, although it had the majority, but 
Now, on the 7th of May—and this is the first allusion to what | was holding back evidently with the hope of getting more money 

the Senator from Virginia asked me—he says: | out of somebody. That was openly charged in the debate. Our 
The probabilities are that when the measure mgpeeenen to Congressthere | minister says again: 

will be a lengthy debate and an adverse vote. Then the representatives.of | . 


the coast departments of the Cauca, Panama, and Bolivar will ask for a recon- | The Vice-President— 

sideration, and urge a ratification of the convention as the only means of pre- That is, Marroquin, who was acting as President and who had 

venting the secession of those departments and the attempt to constitute of caused the treaty to be made— 

their territories an independent republic. eee re cadence ab idin saath aa ‘ 

as nas positively decline sign, and if the motion as presented should prevail 

As early as the 7th of May, therefore, the representativ es Of | and he still refuses his signature, the Senate will not consider the treaty at 

Panama were giving it to be understood at Bogota that if the | all, and in all probability Congress will be dissolved. 

treaty were not ratified it would lead to the secession of the State On the 21st of July he says: 

which they represented. 


I The Government has continued to triumph on every important question. 
On page 22, June 10, Mr. Beaupré says: Now I come to a passage to which I ask the careful attenti 
Mr. Mancini, the local agent of the Panama Canal Company, has informed % " ae Sens v oes She CATES Se 

mo that he had received an official note from the Colombian Government, | Of the Senate, inasmuch as we are considering the good faith of 

stating that it did not think that the convention would be ratified because | the people with whom we had these dealings and what sort of 


of the opinion that the compensation was insufficient, but thatif the canal | , ant itlo - aan, +9 aid: 
company Would Gir te Colembin aout Atadee Pattheation could be ee- | treatment they are entitled to from us. Mr. Beaupré, July 21, said: 


cured. Mr. Mancini has notified his company of this note. | Ihave certain, but private, information that Doctor Uricoechea, a mem- 


. ° ber of the special Senate committee heretofore referred to, and who lived a 
Then they were trying, as was obvious, to squeeze the company. 


I reat many years in Germany, called on Baron Griinau, the German chargé 
They sent to the agent of the French company and said they ‘affaires, to <e what would be the attitude of the German Government 
wanted ten millions from them. 


in case of trouble arising out of the matter, and whether it would be willing 
o ° po . to undertake or aid the construction of the canal in case the treaty with the 
On page 26, June 20, at 5 p.m., when the extra session had con- | United States should not be ratified. Baron Griinau replied that he had no 
vened, Mr. Beaupré telegraphed: instructions bearing upon the subject, but that he Was 0 the positive opinion 
ae : > . } at, considerin ow desirous his vernment was at the present moment 
A. seurton, <6, SSvarast convensé fo-aey Zoogetn Tues, positions of to remain on friendly terms with the United States, it would not take any 
tiv ma Th ; Presid t's s ~ a SS with aa caine hen as ion “To | steps with reference to the construction of the canal or to any controversy 
my G ernment hae - in presented this dilemma: either it lets our sover- | STOW'DE = of the present negotiations; that he would, however, submit the 
le : ’ ; . th atter to his Government. 
eignty suffer detriment or renounces certain pecuniary advantages, to which, = : aed . " aie — p 
according to the opinion of many, we have P right. n the first case to con: | ,, MY English colleague, with whom I have the most pleasant personal rela- 
sent to the sacrifies of cum sovereignty and not aspiring to great indemnifica- tions, and whose attitude I know has been one of unswerving friendliness to 
tion, the just wishes of the inhabitants of Panama and other Colombians reps interests in this matter, informs me— 
would be satisfied if the canal were opened, but the Government would be This is direct— 


eee = gharge ere Sees haan our sovereignty and that one of the deputies of the Chamber of Representatives called on him 


, a with an inquiry similar to the one above mentioned. To this he replied that 
That is, the President, who had caused the treaty to be made, | this question was thoroughly considered by His Majesty's Government at the 


nds in ¢ : wha : ;_ | time the modifications were made in the Bulwer-Clayton treaty, and that his 

a nS message in which he vibrates between the two proposi- | Government was of the opinion that the safeguards contained in the Hay- ’ 
ons, that there is doubt about their right to cede territory, and, | Pauncefote arrangement formed a sufficient guaranty for the commerce of 

on the other hand, that there are great pecuniary advantages; | the world and was therefore willing now to leave the United States quite free 

and he transmits this treaty which he had caused to be made, | oa zegnats any further negotiations with reference to the construction of a 


with that shuffling message, to the Congress called to consider it. | ““"*~ 





Mr. Beaupré says on June 20: | _ There they were, Mr. President, members of the House and the 

As [have heretofore predicted, there is a fulland ample majority of the | Senate of Colombia, seeking to make arrangements with Germany — 
friends of the Government in both houses of Congress, and a legislation | or England, trying tc discover if Germany or England was ready 
as the Government may seriously desire will be enacted. to make arrangements to build that canal in case they rejected 


The Government itself, which had made the treaty and had the the treaty with us, and these are people whose very existence de- 
power then, Mr. Beaupré says, to have passed it, subsequently nds upon the maintenance of the Monroe doctrine which we up- 
had excited somuch feeling against it and against themselves that | hold, who are defended by the shield we throw over them. At 
all action became hopeless. ut at that time they had the power, | that very moment, with our treaty pending, these honest patriots 
and the Government that had made the treaty was holding back | were sneaking up to two of the great powers of Europe, fortu- 
in the hopes of getting more money out of us or more money out | nately our friends, fortunately awake to the situation and its 
of the canal company. Their constitutional scruples, which now | conditions, and inviting them to come into the American hemis- 
Play so large a part, were then only used for purposes of black- | phere and build the canal. Those are the people who would now 
mail, and would have disappeared at once before the offer of a few | ask consideration at our hands. 
extra millions, It is altogether a pretty picture of a responsible |_ Mr. President, I do not know that it is necessary for me to fol- 
government supposed to be fit to maintain international relations. | low out the history of the amendments which were proposed in : 

June 27 our minister says again: the Colombian Congress. They all ended practically in ademand 

Frien is of the Government have control in Congress. I believe any legis- by these patriots for more money. But on August 12 the Senate 
= seriously desired by the Government will pass. rejected the treaty and Mr. Beaupré says: 

at w 25th: Referring to my telegram of August 12,7 p. m., I do not believe that re- 
demand ug documents relating to the treaty. The Government objected be- Wels was Cae y ee eee : 
Vote as + aS Rotready to present the treaty. TheGovernment wassustained; In other words, it was a step—a trick, if you please—to try to 
+: 7 . extort further concessions from us. 
hat shows the control which the Government had at that time. I come now to another passage which again throws light on the 
Ow, again, I come to a passage which will throw light on the | question asked by the Senator from Virginia. Mr. Beaupré says 
Westin which the Senator from Virginia has asked me. Mr. t there is nobody supporting the treaty; that its support has 
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failed; that the Government has retreated from its position and 
hostility to the Government is growing. Then he adds: 

Even the Panama representatives have lately become so thoroughly im- 
bued with the idea of an independent republic that they have been more or 
less indifferent to the fate of the treaty. 

On September 5 he wrote that the committee had reported a law 
by which they authorized the President to open new negotiations, 
in which they were to ask for an increase all around of rental and 
$20,000,000 from the United States. 

On September 10 he speaks of the appointment of Obaldia as 
governor of Panama, and says: 


Fierce attack to-day in the Senate upon the appointment of Obaldia as 
governor of Panama. 
of separation. 


Obaldia was supposed to be very friendly to Panama. 

Of several Senators who spoke, only the son of the President defended the 
action of the Government. . E q 

Resolution passed by almost unanimous vote, which is equivalent to vote 
of censure against the Government. 


That censure upon the Government was for appointing a man 


whom they thought friendly to the separatist movement in | 


Panama. 
Again he says, on the 11th of September: 


Sir: I have the honor to report that events of interest have taken place in | 


connection with the as of Senator Obaldia to the post of governor 
of the Department of Panama. . 
Senator Obaldia’s separatist tendencies are well known, and he is reported 


to have said that, should the canal treaty not pass, the Department of Panama | 


would declare its independence, and would be right in doing so. 


That was a senator speaking at Bogota; and yet people hold up 
their hands and say the revolution in Panama was a surprise. 


At yesterday's session of the Senate the feeling of opposition to Sefior 
Obaldia’s appointment was given expression by a resolution proposed by 
Senator Perez y Soto, to the effect that— 

“The Senate of the Republic can not see with indifference the appointment 
which has been made for the post of governor of the Department of Panama, 
which it regards as a menace to the safety of the Republic.” 


That shows that the matter was thoroughly under discussion | 


at that time. 
On the 30th of September our minister writes: 


It is said,and generally believed in this city, that there is a project on foot 
among certain Senators to annul the arrangement entered into by the Co- 


lombian Government and the French Canal Company in 1900, extending the | : 
| no sentiment, no thought, no word. 


Now, Mr. President, I think the extracts which I have read | 
show the manner in which the Congress of Colombia dealt with | 
this treaty, made at their solicitation and carrying not only the | 


franchise and privileges of that company. 


concessions they wanted, but also a great sum of money for the 
benefit of their people. I think it is a pretty sorry picture, this 
description of the manner in which our treaty was dealt with at 
Bogota. Their actions resemble those of irrational highwaymen 
much more than responsible public men of even indifferent 
honesty. 

It also comes out from this correspondence that back in May, 
before the Congress met, there was already talk in Bogota of a 
revolution and of the secession of Panama; that it was openly 
spoken of by the representatives of Panama when they arrived; and 
that later they became so imbued with the idea of independence 
that they were indifferent to the fate of the treaty, because they 
preferred to seek their own independence. 


All these facts were matters of notoriety in the Colombian capi- | 


tal. The Colombian President and Congress did not conceal their 


attempt to extort more money, and they did not hesitate to make | 
approaches to the representatives of European nations to see | 


whether they could make a bargain with them. If those per- 
formances, Mr. President, constitute the serious acts of a serious 
and honorable government, or of a government acting in good 
faith, then I am very much mistaken in my judgment of what 
constitutes honor and good faith in governmental action. 


Mr. President, I desire to call attention now to the feelings | 


and the attitude of Panama. I want to show to the Senate that 


the revolution, about which Senators speak as if it were the | 


creation of a moment, represents not only the preparations of 
months, but that it expresses the feelings and the hostilities of 
years. 


could not hope myself to put in better or in such eloquent lan- 
guage the feelings of the people of Panama toward the Govern- 
ment of Colombia. The Senator then said: 


They remember what the people of Panama can never forget—that their 
State, once sovereign and independent, was the first State of this hemi- 
sphere, after the United States of North America, that achieved their inde- 
pendence and sovereignty. 

Neither can they forget that the church party has stripped that badge of 
honor and power from their national flag and has reduced Panama to a de- 

partment of Colombia, ruled by a governor appointed at Bogota. It is asif 
Bhio should be reduced to the former condition of a part of our Northwestern 


Territory. Above all, they can not forget the degrading bondage of the con- | . : 7 ' 
prdiat the Ae ‘olom tis : : e | and Ecuador, and the constitution of 1832 was formed. |! 


cordat that the church party in Colombia has forced upon them in the agree- 
ment of 1888 with Pope Leo XIII. While memory of these events lasts in 
Panama peace will have only a precarious and temporary residence there. 
These thoughtful men know that agitation in Panama will be incessant to 
enlarge the canal concession we may obtain from Colombia into a bond of 





| the United States accessory to her degradation. 


| toadopt toward them. 
| foreign aggression, but a pledge o 
| any resistance by the people o 


Iam going to read from a speech made by the Senator | 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] on the 20th of December, 1902. I | 
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union with the United States, and no occasion that promises success will be 
overlooked to promote and intensify that feeling; and they know that even 
the security of the canal property will be sande a@ reason why the United 
States should accept the annexation of Panama as a measure of necessity 
This is not a new thought or an abandoned hops in Panama. I dread the 
thought of —— such a temptation, so lit up with the hopes of restored 
liberty, honor, and sovereignty, before those people, unless they could be 
again realized in their separate independence. 

If Panama could be again restored to her sovereign independence, I would 
hail the event with joy, but I will not consent to an agreement with Colombia 
that may drive Panama into our Union to escape Gor present bondage to 
Colombia. 

Above all else, we should be careful and entirely frank in our dealings 
with Colombia. The belief or the pledge that we will even aid her actively 
in fastening upon Panama the fetters of the concordat of 1888 or in maintain- 


The appointment is regarded as being the forerunner | ing her hold on Panama against the will of her people, if they choose to throw 


it off, will prove to be a mistake that may deceive Colombia, for our people 
will not sustain us in supporting such a pledge. 

Our people will never aid Colombia in the infliction of wrong and injustice 
upon the people of Panama at the will and pleasure of that Government, and 
this appears to be the pledge we areasked togive. They will never extinguish 
or prevent the rekindling of the light of liberty, independence, and sovereignty 
in that once brilliant star that has been stricken from the galaxy of American 
republics by the fratricidal hand of Colombia. A casual concession offers no 
temptation to the people of the United States for an act that is so unnatural. 

It would be a far better use to make of the $40,000,000 we are asked to pay 
the Panama Canal Company for a title that isa mere possession of a property 
they areanxious to get rid of to pay $30,000,000 of it to Colombia for the restora- 
tion of Panama to independence and $10,000,000 to Panama for the concessions 
claimed by the New Panama Canal Company. The French could then work 
out their concession, if they wish to do so, and if they can get the money, or, 
if not, they could forfeit it to the United States, , 

* * * * * * * 


When the treaty of 1846-1848 was made Panama wasa State with sovereign 
powers. Now she is a department of Colombia, and that treaty has made 
I can never vote for its re- 
newal. To pledge the protection of Colombia in hes sovereignty over one of 
her departments, without restriction as to any abuses of power over those 
people, is to bind our country to assist Colombia in any policy she may choose 

It is nota pledge of protection to Colombia against 
assistance to that Government against 
Panama to any policy or law Colombia may 
choose to impose upon a people who are already degraded in their political 
rights from the proud position of sovereign statehood to that of a mere de- 
partment that is governed from Bogota. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 


| chusetts yield? 


Mr. LODGE. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no word in that statement to change— 
I have not changed it, and 
I do not propose to change it. 

Now, may I ask the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, did 
he not vote to put back on Panama those very bonds against 
which I was declaiming? 

Mr. LODGE. I voted for the treaty with Colombia. 

Mr. MORGAN. Did it not do that very thing? 

Mr. LODGE. I did not think so. 

Mr. MORGAN. Was it not an exact repetition of the treaty 


| of 1846, word for word, with an addition applying it particularly 
| to certain special localities in Panama? 


So the Senator reads 
that for the purpose of reproaching me, I suppose, for a change 
of opinion—an opinion that I have not changed in the slightest 


| degree, 


I will ask the Senator again, is he now willing to take that 
$40,000,000 that these condemned felons in France are to get from 


| us and pay Colombia for Panama? 


Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President; I am not willing that the 
United States should break any agreement it has made. 

Mr. MORGAN. The United States has no agreement to-day 
with the Panama Canal Company, so that we are as free as the 
wind with respect to an agreement. Now, is the Senator, in the 
absence of any agreement with Panama, willing to pay Colombia 
that $40,000,000 which we propose to pay to the Panama Canal 
Company and buy the peace of Colombia toward the United 
States and toward Panama? 

Mr. LODGE. I am not willing to take money which I honestly 
think should be paid to the Panama Canal Company for its prop- 
erty rights there and give it to anybody else, 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand it all now. 
reply. : 

Mr. LODGE. I did not read that quotation for the purpose 
charging the Senator either with consistency or with inconsistency: 
Ido not think that matters of consistency or inconsistency —™* 
bugbear of weak minds ’’—are of much importance or conse: ence 
I read it because it was an extremely strong statement of {iv tees 
ings of the people of Panama, showing that those feelings were 
the growth of years and because it alluded to Panama’s co ist 
tional relations with Colombia, which I now wish to tous) Upe" 

In 1819 Colombia was included under the constitution of !).1v"', 
and had all the territory now occupied by Colombia, ! sador, 


Tam glad I got the 


| and Venezuela. 


. “ le 
In 1830 Colombia separated into New Granada, Ver 7" ” 
it We 
the constitution of New Granada. 
There was a new constitution of New Granada ‘in 1843. 
232 of that constitution makes secession an act of rebellio! 


 rticle 
ind it 








1904. 





was due to the revolt of certain provinces, including Panama, in 
1840. This was amended by Congress in 1855 by a law making 
Panama a federal state, sovereign in itself, and dependent on the 
Government of New Granada only on certain points. Other 
States followed, and New Granada became practically a feder- 
ated republic. This resulted in the constitution of 1858, which 
recognized the sovereignty of the several States, and the name 
was changed to the Granadine Confederation. That is the last 
constitution to which Panama ever gave its assent. 

Then followed a liberal revolution in 1860 against the election 
laws, which was conducted under General Mosquera and based 
upon the sovereignty of the States. There was then a pact made 
at Cartagena to form the United States of Granada, and in 1861 
the name was changed to United States of Colombia by the fur- 
ther pact of Bogota. In 1862 the liberal revolution was completely 
victorious, and in 1863 a new constitution was made by the **pleni- 
potentiaries of the States,’’ as they werecalled. Article 93 of that 
constitution provided that this constitution should take effect | 
only on unanimous ratification of State deputations, and if any | 
State refused to ratify it should not be binding. The result was 
an “organized anarchy,’’ and the constitution which was im- 
posed simply by the party victorious in war and never had any 
complete assent was followed by constant revolts and insurrec- 
tions, especially on the Isthmus. 

In 1884 Rafael Nunez seized the Government as a dictator and | 
suspended the constitution of 1863. He had delegates from the 
nine States called to council, and in 1885 the council passed a 
resolution for a convention to frame a new constitution subject 
to the ratification of the people of the State. In 1886 the new 
constitution was adopted annulling the constitution of 1863. It 
was the exact reverse of the constitution of 1863 and centralized 
power entirely. It took away the autonomy of the States, and 
was never submitted to the popular vote. The constitution of 
1886 has been suspended and inoperative since 1900. The last 
constitution accepted by Panama was in 1858. When her consti- 
tutional relations are considered, I think it is well to bear that 
little bit of constitutional history in mind. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr. LODGE. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator will allow me a question, does 
he think that the constitutional duty of Panamais any less toward 
Colombiathan it was when she was a free, sovereign, and inde- 
pendent State, after she had been denationalized, broken down as 
a State, and reduced to a department? 

Mr. LODGE. As amatter of constitutional law, I do not think 
it makes a particle of difference in considering this question, for 
I consider under any constitution her separation from Colombia | 
as an actof revolution. I merely put that statement in in order 
to we what her actual constitutional position was, as I under- | 
stand it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator’s remark was a very painful re- 
minder to me of the fact that after the civil war had closed and 
politicians got hold of the destinies of the country Alabama was 
forced, before she could receive any right of representation on this 
floor, to pass a constitution that renounced her well-cherished and 
well-established doctrine of the right of secession. We gave it 
up. Other States in the Union were not required to do that. 
The State of the Senator from Massachusetts was not required to | 
yield up her sovereign right of secession, which she proposed to | 
exercise in the year 1812. 

Now, I wish to ask this question of the Senator: Suppose that 
Great Britain, with a view to trying to restore to us in Alabama 
our ancient rights of sovereignty as they existed before our con- 
stitution was changed on the demand of the Republican party | 
in the United States, should say to Alabama, ‘‘ We are willing to 
recognize your independence; we acknowledge that you have re- 
sumed the sovereignty you had before you passed your act re- | 
nouncing it,”’ does the Senator think that Great Britain by that 
act of recognition or that promise would restore Alabama even to 
her former prestige and right or that she could separate Alabama 
from the United States as a matter of international law? 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, Mr. President, I do not think that the | 
recognition of Great Britain could restore to Alabama or to any | 
otker State rights which under the Constitution of the United | 
States, as I understand it, she never had. I do not want to enter 
into the old discussion of the constitutional right of secession, be- 
Cause tomy mind it is simply a question of fact, a question of 
Successful or unsuccessful revolution. What I wanted to call | 
attention to here was merely the fact that, so far as the constitu- | 
Uonal question is involved at all the last constitution to which 

anama gave her assent was the constitution of 1858, which as- 
sured to her and to every State of the Granadine Confederation, | 


as it was then called, the right of withdrawal, and guaranteed | 
cir autonomy, 
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Now, still further, in regard to the treatment of Panama and 
the reason why there was revolution there. I have here a letter 
which appeared in the New York Evening Post of December 17, 
dated Panama, December 8. I shall ask to have it all printed 
with my remarks, because it is extremely interesting, and the 
New York Evening Post is a newspaper which for many years 
has been so absolutely crazed with hostility to the Republican 
party or to any Administration which seemed to be advancing the 
interests of the United States that Iam perfectly certain it can 
not be supposed to be a biased witness; and this is an admission 
against itself. This letter is worth reading, because it shows, I 
think, on its face why those people were ripe for revolution. 

The matter referred to is as follows: . 

[Special correspondence of the Evening Post.] 
PANAMA, REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, December 8. 

Next to that of the negro republics the most exasperating government is 
doubtless that which is known as “Latin American.”’ Panama had an ex- 
perience of it which may well be indicated as an excuse for separation. To 
get to the point, every member of the present junta was among the company 
of twenty-three Conservatives of Panama called together by Govenor Alban 
a few years ago. 

““Gentlemen,” he said, when they assembled in the Yellow Room of the 
Palacio del Gobierno, “the Conservatives need $50,000. I will withdraw while 
you arrange the matter.” 

Retiring, he summoned his soldiers and placed a cordon around the build- 
ing. Government, for much of the time, being actual martial rule, this 
meant thatany one who sought to come out without subscribing his dueshare, 
according to his riches, would be thrown into prison. Governor Alban re- 
turned to the Yellow Room. He was met with protests. . 

“There are soldiers all about this house,’ he replied. ‘Before you pass 
through them you will subscribe $50,000." Again he withdrew; and when he 
returned the paper had been signed. 

These subscriptions were prettily called ‘voluntary subscriptions,” as re- 
cruits for the army were tied with ropes, yet called “volunteers.” They 
were rather worse, as “ business,” than corporation contributions to Tam- 
many Hall, because there came in return for them no adequate advantages, 
moral or immoral. Sometimes, if one of the eventual contributors was ob- 
stinate, he was made to take chili sauce and salt water. The suffering from 
this is so shocking, one is assured, that ‘* when the man recovered he was fit 
for treason.” At any rate he was in a receptive mood for suggestions of 
secession and only bided his time. 

“ VOLUNTARY SUBSCRIPTIONS.” 

Hermadio Arosemena, of the banking house of that name, suffered fre- 
quently from the “voluntary subscription,” for all the Arosemenas were 
known to be Liberals. One day a notice was posted on his door saying that 
before a certain hour of acertain day he must pay $25,000. He had it reported 
Troops were quar- 
tered in his house. ‘Cable him for the money,” the governor recommended 
to the family. Arosemena was not in Ecuador, but hiding in his own home. 
But he would not allow the money to be paid. For nine months he was a 
prisoner there, never stepping beyond his threshold. Besides, the soldiers on 
guard during that period had to be fed from his own larder. That was the 
practice. Atdifferent times, notreckoning the billeting of troops, the Arose- 
menas paid within a few years more than $150,000 in ‘voluntary subscrip- 
tions*’ to Colombian governors. 

Oscar Miiller, a jeweler, shows receipts for “‘war loans” of $50 to $100 a 
month. He was born on the Isthmus. Though of German parents, he had 
no protection. One day he was asked for a “voluntary subscription” of 
$1,250. He removed everything from his safe and refused to pay. A com- 
mission came from General Alban to forcethe safe. Miiller gave the combi- 
nation rather than see the safe blown up. Nothing but old papers were 
found in it. ‘Lock his house and let no one in or out,” ordered Alban. For 
twenty-four hours Miiller’s family were thus besieged. Then Miiller com- 
ra for $300. He had to pay $1 additional for the man who had come to 
low up the safe. The man did not need to do the job, but he had “lost his 



































































time.” Miiller had also to pay $6 for the advertisement of the intended sale 
of his store. Your correspondent has seen all these receipts and the 
witnesses. 


Carlos Miller, brother to Oscar, was similarly treated. His haberdashery 
for four days, till he should subscribe $1,250. Advertisement 
of a public sale of his goods was made, and then he yielded. At the house of 
Domingo Diaz the soldiers occupied the bedroom of Sefiora Diaz, and the 
women folk had for two nights no place tosleep. They could not leave the 
house. Merchants were assessed $7.50 a day for the colonel’s horse when the 
colonel was on duty in town. The imposition was that several merchants 
would each be assessed for the same $7.50. They always paid rather than go 
Out at the barracks an Italian egg peddler was asked to leave two 
When he refused, he 
was taken by soldiers and given 500 lashes on his bare back. 
ASSESSMENTS FOR INDIFFERENCE. 

Federico Boyd was held up for $10,000, but settled for $5,000. Espriella ran 

away to Costa Rica—he had only just returned—to avoid a “voluntary sub- 


scription” which he heard was to be required of him. Ycaza, before he could 
escape, was levied upon for $5,000. It did not make any difference, if the gov- 
ernor wanted money, whether a man was of his own party cr not. The 
twenty-three whom he imprisoned in the Yellow Room were Conservatives, 


like himself. If a man were neither Liberal nor Conservative, | 
liable to assessment. J.G. Duque, who holds the lottery privilege, had a 
clerk at Colon, F. Cortez, who was a Colombian, but took no part or inte1 
in politics. He was assessed $600—for being an indifferente! ‘The gover: 


n4OM 





gave me that explanation himself,” Mr. Duque says. Soon afte? 
was assessed $400. “I had just lent the Government some m I 
charging interest,”’ Mr. Duquetells me. “I went to Al and declared tha 





if he did not leave my clerk aloneI would charge interest. At that he erased 
the assessment.”’ 

Officers would select saddles and swords and not pay fi 
would lie as a charge against some designated citizen or 
loss column of the merchant's daybook. If one man loa 
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to hand over the borrowed money to the Government. 
have to stand the loss, as the papers would be canceled 
Importers for a while were assessed arbitrary sums instead of an import 
tax. Banks were forced to make loans. Government, indeed, was a kind of 
piracy, of buccaneering almost as barbaric as that which Henry Morgan car- 
ried on along these coasts, with headquarters at Bogota iustead of at Porto 
Bello. Indirectly, foreigners were affected by the methods. Mr. Duque. for 
example, who isa Cuban-American, saw all his cattle at Chiriqui driven away 
by foragers for a marching army. He could get no one to testify to it (and 
so could not collect damages), ‘‘for witnesses would be flogged if they gave 
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such evidence.” Soldiers turned his country house into a barracks, “and I, 
myself,” he relates, ‘saw them and their women bringing my furniture to 
town, piece by piece, to sell it at the pawnshops.” One hears of several for- 
eigners who lost money because “ voluntary subscriptions” left men unable 
to pay their just debts. 

RAISING THE COST OF LIVING. 

Monopolies were granted in ice, tobacco, salt, pearl fishing, lotteries, gam- 
bling, butchering. Ice, which is a necessity of life in this climate, was 25 cents 
a pound. A farmer could not kill his own cattle for market without paying 
$10 a head to the concessionaire. Swine had to yield$tahead. Salt the Gov- 
ernment bought from the concessionaire at $1.50a hundredweight and sold 
it to the people at $4. Nobody could sell tobacco except Isaac Brandon & 
Bro. Nobody could wholesale cigarettes except Piza Piza. The prices were 
“tall the traffic would bear.” If the ple were squeezed too much, they 
bought less. So it was more profitable not to kite rates toohigh. The ice 
monopoly paid the Government $1,000 a month for a while, and the price of 
ice to the consumer was 10 cents a pound. Then Bogota raised the rental to 
$2,000 and permitted the concessionaire to charge the consumer 25 cents a 
pound. On this basis the concessionaire lost money. The sale of ice de- 
creased, and at last he could not pay the rent of his monopoly, and Mr. Duque 
was appointed to run the business for the Government itself, reducing the 
price to “ what the traffic would bear.” 

GOVERNOR ALBAN. 

Alban seems to have been the most oppressive of the military governors. 

Yet there was a quality in him which now and then touched the hearts of the 
xcople. He was exceedingly brave, and was killed at last in a naval battle in 
Pamama Bay, and he lies at the bottom with his sup. 

Two sisters came to him to seek the release of their brother from prison. 

“ Bring me $400,” he answered them, “and he can go free.” 

The girls sold all their jewelry, but could raise only . “T must have 
the full $400,” he insisted. The girls borrowed the other $100 of a usurer, and 
returned with the money. 

“Ah, I thought you could get it,” he remarked. “How did you do it?” 

They showed him the receipts for the jewelry; they showed him the con- 
tract with the usurer, : 

“ What” he exclaimed, “10 per cent a month?’ He sent at once for the 
usurer. 

“You took the jewels of these girls, giving them only $300, and then you 
charge them 10 per cent a month on the other $100? Bring those jewels to 
me. Bring also their contract to pay.” When the usurer came back Alban 
eo the jewels to the sisters, tore up the papers, sent the ae lender 

k to his pawnshop, wrote out a full pardon for the brother of the girls, 
and—kept the $400 as punishment to the usurer. 
OTHER EFFORTS AT SEPARATION. 

Natives make out that the revolutionary or separatist spirit has been 
long years growing. sevemte years ago, when the Isthmus cut loose from 
Spain, it spontaneously joined Colombia. 

“That country acquired it free of expense, without the cost of a penny or 
a life,” as one of them puts it, “but she did not properly value it, for only 
misrule and _—- followed. The Isthmus was used merely as a source 
of revenue. Pondering this, our people w resentful. Several attempts 
to separate from Colombia were made. e of Bolivar’s soldiers, General 
Espinar, headed a revolution in 1830,and he set up a free state, but by reason 
of sweet words the Isthmus soon went back to Colombia. The sweet words 
meant nothing. Old practices were reverted to. Remonstrances were of 
no avail—inland politicians treated us more like serfs than brothers 

*In 1840 there was a revolution which gave another opportunity of break- 
ing —. Under Colonel Herrera independence was once again proclaimed 
It was short lived. 

“In 1855 Panama was permitted to be governed by its own special laws, 
and there appeared to be an era of satisfaction ahead, when General Masquera 
rose up, overthrew the Government at Bogota, became Dictator, and sent 
Murillo Toro to Panama to attach it to his cause. A fair treaty was entered 
into with him; but the Dictator repudiated his work and sent down an arm 
to compel adhesion unconditionally. Panama became as a conquered land, 
and was treated accordingly. er governor was replaced by one of the 
Dictator’s creatures, 

HIGHER EXPENSES IMPOSED. 


“During the three years’ war, which ended one year ago, we were sub- 
jected to numberless oppressions, heavily taxed, and cha enormously for 
the necessaries of life. That has taught us several things about Colombia 
and about ourselves. It taught us, for one thing, the extent of our own re- 
sources, and we began to think once more of separation. We looked upon 
the building of the canal as a matter of life or death to us. We wanted that 
because it meant, with the United Statesin control of it, peace and prosperity 
for us. President Marroquin appointed an isthmian to be governor of 
Panama; and we looked upon that as of happy augury. 

“Soon we heard that the canal treaty was not likely to be approved at Bo- 
gota. Next we heard that our isthmian governor, Obaldia, who had scarcely 
assumed power, was to be superseded by a soldier from ota. We thought 
that the days of misrule were upon us once more. We decided to strike a 
blow for freedom. General Huertas, in command of the troops here, gladly 
joined us. General Tovar was coming to take his place. General Pompillio 
was ones to take the place of Obaldia. Tovar was to receive from Pana- 
mans $1,200, whereas Huertas had been getting only $400. Pompillio was 
to have asalary of $2,000, although Obaldia's had been only $800. This was 

malty imposed because Bogota had heard that Panama had thoughts of 

loyalty and independence. 

“ Notwithstanding all that Colombia has drained us of in the way of reve 
nues, she did not bridge for us a single river, nor make a single roadway, nor 
erect a single college where our children could be educated, nor do anything 
at all to advance ourindustries. * * * Well, when the new generals came, 
we seized them, arrested them, and the town of Panama was ina joy. Nota 
protest: was made, except the shots fired from the Colombian gunboat Bogota, 
which killed one Chinese lying in his bed. We were willing to encounter the 
Colombian troops at Colon and fight itout, but the commanderof the United 
States cruiser Nashville forbade Superintendent Shaler to allow the railway 
to transport troops for either party. That is our story.” 

LITTLE OPPOSITION. 

Panama evades much, gains more, and loses nothing at all in achieving 
Separation with American bayonets to maintain it. She will get $10,000,000 for 
canal rights; will have her two main townscleaned by the United States, and 
will derive obvious and tremendous benefits from the incoming of the thou- 
sands of canal workmen. 

Her material advantages are so clear that it is natural that opposition to 
her new direction should be difficult to find. The church, of course, will have 
to readjust its manner of support, as it did in Cuba and the Philippines; but 
Saturday's outbreak in the barracks was of no accountasa sign of opposition. 

If the —_—- method of doing things was not still unconsciously influen- 
tial with the provisional government, there would have been no deportation 
of soldiers, for the evidence on which, without a ——- they were adjudged 

ilty of conspiring to kill the commanding general, Huertas, was very 

msy and the action somewhat hysterical. 
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Two letters were written from Port Limon, one to Huertas telling him he'd 
better read one which was coming to Colonel ¥erral. He intercepted the one 
addressed to Colonel Ferral. It seemed tohint at an attempt to recapture the 

arrison for Colombia, and forthwith he arrested every y mentioned in 
he Ferral letter, ran them at point of bayonet aboard a train for Colon to be 
taken out of the country. 

“I shall be landed on the beach at Port Limon,” remarked Colonel Lorano, 
good humoredly, “with only $2 silver in my pocket. I am sorry nowI took 
the trouble to pay all my bills before leaving Panama.” 

He protests that he would like to stay in the new Republic. ‘* Why should 
I plotagainst it? I signed allegiance to it, with the rest, and thereby sacri- 
ficed connection with Colombia. If I should go to Colombia, I'd be shot for 
treason.” F.C 


Mr. LODGE. That, I think, is pretty good testimony as to the 
conditions down there in Panama. 

Now I come to the question of the incidents which led up im- 
mediately to the recognition of Panama by the United States. [I 
will first show how they knew of it in Bogota. Mr. Beaupré, on 
the 21st of October, wrote: 


Sire: I have the honor to inform you that there is no Chgwiine the alarm 
existing as to the sible action of the Government of the United States 
should the feeling of disaffection undoubtedly existing in the Department of 
Panama find expression in overt acts. This alarm took the form of a heated 
debate in the Senate Foemece » when the Government was again attacked 
for the appointment of Sefior Obaldia as governor of Panama. 


On October 29 he telegraphed: 


October 29,1 p.m. Please give instructions to consul-general at Panama 
keep me advised by cable matters of consequence. 


At that time it was so well known in Bogota what-was impend- 
ing that he thought it important he should be in immediate com- 
munication with the consul-general. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts suspend for one moment? The hour of 2 o’clock has 
arrived, and under the rule the Senate should proceed to consider 
the Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I ask that the Senator from 
Massachusetts may be permitted to proceed with his remarks to 
their conclusion. 

Mr. MORGAN. [should like toask in this connection whether 
there will be any objection to making the resolution the regular 
order for 2 o’clock until it is disposed of. I should like to have 
that question put to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I have noobjection, of course, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Let that—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can gain all he requires without com- 
mitting the Senate to an order of continuing business if the Sen- 
ate consents now unanimously that the consideration of the reso- 
lution may be proceeded with. I should not want to agree that 
it shall be made the continuing standing order, but I have no ob- 
jection to its being considered, and that the consideration may be 


proceeded with. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator mean for to-day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Maine to this: Two o’clock has arrived. 
Suppose that by unanimous consent the resolution is proceeded 
with, does it not become unfinished business, and would that not 
be its position to-morrow? 

Mr. HALE. I should want the agreement madein such a way 
that it was not hard and fast toexclude all other business. I have 
no objection to its being proceeded with for the rest of the day. 
Then we can deal with it at the end of the day and the situation 
at that time. I should object to anything else. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a difficulty in the way of proceeding 
with it for the rest of the day, provided we reach a vote on it, 
for the reason that the Senate has not been notified of any such 
proposition, and it is very thin, particularly on this side of the 
Chamber. I would suggest that the Senator from Massachusetts 
be permitted to finish his remarks this morning, and that the reso- 
lution go over to take a place to-morrow morning at the close of 
the routine business. 

Mr. LODGE. That it shall go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Massachusetts 1n\v 
proceed with his remarks, notwithstanding the fact that the hour 
of 2 o'clock has arrived, and that this resolution shall be consic- 


| ered in order to-morrow morning immediately after the co: 
| sion of the morning business. 


Mr. HALE. That does not make it a continuing order a‘ter 
the termination of the morning hour? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would rule t 
did not make it the unfinished business. 

Mr. HALE. Then I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to th: 
quest of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, :' 
is agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it will be noticed that on 
tober 29 Mr. Beaupré in Bogota thought the revolution was '!" 
pending and on the 3ist he says: 


The people here in greatanxiety over conflicting reports of secession 
ments in the Cauca and Panama. 
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reports that revolution had actually broken out, and on November 
18 he heard from our Government the action that we had taken. 
Now, thatis what was known in Colombia. The talk had begun 
in Bogota as early as May about a probable revolution in Panama. 
It was thecommon talk of the city. Itwas openly spoken of by the 
representatives of Panamain the Congress. It wasopenly discussed 
every where days before it occurred. Soexpected was it that there 
were rumors in Bogota that it had occurred before November 3. 
All the world knew last summer that there was revolution im- 
vending. The correspondent of the New York Evening Post for 
December 8 says that they were planning revolution in Panama 
early in May. I happened to be out of the country, seeing only 
foreign newspapers in London and elsewhere, but it was a matter 
of common knowledge, both in Europe and in England, that revolu- 
tion was impending in Panama if the treaty was not agreed to. 

That knowledge, of course, came to the Executive. He had in- 
formation also from our naval and military officers, which has 
been cited in his message. It was his business to keep informed, 
but the fact of information does not imply assurances or conniv- 
ance, and the insinuations of connivance and incitement have al- 
ready been denied in a manner which reguires neither repetition 
nor support from me or anyone else. Those insinuations have 
been spread abroad for political purposes and by persons outside 
the Capital for much more discreditable objects. The President 
would have been in the highest degree censurable if he had not taken 
eyery proper precaution to prepare for the event which the reports 
of the disturbance on the Isthmus suggested. He was bound to 
carry out the provisions of the treaty of 1846. We have always 
construed that treaty to mean that we were charged with the re- 
sponsibility of keeping open the transit across the Isthmus; that 
we were not charged with the duty of enforcing the power of Co- 
lombia if there was a revolt; that we were there to protect it 
against foreign aggression, but that our primary duty was to keep 
it open and uninterrupted. 

All this information had come in upon the President, and he 
had as in duty bound considered it and watched events. Finally 
there came what constitutes the first act of our Government. 
News arrived that Colombia was about to land a force of 6,000 
men at Colon, and the Acting Secretary of the Navy on Novem- 
ber 2 sent this dispatch: 

Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened by 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed force 
with hostile intent, either Government or insurgent, either at Colon, Porto 

silo, or other point. Send copy of instructions to the senior officer present 
at Panama upon & of Boston. Have sent copy of instructions and have 
telegraphed Dixie to proceed with all possible tch from Kingston 
Colon. Government force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessels. 
Prevent their landing if in your judgment this would precipitate a conflict. 
Acknowledgment is required. 

That was the first step. The next day, November 3, a press 
bulletin having announced an outbreak on the Isthmus, the Act- 
ing Secretary of State telegraphed to the consul at Panama: 
ane on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully in- 

ned, 





The reply came back that there was no uprising, that it was ex- 
pected that night. Within a short time, a little more than an 
hour, came the dispatch: 

Uprising occurred to-night, 6; no bloodshed, etc. 

The rest of the story is fully set ferth in the dispatches from | 
the State and Navy Departments which the President has trans- | 
mitted to Congress. 

Mr, President, the preparations that have been very largely 
talked about, and which I have no doubt were adequately made, 
really resulted in the presence of one vessel of war at Colon. We 
landed from that vessel forty-two sailors and marines. The land- 
ing party was commanded with judgment. The captain of the | 
Nashville showed the utmost discretion and firmness. He pre- | 
vented with an even hand either party from using the railroad. | 
He prevented bloodshed. He kept peace on the Isthmus. Mr. | 
President, the President of the United States has been assailed | 
for landing troops. He has landed no troops. Some sailors and 
me marines have been landed, and he has been charged with | 
having made war by the act of recognition and by the landing | 
of the forces of the United States. 

ft is perfectly certain, Mr. President, that the act of recogni- 
ton by all the best authorities is held not to be in itself an act of | 
War. As for the landing of those sailors and marines to keep 
order, we have done it over and over again. We did it in 1900; 
mn did it in 1901; we did it in 1902. The dispatches of 1801 and 
Aas Were read in the President’s message here yesterday. The 
Giniral there at that time telegraphed to the Department that 
: ha\ only allowed the troops to go without their arms and 
under our naval guard, and that he had allowed the arms to go 
7 at relight train—a separate train—also under guard. Colombia 
«). “sked us to keep that line of transit open over and over again. | 
184 asked ug to do it on this very occasion. Under the treaty of | 
**8 the President had no choice except to maintain order and 
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In other words, on the 31st of October people in Bogota had | peace across that line of transit, and yet he is charged with having 


made war. 

Well, Mr. President, if he did make war by that act he had a 
good Democratic precedent for an Executive making war. Mr. 
Webster said in a speech in Faneuil Hall, and I use his words be- 
cause they are particularly good: 

The Mexican war is universally odious throughout the United States, and 
we have yet to find any Sempronius who raises his voice for it. 


Some one in the gallery asked who voted for the war and Mr. 


| Webster replied, ‘‘ Nobody at all; the President made it without 


any vote whatever.”’ 

That is good Democratic precedent if it is held that war has 
been made by the executive authority; but, Mr. President, there 
is no need of citing President Polk’s action or that of anybody 
else. There has been no war on the Isthmus, and the result of 
our landing troopsis that, instead of that Isthmus being drenched 
in blood by contending factions, there is absolute peace. There 
has been no life lost except that of the unfortunate and inevitable 
Chinaman, who was killed in his bed by a shell from a Colombian 
gunboat. I think it is a good thing to have stopped the fighting 
there, even if nothing else was effected. 

We have seen, therefore, that the President, in common with all 
the rest of the world, knew a revolution was impending. He had 
certain duties to perform; he made reasonable preparations, if 
anything too inadequate, for what he anticipated. When the 
revolution came he prevented fighting and kept the transit open. 
I think that was a wise and proper step to take, one which it was 
his plain duty, even if he had not desired to do so. 

The matter of recognition followed quickly, because it was an 
occasion in which it was in the interest of the United States, as 
the recognizing Government, to act quickly. I think myself, Mr. 
President, that the President of the United States would have 
been in the highest degree blameworthy if he had not taken pre- 
cautions and if he had not protected the transit across that Isth- 
mus. Our naval forces there prevented those people from getting 
at each other’s throats. They held back one as much as the other, 
and the result has been the establishment of that Republic by the 
people of Panama without any serious opposition to it within its 
own borders. 

That we are not alone in so judging the event is shown by the 
list of governments which have recognized the independence of 
Panama, and which I shall ask to have printed with the dates of 
recognition. It is worth while to read them over again, for peo- 
ple forget that the world has given full assent to the justice of 
our action. 

The United States recognized Panama on November 13, then 
France, China, Austria-Hungary, Germany, Denmark, Russia, 
Sweden and Norway, Belgium, Nicaragua, Pern, Cuba, Great 
Britain, Italy, Japan, Costa Rica, and Switzerland. 


List of governments which have recognized the independence of Panama, with 
the dates of recognition. 


United States ............ Nov. 13, 1903 | Nicaragua................Dec. 15, 1903 
Ps cicnipeonanaiamninkiel CF 8 aes Dec. 19, 198 
| GI ria canincnddiicdn I ES SIO iniicgecnsyeonsnnnde Dec. 23, 1903 

Austria-Hungary ........Nov. 27, 1908 | Great Britain ............ Dec. 24, 1908 

kl a, Nov. 30, 1908 iene tiara Dec. 24, 1998 

ac ccnctee ociindingietis Dec. 3, 1908 | Japan.............-.---.-- Dec. 28, 1903 

Di vearatakalans<ehtie Dec. 6, 1908 | Costa Rica...............- Dec. 28, 1903 

Sweden and Norway ....Dec. 7, 1903 | Switzerland -.............. Dec, 28, 1908 

I  centumnnninaiatina Dec. 9, 1908 } 


Those recognitions indicate that the rest of the civilized world 
do not think it was a very unreasonable thing for us to have 
recognized that new Republic quickly. 

Among the multiplicity of objections brought forward to our 
action is the objection that Panama ought to pay a part of the 
debt of Colombia. I should like to know when it became a prin- 
ciple of international law that a seceding state, if it succeeded in 
establishing itself asa separate government, ought to pay any part 
of the debt of the country from whichitseparated. When we sepa- 
rated from England I do not recollect that we took up any por- 
tion of the imperial debt for payment, and I never thought any 
dishonor attached to us because we did not offer to pay our share of 
that debt. When Cuba was freed by our hands we insisted above 
all things that she should not be held liable for a single dollar of 


| the Spanish debt, and we would not permit that that separating 


state should be responsible for any part of the debt of the mother 
country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to make a sug- 
gestion on that point? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish also to allude to the fact that a part of 
that debt was secured by the hypothecation of Cuban revenue, 
and still we would not permit Cuba to be held liable for it. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. As the Senator from Wisconsin has 
well suggested, though the revenues of Cuba were particularly 
hypothecated for that debt, though it was made a special Cuban 


A472 


debt, we would not permit it to become any part of the obligation 
of the new State. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has read a list of governments 
which have recognized something in Panama. I do not know 
whether it is a government de facto or a government de jure, or 
whether the independence or sovereignty of Panama has been 
recognized by these countries. Does the Senator know? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand the Senator’s question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say I do not know whether the form of rec- 
ognition by these various governments as to the Government of 


Panama was that it was a de facto, a de jure, or a sovereign and | 


independent government. Does the Senator know? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it was a recognition of the Gov- 
ernment as an independent de facto government with whom they 
could transact business—the usual recognition. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is independence. 

Mr. LODGE. I never heard of a recognition with a reserva- 
tion. Perhaps the Senator has. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a new phrase to me—‘‘an independ- 
ent de facto government.”’ 

Mr. LODGE. The Government wasde facto. They recognized 
it as an independent government without any qualifications what- 
soever, of course. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the Senator sure of that? 

Mr. LODGE. I never knew of recognition being accorded with 
qualifications or limitations. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was merely inquiring as to the fact. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand it was a complete recognition in 
every case—as complete as ours. 

Mr. MORGAN. My understanding has been quite the reverse, 
and therefore I asked the Senator. 

Now, may I ask theSenator whether any of those governments, 
having recognized whatever they have recognized, have not in 
effect insisted that Panama is obliged under the laws of nations 
to assume a part of the debt of Colombia? 

Mr. LODGE. 
insisted on it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Or was insisting? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand that any has insisted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the newspapers are in error. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that highly probable, though I make that 
statement, of course, with great reservation and great hesitation. 
Undoubtedly the British bondholders and other bondholders have 
been talking about their Colombian bonds, but I do not under- 
stand that any government has put any qualification on their rec- 
ognition of Panama. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator never knew a Britisher to joke 
about money. did he? 

‘ Mr. LODGE. As a matter of fact, in the papers sent in yester- 
ay-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will, of course, see that the rec- 


ognition of the liability of a government and the demand that | 


they agree to pay a part of the debt of the government from which 
they have separated could not be anything else than a recognition 
of the former’s independence. 

Mr. MORGAN. And nothing else. 


Mr. LODGE. But, Mr. President, as a matter of fact Panama | 


has made an offer, and authorized it through her minister here, 
and has announced her intention and her willingness, as appears 
in the correspondence transmitted yesterday, to assume one- 
fifteenth of the debt—her population being one-fifteenth of the 
population of Colombia—and she has also proposed that $8,000,000 
of the $10,000,000 should be held in trust by the United States. 
Those do not seem unreasonable or unfair propositions. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator is there any condition 
— to that proposition requiring that we are to furnish the 
money 

Mr. LODGE. We are to furnish what money? 

Mr. MORGAN. To pay the debt she insists she is ready to 
assume. 


the treaty. I suppose she means to take part of that $10,000,000 
to pay her share of the debt. 


debt if we did not furnish the money. 

Mr. LODGE. 
so far as Colombia is concerned, but I think if Panama under- 
takes to pay it it will be a very good debt. 


Mr. President, this question is an American question, and our | 


interests in it are very profound indeed. The portion of the coun- 
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nish th | he must have taken great pains to arrive at his present | 
I think it is undoubtedly a very bad debt now | 


| in the impending campaign. 
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from the canal, and yet it is of immense interest to the people of 
New England that there should be that quickened communica. 
tion to the East. Deep as our interest is far up there on the At- 
lantic coast, it is nothing to the interest of the people of the Gulf— 
to the people who are selling their cotton as well as their manu- 
factures in the East. Most important of all, Mr. President, more 
important than any commercial advantage, is the fact that it 
makes the coast of the United States practically continuous from 
the Columbia River to the extremest boundary of Maine. 

Mr. President, the commercial interests, the interests of our 
self-protection, involved in that canal are of the largest possible 
kind. It seems to me that it gives us a stake in that Isthmus 
which can not be overestimated. We also stand before the world 
as the nation which has taken up this great task of opening com- 
munication between the Atlantic and the Pacific. The civilized 
world has committed that work to us and has done so gladly, 
We stand in relation to that Isthmus not only for our own interest, 
but as the trustee of the interests of the whole civilized world. 
The people who live there, who own it if any people in the world 
own it absolutely, are anxious that we should go there and build 
a canal on our own terms. We are not taking it from the peo- 
ple who dwell there. They are only too anxious to have us come. 
But there are a few people up in the mountains and on the great 
plateaus in the interior, farther removed from Panama, so far as 
actual communication goes, than we are in the United States, and 
they have undertaken to say that Panama shall not have that 
canal; they propose to take from Panama, if they could make a 
treaty, every dollar that is involved in it—people who do not own 
the territory and whose interests are trivial compared to the rest 
of the world. I do not think, Mr. President, that those people 
have the right to stand across the pathway of the world’s com- 
merce and say, ‘* Here it shall not come.’’ I think that it is part 
of our duty to do just what we have done. I think we should 
have been false to our duty if we had not done it, and there is 
nothing whatever in all the action of the Colombians, of whom 
our treatment has been more than generous, which should make 
us repent of any act that has there been committed. 

Mr. President, this seems to me—if it can be said truly of any 
question—to be a question that is not oneof party. Certainly it is 
a question in which the interests and the hopes of all the people of 
the United States—North and South, Democrat and Republican— 
are alike boundup. I think itisa great achievement, in which we 
should all be proud to take a part. I never in my life, I think, 
questioned the motives of anybody who differed from me, and | 

o not now; still less should I impugn the patriotism of Senators 
who hold a different view of this question from my own. I only 
ask from them the same belief in my sincerity that I accord to 
theirs; but I do think that it is fairly open to discuss this question 
from a political standpoint, and I confess the attitude assumed 
by some portions, at least, of the Democratic party is very 
curious and interesting. 

I know well that there are some members of that party here 
and large numbers of that party outside of Washington who are 
as zealous and as eager for the promotion of this canal and the 
ratification of this treaty as any people can possibly be. I know 
too that there are others—for I have read debates which have 
occurred elsewhere—who, while they protest their hatred of the 
sinner, seem perfectly willing toembracethesin. But, Mr. Presi- 


| dent, there is still another element which seems desirous to make 
| this a party question and to extract from it political capital. It 


seems to me that a stranger idea than that never entered into 
the head of man. 

I quite agree with the saying of Disraeli that ‘‘ the business of 
an opposition is to oppose,’’ but I think that great parliamentary 
leader, when he uttered that epigram, postulated that the oppo 
sition should be intelligent, for he knew perfectly well that the 
duty of an opposition was to be always ready to take up the gov- 
ernment from the hands of those who were then administering 1! 
and that nothing could so soon prevent the rise of aa opposition 
to power as their convincing the electorate that they were not Dt 


| to govern. Such unfitness is very easily shown by the attitude o! 


an opposition; and when a party thinks that there 1s political 
capital to be gathered in resisting the policy which would beg 
at once the opening of that great canal, I think, Mr. President, ! 


| I may be pardoned for saying so, that it exhibits a misapprehen 
Mr. LODGE. Of course we have to pay the $10,000,000 under 


sion which it is hard to fathom. I huve been reminded by thls 


Democratic opposition on, several occasions of Doctor Johnsons 


| remark about Thomas Sheridan, the father of the great dram’ 
Mr. MORGAN. I was only thinking it would be a pretty bad | 


tist and orator. He said: ‘ Sherry is dull, sir, naturally dull. bas 
31f10N. 
Such an excess of stupidity is not in nature, sir.”’ [Laughter.) | 

Mr. President, think of the proposition of making politica! or 
tal out of a question of this nature. Asa Republican | show” 
ask nothing better than to have the Panama Canal made the 18st" 


I think, indeed, that a good deal of 


try which I have the honor to represent in part is far removed | valuable material has already been given us in that dire«t ion, but 
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I should be very sorry, as an American, to see the work of build- 
ing the canal delayed, and I believe, Mr. President, that when it 
is thought over seriously by the Democratic party they will see 
that there are more judicious courses than to oppose simply be- 
cause the other party proposes. There must be grounds of oppo- 
sition more relative than that if you would satisfy the American 
people, and I am sure that the Democratic party will not always 
be deceived by the solemn face of an apparent wisdom which 
sometimes proves to be nothing but that ordinary cunning which 
overreaches itself. 

Mr. President, my own feeling about this policy in regard to 
Panama I can best express by comparison with the great event 
which we are about to celebrate at St. Louis. When Mr. Jeffer- 
con bought the Louisiana territory in 1803, he met with deep oppo- 
sition, chiefly from men representing my own part of the country. 
They were honorable, high-minded men, although they made then 
a great mistake. But whatI wish tocall attention to is this: Mr. 
Jefferson believed that when he made that purchase he was tran- 
scending his constitutional powers. I do not think that he was; 
posterity does not think so; but he thought so at the time, and 
even went so far as to suggest the passage of a constitutional 
amendment. And yet, thinking so, he went boldly on and per- 
formed what I regard as the greatest act of his life; did what I 
consider one of the great acts of American history; certainly 
reared to himself the most splendid and enduring monument that 
any man could rear. Mr. President, there has been no occasion 
here for any man to doubt about constitutional powers. Laws 
and constitutions are not disregarded by men as familiar with the 
history of their country as the President and the Secretary of 
State. The Secretary of State is one of the most accomplished 
men who ever held that great place. I doubt if anyone has ever 
rivaled him in his familiarity with what has gone before and with 
the acts of all his predecessors. The President and the Secretary 
of State have regarded this question with the deep sense of re- 
sponsibility which comes upon men who in high executive posi- 
tion are called upon to take a momentous step. I believe they 
acted as patriots and as far-seeing Americans; and when that canal 
is completed—and I hope not many years will pass until that hap- 
pens—I believe that then the voice of the American people will 
acclaim the action of this Administration, which threw open the 
gateway between the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans, even as they 
acclaim the action of Jefferson when he bought the territory of 
Louisiana, 

Mr. President, I had meant to stop here, but these are days when 
new events tread fast upon each other’s heels. This morning I 
had the pleasure of reading the account of a great banquet in New 
York and I can not properly finish without an allusion to something 
that was said there. It seemed to me a most interesting occasion. 
Tammany Hall and the remnants of the Democratic reform ad- 
ministration nestling under the wings of Mr. David B. Hill! Ido 
not know which was the lion and which were the lambs, but they 
were certainly all lying down together. [Laughter.] Among 
others present was a very distinguished citizen of my own State, 
whom I am ‘very proud and happy to call my personal friend. I 
very rarely agree with him on any political question, but he made 
a single statement last night with which I think I am in more or 
less agreement. He referred in a picturesque way to the dread- 
ful career that has been run by the Republican party since it came 
into power in 1896. He said that we had passed from “a needless 
war with Spain to a wanton war with Colombia.”’ 

‘‘ Needless war with Spain!’’ Mr. President, I am inclined to 
think that the adjective was well chosen. If, when the first stir- 


rings for independence had come in that island, the Administra- | 


tion of Mr. Cleveland had behaved with sense and courage; if 


they had told Spain that the time had come when the United | 


States could no longer hold back and that Cuba must be free, I 
have always believed—I believed then, and I believe now—that 
Cuba would have obtained her independence, perhaps after some 
protracted negotiations, but without any war by us. I have al- 
ways thought that if that Administration, instead of taking coun- 
sel with the minister of Spain and a great sugar planter in Cuba, 
had been guided by a sound and brave American spirit before 
Spain had squandered blood and treasure in the island, we might 
indeed have been saved from the war. 

And, Mr. President, [look forward with great interest and great 


pleasure to the picture that was there drawn by the ex-Secretary | 


= a when he eulogized the last Democratic President. 
arent 
duce, 
Tun, 


Ap- 


and Mr. Olney seems to think he is the only one they can 


would present me at least with one great source of pleasure. His 
Administration has never been discussed. I do not regard the 
oceania .party—this, I suppose, is a partisan remark, but I 
shall make it—I do not, I say, regard the Democratic party as 
always abounding in good sense, but they had too much sense 





y in twenty years he is the only candidate they can pro- | 


in. Very well, Mr. President, whatever his strength or what- | 
ever his weakness, I can not refrain from saying that hisnomination | 
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to fight the campaign of 1896 on the performances of Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration. They repudiated him and his Adminis- 
tration, and we were deprived of the opportunity of discussing it. 
We may say what we will about the silver issue, but it was a 
better issue for the Democratic party to meet the country on than 
what had gone before; and when I saw the accounts of this de- 
lightful banquet in New York and read those inspiriting speeches 
and observed the Democratic party once more, through its chosen 
leaders there present, preparing to stand across the pathway of 
American progress and proposing to put at their head the man who 
last held power in their name I confess my spirits rose higher than 
ever about Republican prospects. I thought of what a pleasure 
it would be to contrast the policy which tried to set up Liliuoka- 
lani in Hawaii with the policy of the Republican party which has 
made those islands a part of the United States; to contrast the 
tariff which they passed, and which their own President called 
the ‘‘ tariff of perfidy and dishonor,’’ with the tariff we passed; to 
examine the history of the loans which they made in a time of 
profound peace to the bankers of New York with an interest rate 
far above what the United States could borrow at even then, and 
contrast them with the popular loan which we made in time of 
war; above all I should like to compare that era of panic and 
depression with the prosperity which followed. The whole field 
fairly bristles with delightful contrasts. I think, Mr. President, 
that nothing could be happier for us—and we-have had a great 
deal of good fortune in time past showered on us by our Demo- 
cratic friends—than to have them nominate the last Democratic 
reform President, with the agreeable record of his last Adminis- 
tration as a theme for debate, on a policy of sustaining Colombia 
and opposing the United States in digging the canal at Panama. 
[Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempcre. Under the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement the resolution takes its place immediately after 
the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT GRAYS POINT, MO. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2300) to supplement and amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Grays Point, Mo.,’’ ap- 
| proved January 26, 1901. This bill has been favorably reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, and it is important that it 
should be passed at once, as it is only an extension of the time 
for the construction of the bridge. It will take but a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INTERVENTION IN COLOMBIA, 


Mr. GORMAN. In view of the fact that by consent the morn- 
ing hour to-day was taken up in order that the Senate might hear 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr], I ask unanimous 
| consent to submit at this time a resolution of inquiry on the sub- 
ject discussed by the Senator from Massachusetts. It calls for 
some additional papers in connection with the matter pending be- 
fore the Senate. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent to present at this time aresolution. Does 
| the Senator ask for its present consideration? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| tion now. 
mation. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his judgment incom- 
patible with the public interest, to inform the Senate: 

1. The date when and the circumstances under which the United States 
intervened for the first time and each succeeding time with a military force 
in the internal affairs of New Granada or Colombia under the treaty of 1846; 
whether such intervention was on the initiative of the United States or by 
the request of New Granada or Colombia, or in consequence of any official 
representation of either, and also to transmit to the Senate copies of the let- 
ters or notes in the Department of State, and of the orders by the Navy De- 
partment relating to such intervention. 

2. Also to inform the Senate whether or not the United States has been 
asked by New Granada or Colombia or any official representative of either 
| to execute by armed force either the guaranty of the neutrality of the Isth- 
| mus or of the sovereignty of New Granada or Colombia over the same, and 
if the United States has been so asked, then the dates and circumstances 
| thereof, and to send to the Senate copies of the letters or notes in each case 
conveying the application and what was done thereunder by the United 
| States. 
| §%. And also toinform the Senate in which, if any, of the disturbanceson the 
| Isthmus of Panama referred to by the President in his last annual message 
| the United States intervened by the employment of military force solely on 
| its own initiative and uninvited by the Government owning the Isthmus, 





And he asks for its considera- 
The resolution will be read to the Senate for its infor- 





and also to inform the Senate of the circumstances in each case which re- 
quired such intervention, and transmit copies of the orders issued by the 
Navy Department for such purpose. 

4. And also that he will inform the Senate of the dates when and circumin- 
stances under which the United States has intervened in the internal affairs 
of New Granada or Colombia by military force in aid of a revolt or rebeliion 
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= Gtartence of the peace therein, or to suppress such revolt, rebellion, or 
isturbance. 

5. And also to inform the Senate which words, if any, in the treaty of 1846 
authorized the United States, in the opinion of the President, to enter by 
military force and uninvited into the territorial jurisdiction of New Gran- 
ada or Colombia in order to prevent the interruption or embarrassment of 
free traffic across the Isthmus. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution at the present time? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to receiving it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none. 
there objection to its present consideration? 

Mr. ALLISON. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under the rule. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut and Mr. KEAN. And be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 6, 
1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nom nations confirmed by the Senate January 5, 190 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Ira A. Hatch, of South Dakota, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Cheyenne River Agency in South Dakota. 
POSTMASTERS, 
CONNECTICUT. 


Is there objection to receiving 


Is 


A 


Edward B. Bennett to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county | 


of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 


William H. Brown to be postmaster at Jewett City, in the county | 


of New London and State of Connecticut. 
William Holmes to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Robert B. Ross to be postmaster at Tahlequah, in the Cherokee | 


Nation, Ind. T. 


KANSAS. 


W.S. Baxter to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the county 


of Cherokee and State of Kansas. 
Harvey J. Penney to be postmaster at Hays, in the county of 


Ellis and State of Kansas. 
MAINE. 


James H. DeCoster to be postmaster at Mechanic Falls, in the 


county of Androscoggin and State of Maine. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 


Paul R. Bridgman to be postmaster at Ware, in the county of | 


Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 


William L. Lathrop to be postmaster at Orange, in the county | 


of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 


Henry S. Moore to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of | 


Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Edward G. Spooner to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles E. Wallace to be postmaster at Fitchburg, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 


James H. Whetton to be postmaster at Highlandville, in the | 


county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetis. 
MICHIGAN. 


George Burkhart to be postmaster at Saline, in the county of 


Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 
Edward F. Evarts to be postmaster at Chesaning, in the county 
of Saginaw and State of Michigan. 
OHIO. 
William P. Gillam to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county 
of Wyandot and State of Ohio. 


Vernie E. Humphrey to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county | 


of Fulton and State of Ohio. 


Charles W. Jones to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county | 


of Pike and State of Ohio. 


David H. Perrin to be postmaster at Maumee, in the county of 


Lucas and State of Ohio. 

Charles 8. Putnam to be postmaster at Conneaut, in the county 
of Ashtabula and State of Ohio. 

Charles B. Saxby to be postmaster at Weston, in the county of 
Wood and State of Ohio. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Michael Weyand to be postmaster at Beaver, in the county of 

Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 


The resolution will go over | 
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JANUARY 5, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


TUESDAY, January 5, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hznry N. Coupen, D. D. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I rise for the pur- 
| pose of correcting the Journal. I think there is a clerical error. 
As I understood the reading, it was stated in the Journal tha; 
**Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts’’ raised the point of order 
| against the resolution, when it was the gentleman from New 
| Jersey [Mr. GARDNER]. It is only a clerical error, 
| TheSPEAKER. The Journal is correct. 


SYMPATHY AND CONDOLENCE FOR THE PEOPLE FO CHICAGO. 


| 
| Mr. EMERICH. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. EMERICH. To offer a resolution of sympathy and condo- 
| lence for the grief-stricken people of the city of Chicago, which I 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
; : : ; : 

the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be itresolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, 
| That the sincere and tender sympathy of this body be extended to th: ef- 
stricken citizens of the city of Chicago in their sad bereavement and desola- 
tion. 

Be it resolved, That the shockingcalamity which has lately occurred in the 
city of Chicago has appalled the.entire country, and this House, on behalf of 
the people of the United States, is deeply sensible of the sorrow and despair 
caused & this trightful disaster, and sincerely condoles with the maimed and 
stricken and those bereaved through the loss of loved ones. 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, duly authenticated 
by the § er and Clerk of the House, be transmitted to the mayor of the 
city of Chicago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that the resolu- 
tion ought to be amended because of the fact that there were citi- 
| zens from very many States who were injured or killed in the 

catastrophe, and the resolution ought to read “‘ citizens of Chicago 
| and elsewhere.”’ ‘ 

Mr. EMERICH. Mr. Speaker,I have no objection to the amend- 
ment. I am satisfied that the loss is mourned not only in this 
| country, but throughout the civilized world, as the calamity has 
| proven so serious and so widespread that expressions of sympathy 
and condolence have been received from all over the world. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am informed that burial permits were 
granted for 238 outside of the city of Chicago. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman accept the amendment? 

Mr. EMERICH. Yes, sir; I accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
| resolution? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. The ques- 
| tion is on agreeing to the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was unanimously agreed to. 
= 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President. 
Mr. HAY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Does the 
| reading of the message of the President interfere with the matter 
of privilege that was up when the House adjourned? 
The SPEAKER. It would come up as unfinished business, be- 
ing a matter of privilege. Does the gentleman demand the regu 
lar order? 


Mr. HAY. Yes, sir; I demand the regular order. 


RULING, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires at this time to correct 4 
ruling made by the Chair yesterday. After the previous question 
had been moved upon this resolution yesterday the gentleman 
| from New York [| Mr. Payne] proposed a motion to refer. {he 
Chair had in mind clause 4 of Rule XVI, which is as follows: 


When a question is under debate no motion shall be received but 
journ, to lay on the table, for the previous question (which motions 5! 
decided without debate), to postpone to a day certain, to refer, or to 
or postpone indefinitely; which several motions shall have preceden 
| foregoing order. 


Now, with that rule standing alone, the ruling of the Chair \ 
strictly in accordance with the letter of the rule; but the Chait 
had overlooked Rule XVII, which is as follows: 


There shall bea motion for the previous question, which, being © 
by a majority of Members voting, if a quorum be present, shall have ' 
fect to cut off all debate and bring the House toa direct vote pee t 
mediate question or questions on which it has been asked and ordered 
previous question may be asked and ordered — a single motion, a se! 
motions allowable under the rules, or an amendment or amendments, or 
be made to embrace all authorized motions or amendments and inclu: 
bill to its or rejection. It shall be in order, pending the moti 

| or after the previous question shall have been ordered on its passage, f0" 
Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without 
structions, to a standing or select committee. 


"as 


red 














_—- 


In the opinion of the Chair, if called upon to rule for the first 
time and harmonize Rule XVI with Rule XVII, the Chair would 
hold that Rule XVI applies to resolutions and that Rule XVII ap- 
plies to joint resolutions and bills. F 

Evidently, under Rule XVII, it was the intention of the House, 
by the adoption of the same, to give the House an opportunity 
after a bill had been engrossed and read a third time, if there 
were accidents, or for any reason it was the sense of the House 
that the bill ought to be recommitted, to have that opportunity. 
In practice that motion is in constant use in the ordinary business 
of the House in cases where the previous question is ordered upon 
the bill to its passage after the bill has been engrossed and read 
athird time. But the Chair does not feel at liberty or believe 
that it would be a correct ruling, in view of the practice of the 
House heretofore, to so harmonize these two rules. It has been 
the practice of the House, certainly from the time of Speaker | 
Crisp, to hold that Rule XVII applies to resolutions as well as | 
to bills. That was followed by Speaker Reed and also by Speaker 
Henderson. 

Gentlemen are familiar with that fact, for the reason that in 
cases of resolutions reported from Election Committees in the de- 
termination of election contests it has been the constant practice 
after the substitute was voted on to move to recommit with or 
without instructions. So the practice of the House having been 
to substantially nullify Rule XVI, and the Chair, not feeling at 
liberty to depart from that practice, so far as the motion to com- 
mit is concerned, holds that under Rule XVII it is in order, pend- 
ing a motion for the previous question upon a resolution or after 

the previous question upon the resolution has been ordered, either, 
at the election of the House, to commit the resolution. 

The Chair thought proper to call the attention of the House 
promptly to the error that the Chair fell into yesterday. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the motion for the | 
previous question upon the resolution offered by the gentleman | 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay], upon which the yeas and nays are | 
ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 111, 
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NOT VOTING—182. 





Adams, Wis. Dovener, Kluttz, Roberts, 
Aiken, Draper, Knopf, Robertson, La. 
Alexander, Esch, Kyle, Ruppert, 
Allen, Evans, Lamar, Mo. Ryan, 
Babcock, Field, Landis, Frederick Scarborough, 
Badger, Finley, Legare, Shackleford, 
Baker, Fitzgerald, Lilley, Sherman, 
Bankhead, Fitzpatrick, Lindsay, Shober, 
3artholdt, Flack, Littauer, Sibley, 
Bassett, Foster, Tl. Littlefield, Skiles, 

Beall, Tex. Foster, Vt. Livingston, Small, 

Bell, Cal. Fowler, Lorimer, Smith, Iowa 
Benton, Fuller, Loud, Smith, Ky 
Bowersock, Garber, Lovering, Smith, Samuel W. 
Brantley, Gardner, Mass. Lucking, Smith, N.Y. 


Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brown, Wis. 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, Mo, 
Byrd, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Capron, 
Cassingham, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
or 
Daniels, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 


Goebel, 
Goldfogle, 


McAndrews, 
McCleary, Minn. 


Southard, 
Southwick, 


Gooch, McDermott, Sparkman, 
Granger, McMorran, Spight, 
Greene, Maddox, Steenerson, 
Griffith, Mahoney, Sullivan, N. Y. 
Griggs, Marsh, Tate, 
Hamlin, Marshall, Thompson, 
Haugen, Meyer, La. Tirrell, 
Hearst, Morgan, Townsend, 
Henry, Conn. Mudd, Trimble, 
Hildebrant, Nevin, Vandiver, 
Hill, Miss. Norris, Vreeland, 
Hitt, Olmsted, Wachter, 
Hopkins, Palmer, Wade, 
Howard Patterson, N.C. Watson, 
Howell, Utah Patterson, Tenn. Webb, 

Huff, Pearre, Weisse, 
Hughes, W. Va. Perkins, Wiley, Ala. 
Hull, Pou, Williams, Ill, 


Hunter, 


Powers, Me. 


Wilson, Il. 


De Armond, Jackson, Md. Powers, Mass. Wilson, N. Y. 
Dick, Jackson, Ohio Pujo, Wright, 
Dinsmore, James, Randell, Tex. Wynn. 
Dougherty, Ketcham, Ransdell, La. 


Douglas, 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Reeder, 


So the motion for the previous question was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Situ of Iowa with Mr. Benton, 
LORIMER with Mr. MAHONEY. 

FLACK with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri, 
Hitt with Mr. DInsMORE. ; 
NEVIN with Mr. GARBER. 

Powers of Maine with Mr. EMERICH, 
VAN VOORHIS with Mr. CassINGHAM, 


Mr. KeToHaM with Mr. JAMEs. 
Mr. Evans with Mr. Hitu of Mississippi. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


McMorran with Mr. Buraess. 
CAPRON with Mr. GRANGER. 
CALDERHEAD with Mr. SPicHr. 
Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
BURLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
VREELAND with Mr. Hrarst. 
CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
Henry of Connecticut with Mr. CROWLEY, 
Bascock with Mr. DE ARMOND. 












answered ‘* present ’’ 7, not voting 162, as follows: 
YEAS—103. 
Adamson, Harrison, Macon, Shull, 
Bartlett, Hay, Maynard, Sims, 
Jenny, Henry, Tex. Miers, Ind. Slayden 
Bowers, Hitchcock, Minor, Smith, Ti 
Bowie, Housto Moon, Tenn. Smith, Tex. 
Burleson, Howell, Pa. Padgett, Snook, 
Burnett, Hughes, N. J. Page, Southall, 
Candler, Humphreys, Miss. Pierce, Spalding, 
Clark, Hunt, Pinckney, Stanley, 
Clayton, Johnson, Prince, Stephens, Tex. 
Cochran, Jones, Va. Rainey, Sullivan, Mass. 
Cooper, Wis. Kehoe, Reid, Sulzer, 
Cowherd, Keliher, Rhea, Swanson, 
Croft, Kitchin, Claude MRichardson,Ala. Talbott, 
Davis, Fla, Kline, Richardson, Tenn. Taylor, 
Denny, Lamar, Fla. Rider, Thayer, 
Flood, Lamb, ixey, Thomas, N. 0, 
G tines, Tenn, Lester, Robb, Underwood, 
Garner, Lever, Robinson, Ark, Van Duzer, 
aapert, Lewis, Robinson, Ind. Wallace, 
ane sind, Rucker, Wanger, 
Gown Little, Russell, Warner, 
— len, Livernash, Scudder, Williams, Miss. 
Oni . Lloyd, Shafroth Young, 
Harve McLain, Sheppard, Zenor. 
ardwick, McNary, Sherley, 
NAYS—111. 
ae mn, Davis, Minn. Howell, N. J. Otis, 
— 18, Pa, Deemer, Humphrey, Wash. Otjen, 
I ~ ¢ my Dixon, Jenkins, Overstreet, 
Bi , a. Dresser, Jones, Wash, Parker, 
a Driscoll Kennedy, Payne, 
Dunwell, Kinkaid, Porter, 
sie Dwight, Knapp, Rodenberg, 
Rix For ney, Lacey, Scott, 
, oss, Lafean, Shiras, 
Brad French, Landis, Chas. B. Slemp, 
Brandes Gaines, W. Va. Lanning, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Br: 8, Gardner, Mich, Lawrenc Smith, Pa. 
eont's Gardner, N. J. Longwo: Snapp, 
Brown 'P, Gibson Loudenslager, Sperry, 
eae Gillet, N. ¥. McCall, Stafford, 
Bu kenem* Gillett, Mass, McCarthy, Sterling, 
Barks’ Graff, McCreary,Pa. § Stevens, Minn. 
Burkett Grosvenor, McLachlan, Sulloway, 
Burton.’ Hamilton, Mahon, Tawney, 
Butler, Pa Haskins, Mann, Thomas, Iowa 
Campbell. Hedge, Martin Van Voorhis, 
ja Hemenway, Metcalf, Volstead, 
Cooper’ P Hepburn, Miller, Warnock, 
Cousin: a, Hermann, Mondell, Weems 
Curtin” Hill, Conn. Moon, Pa. Wiley, N. J. 
pun, = Hogan Mardock Woodyard.” 
alzel} 7 OcK, a 
Holliday, Needhani, . 
Cassel “i a SWERED “PRESENT "—7. 
Currier “ickerman, Gillett, Cal. Wadsworth. 
: Emerich, Patterson, Pa. 





Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


WRIGHT with Mr. Byrp. 

ALEXANDER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
BOWERSOCK with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

PEARRE with Mr. BRovussARD. 

STEENERSON with Mr. Kiurrz. 

DUNWELL with Mr. BAKER. 

Dovuauas with Mr. Bex of California. 

Mupp with Mr. WrLiAmM W. KITCcHIN. 
Giuuett of California with Mr. WYNN. 
SKILES with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 

the session: 

CASSEL with Mr. Goocu. 

CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 

SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

DAYTON with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

this day: 

HuntTER with Mr. Patrerson of North Carolina, 
REEDER with Mr. Wi_ky of Alabama. 
Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. THOMPSON, 
PERKINS with Mr. Tate. 

PALMER with Mr. SHOBER. 

SOUTHARD with Mr. Wi.iaMs of Dlinois. 
MARSHALL with Mr. Puvo. 

MarsuH with Mr. SMALL. 

McC.ieary of Minnesota with Mr. SCARBOROUGH, 
Loup with Mr. RYAN. 

KYLE with Mr. Patterson of Tennessee. 
JACKSON of Ohio with Mr. Luckina. 

Hutu with Mr. Ranspexu of Louisiana. 
Howe. of Utah with Mr. LEGARE. 

Huaues of West Virginia with Mr. Howarp. 
HAUGEN with Mr. Hopxrns. 

GOEBLE with Mr. GOLDFOGLE, 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 
FULLER with Mr. BEALL of Texas. 

Escu with Mr. BASSETT. 

ALLEN with Mr. BapGER. 

LITTAUER with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 
DOVENER with Mr. Mappox. 

DAVIDSON with Mr. Linpsay. 

BARTHOLDT with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

DARRAGH with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
FOWLER with Mr. WEISSE. 

HILDEBRANT with Mr. Hamiin. 

Dick with Mr. WILSON of New York. 
DRAPER with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 
LOVERING with Mr. McDERMOTT. 

TIRRELL with Mr. BREAZEALE, 

ROBERTS with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

WACHTER with Mr. VANDIVER. 

SoUTHWICK with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

WILSson of Illinois with Mr. DOUGHERTY. 
MorGAN with Mr. MCANDREwWs. 

HuFr with Mr. FIELD. 

GREENE with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Apams of Wisconsin with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. GRIGGS. 
SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. SmiruH of Kentucky. 
SIBLEY with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

LILLEY with Mr. AIKEN. 

CRUMPACKER with Mr. CALDWELL. 
LITTLEFIELD with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
OLMSTED with Mr. RoBEertTson of Louisiana. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. WEBB. 

On this vote: 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. DICKERMAN, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to commit the preamble | 
and resolution to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and on that I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the | 
gentleman from New York to commit to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Fora parliamentary inquiry. The pre- 
vious question having been ordered on a new motion, a motion to 
commit, I ask if it is not in order for twenty minutes of debate on 
each side, there having been no debate on this particular motion 
at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will attempt tofindout. [Laugh- 
ter. 

ier. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, debate has been had on the reso- 
lution, and it is not in order to debate this. Debate has been had 
and exhausted on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ala- 
bama upon the point. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the original proposition be- 
fore the House was a motion that had not been referred to any 
committee because it was a question of privilege. That question 
of privilege was debated when the question of privilege was car- 
ried, the proposition of appointing a committee to investigate the 
matters involved in the question of privilege. The previous ques- 
tion not having being ordered on that proposition, the gentleman 
from New York makes a new motion, a motion the discussion of 
which is not involved and the matters of which are not involved 
in the original motion. He makes a motion to refer this to a 
standing committee to consider whether they will report the reso- 
lution. The original debate on this question was whether the 
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matter contained in the resolution should be debated. That was 
discussed, but the question whether this should be referred to a 
standing committee before action being taken on it at all has 
never been discussed. So I say it is new matter, and, being new 
matter, debate has never occurred on that question, and twenty 
minutes’ debate on each side should be allowed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready torule. On page 488 of 
the Manual it says: ‘‘ The word ‘ proposition’ in the rule provid- 
ing for forty minutes of debate after the previous question is or- 
dered means the main question and does not refer to incidental 
motions.”’ 

Now, the main question has already been debated. This is an 
incidental motion to dispose of the resolution, namely, to refer it 
toa committee. The Chair thinks that debate has already been 
had under the rule and that further debate is not in order. The 
question is now on the motion of the gentleman from New York 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


Mr. HAY. And on that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 9g 
answered ‘‘ present ’’’ 5, not voting 162, as follows: . P 
YEAS—118, 


Acheson, 
Adams, Pa. 
Ames, 
Bates, 
Bede, 
Beidler, 
Bingham, 
Birdsall, 
Bishop, 
Boutell, 
Bradley, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Brooks, 
Brown, Pa. 
Brownlow, 
Buckman, 
Burke, 
Burkett, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Campbell, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cousins, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Davis, Minn. 
Deemer, 


Adamson, 
Aiken, 
Bartlett, 
Benny, 
Bowers, 
Bowie, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Candler, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cowherd, 
Denny, 
Dickerman, 
Emerich, 
Flood, 


Gaines, Tenn. 


Garner, 
Gilbert, 
Gillespie, 
Glass, 
Gregg, 
Gudger, 


Cassel, 
Currier, 


Adams, Wis. 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Babcock, 
Badger, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal. 
Benton, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brown, Wis. 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, Mo. 
Byrd, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Capron 
Cassingham, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Croit, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
an, 
Daniels, 
Darragh, 
Davey, La. 
Davidson, 
Dayton, 

De Armond, 
Dick, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 


So the motion of Mr. Payne to refer the resolution t 


Dixon, 
Dresser, 
Driscoll, 
Dunwell, 
sweet, 
Fordney, 

Fass, 

French, 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goulden, 
Graff, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw, 
Hogg, 
Holliday, 
Howell, N. J. 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kennedy, 
Kinkaid, 
Knapp, 
Lacey, 
Lafean, 
Landis, Chas. B. 
Lanning, 
Lawrence 
Longworth, 
Loudenslager, 
McCall, 
McCarthy, 
McCreary, Pa. 
McLachlan, 
Mahon, 

Mann, 
Martin, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 

Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moon, Pa. 
Morrell, 
Murdock, 
Needham, 
Otis, 

Otjen, 


NAYS—98. 


Hardwick, 
Harrison, 
Hay, 

Henry, Tex. 
Hitchcock, 
Houston, 
Howell, Pa. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Hunt, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Keliher, 
Kitchin, Claude 
Klee, 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamb, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lewis, 

Lind, 

Little, 
Livernash, 
Lloyd, 


uectain, 
cNary, 
Macon, 
Maynard 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Padgett, 
Page, 
Pierce, 
Pinckney, 
Prince, 
Rainey, 
Reid, 

Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Rider, 

Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ark. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Russell, 
Scudder, 
Sheppard, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "’—5. 


Gillett, Cal. 


Pou, 


NOT VOTING—162. 


Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Esch, 

Evans, 
Field, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Flack, 
Foster, Tl. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
Fuller, 
Garber, 
Goebel, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Granger, 
Greene, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Hamlin, 
Hearst, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, Utah 
Huff, 
Sea W. Va. 
Hull, 
Hunter, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jackson, Ohio 
James, 
Ketcham, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kluttz, 


Knopf, 

Kyle, 

Lamar, Mo. 
Landis, Frederick 
Legare, 
Lilley, 
Lindsay, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 
Lovering, 
Lucking, 
McAndrews, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDermott, 
McMorran, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Meyer, La. 
Morgan, 
Mudd, 

Nevin, 
Norris, 
Olmsted, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, N. C. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Pujo 

Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Robertson, La. 


and 


Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa, 
Payne, 
Porter, 
Rodenberg, 
Scott, 

Shiras, 
glemp, 
Smith, Wm. A] 
Smith, Pa, — 
Snapp, 
Sperry, 
Stafford, 
Sterling, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Van Voorhis, 
Volstead, 
Warner, 
Warnock, 
Weems, 
Wiley, N. J. 
Williamson, 
Woodyard, 
Young. 


Sherley, 
Shull, 

Sims, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Iil 
Smith, Tex. 
Snook, 
Southall, 
Stanley, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C, 
Underwood, 
Van Duzer 
Wallace 
Wanger, 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Wadsworth. 


Ruppert, 
Ryan 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Shafrotl 
Sherman, 
Shober, 
Sibley, 
Skiles, 
Small 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky % 
Smith, N. ¥ 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Southard 
Southw 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Steenerson, 
Sallivan, N.Y. 
Tite 
Thompson, 
Tirrell, 
Townse! 
Trimt 
Vandiv 
Vreela 
Wacht 

Wade 
Watson, 
Webb, 
Weiss 

Wiley, Ala 
Williams, I 
Wilson, Il. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wright, 
Wynn. 


othe Com- 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was adopted. 
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The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. DANIELS with Mr. SHarrotu, for this day. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
THE PANAMA CANAL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was read. 

{The message will be found in the Senate proceedings of yester- 
day, beginning on page 418 of the Recorp. ] 

At the conclusion of the reading there was loud applause on the 
Republican side. ; 

The SPEAKER. The message will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, | Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the follow- 
ing title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 652. An act making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 451. An act granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Conant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 452. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 456. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 458. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Beat- 
tie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 471. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas Me- 
serve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 478. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron D. 
Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 478. An act granting an increase of pension to Olive J. 
Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

S. 484. An act granting a pension to Nancy S. Marsh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 547. An act granting an increase of pension to Irving W. 
Coombs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 549. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 555. An act granting an increase of pension to Royal A. S. 
Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 565. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 578. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bulla- 
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 586. An act granting a pension to Annie H. Zoll—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_S. 587. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson P. Wil- 
liamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8S. 589. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 744. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gas- 
coigne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 745. Anact granting a pension to John Swenson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 929. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stermer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 930, An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
W ledemann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 9387. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Siebelist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 959. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Ranard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_5. 1206. An act granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

5. 1259. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. Stan- 
yan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 1334. An act granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1335. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
Daws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





— 1402. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
er the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1429, 


Sd An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. 
a {uin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Bane 137, An act granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 
; ard—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
». 14h" An act granting an increase-of-pension to James A. 


cover-sto-the Committee on- Invalid: Pensions. 
5. 170%). Amaet 
the Committee on 


— a@ pension to Esther G. Wharton—to 
ensions. 
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S. 1826. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Cutts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1825. An act granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1548. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 821. An act granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Den- 
nison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 78. An act granting a pension to Eljeroy C. Curtis—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1559. An act granting an increase of pension to Marie A. 
Rask—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 798. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. Tem- 
pleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 814. Anact granting a pension to Mamie Thayer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 847. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. Bev- 
eridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 898. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. Car- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 652. An act making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 64. Joint resolution authorizing the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to permit the erection of certain poles 
and overhead wires in connection with the work of eliminating 
grade crossings in the city of Washington. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 2022. An act to afford protection to exhibitors of foreign 
literary, artistic, or musical works at the Louisiana Purchase 
Exposition. 

PRESERVATION OF FRIGATE CONSTITUTION, 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that there may be read from the Clerk’s desk a 
memorial of the Massachusetts Historical Society, asking for the 
preservation by Congress of the famous old frigate, the Constitu- 
tion. I do not ask any action on this matter at present, but sim- 
ply that the memorial may be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. The memorial is very short. The reading will take but 
a few minutes, and will, I think, interest the House, and I am 
sure very much gratify the distinguished signers. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read, as follows: 

Memoria). 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


Your memorialists, the council of the Massachusetts Historical Society, 
acting underitsinstructions, would respectfully call the attention of your hon- 


| orable bodies to certain facts connected with the United States frigate 


Constitution: 

That vessel is now lying at Charlestown, Mass., in a dock also used by the 
steamships of the so-called White Star Line; she is dismantled, out of repair, 
and liable at any time to injury from carelessness or accident, if not to de- 
struction. Your memorialists further represent that in the American mind 
an historical interest attaches to the Constitution such asattaches to no other 
ship in maritime annals, except, possibly, the Santa Maria, the flagship of 
Columbus, and the Mayflower, both of which disappeared centuries ago. The 
Constitution still remains; and it was the Constitution which, in the gloom- 
iest hour of the war of 1812-1814, appeared “like a bright gleam in the dark- 
ness.” On the 16th of August of that year Detroit, with all its garrisons, 
munitions, and defenses, was surrendered to the British forces; on the same 
day Fort Dearborn, at what is now Chicago, was in flames, and with it “the 
last vestige of American authority on the western lakes disappeared.” The 
discouragement was universaland the sense of national humiliation extreme, 
for it seemed doubtful if even the interior line of the Wabash could be suc- 
cessfully held against an enemy flushed with success. The prophet of yet 
other disasters immediately impending was abroad, and, according to his 
wont, further depressed the already disheartened land. It was in this hour 
of deepest gloom that, on the morning of Sunday, August 30, the Sabbath 
silence of Boston was broken and the town stirred to unwonted excitement 
“as the news passed through the quiet streets that the Constitution was 
below, in the outer harbor, with Dacres,” of the Guerriere, “and his crew 
prisoners on board.” Thus it so chanced that the journal which the next 
morning informed Bostonians of the Detroit humiliation, in another column 
of the same issue announced that naval action which, ** however small the 


| affair might appear on the general scale of the world’s battles, raised the 


United Statesin one-half hour tothe rankof a first-class powerin the world.”’ 

The jealousy of the Navy. which had until then characterized the more re- 
cent national policy vanished forever ‘‘in the flash of Hull’s first broadside.” 
The victory, moreover, was most dramatic—a naval duel. The adversaries— 
not only commanders, but ship's companies to a man—had sought each other 
out fora test of seamanship, discipline, and gunnery—arrogance and the con- 
fidence of prestige on the one side, a passionate sense of wrong on the other. 
They met in mid-Atlantic—frigate to frigate. It was on the afternoon of 
August 19, the wind blowing fresh, the sea running high. Forabout an hour 
the two ships maneuvered for position, but at last, a few minutes before 6 
o'clock, “they came together aide by side, within pistol shot, the wind almost 
oem one running before it they pounded each other with all their 
strength. 

As rapidly as the guns could be worked the Constitution poured in broad- 
side after. broadside, double-shotted with round and grape, and, without ex- 
omperetion. the echo of those guns startled the world. Of her first broad- 
side 


in that action the master of an American brig, then a captive on board 
the British ship, afterwards wrote: “ About 6 o'clock I heard a tremendous 
explosion from the opposing frigate. 


The effect of her shot seemed to make 
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the Guerriere ree] and tremble as though she had received the shock of an 
earthquake.” ‘In less than thirty minutes from the time we got alongside 
of the enemy,” reported Captain Hull to the Secretary of the Navy, “she was 


left without a spar standing, and the hull cut to piecesin such a manner'as to | 


make it difficult to keep her above water.” 


The historian has truly said of that.conflict: ‘\Isaac Hull was nephew to | 


the unhappy general who, three days before the Constitution overcame the 
Guerriere, had capitulated at Detroit, and perhaps the shattered hulk of the 
Guerriere—which the nephew left at the 
miles east of Boston—was worth for the moment the whole province which 
the uncle had lost, 800 miles to the westward. * * * Noexperience of history 
ever went to the heart of New England more directly than this victory, so 
peculiarly its own; but the delight was not confined to New England, and, 
extreme though it seemed, it was still not extravagant.”’ 


Therefore it is that the Massachusetts Historical Society, already in 1812 | 


an organization more than twenty years in existence, now directs this me- 
morial to be submitted, she,the oldest among them, speaking through her 
council for all other similar societies throughout New England. In sodoing 
it is needless to enter into the earlierand later history of what was essen- 
tially the “fighting frigate” of the first American Navy, for in the memory 
of the people of the United States the Constitution is throughout her long 
record inseparably associated with feats of daring and seamanship, devotion 
and dash, than which none in all naval history are more skillful, more stir- 
ring, or more deserving of commemoration. 
commemorated as by the pious and lasting preservation of the ancient ship, 


now slowly rotting at the wharf opposite to which she was launched six | 


years more than a century ago? 


And while the name of the Constitution is thus not only synonymous with | 


courage, seamanship, patriotism, and unbroken triumph, the ship herself is 
typical of a maritime architecture as extinct as the galley or the trireme. 
She slid from the ways at what is still known in her honor as ‘Constitution 
wharf’ in Boston Harbor ten months before Nelson won the battle of the 
Nile, and eight years toa day before his famous Sagthip, the Victory, bore 
his broad pennant in triumph through the Franco-Spanish line off Trafalgar; 
and your memorialists hold that, in the eyes and minds of the people of the 
United States, no less an interest and sentiment attach to the Constitution 
than in Great Britain attach to the Victory. The Constitution in the days of 
our deep tribulation did more for us than ever even the flagship of Nelson 
did for England; and, theneeforth, she has been to Americans as a sentient 
being, to whom gratitude is due. 

Yet by Great Britain the Victory ever has been and now is tenderly cared 
for and jealously preserved among the most precious of national memorials. 
As such it is yearly visited by thousands, among whom Americans are not 
least in number. The same care has not been extended over the Constitu- 
tion; and yet your memorialists would not for a moment suggest, nor do 
they believe, that the people, the Parliament, or the Government of Great 
Britain are more grateful, more patriotic, or endowed with a keener sense 
of pride than the people, the Congress, or the Administration of the United 
States. As for the people, the contrary is, in case of the Constitution, incon- 
trovertibly proven by the names of the thousands of pilgrims from all sec- 
tions of the country annually inscribed on her register. 

So far as the Government is concerned, its failure totake measures for the 
lasting preservation of the old ship has been due, in the opinion of your 
memorialists, neither to indifference nor to an unworthy spirit of thrift, but 
to the fact that, amid the multifarious matters calling for immediate action, 
the preserving of an old-time frigate, even though freighted with glorious 
memories, has been somewhat unduly, though not perhaps unnaturally, de- 
ferred to a more opportune occasion. 

None the less, the Constitution ‘‘is the yet living monument, not alone of 
her own victories, but of the men behind ‘the guns who won them. She 
speaks to us of patriotism and cou , of the devotion toan idea and toa 
sentiment for which men laid down their lives.” 

Therefore, your memorialists would respectfully ask that immediate pro- 
vision be made to the end that the course pursued by the British admiralty 
in the case of the Victory may be pursued by our Navy Department in the 
case of the Constitution. We accordingly pray your honorable bodies that 
the necessary steps forthwith be taken for preserving the “fighting frigate’ 
of 1812; thatshe be renewed, = in commission as a training ship, and at suit- 
able seasons be in future stationed at points along our coast where she may 
be easily accessible to that large and ever-increasing number of American 
citizens who, retaining a sense of affection as well as deep gratitude to her, 
fee] also a patriotic and an abiding interest in the associations she will never 
cease to recall. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, etc. 

CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS, 


President. 
SAMUEL A. GREEN, 
Vice-President. 
T. JEFFERSON COOLTDGE, 
Second Vice-President. 
EDWARD J. Youna, 
Recording Secretary. 
OnAnnes C. Surru, 7reasurer. 
Henry W. HAYNEs, 
Corresponding Secretary. 
peor F. JENKS, Cabinet Keeper. 
Absent and signed by authority. ANDREW MCFARLAND DAVis, 
C.F. ae CARY COOLIDGE, 
WILLIAM R. THAYER, 
8. LorTHrop THORNDIKE, 
JAMES F’. HUNNEW2LL, 
JAMES DE NORMANDIE, 
Members Constituting the Council of the Society. 


At the conclusion of the reading there was loud applause. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlemen rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. For the purpose of addressing 
myself to the subject presented in the memorial just read. 

he SPEAKER. the gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 

imous consent to address the House—for what ler of time? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. About three minutes; that is 
all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I am a great be- 


liever in the doctrine of ‘‘ heaping coals of fire upon the heads”? | 
It was in this spirit that I did not | 
object to the request of the gentleman from Massachusetts to | 


of ““our friends the enemy.”’ 


have this memorial or petition from the legislature of the sover- 
eign State of Massachusetts read in the open House. I was 


x0ttom of the Atlantic Ocean, 800 | 


ow can they be so effectively | 


_ 
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| gratified that nobody else objected; and I am gratified that ¢ho 
| precedent has been set of permitting memorials and petitions 
from the legislatures of the republics which constitute {}j< 
| greater Republic to be read in the open House. 
I remember several Congresses ago, when I ‘broughta memoria] 
from the legislature of the equally sovereign State of Mississinpj 
to a former Speaker of this House, Mr. Thomas B. Reed, and » 
| that I be recognized for the purpose of having it read tothe H 
he called my attention to the fact that the rules sent petitio: 
the ‘* box;’’ and he said that the legislature of what I call, 
sovereign State’ 


y 
p 


Ked 


use, 


’? was no more than any other petitioner, and ¢}); 
such petitions should go to the ‘‘ box”’ like other petitions or mo.- 
morials. JI am glad to see the present Speaker establishin 
ferent precedent; and I hopethat this precedent will be * h 

| in the observance ”’ hereafter, and not ‘‘in the breach.”’ 

Before I sit down, Mr. Speaker, I can not fail to exp 
gratification at the fact that a New England Republican 
ture and a New England Republican Representative ar 
to preserve a ‘‘ Constitution’ of some sort anyhow [langhte 
| applause on the Democratic side], even if it is preserved m 
as a relic and a curiosity to excite the patriotism and th: 
plative admiration of the American people. [Applause 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent to address th: 
for one minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I dislike exceedingly to 
speech of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. W1ILLiAms 
memorial which has just been read is not from the legi 
any “sovereign State,’ but simply from a historical 
located, I believe, in the city of Boston. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman does not wish t 
all of my minute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman wil! excus 
me for occupying a moment of his time, I will say this: That 
although the reminiscence was misapplied, there is, ney 
in it and in this ‘‘modern instance’’ a lesson; I hope that her 
after a sovereign State will be granted at least the same rights as 
are granted to a historical society in a sovereign State. 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether | 
should be willing to accord the same privilege to the legislatur 
of the State of Mississippi that I would to this historical socict; 
of the State of Massachusetts; and the reasons are perlaps too 
obvious to need to be suggested to the House. 

But I want to say to the gentleman that this will not |x 
edent for letting in petitions and memorials hereafter and having 
them read in the House. To-day, not having any other business 
and when confronted by the winning and genial countenance 0! 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Gmierr] who sits on my 
right, I did not have the heart to object to the reading of tl 
harmless memorial which he desired to have read for the edifica- 
tion of the House and the gratification of his constituents. But 
in future, if I should be here, I will see to it that no such memo- 
rial is read, either from a historical society or from the legislature 
of a “‘sovereign State.” 

The SPEAKER. The memorial, having been read by u 
mous consent, will be referred to the Committee on Naval Ati 
under the rules. 


ELECTRIC LIGHT ON THE ISLAND OF OAHU, HAWAII. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
Sommittee on the Territories, I ask unanimous consent fo! 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk 
The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill when __ 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut said: Mr. Speaker, I desire t 
an objection. Should I enter it now or after the read 
bill is concluded? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman \ 
hold his objection until the bill has been read. 
| Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will reserve the right 





heless 


a prec- 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of th 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7266) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act dul) 
| the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize and p! 
| manufacture, distribution, and supply of electric light and p 
island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In the absence of one 
leagues, who I know is opposed to this bill and desires 
upon it when it is considered (for he has so mee 
me), I shall have to object. I have no personal object 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 
To Mr. Ranpe. of Texas, for two weeks, on acco! 
‘ perative business. 
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To Mr. Bowprsocg, for two weeks, on account of important | 


business. . s 
To Mr. Sprent, for two weeks, on account of important busi- | 
ness . 
To Mr, Cooper of Texas, for ten days, on account of sickness. | 
To Mr. CRUMPACKER, for ten days, on account of sickness in 


his family. Y 
And then, on motion of Mr. Payye (at 2.45 p. m.), the House 
ad 10 irned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Tnder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ol lows: | 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- | 
ting reports from the accounting officers of the Treasury showing | 
officers delinquent in the rendition of their accounts and officers 
who have failed to pay the balances due from them for the fiscal 
vear ended June 80, 1908—to the Committee on Expenditures in | 


the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submit- | 
ting an estimate of appropriation for mounting United States | 
maps with rollers—to the Committee on Appropriations, and | 
ord red to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, recommending an 
appropriation for two clerks for revisions of the customs regula- 
tions—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

A letter from the President of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a detailed report of the 
expenditures from the appropriation for contingent expenses dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1903—to the Committee on Appropriations, and | 
ordered to be printed. 


4 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILIS AND | 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 6805) to 
amend an act entitled “‘An act to bridge the Newark Bay,”’ ap- 
proved February 18, 1895, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 115); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 6498) to author- 
ize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the Mononga- 
hela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, reported the same with- | 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 126); which said | 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


| 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIUI, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were ‘severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of 
Pension to William F. Longenhagen, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 49); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
Was referred the bill (H. R. 5464) granting an increase of pension 
to Francis M. Northern, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a xepert (No. 50); which said bill and report were 
Teferred to the Private Calendar. 
as GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
a Was referred the bill (H. R. 1908) granting an increase of 
nsion to Harvey D. Barr, reported the same with amendments, 
“companied by a report (No. 51); which said bill and report 
= Teterred to the Private Calendar. 
aa H ( )/LLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ons A Was referred the bill (H. R. 2042) granting an increase of 
easion to Alvin B. Hubbard, reported the same with amend- | 


9 


~ 


paar’: accompanied by a report (No. 52); which said bill and re- | 
Mr cn reterted to the Private Calendar. 
‘SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | 
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was referred the bill (H.R. 6004) granting an increase of pension 


to William C. Lyon. reported thesame with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 58); which said bill and report were re- 
— aa oo yeas Calendar. 
_He also, from the same committee, to which was referre e 
bill (H. R. 892) granting an imcrease of pension to oe = 
Hunt, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 54); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. ; 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 3620) granting an increase of 


| pension to Victor Vifquain, reported the same with amendments. 


accompanied by a report (No. 55); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of 
pension to Harrison W. Fox, reported the same with amendment. 
accompanied by a report (No. 56); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8776) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred I. Judy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 57); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5521) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Clark. reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 58); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 7666) granting an increase of 
pension to Laura F. Hine, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied-by a report (No. 59); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of 
pension to Alonzo Dutch, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 60); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Travis, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 61); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 2155) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Bechstedt, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 62); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5737) granting a pension to John 
Whitehead, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 63); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3778) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Juliaetta Rowling, reported the same with 


| amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 64); which said bill 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5246) granting an increase of 
pension to S. B. Elliott, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 65); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5177) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Clark, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 66); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs. Sarah E. Wheeler, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 67); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5197) granting a pension to 
W. C. Brown, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 68); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 4629) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas C. Pond, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied bya report (No. 69); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5559) granting an increase of 
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pension to Josephine C. Chase, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 70); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8748) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles E. Foley, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 71); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5531) granting an increase of pension to Marvin Nash, 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 


(No. 72); which said bill and report were referred to the Private | 


Calendar. 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 3018) granting an increase of 


pension to John A. Mavity, reported the same with amendment, | 
accompanied by a report (No. 73); which said bill and report | 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 2188) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard L. Cook, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 74); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1624) granting an increase of pension 


to Charles W. Boyer, reported the same with amendments, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 75): which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 6619) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin R. Little, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 76); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 7374) granting an increase of 
pension to Jabez Perkins, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 77); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill (H. R. 942) granting an increase of | 


pension to James F. Hardy, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 78); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 561) granting an increase of 
pension to Eri Summy, reported the same with amendment, ac- 


referred to the Private Calendar. 


Emma Butler, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 80); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 722) granting an increase 
of pension to Zechariah B. Stuart, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 81); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension 
to James W. Black, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 82): which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 907) granting an increase 
of pension to De Witt C. Parker, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 83); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 930) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas M. Parkison, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 84); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5005) granting an increase of 
pension to Worthington 8S. Locke, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 85); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hutchison, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 86); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill (H. R. 1856) granting an increase of | 
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pension to Alexander H. Covert, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 87); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 1288) granting an increase of 
pension to Jason Stevens, reported the same with amendments, ac. 
companied by a report (No. 88); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension 
to Allen M. Pierce, reported the same with amendments, accom. 
panied by a report (No. 89); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6331) granting an increase of pension 
to James M. Dickey, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 90); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret J. Snook, reported the same with amendment, 


| accompanieé by a report (No. 91); which said bill and report were 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward T. Miller, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 92); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to 
Theresa B. Nash, reported the same with amendments, accom- 


| panied by a report (No. 93); which said bill and report were re- 


ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to 
Mary F. Hamilton, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 94); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 2690) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Thomas Kelly, reported the same without 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 95); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to 


s p > wit | Margaret Cotter, widow of John A. Cotter, Company B, Second 
companied by a report (No. 79); which said bill and report were | 


Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, reported the same with amend- 


| ments, accompanied by a report (No. 96); which said bill and re- 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to | 


port were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 1816) granting an in- 


crease of pension to George W. Day, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 97); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to 
Mary Gwynn, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 98); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 2991) granting an increas 
of pension to Lydia A. Topping, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 99); whic! 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 3000) granting an i) 
pension to William C. Best, reported the same with am 
accompanied by a report (No. 100); which said bill and! 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, t 
was referred the bill (H. R. 895) granting a pension to 
M. Walker, reported the same with amendments, acco! 

a report (No. 101); which said bill and report were 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio! 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2139) granting an increas 
to James W. Kight, reported the same with amendm 
panied by a report (No. 102); which said bill and rey 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ' don 
bill (H. R. 2616) granting a pension to Joseph K. We't. report” 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a repor' 
which said bill and report were referred the Private Coon! 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Punstons, = 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 864) granting an rease 0 















pension to Albert Moulton, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 104); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 196) granting a pension to 
Grace E. Carson, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 105); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

pill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to Peter Fillion, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 106); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 
: Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5043) granting a pension to 
William H. Harrison, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 107); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of pension 
to George C. Sherman, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 108); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 5528) granting a pen- 
sion to Maria Lindhorst, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 109); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 616) granting a pension to 
Sarah Chrysler, reported the same with amendments, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 110); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 2472) granting an in- 


crease of pension to David F. Lewis, reported the same with | Sten Cinnnetetitiads tain Simehene 
anendment, accompanied by a report (No. 111); which said bill | a. 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill (H. R. 661) granting an increase of | 
pension to Elizabeth E. Meckly, reported the same with amend- | 


ments, accompanied by a report (No. 112); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3472) granting an increase 
of pension to Marcus E. Amsden, reported the same with amend- 


ments, accompanied by a report (No. 113); which said bill and re- | 


port were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 2435) granting a pension to | 


Renben Vermillion, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 114); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5990) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Samuel Schiffer, reported the same without amend- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


_He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3215) for the relief of Thomas V. Stirman’s estate. re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 122); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6871) for the relief of the estate of Samuel H. Patter- 
son, deceased, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 123); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill H. R. 3894, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 116) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of 
Loudon, Loudon County, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 
124); which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill H. R. 3899, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 117) 
for the relief of Thomas J. Wear, accompanied by a report (No. 
125); which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6067) for the relief of Ste. Genevieve County, Mo.— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7699) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
del Banco Cunningham—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4946) to restore James F. Wheeler to the pension 
roll—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 


A bill (H. R. 5986) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Cowie—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to Committee Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8868) to apply a portion of 
the proceeds of the sales of public lands to the endowment of 
schools or departments of mines and mining in connection with 
the colleges established in the several States under the provisions 
of an act approved July 2, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act donating public 


| lands to the several States and Territories which may provide col- 





ment, accompanied by a report (No. 116); which said bill and | 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4933) for the relief of the representa- 
tives of M. F. Merritt, deceased, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 117); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3893) for the relief of the First Pres- | 
byterian Church of Knoxville, Tenn., reported the same without | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 118); which said bill | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims. to which 
Was referred the bill (H. R. 1020) to authorize the readjustment 
of the accounts of army officers in certain cases, and for other 


purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 


leges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’’ and 
for similar purposes, being a further supplement to said act—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8869) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to extend the coal-land laws to the district of 
Alaska,”’ approved June 6, 1900—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8870) to repeal 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States,’ approved July 1, 1898, and 
the amendment tosaid act approved February 5, 1903—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8871) providing 
for the striking of a medal in memory of Benjamin Franklin—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 8872) to provide for the en- 
larging of the United States court building at Asheville, N. C., 


| containing the United States court room, post-office, clerk's office, 


& report (No. 119); which said bill and report were referred to | 


the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


Was referred the bill (H. R. 6599) for the relief of Benjamin Bur- | 


rows, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 120); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

; Mr. Ht /LLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
vas referred the bill (H. R. 3211) for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of the estate of Mareus L. Broadwell, reported the same 
Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 121); which 
Sac Lill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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and internal-revenue offices—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8873) to establish lights on 
the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8874) to provide for the purchase of addi- 
tional ground and the enlargement and improvement of the public 
building at Beaver Falls, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 


| ings and Grounds. 


By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8875) to remove the limitation 
in the payment of arrears of pensions—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8876) to remove the limitation in the pay- 


| ment of arrears of pensions on account of gunshot wounds received 
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in the service in the line of duty—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8877) extending provisions of an act granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors, approved June 27, 1890, to the 
Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas Cavalry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the provisions of the act of 
January 21, 1903, to the Osage Reservation, in Oklahoma Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8879) providing for probate courts and pro- 


bate judges for the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to | 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8880) providing for the appointment of ad- 
ditional judges in Indian Territory, to increase the jurisdiction of 
the United States commissioner in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8881) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to improve the Kansas River, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 8882) to enlarge the post-office 
and court-house building in the city of Williamsport, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8883) to regulate 
the powers and privileges of corporations—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PINCKNEY: A bill (H. R. 8884) making an appro- 
priation for a public building at Houston, Tex.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8885) making an appropriation for improve- 
ment of Galveston ship channel and Buffalo Bayou, Texas—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

3y Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8886) granting a pension of 
$12 per month to all soldiers’ widows over 60 years of age—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8887) to establish | 


probate courts in Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 8888) making an appro- 
priation for completing the improvement of the Brazos River 


from its mouth to Old Washington, Tex.—to the Committee on | 


Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 8889) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, by the Eastern Railroad Company—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8890) to establish 


a subtreasury at Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Ways | 


and Means. 
By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 8891) to permit 


actions commenced in a State court to be removed to the circuit 


court of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8892) to amend section 2325 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8893) to provide for the examination and 


classification of certain lands in the State of California—to the | 


Committee on the Public Lands. 
3y Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 8894) granting an increase of 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 8895) for the purchase of a site 
for post-office building at Estherville, lowa—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8896) for the erection of a public building at 
Webster City, lowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8897) to appropri- 
ate $3,000 for the construction and preparation of a target range 
for use of troops stationed at Prescott, Ariz.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 8898) to provide rebate of duties 
on all coal imported into the United States—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 116) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
8894—to the Private Calendar. 


Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 117) re- | 


ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3899—to the Private 
Calendar. 

By Mr. HAY: A resolution (H. Res. 118) relative to report of 
J. L. Bristow, Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, concerning 
long-time leases for post-office premises—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DIXON: A resolution (H. Res. 119) directing the Sec- 
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bility of constructing a wire fence along the Canadian boundary 
between the Lake of the Woods and Point Roberts—to the Con. 


| mittee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred 4; 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8899) to correct the military 
record of George Collins—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8900) granting a pension to George Collins 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8901) granting a pension to Deborah F. 
Green-Childs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8902) granting an increase of pension { 
Joseph W. Whessen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8903) granting a pension to Sarah F, Craig 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8904) granting an increase of pensio: 
Joseph J. Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8905) granting an increase of pension | 
William W. Jobes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8906) granting an increase of pension 


| James W. Milligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8907) granting an increase of pension 
Cassius M. McNickle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8908) granting an increase of pension 
William Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8909) granting an increase of pension 
William R. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8910) granting an increase of pensior 
James R. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8911) granting an increase of pension to 


| Joseph Greist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8913) granting an increase of pension to Reu- 
ben Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8914) granting an increase of pension to 
Milo G. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 8915) granting an increase 
of pension to Warren McCracken—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 8916) for the relief of Susie G. 
Seabury—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8917) for the relief of Michael Marx—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8918) for the relief of John Hunter—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 8919) granting an increase 
of pension to William L. Jobe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8920) granting a pension to 
Harriet A. Tucker —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 8921) granting an increase of 


| pension to John McCollister—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
compensation to surfmen of life-saving stations—to the Committee | 


sions. 
By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8922) granting a pensio1 


| Martha E. Nolen—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8923) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cotter 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8924) granting a pension to Geor 
Whitehead—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 8925) granting an increase 
pension to John Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8926) granting an increase of pen t 
John Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8927) granting an increase of pension 
Irvin Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8928) granting an increase of pensi 
Eliza A. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8929) to restore the pen: 
Oliver Grubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of Frederick M. G: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of Curtis M. Bent 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8932) for the relief of Charles Artzt—t 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8933) for the relief of Annie Catharin 
tier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8934) for the relief of Caleb H. Adams— 


retary of Commerce and Labor to inquire into the cost and feasi- | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8985) for the relief of G. W. Seaman, late 
postmaster at Red Mountain, Colo.—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8936) for the relief of John A. Clark—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8937) for the relief of Christ Schrey—to the 
Committee on Claims. ‘ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8938) granting an increase of pension to 
George Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8939) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Marks—to the Committee on Pensions. 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 8940) granting an increase of pension to 
William Henthorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8941) granting an increase of pension to | 
John Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8942) granting an increase of pension to J. 
H. Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8948) granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Wager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8944) granting an increase of pension to B. B. 
Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also,a bill (H. R. 8945) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8946) granting anincrease of pension to Fred- | 
erick K. Noyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8947) granting a pension to George Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R 8948) granting a pension to Frances Chan- 
dler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8949) granting a pension to Sarah M. Rea- 
soner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8950) granting a pension to Adam Ross—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8951) granting a pension to Lizzie J. Boat- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8952) granting a pension to Robert Kennish— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8953) granting a pension to | 
John Ashworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 8954) granting an increase of | 
pension to Allen M, Haight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8955) granting an increase of pension to | 
Joseph M. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 8956) granting an increase of pension to | 
Joseph R. Duffield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H.. R. 8957) to remove the charge of desertion from | 
the military record of Hiram B, Wilson—to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 
By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8958) amending the military 
record of Frederick Soloten—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8959) granting a pension to Sarah Blank—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also,a bill (H. R. 8960) granting a pension to Louisa Nesmith— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8961) granting a pension to Frances E. 
Grisson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 8962) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8963) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. G. Wolke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 8964) granting an increase of | 
pension to Andrew J. Power—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8965) granting an increase of pension to Jo- | 
seph K. Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8966) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Fink—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 8967) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam A, Hanken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8968) granting a pension to Emily J. Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 8969) granting 
on ie rease of pension to John Herzinger—to the Committee on 
nSions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8970) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles B. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ny Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 8971) for the relief of Sarah 
a ne of Madison County, N. C.—to the Committee on Inva- 
A *nsions, 
att Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8972) for the relief of the Presby- 
‘rian Church of Strasburg, Shenandoah County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 









aAlso.a bill (H. R. 8973) for the relief of the St. Thomas Metho- 
ist Episcopal Church, of Middletown, Frederick County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8974) for the relief of the Mount Zion Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Middletown, Frederick County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8975) for the relief of Joseph E. Funk- 
houser, of Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8976) for the relief of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Middletown, Frederick County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8977) for the relief of the Muhlenburg Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church, of Harrisonburg, Rockingham County 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8978) for the relief of James T. Petty, Charles 
B. Church, Jessee B. Wilson, and George T. Dearing—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 8979) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Boles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8980) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Towns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8981) granting an increase of pension to Ezra 
Shanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8982) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8983) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnathon R. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8984) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John I. Rundeberg—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8985) for 


’ 


| the relief of Simon W. Scott—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 8986) for the relief of Algernon L. 
Wilkinson, Kate E. Wilkinson, and Laura M. Powell, sole heirs 
of Laura E. Wilkinson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8987) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Burnett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 8988) granting a pension to 


| Sarah M. C. Silvers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8989) for the relief of Stephen W. Stryker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8990) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew S. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8991) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Mattison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8992) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8993) granting an increase of pension to Mel- 
vina Bottles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 8994) for the relief of 
Michael Kries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of Ahijah Macy—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 8996) granting an 
increase of pension to Diah Lovejoy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 8997) granting an increase 
of pension to James Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SiOnS, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8998) granting an increase of pension te 


| Henry L. Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8999) for the relicf 


| of the estate of H. B. Henegar, deceased—to the Committee on 


War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9000) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Frye—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9001) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac J. Getchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9002) granting an increase of pension to 
Gibson S. Budge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9003) granting an increase of pension to 
James Bowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 9004) granting an increase of 
pension to Josiah Tilden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9005) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Conyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9006) granting a pension to Mary J. Mock— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 9007) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward O. C. Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9008) granting an increase of pension to 
George Nulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9009) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Garner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Fought—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9011) to cor- 
rect the military record of Edmond Judkins—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 9012) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob W. Gersteneker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $018) for the relief of Ellen R. Stearns—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9014) for the relief of Isaac N. Enloe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 9015) granting an increase 


of pension to Horace H. Sickels—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9016) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9017) granting an increase of pension to 
Pierce McKeough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9018) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry L. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9019) for the relief of Louisa A. Brown—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 9020) granting a pension to | 


Mary Saylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 9021) granting an 


increase of pension to Joseph Whitman—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9022) granting a pension to Warren Hughes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9023) granting 


an increase of pension to George Adams—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob | 


Laird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 9025) granting a pension to | 


Sarah Kyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to Susan R. Estell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9027) for the relief 


of Hinton J. Smith, and to pay him for his services asa letter car- | 


rier—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 9028) granting an increase | 
of pension to Elizabeth F. Miner—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9029) granting a pension to Georgia S. Bar- 
bour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 9030) granting an increase of 
pension to John Daly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9031) granting a 
pension to Cullom E. Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9032) for the 
relief of W. T. Ratliff, administrator of estate of S. N. Clark, de- 
ceased—-to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9033) granting an | 


increase of pension to James H. McClintock—to the Committee 
on Invaiid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Isabella J. Wray— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9035) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Branen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 9036) for the relief of George 
E. Rogers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9038) granting a 


pension to Franklin Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


gions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James R. Todd; also, papers to accompany 
bill granting an increase of pension to William W. Jobes; also, 
papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
NV. Whisen; also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Leonard; also, papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Milo G. Gibson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to correct the military record of 
George Collins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, resolution of the Presbytery of Washington, Pa., in fayor 
of the Dolliver-Hepburn bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of R. F. Strickland & Co. and 
others, of Griffin, Ga., protesting against the passage of parcels. 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Mitch—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of Thomas Brennen Post 
No. 380, Grand Army of the Republic, at the National Military 
Home, Kansas, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to W. F. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolution of the Nebraska Association of Postmasters, 
indorsing the recommendations of the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General relative to clerk hire allowance of third-class postmas- 
ters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Farragut Post, No. 25, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Lincoln, Nebr., favoring passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
| Tecumseh, Nebr.: of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Tecumseh, Nebr., and of Dr. T. J. Merryman, 
of Lincoln, Nebr., against the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
| Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
| Tecumseh, Nebr., and of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
| Presbyterian Church of Tecumseh, Nebr.. favoring passage of the 
Hepburn interstate liquor act—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolution of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion, 
Commandery of Nebraska, relative to placing statues in Statuary 
Hall of the Capitol—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Joseph Burnham and others, 
| asking that the sale of liquor be abolished in all Government 
| buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traftic 
Also, petition for a bill to correct the military record of Thomas 
| Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8480, 
| granting an increase of pension to Elijah Rearick—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 6829, granting an increase 
| of pension to Joseph Brindley; also, papers to accompany Dill 
| H. R. 6332, granting a pension to Rachel Davis—to the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of Thomas Brennan Post. No. 380, 
| Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of National 
| Military Home, in favor of a service-pension act—to the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bill increasing pension 

of Marcus Crossman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Papers asking for an increase 
| of pension to James M. Fink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Liddie Dillard, of Maury County, 
| Tenn.; also, petition of Annie M. Smith, of Accomack County, 
| Tenn.; also, petition of Wiley Good. of Maury County, Tenn.; 

also, petition of Joseph Ewing, of Maury County, Tenn.: also, 
petition of H. W. Hipkins; also, petition of Rial Foster, of Maury 
County, Tenn.; also, petition of G. H. Allen, of Floyd County, 
Ky.: also, petition of William A. Hannah, all praying reference 
of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Thomas W. Higgins—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, petition of McKill Post, No. 42, Bainbridge, Ohio. favor- 
ing passage of service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, memorial of Independent Tobacco Manufacturers, against 
bills H. R. 6 and 97—to the Committee on Ways and Mean: 

By Mr. GUDGER: Papers in claim of Sarah E. Massey tor 40 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. HARRISON: Letter of the assistant clerk of the Cour 
| of Claims in the case of Spiegelberg Brothers against The U nit d 
| States—to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Sat 

Francisco, recommending an appropriation for the improvement 
| of Siuslaw Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 


By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of residents 0! _ 





negat, N. J., urging the improvement of Double Creek—tv 
| Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ae 
By Mr. LAFEAN: Resolution of General John Sedgwick Post, 
No. 37, Grand Army of the Republic, of York, Pa., favoring the 


passage of Senate bill to correct military record of Edward T. 


Lewis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany H. R. 1030— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, relative to an American register for the British | 
bark Pyrenees—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and | 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, for the establishment of a life-saving station at Half Moon | 
Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
indorsing action of the President on isthmian canal matter--to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring the employment of vessels of United States for public 
purposes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also. resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
that none but American vessels shall be used in transportation 
between ports of the United States and Philippine Islands—to the | 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the board of supervisors of San Luis Obispo 
County, Cal., relative to the Nacimiento rancho as a site for mili- 
tary reservation—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, letter of H. C. Murphy, M. D., relating to health condi- 
tions of Nacimiento rancho as a military reservation—to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of members of the Grain Dealers’ 
National Association of Milwaukee, in opposition to the McCum- 
ber bill (S. 199)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers in support of bill H. R. 5177, granting 
increase of pension to William H. Clark; also, petition of D. H. 
Becker Post, Grand Army of the Republic, urging passage of 
service-pension bill; also. letter in reference to claim of Mrs. Jane 
E. Sutfin for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Ministerial Association of Auburn, N. Y., 
for passage of Dryden bill (S. 1261)—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. PORTER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8231, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Gangwisch; also, papers to ac- 
company bill H. R. 6365, granting an.increase of pension to John 
W. Hay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Alexander F. Butler—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Daniel Falvy, Fort 
Wayne, Ind., favoring passage of bill providing for the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry in the 
city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Elkhart Carriage Company, of Auburn. Ind., 
in favor of reduction of taxes on alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of the Presbyterian Church of 
Chanute. Kans., favoring passage of the Hepburn interstate liquor 
bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolution of Thomas Brennan Post, No. 380, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at National Military Home, Kans., favoring 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SHULL: Paver to accompany bill to pension Mary D. 
Haintz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth A. Ballew—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mills County, Tex., favoring in- 
crease of pension for Mexican-war veterans—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
1795, granting a pension to Lucy B. Culver—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Mlinois: Petition of citizens of Ava, IIl., 
protesting against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolutions of the Detroit 
Branch of the National League of Commission Merchants, favor- 
ing increase in scope of powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolutions of Daniel Miller Post. No. 78, | 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a 
Service-pension law; also, paper to accompany bill granting a | 
pension to Susan R. Estell;. also, paper to accompany bill grant- | 
ae a pension to Sarah Kyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 

ons, 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of citizens of Mayville, N. Dak., 
protesting against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petitions of German Farmers’ 
Mutual Fire Insurance Assgciation and of the Muenster Schuetz- 
enverein, of Muenster, Cook County, Tex., in opposition to the 
Hepburn and Dolliver bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of Lexington, Il., 
favoring a constitutional amendment forbidding polygamous 
marriage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. =f 

Also, petition of citizens of Saybrook, Ill., favoring passage of 


| service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SULZER: Memorial of New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, for the improvement of Bronx Kills, an arm of 
the East River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a statement of the San Miguel Improvement Club, of San 
Miguel, Cal., concerning the Nacimiento Rancho as a proposed 
military camp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Moses F. Odell Post, No. 443. Department 
of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Grain Dealers’ National Association, at Min- 


| neapolis, October 8, 1903, in opposition to the McCumber bill— 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of Alida M. Utter; also, papers to accompany bill to pension 
Samuel A. Rask—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Resolutions of J. E. Coomer Post, No. 
281, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ohio, in favor of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everetr Hate. D. D. 

Mr. THoMAS KEARNS, a Senator from the State of Utah, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. BEVERIDGE. and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, 

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in 
the cause of Mary E. Heustis, executrix of David Heustis, de- 
ceased, v. The United States: which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 


| ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 


the findings filed by the court in the cause of Cornelius Donato, 
administrator of Auguste Donato, deceased, v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings filed Dy the court in the cause of Virginia A. Jones, 
administratrix of Samuel J. Jones, deceased, v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law, and the opinion of the 
court, filed under the act of January 20, 1885,in the French spoli- 
ation claims set out in the findings by the court relating to the 
vessel brig Maria, Edward Watts, master; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 


; sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 


of fact and of law and the opinion of the court filed under the act 
of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims, set out in 
the findings ty the court relating to the vessel brigantine Speed- 
well, James Crawford, master; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ACCEPTANCE OF ROYAL DECORATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, requesting authority for 
Capt. (now Réear-Admiral) D. H. McCalla, of the United States 
Navy, to accept a decoration conferred upon him by the King of 
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Great Britain, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | 


BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution: 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. 2022) to afford protection to exhibitors of foreign 
literary, artistic, or musical works at the Louisiana Purchase 
Exposition; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) authorizing the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to permit the erection of certain 
poles and overhead wires in connection with the work of elimina- 
ting grade crossings in the city of Washington. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the American | 


Forestry Association, praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement and construction of roads and trails within the 
national forest reserves; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Granville, 
N. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called par- 
cels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Thomas, | 


N. Dak., and a petition of sundry citizens of Ward County, N. | 


Dak., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the congregation of 


Montford Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore, | 


Md., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. | 


Mr. BALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Middle- 


town, Del., and a petition of the congregation of the Presbyterian 


Church of Glasgow, Del., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Redkey, of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 


of Centerville, and of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- | 


pal Church of Redkey, all in the State of Indiana, praying for an 


Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of sundry citizens of Denver; 
of the congregation of the German Evangelical Church of Leroy; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Colona; of the 
congregation of the Congregational Church of Grand Junction; 
of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Grand 


Junction; of sundry citizens of Grand Junction; of the congrega- | 
tion of the Baptist Church of Grand Junction; of the congrega- 


tion of the Presbyterian Church of Lasalle; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Canon City; of the congregation 
of the First Baptist Church of Canon City; of the congregation of 
the First Christian Church of Canon City; of the congregation 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Boulder; of the congregation 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Lamar; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Idaho Springs; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Montrose; of the congregation 
of the Christian Church of Colorado City; of the congregation of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Colorado City; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Denver; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance 
League of Cedar Ridge; of the congregation of the First Baptist 


Church of Colorado Springs; of the congregation of the Twenty- | 


third Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Denver, and of the congre- 
gation of the Hyde Park Presbyterian Church, of Denver, all in 
the State of Colorado, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 


State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- | 


leges and Elections. : 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Union No. 10 


—s 
677, 


American Federation of Labor, of Polo, Tll., and a petition of | Strasburg, Shenandoah County, Va. 
Local Union No. 1064, United Mine Workers of America, of | paper); 
Morris, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour | 


bill and also the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


He also preserted petitions of sundry citizensof Lexington and | 


Bloomington; of the congregation of the Central Presbyterian 
Church, of Rock Island, and of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


| ance Union of Ottawa, all in the State of Illinois, praying for an 

investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rurp 

| SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 

| to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

| Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Mill Town, of sundry citizens of Philadelphia 

| and of sundry citizens of Mill Town, all of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 

| against Hon. ReEpSmoor, a Senator from the State of Utah: whic) 

| were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 

| of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to require the employment of vessels of the United States for pub- 
lic ee which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 

He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trad 
and Transportation, of New York City, praying that an appropria- 

| tion be made for the improvement of Bronx Kills, an arm of tho 
fast Riverin that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that American vessels be used be- 
tween the ports of the Philippine Islands and the United States: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented sundry papers to accompany the bi!! 
(S. 324) granting a pension to Chancy Akin; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whon 
was referred the bill (S. 1558) to grant to the State of Minnes«: 
certain vacant lands in said State for forestry purposes, reporte: 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 3043) for the relief of the estate 
of the late John Jacoby; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3044) granting a pension to Lucy McEntee Andrews 

A bill (S. 3045) granting an increase of pension to Taylor Pugh; 

A bill (8. 3046) granting a pension to Martha Downham; and 

A bill (S. 3047) granting an increase of pension to Fisher Ames. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3048) granting an increase of pension to Marie J. 


I yurcl 1 | Spicely (with an accompanying paper); 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REep | 


Jnion of Georgetown; of the Epworth | 


A bill (S. 3049) granting an increase of 


»ension to Erastus Van 
Eaton (with an accompanying paper); ai 

| A bill (S. 8050) granting an increase of pension to Clara M 

Mitchell (with an accompanying paper). 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I introduce a bill for the relief of Thomas 
Lutz Stit¢, an ensign in the United States Navy. Accompany! 
the bill are certain papers. I ask that fifty copies of these pa: 
be printed for the use of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will b« 
so ordered. 

The bill (S. 3051) for the relief of Thomas Lutz Stitt, an ensign 
in the United States Navy, was read twice by its title, and, wit! 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Na‘ 
Affairs. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3052) to correct t! 
military record of Henry T. Phillips; which was read twic' 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committe 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3053) granting an increase of pension to Exnma ! 
Wright; and . as 

A bill (S. 3054) granting an increase of pension to Kate + 
Strange (with an accompanying paper), 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Comm 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3055) for the relief of the legal heirs of the late L- 
Claiborne Jones; 

A bill (S. 3056) for the relief of the Presbyterian Chur 
(with an accompa?) 


V 


A bill (S. 3057) for the relief of the St. Thomas Epis 
| Church, of Middletown, Frederick County, Va. (with an « 
panying paper); 

A bill (S. 3058) for the relief of the Mount Z ; tt 
copal Church, of Middletown, Frederi¢k County, Va. (wit 


accompanying paper): 


ion Methodist ! 1 
an 
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A bill (S. 3059) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Middletown, Frederick County, Va. (with an accompanying 
paper); and 

pill (S. 3060) for the relief of Robert H. Beverley. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
-oyerally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 

m Claims: 
; A bill (S. 3061) for the relief of Frank H. Church, administrator 
of the estate of Cornelius Clay Cox; 

\ bill (S. 8062) for the relief of the heirs of William W. Left- | 
th; | 
\ bill (S. 3063) for the relief of Michael W. Loeb and Frederick | 
Manzenheimer; and 
A bill (S. 8064) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims in 
the case of Elizabeth A. Gill and others, legatees and heirs at 
law of W. H. Gill, deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3065) to extend the term of | 
certain letters patent of the United States issued to David H. 
Foreman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3066) for the relief of William H. 
Gowdy and his sureties; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3067) for the relief of Joseph A. 
Jennings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 3068) for the relief of James Inman; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 3069) to remove the charge of desertion against Charles | 
L. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 8070) granting an honorable discharge to Henry B. 
Wise, alias Henry W. Bach; 

A bill (S. 3071) for the relief of Wilbur F. McCue; and 

A bill (S. 3072) for the relief of Charles F. Leimer. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- | 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3078) granting an increase of pension to John H. Smith 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 83074) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Davisson; 
on = (8S. 3075) granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 

anady; 

A bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Arthur W. Post (with an 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 8077) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. 
Brown (with an accompanying paper); 

A \nll (8. 3078) granting an increase of pension to Baronet Gow; 

A bill (8S. 3079) granting a pension to Helen J. Savage; 

. A bill (8. ip granting an increase of pension to Hannibal H. 

“nehlish; anc 
an “7 (S. 3081) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
sey rally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 


W 


A bill (S. 3082) granting a pension to Verona Harriman; 
A bill (S. 3088) granting a pension to Mary Sherman: 


A bill (S. — granting an increase of pension to Helen F. 
an 

: A bill (S. 3085) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 

zane, 

Mr, PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 8086) to pension volunteer army nurses; 

A bill (8. 3087) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
Leu kart (with an accompanying paper); and 
_A bill (S. 8088) granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Schnure (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3089) to au- 
thorize deputy United States marshals to sign official checks in 
Certain cases; which was read twice by its title,and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
= ‘ly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

eDSsilons; 

_A bill (S$. 3090) granting an increase of pension to Camel L. 
‘ariner (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8, 3091) granting a pension to David P. Mering; 

) granting an increase of pension to James Hill; 


A bill (S, 3092 
_\ bill (S. 3098) granting an increase of pension to Carlton R. | 
; 


ratt 
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A bill (S. 3094) granting an increase of pension to James Breeze; 

A bill (S. 3095) granting an increase of pension to W. P. Renfro; 

A bill (S. 3096) granting an increase of pension to Lewis W. 
Whittington; 

A bill (S. 3097) granting 
White; 

A bill (S. 3098) granting a pension to Napoleon B. Greathouse; 

A bill (S. 3099) granting a pension to Jennie C. Curtis; 

A bill (S. 3100) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Wiley (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3101) granting an increase of pension to Albert Nim- 
merguth (with an accompanying paper): and 

A bill (S. 3102) granting a pension to Thomas Summers. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3103) for the relief of J. C. 
Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3104) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Stephen W. Coakley: which was read twice by its title. and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3105) for the relief of Elias E. 
Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 


an increase of pension to George W. 


| mittee on Claims. 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3106) granting a pension to 
John N. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3107) providing for rank 
and pay for certain retired officers of the Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3108) authorizing the ap- 
pointment and retirement of Charles Chaillé-Long with the rank 


| of colonel, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


| Naval Affairs: 


A bill (S. 3109) to provide for the examination of certain offi- 


| cers of the Navy, and to regulate promotions therein; 


A bill (S. 3110) to provide for the convening of general courts- 
martial at remote naval stations; 

A bill (S. 3111) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to cer- 
tify to the Secretary of the Interior for restoration to the public 


| domain all reservations which are not needed for naval purposes; 


A bill (S. 3112) to enable naval courts-martial and courts of in- 
quiry to secure the attendance and testimony of civilian wit- 
nesses; 

A bill (S. 3113) providing for the use by the United States of 
devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in its service 
and covered by letters patent; 

A bill (S. 3114) to authorize the use of depositions before naval 
courts in certain cases; and 

A bill (S. 3115) authorizing the transfer to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, for quarantine purposes, of dismantled naval vessels or 
hulks. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of 
pension to Horace R. Weston; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committees on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3117) to expedite business 
in the district court of the United States for the district of Oree 
gon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment providing that in any 
benefits by the navy personnel act of March 3, 1899, there shall 
be no discrimination between officers with Union war service who 
were transferred to the retired list prior to said act and officers 
with like service so transferred subsequently thereto, intended to 
be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SUSAN ELIZABETH CURTIS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to Susan Elizabeth Curtis, widow of Oscar H. Curtis, late 
clerk in the office of the Secretary of the United States Senate, a sum equal 
to six months’ pay at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his de- 
mise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 
allowances. 

SECESSION OF PANAMA, 

The PRESIDENT is 
closed, and the Chair 
will be read by title. 


= tempore. The morning business 
ays before the Senate a resolution which 


488 


The SECRETARY. 
MorGAN December 18, 1903, that neither the President, nor the 
President and the Senate, as the treaty-making power of the 


United States, has the lawful power to wage or declare war | 
against any foreign power without the consent of Congress, when | 


such country is at peace with the United States, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I would be very much obliged 
to the Senate if it should indulge me by allowing this resolution 
to go over until to-morrow without prejudice, for the reason that 
my duties upon the Committee on Foreign Relations and some 
other duties that are absolutely imperative have prevented me 
from having an opportunity of even reading the speech to which 
I desire to make some reply, that is, the speech of the junior Senator 


from Massachusetts [Mr. LopDGE], avery able and extensive speech, | 


involving great questions of law. I should very much prefer, if 
the Senate would indulge me, to go on to-morrow. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope that will be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 


asks unanimous consent that this resolution may be taken up for | 


consideration to-morrow immediately after the completion of the 
routine business of the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 

EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr Penrose 
December 10, 1903, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to commu- 
nicate to the Senate, in the same form as in Senate Document No. 59, Fifty- 


fourth Congress, second session, the names of all persons =eon either the | 


permanent, emergency, or tem 


t rary roll of the Government Printing Office 
who were employed therein 


uring the fiscal years 18% to 1902, inclusive, 


who did not receive any leaves of absence during those fiscal years or pay for | 


unused leaves of absence, and the amount which such person would have re- 
ceived for each of said fiscal years, separately, if leave pay had been allowed 


either in full or pro rata upon the basis of thirty days for each fiscal year, | 
the amount so computed to be according to the pay received and the service | 


performed by such persons during each of said 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution? 
The resolution was agreed to. 


POWERS OF COLOMBIAN GOVERNMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
Tea.. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution submitted by 
Mr. CuLBERSON December 11, 1903, which is as follows: 


Whereas by the constitution of Colombia, adopted in 1886, it is provided: 

“ARTICLE 1. The Colombian nation is reor i 

“Art. 2. The sovereignty resides essentially and exclusively in the nation, 
and from it emanate the public powers which shall be exercised within the 
limits prescribed by this constitution;”’ and 

Whereas by said constitution it is also provided: 

“Art. 4. The territory, together with the public property therein con- 
tained, belongs exclusively to the nation:” 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate is directed to 
consider and report as early as practicable to the Senate whether the inhab- 
itants and residents of the Department of Panama may lawfully form a dis- 
tinct, separate, and independent government in that territory, and particu- 


scal years. 


Will the Senate agree to the 


larly whether there is any governmental authority other than Colombia | 
onpoueees to grant in perpetuity the use, occupation, and control of land | 
waters in the territory of Panama, with full and complete sovereignty | 


over the same. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, that resolution lies on the 
table subject to my call, under the general understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That request has not been 
made or complied with. Does the Senator make it now? 

Mr. CULBERSON. A generalrequest was made several weeks 


ago by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAcon] and again several | 


days ago, and it included, or was intended to include, this resolu- 
tion. However, I make the request now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
that the resolution may lie on the table subject to his call. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I recollect it, when the Senator intro- 
duced the resolution he moved its reference to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


Mr.CULBERSON. No; the motion was made, I think, by the | 


Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM]. 
tor on the other side. 

Mr. CULLOM. The motion was made, I think, by the Sena- 
tor himself to refer it to the Judiciary Committee for investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Recorp show? 

Mr. CULLOM. If that is not true, I am very glad of it, be- 
cause I should regard it as an absolute insult to the Committee 


It was made by some Sena- 
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‘ ‘ 
Senate resolution No. 66, subinitted by Mr. 


nized as a centralized republic. | 


JANUARY 6, 


on Foreign Relations to have it go to any other committee. I am 
glad to know that the Senator from Texas did not make the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I woull regret very much indeed if the 
Senator from Illinois should put any such construction upon the 
| resolution. The resolution presents, or undertakes to present, a 

legal question, and it provides that the Senate Committee on the 
| Judiciary shall be directed to investigate and report upon that 
question. I made no motion to refer the resolution to any com- 
mittee. I want to have it adopted by the Senate at the proper 
time if I can secure that action. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois en- 
tered that motion at the time the resolution was offered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought so, but I did not know whether it 

was entered or not. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas now 
asks that the resolution may lie on the table subject to his call, 
Is there objection? 
Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none, and 
| that order is made. 
A. R. CRUZEN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a prev-ous day, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Carmack 
December 15, 1903, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 

| Senate whether any report has been made to the Treasury Department by 

L. Cullom, special agent of the Treasury, with respect to the conduct of 

| A R. Cruzen, collector of customs in Porto Rico; and, if so, to transmit the 

same to the Senate with a statement of what action, if any, has been taken 
thereon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Tennessee to allow the 
resolution to lie over for a day or two. 
| Mr. CARMACK. Has the Senator any special reason why it 

should lie over? I should like to see the resolution adopted. I 
| do not see any special objection to it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have a special reason, which I will indicate 
to the Senator. 
Mr. CARMACK. Very well, Mr. President, let the resolution 
go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| stand just how it is to go over. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the resolution may go over to-day 
| without losing its place. 
Mr. CARMACK. Subject to call. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. That changesitentirely. The 
| Senator from Tennessee asks that the resolution may lie on the 
| table subject to his call. 
Mr. CARMACK. No; I do not make that request. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to it. 
Mr. CARMACK. I do not care if it comes up to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request, then, is that it 
| lie on the table. retaining its place. Is there objection to that 
request? The Chair hears none. 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
| ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
| read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Carm 
| December 16, 1903, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in view 
the charges of corruption, extravagance, and violations of law ir the ad! 
istration of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, is hereby instructed 
direct the Postmaster-General to send to the committee all papers sonnet 
with the recent investigation of his Department, and said committe: »! 
make further inquiry into the administration and expenditures of th 
Department, and make report thereon to the Senate upon completion of said 
investigation on or before the Ist day of May, 1904. 

Resolved, That said committee shall have power to send for persons, b 
and papers; examine witnesses under oath, and sit, by subcommitt: 


otherwise, during the sessions of the Senate at such times and places 2s 
| committee may determine. 


Mr. LODGE. I move to refer the resolution to the Commitice 
| on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massac!\u- 
| setts moves to refer the resolution to the Committee on [vst 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is debate in order under that motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President. I do not care to make any °X- 
| tended speech, but it seems to me that there can be no objection 
| in the world to the adoption of the resolution, if the Senate rea'y 


Will the Senate agree to the 


The Chair wishes to under- 


CK 











1904, 





i. sires to have all the facts in regard to the matter. I knowit has 

jeon urged that Congressional investigations are unnecessary and 
tile: that they accomplish nothing; but I think the facts are 

v yy far otherwise. There have been some very important Con- 
ssional investigations that have accomplished a great deal in 
way of exposing wrongdoing, fraud, and corruption in the 
ous Executive Departments of the Government. The reports 
: far made indicate and declare that further investigation is 
led in this case. 

[t seems a very strange principle to me to announce that we can 


ony 
ducted by themse:ves. 
wrongdoing, corruption, and malfeasance made against any of the 
Executive Departments of the Government is to be investigated 
only by the Executive Departments of the Government, it will 
not be many years until every Department in the city of Wash- 
ington will bea stench in the nostrils of the people. The only 


have an investigation of the Executive Departments con- | 
If that is to prevail, if every charge of | 
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AS9 


The junior Senator from Mary- 


Post-Roads deemed it necessary. 


| land [Mr. GoRMAN] submitted an amendment directing the Com- 


| mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to make this invest 


igation. 
The chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ro2ds 
rose in his place and accepted that amendment, and. Mr. Presi- 


| dent, I expected that the resolution as amended would be adopted 


safeguard is to have a thorough investigation by committees of | 


Congress of the Executive Departments, and not leave the Execu- 
tive Departments to investigate themselves, and to be the only 
witnesses with respect to charges of fraud and corruption. 


We had an investigation some years ago of the War Depart- 


ment, resulting in the Belknapimpeachment. That wasinitiated 
by a committee of the House of Representatives of which the 
Senator from Kentucky |Mr. BLACKBURN] was the chairman, re- 
sulting, as I said, in the impeachment of the Secretary of War. 
We had the star-route investigations and exposure, also initiated 
and carrieé on by a committee of Congress; the investigation of 
the Navy Department, showing a condition of rottenness there, 
and the Crédit Mobilier investigation. The whisky-ring inves- 
tigation was begun, I believe, by an Executive Department and 
carried on by an Executive Department of the Government, but 
it is a notorious fact that that investigation was hampered by the 
Executive; that President Grant’s known propensity for standing 
by his friends to a very large degree thwarted that investigation, 
and to such an extent that Secrevary Bristow resigned his office. 

I say there ought to be an investigation of all these scandals by 
acommittee of the Senate, and it seems to me there ought to be 
no objection to such a course. if the Senate really desires, as I 
have no doubt the Senate does, to get at all the facts and let the 
country know the true condition of affairs in the Post-Office De- 
partment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to express any 
opinion as to the immediate necessity of this investigation. I 
simply wish to join the Senator from Tennessee in saying that 
under no circumstances or conditions ought the legislative branch 
of the Government ignore its power and its right to investigate 
charges of fraud in the executive department of the Government. 
There never has been a time in the history of this country when 
the legislative branch has not asserted that right. I do not my- 
self think it is any answer to a resolution to say that the Depart- 
ment will do this work thoroughly. Admit it, and I admit now 
that the Department will do that work thoroughly; nevertheless, 
charges having been made, the people of the United States are 
entitled to have an examination of all the charges and all the facts 
by a body that has no immediate connection with the transaction. 
It will be infinitely better for any Administration to have any 
such questions settled, not by the Department itself, but settled 
by this or the other body of Congress. 

Without expressing any idea that there is any lack of zeal or 
honesty or anything of that kind on the part of the Department, 
| think we owe it to ourselves and we owe it to the country when 
these scandals are brought to the public, if there is any question 
raisel by anybody here or anywhere else, that we should assert 
the right to examine them and exercise the power of examination. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think a Congressional investi- 


gation by either House is more or less a s2rious matter, and gen- | 


erally it is pretty worthless in its results, because the machinery 
is clumsy. But it is a serious thing to enter upon. I do not 
think it is good practice ever to order an investigation of this 
kind until the facts and everything connected with the subject 
have been first considered by a committee of this body. I believe 
that isa general rule which ought to be followed. I do not think 
it is good practice to enter upon sweeping investigations simply 
on the request of one Senator and without any committee having 
examined into the subject and decided whether an investigation 
should be entered upon or not. That is the reason why I made 
the motion, and I hope it will prevail. 

Mr CLAY. Mr. President, 1 wish to call the Senator's attention 
to the fact that the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Pi st-Roads introduced a resolution similar to the one we are 
now discussing. That resolution was referred to a standing com- 
mittee, and was reported back with a recommendation that it be 
adopted, except that it instructed the committee to proceed to 
make this investigation if the Committee on Post-Offices and 





without any opposition. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me to correct him—— 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. LODGE. That resolution was never amended. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; objection was made 
to the amendment. 

Mr.CLAY. I understand it, I think, thoroughly. The amend- 
ment was offered by the junior Senator from Maryland and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania did accept the amendment, but there 
was objection to it. 

Mr. LODGE. He could not accept it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was not in his power to accept it when ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. CLAY. It was not in his power, but the chairman of this 
great committee rose in his place and accepted that amendment 
so far as he himself was concerned, and I am surprised that there 
should be any objection to it. 

I have no criticism, Mr. President, to make upon the investiga- 
tion so far as it has gone; none in the world. But I simply say 
that this is a branch of the Government investigating itself. If 
you will read the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral you will find that he says himself that this investigation 
ought to go further, and that further investigation doubtless will 
show guilty parties both in the Department and outside of the De- 
partment. And now the special attorneys appointed to make this 
investigation have come forward themselves, and they have said 
that further investigation ought to be had. Isimply say that the 
people expect Congress to make this investigation, and to make it 
thorough, with a desire to do injustice to no one. 

If you will take the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General, and read it through from beginning to end, I lay down 
the proposition that his report demonstrates beyond question the 
absolute guilt of, not the present First. Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, but a retiring First Assistant Postmaster-General. I lay 
down the proposition, Mr. President, that he says himself that 
that high official—once high official—was the :eading guilty party, 
and that the testimony was overwhelming against him. If that 
be true he ought to be indicted. 

Mr. President, I desire to take up but a few minutes of the time 
of the Senate. So far as the present First Assistant Postmaster- 
General is concerned, when I refer to that-office I have no refer- 
ence to him. My observation has taught me that Mr. Wynne is 
a faithful officer and has done much to bring about this investi- 
gation. If you will read the report of the special attorneys ap- 
pointed to make the investigation and if you will read the report 
of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General you will find they all 
ask that a most thorough investigation be had of this entire trans- 
action from the beginning to the end. 

Now, Mt. President, take the first report of the Fourth Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, and what does he say? 

No mention is made in the President's memorandum of ex-Assistant Post- 
master-General Heath's part in the irregularities of the Department, except 
in a parenthesis, calling attention to what Fourth Assistant bristow has to 
eay regarding him. In Mr. Bristow’s allusions to Heath he says that official 
had know!etge of some of the remarkable transactions in his branch of the 
Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What does the Senator read from? 

Mr. CLAY. I read from the report of the Fourth-Assistant 
Postmaster-General: 

A letter is quoted, containing an inference that it would be well to culti- 
vate the friendship of Heath and Beavers, ‘if not by kind words, by dollars 
“— Brist »w asserts that the transactions in the Brandt-Dent automatic 
cash registers would have justified the immediate removal of both Heath 
and Beavers. He relates statements of different witnesses that Mr. Heath 
received stock in more than one company furnishing the Department with 
different kinds of supplies, and also the statements of witnesses that shares 
of the “ rake off’ in certain instances went to Mr. Heath, although all the 
evidence submitted to the law offices was not of a character to warrant at- 
tempting to secure his indictment. 

Now, Mr. President, if you will go a little further, if you will 
take the synopsis of that report and go through with it from the 
beginning: to the end, he absolutely charges that in the office of 
Mr. Heath, the First Assistant Postmaster-General, all these 
frauds originated, and that he must have had cognizance of these 
frauds. Without reading them now, Mr. President, I will do 
credit to the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General to say that he 
calls attention to the fact that in his office these frauds originated 
and that he was cognizant of these frauds. Then why ought 
subordinates to be indicted and why ought the principal to 
escape? 
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This is a synopsis of the report of the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General. Now, again, let us see what he says regarding 
Mr. Heath: 


Prior to 1898 large-sized post-offices, for convenience in enabling clerks to 
make change rapidly, were furnished with ‘“‘coin trays,” the prices of which 
ranged from $5 to $12, depending upon the size and construction. 

During the summer of 1898 a number of the Brandt-Dent automatic cash- 
iers were placed in different post-offices for the purpose of testing its desir- 
ability as a change-making device, and the postmasters were requested to 
report on their desirability. At that time Winfield 8. Strawn, of Canton, 
Ohio, was the superintendent of agencies and George F. Miller, also of Can 
ton, was the Washington agent. 

Judge George E. Baldwin, of Canton, Ohio, father-in-law of Miller, the 
Washington agent, was active in his efforts to secure the introduction of the | 
machine by the Department. The methods employed to accomplish this re- 
sult are clearly set forth by the correspondence between Brandt, president 
of the company, and Strawn and Miller, his agents. On February 20, 1899, 
Miller wrote Brandt, stating: 

‘Tam satisfied that we have theassurance and friendship of both parties— 
Genera! Heath and Mr. Beavers—and all that is necessary is to cultivate that 
friendship, if not by kind words, by dollars and cents, and I think the latter 
will be the most positive; however, the lines we have out now will result in a 
change of programme, which means our ultimate success.” 

Six weeks later Strawn wrote Brandt from New York that Miller had left 
that day for Washington, having ‘succeeded in the plan to effectively reach 
Mr. Beavers through a Brooklyn Congressman.” 

On April 16, after a conference with Baldwin, his father-in-law, in Canton, 
Ohio, Miller wrote Strawn as follows: 

“Mr. Baldwin * * * says to find out, if possible, exactly what this man 
Beavers wants to insure our success in that Department in the way of dollars 
and cents, but not to give it to him unless forced to do so; and when we do, 
if at all, he desires to be present in person himself and plan the agreement.” 

On May 1 Strawn wrote Baldwin, stating that Brandt would like for him 
to come to Washington forconsultation. fn response to this invitation Bald- 
win came to Washington and held a conference with the parties interested, 
and as a result on May 9, 1899, an order was given by First Assistant Post- 
master-General Heath for 250 machines, at $150 each. he machines were ex- 
actly the same as those that were selling in the _— market for $125, with the 
—— ion of aslight change inthe base. After the 250 machines had been dis- 

»08sed of additional orders were given until 527 machines had been purchased, 
217 of which were 1, to postmasters without requisition. 

The postmaster at Chicago, on May 31, 1899, stated that he could use but one 
in his office, yet on July 25, less than two months later, nine of these machines 
were sent to him and he was ordered to pay $150 each for them. The post- 
master at Keokuk, Iowa, advised the Department that the machine was not 
ponseese and of no value to his office. On June 28,1900, Beavers wrote him 
as follows: 

* Relative to the automatic cashier in your office, you are directed to put 
the same into active use, as it is the desire of the Department to have a uni- 
form system in the matter of handling cash in the larger post-offices.”’ 

It is difficult— 


Says Mr. Bristow, the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General— 


to understand what interest the Department could have in a systematic 
method of making change in the larger offices. 
Nine of these machines were sent to Baltimore and only four of them are 





in use: twenty were shipped to Boston, of which only two are now in use, | 


the other eighteen being stored in the basement of the post-office; twenty 
were sent to New York, only one of which is used, the others being an in- 
cumbrance to the office. 

Of the 527 machines purchased, 173 are idle. Many of them have never 
been taken from the cases in which they were shipped. The aggregate 
omens of money paid to the Brandt-Dent Company for these useless cashiers 
was $74,275. 


Eliminating from consideration all indications of fraud and passing upon | 
the case wholly asa question of administrative judgment, it appears to me | 


that this transaction would have justified the summary removal from office 
of First Assistant Postmaster-General Heath and George W. Beavers. 
But the element of fraud can not be eliminated. 


| son’s name and apparently in Beavers’s possession. 


| Espey, secretary of the company, “Editor Salt Lake Tribune,” 


| stock and did not know that it was in existence. 





And well does he say that it can not be eliminated. 


Men of ordinary intelligence rarely waste the public revenues in such a 
manner without a personal motive. A bribe of $12,500 was paid Congressman 
Edmund H. Driggs to secure the order for 250 machines. 


Mr. President, if you will take this report of the Fourth Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, and if you will gothrough with all of it, 
if it speaks the truth, Perry Heath, in his office, originated all 
this fraud from the beginning to the end. 

Again, Mr. President, I want to call your attention to another 
fact, and that is that certain bonds were almost traced to his 
office in the city where he lived. 


be had. 
doing Mr. Heath or any other man an intentional wrong, but, Mr. 
President, justice to him, justice to all the officials, and justice 
to us demands that there shall be a thorough, complete, and hon- 
est investigation. If Mr. Heath has been slandered by this report 
of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, we ought to know it. 
If he is guilty of the wrong that has been charged against him, he 
ought to be indicted and he ought to be convicted. Now, again: 
THE MONTAGUE INDICATOR. 


The Montague indicator is a device attached tostreet letter boxes showing 
the hours of collection. It was promoted by W. W. Montague, postmaster at 
San Francisco, Cal., and D. 8S. Richardson, a cashier in that office. 

A company was organized in 1899 with a capital stock of $100,000, consisting 
of 20,000 shares, par value $5. Immediately after the company was organ- 
ized Richardson and James W. Erwin, at that time a post-office inspector, 
visited Washington for the purpose of securing the adoption of the device by 
the Post-Office Department. 


| this wrong was the retired First Assistant 





Richardson consulted George W. Beavers, who told him that to insure suc- 
cess he —_ to distribute stock amos the officials who had charge of the 
matter. cting upon this sagueice. ichardson gave Machen 1.000 shares 
of the stock, who requested that it be issued in the name of H. G. Seger, and 
Beavers 2,000 shares that were issued in the name of Richardson. A short 
time after this gratuitous distribution of stock an order was given for 7,000 
indicators at $4.25 each. 
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Seger, in whose name the stock donated to Machen was issued, says 1)> 
bought this stock from Machen and pale him $1,200 forit. There isa mystery 
about the true ownership of the 2,000 shares given to Beavers. It was issu«ij 
in the name of D. 8. Richardson, and at Beavers’s suggestion assigned 
John R. McDonough. The first dividend, consisting of $120, was forwarded 
to Beavers February 6, 1901, and acknowledged by him in the following let: 


This to my mind is a very suspicious transaction. 


[Personal. ] 
WASHINGTON, February 20, 1 
My DEAR Mr. RicHARDsoN: Yours of February 6, with inclosure, 4 
received. I will hold the papers in your name for the present until s 
thing decisive is known. I am glad to know that the matter promis: 
well. I have not seen Mr. Heath, but will make another effort to-day. H 
mighty hard to locate just now— 


And he is mighty hard to locate, it seems by this testimony 


being busy on national committee matters, 
friends. and believe me, 
Very truly, yours, 


Give my regards to all inq: 


G. W. BEAVERs, 
Superintend 
Mr. D. 8S. RICHARDSON, 
Room 7, Mills Building, San Francisco, Cal. 


This was in February, 1901, and the stock was still in Richard 
In August, 
1902, Beavers again wrote: 
[Personal.] 
WASHINGTON, August 21, 
DEAR RICHARDSON: Our friend in Salt Lake— 


That is Mr. Heath; that is where he resides— 


wants the inclosed stock drawn in the name of Edwin B. Bacon. Ki 
issue new certificates and have these destroyed. Forward same to nx 
registered mail. 
Yours, very truly, 
G. W. BEAVeERs 
Mr. D. 8. RICHARDSON 
(Care Postmaster, San Francisco, Cal.). 


These letters were secured from Richardson by the inspectors. ©) 
face of the last letter is indorsed in lead pencil, in the handwriting of R 
and on tl 
back, “133 8. West Temple” and “9th E. and Brigham,” the first 


Perry 8S. Heath's office address and the second his home at that time. Tho 


| *“*inclosed stock referred to in the last letter consisted of 1,000 of the shares 


given to Beavers on December 27, 1899. 

Edwin B. Bacon isa citizen of Louisville, Ky., Heath's uncle by marriage, 
and said to be one of his most intimate frien This 1,000 shares issued to 
Edwin B. Bacon was returned to the company anonymously in a blank en 
velope after this investigation began. Bacon states that he never saw the 
Heath refused to make : 
written statement, but stated verbally to Inspector Simmons that he neve 
heard of the stock and had no interest in the company, directly or indirectly 

Machen alleges that what he did for this company was at the earnest so- 
licitation of ex-Congressman Loud. 


But that is all denied. There is no reflection in the report upon 
Mr. Loud, and I do not believe anybody could make any reflec- 
tion upon him, for personally I believe Mr. Loud is an honest 
man. 

I want ‘to say, however, Mr. President, thatif you will take t! 
report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General and read it 
through from beginning to end, you will find that there is but 
one conclusion to be reached, that he was satisfied beyond doubt 
that the guiltiest person among all these parties charged with 
ostmaster-General. 
As a matter of justice, I ask myself, in examining this report, 


| Why should fourteen subordinates be indicted, why should the) 


be arraigned in indictment after indictment, when the Fourth 


| Assistant Postmaster-General himself says that the real 


party was the First Assistant Postmaster-General who hu 
tired from office? 
Mr. President, I take the position that the fact that a ma: 


| a high public office is no reason why he should be excuse! [0 
I say that the ends of justice | YTO™SS 7 


demand that a thorough, honest, and complete investigation shall | 


I stand here in my place and say that I am incapable of that vindication ought to come most cheerfully from th: 


I do not hesitate to say that if this report 1 
upon Mr. Heath wrongfully, then he ought to be vindicate: 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Iam sure for one ' 
can do justice to him or to any other person charged with 

I say, however, Mr. President, that if you will read th 
ming up of this case by the President himself, you will find t 
the President reflects most seriously upon the conduct 
Heath. We know that the newspapers have told us t! 
President of this great Republic wanted Mr. Heath to retir 
the high position he now holds in the councils of his party. 
know that we are told, Mr. President, from other source: 
regardless of the great wrongs with which Mr. Heath isc! 
he shall never be retired from that important position wh 
holds. 

I lay down the proposition that one in high life and hold 
important and responsible position should be held to the s' 
account. If he has been wronged let this Congress v! 
him, let the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 1 
most thorough and complete investigation, and let that inv: 
tion reveal the truth. Undoubtedly the two special att 
expected a further investigation to be made. Much valua 
formation has been given to us by Mr. Wynne, the First As» 














rt and go 


Postmaster-General, and when I take up this re ie 


through with it I_am astounded at the frauds whic 
committed in the Post-Office Department. — 

I inake no criticism upon those investigations so far as they have 
cone: butI stand here and say that I am astounded to find that not- 
withstanding the testimony which has been produced against the 
late First Assistant Postmaster-General, which is overwhelming, 
he has never been indicted nor has never been arrested. d 

In the interest of justice, in the interest of fair play, in the 
interest of good government, in the interest of honest and clean 
and just administration, this investigation ought to be had. 

Mr. President, I had before me a minute ago, and I want to 
call attention to it, the report of Mr. Bonaparte and Mr. Conrad. 
They recommend that a most thorough and complete investiga- 
tion be ordered. We know that the President has himself said 
that this matter ought to be investigated; we know that the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General has said the same; we know 
that the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads was willing to aecept an amendment directing that this 
investigation be made, and I am surprised that my friend the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr], a member of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, should object 
to it. 

Mr. President, an investigation onght to be had soas to let both 
sides of the Chamber see exactly what has been done. The De- 
partment has investigated itself, but are we here simply to say 
that when a branch of the executive department investigates it- 
self we are through with it? I do not hesitate to say in the in- 
terest of good government—and I do not care what party may be 
in power, whether it be the Republican or the Democratic party— 
I believe all the Departments of the Government ought to be in- 
vestigated every four years. There ought to be a thorough ac- 
counting in the interest of good government. I do not speak as 
apartisan. I simply speak as one whodesires to see justice done, 
and nothing more. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I am as earnestly in favor of 
the passage of a resolution to investigate the Post-Office Depart- 
ment as is the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay], a distinguished 
member of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The 
resolution which was offered by me was offered in good faith. I 
cheerfully accepted the amendment of the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] fixing a date prior to which that resolu- 
tion called for a report, and directing the committee to make it. 
There seems, however, to be some diversity of opinion as to the 
phraseology and details of such a resolution. I therefore move 
that the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], 
the resolution offered by myself, the amendment offered by the 
junior Senator from Maryland, and those which may have been 
offered by any other Senator pertaining to this subject, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and, as 
chairman of that committee, I pledge myself to call the commit- 
= together at an early date and to make a prompt report on this 
subject. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not know, as a question of 
orderly procedure, that there is any serious objection to the motion 
Just made by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. 

_[ addressed some brief remarks to the Senate a few moments 
since because I did not want a wrong practice to grow up here, 
either by precedent or by what has been said, to the effect that 
this body is not as capable as any other tribunal of investigating 
any question of this character. We have the right, and more 
than that, it is the duty of this body to make such investigations 
at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Colo- 
rado suspend for a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts | Mr. Loner] entered a motion to refer the pending*resolu- 
ton to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] has also made a simi- 
lar motion, covering other resolutions and amendments connected 
with the same subject. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
Withdraw his motion? 
oon LODGE. I withdraw my motion, as the motion of the 
x _ from Pennsylvania covers the whole subject. 
to = PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the motion of the Sena- 
pending ay vei [Mr. Penrose} will be regarded as the 

“ing motion. 
— TELLER. The _ Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
aoe | has told us, if I understood him correctly, that this body 

* hot properly equipped for an investigation of this kind, or not 
Me (noroughly equi as is the other House. 

“ WODGE. Oh,no. The Senator misunderstood me entirely. 

M, “LLER. What did the Senator say? 
vestis LODGE. I referred to Congress. I said Congressional in- 

gations, I thought asa rule, have proved pretty worthless; 
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that the machinery of a Congressional investigation was exceed- 
ingly clumsy, and I think it is. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, so far as the House of Repre- 
sentatives is concerned, it acts independently upon these questions 
if it sees fit to do so, and there are some cases where evidently the 
House of Representatives ought to proceed—as, for example, in a 
case where there is a liability of an impeachment of some executive 
officer; but in every other case this Senate has absolutely the 
same authority that the House has, and we can not afford to avoid 
inconvenience or to avoid embarrassment, when a question of this 
kind comes here to make a precedent, by declining to enter upon 
an investigation. 

I am not complaining, and I want it distinctly understood that 
I am not complaining, of the investigation so far as it has gone. 
It does not seem to be satisfactory to some, and it can not be sat- 
isfactory when you consider the fact that this incipient investiga- 
tion has charged a violation of the statutes upon members of this 
body and members of the other branch of the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government. 

The report of itself indicates that there has been a violation of 
a statute that has been upon our statute book for many years in 
that contracts have been made by the Post-Office Department 
with Members of the House of Representatives and members of 
the Senate. If there was no other reason why this Senate should 
investigate, that charge, which is a charge of a penitentiary offense 
against members of this body, is sufficient ground for such an 
investigation. 

Ido not suppose it is necessary for me to read the statute. I 
assume everybody understands what it is—that I have no right 
to contract with the Government for the use of a building for a 
post-office nor to contract for a post-road, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Anything in which you have an interest. 

Mr. TELLER. Anything in which I have an interest is pre- 
cluded and prohibited from being the subject of a contract be- 
tween the Government and me by the very plain and explicit 
terms of a statute that has been on the statute book for I do not 
know how long, but at least as long as I have been in public life. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ever since 1862. 

Mr. TELLER. Recently there was a statement made in the 
public press that a contract had been made with a member of 
this body for the lease of a post-office building in plain violation 
of that statute. What is the answer to it? What answer comes 
apparently from the Post-Office Department? ‘‘ We could make 
a better contract with the Senator than we could make with any- 
body else.”’ Mr. President, is not that a most remarkable and 
astonishing declaration? I do not know that it came from the 
Post-Office Department. If it did, I do not know that it came 
from anybody with authority; but that is the best reason given 
why this contract was made. Where does the ‘Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, where does the President of the United States, or where 
does anybody else get the right to suspend a statute of this kind? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 








The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. TELLER. I will yield to the Senator ina moment. I do 


not say here that any such contract has been made, but I do say 
that there is an inference in the report of the Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General that such contracts have been made in viola- 
tion of the statute. The public press has so declared, and it has 
named the Senator who has made such a contract. Now I yield 
to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I rose simply to say that while 
I have no positive knowledge on the subject, yet I understand 
that the lease to which the Senator refers of a post-office building 
now belonging tc a Senator, a member of this body, was made 
before that Senator became the owner of that building; that when 
he became the owner he did not even have knowledge of that fact, 
and that he has been trying ever since he learned the facts to get 
rid of the lease, and had petitioned the Post-Office Department, 
long before anything was said about it in the newspapers, to can- 
cel the lease and take the post-office to some other building. I 
think it is due to the Senator, if I understand the reference that 
the Senator from Colorado has made, that this statement should 
be made, the Senator to whom reference has been made being now 
absent from the Chamber and out of the city. 

Mr. TELLER. If the statement made by the Senator from 
Ohio is correct—and I will accept it as being so—then a gross 
slander has been perpetrated upon the Senator referred to. 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TELLER. And if it is not correct 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
I interrupted him only because I knew he would not want to make 
a statement that was not justified by the facts in the absence of 
that Senator who is away, being out of the city on business. I 
have no personal knowledge on the subject, but I understand the 
facts to be as I just now stated. 








AQ2 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not assume that the charge 
against the Senator was true. I assumed, as the public press had 
so declared, that common decency and common self-respect re- 


quired us to look into that charge. 


I would not have alluded to a public-press statement of that | 


kind if there had not been a similar statement in the report of 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General Bristow, or a statement 
equivalent to that. This matter has already attracted the atten- 
tion of Members of the other body, and they, too, are standing 
under the charge that some Member of that body has been guilty 
of a penitentiary offense under our statute. 


Mr. President, I do not want to give this matter any political | 


cast. I am saying here what I would say if the party with which 
Iam affiliated were in power. and it were a question of the investi- 
gation of a Department presided over by a Democrat. 
I am speaking in the interest of good government. 
ing in the interest of letting the people of the United States know, 


if there have been infractions of the law either by the taking of | 


money by some subordinates or by making contracts in violation 
of the statutes of the United States, that at least the Senate of the 
United States does not mean to condone such violations, either in 
the interest of party or in the interest of individuals. 

It is unfortunate that this scandal as to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment arose. Nobody regrets it more than Ido. I believe that for 
many years we have had a fair record for honesty and integrity 
in the Executive Departments of the Government. Ishould think, 
if I was not compelled to believe otherwise, that there is not now 
any particular truth in these statements; but the investigation 
which has been so thoroughly conducted by the Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General shows the necessity for further investigation, 
and I say here now that no party which may be in power can 
afford to stifle an investigation when it is demanded by any re- 


spectable person, certainly not when it is demanded by a member | 


of this body. 
I will make no allusion to individuals. 


that they had been charged with an offense. 


assume that there has been dereliction in office of a character to 
attract the attention of almost the entire people of the United 
States—or a considerable part of them—for I will venture to say 
that there is not a reputable newspaper in the United States that 
has not had more than one article uponit. Do you think, fellow- 
Senators, that we who believe it is almost as important that the 
xecople should believe we are honest as it is that we should be 
,0nest can afford to sit here inactive under these circumstances? 
The very foundation and support of free government is in the be- 
lief in the integrity and the intelligence of the representatives, 

whether of the States or of the people. 
I myself did not move in this matter, Mr. President. 


developments came to light, but the President of the United 
States, as the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] has said, has 
given his support to the proposition for a further examination 
and a further investigation of these alleged frauds. 


tions of the Revised Statutes to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

The sections referred to are as follows: 

Sec. 3739. No Member of or Delegate to Congress shall directly or indi- 


rectly, himself, or by any other person in trust for him, or for his use or ben- 
efit, or on his account, undertake, execute, hold, or enjoy, in whole or in 


part, any contract or agreement made or entered into in behalf of the United | has withdrawn his request and we can now dispose 
ae / , : . 


States, by any officer or person authorized to make contracts on behalf of the 
United States. Every person who violates this section shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined $3,000. All contracts or agree- 
ments made in violation of this section shall be void; and whenever any sum 
of money is advanced on the part of the United States, in consideration of 
any such contract or agreement, it shall be forthwith repaid; and in case 
of refusal or delay to repay the same when demanded by the proper officer of 
the Department under whose authority such contract or agreement shall 
have been made or entered into, every person so refusing or delaying, to- 
gether with his surety or sureties, shall be forthwith prosecuted at law for 
the recovery of any such sum of money so advanced. 

Sec. 3740. Nothing contained in the preceding section shall extend, or be 
construed to extend, to any contract or agreement, made or entered into, or 
accepted, by any incorporated company, where such contract or agreement 
is made for the general benefit of such incorporation or company; nor to the 

yurchase or sale of bills of exchange or other property by any Member of [or 

delegate to} Congress, where the same are ready for Gslivery, and payment 
therefor is made, at the time of making or entering into the contract or 
agreement. 

Sec. 3741. In every such contract or agreement to be made or entered into, 
or accepted by or on behalf of the United States, there shall be inserted an 
express condition that no Member of [or Delegate to} Congress shall be ad- 
mitted to any share or part of such contract or agreement, or to.any benefit 
to arise thereupon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENRosE]. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I shall make no objection to 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, but I want to say 
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I am speak- | 


| gations. 


I know some of the | 
men charged, and I was surprised beyond measure when I heard | 
I do not mean to | 
assume here that they are guilty of any offense, but I do mean to | 


I did not | 
know that I should until within the last few days, when further | 
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— 


| that one or two Senators have indicated a desire to address the 


Senate upon this resolution, who did not expect it to come up to- 
day and are not prepared. They would, therefore, like to have it 
goover. If thatis satisfactory to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
I should be glad to have the resolution go over until to-morrow 
and then be disposed of according to his motion. : 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator that 
notice has been given by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor. 
GAN] that he will address the Senate on his resolution to-morrow 


| immediately after the conclusion of the morning business, and 


the pending resolution had, therefore, better go over until the 
day after to-morrow. 

Mr. CARMACK. That will be perfectly satisfactory to me, 

Mr. PENROSE. I am perfectly willing to let the resolution 
go over with the understanding that it will be disposed of when 
it comes up again. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam satisfied it will be, Mr. President, | 
simply want to add a few words on this matter. 

I do not think the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopaer] is 
justified in what he says with regard to the incompetency or the 
inefficiency of Congressional committees in the matter of investi- 
I think when a Congressional committee has entered 
upon an investigation with a determination to make a real and 


| genuine investigation it has been a thorough investigation, and 


I think the history of Congressional investigations will sustain 
that view. 

There is one thing that may be said with reference to Congres- 
sional investigations of charges affecting the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government, and that is thatin the nature of things 


| it is more likely to be an honest, earnest, and impartial investi- 


gation than an investigation conducted by the Executive Depart- 
ment itself or by the Executive. 

Every Department in the city of Washington is under the con- 
stant supervision of the Chief Executive. who is charged in the 
Constitution with the duty of taking care that the laws are faith- 
fully executed. Wherever the law has been unfaithfully executed, 
wherever there has been a systematic violation of the law, it ar- 
gues lack of diligence on the part of the Executive, and it consti- 
tutes an accusation, a charge of neg.igence, at least, against the 
Executive. So in conducting an investigation into a wrong per- 
petrated by the officials of any Executive Department of the Gov- 
ernment the Executive is investigating an accusation against 
himself with reference to his own subordinates. Congress is in 


| no such position. 


I do not charge that there has been any disposition on the part 
of the Executive to conceal any facts, but I know there have been 
indications that the Postmaster-General was not in sympathy 
with this investigation. It has been reported in the newspapers 
that he described the Tulloch charges as hot air, and that he 
uttered some very denunciatory epithets with respect to the 
author of those charges. We know that the investigations thus 


| far made have disclosed a surprising state of rottenness in the 
| Post-Office Department, and we know from the statement of the 
| Conrad-Bonaparte commission that further investigation isneeded. 
| We are not proceeding upon mere rumor. 
Mr. President, I ask to insert as part of my remarks the sec- | 


It is not necessary for 
a committee to report whether or not there is anything in these 
charges and to give us information whether any investigation 1s 
needed. We know that there has been a condition of rottenness 


| in the Post-Office Department, and we know from the investi- 
| gators themselves that further investigation is needed. and the 


only question is whether or not we shall have an impartial inves- 
tigation by a committee of the Senate. 

The Senator who made the request of me a few moments ago 
ot 1e 
motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in Te 
ply to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], and only 4 
word, and that is as to his reference to the Postmaster-Cieneral. 
I shall have more to say upon the subject later. I only take the 
time now to say that he does great injustice, unintentionally, | 
know, to the Postmaster-General, and that so far as the invest 
gation covered by the Bristow report is concerned no man ever 
held a public office more completely in sympathy with a merc 
less investigation, most searching and rigorous, or from day 
day and from hour to hour placed the resources of his Dep»rtment 
and his position at the command of those who were conducting !" 
detail the investigation. I shall be glad to prove that to the saus 
faction of the country before this debate is ended. 

Mr. CARMACK. Well, Mr. President, it ought to be pr 

Mr. SPOONER. It does not need to be proved. 

Mr. LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me for just a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not propose to make any charges * 


the Postmaster-General in regard to this matter, but I do say iv 


ved, 


gainst 
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has been reported and published in the newspapers, and so far as 
[have heard it has never been denied, that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral in the beginning pooh-poohed these charges and described 
them simply as hot air, and characterized the author of the 
charges as a slanderer and a calumniator. 

Mr. SPOONER, That refers to what are denominated the 
Tulloch charges? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes, the Tulloch charges. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam referring to the great body of the charges 
covered by the investigation made under the direction of the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. I shall have something to 
say about the Tulloch charges so far as concerns their relation to 
the Postmaster-General. But the Postmaster-General sat in his 
seat day after day, in the utmost of ill health, as devoted in an 
effort to investigate and arrive at the truth, that that Department 
might be purged of every element of graft, if I may use that 
word, or of infidelity in the discharge of public duty, as any man 
in the world could be. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iwant tosay that I do not mean to intimate 
for a moment that the Postmaster-General had any complicity in 
any of the wrongs which were perpetrated in the Post-Office De- 
partment. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ido not mean to intimate that he had any 
sympathy with the wrongdoing. The suggestion attributed to 
him in this statement was a lack of diligence in investigating 
charges that had been made and a disposition to cast them aside, 
showing, not that he had any sympathy with the wrongdoing in 
his Department, but that he felt that there was no necessity for 
an investigation, and if it had been left to him there would have 
been no investigation. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee is not acquainted 
with the facts. 


Mr. CARMACK. Perhaps I am not altogether acquainted | 


with them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course he need not acquit the Postmaster- 
General of having had complicity in the frauds. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam simply trying to acquit myself of hav- 
ing made that charge. 

Mr. SPOONER, Yes. He practically says the Postmaster- 
General had no sympathy with the wrongs perpetrated, but pos- 
sibly had sympathy with the wrongdoers. 

Mr. CARMACK, I did not say that, either. 

Mr. SPOONER. Practically that. 

Mr. CARMACK. Not practically that, either. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is easy to impugn the good faith of public 
officials. It ought not to be done in this body as to an officer 
amenable in the last analysis to this tribunal. 

Mr. President, I will show, as to the Postmaster-General, that 

long before the investigation was instituted he took steps to se- 
cure an appropriation of money to pay the expense of conducting 
it, and that no step of that investigation was taken except by his 
order and with his thorough sympathy and every personal and 
official help. 
_ [know my friend the Senator from Tennessee would not will- 
ingly do injustice to any man, and I have said, and felt con- 
strained to say what I have said, not for any motive on earth 
other than promptly to disclaim for the Postmaster-General the 
inference from that which fell from the lips of the Senator from 
Tennessee. I acquit him of any purpose to do injustice to the 
Postmaster-General, but now that the subject has arisen I doubt 
if the debate on the resolution will be finished day after to- 
morrow. I want to devote a little attention to the phase of the 
subject which has been alluded to by the Senator from Tennes- 
see, and I will. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. CARMACK addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Lopar] has the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. I was about to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to permit me for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hold in my hand the memoranda of the 


resident, in one part of which reference is made to the Postmaster- | 
General, which I think will be found to be in conflict with the | 


suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee. I will read it: 


It appears that in December, 1902— 
Long before this investigation was inaugurated— 


Postmaster-General a and Congressman E. F. Loud, chairman of the 
committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, held various consultations re- 
warding the postal service, and asa result of these interviews it was deter- 
med that 48 soon as possible after the necessary appropriations to be made 
Py the Congress an investigation should bemade of the service, both Messrs. 
et and Loud agreeing as to the need for ‘the investigation and the time 
pris nit should take lace. Accordingly, an increase of $5,000 in the epete- 
lation bill repor in January was made for the express purpose of car- 
*ying on the investigation in 


’ppropridtion were known.on y to the Postmaster-General, to Congressman 


ud, and to Congressman Bromwell. 
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uestion. The reasons for the increase in the | 
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Mr. Loud was chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads of the House. 

So it appears from the memoranda of the President that long 
before this investigation was begun the Postmaster. General, to- 
gether with the chairmen of the two committees, consulted in 
regard to it and asked an appropriation for the very purpose of 
making the investigation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not want to be misunder- 
stood in what I said in regard to Congressional investigations. I 
of course did not refer to investigations relating to legislation or 
the subjects of legislation. With those I think Congressional 
investigations are not only necessary, but, as a rule, are extremely 
important and valuable. I was referring to investigations for the 
purpose of discovering crimes and misdemeanors in the service, 
and I say those investigations as a rule,so far as my observation 
goes, are pretty worthless. 

A committee of the House investigated Mr. Machen. A com- 
mittee of the Senate investigated Mr. Machen, and they both 








| cleared him at the very time when he was engaged in the precise 


practices for which he is now under indictment, those practices 
having been discovered by the departmental investigation. 

Now, it may be very necessary for the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads to take up thisinvestigation, but it seems to mea too 


| important matter to be settled by a few speeches in the Senate, 
| and that it requires the careful consideration of a committee. 


That was the whole point I desired to make. If after the com- 
mittee have considered it they conclude that an investigation is 
necessary. it will be held, or, after the Senate hears from the com- 
mittee on the subject, this body can then decide whether one shall 
be held. 

Before I sit down, Mr. President, I wish to say, in reference to 
the remarks made about the Postmaster-General, that he not only 
directed this investigation; that it was not only made under his 
order, but that within my own personal knowledge, at the risk of 
his health and in physical discomfort at times during the past 
summer, he caused the investigation to be pushed in every direc- 
tion, and he has not flinched from any part of it. He and his very 


| able assistant, Mr. Bristow, have carried it to the utmost extreme 


in every direction in the service. Iam sure that is the case, and 
although it is not my place, perhaps, to say anything about it, still 
as a member of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads I 
wished, as his conduct had been called in question, to bear my in- 
dividual testimony to these facts. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me it is rather un- 
fortunate that we can not consider a matter of this kind without 
giving it a personal and political aspect. I desire to disclaim as 


| well as I can—and I thought I had done so, but desire to do it 


again—any intention to reflect upon any executive officer what- 
ever. Lamspeaking now of the Postmaster-General and the heads 
of Departments,and not the subordinates. [have not complained— 
and I wish to make that clear—and I am not now complaining 
that the examination was not made in time, nor do I question that 
it originated just as the Senatcr from Michigan |Mr. Burrows] 
showed that it did. The appropriation was made, and it was 
understood that there was to be an investigation. 

But I simply insist that the Senate shall not abandon its right 


| to make an investigation at all times whenever any member of 
' the body believes it ought to be made. 


Of course we shall some- 
times make examinations and investigations without any benefit 


| oradvantage to anyone, and perhaps without getting at the truth, 


as very likely did the investigation made by the comuinittee, as 
shown by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]. We 


| may make investigations and fail to arrive at a just conclusion. 


But that is not the point in the controversy. The pointis whether, 


| when charges are made, we shall sit still and say they are worth- 


less and not to be considered and decline to go into an investiga- 
tion of them. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Massachusetts referred to 
the fact that there had been a sort of an investigation of Mr. 
Machen made by a committee of Congress, and they discovered 
nothing at all. 

Mr. LODGE. One was made by both Houses, 


Mr. CARMACK. Both Houses? 
Mr. LODGE. One by the Senate and one by the House. 
Mr. CARMACK. By separate committees? 


Mr. LODGE. By separate committees. 
Mr. CARMACK. That fact constitutes a greater impeachment 


| of the executive and of the efficacy of executive investigations 


than it does of investigations by committees of Congress, because 
Mr. Machen and that whole Department were constantly and 
always, every day and every hour, under the supervision of the ex- 
ecutive and subject to its examination all the time, and the execu- 
tive is charged in the Constitution with the express duty of seeing 
that no such things are done. Yet they were done. Shall you 
blame Congress because a committee, at that time suspecting 
nothing, and relying upon the efficiency of the executive, failed 
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to find anything wrong, when the Chief Executive and the Post- 
master-General and all the other executive officials, charged in 
the Constitution with making these examinations all the time, 
exercising constant supervision, had never found anything wrong? 

Mr. President, oe one word more in regard to Postmaster- 
General Payne. This discussion grew out of an incidental remark 
of mine. The Senator from Wisconsin is right in supposing that 
I do not wish to do any injustice to the Postmaster-General. I 
have not charged him with any complicity in any of these matters. 
I do not mean to charge him with any sympathy with these crimes 
and misdemeanorsor with the criminals themselves. If I did any 
injustice to the Postmaster-General, it was in misquoting him. 
If I quoted him correctly in saying that he feouteal the Tulloch 
charges as “‘ hot air,’’ and that he spoke of the author of them asa 
calumniator and a slanderer, whereas it has been subsequently 
demonstrated that the charges are true—if he did that, and it has 
not been denied that he did, then he did show in the inception a 
lack of sympathy with the investigation. He may have had, to 
him, good reasons for believing that there was nothing in the 
charges. He may have believed that his predecessor had looked 
into the matters,and trusted tohim. If that istrue,it simply carries 
it one step backward. It will to some extent relieve the present 
Postmaster-General, but it will still show carelessness and ineffi- 
ciency at the very head of the Post-Office Department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SPOONER. That there has been inefficiency of adminis- 
tration nobody will dispute. It began under ‘Mr. Cleveland’s 
Administration. He was an honest man in administration. It 
began while Mr. Bissell was Postmaster-General. He is dead 
now. He was an honest man. It does not follow in every in- 
stance, although greatly to be deplored, that you can charge the 
Postmaster-General with inefficiency because there happens to be 
in an army of employees some man who can not resist temptation 
or some man who is inherently vicious. 

There have been defalcations occurring in the States under Re- 

ublican administrations and under Democratic administrations. 

here was one in Maryland some years ago. They had one in 
Tennessee some years ago. That was notany justification for the 
impeachment of the administration generally. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not know, Mr. President. I think it 
was. 
cation which occurred in Tennessee would have been discovered 
many years before. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was a Democratic administration. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam not making a partisan matter of this. 


Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Penrosr], the chairman of the 


Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, that these various | 
resolutions for an investigation shall be referred to that commit- | 
tee, I shall not object, in view of the Senator’s statement that the | 
committee will act upon the resolutions promptly and report them | 
I know the earnestness of that Senator and | 


back to the Senate. 
his very great desire that this investigation shall be proceeded 
with under a proper resolution. 

Mr. President, [ desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the debate to-day emphasizes the necessity for this in- 
vestigation. I have not had any desire, and I am quite sure that 
neither the Senator from Tennessee nor any other Senator on this 
side had any desire to wp tee exe any particular officer of the De- 
partment. It is much broader than that in my view. This cor- 
ruption has crept into the Department by degrees, probably under 
both Administrations or three Administrations. It has been the 
outgrowth of legislation giving to the officers of that Department 
greater power in the expenditure of money and the fixing of sal- 
aries than in any other Department of the Government until it 
reached the point where the men who were themselves corrupt 
have exposed the corruption. 

It has not ended with this report, in my judgment. Only half 
has been told. The importance of an investigation will be not so 
much in exposing the corrupt officer as in providing by law 
methods to prevent the recurrence of the wrong in the future. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does not the Senator think that that ought to 
be supplemented by pericdical searching investigations by Con- 

ress? 
. Mr. GORMAN, Ido; but I am content to deal with this pres- 
ent questicn. 

I want to say that I have no acquaintance whatever with the 
present Postmaster-General. He has but recently entered that 
office. It was impossible for him, under the conditions, to have 
been a party to any of this frand, unless it was within three or 
four months of the time when it was exposed. I do believe, from 
a careful investigation and from reading all the documents which 
we have been permitted to have, that the inference which has been 
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drawn by the newspapers and by many of us has been drawn 
through no fault of ours, but results from the injustice done to 
the Postmaster-General by the President himself, if injustice has 
been done. 

It is true that in this memorandum the President states that 
Mr. Payne and Mr. Loud and one other Member of Congress se- 
cured an appropriation of $5,000 to make this investigation, and 
again that the Postmaster-General was consulted with when the 
Assistant Postmaster-General was selected to makeit. But fo)- 
lowing that, knowing, as the President does, his Cabinet officers, 
he gives to a Mr. Seckendorf, a very intelligent editor of a news- 
paper, and a Mr. White, unknown to me (whether or not he has 
an Official position I do not know), the whole credit of furnishing 
evidence that there was vorruption by Beavers and others: and 
naturally the inference of the public press and the inference 
drawn by a great many who want to be entirely just to the Post- 
master-General was that his own chief had passed him over in 
such a way as, I think, reflected upon the activity or desire of the 
Postmaster-General. 

I accept what the Senator from Wisconsin says as to his actiy- 
ity in this matter. It ought to be brought out, and if it is as he 
has stated it, all the Senators on the floor, undivided by this aisle, 
will be perfectly willing and will be glad to do the Postmaster- 
General justice. This trouble arises from his own household. 

Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that now, for the first time since I have been a member of 
this body, there has been an apparent determination on the part 
of the Senators on the other side to prevent us from haying offi- 
cially sent here statements that have already been made. Twice 
in the early hours of the extra session the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. CARMACK] attempted to secure the passage of a resolution 
by which this investigation should be properly made. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], the chairman of the com- 
mittee, also attempted it, and I also upon one occasion. 

Every time a resolution has been offered providing for a fair 
investigation, with those on the other side of the Chamber consti- 
tuting a majority of the committee, and only a minority from 
this side participating to cross-question the witnesses and ascer- 
tain the facts, the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] 


| has been foremost to throttle any investigation and to prevent us 
I think if a proper investigation had been made, the defal- | 


from having officially documents already published elsewhere. 
Why is it, Mr. President, when we ask that this document, which 


| has been sent to a committee of the House of Representatives, be 


printed as a public document, so that every Senator may obtaina 


| copy, an objection has been made and the resolution lies upon 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, to the suggestion made by the | 


your desk unacted upon? For a month and a half we have asked 
you to give us only information known to be in existence, and 
the denial has been as prompt as it was possible. So with every 
resolution asking for information that would enlighten the body 
on the measures upon which we are to act. Such resolutions 
have been suppressed in this body, in my judgment, for the first 
timt in its history. Can it be that the party in power are afrai 

of having daylight turned upon their acts? Why is it that you 
prevent us from getting from the State Department or the Post- 


| Office Department that which is official which would show mis- 


conduct on the part of officers of this Government? 

Mr. SPOONER. What Department? 

Mr. GORMAN. Every Department from which we have asked 
information so far. The only explanation I can conceive of 15 
contained in the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts yes- 
terday—his great desire for the welfare of the Democratic party, 
that it shall not make any more mistakes. He is so anxious ‘or 
our success or for our well-being that he wants to — all the 
facts, all the frands and rascality in the Post-Office Department 
and he would exclude us from a sight of the orders and messages 
and correspondence of the State Department. 

Well, Mr. President, the majority of the Senate, nearly two- 
thirds on the other side, may continue to suppress information; 
but there is a great power in the country, the press, that wil! s 
in some shape a statement of the facts that exist. The tendency 
naturally and inevitably will be, as in this matter of the Post- 
master-General, that inferences may be drawn which are 10! 
supported by all the facts; but the country will believe t»a' 4 
great party as long in power as you have been that denies «s the 
information which is official must be in such a condition that)! 
ought not to be trusted by the people of the country. : 

Now, sir, I accept the statement of the chairman of the ‘ ~~ 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads that this resolution sh 
go before that committee merely for the ae of perfecting ™, 
s0 as to cover all branches of the proposed investigation, an! (! 
it will be had; and I trust that from this day forward © r 
resolutions of inquiry, couched in proper language, will be gre!) 
to us, as has always been done in the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. r. President, I am extremely sorry that 
few humorous remarks I permitted myself in speaking abou! 
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Democratic party yesterday so annoyed the Senator from Mary- 
ae GORMAN. Oh, not “annoyed.” 

Mr. LODGE. But I suppose he really can not bear to hear me 

make fun of the last Democratic President. " 
Mr. President, it is.quite true that the Republican party has 
nearly a two-thirds majority in the Senate. They are responsible, 
while they have the majority, for what is done, and while they 
have the majority and the power they propose to do the business 
of the Senate in their own way. They are not afraid of the day- 
light; still less are they afraid of the Senator from Maryland; and 
jeast of all are they afraid of that old, stale, withered talk about 
“suppressing information.”’ There has been no information sup- 
pressed on any subject, but the Republican party in control of 
the Senate proposes to ask for information in its own way when 
it is asked for by the Senate. 

The Senator from Maryland spoke of our objection to having 
the document he held up printed. We did not object to having 
it printed, but he had seen fit to change it and asked in his resolu- 
tion for matters that were not in that document. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator of course does not 
intend to make a misstatement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is nothing in the resolution which calls 
for the printing of anything except the identical matter in the 
document. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We gave consent for that. 

Mr. LODGE. When I said, ‘‘ Very well, print that document; 
we have no objection to it,”’ the Senator from Maryland did not 
want it. He had some additions made to it. What they were I 
did not know 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. And I thought I had a right to know before I 
yoted to ask for them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam sure the Senator does not desire to make 
a statement that is not entirely accurate. What I said was that 
Ihad asked for nothing exeept what was in the document, but 
that I desired to ask it from the Department, as the document I 
held in my hand was a communication only to a committee of 
another House, and I wanted to hear from the Department offi- 


misdemeanors, and by that amendment, if it had been adopted, 
the committee was compelled to make its report in May, less than 
six months away. Of course it is not to be supposed that that 
had any reference to the coming election, because we know that 
this is proposed by the Senator from Maryland simply in the in- 
terests of the public service and for the protection of the honor of 
the country and the honor generally of the Administration. But 
we were to have it out by the month of May. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or quit. 

Mr. LODGE. Or quit, as the Senator from Wisconsin observes. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like toask the Senator if his objection 
to having a report as early as May had any reference to the coming 
election? 

Mr. LODGE. My objection was to having an incomplete investi- 
gation,ifone wasenteredon. Ithas taken eight months for trained 
inspectors to investigate one branch. If you are going to investi- 
gate it at all, and a committee are to do it, you must not tie 
their hands and make them come in with a partial report. All 
they may have done up to that time will be public; but you can 
not bind them in the way you propose, because it shows you do 
not mean a thorough investigation, that all you are after is a little 
campaign capital. 

Now, there is nothing in this that I have the least objection to 
having investigated and torn open as much as possible. It has 
all been done in one branch under the present Administration. 
All the facts we have and that have been read here to-day have 
come from a Republican Assistant Postmaster-General under an 
investigation directed by a Republican Postmaster-General. It 
is we who have probed it to the bottom and carried it back through 
more than one Administration, even to the last Administration of 
Democratic reform, where we find Mr. Machen originated. 

Mr. President, let us have all the daylight there is. There is 
not a document that I am not willing to have from any Depart- 
ment at any time; but I do say, and I say without hesitation, that 
what we shall ask for and the way we shall ask for it is in the 
hands of the responsible majority of this Chamber, and we do 
not propose, at least I for one do not propose, to submit to having 
that responsibility taken out of our hands. If there is an inquiry 
to be made and questions to be asked, they shall be asked in a way 
cially. That is the reason I gave. which the majority approves and not in a way dictated by the 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution, as I understood it, included ad- | leader of the minority. 
ditional matter not included in the document which the House | I believe that the party in power, which is responsible for the 
had printed. Government and responsible to the people, and ready to face the 
Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. | people on this and all other questions, should have that power in 
Mr. LODGE. If I can put my hand on the Recorp,I will | the fullest degree. They should assume it, and should bear the 
show that I at that time assented to it. | responsibility for it. If they allow anybody else to come in and 
Mr. GORMAN, All right. | act for them, then they are indeed without defense. 
Mr. LODGE. I have not had the least objection to the resolu- I object, and I shall object, to any resolution which I think im- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. | proper in form, which I think asks for papers in a way they 








Here is what happened on that day: should not be asked for, or for information already before us. I 
Mr. Lover. Very well, let the Senator from Maryland ask for a reprint | Shall vote for resolutions which accord with the views of the 
of the House document. party on this side, which is responsible for the Government; and 


Mr. HALE. That is it. ee ant ti fii investigati : ; i 
Mr. Lovan. That is easily done. I have no objection to that, of course. no cry about stifling investigation and shutting off the light, the 


Mr. GoRMAN, It is not a House document. It is a communication to the | Old talk that we have heard here year in and year out about first 
Committee on the Fost-Oaios and Post-Roads of the House, which has been | one thing and then another, is going to deter me, or, I believe, my 
rinted and circulated. AIII desire, I repeat, as there is no matter—— 2cneS av >» slichtes Pag acti or ow 
Mr. Lover. Very well; have that document reprinted. coll a s, or have the slightest effect on my action or my vote 
Mr. GorMAN. But it is not in the form of a document. on this f OOF. ‘ . i 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong this 


Mr. Lopes. It has a name, I saepeen, 8 some sort. 
& t debate, but I think this is a good time to enter a caveat as to one 


It Mr GORMAN. eee ane ave it direct nw the chgertans. 
t » nothin n . tra: i i i 
; ne he nas ye apa ot tng: page statement of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
I myself recognize the fact that in existing conditions here the 


print,and there is nosingle item of inquiry made in the resolation that is not 
Republican party can secure and can defeat any legislation that 


in this document—— 
LopGe. I understood—— 
Mr. GORMAN, Incl ; . : . os 
ee we repent they desire, and that without much reference to the individual 
consideration of the subject by the Senators, because I understand 
from what the Senator says now, and from what you have done, 


‘ Mr. Lopcr. I understood the Senator from Maryland to say that itisa 
ocument in the ion of the House. 

that the caucus will settle for us what shall be the proceeding in 
this body. 


Mr. GormAN, It is in the possession of a committee of the House. 
'. QUAY. Mr. President, I object to the consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. SPOONER. We have no caucus. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin 


‘ , There Was every opportunity to print that document exactly as 
stood, and I understood the resolution to call for additional 

says they have no caucus. It is barely possible they have a leader 
on the other side who is so persuasive in his methods that he 


os That is why I asked the question I did. 
l¢ resolution did not go over on my objection, but I entirely 
manages to secure the united body in a way that I will venture 
to say those who have had a long service in this body never saw 


rynpathized with the objection made. 
1 Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. PENRosE] introduced a 
the equal of before. In the last two years, or nearly so, there has 
been upon every question of any consequence, and innumerable 


seeotution here, which I entirely agreed to, proposing that the 
immittee should call for all the papers and then, after they had 
ecide 
questions of no consequence,a united Republican Senate,as we saw 
it the other day, with one single dissenting voice. Does anyone 


wnsidered them, they should d@ whether an investigation 
as necessary. To that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 

in this country believe that every Senator who voted for that bill 

on the other side of the Chamber, save the one from California, 


Gouax] proposed an amendment, which provided that we 
Ith Investigate every portion of the Post-Office Department. 
tenet ae eken a trained force of inspectors some eight months to 

by t] “ugate one branch of the Post-Office, and we were called upon | voted for it willingly, cheerfully, and because of his conscience? 
the = amendment of the Senator from Maryland to investigate | Mr. President, we know very well the influence of party upon a 
Whole Department with a view to discovering wrongs and ! vote of that kind. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, what about the votes for the 
bill on the other side? Were they influenced by Republican lead- 
ership? 

Mr. TELLER. The votes on the other side were divided ac- 
cording to individual opinion. They were not divided according 
to the individual opinion 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
will please suspend. The Chair lays before the Senate the Cal- 
endar of General Orders. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the General Order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first General Order relates 
to this very question. It will be read to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I suppose I will be in order to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first General Order. 

The SecRETARY. Order No. 12, Senate resolution 27, submitted 
by Mr. Penrose December 1, 1903, reported by Mr. Kran Decem- 
ber 7, 1903, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, instructing the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads to request the Postmaster-General to 
send to the committee all papers connected with the recent inves- 
tigation of his Department, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to continue this 
discussion. What I wanted to say, and I want to say it now once 
for all, is that while the Republican party is in power and while 
the country will hold them to some extent responsible for legisla- 
tion or a failure of legislation, yet I do not like to see a Senator 
stand on the floor and practically say: ‘‘ Why, you have on the 
other side nothing to do with this question. We are going to 
settle thismatter. Weare the partyin power. We have got the 
votes, and if you do not like it, in the language of old Tweed, 
‘What are you going to do about it?’”’ 

Mr. LODGE. I trust the Senator does not mean to misstate 
what I said. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not mean to misstate it. 

Mr. LODGE. Isaid I did not for one think that the minority 
had any right to dictate to us what we should do. 

Mr. TELLER. 
have the majority a right to dictate tous. Every Senator on this 
floor should act upon his judgment and his conscience. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is night. 

Mr. TELLER. Every Senator is the equal of every other Sen- 
ator on this floor when it comes toa question of determining 
what he shall do. Ican not avoid my responsibility by saying 
there is a majority here that is determined to do a certain thing. 
My duty here requires me to enter my protest, and to enter it ex- 
actly in the same way when I know what the conclusion shall be 
as when I do not. I have seen a majority go into a minority 
under discussion in this Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair dislikes very much 
to interrupt the Senator from Colorado, but if he will pardon 
the Chair, there are three other resolutions lying here on the 
table, and unless some disposition is made of them, as has been 
heretofore made, they will go to the Calendar. 

<1 pea eae I ask that they may go over without 

rejudice. 

. The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that these resolutions, one offered by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] on the 19th ultimo, another offered by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] on yesterday, and one 
offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], which was 
under consideration when the hour of 2 o’clock arrived, shall go 
over without prejudice, holding their places for to-morrow. Is 
there een to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, in my judgment nothing more 
unfortunate could happen to the American people than to have 
this body or the other composed of all the partisans of one political 
party. It would be almost impossible in this country to have 
such a condition. It is equally unfortunate, Mr. President, when 
there is a majority so great and when their methods carry the 
minority, who might resist and differ with the great majority, as 
to practically cut out the opposition or minority from having any 
voice in legislation. I do not believe there is a Senator here of 
long experience who does not agree with me that it would be 
exceedingly unfortunate if there was no minority in this Cham- 
ber. 

Mr. President, I have been here long enough to see a Demo- 
cratic majority, and a considerable Democratic majority, in this 
Chamber, and a Democratic majority in the other House of 148. 
It was not a healthy condition then. It is not a healthy condition 
now, when one of the political parties gets such absolute control. 
I want to enter my caveat in the strongest language I can that 
the majority, great or small, on the other side of the Chamber 
does not absolve any man from doing his duty on this side of the 
Chamber. 
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Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I suggest to the Senator that the idea ad- 
vanced by the Senator from Massachusetts was at one time car- 
ried to such a length as to result in the practical declaration of 
that Senator that the minority party had no right here, even when 
by uniting with the minority on the other side of the Chamber jt 
became a majority of the Senate, and that members on the other 
side were justified in filibustering to prevent such a majority from 
having its will on this floor. 7 

Mr. TELLER. We had an example of that during the last 
Congress. Iam not going into that. I wish simply to enter my 
protest against a sentiment that has prevailed here the last two 
years, and that has prevailed somewhat in the minds of the edi- 
tors of the public press of the country. I want to enter it before 
it grows any stronger, and to say, at least for myself, that I fee] 
the responsibility of a Senator here as much in the minority as | 
ever did when I sat in the majority, as I did for the greater part 
of my public service. ; 

Not long since one of the great Republican papers of the United 
States addressed a letter to me with reference to a public ques- 
tion, and for the first time in my life I answered such a letter. 
I have been in the habit of ignoring letters of that kind. Then it 
returned to the question and said, ‘‘ It does not make any differ- 
ence what Senator TELLER thinks about it; he has no fesponsibil- 
ity; he is in the minority, and therefore it is no matter what he 
thinks or what he is going to do.”’ 

Mr, President, that is not a true statement. It is not proper 
legislation to say that weon this side of the Chamber shal! remain 
mute; that if we think investigations are required we shal! not 
have the right to offer resolutions creating them. It is true that 
the other side may put them in such shape that there shall be no 
benefit derived from the investigation. It is true that they may 
put on the committee a majority of their members who may not 
make afair report. Yet it is our duty to make the effort, if we 
think the investigation ought to be made, and we do not absolve 
ourselves from duty to our constituents by saying, ‘‘ We could 
not effect anything; therefore why should we proceed? ”’ 

Mr. President, some of the greatest debates that have ever taken 
place in this body, some of the most important debates in the in- 
terest of human liberty and good government, occurred on this 
floor when there was a small, intelligent, patriotic, liberty-loving 
minority, who stood here and defied the powers that then had con- 
trol of this great Government. We areindebted, inall the history 
of the world, much more to the minority for the success of freedom 
and liberty and good government than we ever were to the ma 
jority, because the minority has compelled by force, year after 
year, in the last five hundred years concessions from the majority 


‘that never would have been made but for the minority. 


A vigorous minority, an intelligent minority, a patriotic mi- 
nority, is essential to the maintenance of a free representative 
government. It can not be maintained, and it never has been 
maintained, when the people forgot that it was their duty to as- 
sert their principles everywhere, although they might nct com- 
mand for the time being the plaudits of the multitude. 

Mr. President, we will yield to the majority when it registers 
its vote; but we will only do it when it does register its vote. 
We will not yield the right to debate; we will not yield the mght 
to amend, if we can, and to propose legislation here as if we were 
in the majority. No man on this side of the Chamber who prop- 
erly understands his duty will refrain, any more than he would if 
he was in the majority, from offering any amendment, or any 
bill, or any measure, or any project that he believes ought to pass. 

So I repeat, I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will not 
make any more charges of that kind against us. We will admit 
that you may go on, and you may outrage us if you see ft; y' 
may pass legislation here that ought not to be passed: but 
will reserve the right to enter our protest, and the pu'lic °x] ect 
us to enter our protest. You represent the majority of the states, 
but you do not represent them all. Every State you represe™ 
has some men who do not agree with you on the funde! ental 
questions that are now agitating the public mind. 

You may think it is your duty to represent only those 
political organization. I have never conceived it to be my 
I believe it to be the duty of the representatives on this ‘oor ™ 
represent the great fundamental principles of our Governmen’ 
and to stand for them, not, Mr. President, with a mere mout)!ns 
about being an American, which meansabsolutely nothing w' 83 
you stand for American principles. thal 

Mr. President, I do not care to be apparently out of ©! cae 
discussing this question, although I do not know but that | ame! 
tirely in order. However, this is all I care to say on the 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I want in a word to ex)" h 
my great gratification for one over the remarks in par’ ie 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has submitted re 
Senate as to the individual duty of a Senator. He has spoke 


of your 
duty. 
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words of truth and soberness. ( 
of great ability and wisdom, as he is a Senator of great experi- 
ence; and I wonder sometimes how a Senator of so great ability 
and so great wisdom and experience can get so far away from 
what seems to me to be a wise and righteous thing for the Senate 
to do. That, however, is a difference of opinion. 

The Senator from Colorado will not controvert the statement I 
made sotto voce to him, that we have nocaucus in the strict sense 
of the word, in substance or in fact, on this side of the Chamber, 
ay! never have had, Mr. President, since I have had the honor to 
be a member of this body. I have attended conferences in the 
old days when the Senator from Colorado was one of the leaders 
in this Chamber of the party to which I belong, and I have heard 
him state, as he has heard me state, in a Republican conference 
that he would not be bound by the action of a majority on the 
question then under debate. 

We meet to discuss; we try to persuade our colleagues to a par- 
ticular view; but the caucus never binds the conscience or the 
judgment, and that is the underlying understanding of any Sena- 
tor who attends it. Am I right, I ask the Senator from Iowa? 


Mr. ALLISON. Absolutely. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not intend to question what the Senator 
said. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know the Senator did not. Iam explaining 
what I said, and I said you did not. 


Mr. TELLER. I agree with the Senator from Wisconsin that 
while I was a member of the Republican party no caucus ever 
attempted to bind—well, I will not say that, but no caucus ever 
did bind the members, though I have seen it tried. 

Mr. SPOONER. The party is just as good now in that respect 
as when the Senator belonged to it. 

Mr. TELLER. 
virtue left in that party. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
Colorado said especially attracted my attention which is true, 
and which is too often forgotten, and that is that a Senator of the 
United States is not here simply a Senator from a State. The 
Senator from Colorado is a Senator from the State of Colorado, 
but he is a Senator of the United States; and as a Senator of the 
United States it is his right and his duty, as it is mine, upon 
public questions todo in this great 2 :ena what, after due delibera- 
tion and thought, we think is for the benefit of the whole coun- 
try. And, Mr. President, I would not hold a seat in this Cham- 
ber if it were upon condition that my vote and my action on 
every measure could be constrained and controlled for me by 
mere numbers of the party here to which I happen to belong. 
That is an abdication and surrender, Mr. President, which is not 
in the public interest; which is not in harmony with individual 
self-respect, and not in the interest of the people of the country or 
of the Senator’s own sovereign State. He is to be the keeper, 
under his oath, of his own conscience. 

The Senator from Colorado made that broad statement and the 





Senator from Tennessee called his attention to one case—and there 
are others—when he spoke of us as massed on all questions on this 
side behind some persuasive leader. Ican recall instances within 
the last two or three years when Senators on this side upon great 
public measures, which enlisted great public interest, voted with 
~ 


enators on that side from a sense of conviction. I am one; the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is another, and there are still 
others. I would not permit myself to be bound on such a subject 
by any other man’s dictum. The Senator, of course, is right that, 
although his side are in the minority in this Chamber. they are 
Senators sworn to discharge the duty of Senators, bound. if they 
have self-respect, to express their views fearlessly and frankly, 
and to follow their views by their independent judgment crystal- 
lized into votes. - 

Mr. President, I hope the day will not come when on either side 
of this Chamber Senators shall be bound upon great questions of 
publi policy, far-reaching in their influence upon the future of 
this country, to vote not as they think, but as others think. 

The Senator from Colorado is right, Mr. President. Senators 


ot the United States are made by the people of the United States. 
A Sen tcr may be chosen in a State bya party, but when he takes 
the oath of office he is a Senator of all the people of that State 
Withont regard to party. 

, though no question I have discussed in these remarks is be- 
ae the Senate, I could not forbear to express my hearty gratifi- 
Cation with and approval of the suggestion of the Senator from 


( dorado to which I have alluded. 
_ Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I fear that I may have done in- 
Justice to the Senator from Wisconsin-—— . 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I did not mean that. 
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I recognize in the Senator a man | Mr. TELLER. For I do recall former Congresses where that 


Senator has given many independent votes. What I meant to 


| complain of was that in recent times there seemed to be more of 


| Case. 


a disposition on the part of Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber to mass themselves together than had theretofore been the 
I said this was under the persuasive powers of a leader. I 
do not know any Senator on that side who comes nearer fitting 
that description than the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spoonrr], 
for I think he is about as persuasive as anybody ever was, and 


| certainly he is always persuasive when he tries to be so on any 


| ber to pass important bills, and I have seen that reversed. 


| proper condition of public affairs. 


Well, I am glad to find there is still some | 


Mr. President, one thing the Senator from | 


| come up to-morrow morning immediately after the con 
| the morning business. 


subject. 

Mr. President, I did not mean to say that there were not inde- 
pendent votes on the other side of the Chamber. In the long 
service of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] who now sits in 
front of me I recall very many instances where he has voted ac- 
cording to his own independent judgment, and sometimes in 
opposition to the majority of his party. 

I have seen sitting on this side of the Chamber a sufficient num- 
ber of Senators voting with those on the other side of the Cham- 
[ have 
seen a sufficient number of Senators sitting on this side voting 
with Senators on the other side—when the Senate was close—to 
pass important bills. That is what I regard as a healthy and 
In all that there was an indi- 
vidual independence—a recognition of individual responsibility 
that I am-~contending for. Such a condition will never exist, in 
my judgment, unless that principle shall be the pervading prin- 
ciple in the mind of every man who sits in this Chamber. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, [have just come intothe Cham- 
ber, and, if it will not interrupt the Senator from Colorado, I 
should like to inquire just the line of his remarks. Do I under- 
stand that he is addressing himself against the action taken by 
the other side of the Chamber in deciding that two-thirds shall 
rule in the caucus? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas is 
anxions, it seems to me, to give this discussion a political direc- 
tion. I, personally, do not know anything about any action on 
this side, but I know, I will say to the Senator from Kansas, that 
many years ago, when I attended what was sometimes called a 
Republican caucus and sometimes a conference, I never yielded 
my judgment to that of the majority. While I know that this is 
a Government of majorities and that the majority must rule, yet 
I never agreed to vote with the majority because there was a 
majority which wanted a certain vote; and I never expect to do 
it so long as I sit in this Chamber. For nearly a quarter of a 
century I have followed my own judgment. I was frequently 
wrong, undoubtedly, and I might have given wiser votes, per- 
haps, if I had followed my associates; but when I took the oath 
of office as a Senator I thought I took it to do my duty here as I 
understood it and not as somebody else understood it. I did not 
believe then, and I do not believe now, after having taken the 
oath six times at that desk, that I can excuse myself for casting 
any particular vote by saying that my party wanted me to vote 
in that way. that my party thought that was the right thing to do. 

Mr. President, upon questions of mere policy, upon nonessen- 
tials, I know that a party must and will naturally act together; 
but upon sreat questions of principle it is impossible that all the 
men of any political party will think alike and all want to go to- 
gether, and unless they do submit either to the persuasive influ- 
ence of a leader—which is no better than a caucus—or a caucus, 
there always will be diversity of opinion. 





While I shall not, of course, question for a moment the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Wisconsin that the old rule which 
prevailed for many years in the Republican party is still in exist- 


ence, nevertheless I wish he would tell me how it happens that in 
these later days, upon questions as to which there must be natur- 
ally differences of opinion, where different interests must exist 
amongst men coming from different sections, all align themselves 
together. And sometimes that happens in other bodies—not 
speaking of it ever happening here—where men who had stood on 


the platform and advocated one set of principles have ultimately 
voted for another. Of course I do not charge that to the Senate. 
Mr. TILLMAN. But we have had that here time and again. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not care about giving it a personal direc- 
tion at all, but I do know that there has been very recently an 
exhibition of the most remarkable unanimity that I have ever 


known in my legislative experience on a question upon which, it 
seemed to me, there ought to have been diversity of opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
while he was temporarily absent it was agreed that all of these 
resolutions should go over until Friday morning, « pt the one 
offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], which is to 
lusion of 


ept 


Is the Chair correctly informed? 
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Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] 
asked that the pending resolution go over until to-morrow, when 
I ventured to call his attention to the fact that the Senator from 
Alabaina [Mr. MorGan] had secured unanimous consent that his 


VAL 


resolution should come up in the morning immediately after the | 


morning business, that he had given notice he would address the 
Senate upon it, and I suggested to the Senator from Tennessee 
that this resolution should go over until the day after to-morrow, 
to which he acceded. That was the understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senate? 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the resolutions go over, Mr. President, 
until the day after to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the understanding of the 
Senate, as the Chair understands, that all of these resolutions, 
except the one offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr.MorGan}], 
shall go over until Friday morning; and the one offered by the 


Senator from Maryland |Mr. GorRMAN] on yesterday retains its | 


place as a resolution to come up hereafter. It will be displaced 
to-morrow by the resolution of the Senator from Alabama, 

Mr. GORMAN. It will; and therefore I ask that it may be 
included in the general order and go over until Friday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that 
resolution will be included in the general order. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. Meantime, Mr. President, I ask unanimous 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not wish to 
have any misunderstanding about this matter. Since 2 o'clock 
the Senate has been discussing the first resolution on the 
dar of General Orders. Is that resolution included in the unani- 
mous-consent agreement as to the others? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no, Mr. President. 
I offered December 19, if there is no objection to it, may now 
be considered and passed. 
cially. I think that there is no objection to that, and therefore I 
ask that that resolution may be voted on. I trust it will be 
adopted now. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
know what it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


Which resolution is that? Let us 
Has there been any suggestion that that res- 
olution should be taken from the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania | Mr.-PENROSE] made a motion that all the resolutions touch- 
ing the Post-Office Department be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Friday morning instead of to-morrow morning, because by unani- 
mous consent the resolution of the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN] comes up to-morrow immediately after the morning 
business. 
resolution upon which the discussion has taken place is to be in- 


cluded or is included in the unanimous-consent agreement; other- | 


wise it stands at this moment as the unfinished business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it go over as the unfinished business. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the resolution, if the Chair 
will kindly have it read, is the one proposing merely a reprint of 
the document which has been laid before the other House. The 
resolution simply asks the Postmaster-General to forward it offi- 
cially to the Senate and have it printed. I understand there is 
not the slightest objection to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution first on the 
Calendar of General Orders will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PENROSE 
December 1, 1903, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in view of 
the charges of corruption, extravagance, and violations of law in the admin 
istration of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, is hereby authorized 


and instructed to request the Postmaster-General to send to the committee | 


all papers connected with the recent investigation of his Department and if 
necessary to make further inquiry into the administration of the said De 
aartment, and to make report thereon to Congress upon completion of said 
inve stigation. 

Said committee shall have power to send for persons, books, and papers, 
examine witnesses under oath, employ a stenographer, and sit by subcom- 
mittoe or otherwise during the sessions of the Senate or during the periods 
of its adjournment at such times and placesas the committee may deter- 
mine, and the actual and necessary expenses of said investigation shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by 
the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. SPOONER. If that is the resolution, it must go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. That resolution, of course, goes over under 
the general understanding, with the remainder of the resolutions. 
I want to secure the adoption of the resolution providing for a re- 
print, the resolution stated awhile ago. That is the one I offered. 
Any resolution relating to an investigation, as a matter of course, 
comes under the understanding and goes over. 


And that is the understanding | 


Calen- | 
I trust the resolution | 


It provides merely for a reprint of this | 
document and asks the Post-Office Department to send it in offi- | 


That motion was made before 2 | 
o'clock, and it will be the pending motion, the Chair supposes, on | 


Now, what the Chair wishes to know is whether the | 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary read the resoly 
tion which is the first on the General Calendar. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is included in the understanding, 
goes over. 
Mr. GORMAN. That is included, as a matter of course. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isit the understanding of the 
| Senate that the resolution which has just been read is included jy 
| the unanimous-consent agreement as to all other resolutions touch. 
| ing the Post-Office Department? 
Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
| and will so understand it, The Secretary will state the next | 
ness on the Calendar. 
The SkecrRETaRY. A bill (S. 887) for the purchase of a nat 
| forest reserve in the southern Appalachian Mountains, | 
known as the National Appalachian Forest Reserve. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 35 mi) 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Janu 
7, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


It 


isi- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


WEDNESDAY, January 6, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
rected, and approved. 


FOREST RESERVES. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of commi 

The Clerk proceeded with the call of committees. 

The Committee on the Public Lands was called. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 84 
viding for the transfer of forest reserves from the Departn 
the Interior to the Department of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to | 
gentleman from Iowa consent to let that bill go over. Th« 
certain Members of the House who desire to look into it, a1 
sibly to oppose it; or there might be some agreement made : 
the bill. 1 shonld very much like to have the chairman of 
committee consent that the bill go over. 

Mr. LACEY. It is a unanimous report, Mr. Speaker, ) 
bill has its place upon the House Calendar and can los 
by delay. If the gentleman desires time to look into it, | 
insist on taking it up at this time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of a I did not gather the forc: 
gentleman's remarks. I did not hear him. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The chairman of the Committee 
Public Lands does not insist on having the bill considered 
time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask t 
man a question. I understand this is substantially the 
that was before the House some time last year. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill covers one feature of the | 
| was before the House last year. That bill contained se) 
tures, and this is limited to only one proposition. 

Mr. BURKETT. Last year the Departments were 
about it, were they not? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. BURKETT. AsI understand it, this bill is indo: 
by the Department of Agriculture and the Land Dep. 
the Department of the Interior. Is that correct? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; that is correct. Last year, howe 
| was opposition, led by the gentleman from Wyoming | 

DELL] upon the floor of this House and also very strong!) 
_mented by the gentleman who now occupies the chair. 
| last year was a combination bill containing a number 0! 
sitions. This bill, however, has only the single propos!' 
the transfer. 
Mr. BURKETT. It makes the transfer in accordance Vv 
request of both Departments? 
Mr. LACEY. Yes. 3 
Mr. BURKETT. In accordance with the request of t 
who does not want charge of the matter, and also in acc 
with the request of the Secretary of Agriculture? 


All right. 


¢ 


Mr. LACEY. Yes. In accordance with the request 0! 
tleman from Indiana, I shall not press the bill at this tim 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May Iask the gentleman 
this bill in any way, directly or indirectly, involves the 4 
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of the assembling of the public lands or the destruction of the 
checkerboard system in the West? 
Mr. LACEY. Notatall. The only proposition—and I would 


like to say this to the House at this time in order that no gentle- | 


man may have any misunderstanding as to the importance of the 
pill—the only thing involved in it is as to the administration and 
control and management of the forest reserves as they are now 
established, or as they may be hereafter established,as to whether 
they shall be managed by officers under the Secretary of the In- 


terior or whether their control and supervision shall be under | 


the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. That is the only 
proposition involved, and this bill proposes to transfer their ad- 
ministration to the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And this bill in no way involves 
a proposition for the assembling of the public lands? 

M r. LACEY. No. 
come up further on. 

Mr. BURKETT. What I wish to ask the gentleman is this: 
Does the bill transfer the division having in charge forest reserva- 
tions to the Agricultural Department? And if the transfer is 
made, does it take the clerical force and whatever equipment 
there is, almost entirely? Does it do that? 





Mr. LACEY. No; all matters of title will remain with the | 


Department 

Mr. BURKETT. Iam speaking of the working force. 

Mr. LACEY. All the working force would go to the other 
Department. 

Mr. BURKETT. As Iam informed, all but about four or five 
or six clerks are transferred over. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question, and it is this: Does the bill take away from the Presi- 
dent the power to make these reservations? 

Mr. LACEY. Notatall. There is no question involved in it 
except one of administration. . 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does it give the Secretary of Agri- 
culture the right to make temporary forest reserves? 

Mr. LACEY. That can only be done by the President. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand the Secretary of the 
Interior has been holding up these reservations temporarily, and 
thus keeping them from settlement for a number of years, which 
has given great trouble in the West, as I apprehend. I hope the 
Secretary of Agriculture will not do so, if this matter is trans- 
ferred to him, 

Mr. LACEY. That is not involved at all. 

ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER ON THE ISLAND OF OAHU. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when the Committee on the Terri- 
tories was called). I call up for consideration the bill which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, from the Committee on the Territories. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7266) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly enacted by 
the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize and provide for the 
manufacture, distribution, and supply of electric light and power on the 
island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii. 


_ Mr. PAYNE. I want to call attention to the fact that this bill 
is on the Union Calendar, and not on the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would suggest to the gentleman 
that it was first placed on the Union Calendar by error, and sub- 
sequently corrected in the usual form, and it will be found on the 
House Calendar, not being a subject for the Union Calendar. 

_Mr. PAYNE. That may be very true; but if it is upon the 
Union Calendar it can not be considered under this order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The calendar clerk will confirm 
my statement that it is upon the House Calendar, although the 
printed Calendar may not show it. 

The SPEAKER. The House Calendar shows the bill upon it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I find iton the House Calendar of this morning. 
It was not shown. to be on the House Calendar that I had in my 
hand. The Calendar this morning does not show that it is on the 
House Calendar, to which it belongs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that by error this bill 
Ch ared onthe Union Calendar, butit now appears on the House 

aiendar, 

Mr. PAYNE. I find that it is on the House Calendar. 

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. I desire to have order during the 
realing of this bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I also desire to ask for order, be- 
cause I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana a question. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The Chair will 
state to the gentleman from Connecticut that the bill is now be- 
ing rey rted, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
question, ; 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There will be ample opportunity 
When the bill is reported. - 





I wish to ask the gentleman a 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I want to ask it at this stage of the | 


Proceedings, 





| service of the company. 


The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it can be done. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentlemanif 
there was not a tacit understanding that the bill should not come 
up until the member of the committee from Connecticut was 
present? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I had no authority from the 
Committee on the Territories to make such an agreement, and no 
such agreement was made. Yesterday was the first time that I 
had any information that there was any objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill by the gentleman from Connecticut, member of 
_ Committee, that would extend to opposition to the bill on the 

oor. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


There is a bill pending that perhaps may A bill (H. R. 7266) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly enacted by 


the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize and provide for the 
manufacture, distribution, and supply of electric light and power on the 
island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii. 


Whereas the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii did, by an act duly 
passed at the 1903 session thereof, grant to the Hawaiian Electric Company 
(Limited) a special franchise and special privileges for the purpose of main- 
taining and operating an electric light and power system on the island and 
Territory aforesaid; and 

Whereas the governor of said Territory did approve said act on the 28th 
day of April, 1908; and 

Whereas the act to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii, 
duly passed by the Congress of the United States on the 27th day of April, 
1900, and approved on the 30th day of April, 1900, provides that the legislature 
of the Territory of Hawaii shall not grant toany corporation, association, or 
individual any special privilege or franchise without the approval of the Con- 
gress of the United States: Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Congress of the United States of America does 
hereby ratify, approve, and confirm that certain act, duly enacted by the 
legislature of the Territory of Hawaii at the 1908 session thereof, known and 
designated as act No. 48 of the laws of the Territory of Hawaii, session of 
1908, the said act last mentioned being an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, and supply of 
electric light and power on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii,” and 
that the said act last mentioned, and each and every part thereof, be, and 
the same is hereby, ratified, approved, and confirmed, which said last-men- 
tioned act is as follows: 

“AcT NUMBERED FORTY-LIGHT. 


distri- 
Oahu, Ter- 


“An act to authorize and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, 
bution, and supply of electric light and power on the island of 
ritory of Hawail. 


‘““ Whereas, pursuant to qa franchise granted by the government of the 
Hawaiian Islands, the Hawaiian Electric Company (Limited) bas constructed 
and developed an electric light and power system on the island of Oahu, 
Territory of Hawaii; and 

**Whereas said company is at the present time supplying light and power 
to the inhabitants of the said island of Oahu; and 

‘**Whereas said franchise expires on the 3d day of May, 1908: Now, there- 
fore, 

“Be it enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii: 


** DEFINITIONS. 


““SecTION 1. The following words and phrases, wherever they are used or 
appear in this act, shall, unless the same be clearly inconsistent with the con- 
text, be construed te mean and be held to have the force and effect as follows: 

‘*(a) The ‘company’ shall mean, include, and represent the Hawaiian Elec- 
tric Company (Limited) and its successors and assigns. 

“(b) ‘Honolulu,’ or ‘district of Honolulu,’ shall refer to, include, and mean 
all that portion of the island of Oahu included in the taxation, educational, 
and judicial district now defined by law as the ‘Honolulu district’ or the 
‘district of Honolulu." 

“Sec. 2. That the right is hereby granted to the Hawaiian Electric Com- 
pany (Limited), as a body corporate under that or such other name as the 
said company may hereafter adopt, and its successors and assigns, for the 
term of thirty-five years from and after the passage of this act, to manufac- 
ture, sell, furnish, and supply electric light, electric current, 
power in thé district of Honolulu, and elsewhere on the island of Oahu, Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii, for lighting the streets, roads, public or private buildings, 
or for motive power, or for any other gta which it or they may deem 
advisable, and from time to time for said thirty-five years, for the purposes 
above mentioned, to construct, maintain, and operate suitable poles, lines, 
wires, cables, lamps, lamp-posts, conductors, conduits, and such other appli- 
ances and appurtenances as may from time to time be necessary for the 
transmission, distribution, or supply of electricity to consumers thereof, 
under, along, upon, and over the streets, sidewalks, roads, squares, bridges, 
alleys, and lanes in said district of Honolulu, and elsewhere island of 
Oahu, and to connect the said lines, wires, and conductors with any manu- 
factory, private or public buildings, lamp, lamp-posts, or other structure or 
object with the place of supply. 


or electric 


on said 


“BUILDINGS AND STATIONS. 
“Sec. 3. Said company shall also have the right to maintain 
its present light and power station on the corner of Halekauwila and Alakea 
streets, in said Honolulu, and also to construct, maintain, and operate, at 
such points as may from time to time be necessary, light and power statior 
or houses, or such other buildings and structures as may be ne 
proper, and to use machinery therein for the purposes of the company 


" METERS, RATES, AND CHARGES. 


“Sec. & Said company shall also have the right to maintain, operate, and 
use electric meters or other means of measuring electric light, power, or cur- 
rent supplied from time to time, and to locate the same at such places as may 
be deemed necessary for their protection; and said company shall also have 
the right to charge, receive, and collect from all consumers of electricity 
such prices as may from time to time be fixed and determined by the com- 
pany, but such charge shall notat any time exceed 20 cents per kilowatt hour 
or 1,000 watt hours. The company shall have the right to charge, receive, 
and collect from each consumer of electricity for lighting the minimum sum 
of $2 per month, and from each consumer of electricity for power the mini- 


mum sum of $1 per month per horsepower of apparatus connected to the 


00 


* CONNECTIONS. 


“Sec. 5. Said company shall also have the right to charge consumers, or 
applicants for the use of electricity, for one-half of the cost and expense of 
making connections between the company's main lines and the premises 
where the electricity is to be used; such cost and expense to include the price 
of all wires, poles, insulators, and other materials, and labor necessary to be 
used in making such connections: Provided, however, That the company shall 
not be required to make, construct, or maintain said connections as aforesaid 
for supplying light or power unless the applicant or applicants for such light 
or power, if required, shall deposit in ativance with the company a sum of 


money sufficient to pay one-half of the cost and expense of making and con- | 


structing such connections and for current for the period of one month. 
“Sec. 6. The company shall not be required to extend, construct, or main- 
tain its main lines beyond a distance of 300 feet unless there be an applicant 
for each 300 feet of extension or fraction thereof, and unless each applicant 
shall, in addition to the other requirements in this act provided, agree to 
take, install, and maintain five 16-candlepower lights or one horsepower of 
power apparatus for not less than one year: Provided, however, That if the 


company is unable to furnish power or light applied for by reason of lack of | 


capacity of the apparatus for producing electricity, the company shall be 
allowed a reasonable time, not to exceed nine months from the date of any 


application, to procure such additional apparatus as may be necessary to 


furnish such applicant. 
“SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY. 

“Sec. 7. The company shall have the right to discontinue or cut off the 
supply of electricity to any consumer who shall refuse or fail to pay the 
amount due for electricity supplied by said company within such reasonable 
time as said company may fix for the payment of the same, and such discon- 


tinuance of service or supply of electricity shall not prejudice the right of | : ; 
| to have the report read, and I will ask order during the reading 


the company to any remedies now or which may hereafter be authorized by 
law for the recovery and collection of said amount. 


“RULES AND REGULATIONS, 
““Szc. 8. Thesuperintendent of public works is hereby authorized to make, 


and from time to time to change, amend, or add to, reasonable rules regulat- | 


ing the placing of poles and wires, the insulation of wires and seeeemne 
carrying theelectric current, and the maintenance in good repair of a 
wires, and apparatus, and generally concerning the manufacture and supply 


of electricity, which may be necessary or proper for the public safety and | 


welfare. 


‘‘No person, firm, or corporation shall be allowed to place or maintain | 


poles or wires along, upon, or across any public street, except such as are au- 
thorized by law so to do. Any person violating this provision last above 
mentioned shall, upon conviction, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and be 
punished by a fine of not exceeding $50 or by imprisonment not exceeding 
three months. 
such poles or wires to be removed at the expense of the person, firm, or cor- 
poration placing them or causing them to be pncee in such position. 


shall fail to observe or execute the rulesand regulations hereinbefore provided 
for, relative to the placing of poles and wires, the insulation of wires and ap- 
paratus carrying electric current, and the repair of all poles and apparatus, 
the superintendent of public works may, in his discretion, after giving the 


company reasonable notice thereof in writing of his intention so to do, pro- | 


ceed to remedy such failure, and the cost of such repairs or changes may be 
recovered from the company by the Territory. 


“SUPERVISION. 


“Src. 9. The entire plant, operation, books, and accounts of the company | 


shall from time to time be subject to the inspection of the superintendent of 
public works or other officer appointed by him for that purpose. 


“PAYMENTS TO THE GOVERNMENT. 


“Sec. 10. The said company shall, within one month after the expiration 
of each year, file with the superintendent of public works a statement show- 
ing the gross receipts from the sale of electric light and power furnished by 
the company, and shall at the same time pay to the superintendent of public 
works 2} per cent of the gross receipts of the company from all electric light 
or power furnished to consumers during the preceding year. 


“PURCHASE OR LEASE. 


“Sec. ll. The said company shall have the right to acquire, hold, or take 
over, either by purchase or lease, property, both real, personal, or mixed, and 
such other property as may be necessary or incidental to the proper conduct 
of its business; said company shall, however, not have the right to purchase 
franchises and property of whatever nature of another company of like 
nature. 

“ BORROWING OF MONEY AND ISSUANCE OF BONDS. 


“Sec.12. Thesaid company, whenever from time to time it shall be deemed | 
expedient in the furtherance of the objects of the company, shall have the | 


power to borrow money and to secure the payment thereof, with the interest 
agreed upon, by mortgage of all or any portion of the property, which may 


include the franchise of the company and the franchisesand privileges granted | 


or obtained by virtue of this act, or if it be deemed advisable, bonds may be is- 


sued, secured by a deed of trust of such property as aforesaid, together with all | = : 7 ee 
; pr . ’ | P. Frys, President pro tempore United States Senate, in form t! 


future acquired property, as well as the income and receipts of the property 


from whatever source derived, and in such form and under such terms as 


said er may deem advisable: Provided, That nothing in this section 
contained shall operate to prevent said company from obtaining the usual 
business credits and to make promissory notes without security. 


“ PENALTIES. 


“Sec. 13. Whenever said company refuses or fails to do or perform or 
comply with any act, matter, or thing requisite or required to be done under 
the terms of this act, and shall continue so to refuse or fail to do or perform 
or comply therewith after reasonable notice given by the superintendent of 
public works to comply therewith, the said superintendent of public works 
shall, with the consent of the governor and the attorney-general, cause pro- 
ceedings to be instituted before the proper tribunal to have the.franct 


and declared null and void. 

“Sec. 14. Any person who shall willfully or intentionally injure, molest, or 
destroy any of the poles, lines, wires, meters, or other appliances, or the ma 
terial or property 
ity of the company connect or cause to be connected by poles and wires, or 
by any device, with the wires, cables, or conductors of the company, for the 
purpose of obtaining electric current for light, heat, or power, or whoever 
shall, without such permission or authority, cut or cause to be cut wires or 
other devices connected with any meter or meters erected or set up for the 
purpose of registering or recording the amount of electric current supplied 
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| to any consumer L 
| or from any such meter, or by any device, appliance, or means whatsoever 


| bill. 


l poles, | 


| proval of the act would not be necessary, but under the word 


nc | Congress of the United States of the act passed at the 1903 session 
longing thereto, or shall without_permission or author- | 


JANUARY 6, 


by the company, or change or shunt the wiring leading to 


tamper with any such meter in such manner that such meter or meters wi] 
not measure or record the amount of electric current supplied to any eon. 
sumer by the company, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon con 

tion thereof in the district court of Honolulu, or other court having jurisdic. 
tion thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $100 or by imp ison 
ment with hard labor not exceeding six months: Provided, however, That 
nothing herein contained shall be deemed to affect the right of the company 


| to recover by action at law damages for any injury done by such unlaw fii] 


action. 
“GRANT NOT EXCLUSIVE. 


“Sec. 15. It is hereby expressly provided that nothing herein contained 


| shall beso construed as to grant to the company the exclusive right to furnish, 


sell, or supply electric light or power. 
“Sec. 16. This act shall take effect and become law from and after the date 
of its approval. 
“Approved this 28th day of April, A. D. 1908. 
2 “SANFORD B. Dou 
* Governor of the Territory of Hawaii.” 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the committee 
labors under some disadvantage this morning by reason of the 
absence of the Delegate from the Territory, who introduced this 
However, I am assured that he has no objection to its con- 
sideration, and the committee will do its best to present the mat- 
ter fully to the House in his absence. I desire first, in my time, 


of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the com- 
mittee in the time of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The report (by Mr. Ropinson of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


By the organic law entitled ‘An act to provide a government for the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii,” passed in 1900, it is provided: 

“Sec. 55. That the legislative power of the Territory shall extend to all 
rightful subjects of legislation not inconsistent with the Constitution and 
laws of the United States locally applicable.” 

A restriction is placed on this general right of the legislature, in th 
section, in the following language: 

‘** but the legislature shall not grant to any corporation, association, or 


; t | vidual any special or exclusive privilege, immunity, or franchise wit! 
The superintendent of public works may at any time cause | 


oppress of Congress.” L 
‘Inder that grant of power the Hawaiian legislature passed this act 


c | was approved by the governor of the Territory April 28, 1903, and wh 
“If at any time the company, after reasonable notice given toitin writing, | 


is part of the bill H. R. 7266, on which this eg is based. The su 
matter of the bill so passed and which received the governor's signatur 
found in the title of the same, which reads as follows: “An act to authori: 


| and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, and supply 


electric light and power on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii 
The island of Oahu has an area of 598 square miles and a population o 
58,504, of which the only village or city is Honolulu, with a census po} t 
of 39,309, and which by a fair estimate has probably increased to 42,(0)) 
Governor Dole, in his report to the Secretary of the Interior of | 


| ferred to the subject herein in the following language: 


“Act 48 of the Session Laws of 1908 confers a new franchise, not exclu 
on the Hawaiian Electric Company (Limited), whose former franchise, w! 
was an exclusive one, expired May 3, 1908. The act grants the right t 
company for thirty-five years to manufacture and sell electric cur 


| light, power, and other uses in the island of Oahu; to erect and m 
| such poles and wires and other appliances that may be necessary to t! 
| business along, over, and under public highways; to erect and 1 


lamps and lamp-posts thereon, and to maintain its present power |! 
Honolulu, and to erect and operate other power houses and stations a 
be necessary: to charge not more than 20 cents per kilowatt hour or 1.() 
hours, except a minimum charge of $2a month toconsumers of elect 
lighting, and to borrow money and mortgage its property therefo 
and a half per cent of its gross receipts to be paid to the government 
Territory.” 

This isa fair statement of the import and purposes of the act. U1 


| language of the restrictive clause of the organic act, to wit, ‘‘exclus 


” 


ilege, immunity, or franchise,” resort to Congressional legislati 
** Spt 
act requires the “approval” of Congress. The act passed by the H 
legislature is not a grant of an exclusive privilege, immunity, or fra! 
The Hawaiian legislature convened February 18, 1903. The bill wa 
duced in the house there February 25, and the measure finally poo dt 
lature April 25 and was signed by Governor Sanford B. Dole Ap 
In the act as first introduced this provision was contained: “This 


| take effect and become law from and after the day of its approval, su 


the approval of the Congress of the United States,” but the words 
to the approval of the Congress of the United States” were stricken 
In a letter to the Hon. JosepH G. CANNON, Speaker, and Hon. W 


Hon. Sanford P. Dole, now judge of the United States district cow 
Territory of Hawaii, and Hon. George R. Carter, now governor vu! 


| recommended the approval of this act. 


The letters are as follows: 
“HonoLuuv, HAWA 
* Nowe mber 
“Hon. Joserpn G. CANNON, 
** Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
“HONORED Sik: I have the honor to state that during my incum! 
governor of the Territory of Hawaii the Hawaiian Electric Compa! 
ited), at that time operating under its former grant from the gover! 


| the Hawaiian Islands, well and faithfully performed all of its obliy 
rise | 


granted by this actandall rights and privileges granted thereunder forfeited | 


the government and adopted a policy of constantly improving its |] 
increasing the efficiency of its services to the consumers of electric | 
power in Honolulu. . 
“IT heartily recommend the favorable consideration and approva! 
islature of the Territory of Hawaii granting to the Hawaiian Electr 
pany (Limited) certain rights and privileges for the distribution and 
of electricity throughout Honolulu and elsewhere in the island of Oa! 
urgent needs of the community require that the electric light and p 
tem as now developed be continued in its operation. 
“TI have the honor to be, respectfully, 
“Sanrorp B. Di 











1904. 


“EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
“ Honolulu, November 20, 1903, 
“Hon. JoseEPH G. CANNON, ‘ ei : 
“ Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, 
*“ Washington, D. C. 

“HONORED SrR: Relative to the matter of the act to provide for the man- 
ufacture and supply of electric light and power by the Hawaiian Electric 
Company (Limited) in Honolulu and elsewhere in the island of Oahu, Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, I have the honor to state that the above-named company has 
to my knowledge so conducted its affairs and exercised the rights and privi- 
jeges heretofore granted to it by the government of the Hawaiian Islands as 
to give to the inhabitants of Honolulu an efficient and adequate electric light 
and power system; that it has faithfully observed and performed its obliga- 
tions to the government, and that at the present time it is furnishing the 
public a well-managed and complete electric light and power system. 

“T have no hesitation in recommending the perce by the Congress of 





the United States of the act enacted by the last legislature of the Territory | 


of Hawaii granting to the Hawaiian 
to maintain and operate an electric light and power system in the island of 
Oahu with its appurtenant rights, as I deem that the granting of such rights 
and privileges will be subservient to the public welfare. 
“J have the honor to be, respectfully, 
“G. R. CARTER, 
** Governor of the Territory of Hawaii.” 


This bill was introduced by the Delegate from the Territory of Hawaii, 
who was heard before your committee in its behalf, as was A. Lewis, jr.. 
from Honolulu, in behalf of the Hawaiian Electric Company (Limited), and 
F. M. Hatch, a lawyer of that city and a former minister of foreign affairs 
of the Republic of Hawaii, and William Haywood, a representative of com- 
mercial bodies of the islands. The committee gave full consideration to the 
arguments heard and the facts presented, and felt impelled to favorably 
report this bill. : : 

[tis a safe and wise policy to give as > a measure of home rule to 
Hawaii as is consistent with the provisions of the organic law, which gives 
full power to the legislature on this subject, except in the manner before 
stated. 

It would be a very rare case that Congress would be justified in withhold- 
ing its approval to an act of the Territorial legislature on a matter of purely 
local concern, and especially when upon its face no objection appears and 
when, after the lapse of months after its passage, no objections have been 
presented. Thecommittee is fortified in this conclusion by the indorsements 
of the constituted authorites in the islands. 

It was clearly the intention of Congress in the organic law to grant a large 
measure of power to the local legislature in matters of local concern, and the 
approval of this act will be within the spirit and intention of the organic law. 

The act does not prevent or exclude any other corporation, association, or 
individual from acquiring like rights and pursuing the same course as is now 
being adopted by the Hawaiian Electric Company (Limited), and of apply- 
ing for and the legislature granting rights and privileges similar to those 
obtained by said company by virtue of the aforesaid act. 
exclusive franchise, this fact being particularly so expressed in the act. 

The Hawaiian Electric Company (Limited), a corporation, was incorpo- 
rated October 13, 1900, with a capital stock of $20,000. On May 3, 1893, they 
were granted an exclusive franchise to supply electricity in the city of Hono- 


alty of 2} per cent of the gross receipts. This required an increase in the 
slant, and the stock was therefore increased June 24, 1893, to $150,000, and on 
March 24, 1805, to $250,000. The demand for electricity rapidly outgrew the 
nes, and the stock was further increased on April 6, 1900, to $350,000. On 
Jecember 5, 1900, it was increased to $425,000, and July 25, 1901, to $50°,000, all 
paid up except $7,500 paid to People’s Ice Company for property purchased. 
The capitalization at the present time is $500,000, and the stock is divided 
among 105 stockholders, the majority of whom are island people. 
an average holding of 47shareseach. The largest single holding is 560 shares, 
and the remaining number are divided as follows: 


Stockholders holding between— 


ED ae a ehucdeeubanss pedoneeeaac sche 1 
RE ea abekedeientenneeweneaetues 4 
IO ee cue baeweatll 9 
I 8 ii ee ctindinninadntllenate 10 
ee ee ne ie shondecaues mancns 80 


There are but 4 stockholders residing outside of the islands with a com- 
bined holding of 313 shares; 1 shareholder on the island of Maui with 42; 6 on 
the island of Hawaii with 60; 12 on the island of Kauai with 583 shares, and 
‘2 in Honolulu holding 4.000 shares. It will be seen from the above figures 
that this company is distinct ya Hawaiian company and that the holdings 
are widely distributed drevetnows the islands. The increase in the capitali- 


The act grants no | 


tlectric Company (Limited) the right | 


| the Territorial buildings and all public streets, except seventy arc light 
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This gives | 


oul 


per month, and the prospects for the ensuing year are that no greater divi- 
dend will be paid. 

On November 1, 1908, the company furnished lights to 1,689 consumers, 
with a total connected ‘oad of 29,671 16-candlepower lamps. At the same time 
it was supplying power service to 62 motors of a total capacity of 479} horse- 
power, to different industries in Honolulu, as elevators, electric fans, to 
dentists, and to a conveyer of goods on the wharf. 

The pay roll on November 1, 1903, showed 80 men in the employ o? the 
company at the average monthly wage of $71.52 per man. Three engineers 
received $180, $125, and $110, respectively, while firemen were paid $15 per 
month. Coal, one of the chief items of expense secured from Oregon, Wash- 
ington, Nanaimo, and New South Wales, varies from $6.82 to $9.82 per ton. 
Salaries of manager, electricians, accountants, etc., are in proportion 

The rates under the act for lighting are 20 cents per kilowatt hour for the 
first 3,000 watts per 16-candlepower ne installed per month; all excess 10 
cents per kilowatt hour, $2a minimum charge. For power, 1 to 100 kilowatt 
hours per month, 16 cents; then on a sliding scale to 8 cents at 1,700 kilowatts 
per month, 5 per cent discount for cashin ten days. The company extends 
an optional rate to consumers of $1 per month per 16-candlepower lamp 
burning until midnight, and $2 per month per 16-candlepower lamp burning 
all night. 

The company is a substantial, well-organized company, which has supplied 
in the past and is now supplying to its patrons a reliable, up-to-date service, 
ata price reasonable in consideration of the high cost of material and labor 
which prover and it is the only commercial lighting company supplying elec- 
tric light and power tothe general publicin Honolulu. The Territorial govern- 
ment operates an electric light and power system for the purpose of li i 


chting 
in 


ire 


the outlying districts which, by contract with the Territorial government 
furnished by the company to the government. The government of the Ter- 
ritory does no commercial lighting. The presence of the government tem 
in the community would prevent any arbitrary or unfair treatment by the 
above-named company if, through a change of management or otherwise, 
such a policy should be attempted. 

It is necessary that the investmentof the company be rendered secure by 
the approval of its franchise by the Congress of the United States 

The report of the committee of the house of representatives of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, where the bill was first introduced, is attached to this report 
as an appendix. 

The committee believes that it will be to the interest of the people of 
Hawaii and in consonance with the organic law and a safe and wise policy in 
the direction of local self-government in Hawaii to approve this legislation 
_— legislature of the Territory, and recommends the passage of this 
yi. : 


Mr. PAYNE. I would like toask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman wait until I 


| make a brief explanation of a few sentences and then supplement 


what has already been read at the Clerk’s desk by two other letters? 
Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, from what has been 


| read from the desk we have the information that the Territorial 


| legislature of Hawaii in April last passed a measure that was be- 
lulu for a period of ten years, upon a payment to the Government of a roy- | le gislat - f Haws I ; I : . assure that was be 


fore it from February 25 till it was approved by the governor 
April 28, 1903, and it is presented in hxc verb to this House for 
approval. 

In addition to that, ex-Governor Dole, who is now on the bench 
of the United States district court of Hawaii, recently appointed, 
sends a letter to the Speaker of this House and the President pro 
tempore of the Senate. recommending to Congress the approval 
of this actof the Hawaiian legislature. In addition to that, Gov- 
ernor Carter, recently appointed as such, in a like letter to these 


| officers asks Congress to approve this act. 


zation shows the remarkable growth of the company, and, from the statements | 


of the company, the value of the plant on January 1, 1908, was $539,923.19. On 
January J, 1900, the plant account stood at $276,743.92, and the difference of 
$255,104.27 shows the increase in the plant account within the period of three 

From a statement returned to the superintendent of public works on 
June 1, 1902, the gross receipts from June 1, 1901, to June 1, 1902, were 
$131,581.16; the royalty paid to the Territorial government through the 
superintendent of public works was $3,289.59. Other taxes paid by the com- 
pany for the year amounted to $6,594.38, or a total of $9,883.97, being a very 
Substantial realization to the government. The company pays a royalty of 








& per cent on the gross receipts to the government. 
190, Company was incorporated in the year 1891 and began business in 
oe he capitalization has been heretofore given, and the dividends that 
fale een paid to the present date, covering a period of eleven years, are as 
me ) sae al 
Dividend. |Per oT Dividend. |Per cent. 
nents Seca cereal 
| 
TRB... .aoreoceee 0 0 | 1008.............) $19,780 7.9 
wa Tron eees 0 © TE sspaiweccnnsen 26, 250 10.5 
lan tee 0 Ol) rs 14,000 4.0 
lana Tote 0 PLL. deiatansoed 7,500 8.5 
1 ileal 0 Pt Gieitierndcoctmes 82, 500 6.5 
wn 88 ewe ween $8,750 | 2.7 || 
ann | 








- From this 

havidend, and even during the past year the dividend has been very small. 

oe age dividend which each stockholder has received during the en- 
Period of the operation of the company has been but 3.2 per cent. At 

the company is paying a dividend of one-half of 1 per cent 


© present time 





table it will be seen that for’several years the company paid | 


I now desire to present a letter addressed to the Speaker of this 
House from the superintendent of public works of Honolulu, who 
is appointed by the governor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HONOLULU, HAWAIT, November 26, 1 


Hon. Joserpn G. CANNON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
HONORED Sir: The legislature of the T: 
held 1908, enacted an act granting «er 
Electric Company (Limite), enabli 


Washington, D. C 


Hawaii, at its session 
and privileges to the Hawaiian 


to properly distribute and supply the 


rritory of 


tain right 





orit 


inhabitants of Honolulu with electric light and power 

I have been informed that t 2 ill be submitted to the Congress of 
the United States for approval, and in that behalf I would state that during 
my incumbency as secretary of the Territory, and also as superintendent of 
public works, 1 have been brought im contact with the Hawaiian Electric 


h the government under its former 
and am pleased to state that the above- 


Company (Limited) in its relations wi 
grant of power from the government 








named company readily and faithfully observed and performed all of its ob- 
ligations to the government, a: xerted its best efforts to provide the citi- 
zens of Honolulu,with an effici and adequate service. And I furthermore 
state that it would be for the best i rests of the community at large that 


ss of the U 


> 4 
>or th 


favorable action by the Congr: 





ited States be taken approving of 
act 48 of the session laws of 1% » Territory of Hawaii, the same being 
an act granting rights and privileges to the Hawaiian Electric Company 
(Limited) to manufacture, produce, and supply electric light and power for 
Honolulu and elsewhere on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii. 
much as this company is the only company now in Honolulu supplying elec- 
tric light and power. 
Respectfully, yours, HENRY E 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, not being an ex- 
pert electrician I sought the services of the chief electrician of 
the Capitol buildimg.gftho runs a plant here for us almost equal 
in capacity and in the Supply of current to the one in Honolulu. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I might say that this contains 
electrical information, and it might be better to have the letter 
read first. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the letter is to be read now. 
had been read. 


inas- 


COOPER. 


I thought it 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
ing I will gladly yield. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES, 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES U. §., 
Washington, D. C., December 21, 1908. 
C. P. Gurem, Esq., Electrician, Capitol. 

DEAR Sirk: Referring to our meeting in your workshop in Capitol, on Sat- 
urday, 19th ultimo, and our conversation, let me say that I desire information 
on the subject-matter of Report No. 18 on H. R. 7266. I placed in your hands 
on that day the report. Someof my inquiries, which I will put in form, will 
cover points in the field of electricity. which, with your technical knowledge, 
you will be able to answer; others will be directed to the cost of furnishing 
or manufacturing clectric current, and I apprehend you will take the state- 
ment of others. When this latter occurs, will you kindly state the source of 
your information? 

Being an officer of the Government yourself, I desire the best information I 
can get, and desire it, so far asmay be, to bear your official indorsement, as 
I des - it to be used on the floor of the House in explanation of the bill, if re- 

ulrec 
* The points on which information is desired follow. 

I shall be pleased if you return to me with your answer this letter and the 


questions propounded. 
Yours, J. M. RoBrnson. 


And immediately after the read- 


1. What percentage in the operating expenses of a plant furnishing elec- 
tricity for power and light, capacity 30,000 16-candlepower lamps, and also 
62 motors of total capacity of 479 horsepower—what percentage would be 
represented by the item of expense for coal? 

Cost of anthracite coal, at $5.79 per ton, delivered at Capitol, would be 14 
per cent of selling price of current at 10 cents per 1,000 watts, or kilowatt. 
Cost of bituminous coal, at $4.25 per ton, delivered at power house in Wash 
ington, would be 10 per cent of culling price of current at 10 cents 
watts, or kilowatt. 
of 3} watts per candlepower, standard lamp in general use. 

2. What is the kind of coal used in Washington, D. C.’ 

Anthracite coal at Capitol; Cumberland or bituminous wherever permitted. 

8. What is the price for coal delivered at power station? 

Four dollars and twenty-five cents per ton for bituminous delivered at 
power house: $5.79 per ton for anthracite delivered at Capitol. 

4. What is heating property or standard by per cent or table of coal thus 
used in Washington, D. C.? 

For bituminous coal, an average of 14,000 heat units per pound; for anthra- 
cite coal, an average of 15,000 heat units per pound. 

5. The same as to Washington (State) or Oregon coal? 

Washington coal, Carbon Hill, 12,316 heat units per pound; Oregon lignite, 
11,000 heat units per pound. 

6. The same as to Nanaimo, British Columbia, coal? 

Unable to find data in regard to Nanaimo. 

7. The same as to New Zealand, New South Wales, coal? 

Coal varies from 12,546 to 15,752 heat units per pound 


8. What are prices of electric light in Washington, D.C. (price list will do)? | 


Ten cents per kilowatt hour for one hundred and twenty hours per month; 
all excess, 5 cents per kilowatt hour. 

9. Whatare prices of electric 

Ten cents per kilowatt hour for thirty hoursper month; all excess, 5 cents 
per kilowatt hour. 

The present rates under the new franchise granted by said act 48, for 
lighting, are 20 cents per kilowatt hour for the first 3,000 watts per 16-candle- 
power lamp installed, per month; all excess, 10 cents per kilowatt hour; $2 
a minimum charge. For power, 1 to 100 kilowatt hours per month, 16 cents, 
then on a sliding scale to 8 cents at 1,700 kilowatts per month, 5 per cent dis- 
count for cash in ten days. 


$2 per month per 16-candlepower lamp burning all night. 

10. How do the rates above mentioned compare with the Washington, D. C.., 
rates for like current’ Give proportionate ty cent, if convenient. 

Double. Twenty cents per kilowatt would give 17+ lamps 16 candlepower 
for one hour under the above schedule; after three hours the same number 
of lamps for 10 centsan hour. Minimum charge or meter rent, $l per month. 

11. What in measurement is a kilowatt? 

One thousand watts. Seven hundred and forty-six watts equals one elec 
trical horsepower, and about 550 one indicated horsepower or coal-pile horse- 
power. 

C. P. GLieM, 
Chief Electrical Engineer, United States Capitol. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am now ready to 
yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this original 
charter for this company was given by the monarchy in 1893 for 
a period of ten years. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The company organized in 1890. 
It is stated erroneously in the report as 1900. It should read 1890, 
but they got a franchise under the Republic in operation in 1893. 

Mr. PAYNE. Fora period of ten years. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. And this bill proposes to make it a period of 
thirty-five years? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
thirty-five years instead of ten years? And in that connection I 
find here, in the report of the committee to the Hawaiian legis- 
lature, on page 8, this statement: 


Your committee finds that there is a strong feeling in this city against | 
Asa large corpora- | 


granting franchises for a longer period than ten years. 
tion of a quasi-public nature, such as this is, should not be subject to the 
whims of nearly every succeeding legislature, your committee suggested in 
its partial report that the term be limited to fifteen years. 

What suggested the longer time? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman concluded his 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why did the Committee on Territories recom- 
mend this period of thirty-five years for this franchise, which seems 
to be an exclusive franchise practically? 


yer 1,000 | 
A thousand watts would supply current for 17} lamps | 





ywer in Washington, D.C.(price list will do)? | 


The company extends an optional rate to con- | 
sumers of $1 per month per 16-candlepower lamp burning until midnight, and 


| works says so. 
| the committee has received no protest, after diligent inquiry." 
| ing all means at hand—the act was passed in April last 


What influenced the committee to make it | rent, and there must be alert business men among them 


JANUARY 6, 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The portion of the report which 
the gentleman read as having been included on the final presen- 
tation of the bill before the house of representatives of Hawaii. he 
will find, if he will read the entire report, the context both before 
and after the portion that he read entirely disagrees in all of its 
general features with this particular portion he read. Will the 
gentleman give the names of those who signed that report? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam afraid I can not pronounce them. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Well, we will pass that, but if | 
were to guess- 

Mr. PAYNE. One is chairman of the committee on agricy)- 
ture and manufactures. The rest are on the committee. There 
is one dissenting. He says, ‘‘I do not concur.’’ But I am not 
good on pronouncing Hawaiian names. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If I were to guess, with some 
knowledge of the Hawaiian government, I would guess that as a 
compromise to placate one member perhaps they inserted the por 
tion that the gentleman has read in the report, which is entirely 
discordant with the other two or three pages of the report, what- 
ever itis. That is the only explanation I can make of that. But 
the legislature passed the bill as it is presented here, and the goy- 
ernor approved its action and asks us to do so. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is nothing in that report, is there, that 


| contradicts the statement made that the citizens of Honolulu are 


opposed to anything beyond a ten-year franchise? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. They recommend, in the report 
from which the gentleman has read an extract, that the bill ‘do 
pass,’’ and in all other parts speak of its approval by the legisla- 
ture. All the way through the report, except the extract the gen- 
tleman refers to, is in contradiction to that particular portion. 

Mr. PAYNE. It says that the citizens of Honolulu were op- 
posed to the granting of anything more than a ten-year franchise. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The statement was made, but it 
is contradicted and is disputed in all the context preceding and 
following. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, the gentleman does not mean to say there 
is anything in the report that contradicts the fact that the citi- 
zens of Honolulu are opposed to anything beyond the granting of 


| a ten years’ charter? 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Oh, yes; the report of three pages 
favors the granting of this particular franchise for this length of 
time. 

Mr. PAYNE. It states here that there is a strong feeling 
against granting franchises for longer than ten years. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I rather think, if I guess cor- 
rectly, that was put in to placate some member of the committee, 
and he signed the report recommending the passage of the bill, 
and it was passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. And not because it was the right thing to do. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is notin harmony, Mr. Speaker, 


| with the remainder of the report, and it is not in harmony with 


the conditions that are presented to the committee and the House 
now. What arethose conditions? Sanford B. Dole, the governor 
of the Territory then, who has held official positions almost dur- 
ing his whole lifetime and who was president of the Republic, 
who has been governor by appointment of the President, and \s 
now his appointee as a United States district judge, asks us t 
approve this legislation. 

Mr. PAYNE. The governor approved it and somebody ‘ 
approved it, but there is no evidence that the governor knew the 
feeling of the people of Honolulu in regard to this matter 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But I will give the gentleman 
circumstantial evidence, as I was proceeding to do. hie late 
governor, a lifelong resident of Honolulu, now on the benc!, s*ys 


| that this is a good thing and ought to be approved by Congress 
| The legislature said so in their final determination. 


The present 
The superintencent of pubic 
The Hawaiian Delegate saysso. And to this “ay 


governor of the Territory says so. 


test, no word of dissent from the island; and there are 0! 
white voters on that island, and they are the users of | 

Mr. PAYNE. That may all be, but possibly the citizens d 
know that we desire to know their wishes on this questiv! 
Delegate of the Hawaiian Islands is here introducing t! 
asking to have the Congress of the United States approve [!!!5 4c 
It may be that the citizens of Honolulu do not know that 1 ¥ 
necessary to have the act approved. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am sorry that the ge 
from Hawaii is not here to defend his bill, but we must! 
best we can in his absence, and we will try to give the geu' 
of the House all the light we can. 

The bill was introduced in the Hawaiian legislature a!» . 
25th of February, 1903. In the bill first introduced was t)« | i 
vision ‘‘ subject to the approval of the Congress of the Unite 
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States,” thus serving notice on those interested over them—the 
business people who use the electric light, and only these largely 
use it, together with the Chi ese and Japanese merchants, who 
are usually alert—serving notice on them in the original bill as 
introduced that the bill must be approved by Congress. The gov- 
ernor, in his report to the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1903,on page 82, refers fully to the Hawaiian 
pill, giving length of time and prices. He asks Congress to ap- 
prove, as does the superintendent of public works and all the con- 
stituted officers and authorities from whom the House has heard. 
For the last eight months the people there must have known, 
through these proceedings and the press—the business men must 
have —— the measure would be presented to Congress 
for approval. 

Let cons have come to the President pro tempore of the Senate 


and the Speaker of the House from the official constituted | 


authorities, and no word of dissent has the committee, by indus- 
try and activity, been able to find to the measure. Of course it 
js not easy to gain information on subjects affecting insular pos- 
sessions 5,000 miles from the seat of government as thisis. It 


is not easy to legislate for them, and it will be still more difficult | 


if we can not trust the word and recommendations of the officers 


appointed by the President to give us this, and can not take their | 


word as a bond of faith that the legislature elected by the people 
has voiced their wishes and safeguarded their interests. 

Our difficulties will be multiplied by the facts that our differ- 
ent insular possessions have different conditions, different environ- 
ments, and have had, and have had different systems of govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that I have presented evidence on the sub- 
ject and that we should give a great measure of self-government. 
I may say to the gentleman from New York that the ex-attorney- 
general, E. P. Dole, of Honolulu, on New Year’s Day was in my 
office for three hours discussing this whole proposition of Hawaiian 
legislation; and I will supplement the statement of these other 
officers and the investigation of the committee with his statement 
that while he was not familiar with the subject-matter here he 
knew of no objection being made to the measure. Mr. Hatch, of 
Honolulu, ex-minister of foreign affairs, holding that office when 
Hawaii was a republic, though not making an argument on this 
subject, being interested in another, on being asked, stated to the 
committee that there was absolutely no objection to it. 

This is a measure of home rule, and I desire to present it as such. 

Mr. PAYNE. In regard to the question of conflict of opinion 
on this subject, I desire to ask the gentleman whether the entire 


press of the city of Honolulu did not, during the discussion of the | 


bill, oppose granting so long a term? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not believe, from reliable 
information I have, that the press could unite there on anything, 
there is such a fierce opposition. There are only two or three 
papers in Honolulu. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will wait a moment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I yield first to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to ask a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not yielded to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, much as I should like to do so. I am trying to ask a ques- 
tion myself, I understand that the price of this light is limited 
to 20 cents per kilowatt hour, and that the report of the electri- 
cian of the Capitol says that the price charged here in Washing- 
ton is just half of that—10 cents; and my information is that 
throughout the United States the usual price is limited to 10 
cents, while in this bill it is fixed at 20 cents. 

Why did not the committee guard the interests of the citizens 
of Honolulu more carefully and reduce the price to 10 cents—a 


reasonable price, especially in view of the duration of the proposed | 


franchise? 
mM tr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman heard the reading 
Of the letter from the chief electrician, wherein he gave the 
eth of the coal used in Honolulu and the coal used in Wash- 
hgton. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, but I understood 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And there is a measurement in 
that of the coal strength for generating current, and a compari- 
Son of the strength of coal used there and here, and the prices, 
Tespectively, which form a basis for comparison of the cost of 
manufacture of the current in Honolulu and elsewhere. Like- 
Wise he paid attention to the rate of wages in Honolulu, which 
Will be seen to be largely in excess of the wages paid in general in- 
dustries on this continent. "White men, well skilled, needed in an 
electric plant will not go to Hawaii without great inducements. 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes; I tried to listen to that, but I got the idea 

at the coal cost.of the electric current was a very small per- 
Centage of the total cost of producing the current. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes, 12 to 16 per cent, as I re- 
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member the figures, based on a large plant that furnishes Wash- 
ington, with a population of 300,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. Fourteen per cent? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Fourteen per cent of the cost of 
| production, or thereabout. 

Mr. PAYNE. So that the difference in the quality of the coal 
and the difference in the price do not seem to cut a very large 
figure, even if it was doubled. Fourteen per cent would not 
amount to very much, and would not furnish any excuse for 
doubling the price of the electric current. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. We'l,I suggest to the gentleman 
| that we gave them home rule over there, and this seems to have 
the perfect approval of the people, who seem to know what they 
want. 

Mr. PAYNE. Congress specially provided for home rule, and 
allowed them to do certain things; but where a special franchise 
was to be granted, Congress tied a string to it, and said they must 
come here to have it approved before the act would be effective 
there, although passed by their legislature. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Well 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, so long as we have done that, it is the duty 
of the Congress of the United States to approve or disapprove of 
the bill which they have passed. That being so, I do not see how 
| the home-rule argument would enable us to shirk our duty toward 
the people of Honolulu. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
| shirk our duty. 
| Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
| Rosinson] permit me to ask the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
PAYNE] a question? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, I will yield to both gentlemen. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
| PAYNE], in his questions to the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
| ROBINSON], seems to be possessed of some information in relation 
to what the people of Honolulu think, which information is so 
exclusive that it seems almost homemade. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I read from the report 

Mr. HAMILTON. I should like to have the gentleman state 
| at this time where he obtained this exclusive information. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman from Michi- 
gan yield? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I think the gentleman from New York was 
| about to reply. 
| Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I was going to make a sugges- 

tion 
Mr. PAYNE. In the report I marked the paragraph contain- 
ing the information. 
| Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. If the gentleman from New 
| York possesses any special information with reference to the 
franchise, he possesses something that the Members generally do 
not seem to have. 
Mr. PAYNE. Well, I will furnish this to the House. Waita 
| minute and I will furnish the chairman of this committee with 
the report of the committee, and will point out to him the para- 
| graphs on page 8 from which I read to the House, and that was 
| the information which I gave. It came from the gentleman’s 
own committee. 
| Mr. HAMILTON. Now, if it pleases the gentleman from New 
York, I will proceed to read to the gentleman from New York 
those parts which he may have overlooked. 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman having challenged the correct- 
| ness of my citation 
Mr. HAMILTON, ‘The gentleman from New York yielded 
to me. 
| Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman ought to proceed in his 
own time and let me further catechise the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I am talking in my own time now. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. RoBinson] yielded to me. 

Mr. PAYNE. All right. 

Mr. HAMILTON. This statement proceeds as follows: 

From the comments of the local press regarding the term of years for 
which franchise was asked, namely, fifty years, there seems to be a strong 
opposition to granting franchises except fora very short period. It was sug- 
gested that no franchiseshould be granied for a term exceeding thirty years— 

This isthe idea which they seem to have of a short term— 
and the privilege of such a franchise is now enjoyed by the Rapid Transit 
Company. True, the original franchise of the company was for a period of 
ten years. 

Now, reading further on page 7, from which the gentleman 
from New York read 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; Iread from page 8. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Well,from thesamereport. It is well that 
the House should fully understand. 

Their franchise was granted for a period of thirty years, but at theend of 
the fifteenth year we find them practically out of business and supplanted 


— up-to-date plant. From asupplement of the Commercial and Financial 
Chronicle, in which the terms of franchises of electric light and traction 





Oh, we certainly should not 
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companies are set forth, it is found that of 71 franchises upon which informa- 
tion is available the term of such franchises are as follows: 31 one are for a 


term of nine hundred and ninety-nine years, 8 are for a term of ninety-nine | 
years, 14 are for a term of fifty years, 3 are for a term of forty years, 9 are | 
for a term of thirty years, 4are for a term of twenty-five years, 2 are for a | 


term of twenty years. 

This is the report from which the gentleman was reading. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. This was an original franchise. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That is so. 
gentleman from New York from which he stated to the House 
that it was a general understanding of the people of Honolulu 
that the franchise was too long. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Iknow; but what the gentleman 
has just read relates to an original franchise. 

Mr. HAMILTON. It relates to a franchise. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And it relates to its extension? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. it relates to its extension. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. For thirty-five years? 

Mr. HAMILTON. For thirty-five years. 
was an exclusive franchise. This franchise is not an exclusive 
franchise. Permit me to proceed. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In other words, the original fran- 
chise was granted for ten years by the monarchy, and this com- 
mittee asks the Republic to give them an extension of thirty-five 
years. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
a monarchy or not, but it was a valid franchise. And this com- 
mittee is reporting the bill which passed the Hawaiian legislature 
unanimously as to its senate, with only two dissenting votes as to 
its house, and was approved without qualification by two gov- 
ernors of Hawaii. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It wasa very valuable franchise. | 
I leave that tothe | 


| of the company, is the gentleman able to state through what 
| years these earnings and profits are distributed, and how big a 


Mr. HAMILTON. I do not know as to that. 
gentleman from Indiana to determine. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It was 6 per cent. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Fora part of the time it did not pay any 
dividends. It appears now, reading further from the report from 
which the gentleman from New York was reading: 

As a large corporation of a quasi-public nature such as this is should not 
be subject to the whims of nearly every succeeding legislature, your com- 
but suggests that even that is very short. 


And this statement the gentleman from New York read as sus- 
taining his position: 
Even that is very short, and so begs leave to submit herewith a statement 


taken from the supplement to the Commercial and Financial Chronicle of 


June 29, 1901. 


From what the gentleman from New York said, one would get 
the impression that the people of Honolulu thought that this fran- 
chise was altogether too long. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman take the time now to read 
a line and a half from this report, just preceding the paragraph 
which he has just read, and it will give the House the information. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I was reading from the report that the gen- 
tleman from New York was reading from. 

Mr. PAYNE. Shall I read it or will you read it? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Certainly you can read it, only state to the 
House where you find it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It ison page 8, just preceding the paragraph 
which the gentleman last read. Perhaps he can locate it. It is 
a line and a half. 

Your committee finds that there is a strong feeling in this city against 
granting franchises for a longer period than ten years. 

Now, that appears to be the feeling of the citizens of Honolulu, 
and there is not a word in this report now before us that contra- 
dicts that statement. 

Mr. HAMILTON. It seems to me that this statement should be 
read in connection with the whole report, wherein it is said: 

From the comments of the local press regarding the term of years for 
which franchise was asked for, namely, fifty years, there seems to be strong 
opposition to granting franchises except for a very short period. 

Then they proceed to say what they regard as a short period, as 
follows: 

It was suggested that no franchise should be granted for a term exceeding 
thirty years. 

Now, I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the further 
statement of the Territorial Committee. This committee proceeds 
to say that they find that this franchise should be, for the reasons 
set forth, a thirty-five-year franchise. 


Now, as to this franchise, it appears to me that the length of | 


the franchise is a difficult question and one which we ought to 
consider carefully; but the Territorial legislature of Hawaii, all 
of them presumably intelligent people, had this matter under con- 
sideration, and they unanimously voted in favor of this franchise 
in the Territorial senate and unanimously, except two votes, voted 
for it in the house. This bill then was approved by Governor 
Dole, and afterwards by Governor Carter, who succeeded Gov- 
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I am reading the report to the | 


The old franchise | 


; ™ ; 
I do not know whether that was given under | from the earnings of the company. 


mittee suggested in its partial report that the term be limited to fifteer years, | stock; 
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—_ 


ernor Dole, and both governors write letters in which they advyo- 
cate the ratification of thelaw. ‘That is the way in which this law 
comes to the House of Representatives and comes to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. Under the organic law of the Territory of 
Hawaii this act of the Territorial legislature must be approved by 
Congress. Now, the question is whether this Congress shall ap- 
prove it. The difficulty seems to be as to the length of the fran- 
chise. That is the trouble. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Ido notclaim to have any exclusive infor- 
mation in relation to this. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose it would be entirely competent for 
Congress to give a franchise, a new franchise or an extension of 
franchise, by law of Congress? 

M-. HAMILTON. Iassume that is true. 


Mr. PAYNE. So that there is no difficulty about that. Now, 


as to the dividends that have been paid by this company, I find, 


commencing with the years 1879, they paid 2.7 per cent; in 149s, 
7.9 per cent; in 1899, 10.5 per cent; in 1900, 4 per cent; in 1901, 


| 3.5 per cent, and 1902, 6.5 per cent on a capital which has been in- 


creased from $200,000 to $500,000. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. And $150,000 of that increase has come 


Mr. PAYNE. I am very glad to get that statement. That is 
what I was going to ask the gentleman. It is stated here in this 
report, however, that all this capital stock was paid in except 


| $7,500, which was used for the purchase of land—— 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
lars. 
Mr. PAYNE. Now, if $150,000 is capitalized as the earnings 


Seven thousand five hundred dol- 


thing these people are getting upon the capital stock which they 
have invested there; and how much these dividends might have 
been if they had all been distributed to the stockholders instead of 
$150,000 being put in the construction of plant and distributed in 
is the gentleman able to state that? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I refer the gentleman to page 4 


| of the report, wherein the dividends in figures and by years are 


stated fully in a tabulated form. 

Mr. PAYNE. I read from that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then, in addition to that, there is 
$150,990 surplus in the company represented by their property, 
which would run back through the entire time. Iwill say to the 
gentleman it would make between 6 and 8 per cent that has been 
earned through the entire period on the capital stock, as I gather 
it from the statement. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
they have paid 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the dividends they paid only 
amount to—as the gentleman will see by the report—%} pei cent, 
I think the statement is. 

Mr. PAYNE, From the original construction of the plant in 
1892——— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Three and two-tenths, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio suggests, the average since 1893. 

Mr. PAYNE. From the original construction of the plant, 


The $150,000 is the total amount of dividends 


| when the plant was worth $20,000 and the capital stock $20,()))— 


I do not know whether this report shows the date at which the 
additional issue of the stock was made by years 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It does. 

Mr. PAYNE. And it has been through a long series of 
growing from one amount to another, and finally it got to $510 
Now, with $150,000 surplus profits lying in the treasury of that 


years 
00, 


| company has grown all these dividends they have ever paid, and 


the dividends have yielded 3} per cent, and we all know in the 
inception of these companies the earnings are small and the profits 
are small. It is only when a plant is fully established and whet 


| the business is fully established that a thing shows its profits, and 


its profits come in the later years. It seems to me that this ¢ m- 
mittee should have furnished to the House just what there 's 0! 


| it—just the necessity of charging these people there 20 certs 4 
| kilowatt hour, and instead of ten years—— 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The committee did furnish that. 
Let me suggest that this company pays 24 per cent of its Tos 
receipts to the Hawaiian government. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now they will extend this for thirty-five ye 
with this business increasing, with these profits increasing, ‘'"' 
with the economies constantly being introduced into electr 
light plants and the production of electric currents. ‘Tho 
things should all have been considered. Why, I am told by se" 
tlemen here upon the floor that 5 cents is a large estimate 0! ® 
kilowatt hour for the cost of electric current. 
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I have been told by one gentleman that he happened to hear a | general partnership could do—without any restriction whatever. 
discussion between a couple of superintendents of electric-light | 1 have asked my question in good faith. As I understand it, 
plants, and they were trying to convince each other that the cur- | there is not a State in the Union that would grant a franchise of 
rent costs a little over 1 cent per kilowatt hour, and they did not | this kind. 
either of them succeed in convincing the other that it costs even | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It isa special franchise; that is 
1 cent. | the reason of a resort to Congress. 

I think this committee ought to have given this information to Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly it is a special franchise; 
the House. They ought to see to it, because the power is reserved | but no special franchise should be granted anywhere that does 
in us—wisely reserved in the House, and reserved for the special | not specify a limit of possible capitalization—a limit of the pos- 
purpose—and this House should ree to it that no company should | sible bonding privilege. But this bill proposes to give the com- 
get any grant from the people in the Hawaiian Islands by way of | pany the right to do almost anything on earth it sees fit to do. 
franchises by which they would be enabled to get an undue profit | No such franchise should be granted. 
from their customers in furnishing electric light, especially when | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, I will ask to have read a state- 
it is to be a franchise for thirty-five years, so that it should be | ment on this subject 
impossible, or next to impossible, for any other company to get | TheSPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana has 








in there and cut down the cost by competition. | expired. Is there any gentleman from the Committee on the Ter- 
Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? | ritories desiring to be recognized in op: osition to the bill? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir; I think I am talking in your time. Mr. LILLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to register my opposition 
Mr. HAMILTON. I was very glad to yield to the gentleman. | to the bill. Ido not know that I could say anything in opposition 
Mr. GROSVENOR rose. to it in addition to what has already been said. 


Mr. HAMILTON. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit | TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire recognition? 
me, the gentleman from New York yielded to me for the purpose Mr. LILLEY. Yes, sir. 


of asking a question. The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for one hour. 
Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman from Michigan isentitled | Mr. LILLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am very much opposed to the 

to the floor. | provision allowing a charge of 20 cents per kilowatt per hour, and 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not opposed to that, but I want to | also to the length of the term during which the franchise is to 

get the floor when he is through. continue. Ido not care to make any further remarks, and will 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I had yielded to the gentleman | yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR]}. 
from Michigan such time as he desired. The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAMILTON. I want to inquire of the gentleman from Mr. LILLEY. Asmuchtime asthe gentleman from Ohio wants. 
New York whether in his opinion it is not possible that this bill| Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised that this bill 
may be amended as to the length of the franchise? should have come to the House of Representatives with the sanc- 
Mr. PAYNE. I think this bill, to be candid and frank with | tion of the distinguished antimonopoly and anticorporation Mem- 
the gentleman, ought to be recommitted to the Committee on | ber from the State of Indiana. If ever there was a proposition 
Territories, with authority to bring in a substitute after examin- | offered to an intelligent legislative body that undertook to giv 
ing into these questions. I think that would be just to the com- | away a valuable franchise without the slightest protection to the 
mittee. I can realize how, in the hurry of the holidays and | people, this is that proposition. : 
the desire of the people to have this bill introduced, it may have | In addition to what the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. H1.1.] 
been put in without due examination. It might come from any | has said in regard to the lax description of the corporation and 
committee in that way. I think it ought to go back to the com- | the enormous, the unlimited power proposed to be given to it, I 
mittee and be fully considered and let them do the amending and | call the attention of the House to the fact that nowhere in this 
bring in a substitute, and then if there is adesire to amend it—— | measure is there any power reserved to Congress or to the Terri- 
Mr. HAMILTON. There is the further fact that had some | torial legislature to repeal or modify or in any way attack or 
influence with the subcommittee that had the bill under consid- | change this franchise for thirty-five years to come. 
eration, and that was that the whole of the Territorial legislature So far as the solemn act of Congress can do it, this bill confers 
of Hawaii, the house and the senate, Governor Dole, Governor | an immutable franchise as to the existence of the corporation, its 
Carter, and various committees that had it under consideration | right to be a corporation, its unlimited power to issue stock, and 
might possibly be presumed to know something about what they | its unlimited power to transfer itself somewhere else, and then 
wanted in relation to a franchise relating to the city of Hono- | I wish, further, to point out that there is no provision by which 
lulu and the island of Oahu, and might possibly be supposed to | anybody can by any possibility help themselves afterwards. 
know as much about it as some Members of this House, more I call particular attention to section 13, which is one of the most 
than 5,000 miles from there. However, this question of the | ingeniously drawn sections of the whole bill, drawn evidently for 
length of the term of the franchise is a question which ought to | the purpose of deceiving somebody. I do not charge that the ac- 
be considered very carefully by the Members of this House, and | tion of this committee has been unwarranted in this matter. 
there are differences of opinion in relation to it. They have brought in the bill as submitted to them, but whoever 
So far as I am concerned, as a member of the committee, I | drew this thirteenth section understood pretty well what they 
would be perfectly willing to have some amendment offered in re- | were doing. 
lation to it. I hope that it may not be found necessary to send After having conferred upon this corporation all these powers 
the bill back to the committee, and if there can be some under- | they undertake to deceive, in my judgment, the people of the 
standing as to the length of the franchise which would be satis- | island with the notion that if this corporation transcends its 
factory, perhaps the bill, which is otherwise carefully drawn, may | powers or fails to do its duty under the provisions of its charter 
meet with the approval of the House. there is remedy provided in section 18. I read the language of 
_ Mr. PAYNE. Let me suggest. The gentleman says that there | that section: 
is some difficulty about this act of the Hawaiian legislature, and 
that it may be necessary for Congress to pass an act of its own in- any act, matter, or thing requisite or required to be done under the terms of 
dependently — this act, ond seal cc atinne so to refuse or tall to do or perform or coma ly 
; ; erewlt. ¥ eAaso e notice yen by 1 Superintencent oO UHC 
my ple There is that question. ‘ nn = comply therewith, the said superintendent of public works aial, 
Tr. 4 AYNE. That ought to be considered by the committee, | with the consent of the governor and the attorney-general, cause proceed- 
and this matter of price ought to be considered by the committee. | ings to be instituted before the proper tribunal to have the franchise granted 
I was in hopes that the gentleman would himself move to recom- | by this act and all rights and privileges granted thereunder forfeited and 
mit the bill, : | declared null and void. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Let me say to the gentleman from New Yet there is no suggestion in the measure that any failure to 





Whenever said company refuses or fails to do or perform or comply with 


York that I have not the charge of the bill on the floor. perform any or all of these acts shall work a forfeiture of the 
_, Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentleman | charter. That, I say, is an ingeniously drawn provision. 
if this is the only franchise which this company has, or isthecom-| Mr. HILL of Connecticut. After Congress has approved this 
pany organized under the general law of Hawaii with the addi- | act, could the Territorial legislature withdraw this charter dur- 
tional power given to it under this bill? ing the term of thirty-five years? 

Mr. HAMILTON. It is not. Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know what the powers of the 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then the bill is wrong from start | Territorial legislature may be; I do not know what are the terms 
to finish. There is not a word in it as to the amount of the capi- | of the organic act. 
tal stock, and the rights of the stockholders are not preserved in Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There is no provision here by which 
any way. They can issue stock for any purpose, either for its | the legislature could do that. 
Own line of business or any other. Mr. GROSVENOR. Surely not. Now, what is it that works 


it It can bond itself and its franchises to any extent; it can change | the forfeiture of a charter? In all acts of this kind—take, for in- 





Shame at will; it can practically do as it pleases—just as any ' stance, charters we have granted here from year to year for the 
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past 
always provided that the failure to comply with the conditions 
named in the charter shall be held to be a forfeiture. 

Non constat. Now, it might be held that all this was simply a 
mere piece of verbiage, with no force or effect behind it. Now, 
this isan act to grant a great monoply. The gentleman from 


Indiana [Mr. Ropinson] appreciates that fact, because I find on | 
| Of those 13,000 votes less than 2,000 were cast by white voters in 


page 5 of the report of the hearing before the committee that he 
imself put this question: 

Would it not be safer to assume that it is practically an exclusive right 
that you have there and that your fair dealing is the point now at issue? It 
gutoune practically toa monopoly, you know. These franchises necessarily 

0 in ali cities. 


And yet my friend, with all his antimonopolistic bitterness and | Soatdiahuve quant the til: ond questions aushad then wil al 
| Legisie é ) ; such é SC W1li always 


wisdom, is creating that identical monopoly and forcing it upon 
the people of Hawaii for thirty-five years, an irreparable and 
irredeemable proposition that they can not get rid of for all that 
time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In so far as the establishment of 
a $500,000 plant in a 42,000 population city forms a monopoly, it 
is a monopoly, except that the government has a plant there that 
lights the government buildings and lights the public streets, ex- 


cept seventy arc lights that they buy current for from this com- | 


any. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, well, the gentleman will find that the | 1 1 ‘ 
| under the law, has favored it, and when those who afe constitut od 


trouble is that we are attempting to go back to old things that 


have passed away in the estimation of wise legislators for many | 


years. 
, Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have a list—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One moment, if you please. The Terri- 
torial legislature of the island has the power to provide by a gen- 
eral law for the incorporation of these companies. 

Now, that is my first proposition. They have that power under 
such restrictions as they may see fit to provide. Surely one of 
the restrictions ought to be on the amout of capital stock, and 
the form in which it shall be issued, and the terms upon which it 
may be forfeited, and the limitations that may be affected by 
subsequent legislation, and all that, and then the people there can 
organize another and competing corporation. 

That is the true principle of corpoiations to-day. There is no 
modern constitution, of all the forty-five States of the Union, that 
has not long ago got rid of this special-franchise provision. It 
always leads to trouble, and it isa monopoly that the genius of 
these times inveighs against. Let there be passed by this Terri- 
torial legislature a general provision for incorporation. Let it 
come here, approve it if we see fit, and in the long run we shall 
have gotten rid of this whole subject so forcibly embodied in this 
measure. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman favor reci- 
rocity with his colleague, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
ye E],as he, with my consent, took much of my time, and yield 
to me just a little time? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 

wants. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Theonly point was to show a list 
of cities that have granted franchises for street railways and for 
electric-lighting companies, a number of them in Ohio perpetual, 
and in all the States ninety-nine, fifty, forty years—something I 
am not in favor of —— 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. For original franchises. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
and twenty years, covering cities throughout the country. 
referring solely now to statistics on the length of franchises. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is not quite correct; but, 


I will give the gentleman all the time he 


allowing that to be true, in every one of those franchises power | 


is given to the legislature to control the rates of fare or the rates 
that may be charged by the lighting companies, and everything 
of that sort, and absolutely to repeal the charter if they see fit to 
do it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman then overlooks 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One moment. Let me explain further. 
If that provision was in this franchise, I should not feel about 
itasIdonow. These franchises are wisely issued fora long term 
of years. We have franchises in Ohio that have no limit at all. 
We are now limiting them. 

I believe the longest street railway franchise in Ohio is now 
twenty-five years, but in every case, without exception, the legis- 
lature reserves the right to change all these terms that affect the 
people, and to limit the issue of bonds and stocks and everything 
of that sort, bringing them completely under the regulation of 
the system of government which we have. If you had that here, 
there would be some propriety in this measure. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, the matter is 
productive of one thing. We are governing an insular posses- 
sion, Hawaii, 2,500 miles from our nearest point, inhabited by a 
census population of 154,000 people, now grown to 175,000 people, 





And for thirty and twenty-five | 
I am | 
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| 
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native Hawaiians, and less than one-tenth by the census are 
whites, and to get that total white population you have to take 
the Portuguese, the Koreans, the Spanish, Austrians, and the 
Italians into your calculation. Very few of the people, of those 
who are white, are natives of our own country. 

The total vote there at the last election for Delegate was 13,000. 


the island of Oahu, on which the capitol is situate. They are the 


| ones whoare using the electric light; they are the ones who have 


passed upon the question of the necessity for this legislation; 
they are the ones from whom till now no dissent has come to Con- 
gress, though eight months have intervened since the Hawaiian 


surround you unless you give to them the quality of home rule 
It is true that representatives of particular interests come to our 
committees and to Congress to urge measures which they seek to 
guide us in with their light as paid attorneys; but, sir, ex-Go\ 
ernor Dole is not of such. Governor Carter is not, and we all 
hope that the appointees of the President and the men appointed 
by them, whourge us toapprove this legislation, are not. If they 
were, we well could say, Away with insular government! 

If it is the purpose of the House and of Congress not to give 
these people home rule when their legislature, the second elected 


the judges of the needs and interests of the peop’e and to provide 
for the wants of the people of the islands have stated that they 
are in favor of it, where the legislation for ten months has been 
before the people and no word of dissent or disapprobation has 
appeared, if it is the purpose of this House, in their legislation for 
insular possessions, to destroy that quality of home rule, I stand 
with it in the future. The Committee on the Territories favor- 
ably reporting this bill is your servant, and will: bow to your 
mandates. 

I was opposed to Hawaii being annexed as an insular possession. 
I am opposed to their system of landed estates, mounting to tens 
of thousands and a hundred thousand acres under a single cor- 
poration and worked exclusively by cooly labor. So many cooly 
laborers are there that I believe the knell of white labor has 
already been rung in the Hawaiian Islands. I am opposed to the 
immigration system there that permits the cooly labor to drive 
out the American and white man. The organic law we passed 
for them, if its spirit is enforced, I think a wise measure. On thie 
island of Oahu there are 59,000 people, of which 42,000 are in 
Honolulu, but those not belonging to the Chinese and Japanese 
races and native Hawaiian are few; but they are shrewd men, 
and they have officers appointed for them by the President of their 
own race. If the House wishes to deny them that quality of 
home rule it is in their power to do so. 

I do not know more than about six p°ople who live there and 
have only met them casually, and as we see them before the com- 
mittee they seem to be good people and amply able to protect 
their rights, and certainly able to let us know if the legislature 
that they elected has been recreant or the appointed governor |ius 
abandoned them. There are not many of the ruling class; not 
many voters. The orientals are away on the plantations an‘ tlie 
otherislands. The legislature metin their city. For two months 
this bill was before it, and for eight months the people affected 
have been silent. No word of protest has reached us. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not take all o! 
my time in discussing the race question. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, if it is the purpose of this 
House to say that these people can not have home rule under t 
organic law, why, everybody is content; the Hawaiian Territory 
must be content; but we are confronted by a condition. Men 
who have not government as our people enjoy it seem, how: 
to be qualified to protest if it is wise todo so. Are we going (0 
establish our system on this evidence and decline to give tem 
the permission to do what they think is best for themse! ves: 
What I would know is whether we are going to give faith to them 
and their established authorities and their establishments. °T 
shall we take the initiative and press legislation on them irom 
this central point, with all the difficulties and perplexities ()*' 
confront us when we assume that their conditions are the sate 4s 
ours and when we consider the wide space between us? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now I will proceed with my speech. | 

.Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I thank the gentleman for (° 
time he has yielded me 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthere is anythingin the statement ©! '\” 
gentleman from Indiana, it is this: Because the people of Haws! 
or @ majority of them are Chinese, and other colored or disa!)'¢ 
or disqualified people, therefore we ought to grant the mon) ~ 
to the white aa down there to ‘skin’ these people out \" 
whatever they may have during the balance of their natural lives 
and do it under the hypocritical cry of ‘‘ home rule.” 
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I The Chinese and Japanese are | to me that it is proper that this should be recommitted, and what 
laborers who work on the corporation plantations outside of the | I want to ask the gentleman, with his experience, is this: I no- 
only city, Honolulu, on Oahu Island, and on the other six islands | tice here in the organic act it says: 
of the awaiian group. The legislature shall not grant to any corporation, association, or individual 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There has been no stronger argument | any special or exclusive privilege, immunity, or franchise without the ap- 
made for my proposition than that which the gentleman has him- | PT°v#! of Congress. 
self made. Iam seeking to give homerule. I want a provision Now, suppose we could prepare a bill that we think would be 
made under a general corporation act, and this legislative body | acceptable to the House, would you advise that we attempt that 
has the power to grant it. The legislative body has the power to | or simply refuse to vote this and tell them to go back and them- 
make it and send it here for our approval. selves produce‘an act which we could approve? 

Mr. RODEY. This corporation is one which was probably or- Mr. GROSVENOR. As the gentleman has frankly asked the 
ganized under the general corporation act of the Territory, and | question, inasmuch as there seems to be a necessity for early ac- 
that act no doubt provides proper limitations on the electric com- | tion upon the question, I think I should pass an act such as I 
pany; that is evidenced by the act of the Hawaiian legislature, as | would be willing to ratify and approve. 
it designates it as an existing corporation, ‘‘limited,”’ presumably | Mr. THAYER. We seem to have no power—we have power 
of the Territory of Hawaii. | to approve whatever they do, but can we do that? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Coming over from the King. | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly we can. Congress has 

Mr. RODEY. And under the corporation organized under that | power to legislate for any and all our Territories. We can also 
act it no doubt has the limitations desired by the gentleman from | repeal in whole or in part any law these Territorial legislatures 
Ohio. enact. Wecan approve or nullify. No trouble about this. It 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, this charter came from the King | is simply a question of policy, not power. 
originally, and you have undertaken to perpetuate the powers of Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Michigan asked me 
that special charter by this special legislation. to yield him time to make a motion—that I yield five minutes. I 

Mr. RODEY. I desire tosay that there is no Territory but what | yield back the time. 
has a general incorporation law, giving persons the right to create Mr. LILLEY. I just want to make this point: The gentle- 
corporations. This power comes to the Territories from the or- man from Indiana |Mr. Ropinson] remarked that Hawaii had 
ganic act of each. | very few friends in this House. I certainly think that her friends 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What does this charter say? | here would be very few if they allowed this billtogo. Certainly 

Mr. RODEY. It is that way in our Territory. The corpora- | we should not be friends to the people who buy electricity at 20 
tion would go before a city or county board and ask for a charter | cents per kilowatt hour for thirty-five years if we did so. 
and put before those bodies the information necessary to consider Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
in granting the charter. The city of Honolulu perhaps, not being Mr. LILLEY. Yes, sir. 
incorporated, asked for this charter for the corporation. That Mr. BURLESON. Are you a member of the Committee on 
electric-light company is now in esse and is a corporation limited the Territories? 
by the general laws of Hawaii. Mr. LILLEY. Yes. sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, what are the general laws? Mr. BURLESON. Did you make any adverse report on this bill? 

Mr. RODEY. I am not informed as to that. I did not take Mr. LILLEY. No, I did not. 
much part in the hearings on this bill before the House Commit- Mr. BURLESON. Why did you not do it? 
tee on Territories. Mr. LILLEY. I did not know that the bill was coming up. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly. The gentleman is not informed Mr. BURLESON. Why did you not know it was coming up? 
as to what the general laws are. I stand here and say that there Mr. LILLEY. I shou!d have been back Monday, but was de- 
is no limit upon the issue of bonds. Iask the gentleman what the | layed a couple of days in court on my way, and I had not the 
limit of the organic law was, and he is not able to state. I say | slightest idea that this bill was coming up. 
that this is a power given to it that would practically enable it to Mr. GROSVENOR. It is fair to the gentleman to state that 





control the entire future legislation. | that statement was made on yesterday. 
Mr. RODEY. It is not so in our Territory, our general incor- Mr. LILLEY. If I had had any idea whatever that this bill 
poration contains all proper limitations. was to be introduced or discussed to-day I should have been here 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I was not talking about the corporation earlier. I just arrived in Washington, and I knew nothing of it 
act of New Mexico. I was talking about this. It is entirely ap- | till I came on the floor and it was under discussion. 
parent that here is one of these corporations, and I was about to I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
procs when the gentleman interrupted me to say that our policy , Lacry}. 

as been to get rid of just such things as that. | Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I had prepared an amendment 

We passed an act prohibiting the issue of everything of this which I intended to offer at the proper time, but as this bill will 
kind in the Philippine Islands; we passed an act prohibiting every- | unquestionably be recommitted I want to make this suggestion. 
thing of this kind in Cuba while we had military possession of it; | This House has heen sitting as a board of supervisors, or a board 
we passed an act preventing everything of the kind in Porto Rico. of county commissioners, for the District of Columbia for a good 
It worked hardship for the time being, but in the end it worked | many years, and we have had to meet just such questions as these 
out a great benefit to the people there. We gave them an oppor- | from session to session, and we have invariably inserted this clause 
tunity to rid themselves of special franchises issued by Congress. | in all these special franchises and charters: ‘‘ That Congress re- 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. ‘Will the gentleman give us what | serves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.”’ 
amendment he would suggest? Will the gentleman give what; I had prepared an amendment applying it to the proposed law, 
particular objection he has, so that we may perfect the bill? providing that *‘ this act shall be subject to amendment or repeal 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The serious objection I have to the bill by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, or the Congress,”’ 
starts in the first section and ends with the last line of the last so that either of them could amend or repeal it. This ought to be 


section. added, whether we adopt the ten-year franchise or not. There 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Then he would not grant any ought never to bea franchise of this kind granted without reserv- 
franchise. | ing the power to alter and repeal, and if the bill goes back to the 


Mr. GROSVENOR._ I would not—— committee I would suggest to the gentleman the adoption of this 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What particular objection amendment, which we always insert in District of Columbia bills 
_ Mr. GROSVENOR. If I had my way—the gentleman asksmy under like circumstances—that it ought to be included in this act 
qudsment about it—I should not ratify this special charter at all. for the protection of the people of Honolulu. 

would suggest for the people of Hawaii to pass a general act Mr. HAMILTON. I think that would be an excellent idea. 
authorizing thecorporation and send it here for our a’ proval, and Mr. LILLEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
we will amend it and fix it up so it will have limitations and Connecticut [Mr. H1L1]}. 
safeguards that we are throwing around the corporations in the Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I should be very sorry 
other States. I would not turn over any great industry of this | to see this bill go back to Hawaii without an approval of some 
character to an unlimited and uncontrolled Hawaiian corporation. kind. I do not think we ought todo it. This company is operat- 

Mr. R¢ JBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will yield tome ing now without any franchise. If the statements of the com- 
for a motion to recommit—— mittee are to be relied on, it is now practically a joint partner- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not now. The gentleman isrun-| ship. I do not think so. In looking this over I think this is 
ning the whole machine, apparently; now let me run ita little about the way the thing has come up: Ten years ago the King 
while, ; | gave to certain gentlemen the privilege of operating an electric- 

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentleman for infor- | light plant, 2} per cent of the earnings to be paid to the Govern- 
mation—I did not have the pleasure of being with the committee | ment. In 1900, as near as I can get at it, a small joint stock com- 
when this matter was considered—from the debate here it seems | pany was organized under the general law. That is the way I 
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understand it, a small joint stock company of $20,000. Noticing 
in the bill that no reference was made to anything of that kind, 
I asked a question about its franchise. 
providing for capital stock. There is nothing in here providing 
for an annual meeting of the stockholders. There is nothing in 
here protecting the rights of the stockholders in any way, and I 
think, if the committee will dig deeper, it will find that there is 
a joint stock company, and then this additional power is given 
them by the Territorial legislature. 

Now, I think it would be a mistake to send this back and say 
that you may operate under a general law. Why? Because I do 





not think it would be right that the Territory should make a gen- | 


eral law by which anybody could organize a joint stock company 
and take possession of the streets and highways in Honolulu. 
They tried that in the State of Connecticut, and we refused abso- 
lutely to throw open the public highways to the possession of any 
three people who might get together and organize a joint stock 
company and take possession of them. We say they are public 
property and if you want to use them for street railways you must 
go to the legislature and show the necessity for such action. 

I think the people of Honolulu are acting rightly in regard to 
this matter. I hope that this committee will bring in a special 
act; but, Mr. Speaker, it should not allow an unlimited capitali- 
zation; it should not allow the corporation to change its name or 
unite at will with any other company, as it would have the right 
to do under the provision on page 3 of this bill. .It should not 
have the right to take possession of private property for the pur- 
pose Of stringing whatever wires it might choose to put up. I 
snow it is a disputed question whether the bill now gives that 
power or not; but I call attention to page 4, where I understand 
the company is authorized to take possession of streets and high- 
Ways and— 

To connect the said lines, wires, and conductors with any manufactory, 
private or public buildings, lamp, lamp-post, or other structure or object, 
with the place of supply. 

I am very glad to hear the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Ham- 
ILTON] speak as he does with reference to this bill. He recog- 
nizes the difficulties of this case. And I want to pay a tribute to 
the subcommittee that had this bill under consideration. There 
has been a good deal of somewhat irrelevant discussion here. but 
I believe the subcommittee has been doing very faithful work on 
this bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. We are a long distance from Honolulu, 
and the people over there seem to have gone over this matter 
with great care before their legislature and before the governor. 
It is a difficult thing for us to go over the question in detail here. 
As the gentleman has suggested, we may run adversely to some 
local conditions. The committee, I am sure, would be glad to 
receive any suggestions from the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Ithink it is a reasonable supposi- 
tion that the language of section 2, on page 4 of the bill, would 
give this company the right to string its wires over private houses, 
etc. Possibly they would have to pay for such privilege, for of 
course they could not take private property without compensation. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I donot think any company can come along 
and hitch its wires to my tree or my house without my consent. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, then, put this provision in 
the bill? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I think it is surplusage. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then strike it out. 

Mr. HAMILTON. There is this difficulty which, as I am in- 
formed, the committee has to contend with: Here is a bill passed 
as a whole by the Hawaiian legislature and approved by the gov- 
ernor of Hawaii—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentlemen will secure me an 
extension of time, I am willing to yield further, but I have only 
ten minutes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
man’s time further. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I wish to call attention to another 
provision, on page 5, which, I think, should receive the careful 
consideration of the committee. I refer to the provision which 
gives this company the right to charge a person $1 a month any- 
how, whether he uses the electricity or not, provided he has the 
wire connected with his premises. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is aminimum charge. 
derstand a similar rule exists everywhere. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There may be such a rule in oper- 
ation in Washington, but this is a specific franchise, giving this 
company a specific privilege. Let me read the language: 

The company shail have the right tocharge, receive, and collect from each 
consumer of electricity for lighting the minimum sum of $2 per month, and 


Very well; I will not occupy the gentle- 


T un- 


month per horsepower of apparatus connected to the service of the company. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is to pay for putting in the 
connection and running the current, 
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| twelve. so to speak—one member of the committee objected. He 
| ruled the other eleven jurors. Is that man present in the House: 


JANUARY 6, 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


But this. I think, is a very serious 


| proposition—that there should be a charge of $2 per month 
There is nothing in here | 


whether the person uses the electricity or not, or if the consumer's 
bill amounts to only $1 a month, the company may double it, 


| That is one of the things to which I think the attention of the 


committee should be called. 

Then there is another thing. I have no objection to the excln- 
sive character of the proposition. I believe in that where public 
property is to be taken and where the streets and highways 
to be used for a purpose of this kind. I do not think it should be 
within the power of anybody who may choose toorganize a stock 
company and take possession of private property for the purpo-es 
of that company. To that extent I am a believer in monopoly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This, however, is not an exclusive 
privilege. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But I donot believe that section 12 
should be allowed to passin the form in which it now is, allowing 
the company to bond its property and its franchise to an unlimited 
extent, withont any proportion whatever between its indebtedness 
and its capitalization. I think the committee should very care- 


| fully guard that provision. 


Mr. HAMILTON. What does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I should certainly suggest that the 
bonding power be limited; that at least the capital of the company 
should be paid in and the company not allowed to bond for more 
than an equal amount. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I mean, what does the gentleman suggest 
as to whether the bill ought to go back? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it ought to go back to the 
committee, that some of its provisions may be corrected before 
it is again bronght in. When a proper bill is submitted to us we 
should approve it. I think the people of Hawaii are entitled to 
that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I think that is true; but the question is 
whether the bill should go back to our committee or whet 
should go back to Hawaii. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, I do not think that is nevces- 
sary. Thiscompany is now doing business, and the only question 
is as to whether these enlarged powers proposed in this bill 
should be granted. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
bill ab initio. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think not. I understand the gen- 
tleman is willing to make a motion that the bill be recommitted. 
Let the bill go back to the committee; let them reconstruct it on 
modern lines, without reference toany privileges given by a king 
ten years ago. Let this corporation be reconstructed on the line 
of republican corporations—of course I do not mean ‘repub 
lican ’’ in a political sense, but let the committee bring the Dill 
back here in a properly revised and reasonable form. 

Mr. Speaker. I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LILLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee | Mr. GAINEs]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the 
gentleman from Ohio that this bill should either be recommitted 
or that Congress should at once, as private property and the pul- 
lic needs are involved, enact a general incorporation law which 
will cover this particular case and mercantile and mannfacturing 
corporations generally. There are very few limitations in this 
bill that reach down to and protect the people as they should be 
protected. 

The original charter, it seems, was one granted by the old royal 
Government, and, as we inherited this and other monarchical laws 
when we annexed that Territory, they are still the laws of Hawa, 
except where they have been repealed or are prohibited by the 
Constitution of the United States. Congress may, as we have 
the power in law, ratify or nullify what the local government does 
in and for Hawaii. This is old law. I agree with my friend 
from Indiana [ Mr. Rosrnson] that we should allow and maintain 
home rule there as well as here, and wherever our flag floa 
far as that is concerned; but even in our own local, home-ruled 
governments we often enact vicious laws. We are all finite, at 


r it 


But the committee may have to frame a 


| best. 


It seems the Hawaiian legislature has sent us this measure that 
does not meet with the approval of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means[Mr. Payne]. It does not meet with the 


| approval of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], and 


mi- 


1 


there seems to be considerable contention about it among the 

bers of the Committee on Territories, while there are reasona''¢, 

wise, and natural objections from some of the Hawaiian peop'e. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Roprnson] says, in ©! 


| that the reason why the ten-year limit was changed to thirty-!\v® 
from each consumer of electricity for power the minimum sum of $1 per | 


years was because of one hard-headed juror—one man out 0! 
° 


He surely isa Member. I ask these questions for information. 





1904. 





If not, where is he? Why is he not here? Where is that dissent- 
ing man? Where is that gifted and powerful man? Why is he 
not here to tell us the story of his life or the story of the Ha- 
waiian people who are about to be plunged into utter darkness if 
we defeat this bill? 

Where is this man,I ask? What are his reasons, I repeat? 
centleman from Indiana [Mr. Roprinson], whose heart is always 
right, if not his head, can not tell us why it is that he agrees to 
the thirty-five-year limit as against ten years—at least, he has not 
done so. If he has, I have not heard him. I want him or any 
Member to answer my questions. I have not heard this matter 
explained. Some have heard a good deal of reading from a report, 
but nobody has been able to discover yet that dissenting Member 
of the committee or his reasons for this change. If he is on the 
floor, or can be found, or if he may be brought into this Chamber 


and invited to give his reasons, I should be very glad even now to | 


hear them. 

[ am willing to yield to him the balance of my time, and if I 
have not time enough I hope some one will yield it to him, so 
that we can hear from that one man who has controlled the whole 
committee and is now about to control this House, and let him 
tell us why the change is made by the committee from ten years, a | 
limit, it seems to me,in this day and time that is wise, and surely 
more so than the unwise and monopolistic proposition of thirty- 
five years. [Applause. | 

Mr. LILLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I move that the bill be recom- | 
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mitted to the committee. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I suggest to the gentleman whether the 
motion ought not to be amended so as to instruct the committee 
to report a substitute? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow 
me, | think it better to let it go to the committee without any 
limitation upon its discretion. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
the subject. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Very well. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ropinson] 
moves to recommit this bill to the Committee on the Territories, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the next committee. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call of committees. 


That gives us full power over 


LOUISIANA PURCHASE CELEBRATION 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the Committee 
on Industrial Arts and Expositions, I some time ago reported to 
the House a resolution accepting an invitation extended to the 
House to attend the celebration held in the city of New Orleans 
commemorating the transfer of sovereignty over the Louisiana 
territory to the United States. The resolution could not be called 
up on account of the objection of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. The time has now elapsed, and I move that 
the resolution lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the resolution will lie on 
the table. 

There was no objection. 


AT NEW ORLEANS, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


3y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, Capron, for one week, on account of sickness. 

lo Mr. Bea of Texas, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 2 o’clock and 14 minutes 
Pp. In.), the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

punications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
OLLOWS: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a favor- 
able recommendation, the draft of a bill exempting certain army 
officers from giving bonds—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law and the opinion 
of the court in the French spoliation cases relating to the brig 


Maria, Edward Watts, master, against The United States—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A lctter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mit\ing a copy of the conclusions of*fact and law and the opinion 
of th court in the French spoliation cases relating to the brigan- 
ame Speedwell, James Crawford, master, against The United | 
, os to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

a. . 


tter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- | 
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ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for the service of the 
Geological Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the Ohio 
River at the head of the falls at Louisville, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illus- 
trations. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary F. Erwin, administratrix of estate of Charlotte Jacquess, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting sched- 
ules of claims allowed by the several accounting officers of the 
Treasury under appropriations the balances of which have been 
exhausted or carried to the surplus fund—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R.6275) to supple- 
ment and amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge acrossthe Mississippi River at or near Grays 
Point, Mo.,’’ approved January 26,1901, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 127); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7141, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 124) for the relief of the heirs of 
J. A. J. Rooker, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 128); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 1093, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 125) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Walker, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 129); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3457, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 126) for the relief of the legal representatives of Dr. 
Thomas B. Waters, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 130); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3955, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 127) for the relief of Robert H. Holland, accompanied by 
a report (No. 131); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6502) granting a pension to Onslow N. McIntire— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8804) granting an increase of pension to Marion J. 
Barr—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensians. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 9039) to set apart certain lands 
in the State of South Dakota as a public park, to be known as the 
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Battle Mountain Sanitarium Park—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9040) to estab- 
lish a permanent military camp ground in the vicinity of Somer- 
set, in Somerset County, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 9041) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
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Columbus, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Pub- 


lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9042) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Tupelo, in the 
State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9043) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Corinth, in the 


JANUARY 6, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 9057) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert M. McCullough—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 9058) granting a pension to 
B. Pacetty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 9059) granting an increase of 
pension to Cephas W. Parr—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9060) granting an increase of pension to John 
Connors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9061) granting a pension to Henrietta A. 


| Buell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


Grounds. 


regulations of the Philippine Commission, known as the ** public 
land act ’’—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 9045) to reim- 
burse commissioned officers of Union Army for losses during sery- 
ice—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 9046) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 9047) to amend section 5 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act supplementary to the act in relation to immigra- 


tion,’’ dated March 3, 1875—to the Committee on Immigration | 


and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 9048) to amend an act entitled 
‘*‘An act to make certain grants of land to the Territory of New 
Mexico, and for other purposes ’’—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 9049) providing for the erec- 


tion of a public building at Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other | 


purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
3y Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 9050) to encourage the ex- 
port trade—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9051) to encourage the export trade in drugs, 
chemicals, and other articles of domestic manufacture—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 9052) to revise and codify the 
judicial laws of the United States—to the Committee on Revision 
of the Laws. 


By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 9053) to amend an act to | 


amend an act to construct a bridge across the Missouri River at 
a point between Kansas City and Sibley, in Jackson County—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 9054) granting | 
the right of way for the construction of a railroad and other im- | 
provements over and on East Mountain, or Hot Springs Mountain, | 


of the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9055) providing for rank and 
pay for certain retired officers of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9056) to permit United States 
marshals to delegate authority to sign official checks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. MAHON: A resolution (H. Res. 120) to pay to Eliza 
Deardorff, widow of John W. Deardorff, asum equal to six months’ 
salary and funeral expenses—to the Committee on Accounts. 


By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 9062) granting a pension to John 
Goodspeed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9063) granting a pension to Bartlett Minot— 


| , : > za la Pana 2 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9044) to approve the rules and | *° he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9064) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 


| win Tidd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolution (H. Res. 121) concerning | 
postal cars in service of railroads in the United States—to the | 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A resolution (H. Res. 122) 


on Accounts. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A resolution (H. Res. 123) to pay Mabel Crump 
Curtiss for services rendered by her father, the late Hon. Rousseau 
O. Crump, of Michigan—to the Committee on Accounts. 


olution (H. Res. 124) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 7141—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 125) re- 
— to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1098—to the Private 
Calendar. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9065) granting an increase of pension to A)- 
bert Z. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 9066) authorizing the 
President to appoint Lieut. Commander Frederick Augustus Mil- 
ler, retired, United States Navy, a commander on the retired list— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9067) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Francis 
Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9068) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of J. M. Lockry—to the Committee on Mili 


| itary Affairs. 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9069) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Edgar G. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9070) granting an increase of 
pension to Malinda J. Head—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9071) granting an increase of pension to 


| Mary A. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9072) granting an increase of pension to 


| Robert A. A. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9073) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Plum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9074) granting an increase of pension to 
David Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9075) granting an increase of pension to 


| Henry Snidemiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9076) granting a pension to George H. Gas- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9077) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Presbyterian Church, of Hardy County, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9078) for the relief of the trustees of the 


| Presbyterian Church of Beverly, W. Va.—to the Committee on 


War Claims. 
By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 9079) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9080) granting an increase of pensi 
Simeon Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9081) granting an increase of pension | 
jamin F, Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9082) granting an increase of pension | 
Chester F. Kimball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9083) granting an increase of pen 
Samuel M. Wakley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9084) for the relief of Henry A. Solo: 


n to 


Pen- 


M ( | to the Committee on Claims. 
providing a clerk for the Committee on Labor—to the Committee | 


By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9 


| the relief of the owners of the schooner H. B. Diverty and th 
| Clara E. Uhler—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9086) for the relief of the heirs of . 


r | Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims: A res- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9087) authorizing the President to ap)! 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward B. Bradbury, retired, United 5'a'°s 
Navy, a lieutenant-commander on the retired list—to the Cou 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ;' 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 9088) for the allowance ©! 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of (': 


ms 


Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 126) re- | under the provisions of the act approved March 38, 1883, and 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3457—to the Private | monly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on Wa 


Calendar. 
Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 127) re- 


| 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3955—to the Private | tees of the Baptist Church of Crab Orchard, Ky.—to the Com 


Calendar. 


Claims. : 
By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 9089) for the relief of thet 


rts: 


mittee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 9090) to provide United States 
registry for the steamer Success—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 9091) to provide United States registry for 
the steamer Marie—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9092) to pay D. J. Hunsucker 
$918.54 and interest thereon from August 1, 1893—to the Commit- | 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9098) for the relief of Thomas Monteith—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9094) for the relief of J. A. Reagan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9095) for the relief of John T. O. Wilbar—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9096) for the relief of Samuel C. Liner—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9097) granting a pension to Zebulon A. 
Shipman—to the Committée on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9098) granting a pension to J. Joseph 
Grasty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9099) granting a pension to Adolphus Erwin 
Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9100) granting a pension to Sarah J. Mason— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9101) granting an increase of pension to | 
Hiram Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9102) to correct the military record of H. R. 
Cook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9103) to correct the military record of Joseph | 
S. Penland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 9104) granting an increase 
of pension to James F. Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9105) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Rosa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 9106) to amend the military 
record of James C. Howard—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 9107) granting a pension | 
to Margaret F. Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9108) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- | 
beth H. Hoel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9109) granting an increase of pension to 
Hillery W. Walker*to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9110) granting an increase of pension to John 
L. McBeth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9111) granting an increase of pension to 
George Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 9112) granting a pension to Mar- | 
garet J. Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 9118) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Covert—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
slons, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9114) granting an increase of pension to 
David Cool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 9115) granting an increase of pension to Mer- | 
ritt Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 9116) granting an increase of | 
pension to Charles W. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
s10ns, 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 9117) granting a pension to George T. | 
Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 9118) for the relief of | 
the estate of James A. Gregory—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to Travis Glasscoe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 9120) for the relief of the | 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fox Hill, | 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9121) for the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall, | 
of Norfolk, Va.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

_ By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9122) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mildred S. Ogden—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9123) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
ham 8. Underdown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 9124) granting an increase 
. Dense to R, F, Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
_By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 9125) granting an in- 
Crease of pension to William S. King—to the Committee on In- 











valid Pensions. 


. By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9126) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to John W. Riggs—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, = | 
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By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 9127) granting a pension to 
Moses Schuman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 9128) for the relief of the vestry 
and wardens of St. Stephen’s Protestant Episcopal Church, of 
Cedar Run Parish, Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9129) for the relief of the estate of Catharine 
R. Moore, deceased, late of Fauduier County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 9130) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Van Wey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9131) for the relief of the estate of Toney Me- 
loche—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9132) to enable the President to restore Sec- 
ond Lieut. Henry Ossian Flipper, United States Army, to duty, 
his former rank, and status in the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H.R. 9133) for the relief of William 
Saphar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 9134) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to grant an honorable discharge to John P. Barry, late 
first lieutenant, Battery C, Pennsylvania Artillery—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 9135) for the relief of F. R. Lau- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 9136) for the relief of Edmund 
F. Jenkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 9137) granting an honorable 
discharge to Thomas Weaver—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9138) granting an increase of pension to John 
Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9139) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew N. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9140) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Capp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9141) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9142) granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
William F. Limpus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9148) granting an increase of pension to Em- 
mett Langston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9144) granting an increase of pension to El- 
wood Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9145) granting a pension to Nannie E. Vogle- 
song—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9146) granting a pension to Lizzie A. Arthur— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9147) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. 
Yount—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9148) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9149) granting a pension to Margaret A. Mc- 
Connell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9150) granting a pension to Sarah E. Ball— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 9151) granting an increase of pension to 


| William Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9152) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Foutty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 9153) for the 
relief of the heirs of those killed by the explosion at Fort La- 


| fayette, February 19, 1903—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 9154) granting an increase 
of pension to William Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9155) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9156) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvanus Mc Whorter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9157) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis Mallohay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9158) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 9159) to correct the 





| military record of George Hollenbeck—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. . 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of citizens of Kansas and Illinois, 
favoring passage of House bill and Senate bill providing for 
higher education of the blind—to the Committee on Education. 
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By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of William Raines to have his 
claim referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of T. J. Foster, administrator, to have claim re- 
ferred to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Memorial of the Tombigbee River Im- 
provement Convention, of Alabama, relative to the improvement 
of the Tombigbee River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Grand Lodge of the | 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, praying for the enactment of 
laws restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, pray- 
ing for the creation of a Department of Labor—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transpor- 
tation, praying for the improvement of the Bronx Kills—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Grand Lodge of Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, praying for legislation making common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce liable to their employers for in- 
juries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of independent tobacco manufacturers, against 
the bills H. R. 6 and 97—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill granting | 
increase of pension to Edgar G. Abbott—to the Committee ou | 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of Iron City Lodge, Brotherhood 








of Trainmen. favoring the passage of an eight-hour law and anti- | 


injunction bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association, favoring 
the passage of an eight-hour law and anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 8481, granting an increase 
of pension to Ora 8. Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. DAYTON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert A. A. Collins—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Snidermiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National As- 
sociation, protesting against the supervision of the inspection of 
grain at terminal markets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Order of Railroad Telegraphers, No. 106, 
La Crosse Division, asking for more favorable conditions for the 
telegraphers in the United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, praying for the improvement of the Bronx Kills—to 

he Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, letter from the Denver Chamber of Commerce and Com- 
mercial Club, to enact legislation that will rehabilitate the mer- 
chant marineof the United States—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial from citizens of Fountain City, Wis., urging 
improvement of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the memorial and execu- 
tive committee, Grand Army of the Republic, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, in opposition to bill H. R. 3573, providing for a 
board for the protection of children and animals—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club, urging 
legislation to protect trade-marks in Cuba—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
protesting against inspecting of grain at terminal markets—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also. resolution of the New York Preachers’ Meeting, relative 
to the treatment of naval chaplains regarding uniforms, etc.—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, favéring the improvement of the Bronx Kills—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

3y Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Petition of H. N. Hart, sole 
heir of John 8. Hart, praying reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Papers to accompany bill to grant United 
States register to steamship Marie—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, papers to accompany bill providing for a United States 
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registry for steamship Success—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of citizens of Des Moines County. 
Iowa, urging improvement of the levee of the Mississippi River 
near Flint Creek—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Shawhan, Boonshot & Co.. 
and other firms and citizens of Petersburg, Ind., against the pai 
cels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, 

3y Mr. HUFF: Memorial of independent tobacco mannfa 
turers, protesting against bills H. R. 6 and 97—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8783, granting 
increase of pension to Mary Ann Phipps—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany claim o! 
William H. Dawson; also, papers to accompany claim of Robert 
A. Dickson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of San Luis Obispo County 
Board of Trade, favoring the passage of bill H. R. 1970—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of William McKinley Council, No. 48, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, Stockton, Cal., relating to 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza 
tion. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the (train Dealers’ National 
Association, protesting against inspection of grain by the Goy 
ment at terminal markets—tu the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of George Yocum Post, No. 325. D 
partment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor « 
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
claim of Susan McBroom; also, papers to accompany claiin of 
James Smithers; also, papers to accompany claim of Hezekiah 
Balch, also, papers to accompany claim of Milla Beaver, admin- 
istratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. RIDER: Petition of the New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, favoring improvement of the Bronx Kills 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National German-American A] 
against passage of the Hepburn interstate liquor bill 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of ua committee of Sunday-school editors and pul 
lishers, protesting against higher postal rates on Sunday 
publications—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 

Also, memorial of the independent tobacco manufa 
against passage of bills H. R. 6 and 97, relating to tobacco 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany H. R. 2256, claim 
John Mann—to the Committee on War Claims. 

jy Mr. RUPPERT: Memorial of the independent tobac: 
ufacturers, against passage of bills H. R. 6 and 97, amendi: 
tion 3394 of the Revised Statutes, relating to tobacco 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolution of the New York Preachers’ Meeting, r 
to the treatment of naval chaplains regarding uniform, et 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and ' 
portation, urging passage of certain bills for the improven 
the Bronx Kills—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbor 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Associ 
lating to the inspection of grain at terminal markets by t! 
ernment—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm 

Also, resolution of the memorial and executive com 
Grand Army of the Republic. Department of New Yor 
ing passage of a service-pension bill—to the Commitee on ! 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolutions of Vance Post, No. 680, DP 
ment of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic; also, resolu 
Joseph Rath Post, No. 402. Department of Ohio, Grand A: 
the Republic; also, resolutions of Phil Hendrix Post, No. 20)!.! 
partment of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, in fa ta 
service- pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petitions of the Gern ot. 
Mary's Young Ladies’ Society, the German Christian M 
Society, and the St. Aloysius Young Men Verein, allof Mu 
Cooke County, Tex., in opposition to the Hepburn-Dolliv: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Resolution of L. A. Myers Post, ' 
Army of the Republic, No. 582, Department of Ohio, fa " 
passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on | . 
Pensions. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Papers to accompany m 


' of Emma 8S. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE. 


THURSDAY, January 7, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hats, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, When, on request of Mr. PENROSE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 

roved. 
P RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to & resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement of quarters 
rented by the United States Department of Agriculture in the 
District of Columbia, and in the various States and Territories; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


DEPENDENT CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a general plan for the future care 
of delinquent and dependent children in the District of Colum- 
bia: which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIGANTINE NANCY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel brigantine Nancy, 
James Brown, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of West 
Beesport; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Dayton; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Dayton; of the Christian Endeavor Society of Nottingham; of 
sundry citizens of Clifton Heights; of sundry citizens of Aldan; 
of the Home Missionary Society of Mifflinburg; of the West Park 
Mothers’ Club, of Philadelphia, and of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of McKeesport, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
ee which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

jechions, 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Manu- 
facturers’ Association of New York City, praying that an appro- 

nation be made to continue and extend the improvement of the 

arbor channels of the Brooklyn water front; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Utica, of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society 
of Dansville, and of the Woman's Missionary Society of Roches- 
ter, all in the State of New ‘York, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 

vileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Tropical Develop- 
ment Company, of New York, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of S. T. Bartle Post, No. 183, of 
Cuba; of John McKee Post, No. 309, of Cambridge; of U. S. 
Grant Post, No. 827, of Brooklyn; of Cushing Post, No. 231, of 
Brooklyn; of Gibbs Post, No. 130, of Warsaw; of Post No. 200, 
of Ang la; of Burnside Post, No. 237, of Rossburg; of Hartwell T. 
omar Post, No. 346, of Canton; of John P. Buckley Post, No. 
i Belleville; of General Lyon Post, No. 266, of Middletown; 
; ,vaptain Gibson Post, No. 421, of Winthrop, and of General 
- N B. Murray Post, No. 597, of Phelps, all of the Department 
vane York, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of New 
o Tk, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 

ws referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

oo BERRY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
of perance Union of Gillett, Ark., praying for an investigation 
yo - charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Sena- 
Tom the State of Utah; which was referred to the Commit- 

as Privileges and Elections. 
'. BATE presented a petition of the Shannondale Missionary 
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Society, of Beverly, Tenn., and a petition of the Woman’s Home 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Church of Cincinnati, Ohio, 

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Fron. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of sundry merchants and 
manufacturers of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appropriation 
be made for the extermination of the boll weevil in Texas and 
other Southern States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry merchants and manu- 
facturers of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of 89 citizens of the Indian 
Territory, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the continued protection from the sale of intoxicating liquors and 
also for a separate statehood for that Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of the congregations of St. 
Luke’s Methodist Episcopal Church, of Derry; the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Penacook; St. John’s Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Dover, and of the Washington Street Free Baptist 
Church, of Dover, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of David Ford 
Post, No. 11, Department of Washington, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Ellensburg, Wash., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of John A. Logan Post, No. 
64, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
St. James, Minn., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winona, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to reorganize the 
consular service; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the American Hoist and Derrick 
Company, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of freight; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Lake Crystal, of sundry citizens of St. 
Paul and Montevideo, and of the congregation of the First Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Little Falls, all in the State of Minne- 
sota, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ELKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Manning- 
ton, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Belleville, 
and of the Woman’s Literary Club of Wheeling, all in the state 
of West Virginia, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. QUARLES presented memorials of the Sailors’ Union of 
Port Townsend, Wash.;: of the Sailors’ Union of Seattle, Wash.; 
| of the Sailors’ Union of Portland, Oreg., and of the Sailors’ Union 
of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to anthorize the payment of allotment in the coastwise 
trade; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Grain Dealers’ National 
Association, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
providing for thé inspection of grain by the National Government 
at terminal markets; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Polk County, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the com- 
pensation of letter carriers in the rural free-delivery mail service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of the Ladies’ Aid Society of 
the Second Memoriai Presbyterian Church, of Detroit, Mich., 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
the Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lake Seamen’s Union of 
| Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
| No. 2463, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the act of December 21, 1898, 
| entitled ‘An act to amend the laws relating to American seamen, 
| for the protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce,’ in 
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respect to allotments;’’ which was referred to the Committee on | 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Detroit Branch of the Na- 
tional League of Commission Merchants of the United States, of 
Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Epworth League Chapter 1715, 
of Paw Paw, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Independent 
Plug-Tobacco Manufacturers, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to tobacco; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Ministerial Association 
of Auburn, N. Y., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the antilottery law; which was referred tothe Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First Con- 
gregational Church of Troy; of the Colonia Club, of Brooklyn; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bedford; of the 
Tenny Club, of Rochester; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Skaneateles, and of sundry citizens of Oswego County, 
all in the State of New York, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Sailors’ Union 
of the Pacific, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
relative to the payment of ajlotment in the coastwise trade; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of 8. S. Dillman Post, No. 
843, Department of lowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Toledo, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Method- 
ist Episcopal Church of Irwood: of sundry citizens of Des Moines; 
of the congregation of the German Presbyterian Church of Ger- 
man Township; of the Tourist Club of West Union; of sundry 
citizens of Clear Lake; of sundry citizens of Marion, and of sundry 
citizens of Lake City, all in the State of Iowa, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Grain Dealers’ Na- 
tional Association, remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for the inspection of grain by the National 
Government at terminal markets; which was refrered to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Galena; of the Woman's Club of Prince- 
ton; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Normal; of the Woman’s Club of Princeton: of the congregation 
of the United Evangelical Church of Elgin; of the congregation of 
the German Methodist Episcopal Church, of Elgin; of the congre- 
gation of the Second Baptist Church of Elgin; of the congregation 
of the Advent Christian Church, of Elgin; of the congregations 
of the Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Elgin, and the 
Presbyterian Church of Elgin; of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Sterling; of the congregation of 
the St. Paul’s Methodist Episcopal Church, of Chicago; of sun- 
dry citizens of Norwood; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Cissua Park; of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Normal; of the Home Missionary Society 
of Genoa; of the Missionary Society of the Christian Church of 
Princeton; of the congregation of the Ada Street Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Chicago, and of the Home Missionary Society of 
Mount Carroll, all in the State of Illinois, praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a memorial of the Independent 
Tobacco Manufacturers, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Mr. BURTON presented petitions of the Fisk National Dca- 
conesses’ Training School, of Kansas City, and of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Havensville, all in the | 
State of Kansas, praying for an investigation of the charges made | 
and filed against Hon. Rezp Smoot, a Senator from the State of | 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the German Farmers’ Mu- 
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tual Fire Insurance Association, of Muenster, Tex., remonstrat. 
ing against the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Lehigh County, Pa.; of sundry citizens 
of Belle Plain, Kans., and of the Methodist Episcopal Preac)hers’ 
Association of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep SMmoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committes 
on Privileges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 335) to provide for the allotment 
of lands in severalty to the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of 
Indians, to authorize the distribution of their trust fund, and for 
other purposes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1607) granting to the State of Oregon 
certain lands to be used by it for the purpose of maintaining and 
operating thereon a fish hatchery, reported it with an amenid- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to w) 
was referred the bill (S. 1537) to provide for the payment to the 
heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for certain improvements 
relinquished to the United States for use of the Nez P [n- 
dians, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1278) to provide for the erection of )uild- 
ings for an immigrant station at the port of San Francisco, 
Cal., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
referred the bill (S. 2398) to amend an act entitled “An act 
amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners,”’ appr 
August 19, 1890, and for other purposes, as amended February 18, 
1895, reported adversely thereon; and the vill was postponed i 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subjec 
referred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 3! 
amend the act approved February 18, 1895, entitled “An act t 
amend an act entitled ‘An act toamend the laws relative tosh 
ping commissioners,’ approved August 19, 1890, and for « 

urposes;’’ which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2698) to establish a life-saving station at or near the 
entrarice to Tillamook Bay, Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2815) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasur) 
the salaries of the deputy collectors of customs at the su! 
Tacoma and Seattle. in the State of Washington, and re} 
all laws inconsistent therewith; and 

A bill (8. 347) providing for the establishment of a life-sa\ 
station in the vicinity of Cape Flattery or Flattery Rocks, on th 
coast of Washington. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington,from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2816) to amend sectior f 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported it w 
amendment to the title, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to w! 
referred the bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of vesse's 
the United States for public purposes, reported it without amend 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Commerce, So whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2388) toamend an act entitled ‘‘Anact maxing 


m 


to fix 


th al 


m was 


‘ 


| appropriations for the construction, repair, and prese! 


certain public works on rivers and harbors,and for other pur} 
approved June 13, 1902, reported it without amendment, aud sul 
mitted a report thereon. 


SUSAN ELIZABETH CURTIS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the © 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the rs 
tion submitted yesterday by Mr. PLatr of New York, re} 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous : 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 8" 
and directed to pay to Susan Elizabeth Curtis, widow of Oscar H. ‘ 
clerk in the office of the Secretary of the United States Senate, 4° 
to six months’ pay at the rate he was receiving by law at the time, ’ 
mise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and 4 0 
allowances. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 3119) granting a pension to 
Raynor H. Newton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 3120) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elvira A. Kelley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Conimittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3121) for the re- 


lief of Spiegelberg Brothers; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S, 8122) granting an increase of —— to Elias Thomas; 

A bill (S. 3123) granting a pension to Oscar M. Parsons; and 

A bill (S. 8124) granting a pension to Samuel Richards. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | 


Claims: 
A bill (S. 8125) for the relief of Andrew J. Holley; 
A bill (S. 8126) for the relief of St. Clair Nicely; and 
A bill (S. 8127) for the relief of G. W. Ratleff. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3128) for the relief of Ste- | 





phen A. West; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3129) to promote the circulation of 
reading matter among the blind; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced the followin 
severally read twice by their titles, and, wit 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S, 8180) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 
Bowman; 

A bill ie 8131) granting an increase of pension to Clarke M. 
Smith; an 

A bill (S. 8182) granting a pension to Sue A. Brockway. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3133) to restore to the pub- 
lic domain a portion of the Gila River Indian Reservation, in the 
Territory of Arizona, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 8134) for the relief of Thomas 
D. Ruffin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3135) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David 8. Durbin; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3136) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William A. Cowen; which was read twice by its title, and, 
a the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3187) to correct the naval 
record of Henry Borrowes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8138) to increase the compensation 
of inspectors of customs at the port of Philadelphia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8189) granting an increase of pension to Joseph N. 
Croak, alias Joseph N. Croke; 

A bill (S. 8140) granting an increase of pension to L. F. Walters; 

A bill (S. 8141) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Tipton (with an accompanying paper); and 


bills; which were | 
the accompanying | 


Mr. KEARNS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3148) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Testman; 

A bill (S. 3149) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Bowering (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3150) granting a pension to Jacob A. Ward; and 

A bill (S. 3151) granting an increase of pension to Hayden M. 
Thompson. 

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 8152) to reimburse the 
Becker Brewing and Malting Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss 
resulting from robbery of the United States mails; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3153) granting an increase of 
pension to John O. Rice; which-was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3154) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elizabeth A. Coffee; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3155) to create a board 
for the condemnation of insanitary buildings in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3156) in relation to the establish- 
ment of building lines in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8157) inrelation to business streets 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3158) granting 
an increase of pension to Stiles A. Wheeler; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3159) granting an increase 
of pension to Neil Gillespy; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 3160) for the relief of Stephen 
W. Stryker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 3161) granting a pension to Sarah M. C. Silvers (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3162) granting an increase of pension to Melvina Bot- 
tles (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3163) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 8S. 
Austin (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 3164) for the relief of Albert 
S. Henderer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 3165) amending section 3 of 
the act of June 5, 1900; which was read twice by iis title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 3166) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Levi B. Lewis; which was read twice by its 


| ation for the improvement and beautification of 


A bill (S. 8142) granting a pension to Isabella Britton (with an | 


accompanying paper). 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3148) torefer to the Court 


of Claims the war claims of the State of Oregon; which was read | 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8144) for the relief of Capt. George 
A. Armes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 
Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 3145) for the relief of Caleb | 


W. Durham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3146) to provide United States 
registry for the steamer Success; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3147) to provide United States 


title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3167) granting an increase 
of pension to Oscar R. Arnold; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3168) making an appropri- 
the grounds 
within the Presidio Military Reservation, at San Francisco, Cal.; 
which wes read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3169) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William Cameron: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3170) to quiet the titles of certain 
lands in the State of Mississippi, and for the relief of the estate of 
Eli Ayers, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3171) to amend ‘‘An act to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by com- 
pelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 
their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 


registry for the steamer Marie; which was read twice by its title, | poses,”” approved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on | March 2, 1903; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


Commerce, 





the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 3172) granting a pension to John Smith; 

a bill (S. 3173) granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 
arvey; 

A bill (S. 3174) granting a pension to Jane Lewis; 

A bill (8. 3175) granting an increase of pension to Rachel H. 
Coleman (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3176) granting an increase of pension to David Bow- 
ers (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BACON introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


ally real twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | 


Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 3177) for a public building at the city of Thomas- 
ville, Ga., and appropriating money therefor; 

A bill (S. 3178) for a public building at the city of Albany, 
Ga., and appropriating money therefor; and 

A bill (S. 3179) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Americus, Ga., and ap- 
propriating money therefor. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 8180) to provide for the erec- 


tion of a public building at Atlanta, Ga.; which was read twice | 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings | 


and Grounds. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 3181) for the relief of | 


William R. Ballard; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 3182) to pay certain Choc- 
taw (Indian) warrants held by James M. Shackelford; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3183) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to Richard J. Graham; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8184) for the purpose of pension- 
ing all soldiers, sailors, and marines in the service of the United 
States of America from 1861 to 1865, who were prisoners of war 
for two months or longer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


€ 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3185) tocorrect the military record 


of Capt. Henry Inman; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3186) to pay the Georgia Railroad 

and Banking Company for carrying the United States mails, 
nd for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3187) for the relief of 
the heirs of William Hunt, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 


on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 3188) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Peck (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 3189) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Hendricks; 

A bill (8. 8190) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Troutman (with an accompanying paper); and 


A bill (S. 8191) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. | 


Watts (with an accompanying paper). 
FANNIE HAY MAFFIT—WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. Berry, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate | 


the papers in the case of Fannie Hay Maffit accompanying Senate bill 2050, 


Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, there having been no adverse report | 


thereon. 
LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be 
printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secretary of State covering 
a statement showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana Pur 
chase Exposition Company for the month of November, 1903, together with 
a summary of the receipts and disbursements of the company from its in- 
corporation to November 30, 1903, furnished by the Louisiana Purchase Ex- 
position Commission in pursuance of section 11 of the “Act to provide for 
celebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana 
territory,” etc., approved March 3, 1901. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waite House, January 7, 1904. 
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SECESSION OF PANAMA, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? [A pause.] The Chair lays before the Senate the following 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. MorGan De- 
cember 18, 1903, as follows: 


Resolved, That neither the President nor the Presiddént and the Senate, as 
the treaty-making power of the United States, has the lawful power to wage 
or declare war against any foreign power, without the consent of Congress, 
when such country is at peace with the United States, and when its diplo- 
matic relations with the United States are unbroken, and when its diplomatic 
representatives are recognized by the President as the representatives of a 
friendly power. And the consent of the Senate, as a part of the treaty-mak- 
ing power, toa war waged by the President against such a nation, under such 
circumstances, can not confer upon him such lawful authority under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, or under the laws of nations, or under the neu- 
| trality laws of the United States. 

Second. That a state of war exists between Colombia and an organization 
in the Colombian Department of Panama that claims to have accomplished 
| the secession of Panama from Colombia, and to haveestablished its independ- 
ence and sovereignty through the recognition of the President of the United 
States and of some European and Asiatic states; and that claims, also, to 
have established a republic under the flag and the name and title of the Re- 
public of Panama. And Colombia refuses to recognize the validity of the 
| act of secession, and the independence or the sovereignty of any government 
| so organized on the Isthmus of Panama, and is engaged in military and naval 
operations to assert and enforce her claim of the supreme right of govern- 
mentin and over the territory described in her laws and constitution as the 
Department of Panama. 

‘hird. That if Colombia is not prevented by some powerful foreign na- 
tion she is manifestly able to maintain her present effort to repress the said 
secession organization and to restore her sovereignty over said Department 
of Panama. And the President of the United States, having entered into 
| treaty relations with the persons who claim to have seceded from Colombia 

and assert the powers of supreme government in and over the territory in- 
cluded in such Department of Panama, and having made agreements with 
the secessionists relating to the right and privilege of constructing and own- 
ing, in perpetuity, a ship canal across the Isthmus of Panama, all based on 
the following stipulation, namely: 
“The United States guarantees and will maintain the independence of the 
Republic of Panama.” 

Said stipulation isin effect a declaration of war with Colombia, and is not 
| within the limits of any power conferred upon the President by act of Con- 

gress or the Constitution or by the laws of nations. 

Fourth. That the President has no lawful right or power, without the con- 
sent of Congress, and under the conditions that exist in Panama, to use the 
military and naval forces of the United States to prevent Colombia fro: 
forcing her claim to the proper exercise of her sovereignty and to execute 
her laws in the Department of Panama by any form of coercion that 

| sistent with the laws of nations, and is not in conflict with any right of the 
United States. 

Fifth. That the Senate repeats its resolution of 1889 in the following words: 

“Resolved, etc., That the Government of the United States will look with 
serious concern and disapproval upon any connection of any European gov- 





ernment with the construction or control of any ship canal across the Isthun 

of Darien or across Central America, and must regard any such conne 

or control as injurious to the just rightsand interests of the United State 
as a menace to their welfare.” 

Src. 2. That the President be, and he is hereby, geguaes to communicate 
this expression of the views of the Government of the United States to the 
governments of the countries of Europe. 

Sixth. That the United States, in the Revised Statutes, has defined 
trality and the penalties for its violation, as follows: 

“ Seo. 5286. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, begins, or sets on foot, or provides or prepares the means for 
any military expedition or enterprise to be carried on from thence against 
the territory or dominions of any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, 
district, or people with whom the United States are at peace, shall be deemed 
| guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be fined not exceeding $3,000 and im- 

prisoned not more than three years.” 

The intervention by the President, with armed forces of the United States 
and without the authority of Congress, to prevent the exercise of milita 
civil authority by Colombia, with whom we are at peace, for the a 

| or exercise of her sovereignty and the enforcement of her constitution a 
laws over the Department of Panama, is contrary to said law of neutrality 

| enacted by the Congress of the United States and is contrary to the laws of 

nations. 


Mr. MORGAN. In the course of the debates that have taken 
place, Mr. President, in connection with this resolution almost 
nothing has been said about its merit, and no Senator has contro- 
verted the merits of any proposition that is advanced in any 
branch of the resolution. Soif a vote comes to be taken on it, 
whether now or later, whether before or after eventa that are 
pending in the executive session of the Senate are determined, | 
| propose to have a separate vote by the yeas and nays upon eaci 
| branch of the resolution. I wish to know whether the American 
| Senate now affirms the principles of government in conne tion 

with the recognition of foreign countries which have obtained 11 

this country from the foundation of the Republic as an orga! 
government, and which are strictly and peculiarly the enun 
tion of the American doctrine on that subject. 

At the commencement of our constitutional organization 
European governments had not agreed as to the doctrines of ne 
trality and intervention. 

| Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, when he beg 
| to speak my attention was diverted and I did not hear the sul)j« 
| the Senator proposes to discuss. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the resolution I have offered, and which 

| has been pending before the Senate for nearly a month. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are, I believe, two or three resolutions 
the Senator has offered. 
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1904. 


Mr. MORGAN. No, sir: it is resolution No. 66, which con- 
tains certain propositions of fact and law in five or six different 
sections, upon which I propose to ask for a vote of the Senate by 
yeas and nays whenever the question is reached. 

“ Mr. CULLOM. I will not interrupt the Senator further. I 
| cet the resolution and see what it is. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the learned argument of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] in defense of the action 
of the President in his dealings with Panama and Colombia as 
they are presented to Congress in his annual message and his spe- 
cial message to Congress of January 4, 1904, there is a wide and 
superfluous presentation of authorities from various sources based 
upon various and different states of fact. 
The honorable Senator has found cases and opinions in point 
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upon almost every imaginable situation and condition except the | 


one he is endeavoring to sustain. He has found no case similar 
to that presented in these Messages, after most laborious research, 
following closely, but more comprehensively, the arguments and 


| 


me of the citations employed by the President in his message of | 


vindication of January 4, 1904. 


as being important with reference to the facts and conditions in | 


respect of which itis written, though some of them are only opin- 


O17 


that are only applicable, under the authorities he has cited, to 
governments already established, already declared free, sovereign, 
and independent, and already engaged in full diplomatic relations 
and intercourse with the United States. 

Insuch stable and recognized governments the question of their 
actual existence and organization and of their freedom. sover- 
eignty, and independence never arises when the President is called 
by his sense of duty to dur own people, or of respect for the peo- 


ple of the existing state, to recognize the transference of the pow- 
ers of government into new hands or to recognize the adoption 
| of new principles or plans of government. Suchchangesarerec- 
ognized by the President in such cases for purposes of our own 
security or convenience. <A de facto government in France dur- 


ing the revolution was the Government of the people of France 
and was their ruling power while it lasted as fully as the old 
monarchy had been; stillit was not a government with full and 
unquestioned sovereignty. It wasa defacto government possess- 
ing many of the powers of a de jure government, the exercise of 
which created valid, legal conditions that survived its downfall, 


| because it was, for the time, the actual possessor of the sovereign 
Every authority cited by the Senator may be safely admitted | 


| 
} 


ions expressed in controversial discussion, and yet none of them | 


solve or elucidate the questions presented on the facts stated in 
hese messages, or the facts not stated in them, that are also of 
great importance and are of common knowledge. 

The Senator insists, and I agree, that every case of recognition 


municipal powers of France asa state or nation, making the dis- 
tinction between the internal sovereignty of a country and its 
sovereignty in respect of its relation to a foreign power. 

In that sense such governments within an established state are 
sometimes called governments de jure; but when the government 


| is exercised over a territorial department torn from an established 


of the new Government depends for its justice upon the condi- | 
of these elements are included or created by their recognition as 


tion in which that Government is found at the time of the recog- 
nition. 

[ will here take occasion to remark that the time of recognition 
and the conditions which existed at that time constitute a state 
of facts upon which recognition is either justifiable or it is not. 

If a new or different form of government is set up by revolu- 
tion within a state with which we have diplomatic relations, or 


by a new dynasty within such state, or by a complete change of | 
the personnel of the ruling or governing authorities, the Presi- | 
dent, as the diplomatic or international representative of the | 


United States, can make effectual recognition, so as to place an 
obligation, which is not conelusive but is prima facie binding, on 
the other two departments of our Government—the judicial and 
the legislative. We have but three departments, and I make my 
argument with reference to that distribution of power. 

Its obligation as to Congress depends upon their acceptance of 
the effect of such recognition upon the political condition of the 
United States, the existing laws, and upon the general welfare of 
the people, but the recognition is effectual as a declaration of a 
political status that the courts will respect until Congress, in 
some legislative proceeding, has otherwise declared. 


The reason why Congress may thus reverse a recognition made | 
by the Exeentive, even in a case of the clearest right of the Presi- | 


dent to make it, is the fact that Congress has and exercises the 
supreme and paramount political power of the United States in 
all matters that are controlled by Federal law where the Consti- 
tution does not otherwise provide. 

The nation is a unit, as to its sovereignty, in respect of all for- 
eign relations and affairs, and Congress is the supreme represent- 
ative of that unit in foreign affairs, because it can declare war, 
enlist and support armies, and create and maintain navies with 
which to defend the country or enforce its authority against for- 
eign nations, including the enforcement of treaties by war. 

None of these things can be done by any other department of 
the Government of the United States, and that settles the ques- 
Hon as to the supremacy. 

As to the recognition of new states, created by secessions from 
existing states with which we are at peace, with which we hold 
full diplomatic relations, and of the legal effect and binding obli- 
gation of the recognition by the President of the lawfulness of 


such states, the scope and effect of his powers and his duties are | 


of quite a different character. 


The Senator from Massachusetts has adroitly omitted to notice | 


this manifest distinction in his learned disquisition, and quotes 


} *,% . . . : 
4uthorities to support the powers of the President in recognizing | 


&mere change of government in an existing state already rec- 
ognized by our Government in aceordance with our Constitution 
and laws, and applies them to the case of a new state that our 
Government has not recognized, which has been torn away from 
po weritony of an old state that our Government has fully rec- 
red, 

This adroit confusion of authorities, cited in support of his ar- 

gument, is particularly noticeable in his discussion of the mean- 


Ing and effect of x — io : 
applies the of the recognition of a de facto government. He 


and establishing 


principle of de facto recognition to the building up 
of the independence of seceding governments 





| 


| 
| 





| government, the elements of its organization, independence, and 


sovereignty remain to be established by future events, by facts, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts requires, and in that case none 


a government de facto. 

They must be so established by the seceding party before the 
President of the United States can make his recognition of them 
as free, sovereign, and independent states binding upon Congress 
as the lawmaking power or upon the Senate as the treaty-making 
power. He can not createa state of facts that does not exist, nor 
can he impose an estoppel upon Congress or the Senate against an 
inquiry as to the actual situation. 

In establishing its independence and sovereignty the seceding 
state can accept the aid of other governments or make alliances 
with them, but such governments can not hold the attitude of 
neutrals toward the mother government while they are inalliance 
with the seceding state. The seceding state, as ade facto govern- 
ment, may do many lawful acts toward the people within its com- 
mand, and other governments that recognize their de facto exist- 
ence may hold commercial intercourse with them not prohibited 
by the laws of war without giving to the mother government just 
cause for offense. 

But aid given by the President of the United States to the se- 
ceding state to support its withdrawal from the sovereignty of 
the mother government violates the de facto acknowledgment of 
the existence of such a government, so that it is in no sense ob- 
ligatory on any other department. It is unlawful under our neu- 
trality laws, and is therefore a void act. 

Neutrality, under the laws of nations, is the indispensable pred- 
icate and requirement that gives effect to any recognition of a 
government de facto or de jure bya third power. In the United 
States this is also the statute law. 

Such an acknowledgment is a distinct pledge of neutrality be- 
tween the seceding state and the mother government; and when 
it is accompanied with any act or purpose of giving aid or pro- 
tection to the seceding state against the mother government it 
is intervention; and if a state of hostilities exists between the ad- 
verse powers such intervention is war. 

In the neutrality defined by statute in 1794, on the earnest en- 
treaty of President Washington, we have the true statement of 
the American law on that subject, which no citizen of the United 
States is permitted to violate. 

Our Government was the first to crystallize into positive law 
the teachings of the great commentators on neutrality, who have 
been engaged in its development since the time of Grotius; but 
the great publicist had been met and defeated by the leading 
European powers whenever that high moral duty of nations stood 
in the way of their struggles for territorial aggrandizement. 

The American Revolution, while it was aided in its war of in- 
dependence by the active intervention of France and Holland, 
developed the necessity for the declaration of the law of neutral- 
ity that was enacted in 1794, amended and reenacted in 1818 and 
again in the Revised Statutes. 

No legislative act of Congress ever gave to our country a higher 
place among the nations or conferred upon mankind greater 
blessings than our laws of neutrality. 

They have become the laws of nations, in fact, that all govern- 
ments appeal to for the preservation of their territorial sovereignty 
and the peace of the world. 


ols 
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Self-denial, justice, and good will toward nations and men and 
nonintervention in the affairs of other nations for causes that are 
selfish and covetous are the commandments that our neutrality 
laws enjoin upon our Government, and we violate the earliest 
and noblest injunctions of our fathers and disappoint their high- 
est hopes when, in the name of neutrality, we practice armed in- 
tervention. When a canal concession is the purpose that we 
intend to accomplish in the recognition of a government de facto 
or de jure at Panama, we make our Government a party to the 
conflict between Colombia and Panama. 

Among the authors who have studied the history of all great 
modern nations on the subject of national recognition, I know 
of none whose statements and teachings are more worthy of 
confidence than those of Frederick W. Faxon, fellow in history 
of the University of Pennsylvania. 
thorities cited in the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts 
and many other original papers to which few have had access, 
relating to the action of many modern and ancient governments 
on the subject of neutrality and intervention, and has recorded 
the settled law and usage in a way that no student of public and 
international law will rashly dispute. 

I will present some extracts from his recent work on The In- 
dependence of the Southern Republics, on which I stand in this 
discussion, as the settled law of the United States: 


The absence of any well-developed theory of neutrality before the United 
States came into existence to render that service prevented the establishment 
= a theory of recognition, for this latter is-strictly dependent upon the 

ormer. 

The value of an instance of recognition as a precedent depends upon its 
nonpartisan character. It ‘isa matter which from its nature precludes any 
equivalent whatsoever. Either there is a reason for it, and it ought to be de- 
manded asa right, or it can not be asked for, and to grant extraordinary con- 
cessions as the price of obtaining it is to give them merely in return for the 
name and to change the substance for the shadow.” But this view of the sub- 
ject had not been takenin 1776. The United States had no hesitation in offer- 
ing a price for what they truly considered an effective service, though it was 
concealed under the name of recognition. 


According to the resolution of the King “to prevent their reunion with | 


the mother country,” treaties of alliance and commerce were signed at Paris 
on the 6th of February, 1778. In these is found the first recognition of the 
United States asindependent. In the wordsof the French ambassador, as he 
announced the treaties te the Court of St. James, there is an insolence so co- 
lossal as to be almostadmirable. In making this communication to the Court 
of London the King is | persuaded that it will find in it fresh proofs of 
His Majesty’s constant and sincere dispositions for e, and that His 
Britannic Majesty, animated by the same sentiments, will equally avoid every- 
thing that may interrupt their harmony, and that he will take, in particular, 
effectual measures to hinder the commerce of His Majesty's subjects with 
the United States of North America from being disturbed, and to cause to 


be observed in this respect the usages received between trading nations and | 


the rules that may be deemed subsisting between the Crowns of France and 
Great Britain. 


I think Mr. Hay must have found in that declaration of that | 


French diplomat the idea, if not the language, of his address to 
Colombia, informing her of the neutrality, good will, love, and 
affection of this Government, which was broken up by this affair 
at Panama, which he felt bound after all todisavow. He begged 
Colombia on his knees for peace for Panama; he went to the 
mother government, humbled himself there, and importuned for 
peace when he knew that the mother government could not effect 
peace in Panama unless he would withdraw his navy. 


But nothing was clearer in the minds of all concerned than that this recog- 


He has studied all the au- | 





nition was an act of war; that the colonies, in spite of their declaration, were | 


not in fact independent, and that it was the interest of France rather than 
regard for any rights of the insurgents that inspired the act. “I knew very 
well,” wrote a French ambassador from Madrid a few years later, *‘that one 
could not count on the gratitude of the United States, but that, however, 
repeated and recent favors formed ties which it would be at least difficult to 
break suddenly, and especially at the very period of their enjoyment.” 
Among the pees agents appointed by Congress to the courts of 
Europe was William Lee, who was commissioned in the summer of 1777 to 
Vienna and Berlin. 


ni 


nations. She is still 4,500,000 strong. She still has a territory 
larger than the State of Indiana. She still is recognized by aj] 
the governments of the earth as a free, sovereign, and independ. 
ent power, and not only by all other governments, but by this 
Government. We have to-day full, unabridged, unrestricted 
diplomatic relations with Colombia. So she is the mother goy- 
ernment of this Panama Republic, and we are not in any sense, 
according to Mr. Varilla’s statement, deprived of responsibility, 
either in fact or by the adoption of that Panama Republic, un- 
less we have created it by our own act. But this mother goy- 


| ernment of Colombia has the right to say to us—and that is the 


point we are on—that these conditions of power, of self-support, 
of waging military measures to protect its independence or its al- 
leged independence, and the power of governing the people within 
its own domain have been thwarted by our interference. Panama 
has no code except that of Colombia to govern it. 

The power to change those laws and all the vast retinue of 
powers that belong to a free and sovereign government do not 
exist in Panama. Surely that did not exist on the 18th of No- 
vember, 1903. Therefore Colombia has the right, under the law 
of nations, to consider the recognition as premature and—what? 
An act of war. Thatis her right. Whether she ought to exer- 
cise it is a different matter; whether she would be foolish if she 
attempted to exercise it is a different matter; but this right as yet 
stands unimpeached and unabridged under the law of nations. 

I quote again from Faxon: 

Thus the recognition by France and, in a less degree, that by Holland, for 
she refrained from acting until Britain had shown her own hand, were in- 
terventions dictated by self-interest in one form or another. 

If the interests of the third power are of such a nature as not to be affected 
by the struggle, she is not likely to be led into a premature recognition, or 
into — recognition, until the mother country, by her own action, has re- 
nounced her pretension to sovereignty over the new state by acknow|: g 
= independence, and as Great Britain did before we had actually whipped 

er. 

Cases of recognition will have great value in establishing the internat 


law upon the aunint only when the mother country delays this renu: 
beyond a reasonable time, so that third powers feel that they must re: 
the fact of independence in justice to themselves and to the new state. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perrvs in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. Only for a question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know that I understood the Senator 
correctly, but I understood him to say that the Republic of Pan- 
ama was not entitled to recognition by our Government until she 
had been recognized by Colombia. 

Mr. MORGAN. I said that if this Government recognized 
Panama prematurely, Colombia would have a right to consider 
that as an act of war. That is what I said, 

Mr. SPOONER. That I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all I said. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator differently. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; the Senator was mistaken. 


No valuable precedent in recognition occurred during the American Revo- 
lution or could have occurred, for Great Britain acted promptly h 
acknowledged the independence of her former colonies at a time w 
fact of their independence was not a matter beyond dispute and w 
own hopes were in no means destroyed, in spite of her loss of a considera 
ar 











my. 

No recognition before November 30, 1782, could have been other t 
intervention; none after that time can be considered of importance sive 4s 
an indication of European policy and commercial necessity. Before the A 
ministration of Washington began only three other European states ad 


| seen fit to open formal and regular relations with the United Sta 


Proceeding to the latter post, in spite of the protests of | 


the Prussian minister in the fall of 1778, he was — by the outbreak | 


of war between Prussia and Austria. He retired to Frankfort to await its 
outcome, and there amused himself by negotiating a treaty, unauthorized on 
his side and unconstitutional on theirs, with the pensionary and burgomas- 
ters of Amsterdam. 

It was an unfortunate transaction. His fellow-commissioners at Paris 
snubbed him well for the assumption of authority; and the draftof the treaty, 
captured at a later time among the papers of Henry Laurens, was made a 
casus belli by the English, notwithstanding every effort by the Dutch to dis- 
avow it. Holland, in spite of herself, was driven into war on account of that 
negotiation. 

he value of a precedent in recognition, it has been said, depends on its 
nonpartisan character. It also depends to a considerable degree upon the 
attitude of the mother country, for it is only before the mother country has 
brought herself to acknowledge the independence of her former territory 
that there can be any question as to the propriety of the recognition. 

Between the time of the declaration of independence, which in the case of 
the United States was the 4th of July, 1776, and the recognition of the same 
by the parent state, which in the same case occurred at the signature of the 
preliminary articles on the 30th of November, 1782, the third power in rec- 
ognition must consider two things—the fact of independence and the nature 
of its relations with the belligerents. If the former of these does not mani- 
festly exist—and in the case under discussion it did not—none can question 
the right in a moral ae of the mother country to consider the recognition 
as premature and an act of war. 


Colombia still has some rights in the world under the law of 


eS 


only two of them concluded treaties. 

he most serious diplomatic problem that had yet presented its: 
Administration of George Washington rose when the French R 
passes from the municipal stage into the international. The eve! 
oringing down upon France the wrath of Europe, aroused in t 
States a feeling of sympathy that might well have influenced a ¢ 
to make more of its treaty obligations to the distressed country an the 
Washington Government showed itself disposed to do. 

But Washington was profoundly impressed with the need of th 
States for a long period of uneventful development. As the wars 
he saw clearly how little they had to offer the United States and | 
they would check her growth if she allowed herself to become i! 
them. Realizing these dangers, he had little difficulty in convinc!: 
that the obligations of the treaty of 1778 with France did not apply ' 
ditions of 1792, and that the duties of the United States coincided 
terests in prescribing a policy of strict neutrality. 

The new French Government itself almost drove Morris to 
Without specific instructions he declined to pay the installments on 
ican debt to the Republic as they came due, and a letter of Le B: 
ing strongly on the identity of France, whatever her domestic fo! 
him to demand his passports. 


What about this debt due from the Panama Railroad Compa 
to Colombia of $250,000, which has been hitherto paid 1! ul) 
installments of a little over $6,000? Can we assert the 
here upon what took place on the 3d or 4th of Novem! cs 
the 18th of November, that we have relieved by our act ti ¢*" 
ama Railroad Company from the obligation to pay that wor) 
to Colombia? 
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Is it expected that an American court, when suit is brought to 
recover that money against this American corporation, will ever 
be found to say that what had taken place on the 3d or 4th of 
November in Panama, and the negotiation between M. Bunau- 
Varilla and Mr. Hay on the 18th of November, transferred the 
right to that debt, so that after that the railroad company was 
authorized to pay it to Panama instead of to Colombia, and that 
Panama could give a full acquittance in law for that debt? Is 
that ever expected to take place in this country? 


This action of Mr. Morris in refusing to pay the American debt to the new 
Government of France provoked an explanatory note from the French min- 
ister, so that the demand was withdrawn. . 

What was that French Government in the days of the Revolution as com- 
pared with the strength and power of the Panama Government on the 3d or 
4th of November or on the 18thof November? And yet that powerful French 
Government, in the midst of a revolution that had set fire to all France, to all 
of Europe, and to all the world, withdrew its demand for the payment to it 
of the meney that we had borrowed from the monarchy. 

“As to my personal opinions,” wrote Morris, in consenting to remain, 
“they are unimportant in an affair so serieus, but you ag be persuaded that 
I have never doubted the right which every people have of forming, to them- 
selves, such governments as they please.” 

Admitting fully thatright, as any American engaged in the Revolution 
would have admitted it, he still denied to this Government of France, a de 
facto government surely, the right to receive the money that we owed to the 
French State. He said: ‘You can not give a satisfactory acquittance of this 
debt, and we have got to wait until something happens that gives you the 
control of the sovereign power of France, to which we are responsible for 
this debt.’ 

He was much relieved when Jefferson, on learning of the suspension of the 
French constitution, wrote him instructions that approv his actions. 
“During the time of this suspension and while no legitimate government 
exists, we apprehend that we can not continue the payments of our debt to 
France, because there is no one authorized to receive it and to give us an un- 
objectionable acquittal.” Until further orders, Morris was directed to sus- 
pend payments, with the understanding that “this suspension [shall not] be 
continued one moment after we can see our way clear out of the difficulty 
into which their situation has thrown us.” 


These facts and conclusions have the support of the best au- 
thorities quoted by the Senator from Massachusetts, and I will 
again read the most important of them to the Senate. 

I feel indebted to the Senator for furnishing the authorities on 
which I rely to meet and overturn the arguments and conclusions 
that have cost him, and doubtless many of the scribes of the 
State Department, many days and nights’ weariness and hard 
labor. 

Iam glad to note that the learned Senator has so intimately 
connected neutrality with the right to recognize a government 
de facto or de jure in the following statement, which I will 
read: 

I think, Mr. President, we may accept it as settled by all the writers on 
international law, as a general proposition, that a revolted state or colon 
may under certain circumstances be recognized as sovereign and independ- 
ent by a neutral nation without thereby socenaneay departing from an atti- 
tude of strict neutrality or giving just cause of offense to the parent state. 
The conditions necessary before such a recognition of independence is proper 
have been clearly defined by competent authorities. 


_He there associates together recognition and neutrality, one en- 
tirely dependent for its virtue and even for its decency upon 
the combination of neutrality with recognition whenever it is 
made. If he had added that, in the absence of neutrality, recog- 
nition is intervention, he and I would be in full accord and would 
be happily sustained by the quotations I have made from Mr. 
Paxon’s work. 

The next quotation from the speech of the Senator, in which I 
fully concur, is from Lawrence’s Wheaton, page 48, note 19: 

Before a formal recognition by sending ambassadors and entering into 
treaties by foreign powers there should be a practical cessation of hostilities 
on the part of the old state which may long precede the theoretical renuncia- 
tion of her rights, and there should be a consolidation of the new state so far 
as to be in a condition of maintaining international relations with other coun- 
tries, an absolute bona fide possession of independence as a separate kingdom, 
not the enjoyment of perfect and undisturbed a test too severe 
for many of the oldest kingdoms—but there should be the existence of a gov- 
ernment acknowledged by the people over whom it is set, and ready to prove 
ae sponsibility for their conduct when they come in contact with foreign 

ations 

That is the Senator’s definition which I adopt. I must not, 
however, omit from the list of authorities quoted by the Senator 
one that I adopt as presenting in so strong a light the contrast 
bet ween an American government that had acautious regard for 
the duty and honor of the country and the action of the present 
Government in Panama, that I wonder what estimate he places 
on the party obligations of the majority in the Senate, who fol- 
low the President in the doctrines announced in his messages 
and in his law-defying course which he attempts to justify. 

John Quincy Adams, with a soul on fire for the independence 
of the South American states, held them to the strict law as to 
the right of recognition for eleven years, and then put upon 
record the following statements of the laws of nations under 
o hich he found his justification, which I will again lay before 

6 Senate. 
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from Massachusetts, which establishes all that I claim, as to the 
law of nations and as to the rules of propriety in its application: 


“We had not "— 
e says— 

‘‘ either directly or indirectly, excited the insurrection. It had been the spon- 
taneous act of the inhabitants and the natural effect of causes which neither 
the United States nor Europe could have controlled. We had lent no assist- 
ance to either party; we had preserved a strict neutrality. Butno European 
government could be surprised or displeased that in such a cause our wishes 
should be in favor of the success of the colonies or that we should treat as 
independent powers those among them which had in fact established their 
independence.” 

Mr. Adams, Secretary of State, in a note to Mr. Monroe, President of the 
United States, of August 24, 1816 (MSS. Monroe Papers, Dept. of State), de- 
fines in the following manner the conditions which would lead the United 
States to recognize the independence of a foreign government or nation: 

“There is a stage in such [revolutionary] contests when the party strug- 
gling for independence has, asI conceive, a right to demand its acknowledg- 
ment by neutral parties, and when the acknowledgment may be granted 
without departure from the obligations of neutrality. It is the stage when 
the independence is established as a matter of fact so as to leave the chance 
of the opposite party to recover their dominion utterly desperate. The neu- 
tral nation must, of course, judge for itself when this period has arrived.” 

Practically the same doctrine is found in a note of Mr. Jefferson, Secretary 
of State, to Mr. Morris, November 7, 1792 (MSS. Inst. Ministers). 

Of this the Senator quotes only a part. The other part, I think, 
would have disappointed the President’s argument very badly. 


“Tt accords with our principles”— 

He says— 

“to acknowledge any government to be rightful which is formed by the will 
of the nation substantially declared.” 

Mr. Adams had given a statement as to what ‘“‘ substantial”’ 
means. 

So, in a note to Mr. Anderson of May 27, 1823 (MSS. Inst. Ministers), Mr. 
Adams, Secretary of State, restates his position on this question. 

“ When a sovereign—”’ 

He says— 

‘has a reasonable hope of maintaining his authority over insurgents the ac- 
knowledgment of the independence of such insurgents would be an inter- 
national wrong. It is otherwise when such sovereign is manifestly disabled 
from maintaining the contest.” 

I can not help saying here that everybody in the United States 
knows that if to-morrow the fleets and the marines of the United 
States were drawn away from Panama, or if they had orders to 
confine themselves to operations along the actual line of commer- 
cial transit, the railroad, Colombia would march in there and 
capture those eight men who organized that Government and all 
of their followers—the Caribs, Chinamen, Indians, and negroes— 
and drive them out of the Isthmus or compel them to subjection 
to law. 

In such an attitude as that, Mr. President, the United States 
Government would have an honorable position; it would have a 
position in accordance with its treaty of 1846, in accordance with 
the laws of nations, in accordance with the teachings of George 
Washington and those of his contemporaries which I have read, 
and in accordance with the teachings of John Quincy Adams, 
who, perhaps, studied this question more profoundly than any 
other man in America has ever done, for the reason that for the 
large part of those eleven years when he withheld the recognition 
of the United States from the South American republics he was 
attacked politically and furiously by that magnificent orator and 
great statesman, Henry Clay, of Kentucky. 

Mr. President, I do not choose to follow the Senator in his fur- 
ther learned and elaborate quotations, none of which dispute the 
principles of law by which the Government is bound and to which 
it has adhered in every case that we have dealt with until the 
matter now under consideration as to the Republic of Panama. 
In this matter we have departed from them all, and we have got 
to reverse them all before we can find in constitutional or public 
law reasons on which to base the present attitude. 

The vast learning with which he arrays authorities that are 
mere repetitions of those as to which he and Iareagreed, as above 
stated, has onlya tendency to confuse the few and very clear prin- 
ciples to which we both consent. The value of the text in this 
case certainly is in the application. 

Is it conceivable that President Washington would have per- 
mitted a Secretary of State to send the arrogant and threatening 
messages that Mr. Hay sent to the Colombian Congress in 1903, 
or that he would have failed to inform Colombia that there was 
a conspiracy in Bogota as early as August, 1903, to bring about 
the secession of Panama if the Hay-Herran treaty failed of ratifi- 
cation, or to inform Marroquin that the Colombian Congress 
should act with perfect freedom on that question, and inform the 
conspirators that the United States would enforce the treaty of 
1846 and protect the sovereignty of Colombia over Panama? 

Would President Washington have put the two messages of 
President Roosevelt, in substance or in words, into the thirteenth 
article on the rights and duties of the United States as a neutral 
nation, which he submitted to his Cabinet on the 22d of April, 
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Can any American conceive of President Washington, under 


I read this as a very high authority, quoted by the Senator | like circumstances, directing his Secretaries of State and of the 
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Navy toissue the dispatches that were sent to the different offi- 
cers at Panama and Colon on the 3d, 4th, and 5th of November, 
1903? 

I can not take the time, nor have I the desire even, to examine 
the purport of those dispatches. Ido not think that any American 
can read them with pride or pleasure, especially the dispatch in 
which the Secretary of State directs Felix Ehrman to recognize 
the junta at Panama asa de facto government of the Department 
of Panama, which is styled the Republic of Panama. 

As this act is the essence of the whole unlawful drama on which 
the entire case depends, I will compare it succinctly with the 
laws of recognition and neutrality I have already discussed, as to 
which the Senator from Massachusetts is in agreement with me. 

I am especially gratified that the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who is said to hold the same relations toward President Roosevelt 
that Edward Livingston was said to hold toward President Jack- 
son, has selected from the many, far more incisive, and definite 
declarations of that great and honest man the following concise 
statement of the duty of our Government in the recognition of 
new states. 

We gain a breath of satisfaction and some confidence that 
the country will not be abandoned to new and perilous experi- 
ments in the whirl and turmoil of rough-rider diplomacy and 
rapid-fire military intervention, when the Lodge of this Admin- 
istration emulates the Livingston of Jackson’s Administration 
and quotes, approvingly, the following wise, honorable, and states- 
manlile declarations of duty and of propriety of action from the 
message of General Jackson, and the not less dignified and care- 
ful analysis of our powers, which he quotes from a report of Henry 
Clay to the House of Representatives: 


President Jackson, in his message to Congress of December 21, 1836, said: 

“Nor has any deliberate inquiry ever been instituted in Congress or in any 
of our legislative bodies as to whom belongs the power of originally recog- 
nizing a new state; a power the exercise of which is equivalent under some 
circumstances to a declaration of war; a power nowhere especially delegated 
and only granted in the Constitution as it is necessarily involved in some of 
the great powers given to Congress, in that given to the President and Senate 
to form treaties with foreign powers and to appoint ambassadors and other 
public ministers, and in that conferred upon the President to receive minis- 
ters from foreign nations. 

In the preamble to the resolution of the House of Representatives (the 
resolution referred to is as follows: “That the independence of Texas ought 
to be acknowledged by the United States whenever satisfactory information 
should be received that it had in successful operation a civil government 
capable of performing the duties and fulfilling the obligations of an inde- 
pendent power”) it is distinctly intimated that the expediency of recogniz- 
ing the independence of Texas should be left to the decision of Congress. In 
this view on the ground of expediency Iam disposed to concur, and do not, 
therefore, consider it necessary to express any opinion as to the strict con- 
stitutional right of the Executive either apart from or in conjunction with 
the Senate over the subject. It is to be presumed that on no future occasion 
will a dispute arise, as none has heretofore occurred, between the Executive 
and the legislature in the exercise of the power of recognition. It willalways 
be considered consistent with the spirit of the Constitution and most safe 
that it should be exercised, when probably leading to war, with the previous 
understanding with that body by whom war can alone be declared and by 
whom all the provisions for sustaining its perils must be furnished. 

On June 18 of the same year, and referring to the same matter of the inde- 

vendence of Texas, Mr. Clay, in a report from the Senate Committee on 
Sorcien Relations (8. Doc. No. 406, 24th Cong., Ist sess.), said: 

“The recognition of * * * an independent power may be made by the 
United States in various ways. First, by treaty; second, by the passage of 
a law regulating commercial intercourse between the two powers; third, by 
sending a diplomaticagent * * * with the usual credentials; or, lastly, by 
the Executive receiving and accrediting a diplomatic representative from 
the power in question, which would be a recognition as far as the Executive 
only is competent to make it.” 


A pro forma recognition, a prima facie recognition, an intro- 
ductory recognition. 

In the first and third modes the concurrence of the Senate in its executive 
capacity would be necessary, and in the second in its legislative character. 

Thatis where italsoinvolveda war. That was Mr.Clay’s report. 


The Senate alone, without the cooperation of some other branch of the 
Government, is not competent to recognize the existence of any power. 

The President of the United States, by the Constitution, has the charge of 
their foreign intercourse. Regularly he ought to take the initiative in the 
acknowledgment of the independence of any new power. But in this case 
he has not yet done it, for reasons which he, without doubt, deems sufficient. 


That is the case of the South American republics. 


If, in any instance, the President should be tardy, he may be quickened in 
the exercise of his power by the expression of the opinion, or by other acts, 
of one or both branches of Congress, as was done in relation to the republics 
formed out of Spanish America. 


follows: 

Resolved, That the independence of Texas ought to be acknowledged by 
the United States whenever satisfactory information shall be received that 
it has in successful operation a civil government capable of performing the 
duties and fulfilling the obligations of an independent power. 

Now, take these declarations as to the rightful powers of Con- 
gress in the recognition of the independence and sovereignty of 
new states, and contrast them with what the President has done 
and is doing in the usurpation of powers that rightfully belong 
to Congress in his dealings with Panama and Colombia, and the 
danger of his course is frightful when it is backed by a powerful 
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paaey organization, and is applauded and urged into reckless 
1aste of movement by every man in the country who thinks he 
sees a job for his advantage in public disturbances, and every 
man whose ideas of national power and glory are measured only 
by its aggressive and belligerent invasion of the rights of other 
nations. 

The President asserts, with an assumed boldness, that no one 
connected with the Government of the United States participated 
in the movement or conspiracy that gave birth to the Republic 
of Panama. 

Following his example, I will have read an extract from a news- 
paper correspondent. A large part of the President's message 
rests upon that class of material. I will have read an article 
signed by the initials ‘“‘F. C.,’’ which was sent on the 30th of 
November, 1903, by the special correspondent of the New York 
Evening Post. It has been printed all through the United States. 
If I can have the indulgence of the Senate to allow the Secretary 
to read the article, I shall be very much obliged. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(From the New York Evening rem. i} ‘a correspondence of the Evening 
‘ost. : 


PANAMA, REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, November 30 


So seldom can a republic be snap-shotted in the making that the true and 
veracious history of Panama ought to be set down. New York accounts 
it have been fragmentary. Washington accounts have been politic, oblique; 
you have felt that they did not touch upon realities. Here, among a sii 
and elated people, nothing isconcealed. The only thought is that there 
be told none of that which might reflect in the least upon the United s: 
Government. There isa fine pro-American bent to the population. To 
best Panamanians New York has long been the loveliest of cities and | 
United States the idealofa country. Only one of the de facto cabinet of 
new Republic is unable to speak English. Much of the population is from the 
British colony of Jamaica. Officers from the British war ship Amphion { 
ternize with American correspondents and naval officers, and amon 1 
Spanish or so-called natives of the Isthmus to be an American is to in 
social treatment such asonly Spanish courtesy is perfectinsupplying. W 
the native girl who made the first Panamanian flag said is truly illuminat 
of the attitude. “After Iam a Panamanian,” she told us, “Iam a Yank 

As it is written here the story of the revolution is as well authenticate 
it could be, if you accept the word of the signers of the declaration of i 
pendence of the junta of the provisional cabinet, of the admiral of the nv 
of all who participated. I think they are keeping nothing back. Altoget! 
itisa unique story. It begins in March, or perhaps May, of this year. (: 
trol of the trans-isthmian transportation (the great asset of this neck of la 
connecting two continents) had, as has been said, given the United Stat 
hold upon popular allegiance. She wasthe power which had to be respe 
Hers was the Government for which battles were stopped that trains u: 
her interests might — uninterruptedly upon their business. Here, as we!l 
as at Washington, the feeling was that, treaties to the contrary notwith- 
standing, it was somewhat quixotic for American marines to be landing al- 
ways for the practical support of Colombian sovereignty. 

The idea of American interference in behalf of the separate states was 
abroad in March. In May Dr. Amador talked about it to José Augustin 
Arango, lobbyist of the Panama Railroad, and to Tomas Arias, who held t 
electric-light concession. They took into confidence Federico Boyd, half 
British by descent; Constantino Arosemana, whose family had been fleeced 
by compulsory subscription to various “revolutions;” Ricardo Arias, brother 
of the electric-light man, and De Obarrio. Sometimes meetings were held 
at Amador's house; often at night in the electric-light back office down on 
the edge of the Bayof Panama. They kept their purpose close, fearing to let 
itout. Gen. Herbert O. Jeffries (I have it from himself) was “in the know” 
also; Arango was appointed to keep Colonel Black, United States Army en- 

ineer, copervieing the present digging of the canal at Culebra Cut, and 
Golonel Shaler, R. D. Prescott, Capt. J. R. Beers, leading officers of the Pana- 
ma Railroad, fully informed as to what was going forward. James Hyatt, 
of course, was also informed. Summercame. Colombia hesitated over the 
treaty. Dr. Amador sailed in August via Jamaica to Boston and then } 
ceeded to Washington. Mr. Hay, Secretary of State, was on his holiday l 
Amador could not see him. He told of his mission, however, to somebody, 
and went on to New York. 

There he consulted with M. Bunau-Varilla, agent of the Panama Canal 
Company. Both were staying at the Waldorf-Astoria, and held their confer 
ences there. ‘‘ Now, are you sure about this?" Iasked Seiior Arango, of tle 
junta. 

Jun Yes,” he answered. “Yes,” coincided Sefior Arias; ‘Doctor Amador 
talked with Varilla and others and was assured presently that the American 
Government would give support to a secession movement; not official 
course. General Jeffries has a letter, he says, in which President Roos: 
declares he’!l be damned if he will aid in any revolution.” But Doctor Ama 
dor believed in the authority of the utterances of Bunau-Varilla and went 
home ina fervor. “Put these papers in the safe,” he said to the returning 
purser of the Yucatan; “they are worth much—I would not lose them.” His 
narrative of the results of his mission to the United States was scarcely crec- 
ited in spite of the accompanying papers. Nevertheless, E. A. Morales, ©. A 
Mendoza, and J. Henriquez began to draft a declaration of independence for 
Panama, 

There were more conferences at Amador's house. Mrs. Amador bovame 
interested. (In all these Latin countries the women are fierce and effe tivo 
patriots.) José Gabriel Duque, Cuban born, but an American citizen, ec tor 
of the Star and Herald, went to New York and Washington. He went, |" '5 


Together with this report a resolution was submitted to the | s#id,on his own hook; and hespoke with Secretary Hay on September © \\ 0 


Senate from the Committee on Foreign Relations that was as | 


had, on August 28, been in conference with President Roosevelt at Oys' 
Bay. Three alternatives were discussed: One was to ignore Colombia, | 
ceed to construct the canal under the treaty of 1846 with New Granada, 
Colombia if she objected, and create the “independent government 0! 
ama.” Sefior Duque informed Secretary Hay that the revolution was t: 
place on September 23, the day after the adjournment of the Colombian ‘ 
gress. Mr. Hay is said to have replied—this is from a reportin Sefior Du 
newspaper—* that the United States could not lend aid to revolution 
carrying outa secession from the nation to which they belong.” “ Besic: 
Mr. Hay is said to have added, “ September 23 is much too early,” po'! 
out to Sefior Duque that a revolution coming the day after the expiratin! ' 
the treaty would be an absurdity, since revolutions usually require prep!" 
tion. *" 
The revolution did not come off on September 23. It was postpone: ' 
November 4. “On November 2 Admiral Glass was notified to go to ‘h 
Isthmus and, if necessary, occupy Ancon Hill with artillery. Various Am" 
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vessels were sent within striking distance. Meantime Doctor Amador 
x acolored design for a flag to Sefiorita Maria Emelia Ossa, his niece, and 
ed her to make a flag accordingly. Sefiorita Ossa is the betrothed of 
D. Prescott, agent at Panama of the Panama Railroad. Her parents are 
jean: she was born here, and, disregarding her father’s neutral position 
Chilean consul-general, has been ever an inspiring Panamanian, a liberal, | 
| 
| 


can 


. black-eyed, black-haired — woman of Frank Daniels’s ‘* The Office 
but brown eyed and full cheeked and brown haired, with the Moor- 
Nlood. “All the time I was sewing the flag,’’ she says, ‘‘I fancied endless 
columns of Colombian soldiers marching into the house.” But she finished 
it October 31, and it was first seen in New York on the City of Washington, 
one of the Panama Railroad's chartered steamships. 
‘On the evening of the day the flag was finished there was a final meeting 
of the conspirators at Doctor Amador’s house. Eight persons were present. 
They heard that Doctor Amador had telegraphed Varilla that everything was 
ww ready for the overturning. They adjourned with the remark that, “If 
arilla could move some American men-of-war to the Isthmus he. is some- 
ody and we can go ahead.” Inthe morning (November 1) arrived a reply 
rom Varilla, dated October 31, saying that American men-of-war would be 
1t the Isthmus immediately to keep transit open. Arias, on hearing this, 


r 
( 
o th a great liking for “ Yankees,” as she told us last evening. She is not 
¢) 
J 
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“What if Colombia changes her position and grants the treaty?” 
“Then,” was the answer, “we are all betrayed, and it is the end of us.” 
November 4 was fixed as the date for “the movement.” The work of en- 


listing the aid of Goverment officers was progressing. Admiral Varon, of the 
Colombian gunboat Twenty-first of November was won over with all his 
forces. General Huertas, commandant of the garrison, was found easy to 


approach because he is a Panaman by birth, has a Panaman wife, and 
has heard that he was to be transfer with all his troops to Barranquilla. 
Such a transfer would mean that he and his Goose would hereafter be paid 
in paper money, worth only a few cents on the dollar, as at Barranquilla there 
is no silver currency. To rid himself of officers and men he was not sure 
would enter the plot to revolt he pretended to have had a dispatch saying that 
revolutionists were landing at Cocla, down the coast. Then he sent off all | 
the distrusted officers and men to put down Cocla’s imaginary insurrection. 

Seior Melindes, of Colon, was called to Panama and asked to be ready to 
take the governorship of Colonon the 4th. About noon on the 2d the Nash- 

learrived at Colon. Everything then was favorable except that no Ameri- 
can war ship had appeared at Panama. Suddenly that evening, to the con- 

rnation of the plotters, the Colombian war ship Cartagena steamed into 
yearing some 500 soldiers, 50 clerks, and a new governor. 

Somebody had tipped off Bogota that a coup was planned, and Bogota had | 
dispatched these troops to replace the suspected garrison, clerks to do the 
work of untrue officeholders, and Gen. Pompillo Guitterrez to supplant Gov- 
ernor Obaldia. Governor Obaldia lived in the same house with Doctor Ama- 
dor, and they belonged to the same poker club, but “officially” he knew noth- 
ing of theconspiracy. Everybody saysso. Colombia, nevertheless, had pre- 
pared to remove him. 

e Cartagena’s outfit, civil and military, was landed at Colon, leaving 
command to Colonel Torres. The generals boarded a train for Panama. 
This city was in a ferment. The revolutionists thought the jig was up. 
What should be done? Now, General Huertas, in command of the garrison, 
had fought under Gen. Herbert O. Jeffries. Huertas lost his right arm servy- 
ing with this New Yorker of Virginian antecedents, who was one of Roose- | 
velt’s political helpers when Roosevelt first ran for the assembly of the 
twenty-second district of Manhattan. -Huertas said to Jeffries, “* Will you 

by if I deliver the garrison to the revolutionists?” ‘Sure,’ answered 




















| 
| 

Then Jeffries went to the nonplused revolutionists and declared, “You | 
have arrived at the time described in an old Spanish saying—you have got to 
gi e birth now or burst.” Mrs. Amador, who had been the soul of the revo- | 

ution, besought her husband to take his ceportanity. | 
now,” she insisted. A dispatch came from Colon. R. D. Prescott while pre- | 
tending to make a purchase conveyed the telegram to the hand of the head 
of the Brandon firm. It said that the Panama Railroad had refused to trans- | 
port the Colombian troo | 
tookheart. They would goon. At5 o'clock they would serenade the Colom- 
bian generals, and then after dinner the generals would be seized and the 
uae band which had welcomed them would sound the tocsin of the revo- | 
ution, 

This plan was superfluous. On arriving,the generals went down to the 
barracks after noon to see General Huertas. One version of what happened 
is this: They greeted General Huertas, who offered them wine. They pro- 
posed a toast. Invaded by a fear that when he raised his one good arm to 
drink the Colombian generals would take advantage of him andrun a sword 
through him, he said, “One moment.” He left the room, gave orders for a | 
company of soldiers to go in and put the newly arrived officers under arrest. | 
The arrest was made and the prisoners turned over to the police, to be kept | 
in jail. Revolution was declared; the populace rejoiced; the flag of Seiiorita | 
Ossa was unfurled. 

At Colon the Colombian troops waited on the wharf. Over the Panama | 
Railroad telephone their commander called up Sefior Arango, lobbyist for the | 
sent and one of the junta, and demanded that his generals be sent back 

© him, 

“They will not be released,” roan Sefior Arango. 

.. Then come down here and fight,” suggested Colonel Torres. 

.. We will to-morrow,” said Arango. 

No, to-day,” urged Torres. 

But the railroad refused to fetch the revolutionary troops to Colon or to 
send the Colombian troops to Panama. Two eager armies were kept apart 
by the casual order of the superintendent of a little 48-mile railway. 

Next camea message by telephone, asking the custodians of the Panama | 
treasury (containing $140; silver) whether they would stand for an ar- 
rangement whereby Colonel Torres could be 
peaceably. Isaac Brandon & Son and Henry 
dians of the money which had come into the possession of the revolution, re- 

lied,“ Yes." Then Melindes, of Colon, took Colonel Torres to the café of the 
otel Washington, and, after a few drinks, Colonel Torres pounded his fist 
on the table and announced theatrically, “At 2 o'clock every American in 
olon would be killed if Generals Tobas and Amaya were not at once freed | 
and sent back to Colon.” This word went out to the American ship Nash- 
ville. _Marines were sentashore. “Jimmie” Hyatt asked forarmsfor Amer- | 
| ne citizens. The Nashville supplied them. Some 43 Americans, including 
© marines, piled bales of cotton on flat cars at the door of theadobe freight | 
Tm and were ready. The soldiers were on the wharf. The hour passed. 
* nen Colonel Torres took $8,000 and embarked his troops on a passenger 
heen bound for Cartagena. His own portion, after formally “paying 
me wages of the soldiers,” is said to have been $5,000. 
ese drop of a hat would have precipitated shooting on the second day of 
hs. a Colonel Black, Uni States Army, canal inspector, took com- 
thea of the Americans at the railway station, and removed the cars from 
sn Tacks so that the Colombians could have no rolling forts or Trojan 
ses. Colonel Torres apparently expected until the last moment that the 


“You must go on 


acrossto Panama. Hearing this, the revolutionists 


t to depart with his troops | 
shman, bankers, and custo- 





| relative of his, Henry Ehrman, was in the bank in a position 


captured Colombian generals would be returned to him, but when he found 

that he was hemmed in, he accepted the money and embarked his tro ps. 

Colonel Black, thereafter, was the first to raise Panama's flag. , 
In this very modern and unique revolution the schedule of prices was as 

follows: 

For General Huertas -- 





P 1 : bbb gous Raves nGetnd Smased sduecssccceseocetcctese $25,000 
lal inert ns dd i eet dnnieene ea eent sande eameun 25, 000 
a wneeectanmemdiading awaiminemanc 8. 000 





This makes a total of $53,000. For judges, postmasters, et al., a lot more 


was paid. All that was in the treasury went out. One of the junta was 
asked if it was true that General Huertas had declined to receive the $25,000, 
preferring a place under the new Government. “Henever refusesanything,” 
was the response. 7 

Admiral Varon has an undersecretaryship in the war department. Gen- 
eral Huertas is in command of the army, which has been reduced from 3,500 
to 1,800. General Jeffries isthe admiral of the Panama navy. I believe this 
to be an impartial inside account of the overturning—absolutely true. This 
narrative, of course, does not deal with causes and grievances. 

F.C. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President. that letter, signed “‘ F.C.,” of 
course can be traced to the man who wrote it. It was printed on 
the 8th of December, 1903, in the New York Evening Post, which 
isa highly respectable journal, and has stood in print from that time 
to this and been circulated and referred to throughout the United 
States by a great many people. If it is not a true statement, it 
challenges the attention of the Government of the United States, 
and more particularly of the Government of Panama, to have this 
matter corrected. Noone,so far as I have heard or observed, has 
made any statement contrary to the statement made by this cor- 
respondent. 

It. stands in the public estimation either as a confessed trnth or 
as something so entirely absurd and on its face so false as that it 
requires no reply. I had it read for the purpose of showing that 
an accusation had been made in this formal, open way, through 


| this important journal, and over a signed name, or in an article 
| signed by initials, that two officers of the Government of the 


United States had participated in this affair. 

The President said that no officer of the United States had par- 
ticipated. If this letter makes a correct statement, two officers 
participated—Colonel Black, in taking command of the citizens 
there, armed, probably, with the muskets which had been sent 
from New Orleans along during the latter part of the summer 
and also in raising the Panama flag. 

I can scarcely conceive that an officer of the United States Gov- 


> 


| ernment would have any official business in Panama in raising the 
| flag of a government in secession against the mother governmen 


of Colombia, with whom we were on terms of peace and amity, 
and whose minister was then quietly residing in Washington and 
seemed to have been entirely uninformed of the situation in 
Panama, and we know the Government of Colombia was unin- 
formed. They never knew about the situation there until Minis- 
ter Beaupré notified them officially of that fact in delivering a 
letter to him that was sent by the Secretary of State. 

Now, there was another officer of the United States also impli- 
cated in this matter directly, if the statements of this and other 
correspondents can be relied upon, and certainly they create a case 
which demands examination and refutation, if they are untrue. 


| This paper states that a certain bank in Panama, under the control 


of Mr. Henry Ehrman, was the depository of the government of 
Panama, under Colombia, of her public funds, and that they had 
$140,000 in the treasury. He states that the officers of that bank 
gave a pledge, in advance of the actual movement, that they 
would furnish the money for certain specified purposes which are 
here stated, and thatthey did furnishthemoney. The writer says: 

= this very modern and unique revolution the schedule of prices was as 
ve > Huertas, $25,000. 

He is a young negro who had risen in Colombia to the rank of 
&@ general. 

For Admiral Varon, $25,000. For Colonel Torres and troops, $8,000. 

Those were the Colombian troops during the occupation. 

It has been stated by all the correspondence I have read about 
this affair in Panama that Colonel Torres did accept the money. 


This makes a total of $58,000. For judges, postmasters, et al.,a lot more 
was paid. All that wasinthetreasury wentout. One of the junta was asked 
if it was true that General Huertas had declined to receive $25,000, preferring 
a place under the new government. ‘“ He never refuses anything,” was the 
response. 

Admiral Veron has an undersecretaryship in the war department. Gen- 
eral Huertas is in command of the army, which has been reduced from 3,500 
to 1,800. General Jeffries is the admira! of the Panama navy. I believe this 
to be an impartial inside account of this overturning, absolutely true. This 
narrative, of course, does not deal with causes and grievances. 


Now, Felix Ehrman, who was a Frenchman by nativity and was 
appointed consul at Panama from Louisiana, is the man to whom 
Secretary Hay addressed the dispatch and authorized him to rec- 


| ognize the de facto government in Panama whenever in his opin- 


ion the people of Panamasupportedit. Thatis the only declaration 
which ever has been made of an official character as to the inde- 
pendence of Panama. Felix Ehrman was the comptroller and 
principal capitalist and owner and director of that bank. Some 
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subordinate to the board of directors, probably the president of it. 
These statements have been made 7 various men who have writ- 
ten to the great public journals of this country from Panama. 

Mr. President, in order to give a further idea of the accuracy 
and reliability of the statement by correspondents from Panama 
I will introduce, if the Senate will allow me, as an ap ndix to 
my remarks, without having it read, a signed article o Mr, Mer- 
rill A. Teague, dated at Panama, December 10, 1903, who signed 
it as staff correspondent of the Courant, of Hartford, Conn., a 
posse formerly—I do not know how it is now—published and 

argely owned by one of our colleagues in the Senate, the honor- 
able Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
on—I do not know him personally 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The same article I think has appeared ina 
number of different journals in the country. I observe that Mr. 
Teague is printing what I suppose to be syndicate letters upon 
this subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It was published in the New York Trib- 
une, the Indianapolis Journal, and other papers. 

Mr. MORGAN. It seems to have wide circulation. But 
the Courant says in the heading of this article, ‘‘ Staff correspond- 
ent of the Courant.’’ So it adopts him as staff correspondent of 
that paper, and he signs his name to the article and dates it at 
Panama. He goes on to give a very strong corresponding state- 
ment to that which has just been read of the transactions in 
Panama. This I will also in the same way, without reading, in- 
sert as an appendix to my remarks. 

Then, if the Senate will permit me, I will introduce letters from 
Colon and from Panama that were addressed to several of the 
great leading journals of the United States. Some of the most 
important of them were addressed to the New York Tribune, 
which is under the conduct and editorial control of one of the 
greatest and most distinguished Republicans in the United States, 
Hon. Whitelaw Reid. I do not suppose, I can not suppose, that 
that gentleman would permit any correspondent from any part of 
the world to put a statement into the Tribune that was unjust 
and incorrect, particularly toward an Administration of which 
he is a warm supporter and admirer. I will put in the testimony 
of correspondents of various newspapers, leading journals of New 
York, without reading them. I take it that there is sufficient evi- 
dence lying underneath these different letters to show that we 
have through an unofficial source, but from eyewitnesses and 
close inquirers, a really authentic account of all that took place 
in Panama. 

That comprises, Mr. President, the facts upon which this recog- 
nition was based, except so far as it was stated by the President 
in his two messages to Congress. That evidence, taking it for 
true, shows that the Government of the United States could not 
possibly, out of respect for its own statute laws of neutrality in 
1794 and continued down to the present date, recognize the exist- 
ence of a government de facto there for the reason that the recog- 
nition was necessarily an intervention. The purpose of the Presi- 


Mr. Teague goes 


dent, which is undeniable and which he does not pretend at all to | 


conceal, in making this recognition was to get the canal at Panama. 


For that purpose he was moved by his conviction that it was a | 


very great national and universal necessity. He puts himself there 


in the attitude of the sponsor and protector of universal civiliza- | 


tion with all of its rights across that Isthmus to sustain himself 
in that grand conception. 

Then, again, the President in his message, and in various pas- 
sages which I will not stop to quote—it is unnecessary to do so— 
shows a feeling of very strong, earnest, deep-seated resentment 
toward the Government of Colombia after the failure of the 
Hay-Herran treaty, and charges upon that Government that it 
was an act of moral delinquency that the Colombian Congress 
did not ratify that treaty, which Congress was not even in exist- 
ence at the time the treaty was made. The President shows that 
he is embroiled with Colombia, and he is in a towering rage to- 
ward that Government for not having acquiesced in the arrange- 
ment made between him and Marroquin. 

This purpose—the actual purpose, the grant of the canal con- 
cession—which it then turned out could not be got in any other 
way than by tearing Panama loose from the mother Government 
oul making it an independent state, is not in the slightest degree 
consistent with the laws of the United States, which in all their 
injunctions command all the officers of this Government to ob- 
serve honest, sincere neutrality toward all foreign powers. 

Therefore it establishes the proposition on which I rest this 
case, so far as the duty of Congress and so far as the right and 
power of the President to estop Congress from inquiring into the 
actual situation are concerned, upon the fact that in that recog- 
nition given by the President of the United States there was a 
distinct purpose, which he announced was of vast benefit to the 
people of the United States to be thereby accomplished, and that 
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changed it from the neutral declaration of a de facto government 
into an act of actual intervention. 

If no canal route had been at Panama, and if the protection of 
the transit by the railroad had been the only incentive to the ac- 
tion of the President, Panama would never have been recognize) 
by the President de facto, or de jure, and that junta of four citi- 
zens of the United States and four other citizens of the world 
would have been left to their own resources. 

Now, that intervention was not peaceful. It was not intended 
to be peaceful. It was coercive. It was an intervention of 
duress. More than that, it was an intervention of threat, an in- 
tervention of actual ———- Here is one officer of the United 
States raising the flag for that new republic, and another officer 
of the United States and the very consul who recognized this de 
facto government, engaged there as a controlling man in a bank, 
that agreed beforehand to rob the treasury of Panama or the 
treasury of Colombia, as the case might be, of the money that 
was necessary to get rid of Torres and send him off with his 
troops, and also to buy the allegiance and the subordination of 
the other men whom the President said he was informed were 
opposed to the Government of Colombia in Panama while they 
were in its service and wearing its uniform. . 

Have I leave to put in these papers as an appendix? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator if the fact to which 
he has just referred in connection with Consul-General Ehrman’s 
payment of money to Colonel Torres is supported by the excerpts 
from newspapers which he now submits? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; it is stated there. I do not know 
whether it is true or not. It has been stated for days and weeks. 

Mr. CULLOM. In what paper is it stated? 

Mr. MORGAN, I shall have to go over them. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it in a newspaper or an official document? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, a newspaper. There is no official docu- 
ment on the subject. I appeal to the same class of authorities 
the President of the United States appeals to to sustain his posi- 
tion down there. He appeals to papers, and I have a right to do 
the same thing, I suppose. 


Before leaving this branch of the case, or the branch in which 
I made some observations on the subject of the law, I wish to 
read two decisions, or parts of two decisions, of the Supreme 
Court of the United States to show that the authority cited by 
the Senator from Massachusetts as to the courts following the 
lead of the a authorities in matters of this kind is not 
based upon the court having ascertained in any case the merits of 
the proposition, buf upon the fact that the court feels itself 
bound to follow Congress or the authorities of the executive de- 
partment when they are sufficient to create a prima facie case of 
recognition as a matter of duty, not questioning a situation that 
has been created by the political department of the Government. 
The courts take that ground in order to prevent a conflict between 
the different departments of the Government of the United States. 
In order to make that matter very clear, I will read extracts from 
two decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

First. in the case of The United States v. Palmer, 3 Wheaton, 
in which Chief Justice Marshall delivers the opinion, the court 
say: 


Those questions which respect the rights of a part of a foreign empire 
which asserts and is contending for its independence, andthe conduct which 
must be observed by the courts of the Union toward the subjects of su ‘ 
tion of an empire who may be brought before the tribunals of this country, 
are equally delicate and difficult. 

As it is understood that the construction which has been given to the act 
of Congress will render a particular answer to them unnecessary, the r 
will only observe that such questions are generally rather political ' 
galin theircharacicr. They belong more properly to those who can 
what the law shaii be; who can place the nation in such a position wi! 
spect to foreign powers as to their own judgment shall appear wise; t 
are intrusted all its foreign relations, than to that tribunal whose pow 
well as duty, is confined to the application of the rule which the seg 
may prescribe for it. 

In such contests a nation may engage itself with the one party 
other; may observe absolute neutrality; may recognize the new st: 
solutely, or may make a limited recognition of it. The proceeding in 
must depend so entirely on the course of the government that it is ( 
to give a precise answer to questions which do not refer to a part 
nation. It may be said generally that if the government remains 0: l 
and recognizes the existence of a civil war its courts can not consiccr 4 
criminal those acts of hostility which war authorizes and which the 

overnment may direct against its enemy. To decide otherwise wou! 

etermine that the war prosecuted by one of the —— was unlawful, 
would be to arraign the nation to which the court belongsagainst the party. 
This would transcend the limits prescribed to the judicial department 

It follows, as a consequence, from this view of the subject, that pers 
vessels employed in the service of a self-declared government, thus a 
edged to be maintaining its separate existence by war, must be perm'' 
prove the fact of their being actually employed in such service by the s\™ 
testimony which would be sufficient to prove that such vessel or perso! \\ * 
employed in the service of an acknowledg ed state. Thesealof suchacknow’ 
edged Paes can not be permitted to prove itself, but it may be prv** 
by such testimony as the nature of the case admits, and the fact that suc’ 


vessel or person is so employed may be proved without proving the see 
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I call the attention of my brother Senators, particularly those 
upon the Committee on Foreign Relations, to that statement, 
that the seal of such acknowledged government can not be per- 
mitted to prove itself, but it may be proved by such testimony as 


the nature of the case admits. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Alabama 
will please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Ala- 
bama will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Alabama may be al- 
lowed to proceed. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
the opinion of the Supreme Court in the case of The Estrella. 
is in 4 Wheaton: 

Mr. SPOONER. A prize case? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. The court say: 

It has been attempted, but without success, to distinguish this case, in 

rinciple, from several which have already been decided in thiscourt. We 
ve been told, as heretofore, that to the courts of the nation to which the 
captor belongs and from which his commission issues exclusively ee 
the right of adjudicating on all captures and questions of prize. This is not 
denied, nor has the court ever felt any disposition to intrench upon this rule, 
but, on the contrary, whenever an occasion has occurred, as in the case of the 
Invincible (1. W., 238), it has been governed by it. 

A very queer proposition arises just in this connection. What 
would President Roosevelt do with a court in Colombia that 
would condemn a prize taken by one of her ships from one of 
the navigators of Panama? Would he be willing to admit that 
that court had jurisdiction over the national vessel of Panama? 
Or, if a national ship of Panama were to make prize of a Colom- 
bian ship as matters stood on the 18th of November, would he ad- 
mit that the vessel could be condemned in a prize court of Panama? 
Panama had no judicial system on or before or since that day up 
to the present time. 


It 


We are going too fast in this matter, Mr. President. Thereare | 
a great many collateral questions that tangle themselves up with 


this action of ours, and for which we shall be held to account 
some of these days in a way more serious than any of us at pres- 
ent apprehend. We had better go a little slowly. The court 
continue: 


Not only is it a rule well established by the customary and conventional 
law of nations, butit is founded in good sense, and is the only one which is 
salutary and safe in practice. It secures to a belligerent the independence 
to which every sovereign state is entitled, and which would be somewhat 
abridged were he to condescend so far as to permit those who bear his com- 
mission to appear before the tribunals of any other country and submit to 
ele inleeraere or control the orders and instructions under which they 

ave acted, 

It insures also not only to the belligerent himself, but to the world at 
large, a great degree of caution and responsibility, on the part of the agents 
whom he appoints; who not only give security to him for their good be- 
havior, but will sometimes be checked in a lawless career by the considera- 
tion that their conduct is to be investigated by the courts of their own na- 
tion, and under the very eye of the sovereign under whose sanction they are 
committing hostilities. In this way also is a foundation laid for a claim by 
other nations of an indemnity against the belligerent for the injuries which 
their subjects may sustain by the operation of any unjust or improper rules 
aie he may think proper to prescribe for those who act under his au- 

1iority. 


De facto governments have responsibilities, although they have 
not got sovereignty. 


But general and firmly established as this rule is, it is not more so than 
some of the exceptions which have grown out of it. A neutral nation which 
knows its duty will not interfere between belligerents so as to obstruct 
them in the exercise of their undoubted right to judge, through the medium 


The next authority from which I will read is | 








of their own courts, of the hy me of every capture made under their re- | 
e 


spective commissions, and to decide on every question of prize law which 
may arise in the progress of such discussion. 

Were the Governments of Panama and Colombia belligerents 
on the 3d and onthe 4th day of November, 1903? 
dent, in his message, says that if he had not interposed there 
would have been bloodshed to an unimaginable extent between 
the civil authorities, or the authorities, whatever they may be 
called, of the Republic of Panama and the Government of Co- 
lombia. He affirms that fact and makes it one of the excuses for 
his intervention. 

_ Then there was war between Colombia and Panama at the very 
time that he intervened. More than that, on the next day but 
one a ship of war of Colombia appeared with its flag in the bay of 
Panama and fired upon the city and upon the fort in order to re- 
duce it to obedience, and would have done so, but our ships warned 
— off. They had no artillery of any character that could reply 

© it. 

There was actual war between Colombia and Panama at the 
very moment of our recognition of the de facto government there, 
our recognition being attended with a motive that was so irresist- 
ible in the mind of the President that he even boldly defies and 
refuses obedience to the Spooner: law in order to get a chance to 
get at these people with his guns and ships. Motives, purpose, 
acrimonious feeling, bitter hatred, and revenge characterize every 

















The Presi- | 





step that he took in this matter. The world knows it, and the 
world is not going to allow it to be disputed that that was the 
situation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator criticise the action of the 
representatives of the United States in warning the gunboat to 
which he refers to desist from shelling Panama? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do, when we consider the reason why they 
were there. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator maintain the proposition 
that the gunboat, no matter for what reason it was there, would 
be justified under the law of nations in shelling a city without 
giving the usual notice to women and children and noncombat- 
ants to enable them to retire from it? 

Mr. MORGAN. That was not the reason we assigned, and 
therefore I am not disposed to debate any reasons that were not 
assigned. The reason that we assigned was that they were there 
firing upon the fort and the city against the will of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. They were not ordered to stop firing 
until they had given notice, but they were ordered off. 

Mr. SPOONER. My understanding of the fact is not that 
which the Senator understands. 

Mr. MORGAN. My remarks apply to my understanding of 
the facts, and I state them. Can the Senator state anything dif- 
ferent? 

Mr. SPOONER. My understanding of the fact is that the gun- 
boat was given that notice because it was a violation of the rule 
of civilized warfare. 

Mr. MORGAN, Then why were they ordered off? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know that they were ordered off. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know; at least I know about it just as I 
know about everything else down there, and as all of us know 
about anything there. The Administration closed the door and 
put a lock on it. We can not get into the facts. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know this. and I know the Senator knows 
it, that there is not a government in the world which, under the 
circumstances, would not have been justified in putting a stop to 
that bombardment. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
the United States with shipping in that harbor. 
not do it? 

Mr. SPOONER. It was proper for us to do it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was considered to be our duty because we 
were in a position which made it necessary in order that we 
should prevent any possible damage being done to the troops or 
the fort at that place in Panama. We were belligerents, and 
that is the reason of it. 

But that is only one incident in the belligerency. We have the 
ordering off of the troops of Torres, buying up their commander and 
getting him to go back to Cartagena; the refusal to admit General 
Reyes when he came there to land upon the soil of Panama unless 
he would first admit the independence of Panama; the guarding 
of the coast; the refusal to permit the flag of Colombia to appear 
in the harbor of Colon. 

There has been no fact at Panama since the 2d of November 
that tended to show the existence of a state of peace between 
Panama and Colombia, or between the United States and Co- 
lombia. 

If the flag of Colombia should appear in the harbor of Colon 
without the express sanction and protection of the United States 
Government the people of Panama would fire upon it. 

No, we need not be engaged in hairsplitting on the question 
as to whether hostilities existed there. 

They existed there between Colombia and Panama; and when 
the Government of the United States interposed its force and re- 
fused to permit Torres and his troops to go from Colon to Pan- 
ama by any route, land or rail, the Government of the United 
States made itself a party to that war, as it did when it recog- 
nized, through Mr. Ehrman, the de facto Government of Panama. 

These recognitions, these acts of hostility, these acts of defiance 
and violation of the statute laws of the United States were all in 
nearly the same instant of action. They followed each other so 
rapidly or were so connected together that it is impossible to sep- 
arate between them. They were, in fact, one act, and unquestion- 
ably a prearranged act. 

I will leave that part of the case just there, and I hope, Mr. 
President, that as long as I live I shall never be compelled to ad- 
vert to it again, because I really think it is the most unfortunate 
chapter in the history of the United States. 


There were several governments there besides 
Why did they 


024 


Now I come to the Hay-Herran treaty. Ido not propose to dis- 
cuss its terms. I want to take the outside of it, like the President 
does and like the Senator from Massachusetts does, and as we all 
do and have done in the discussion before the Senate. 

The Hay-Herran treaty was a war breeder because of its pro- 
visions for the participation of Colombia in the military, police, 
judicial, and hygienic control of the canal zone. 

That is what I have to say about the Hay-Herran treaty. 


It was a shell loaded with explosives, with a clockwork of ma- | 


chinery that would certainly set it off. 


The friction match that would ignite the explosives was the | 


cupidity, jealousy, suspicion, resentment, and vanity of the peo- 
ple of Panama, backed and supported by the arrogance and the 
il} will of the leaders at Bogota, and kept in constant intermed- 
diing and interference by the Jesuit priests and their following. 


{ believe that is a true historical synopsis of the situation in | 


Colombia as to the Hay-Herran treaty. 

The rejection of this treaty by the Colombian Congress is re- 
sented by the President on the ground of its extreme liberality to 
Colombia. It was dangerously lax and unguarded inits plan and 
provisions, if that is to be set down to the credit of liberality. It 
was so dangerous to the operation of a canal and so contrary to 


through every utterance of the Government and of every repre- 
sentative of the Government for more than thirty years that I 
knew that it would at once produce friction, then discord, then 
strife, then collision, and at last war with Colombia. ; 


We now see, from the denunciations of Colombia and their | 


Government in messages of the President, and in speeches at ban- 
quets by the Acting Secretary of State, which the President has 
applauded in a letter addressed to the Secretary, that it is realized 
by the Administration that the Hay-Herran treaty was not only 
a& War measure in its machinery, but it must have been such in 
its contemplated action. 

Its rejection has prevented war with Colombia that must have 


resulted from the attempt to put into operation the following | 


stipulations, viz: 


our property in the canal zone against all disturbance and the 
lives and safety of our people there against any violence, and to 
order off our land and naval forces when Colombia chose to issue 
such command. 

2. That treaty provided for joint judicial control, within the 
canal zone, by a bench of judges chosen by both Governments, 


tribunal should enforce by its judgments and decrees. 

3. It provided for joint police control and hygienic protection of 
the canal zone. 
possible to justly or effectually enforce, which it is not now neces- 
sary to giate. 

The afiswer made by the Senate to amendments that corrected 
these elements of discord and war was that time would cure these 
difficulties and that the Colombian Congress would not ratify the 
treaty if a single word of it was changed. 

They were rejected as being unnecessary, in point of fact, be- 
cause in practice the United States would enforce them. 

Thus we tendered to Colombia a treaty that we did not intend 
to observe, and Colombia knew it as wellas we did. The Co- 


lombian Congress saw this as plainly as did the Senate of the | 


United States, and they knew that the Hay-Herran treaty was a 
pitfall. 
; When our Secretary of State, through our minister, Mr. Beau- 
pré, notified Colombia that not a word in that treaty must be 
changed, it is to the credit, at least, of the Congress of Colombia 
that they refused to consider it. They discovered duplicity in its 
provisions and imperious arrogance in that demand of the Secre- 
tary of State, and all parties in Colombia rose up against it. 
That was the report of Mr. Beaupré to our Government before 
the treaty had been published in Colombia, that all those parties, 


did not believe in the sincerity of our statements. 


would not have been war. 
doffing of caps, a sheathing of swords, and the humble bow of 
apology. But Colombia is held tosevere account because her Con- 
gress, which was not in existence when we ratified the Hay-Herran 
treaty, refused to consider it. 

We do not pretend to have any understandin 
with that Congress in negotiating that treaty wit 
as to its ratification. 

Such was the state of facts when, in 1903, the uprising of the 
Liberals all over Colombia was repressed in Panama, by the assist- 
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It made other provisions that were quite as im- | 


or agreement | 
Marroguin or | 
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ance of our President, and a Congress waselected, under the proc- 
lamation of Marroquin, to consider the Hay-Herran treaty. That 
Congress had no part in negotiating the treaty, which was ratified 
by our Senate before they were elected. 

Whatever the President of the United States and Marroquin 
may have agreed upon, the Congress of Colombia was at perfect 
liberty to accept or reject under their oaths to support the con- 
stitution of that State. , 

It is for this alleged breach of duty that the Congress of Colom- 
bia is publicly and violently accused of ingratitude and breach of 
faith by the President of the United States and the Acting Sec- 
retary of State, and by the alleged minister plenipotentiary of 
the Republic of Panama. 

The constitution of Colombia ordains as follows: 


TitLe I, Art. 4. The territory, together with the public property therein 
contained, belongs exclusively to the nation. 
The sections which composed the Colombian Union, and were called States 


| and national Territories, shall continue to be pore of the territory of the 


Republic of Colombia, retaining their present limits under the name of De- 


partments. 
Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 


s i | bama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
the right of exclusive control of a canal that we have demanded | 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
Mr. QUARLES. I do not wish to disturb the Senator, i +t I 
want to ask for information whether the suggestion that the 


| tion of the Colombian Congress was based upon doubts of our 


good faith and sincerity is derived from any authentic report of 
the debates of that body, or is it a mere inference which the 
learned Senator himself draws, the general impression being that 
the action of that Congress was dictated or controlled by a mer- 
cenary desire on their part to obtain a greater sum of money from 


| the United States? 


I ask if there have been any such debates. If the Senator has 


| any authentic report of those debates, I think the Senate and the 


country would like to know that fact. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have never had access to the debates in the 


L. The Hav-H sane to Colombia tl slit | Colombian Congress, or, in fact, to any other matter that took place 
. The Hay-Herran treaty gave to Colombia the supreme military | 


command over the canal zone under all circumstances and at its | 
will and pleasure, to meet all invasions and to defend and protect | 


between the United States and Colombia, nor do I expect ever to 
have. 

When the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
put in his resolutions the other day to get information they were 
delayed and the President of the United States availed himself of 
the powers of the President and his authority to address a message 
to the Senate of the United States to answer those resolutions and 
speeches which had been made here, and I infer that what we 


i i 7 ( 8, | have got from Colombia in that message is all we are ever going 
but it left to Colombia the sole right to provide laws that this | 


to get. Thatis whatI infer. But I will presently quote a state- 
ment made by the Colombian Congress, which I happened acci- 
dentally to fall upon, which I think justifies all that I have said. 

Iam reading now from the constitution of Colombia for the 
purpose of showing the members of this body, our constitutional 
lawyers, the grounds upon which the Colombian Congress was 
pledged to act as it did act, and that mercenary motives or any 
other suspicion were not necessary to justify the lawfulness and 
the constitutionality of the action they took. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COLBERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Alabama to that portion of the speech of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopGr] on Tuesday last in which he said that the 
State of Panama had never acceded to any national constitution 
of Colombia since that of 1858. I call the Senator’s attention to 
that in order that he may tell us, if he is advised about it, whether 
or not, as a matter of fact, the State of Panama acceded to the 
constitution of 1886, from which the Senator has just been reading. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have read the history of that constitution, 
which was published in connection with the instrument itse!f. as 
an authentic statement. In that itis stated that Panama had her 


) bu | delegates in the constitutional convention, and, without any 
just out of the turmoil of a bloody civil war, were opposed to | 


the treaty. All Colombians were united against it, because they | 


demur or protestation then or since, she has been absorbed as 4 
Department, having lost her nominal position asa State. [he 


| text of the constitution which I have just now read shows that. 

If France, England, Germany, or Russia had been thus dealt | 
with and had resented the affront, our next act in the drama | 
It would most likely have been a | 


I will read another statement now from Title VI, article 76: 
Congress shall make the laws. 


They are very succinct, very clear, and very able, too, in their 


| statements of the constitutional principles. 


Congress shall make the laws. 

Then it proceeds to say in what cases. 

IV. To regulate the administration of Panama. 

That is in the constitution. It does not apply to any other State 
in Colombia but Panama. Panama was put under the hee! of 
the Colombian Congress in a much more complete way than any 
other of the Departments of Colombia, for the reason that we had 
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a treaty of 1846 with Colombia with reference to Panama, which | feiture of all its property to Colombia without the necessity for 


probably could not be honestly enforced without the power of the 
Colombian Congress to apply directly upon Panama in all respects. 

Every law in Panama could be made by the Colombian Con- 
cress if it chose to do so. The little local government there 
amounts to nothing, and especially the corporation of the city of 
Panama, with which, after all, we have made the only diplo- 
matic arrangement, the only thing that looks like a diplomatic 
arrangement in this business. 


We have not got the power to | 


govern in Panama contrary to the constitution of Colombia | 


enacted by her Congress. 
The ninth article is this: 


IX. To authorize the Government to make contracts, negotiate loans 


alienate national property, and exercise other functions within constitutional | 


limits. 
* * + * * al ° 
XI. To approve or reject treaties entered into by the Government with 
foreign powers. 
Title II, article 120, reads: 


Arr. 120. The President of the Republic, as the chief executive officer of 
the nation, shall exercise the following power: 
* * * ¥* * * * 


X. To direct diplomatic and commercial relations with other powers and 
sovereigns, to appoint at his pleasure and receive the respective agents, and 
to negotiate treaties and conventions with foreign powers. 

All treaties shall be submitted for the approval of Congress, and the con- 
ventions shall be approved by the President, in the recess of the House, a 
favorable judgment of the ministers of the council of state having been pre- 
viously obtained. 


That is the state of the constitutional law of Colombia. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has not the Senator overlooked a provision 
of the constitution of Colombia bearing upon the subject he is 
discussing? 

Mr. MORGAN, I have 
tried not to do so. 

Mr. SPOONER, I have not the constitution of Colombia be- 
re me, but my recollection of it is very clear. There is a pro- 
ision which the Senator from Alabama has read giving the Con- 
ress the power to make laws authorizing the executive—if that 
is the word- 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘‘The Government,”’ is the language. 

Mr. SPOONER. Authorizing the Government to alienate na- 
tional property, etc. There is another provision in that constitu- 
tion which gives the Congress the power to approve all contracts 
made by the Government alienating Government property with- 
out previous legislative authority to the executive. Am I wrong 
about that? 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator is not wrong about there being 
such a provision, but he is entirely wrong about the application 
Or 16. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about the application of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is entirely wrong about that, for 
the reason that that provision of the Constitution relates to con- 
tracts which the President may make, charging the responsibility 


If Ihave, Iam not conscious of it. 
fi 
. 


r 
5 





judicial decree. And in respect of the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany it is declared in its charter that any such offer to sell its 
concession is a forfeiture of all its property to Colombia. 

The Colombian Congress, in terms so humiliating that any 
strong power would have gone to war rather than utter them, 
thus account to the United States for the alleged fault in refusing 
to consider and ratify the Hay-Herran treaty. 

The Colombian Senate said this, and sent the statement to our 

ed by the Colombian plenipotentiary 


Government: 
Kove was not any law giving authority to 


At the time it (the treaty) was si 
the country was in a state of siege; t ) 
enter into such negotiations, and the national representatives could not con- 


| sider the matter; and as the treaty implies the construction of public works 
on a large scale, and also the permanent occupation of a portion of the Co- 
lombian territory by the concessionary, who is not a subject liable to the 
laws of the country, but a sovereign political power, if the treaty were to 
be carried out two coexisting political powers would be established, one 


national and the other foreign, which would necessarily cause collisions : 
practically limit the jurisdiction of the nation on its own territory, an 
this would be incompatible with the constitutional lawsand the tradition: 





| organization of the Republic; and so a treaty of this nature could only be 


| another resolution appointing a committee of three 


approved by a national convention or by a reforming act of the constitution 
effected in the manner herein provided. _ 
The Senate declared by the same resolution that “the refusal to accept the 








treaty by the Congress does not mean in the least any change toward the 
United States, and solemnly confirms the sentiments of American confrater- 
nity which animate the Colombian peo tions 


ale as well as the friendly rela 
which have existed and shall exist anal 
United States.” 

On the 13th of the same month the Senate unanimously approved 
menators to 
contrive some proposal in order to realize the wishes of the Colom- 
bian people as to the construction of the Panama Canal in accord- 
ance with the national interests and institutions that have guided 
the Senate on this occasion. The preamble to this decree is as 


terably between Colombia and the 


follows: 


upon the Government of Colombia—which I have read—until | 


ratified; but they are contracts that do not relate to the aliena- 


tion of property or to any of these other matters to which I have | 


just alluded. 

They are mere contracts, such as borrowing money, making 
provision for the army, employing agents, and things of that sort. 
They may be authorized by a subsequent ratification of Colom- 
bia, but neither can become valid until they are authorized either 
before or after the act is done. 


Mr. SPOONER. That may be; but does the Senator contend | 


that if the President of Colombia made a contract, without pre- | 
vious authority, to alienate national property, and that had been | 


ratified by law afterwards, it would not be sufficient? 
Mr. MORGAN, I understood that was the position taken by 


: — Senator to an expression of that Congress on that very 
oOint, 

These organic laws of Colombia were the actual barrier to the 
ratification of the Hay-Herran treaty by the Congress of Colom- 
bia, _They deny to the Government of Colombia—meaning the 
President and his ministers—the right to make any disposal of 
the land of the Republic without the authority of a law enacted 

y Congress, or to make any such offer to a foreign country with- 
out such previous consent. : 

In the case of the Panama Canal and the Panama Railroad 

ese restrictions went still further. Any sale by mortgage or 
otherwise of the concession to the Panama Canal Company to 
uy foreign government is declared in the charter to be a for- 


. | able Marroquin to negotiate the Hay-Herran treaty. 
the Congress of Colombia, and I will presently call the attention | 


The Senate of the Republic, having in view the disapproval of the treaty 
signed at Washington on January 22 last, between the Colombian chargé 


laffaires and the Secretary of State of the United States, and consider 








a’ t= 
that the Colombian people wish to maintain the most cordial relations with 
those of the United States, and that the construction of the canal across the 
Isthmus of Panama would be of great importance to the commerce and 


advancement of the world, as well as to the development of the American 
nations, hereby decrees, etc. 

That is the answer of the Colombian Senate to all of the ques- 
tions that have been put to me. If they show any mercenary 
spirit, I am unconscious of it; I do not find it in the statement. 
We have either got to say that is a falsehood, as the President of 
the United States has most decidedly intimated, or we have got 
to accept it as it is. 

These declarations by the Senate of Colombia are entitled to 
respect by the Senate of the United States, however the President 
of the United States may regard them. It is our actions we are 
trying to conform to justice and propriety and not those of the 
President. 

He may have reasons of a personal or political sort for resent- 
ment toward Marroquin on account of some breach of a private 
understanding with him that the Hay-Herran treaty should be 
ratified, and that he would summon a congress to Bogota that 
would ratify it, but this Senate was not a party to such an under- 
standing, if it existed, and the refusal of the Colombian Senate 
to ratify it was no breach of faith on their part, as they were not 
in existence, as senators, when our Senate ratified the Hay-Herran 
treaty. 

That Marroquin had agreed to do all in his power to havea 
congress elected that would ratify the Hay-Herran treaty is 
shown by the use made of our naval forces in Panama in 1902, 
from March until November, in protecting Marroquin against the 
victorious army of Herrera, in command of the liberalarmy. If 
Herrera had not been suppressed by our forces Marroquin would 
have ceased to be President of Colombia, and Panama wonld have 
had her choice either to be an independent state or to drive the 
violators of the constitution of that Republic from power. 

Our President in 1902 sustained Marroquin in the hour of defeat 
and repressed the Liberals under Herrera. This was done to en- 
When that 
treaty was rejected by the Congress of Colombia the wrath of 
our President rose to an awful pitch. He turned against Mar- 
roquin in 1903, and through the mouth of Loomis, Actin 
tary of State, and that of the minister from Panama to this coun- 
try, such censures and abuses as no foreign man has yet received 
from the hands of the United States were poured upon his devoted 
head at a public banquet and afterwards approved by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

The Spooner law, and the negotiations under it with Marro- 
quin, decided our President to sustain Marroquin, at least until 
the Hay-Herran treaty could be concluded and ratified, and to 
him Marroquin owed his continuance in the office of President 
of Colombia. To him, also, Panama then owed its final dcfeat 
when its victory had been won in its alleged war of rebellion. 


A 


+ 
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hese debts of honor grow so rapidly and in such questionable 
shape that it is no wonder that the Senate of Colombia refused to 
perjure itself by ratifying Marroquin’s promise to ride down the 
constitution of Colombia in accepting the Hay-Herran treaty; 
and it excites as little wonder that our President is in a towering 
rage because Marroguin could not or would- not compel the 
Colombian Senate to keep faith with him. 

When we ask ourselves as to the cause of all this wrath and 

commotion and to what extent the alleged oppression and inde- 
endence of Panama entered into the stormy indignation of our 
President we find two propositions at the bottom of the strange 
situation: First, the obstacle of the constitution of Colombia; and, 
second, the inducement of a bargain with the New Panama Canal 
Company to purchase what it had to sell for $40,000,000. 

The independence of Panama was made impossible, without 
express consent, in the Hay-Herran treaty. Was our President 
angry because the Colombian Senate refused, at our instance, to 
rivet these claims upon Panama? For his sake, we had better leave 
that proposition out of the question. 

It is the Colombian constitution that has excited his wrath, 
because it stood in the way of the Hay-Herran treaty, and for that 
cause he stands by to assist in the dismemberment of Colombia 
as a sovereign republic. 


We all know, for I put the facts in the records of Congress, that | 


the Liberal party, in a public declaration of the causes of the civil 
war in Colombia of 1898 to 1902, stated as one of its leading causes 
a contract of President Sanclemente with the New Panama Canal 
Company to extend the Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910, as 
follows: 


We, the undersigned, have the honor of being the authorized representa- 
tives of the Liberal party, and therefore of the Colombian people; and the 
following statements and declarations being the faithful expression of the 
country’s will, through the government that will soon be the only recognized 
government of the Republic, should carry the weight that always aftaches 
to the utterances of a whole nation. 

The contracts that the government of Dr. Manuel Antonio Sanclemente 
may make, without being oaliy authorized, therefore, neither are nor will 
be recognized by the revolutionary government. 

The President of the Republic, Doctor Sanclemente, is not empowered to 


make contracts involving national interests without the assent of the legis- | 


lative body appointed by the people. Whatever is done without that assent 
is therefore void. 

We make these statements merely to prevent all negotiations relating to 
an extension of time in the contract now in force with the Panama Canal 
Company. We concur in and sanction the statements that on the same sub- 

ect has made an authorized representative of the revolution, Dr. Alirio 
Jiaz Guerra, and those that will be made by Dr. Antonio José Restrepo, an 


other important matters. 

The relations between the company and the Republic of Colombia are of a 
purely civil nature,and fall, of course, under the jurisdiction and laws of this 
country. 
law whatsoever arbitrarily to alter the terms of the contract nowin force. 

The Liberal party of Colombia considers it an act of criminal resignation 





disclose it, in the following letters addressed to Hon. John Hay 
dated New York, December 5, 1898: “3 


Mr. Cromwell to Mr. Hay. 


New York, December 5, 1899. 

My DEAR Srp: I beg leave toconfirm the telegram which I sent you at 10.45 
this morning, as per inclosure. 

Upon my return I learned through Director-General Hutin (who had pro. 
ceded me to New York) that the measure which had just been acted on by 
one branch only of the Colombian Congress was a bill toauthorize the Exec. 
tive to negotiate the terms of and to conclude a further prorogation of six 
years from 1904 for the completion of the canal, under a communication 
which the company had addressed to the Government, in the form of which 
I inclose you a translation. 

You will note that the company specifically stated to the Government that 
the prorogation was not a matter of absolute necessity, but was desirable in 
the interests of commerce and navigation to enable an even deeper cut to be 
made (and which would reduce the number of locks to four), but which re- 
duction would of course require more time than the plan adopted. 

You will note that the bill proposed to confer power upon the Executive, 
and this happened to arise under extraordinary political conditions in Bogota. 
As you have probably been advised through official channels, a serious differ- 
ence has recently been existing between the House of Representatives of 
Colombia and the President, the House having passed formal resolution de- 
claring the office of President vacant and refusing to recognize the qualifi- 
cation of the President before the supreme court. 

We therefore construe the action of the House of Representatives as only 
a part of the strife between the House and the President, and not a declara- 
tion of the policy of the nation or the Congress in respect of the Panama 
Canal, and as not evidencing hostility to the company itself. We are the more 
confirmed in this belief because of the uniform consideration and cordiality 
displayed by the Congress and the Government to the New Panama (anal 
Company, which we have no doubt their minister at Washington would fully 
confirm to you. 

Our company has not the least apprehension regarding any prorogation 
of its concessions it may consider necessary in the future. 

I have, etc., your obedient servant, 
Wma. NELSON CROMWELL, 
Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 


Again he writes: 
New York, December 21, 1898 


My D£AR Srr: Further to my letter of December 5, 1898, receipt of which 
was acknowledged by your favor of the 5th instant, I beg leave to say that 
weare advised by our consul at Bogota that the official minutes of the ses- 


| sion of the House of Representatives declares that the bill concerning the 


extension of the New Panama Canal Company has not been acted upon for 
lack of time. We, however, yesterday received further cable advising us 


| that the Government— 


The present Government is not efapowered or authorized by any | 


That is, the President— 


had granted the extension subject to the approval of the next Congress, and 
I note from this morning's Herald that similar advices have been received 


a ; D : | by_the press. 
agent especially appointed to act for the provisional government in this and | 


It is the opinion of the Government executives and of ourselves that power 
to give such extension is already located in the Government by the terms of 
the original concession; but the formality of ratification will be requested in 
due course, and of its being granted we have not the remotest apprehension 

You will thus see that my confidence in the attitude of Colombia, as indi- 


| cated in my last note, has been fully and quickly confirmed. 


to allow the repudiated Government to endanger the future of the country | 


by an imprudent negotiation; and one of the objects of the war in which that 
party is now engaged is to prevent, or at least oppose, the further sacrifice 
of the interests of the Republic. 
G. VARGAS Sanros. 
Fooion Soro. 

A comparison of this declaration with the one I have read to 
the Senate, made by the Senate of Colombia to the President of 
the United States, shows that in both instances the question that 
obstructed the action of the Congress of Colombia was the oblig- 
atory force of the constitution of that Republic. It was the 


supremacy of that constitution, in both instances, that the Con- | 


gress resolved to maintain, and in both instances it was the ag- 
gressive and fraudulent conduct of the New Panama Canal Com- 
yany that caused civil war in Colombia, and the existing war in 
easene. 

And what is more astounding and without rational excuse is 
the fact that in both instances the President of the United States 


took sides with the canal company—in the first instance, in 1902, | 


by sustaining Marroquin against the Colombian Congress, and in 
the second instance in sustaining the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany against the Congress of Colombia, and, as a result, the seces- 
sion of 
roguin and Colombia. 

he story of the beginning of the civil war in Colombia in De- 
cember, 1898, that lasted until November, 1902, is brief, concise, 
and terribly criminal. 

Sanclemente was President and Marroquin was Vice-President 
of Colombia in 1898. 
only $13,000,000 in its treasury to complete the canal that had 
cost $260,000,000 and was not more than two-fifths dug—the 
company having no other cash resources and no credit—offered 
$1,000,000 French gold to Sanclemente for an extension of the 
Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910, 

Sanclemente desired to accept it, and laid the contract of ex- 
tension before Congress for its acceptance or refusal. Congress 
refused to accept it. 


present year, offering to sell to the Government of the Unit 


Faithfully, yours, 
oe Wa. NELson CROMWELL 


General Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 


Now, there Cromwell gives the account of the disastrous thing. 
There stood the Panama Canal Company with the concession 
which would expire on the 23d of October, I think it is, of oe 
States its property, and in order to get a fair standing before the 
people of the United States they wanted to have the concession 
extended for how many years more? Six. They felt that was 
long enough to fool us. 

Does anybody believe that any company expected, with $1'.- 
000,000 in its treasury and no credit in France, to complete in six 
more years that canal upon which they have already been work 


| ing for eighteen years, and upon which they had spent $260 00). 


in French gold, and had merely excavated and dumped two-fiftis 


| of the excavation, without any structure whatever—any locks or 


anything else? sa, 
Now, this man Cromwell was preparing to perpetrate a double 


| frand—one upon the people of Colombia, to induce them, for they 


-anama and the support of the canal junta against Mar- | 


The New Panama Canal Company, with | 





I will let Mr. Cromwell, who was the attorney in chief of the | 


canal company, tell the rest of the story, as far as he chooses to 


are an ignorant people in the mass, to suppose that he was 401g 
ahead to complete the canal, and the other to induce us to believe 
that he had six years more time to interfere with us down there 
and that we had better accept his bid. He wanted to become t 
vendor of the rights, or the supposed rights, of the canal company. 

What are they worth to him ortothem? Whois going to work 
out those rights for them? Whatright have they todemand more 
than their concession provides—that if they fail, as they have 
done now for twenty years, to complete the canal, which tlicy 
promised to complete within twelve years, their rights are ‘or 
feited to Colombia? 

What right have we to interfere and say they are not for 


16 


f ited 


| or shall not be forfeited or that we will assist in a civil war that 


was brought about by the very acts of Sanclemente in rece!v!28 


| a million dollars from that company, contrary to the express Vol 
| of the Congress, which voted down the proposition? 


Why are we making ourselves a party to that? Why have wé 
always hugged to our bosom these reprobates, this gang 0! a. 
victs, that Admiral Walker in his report reproaches as such, a0 
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proves the fact? Why are we to make them the real vendors of 
all that weare to get from Panama? 
Senators, look into article 22, the last clause of this treaty, and 


then look to a speech I made in the Senate a few days ago, in 
which I brought in this statement of M. Delcassé, the premier of 
the French Government, in reply to the interpolation in the Cham- 
per of Deputies. Look to his statement and see what has taken 
place between the Government of Panama and France in r-gard 
to making provision for the control of the construction of a canal 
in America. 

Then go back to your books and read up the history of these 
things in Congress and read the resolutions of Congress so often 
passed that no European government should be allowed to control 
in any form the construction of a canal onthe American Isthmus. 
Then ask yourselves the questign, Why is it that we are figuring, 
doing everything that human ingenuity can suggest, ane the 
New Panama Canal Company in the position of the real vendors 
of these rights? 

M. Delcassé made Panama pledge itself, as the condition of his 
recognition of her independence, that in addition to maintaining 
the rights of all French citizens and all of the canal rights, she 
would especially maintain that infamous extension for which San- 
clemente was bribed with a million dollars of French gold—that 
concession which, when it was rejected by Congress, Sanclemente 
said he intended to accept anyhow, and which caused the Con- 
gress to vote his office vacant, to adjourn sine die, and then go 
home and prepare for the exigencies and the awful distresses of a 
civil war. 

There the Panama Canal Company, by its fraud and villainy, 
interfered and opened the veins of the people of Panama—its 
men, women, and children—subjected their stomachs to starva- 
tion and their country to every form of distress to maintain that 
proposition which Cromwell, in the letter which I have read to 
you, said to the Secretary of State would be sustained anyhow. 

That was done, as we know and as everybody knows, not with 
the purpose or expectation of finishing the canal, but of putting 
another coat of varnish on the gold brick which they were drop- 

ing into the ~ of the United States. That is the whole story. 
it is not a very lengthy one; but, oh, my God, how disastrous! 

Here, again, when it becomes necessary that they shall again 
become the vendors of this property, and when their concessions 
from Colombia have only five or six months now to run, they go 
and get the French Government to interpose and to put a barrier 
in our way to acquiring this property from Panama. 

They say, “*‘ You must first, before you gain absolute rights to 
any property in Colombia, make a contemplated contract with 
the Panama Canal Company and consummate it.’’ We cross our | 
hands and ask France and Panama to lead us along in following | 
the train of the martial procession in Panama. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Do I understand the Senator’s position to 
be that if we are to build the Panama Canal we should wait until | 
the concession to the Panama Canal Company lapses, and then | 
deal only with Panama or Colombia, as the case may be, pur- | 
chasing the canal property from them? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not given the slightest hint, that I am 
aware of, as to what my position is upon that proposition. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. in not aware of the Senator's position. | 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not given the slightest hint. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. And I am interested to know. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am very chary about expressing any opin- 
ions at all, for the reason that, although they may be for the 
benefit of the Government, there are a lot of newspapers and peo- 
ple in the United States who would at once jump upon them and 
denounce them as being unpatriotic and false and as being con- 
trived for the purpose of preventing the building of any canal at 
all at any place on the Isthmus. 

The devil sometimes, in suggesting his falsehoods against hon- 
est and sincere men, oversteps the mark, and draws upon their 
a a little too heavily. I think I can stand that. 

No. if the Senator from Indiana wants any suggestion from | 
me about it, I would say this: Do not ratify any treaty with | 

anama until that contemplated contract is completed. 

Let us know what it is before we ratify the treaty and not bind 
ourselves to ratify it by the treaty before it is made. I do not 
think any set of gentlemen who occupy seats in the Senate of the 
United States ought to feel that any pressure from any source 
Whatever could so far dull or bewilder their reflection and their 
Conscious regard for the honor and interest and welfare of the 
people of this country as to lead them to adopt in advance by 
treaty an arrangement which as yet is only contemplated, and 
Where we put the whole power in the possession of the French 

vernment this time—which backs the New Panama Canal Com- 
Pany—to say to us, “‘ You must go a little higher; you must do 














this or that or the other; you must add something to the old 
contract.”’ 

When we ratify this treaty we will have our hands tied, and 
they can compel us todo it or else drive us ontof Panama. That 
is all I have to say about it just now. I think we had better wait 
a while and see what they are going to do before we jump. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. QUARLES. AsI understand the position of the Senator 
regarding the French treaty, he thinks the supposed extension of 
six years is utterly void by reason of the circumstances he has 
stated? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. QUARLES. And that the concession will expire next 
October? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, certainly. It will expire next October 
by its own terms, and the prolongation is void because the Con- 
gress of Colombia voted it down. Thatisreason enough. They 
would not receive it, and they were authorized by the constitu- 
tion and the only power authorized to act. Sanclemente said: 
** Notwithstanding the vote, I will accept the money by a decree 
of my own.”’ 

They said: “‘ If you do, we will take your office from you. You 
will no longer be President.’’ He declared the entire Kepublic in 
a state of siege, and they went to war. How long did they fight? 
For nearly three years. I can prove that to the Senate by persons 
of the highest character. I can prove by the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States virtually that the lives of not less than 
a hundred thousand people were sacrificed in that war, and that it 
cost Colombia not less than $6,000,000. 

I now have a statement which I will read in an executive session 
some day, if you desire to hear it, from one of the best men who 
ever lived, who has resided for years and years in Colombia and 
was there all during the civil war. I think we will believe him. 

When the civil war was raging, with strong armies in the field, 
Sanclemente, in April, 1900, by a decree as dictator, accepted the 
$1,000,000 from the Panama Canal Company and made a decree 
confirming the extension from 1904 to 1910 of the Wyse concession. 

Those are the decrees which France has pledged Panama to ratify 
and that we accept in the twenty-second article of the treaty, and 
make all of our rights there dependent upon the question whether 
or not we can make and consummate a contemplated purchase of 
the property of the Panama Canal Company. 

Now, gentlemen, I am not varnishing anything or overcoloring 
anything. Iam stating facts as solid as the floor I stand on, and 
more so, for they are imperishable. 

Sanclemente was then removed from the Presidency by a decree 
of the supreme court of Colombia, and Marroquin, as Vice-Presi- 
dent, succeeded to the Presidency. 

Marroquin prosecuted the civil war with all the power he pos- 
sessed until its termination in November, 1902, by the capitula- 
tion of the army of Herrera, which would never have taken place 
but for the presence of our ships and marines to prevent an at- 
tack on Panama City. 

Who said that? That honest, grand old admiral, Silas Casey, 
in two dispatches to the Secretary of State. He twice said in 





| effect: ‘‘If I had not been here, Herrera would have been in 


Panama, and the government would have been overturned.’’ The 
President of the United States prevented it. He superintended 
the movement and so arranged it that the troops of the Liberals 
should have no chance in the world, while the troops of the Jesuits 
or the church party should have all the chances they wanted, and 
that is what prevented Panama from being free then. 

It was that act to which I referred in the denunciation which 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] did me the honor to 
read from his desk yesterday—that outrageous conduct on the 
part of our own President to which I was then referring, just as 
violent and as much in the teeth of the law then as this last act. 

He has never done a lawful act with respect to Panama in his 
attempt, as he states, to protect the transit. He has all the time 
been protecting Marroquin in the Presidency and protecting the 
Hay-Herran treaty—first, the chance to make it and then the 
chance to ratify it, and when it became necessary to get the canal 
anyhow, treaty or no treaty, he turned in favor of the Liberal 
party and put it in power in Panama and turned his back on the 
Jesuits. 

Now, if there is any Senator who questions any part of this 
statement, I will thank him to point it out. I make this observa- 


tion because this is the crucial point as to the lawfulness and the 
yeeueeny of the present relations of the United States with 
rance and with the New Panama Canal Company, and also with 
Colombia and the nascent Republic of Panama. 
The efforts of that company to sell its concessions and diggings 
to the United States is the origin and is to be the end of this 
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series of tragedies and destruction, all of which are now shut up | No such thing can be found in her laws or treaties or even in diplo- 


in a Pandora box, wrapped in a flag of the United States, that 
was escorted by a rear-admiral of the Navy across the hemisphere. 

I will not take part for or against the President in his quarrels 
with his former diplomatic confidant and friend, President Mar- 
roquin. Nor will I join him or oppose him in his tirade against 
the Colombian Government and the people of Colombia through 
his mouthpiece, Loomis, Acting Secretary of State. If Reyes, 
President-elect of Colombia, who is here, can bear such things 
with equanimity, I have no cause to resent them. 

There is something in that incident too incongruous with our 
relations to a sister republic, whose ministers are welcomed by 
the entire Government to diplomatic privileges, to admit of deffer- 
entialcomment. It is something newand strange at this capital. 

I have not desired close and mixed relations with Colombia in 
the judicial, police, and military control of a canal zone, because 
I believe that such relations would soon lead us into armed con- 
flict with Colombia. In other words, into war with Colombia. 

One of the most certain causes of such conflict is the composite 
and desperately bad character of the hordes of people alor¢ the 
canal route and in Colon and Panama that have congregated and 
will gather there from all of the degraded places of the world. 
If they can be ruled it must be with a rod of iron in the hands of 
absolute power. 

I will not now speak of the climate. Its deadly history will 
so~n be repeated and I need not anticipate its horrors. 

What I will speak of is the attitude of the Government and 


people of the United States, into which we have been drawn by | 


the strenuous and deliberate disobedience to the laws of the 


United States enacted by Congress, and of our Constitution, and | 


of the laws of nations. 


I have expressed these propositions in the resolutions under | 


consideration, and propose to ask the vote of the Senate upon 
them. 

Those who are not bound by official oaths or upon whom they 
may sit lightly may feel warranted in taking a less serious view 
of the situation than I can, and may weigh duty in the scale with 
coveted results and be satisfied to see duty and honor kick the 
beam. One fact I can state with entire confidence. It is that 
until the New Panama Canal Company thrust itself into our canal 
affairs our only trouble as to canal construction, ownership, and 
control arose out of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

When that trouble disappeared the votes in the Fifty-sixth and 
Fifty-seventh Congresses demonstrated that the people were in 
fact a unit, as far as such a thing is possible among 85,000,000 of 
population. 

In this connection it would be very unfortunate, if it is nota 
dereliction of duty, if we fail to give due consideration to the fact 
that this company has never approached our Government in the 
character of aseeker of financial assistance to enable it to work out 
its contracts with Colombia and to complete the canal. 

Its approaches have been made and are still being made as the 


vendor of its concessions and its property to the United States. | 


Its purpose is to get rid of its property for a price and to divide 
the purchase money between its stockholders, in certain propor- 
tions, to be settled without reference of that matter to the pur- 
chaser in any form. 


The purpose of France at the same time is to get rid of a body | 


of death to which it became fastened when its people paid twenty- 
one hundred million francs to that enterprise, which have been 
sunk in the mire of Panama. 


If we buy these concessions and property from that company, | 
we take all risks as to title and incumbrances upon the property, | 
and the still more hazardous risks as to the ultimate success of | 
the work of completing the canal, and as to its cost and the time | 


required to complete it. 
for those risks. 
The canal zone, as it is projected, is 10 miles wide and abont 


I see no occasion for paying $40,000,000 


158 miles long, from ocean to ocean, out to the 3-mile limit, and | 


it includes all the work hitherto done on the canal and on the 


Panama Railroad, and all the real and personal estate owned in | 


-anama by each company. 
If the interests of Colombia, of every nature and degree. and all 
her rights of government and of ownership, whether in the pres- 


ent or the future, were passed to Panama as the successor in | 


sovereignty—a proposition I do not admit, but state only for the 
sake of the argument—then the relations of the New Panama 


Canal Company to the Republic of Panama are the samme. with- | 


out change, as they were with Panama, and so far as the laws of 
Colombia fix and define those reciprocal or other relations they 


bind the company and Panama alike and can not be changed, ex- | 
cept by mutual consent, where they comprise the terms of con- | 


tracts or concern vested rights. 

Colombia never gave to France any pledge, promise, assurance, 
or even any intimation as to the protection or care or supervision 
she would exert over the old company or to the new company. 


matic notes between these Governments, and France has always 
been understood, with no intimation to the contrary, to occupy 
the same relation to the New Panama Canal Company as if it was 
a private partnership dealing in merchandise of building struc- 
tures in a foreign country on its private account. That is dis- 
tinctly the opinion stated by Attorney-General Knox, that that is 
the relation which France has to it. 

Now, to get the case clearly before the Senate as it now stands 
it is necessary to present a new state of facts and diplomatic re- 
lations between France and the Republic of Panama, relating to 
the property and rights of every kind that are claimed by the 
New Panama Canal Company as having been derived under the 
concessions from Colombia. 

The official account of these new relations is given in the fol- 
lowing statement of M. Delcassé, the French premier, to the 
French Assembly: 

LATEST INTELLIGENCE—M. DELCASSE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 
Parts, November 23, 1909. 

In the course of the debate on the budget for foreign affairs in the Cham- 
ber of Deputies this afternoon, M. Delcassé, the minister for foreign affairs, 
made an important statement on someof thequestionsof theday. He began 
by congratulating himself on the circumstance that all the political parties 
had expressed their opinion on all the questions of foreign politics. He now 
proposed to give the explanations of the Government with a brevity conso- 
nant with his functions, which demanded deeds rather than words, and with 
the reserve which those functions imposed upon him. 

Tn reply to the inquiry whether the Government had officially recognized 
the new State of Panama, he gave the following particulars. On the 3d in- 
stant, for reasons as to which they were not called upon to express an opinion— 


The Government of France would not express an opinion— 


as it was not for them to interfere in the domestic affairsof another country. 
the Department of Panama constituted itself into an independent repub 
Having received notification of that fact, and from the moment that 
new Republic fulfilled the conditions necessary for the maintenance of 

and security, they had only to consider what guaranties it offered from : 
French standpoint. They were not quite free from apprehension for a cer 
tain time. 

For many months past it had been said at Bogota that the decision o 
Colombian Government to grant an extension of six years from 104 for 1 
completion of the canal was contestable, and that in 1004 the conces 
| might be declared to be forfeited. If that theory had on any occasion tx 
officially formulated, it would never have received the sanction of Fr 
but it was the strict duty of the French ministry to demand frem the Go 
ment of Panama a preliminary assurance that all French interests, ini 
| the rights of the concession, would be respected. They had received the follow- 

ing formal and decisive assurance: 
“The Republic of Panama solemnly, expressly, and definitely undertakes 
| vigilantly to protect French interests, as also to maintain and to interpret in 
| the most liberal spirit the contracts concluded before November 8. Those 
contracts referring to the Isthmus follow the transmission of sové y 
and bind the Republic of Panama. AL those contracts are maintained, and 
particularly the contract prolonging the concession up to 1910.” 
| M. Delcassé added that in these conditions all that remained for them to 
| do was what, as a matter of fact, had already been done by the Government 
| of the United States—namely, to permit the agents of France to enter into 
relations with all the agents of the new Republic of Panama, 
Permit what? 
The agents of France to enter into relations with all the agents of the new 
Republic of Panama. 

Nomore important statement was ever made as to our future 
policy than this compact with Panama imposes on the United 
States. Not even the declaration of the Holy Alliance, that called 
forth the response of the Monroe doctrine, was more significant 
than this compact between Panama and France. 

On the part of Panama it is the condition imposed by France 
upon which her independence is based. On the part of France it 
is the direct challenge and refutation of the attitude of the United 
| States toward an isthmian canal, as it was announced by the 
vote of the Senate upon the resolution I now read and propose 
that we will repeat it: 

Resolved, etc., That the Government of the United States will look with 
serious concern and disapproval upon any connection of any European covern- 


2 


ment with the construction or control of any ship canal across the | t 
Darien or across Central America, and must regard any such conne:t r 
control as injurious to the just rights and interests of the United States and 
as a menace to their welfare. 
That means as a cause of war, but is phrased in diplomatic lan- 
| guage. 
| This resolution was adopted in 1889, by nearly the entire vote 
| of the Senate, and received the favorable report of Mr. McCreary, 
now a member of this body, as chairman of the House Commit 
| tee on Foreign Affairs. 
It followed other resolutions of the same import reported to the 
| Senate in February, 1831, by Mr. Eaton, and was followed b) 
| another in the same terms in May, 1881, by Mr. Burnside, wh 
succeeded Mr. Eaton as chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
| Relations. I will read the resolution reported by Mr. Eaton: 
February 16, 1881.—Mr, Eaton, from the Committee on Foreign Relat 
reported the following resolution: j 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
interests of the people of the United States of America, and the welfare an 
security of their Governmentare so involved in thesubject of the construct a 
of ship canals and other ways for the transportation of seagoing vesse:s acTo™ 
the isthmus connecting North and South America, that the Governmen® ” i 
| the United States, with the frankness which is due to all other peop!es — 
' governments, hereby asserts that it will insist that its consent is a necess® 
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condition precedent to the execution of any such Zeciect: and also as to the 
roles and regulations under which other nations shall participate in the use 
of such canals or other ways, either in peace or in war. 

The resolution of 1889 was the quick response of the Congress 
to the action of France in the enactment of a lottery law in aid of 
the Panama Canal Company, on June 8, 1888, in which it was 
pre vided: 

Arr.3. All material necessary for the completion of the (canal) works shall 
be manufs ctured in France. The raw material must be of French origin. 

Even this slight aggression by France was resented by our 
Senate. ; ; 

Mr. Burnside, in his report in 1881, speaking for the whole com- 
mittee, said, in speaking of the Monroe doctrine: 


This declaration has since been known as the “Monroe doctrine,” and 
whi'st it does not directly apply to the construction of an interoceanic canal, 
the principle underlying it, which principle lies at the very foundation of our 
public welfare and safety, leads us to the announcement of the doctrine con- 
tained in the resolution. 

We are now asked to reverse and annul all these resolutions and to provide 
by treaty with Panama that our canal rights in that country shall depend 
upon “a preliminary assurance that all French interests, including the rights 
of the concessions, would be respected.” 


M. Delcassé stated to the French Chamber of Deputies that— 

For many months past it had been said at Bogota that the decision of the 
Colombian Government to grant an extension of six years from 1904 for the 
completion of the canal was contestable, and that in 1904 the concession 
might be declared forfeited. If that theory had on any occasion been officially 
formulated, it would never receive the sanction of France. 

Thus it is announced by that Government that France had 
all the time stood ready and was in fact, though secretly, in ‘‘ con- 
nection with the construction and control of the ship canal’’ 
across Panama. France knew, as we knew, that the Congress of 
Colombia had the right, under the express terms of the Constitu- 
tion of the Republic, to refuse to confirm the extension of the 
period for the Panama Canal for six years from 1904, and that it 
had so refused when Sanclemente, President of Colombia, had 
laid the contract before them and asked them to ratify it. 

This contract was in aid of the construction of the canal and 
was indispensable to its completion after 1904, when all prior exten- 
sions wouldexpire. To force Panama, asacondition of her recog- 
nition, to pledge her acceptance and protection of this extension, 
which was rejected by the Colombian Congress, was a direct con- 
trol over the construction of the canal. 

The year 1904 has arrived, and 40,000,000 tons of earth still re- 
main to be removed from the canal ditch. The New Panama 
Canal Company boasts that it has been most skillfully, diligently, 
and successfully at work on the digging of the canal since 1890 
and has removed 10,000,000 tons of earth from the Culebra and 
Emperador cuts. 

At that rate it would require at least thirty years to complete 
the digging of the canal, to say nothing of the dams at Bohio and 
Alajuela and the great locks and the deepening of the harbor at 
Colon, which is to cost more than $8,000,000. 

France also knows, as we know, that the terrible civil war in 
Colombia, from 1898 to 1902, was caused by the declaration of 
President Sanclemente, that he would grant the extension of the 
Wyse concession to the French company until 1910, and that in 
April, 1900, while Colombia was in the throes of civil war and all 
Colombia was in a state of siege, Sanclemente, as dictator, de- 
creed the ratification of the contract with the New Panama Canal 
Company, which Congress had refused, and took the $1,000,000, 
which the people of Colombia still regard as a French bribe. 

France knows that Colombia lost not less than 100,000 lives in 
that war and not less than $6,000,000 in treasure. 

_France knows, as we know, that it was this aggression of the 
New Panama Canal Company that was one of the principal causes 
. the rejechion of the Hay-Herran treaty by the Congress of 

olombia. 

France knows the date, but has not stated it, when she extorted 
from Panama, as a condition of her recognition of that alleged 
government, ** the following formal and decisive assurance,”’ as 
it is stated by M. Delcassé: 

The Republicof Panama solemnly,expressly and definitely undertakes vigi- 
lantly to protect French interests, as also to maintain and to interpret in the 
most liberal spirit the contracts concluded before November 3. hose con- 
oe: referring to the Isthmus follow the transmission of sovereignty and 

d the Republic of Panama. All those contracts are maintained, and par- 

ticularly the contract prolonging the concession up to 1910. 

Thatisthe pledgeof Panama. It is very early making pledges— 
a young government which had not been born six days when that 
pledge was made. 

France has watched these proceedings attentively, and, while it 
has silently sanctioned the attitude attributed to it by our Attor- 
ney-General, that France had no right to interfere with a sale of 
Its property by the New Panama Canal Company to the United 
States, because that company was a mere private partnership, 
that Government has all the time intended to enforce the Sancle- 
mente usurpation and to compel Colombia to ratify it. 
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The crisis came when the “‘ uprising’’ took place at the city of 
Panama, and France, knowing that our President intended to 
protect the secessionists in a declaration of independence, took 
time by the forelock and made a treaty or compact with Panama, 
on the terms stated by M. Delcassé that I have just quoted. 

This treaty gives the Panama Canal Company until 1910 to 
complete the canal, and makes France and Panama the sponsors 
for its force and validity. 

If we should get possession of Panama without having first paid 
for that canal property, France would make a question with us 
under this treaty that we were obliged to execute it and that the 
Government of Panama, or the Government of the United States 
if it should annex Panama, could not follow the Congress of 
Colombia that declared this contract void and refused to allow it. 
It must reverse the action of that Government for the sake of mak- 
ing France a friend of Panuma. There is where we are. 

The French Government, through its diplomatic powers and its 
department of foreign affairs, is now the party to whom Panama 
is responsible for the performance of that obligation. The Pan- 
ama Canal Company, that derived its powers to make contracts 
from the Government of Colombia, makes no contract with Co- 
lombia. The contract is made with France, because France has 
gained the control of the entire subject by compact with Panama. 

How the resolutions of our Senate, and the warnings of our 
Presidents to European nations, and the stern admonitions of our 
Secretaries of State—all of them except Mr. Hay—wilt and shrink 
into insignificance when France and Panama agree and our Presi- 
dent consents to this stroke of French diplomacy is too sad a pic- 
ture for an honorable American to contemplate. 

The faded laurels of our former statesmen fall in showers upon 
the earth to hide some of them and to conceal the graves of 
others. 

But has the President or Mr. Hay been a party consenting to 
this compact between Panama and France? It was either before 
or after the date of this agreement, it makes no difference which 
is the true date, our President and Mr. Hay knew of this compact 
and agreed to carry it into effect, and did provide for it in the last 
clause of the treaty with Panama. 

Cromwell was in Paris and Varilla was in New York, and they 
were prepared to rush the work, by cable, that would place the 
New Panama Canal Company under the shelter of the French 
Government, and to gain the permission of France to make terms 
with Panama, under her authority, that would compel the United 
States to come to its terms in the matter of the price and the con- 
ditions on which it would consent to sell its concessions from Co- 
lombia and its canal property and its railroad stocks to the 
United States. 

This could only be done by making terms with Panama. The 
terms were prescribed by France and accepted by Panama on its 
knees. They were that Panama—‘‘the child of the United 
States,’’ as it was christened by Varilla—should, as an American 
independent republic, as it was christened and annointed by our 
President, exercise its sovereign powers over the property of 
Colombia, and in that exalted station should give to France all 
the right to control the construction of an isthmian canal be- 
tween Colon and Panama that Colombia had granted to N. B. 
Wyse and his successors; and the acknowledgment of the inde- 
pendence of Panama was based on that condition. 

The rights of the New Panama Canal Company were not wiped 
out by this arrangement. They were placed in the hands of 
France in trust for her people who had interests in the canal and 
the railroad. 

If Colombia had made the same arrangement with France, we 
would.either have gone to war to prevent the destruction of the 
Monroe doctrine or we would have been forced to abandon it. 

Or if we had openly abandoned that doctrine, we would have 
gone to war for the preservation of the more distinct right of 
protecting our widely separated seacoasts and our commerce by 
enforcing the theory, asserted and’ repeated by every American 
statesman in our country, that it would be a just cause for war, 
on the ground of self-defense, if any transoceanic nation should 
attempt to control or assist in the construction of a ship canal 
across the American Isthmus. 

Instead of this, our President, with even ridiculous haste. made 
a treaty with Panama which not only admitted the propriety of 
the situation created by the compact between Panama and France, 
but made provision in addition that we would acquire no absolute 
right to any property purchased from Panama and paid for until 
we had consummated the ‘*‘ contemplated purchase ’’ of the conces- 
sions and property rights of the New Panama Canal Company 
under the treaty or compact between Panama and [rance, for the 
full operation and effect of which our treaty with Panama care- 
fully provides. 

All the terms and provisions of this contemplated contract are 
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left open for future agreement, and France is empowered by the 
Republic of Panama to supervise and protect the rights and inter- 
ests of the New Panama Canal Company in all things, including 
the contemplated purchase by the United States. 

That company, under the guardianship of France, now for the 
first time disclosed, could make no sale of its property to the 
United States that France does not approve or against an objec- 
tion from that Government. 

Instead of the sale of the canal concessions being approved by 
Panama, as the successor to Colombia, it must be consented to by 
F. ance. 

All our rights under the treaty with Panama as to any property 
vf any description within the 10-mile canal zone are to be de- 
pendent upon the ‘‘ consummation ”’ of the “‘ contemplated pur- 
chase,”’ and until that purchase is made and consummated we can 
get no ‘“‘absolute title’? to the property for which we will have 
paid Panama $10,000,000. That there is no room for controversy 
about this vital matter. No argument can be made to disprove 
the facts as I have stated them. 

If the Spooner law is relied upon to authorize such a contem- 
lated purchase, the fatal weakness of that prop is shown in the 
anguage of the act, which fixes a limit not to exceed $40,000,000 

on the cost of the property. The first and third sections of the 
Spooner law are fatal toa *‘ contemplated purchase ”’ of the prop- 
erty and rights of the New Panama Canal Company, because (1) 
the purchase price is limited to $40,000,000 and (2) the President 
is required to obtain control of the canal zone “ by treaty ’’ from 
the Republic of Colombia. . 

Whatever rights may have passed from Colombia to Panama 
by its secession, the right of the President to dispose of even 
$40,000,000, to say nothing of an unlimited sum of money, by 
treaty with Panama, or on the predicate of such a treaty, is not 
provided for in the Spooner law or in any other law. 

I will now read sections 1 and 8 of that law, which are all that 
bear directly upon that subject: 

An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to acquire, for and on behalf of the United States, at a cost not 
exceeding sere millions of dollars, the rights, privileges, franchises, conces- 
sions, grants of land, — of way, unfinished work, plants, and other prop- 
erty, real, personal, and mixed, of every name and nature, owned by the 
New Panama Canal Company, of France, onthe Isthmus of Panama, and all 
its maps, plans, drawings, records on the Isthmus of Panama and in Paris, 
including all the capi stock, not_less, however, than 68,863 shares of the 
Panama Railroad Company, owned by or held for the use of said canal 
Company, provided a satisfactory title to all of said property can be ob- 
= 8. That when the President shall have arranged to secure a satisfac- 
tory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, as provided in 
section 1 hereof, and shall have obtained by treaty control of the necessary 
territory from the ——— of Colombia, as provided in section 2 hereof, he 
is authorized to pay for the property of the New Panama Canal Company 
$40,000,000, and to the Republic of Colombia such sum as shall have Son 
agreed upon, and a sum sufficient for both said purposes is hereby seproues 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

Here a sum sufficient for both of two distinct pu is ap- 

ropriated, by which $40,000,000 may be applied and paid to the 
Bee Panama Canal Company on certain conditions, one of which 
is that the President “‘shall have obtained: by treaty control of 
the necessary territory from the Republic of Colombia, as pro- 
vided in section 2 hereof.’? Such control isthe basis of this appro- 
priation in connection with the conditions that apply to and con- 
trol the treaty with Colombia, and is superadded to the conditions 
that are the basis of any payment of money to Colombia, so that 
all these conditions must exist before the President can issue any 
warrant to the Panama Canal Company. 

The basis of his right to draw his warrant, in either case, is the 
treaty with the Republic of Colombia. Such a treaty has become 
impossible by the action of the President, and the entire appro- 

sriation fails. The Hay-Varilla treaty is not a treaty with the 
epublic of Colombia, in any sense, and certainly not within the 
meaning of the Spoonerlaw. A thing that wasclearly not thought 
of by the lawmaker is not a part of any statute, and Congress in 
enacting the Spooner law had no reference to a secession of Pan- 
ama from Colombia. 

The conduct of France in making this compact or treaty with 
Panama is in open violation of her pledge to the United States on 
March 22, 1880, as follows: 

LEGATION OF FRANCE, 


Washington, March 22, 1880. (Received March 23.) 

Mr. Secrerary or State: Since the time when it was proposed to form 
a company for the construction of a canal through the Isthmus of Panama, I 
have several times had occasion in our interviews tocommunicate to you the 
views of my Government with regard to this project. I have informed you 
that the French cabinet had from the outset expressed its firm purpose to 
allow the character of the enterprise inaugurated by Mr. De Lesseps to re- 
main an essentially private one and that it did not propose to deviate from 
that course. Although we have for the conceptions of our eminent compa- 
triots the sympathy which it is impossible not to feel for progeste whose 
accomplishment would be an honor to civilization and to the age in which we 
live, the French Government, as I have had the honor to assure you, is in no 
way concerned in that enterprise and inno way proposed to interfere therein 
or to give it any support, either direct or indirect. 
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I am happy to be authorized to comply with the desire which you hiya 
expressed to me by now renewing in writing assurances which ee no 
doubt will put an end to all uncertainty as to the nature of the purp 
entertained by my Government. 

Be pleased to accept, etc., 


eg 


MAX OvuTRry 
Now I will read the answer to that communication from the 
Secretary of State, which follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
Washington, March 25, | 


Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your note on the »» 
instant, wherein you refer to the statements you had previously made t 
now repeated, that the French Government had from the outset expr 
the firm purpose to leave to the enterprise inaugurated by Mr. De p 
for the construction of a canal through the Isthmus of Panama its ent; 
private character. 

I notice also that you observe that even if you have sympathies wit) 
conceptions of your distinguished fellow-citizens, the French Government. as 
— have heretofore said to me, is absolutely a stranger to the enterprise ani 

oes not intend to participate therein in any manner, nor to give it any sup 
port, direct or indirect. . 

In reply I have the honor to assure you that I have at all times received 
the statements with an entire confidence in the open sincerity and good fait) 
of the Government of France in making them, and am happy to find in this 
renewed and more formal representation now made a complete confo: 
with the re ted assurances heretofore given me in the name and by the 
authority of your Government. 

Accept, etc. Ww. M. Evanrs. 

We have been resting on that pledge all thistime. France has 
been breaking it from time to time in her legislative conduct, and 
now she comes out boldly and assumes a place on the stage as the 
real representative not only of the canal company but of this 
special ten years’ concession. 

This correspondence was occasioned by the visit of De Lesseps 
to the United States, and by his efforts to enlist the governments 
of Europe in the support of the Panama Canal project. 

The Senate of the United States was not satisfied with the 
French disclaimer, and passed the Eaton-Burnside resolution to 
notify France and all the European states that such intervention 
in the construction or control of any American isthmian canal 
would be considered as an act unfriendly to the United States. 

From the beginning down to the date of the treaty with Pan- 
ama no American President or statesman has tolerated the thought 
that France could be permitted in any way to control the con- 
struction or the operation of the Panama Canal, and France has 
never attempted to do so openly. 

The arrangement made between France and Panama is a distinct 
breach of plighted faith on the part of France, and must be re- 
— as an act unfriendly to the United States, unless our Presi 

ent invited the aggression, or tolerated it to compass his ambition, 
which even he does not conceal, to crown his present Adminstra- 
tion with what he vainly conceives to be the glory of locating a 
canal, to be built by the United States, at Panama. 

If France was now what she was in 1880, she would not at 
tempt to violate her written pledge, made by her minister, to the 
United States, and members of her embassy would not now be at 
work in this country in giving aid to the schemes of the New 
Panama Canal Company and to the intrigues of Cromwell! and 
Varilla. 

If the Republican party were now what it was during the forty 
years from Lincoln to the end of the life of McKinley, Franc 
would not be permitted to encourage and adopt such flagrant \ 
lations of her plighted faith. 

Far less would any President, Republican or Democrat, hav 
arranged, in a treaty with Panama, to place the United State 
the mercy of the New Panama Canal Company by approving 11 
advance, and by giving the force and solemnity of the su 
law of the United States, under the Constitution, to a contem 
oe contract for the purchase of the concessions from (ol l- 

ia, and of the canal rights and railroad rights and property 
the New Panama Canal Company. 

A statute that seeks to confirm a contemplated contract | 
existence at the time of its enactment would be wholly i 
tive unless the terms of the contract were so defined in 
that it would be clearly capable of identification. 

An authority given by an act of Congress to the Presile! 
purchase certain described property for the United Stat 
no limit of price and no appropriation of money for the ) 
would only be a power of attorney to effectuate or to fo: 
such a purpose, subject to ratification by Congress. 

But this is a treaty which pivots all the rights the Unit: 
are to acquire to the concessions and canal rights and | 
within the canal zone to take effect on the ‘‘ consummati 
contemplated purchase of that property from a third p«! 
it is void because the event on which the title to the ca: 
or to this property is to become absolute is not defined 
treaty. 

It is only an agreement to make a grant upon a condit 
may happen in the future, which condition can not be ic 
by the terms of the treaty. It is a fast-and-loose barg 
either party may ignore or repudiate at pleasure. 

But, if the treaty was capable of being understood by © 









to its terms, the judgment of mankind revolts at the idea of en- 
caging With such an unorganized dummy and such a false pre- 
tense of @ government as Panama was when this mee was signed 
in enacting supreme laws for the people of the United States. 

I need not describe it. Every schoolboy in the land has looked 
it over as he would some strange creature from some strange land, 
and when told that our President has created this sovereign by a 
wave of his hand and ranks its power in making supreme laws 
for the United States as béing equal to that of our 80,000,000 of 
people, he takes it as a political jest, langhs at the thought, and 
asks the question, ‘‘ Is not that too awful strenuous?” 

I do not approve of ridicule in the discussion of great measures 
of state, but when they suggest nothing that is worthy of our 
reasoning faculties, or that has no precedent in all history, a 
merry answer is better than one that is contemptuous, where 
either is conclusive. 

3ut we are going on record as to this proceeding and our meas- 
ure is being taken by all great nations and many smaller ones, 
and we must take ground on which this Republic can stand in all 
the varied and dangerous events that must attend our career as 
the grand Republic of the world and, at this hour, possibly, the 
most powerful of nations. 

In this very proud position we are more than ever the target 
for the jealousies of every monarchy, kingdom, and empire in 
the world, and we should be more than ever guarded against 
their intrigues couched in flattering assurances of benevolence 
and even of love. 

As to European affairs, we seem to have been almost overcau- 
tious. We repressed all censure of the Boer war because we had 
horses and mules to sell to the British, and we threatened to ad- 
dress a remonstrance to Russia about the Jewish persecutions at 
Kishenef, but oe organ it for the sake of international comity. 

We rushed a ship to Beirut, where there was no fortifications, 
and waved our flag in the Assyrian winds, but nobody was hurt, 
not even our insulted vice-consul. 

Our moderation has given confidence to Europe that we are 
not aggressive as to the nations that have fleets. 

So we ho for peace and justice as the established policy of 
the grand Republic, and for the safety of the Monroe doctrine 
through the forbearance of the powers beyond the seas. 

But it has turned out that as to the American republics we 
can not withstand the allurements of gain or ambition; that if 
they have anything we need or would like to have we must be in- 
dulged in our covetousness; or that if we have made arrange- 
ments with any of them that stand in the way of a more u- 
lar ambition for what some call glory they must quietly accept 
our resolve to break those agreements and ask no questions. 

Now, I wish to be exact and true in statement and succinct and 
pointed in the proofs I will lay before the Senate to sustain the 
declaration that, in respect of our struggle for an isthmian canal, 
we have been led into the unfortunate attitude toward our sister 
republics of America by the intrigues and heartless machinations 
of the old and the new Panama Canal companies. 

Before stating these facts in order from records that none can 
justly contradict or otherwise explain away, I wish to revert toa 
pone that is now in progress among the nations of Europe 
especially. 

_Whether the solicitude of our President has won support for 
his Panama policy among foreign nations I know not, but it is 
very clear that the press that gives him support for political 
reasons are jubilant whenever they can quote a European nation 
as having recognized the Government of Panama. 

_ The honorable Senator from Massachusetts almost went off 
into a spasm of glory on Tuesday in quoting the support of other 
nations, 

There are millions of patriotic and sober-minded Americans 
who are deeply concerned as to the outcome of our Panama 
policy and need the consolation of any well-meaning people to 
fortify their faith in these new and dangerous exploits of our 
Aavy,. 

Yet, for good cause, they dread to see the gathering of the 
eagles of the European monarchies that hover over the prey at 
Panama. These governments, in concert, can recognize the ex- 
istence of a de facto government at Panama, without giving 
offense to Colombia, under the usages of nations. 

Such a recognition means no more than to provide for the 
Security of their subjects in Panama, pending a civil war or an 
Uprising against Colombia, and the safe conduct and protection 
of their personal and their property rights and their commercial 
interests. Any of these states except France can lawfully aid 
Col mbia in repressing the Panama secession without in the least 
affecting their recognition of the de facto government as recog- 
nized by them. "i 

F rance has made a compact with Panama to guarantee all 

Tench interests and all the rights, property, and concessions 
made by Colombia to the old and the New Panama Canal Com- 
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panies. This could only be done on the basis that Panama had 
succeeded to all the sovereign rights of Colombia in that Depart- 
ment, and was therefore sovereign and independent. 

This compact between France and Panama sets France ahead 
of the United States as to the recognition of the independence of 
Panama. The rights so ed by France are older and there- 
fore paramount to any rights of the same sort that the United 
States can acquire from Panama, and as to the canal and railroad 
properties that compact and the Hay-Varilla treaty relegate all 
questions to a settlement to be made of them by the United States 
and France; and France is the real though not the nominal soy- 
ereign of the 10-mile canal zone for these purposes. 

It was this compact that slaughtered the Monroe doctrine and 
that American doctrine so grating to European sensibilities, that 
no European nation shall control or assist in the construction of 
an isthmian canal in America, and the Senate is about to cele- 
brate its obsequies. 

The theory of the Monroe doctrine is that great nations should 
not aggrandize themselves at the expense of lesser ones, and that, 
as to the American republics, such aggrandizement by European 
powers will not be permitted, because it endangers our institu- 
tions and our rights of self-protection and defense. This isasore 
spot in the heart of every European monarch, including the Pope, 
and they all, mutually, encourage any situation that infringes the 
Monroe doctrine. 

France, by her quick diplomacy, which isa genuine coup d’état, 
rostrated the Monroe doctrine in Panama, and all the eagles of 
uropean monarchies came on swift wings to welcome her victory. 

IT am reluctant to state the jubilant attitude of our Government 
in ht epee these royal guests, but I warn the Senate that our 
people are all looking to us for the rescue. 

If the last clause of article 22 of the Hay-Varilla treaty is sup- 
ported by the votes of two-thirds of the Senate, an American 
statesman who hereafter quotes the Monroe doctrine as a living 
principle of American policy will be laughed to scorn. 

And this doctrine and all our oracular utterances by the Presi- 
dents and diplomatic representatives and all the resolutions of 
Congress about our policy as to an isthmian canal will be swept 
away at the command of the New Panama Canal Company. 

Not this alone, but our compact with Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
of December 1, 1900, made at the solicitation of William McKin- 
ley, President, will be broken and swept away by the same com- 
mand, leaving no memory of its existence except a deep and inef- 
faceable stain of dishonor upon the brightest pages of our history. 

All this and much more must be done or endured as a prepara- 
tion for our acknowledgment of the sovereignty and independence 
of the Republic of Panama. 

The Government of the United States has not yet acknowledged 
the sovereignty of that so-called Republic. 

The President has taken certain very questionable diplomatic 
steps in that direction, but he knows that one-third of the Senate 
can veto that formality, and he sends a treaty to this body, the 
first clause of which is— 


The Government of the United States guarantees and will maintain the 
independence of the Republic of Panama. 


That is a thing which Chief Justice Marshall said could not be 
done. 

This document is dated November 18,1903. Its transmission to 
the Senate on the 7th of December asa part of the annual message 
of the President was the first official knowledge Congress had of 
the existence of such a Republic. 

In that message the President says: 


The de facto government of Panama was recognized in the foll 
gram to Mr. Ehrman: 

“The people of Panama have, by apparently unanimous movement, dis- 
solved their political connection with the Republic of Colombia and resumed 
their independence. 

“When you are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form 
and without substantial opposition from its own people, has been established 
in the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with it as the resp 
ble government of the territory and look to it for all due action to pr 
| the persons and property of citizens of the United States and to keep open 
| the isthmian transit, in accordance with the obligations of existing treaties 
governing the relations of the United States to that territory.” 


ywing tele 


nNsil- 






This is the full extent to which the recognition of a responsible 
government in Panama has extended through any act of the 
President. A mere government de facto was admitted as being 
in possession of the power of government, not the right of gov- 
ernment nor the independence of a government de jure, whichis 
always admitted to be in existence, but not in power, when a 
government de facto is recognized as existing in a country, nor 
could the sovereignty that belongs to a government de jure be 
vested in a government de facto by its recognition as such. 

This de facto character of the government at Panama was fur- 
ther emphasized in the note to Mr. Ehrman which I have just 
| read, by the expression used therein, that the movement of the 
| people of Panama had dissolved their political connection with 
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Colombia ‘‘by an apparently unanimous movement.’’ While | 
this statement overdraws the facts beyond the limit of probity, it 
is not a basis on which a recognition of sovereignty and inde- 
pendence can be made in accordance with the laws of nations. 

Mr. Ehrman was a consul-general of the United States at Pan- 
ama, and was not possessed of diplomatic powers. He was only a 
commercial agent and could not enter, lawfully, into commercial 
relations with the Government of Colombia under its exequatur. 
He had no such powers as to the municipal government of the 
Department of Panama or with the government of the body cor- 
porate that administered the affairs of the city of Panama. 

He could only enter into relations with a de facto govern- 
ment in Panama, such as were commercial in their character, in- 
cluding the preservation of the lives and property of American 
citizens, rendered necessary by the absence of a government de 
jure. No act of his as consul could affect the rights or the status 
of the government de jure in Panama. 

The relations that belonged to his office as consul were the only 
relations that he was instructed to hold with the government de 
facto in Panama. Nothing that he was thus authorized to do re- 
lated to the overturning or the expulsion of the sovereignty of 
Colombia over the Department of Panama. 

The next paragraph in the President’s message is as follows: 

The Government of Colombia was notified of our action by the following 
telegram to Mr. Beaupré: 

“The people of Panama having, by an apparently unanimous movement, 
diannived their political connection with the Republic of Colombia and re- 
sumed their independence, and having adopted a government of their own, 
republican in form, with which the Government of the United States of 
America has entered into relations, the President of the United States, in 
accordance with the ties of friendship which have so long and so happily 
existed between the respective nations, most earnestly commends to the Gov- 
ernments of Colombia and of Panama the peaceful and equitable settlement 
of all questions at issue between them. He holds that he is bound not merely 
by treaty obligations, but by the interests of civilization, to see that the peace 
ful traffic of the world across the Isthmus of Panama shall not longer be dis- 
turbed by a constant succession of unnecessary and wasteful civil wars.” 

It is no matter of concern to me that this message to Colombia 
is the first of its kind in our diplomatic history, or that it was an 
aggravated insult to that Republic, attended with intrusive advice 
as to a peaceful and equitable settlement of a question that would 
destroy the sovereignty of an American republic within her con- 
stitutional boundaries, and also covered a threat of coercion 
toward Colombia. 

The act of recognizing a party of seven or eight conspirators as 
a government implied everything that could be conjectured as to 
the unlawful purposes of the President, and I have no party 
responsibility for the propriety of his conduct in office. 

I voted against the Hay-Herran treaty because I believed it was 
not in keeping with the honor of our country and put at hazard 
its peace and prosperity, while it was an open violation of the 
Constitution, and the Colombian Senate voted against it unani- 
mously on the ground that its negotiation by Marroquin was 
without the authority of law and violated the constitution of 
Colombia. 

For that vote I have received from the same source the sup- 
posed punishment of official displeasure, so that I have no per- 
sonal concern that our diplomatic history should have this offen- | 
sive blot upon it. Some day the people will clear off these 
unworthy records. 

Still I will not vote that a plea to Colombia for forbearance, as 
to the recognition of Panama as a government de facto, is a dec- 
laration by the petitioner that Panama has resumed her former 
independence, which, if it ever existed, she had voluntarily 
merged into the Republic of Colombia, and that she is in virtue 
of that recognition a free, sovereign, and independent republic. 

The President has never, in any official paper that has reached 
Congress, declared that Panama is a free, sovereign, and inde- 
pendent state. If he had done so, his declaration would have no 
more effect upon the rights of Colombia, under the international 
law or under the powers conferred on him in our Constitution, 
than if he were to declare that Ireland was a sovereign kingdom 
and independent of Great Britain. 

Our organic laws do not permit the state of facts relating tothe 
sovereignty of other nations to be manufactured by Presidential 
recognition. If such a power exists to bind the United States by 
putting a false declaration upon our official records, it can only 
be exercised effectually by the supreme political powers of the 
people, delegated by them to the Congress of the United States. 

Where was the government de jure over the Department of 
Panama when the recognized government de facto was in the 
hands of the junta or mobin Panama? Who was the President 
addressing, if it were not the government de jure over Panama, 
when he sent the officious and gratuitous message to Colombia | 
with a plea for peace? 

Why did the President cajole Colombia with allusions to ‘‘ the 
ties of friendship which have so long and so happily existed be- 
tween the respective nations,’’ when his message was the first | 
announcement of the rape of her territory and of the shame to her | 
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| States. 


| of Lieutenant-Commander Witzel, United States Navy, faced a despe! 
| chance and looked it calmly in the face, and although this is the custom of ou! 


| mas waked up. ; = 
| men carried messages hurriedly through the streets, secret consul!: 


| and Tuesday, November 3, is now known as the “ day of the independ 
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sovereignty that he was then preventing Colombia from redresgs- 
ing by the duress of threats and with fleets of armed ships? 

The President, when his petition for peace was presented to 
Colombia, as the government de jure, rose from this affected 
humility and at once proclaimed himself as the conservator of 
universal peace, in the words I have quoted from his message, 
and, in that character, he informed Colombia that ‘‘ he’’—not 
the United States—‘‘ holds that he is bound to see that the peace- 
ful traffic of the world across the Isthmus of Panama shall no 
longer be disturbed by a constant succession of unnecessary and 
wasteful civil wars.”’ ° 

To support this boastful pretension he alludes to treaty obliga- 
tions that were perverted, and ‘ the interests of civilization,’’ as 
to whose vast interests there is no record or tradition of this self- 
constituted guardianship. It is only a vainglorious boast of 
usurped authority. 

If this was the mission of our President to prevent civil wars in 
Panama, in order to protect ‘‘the peaceful traffic of the world 
across the Isthmus of Panama,’’ why did he not inform Colombia 
of the fact that in May, 1903, Mr. Beaupré, our minister at Bo- 
gota, had informed him that the representatives of the coast De- 
partments of the Cauca, Panama, and Bolivar would urge the 
ratification of the treaty as the only means of preventing the 
secession of those departments and the attempt to constitute of 
their territories an independent republic. 

Possessed of a knowledge of these facts, a friendly government, 
assuming the broad guardianship of ‘‘ the interests of civilization ”’ 
and anxious for ‘‘the peaceful and equitable settlement of all 
questions at issue between ’’ Colombia and its departments, would 
have forewarned that Government of this treasonable threat, and 
to keepits ‘* treaty obligations ”’ ‘* to see that the peaceful traffic of 
the world across the Isthmus of Panama shall no longer be dis- 
turbed by a constant succession of civil wars,’’ it would even 
have gone to the extent of withdrawing the treaty, or, at least, of 
saying to Panama and its representatives in that Congress that. 
in the language of the treaty of 1846, the United States is bound 
to ‘‘ guarantee positively and efficaciously the rights of sovereignty 
and property which Colombia has and possesses in Panama,”’ and 
you must not attempt to secede from Colombia under any expec- 
tation that this Government will encourage or aid you, or that it 
will in any manner prevent Colombia from the full constitutional 
rights she possesses to enforce her laws in Panama. 

It is needless to dwell upon the noble attitude that such a course 
would have given to the President and our Government in the 
contemplation of all nations, or how it would have moved the 
Congress of Colombia to repose faith and confidence in the United 
Unquestionably, such a course would have removed the 
suspicions from the minds of the people of Colombia that were 
being fostered by vile interlopers and lobbyists, some of whom 
were agents of the Panama Canal Company and others were citi- 
zens of the United States. 





APPENDIX. 
{Washington Post, December 7, 1903.] 

TWO CRITICAL DAYS—UNITED STATES AND COLOMBIAN FORCES NEARLY 
CLASHED—DIXIE CAME JUST IN TIME—BROUGHT SUFFICIENT FOR 
OVERAWE COLOMBIANS AT COLON—SEVENTY UNITED STATES MARINES 
HAD FACED ANNIHILATION BY 450 COLOMBIAN VETERANS—COLONE! 
TORRES AGREED TO LEAVE COLON FOR $8,000, BUT HIS MEN REFUSED 
FOR SOME TIME TO EMBARK*STIRRING EVENTS OF PANAMA REVOLUTION, 


CoLon, REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, November 23, 
There were two days at Colon when a few Americans under the command 


te 


ro 


sailorsand soldiers the world over, and although the terse press dispatch and 
the formal and modest report given out at Washington by the Navy LD: 
ment covered the happenings here on November 4 and 5, still the few men 
who met a dangerous situation with unflinching courage and faced t! 
sibility of a fight against great odds, with never a quiver, deserve that | 
actions be recorded more in detail and fairly presented to the people at ho 
On November 2 the United States gunboat Nashville, Capt. John Habbar 

came into Colon. Her presence was welcome on both sides of the Isthmus 


| every man concerned inthe brewing secession movement, but the surfac 


observer of affairs saw nothing to make her coming necessary; there was] 
parently no revolution on foot, and the traffic over the Panama Railrow 


| not appear to be threatened. 


COLOMBIAN TROOPS ARRIVE. 
The next morning, Tucsday, November 3, the Colombian, gunboat 
gena unexpectedly steamed into Colon with 450 Colombian troops on 
his news was flashed over the wires to the other side, and the who 
At once there was nervous excitement at Panama 


were held, wild plans were discussed, some of the conspirators w« 


quitting, pte | there was no chance of success with 45) Colomb 
; € 


iors in Colon and that the opportuxity had been lost, while others !! 
upon instant action. The arrival of the Cartagena was forcing the hancs 0 
the secessionists. Those who advocated action finally prevailed, h: " 
the Republic of Panama.” 

With the gunboat Cartagena came two Colombian generals, Ama 
Tovar, and Colonel Torres. The generals were ignorant of the head\ 
the secession movement on the Isthmus. They landed from the ¢' 
early on Tuesday morning and took the 8 o’clock train for Panama, * 
away, confident they would find all quiet there, and suspecting © 
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Later in the morning the 450 soldiers were landed in Colon and took up their 
quarters in the old railroad passenger station, Colonel Torres being in com- 


mand, 
INDEPENDENCE DECLARED. 


Late Tuesday evening Generals Amaya and Tovar, and Sefior Obaldia, Co- 
lombian governor of Panama, were arrested and placed in jail, the declara- 
tionof Panama’s independence was made, and the directing council, or junta, 
composed of Sefiors Arango, Arias, and Boyd, was —_ appointed. This 
decisive action was accomplished quickly and easily,and it was undoubtedly 
hastened by the presence in Colon of the Cartagena’s troops, who constituted 
the dangerousfactor in the problem, which must at once be disposed of. The 
news of the arrest of Amaya, Tovar, and Obaldia was not generally known 


in Colon until Wednesday morning. 

On Tuesday, shortly after the two generals had left for Panama, Colonel 
Torres requested the Panama Railroad to transport.his men across the Isth- 
mus. Now, the railroad company is obliged, according to its contract with 
the Colombian Government, to transport Colombian soldiers, but before this 
can be done an order to that effect must be given to the railroad by the gov- 
ernor of Panama. Torres telegraphed for such an order and the railroad 
officials had a train made up in readiness to move the soldiers as soon as it 
should be received. This meant delay, at which Torres chafed, but there 
was nothing he could do as the train could not be dispatched without va 
authorization from Panama. The order finally was received, but this 
time it was too late to send out a train that night. The next morning, Wed- 
nesday, Captain Hubbard, acting on the obligation of the United States to 
protect traffic across the Isthmus, gave orders that no troops whatever be 
moved over the railroad. This deprived Colonel Torres of all chance of go- 
ing to the relief of his leaders, and the question of disposing of his 450 men, 
still the menace in the situation, had to be settled here. 


MASSACRE OF AMERICANS THREATENED. 


On Wednesday morning the news of the arrest of Amaya and Tovar was 
brought to Colon by the morning train arriving at 10.45. The450menatonce 
became restive, but at this moment Porfirio Melendez, then agent of the 
Panama junta and later governor of Colon, appeared upon the scene. He 
approached Colonel Torres and tried to negotiate with him for the quiet 
withdrawal of the troops of his command, but his efforts were futile. The 
Colombians would not agree, and shortly before noon they threatened to 
attack Colon and kill every American here unless Generals Amaya and Tovar 
were liberated by 2 o'clock that afternoon. This at once puta very serious 
aspect upon the situation. 

In the meantime other events were transpiring in Colon. The captain of 
the Cartagena wanted fresh water for his boilers, and Wednesday morning 
he approached the head of the firm in Colon which supplies this demand. 
The head of the firm told the captain he certainly could have water, but as 
the Colombian Government owed him about $6.( —_ for water supplied 
upon previous occasions he was sorry he could sell no more water other 
than ona cash basis. The captain of the Cartagena had no money, neither 
did the Colombian prefect of Colon. The captain said the 
ma, Sefior Obaldia, would pay for the water. The head o 
the captain squarel in the eyes and said: 

“ But, Captain, there is no governor of Panama.” 

The captain, who had not yet heard the news, was astounded. 

“What!” he exclaimed; ‘‘no governor of Panama!” 


the firm looked 


“No. There has been a successful revolution, and Governor Obaldia isa 
prisoner.” 

The captain spoke never a word; but turned and walked to his gunboat, 
which was moored to a He 


ar ready to be connected with the water tubes. 
cast off and moved his ship a short way out into the harbor and anchored. 
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overnor of Pana- | 


meanwhile come in from the Culebra Cut and offered their services in the 

defense of Colon, and a score of Americans, residents of Colon, also had 

joined the defenders. They were armed with rifles from the Nashville. 
TORRES ACCEPTED GOLD. 

Thursday morning was spent by Sefior Melendez in further negotiations 
with Colonel Torres. The former employed the arguments of reason and of 
common sense, and finally the argument of gold, and to this the Colombian 
colonel succumbed. For $8,000 gold Colonel Torres promised to embark his 
troops on board the Royal Mail steamer Orinoco, then in port, and be trans- 
ported to Savanilla. This sum wasto be paid when the troops were on board 
the Orinoco. 

The soldiers demurred at this arrangement, but Torres found a way to 
make them accept it, and at 4 o’clock Thursday afternoon they obeyed his 
orders and began to move from their barracks downthe main street of Colon 
in small squ of 20 or 30 men, crossing the clearing in front of the freight 
house where the handful of Americans were gathered behind their guns and 
cotton bales, and then on to the Royal Mail pier, where the Orinoco was moored. 
As they passed they looked curiously and sullenly at the Americans. Some 
of the older of the Colombians seemed to have a realization of the signifi- 
cance of this move, and to see in it the downfall of Colombia on the Isthmus. 
Others were apparently indifferent to what they did or where they went, but 
the threatening and warlike attitude of the vigilant Americans showed all 
that something was wrong, and the watchful presence of these silent Ameri- 
cans made them all uncomfortabie. 


CORNERED THE COLOMBIANS. 


The payment to Torres of the $8,000 was made by Melendez in a house on 
the main street out of sight of the pier. Melendez supposed the soldiers were 
on board the Orinoco when he turned over the money, but he was mistaken. 
They had not embarked and.were still on the pier. Torres returned to his 
men with the money. The soldiers at once emphatically refused to board the 
steamer unless their two generals went with them, and they clamored for 
their leaders. This sudden development called for decisive action on the part 
of the Americans in the freight house, now numbering some 70 men, and there 
was no hesitation. The step taken was dangerous and provoking, but one 
that the circumstances demanded. The line of cotton-bale defenses was 
quickly swung out from the freight house and reconstructed facing the pier. 

he bales were rolled into line to forma breastwork, and the guns looked out 
from between them down the length of the English pier, where the Colom- 
bians were gathered. This line was not more than 40 feet from the wooden 
gates at the shore end of the pier, and the Colombians were fairly cornered. 

The hurried work of changing the line of defense and moving out the guns 
was soon over, even before the Colombians realized what had been done, and 
then the small body of Americans faced a new situation. The Colombian 
troops were veterans, having seen much service in the last revolution, and 
they were known to be good shots. They had plenty of ammunition, and 
they were in no sense afraid. All who know the soldiers of Colombia unite 
in declaring them to be fearless fighters. They had sworn not to board the 
Orinoco without their leaders, and they were ready enough to fight. They 
realized that a rush on the cotton bales doubtless would result successfully 
for them, and if the cost in lives was great, they were the sort of men who 
did not stop to count this cost. As soon as the new lines of defense were 
completed and the Americans lined up behind them, guns in hand and eyes 
straining to notice that first aggressive act on the part of the enemy which 
would force the beginning of an engagement, the defenders felt that the seri- 
ous time of the day had come. The short range and the positions of the 


| fighters, Colombians lined out down the pier and the Americans grouped be- 


| hind their cotton bales, could only result in fearful slaughter on bot 


sides. 


| The Colombians still called for their generals, and at the same time began 


Twenty minutes later he got under way again and unobtrusively steamed | 


off in the direction of Savanilla. He did not return. 
HUBBARD ACTED PROMPTLY. 


The news that the 450 Colombian soldiers had threatened to attack Colon | 


and kill all Americans was made known by Sefior Melendez at about 12.30 
o'clock Wednesday. The Nashville was at once signaled that the presence of 
Captain Hubbard was needed onshore. Fifteen minutes later he landed at 
the small boat wharf, and the situation was explained to him. His plans 
were formed at once. No time was to be lost, for serious fighting could be 
expected in an hour. 

he landing force at Captain Hubbard's command was woefully small, 
but he did not hesitate to face a Conperese chance. Forty men and two 1- 
pounder guns from the Nashville, as big a force as possibly could be spared, 


a 


were landed and sent to the freight house of the Panama Railroad. This force | 


was in command of Lieutenant-Commander Witzel. 


chandise. One gun was mounted to command the approach at the rear of 
the building, while the other was set up on a flat car at the main entrance in 
front tocommand that side and in readiness to be run down the railroad 
track and give range up the side streets crossing the track. All this was 
done by 2 o'clock, or in a little more than an hour from the time Captain 
Hubbard first came ashore. Everything possible had been done to meet the 
threatened attack of the Colombians and to protect American lives and prop- 
erty. Womenand children were sent on board steamers in the harbor. But 
the Colombians did not carry out their threat. They could be seen in small 
parties moving about the streets, but the majority of them stayed in their 
arracks, 

It was agreed between Captain Hubbard and Colonel Torres on Wednes- 
day hight that each should withdraw his troops until morning; consequently 
the Americans and their two guns went. back to the Nashville. The Colom- 
bians should all have retired to a point about a mile and a half outside Colon; 
aes aon did so, but the majority remained in their barracks in Colon 

ght. 
THEATER OF THE EVENTS. 


a A few words describing the theater of the events of Wednesday and Thurs- 
Gay are a The place where small boats and launches dock at Colon 
He wooden land agoeon 250 feet long, running parallel to the beach line. 
i ereall troops are disembarked. ‘There isanopen space shoreward from this 
eng, as big, perha pS, as acity block. At the eastern end of the landin 
1e pier of the Royal Mail Steamship Company, a partly covered wooden af- 
pay out into the harbor. At the eastern end of the clearing and on a 
the Panama Railroad freight house, a well-built stone structure of two stories, 
™ 1 a frontage of about 100 feet. Crossing the south or land side of the 
*aring is the main street of Colon, and the railroad tracks running out of 


= freight house to the west, — to the beach line. Theshore end of the 
yal Mail pier joins the land 30 feet west of the seaward corner of the freight 


All the entrances to | deamem > determined they s ave the pier 
the freight house were fortified with balesof cotton and other available mer- | 4™ericans equally determined they should not leave the pier. 


| the pier anc 


edging along toward the short end of the wharf, Seeking as they came such 
protection as a few piles of merchandise and a couple of steel water tanks 
would afford them. Still the Americans did nothing but watch and wait. 


| Lieutenant-Commander Witzel, Major Black, and Lieutenant Brooke were 


with their men behind the defenses and held them in control. 


CRITICAL MOMENT. 


One of the picket gates leading to the pier was opened, and an American 
officer passed in front of the cotton bales over to this gate and ordered that 
it be closed. A Colombian lieutenant told him the gate would remain open. 
It was a time when a trivial incident might easily have precipitated an out- 
break from men whose nerves were tense and strained, so the officer ex- 
lained to the Colombian that no man wouid be allowed to leave the pier, and 
id not insist upon the closing of the gate. 

The two forces remained watching each other thus for an hour, the Colom- 
bians determined not to board the steamer without their generals and the 
At 6 o'clock 
the afternoon train from Panama pulled into the railroad station, which is 
less than a hundred steps inland from where the American line was formed, 
and some youthful political enthusiasts on the train commenced yelling, 
** Viva la Republica de Panama.’ This seemed to anger the Colombians on 
they wanted to come out and arrest the offenders, but were 
restrained by their officers. While these things were occurring on shore 


| Captain Hubbard, on board the Nashville, had maneuvered his gunboat toa 


position. from which he could, had it become necessary, have fired on the 
pier without riddling the town. 

Darkness came while the two forces were still facing each other, and 
nothing had occurred toimprove the situation. The danger of a fierce close- 
range confliet was as real as ever, but not a man of the small American gar- 
rison flinched. Thelong strain had told on men’s nerves, still no man, vol- 
unteer or regular, had shown any sign of weakening. 


REENFORCEMENTS ARRIVE. 





At 7 o'clock a steamer’s lights were seen rapidiy approaching Colon. It 
was the Dixie with over 400 American marines on board. All day long she 

| had been awaited with anxiety, now she was coming in the nick of time 
The fact that she was bringing a large number of American reenforce- 


ht line with the pier of the English steamship company is the front of | 


| safe and the two days at Colon, the dangerous incident of t) 


ouse, and the tall picket gates to the pier forma right angle with the facade | 


ofthis building. Itis only thirty steps from the center entrance of the freight 


onse to the gates of the pier. " 

“arly Thursday morning the fort y men and the twoguns from the Nashville 
before. Maj. Wil- 
ngineer Corps, had 


*sain came ashore and took up their 


sitions of the da 
liam Black and Lieutenant Brooks, of tt Snite 


he United States 


| 








ments had been fully circulated around town with the purpose of the news 
reaching the ears of the Colombian soldiers. They, too, saw the lights of the 
Dixie, and atonce a movement among them was noticeable. Slowly, in small 
numbers, they commenced with common accord and without the issuance of 
orders to file on board the Orinoco. 

Men breathed more freely at the sight. The Nashville sent her b 
side the Dixie as she came to anchor about 700 yards out from tl 
and in less than an hour 200 marines were on shore. Then the situation was 
‘ bloodless revo- 
lution, were over. At 8 o'clock the last of the Colombian soldiers had passed 
up the Orinoco’s gangway, the steamer’s lines were cast off, and slowly she 
warped away from her pier. She passed close to the Dixie and so out to sea. 

For two days a handful of Americans had faced a critical situation. For 
three hours on Thursday afternoon these 70 men had looked calmly into the 
rifles of 450 Colombians, and no man could tell from one moment to another 
when the fight might begin. And the fight they all feared, but which none 
flinched from, could have resulted in nothing else than annihilation The 
courage, wisdom, and calmness of Captain Hubbard and the other officers 


ats along- 


16 Urinoco, 






dh 


mentioned, and the fearlessness, determination, and obedience of the men of 
their command deserve further mention than that given in the terse press 
dispatches or the modest Washington report. 


{New York Evening Post, December 8, 1903.] 

PANAMA GENESIS—THE STORY AS TOLD ON THE ISTHMUS—NOTICE TO SECRE- 
TARY HAY—HIS VIRTUOUS REPLY THAT UNITED STATES COULD NOT AID 
REVOLUTIONISTS—BESIDES, SEPTEMBER 23 WAS MUCH TOO EARLY—PRESI- 
DENT ROOSEVELT ALSO QUOTED AS INVITING DAMNATION IF HE'D AID 
SECESSIONISTS—ANTEREVOLUTION NEGOTIATIONS HERE AND IN WASH- 
INGTON—DOCTOR AMADOR’S CONFERENCE WITH M. BUNAU-VARILLA AT 
THE WALDORF—WORK OF MAKING FLAG AND DRAFTING DECLARATION 
BEGUN ON HIS RETURN—ARRIVAL OF AMERICAN WAR SHIPS ON SCHEDULE 
TIME—CHEUCK MATING COLOMBIA'S TROOPS AT COLON—ALL THE FUNDS IN 
PANAMA’S TREASURY PAID OUT IN BUYING SUPPORT FOR JUNTA. 

PANAMA, REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, November 30. 
So seldom can a republic be snap-shotted in the making that the true and 
veracious history of Panama ought to be set down. New York accounts of 
it have been fragmentary. Washington accounts have been politic, oblique— 
you have felt that they did not touch upon realities. Here, among a simple 
and elated people, nothing is concealed. The only thought is that there shall 
be told none of that which might reflect in the least upon the United States 

Government. There is a fine pro-American bent to the population. To the 

best Panamanians New York has long been the loveliest of cities, and the 

United States the ideal of a country. Only one of the de facto cabinet of the 

new Republic is unable to speak English. Much of the population is from 

the British colony of Jamaica. Officers from the British warship Amphion 
fraternize with American correspondents and naval officers, and among the 

Spanish or so-called natives of the Isthmus to be an American is to insure 

social treatment such as only Spanish courtesy is 

the native girl who made the first Panamanian 
of the attitude. 


fectinsupplying. What 
said is truly illuminative 
“ After lam a Panamanian,” she told us, “I am a Yankee.” 

As it is written here the story of the revolution is as well authenticated as 
it could be, if you accept the word of the apne of the declaration of inde- 
pendence, of the junta, of the provisional cabinet, of the admiral of the navy, 
of all who participated. I think they are keeping nothing*back. Altogether 
it isa unique story. It begins in March or, perhaps, May of this year. Con- 
trol of the transisthmian transportation, the great asset of this neck of land 
connecting two continents, had, as has been said, given the United Statesa 
hold upon popular allegiance. She was the power which had to be re- 
spected. Hers was the Government for which battles were oe that 
trains under her interest might ee upon their business. 
Here, as well as at Washington, the feeling was t, treaties to the contrary 
notwithstanding, it was somewhat Quixotic for American marines to be 
landing always for the practical support of Colombian sovereignty. 

The idea of American interference in behalf of a seperate state was abroad 
in March. In May Doctor Amador talked about it to José Augustin Arango, 
lobbyist of the Panama Railroad, and to Tomas Arias, who held the electric- 
light concession. They took into confidence Federico — half British b 
descent; Constantino Arosemana, whose family had been fleeced by compul- 
sory subscription to various “revolutions;” Ricardo Arias, brother of the 
electric-light man, and De Obarrio. Sometimes meetings were held at Ama- 
dor’s house; often at night in the electric-light back office down on the edge of 
the Bay of Panama. They kept their pu close, fearing to let it out. Gen. 
Herbert O. Jeffries (I have it from himself) was‘*‘in the know” also. Arango 
was appointed to keep Colonel Black, United States Army, engineer supervis- 
ing the present digging of the canal at Culebra cut, and Colonel Shaler, R. D. 
Prescott, Capt. J. BR. Beers, leading officers of the Panama Railroad, fully in- 
formed as to what was going forward. James Hyatt, of course, was also in- 
formed. Summercame. Colombia hesitated over the treaty. Doctor Ama- 
dor sailed in August, via Jamaica, to Boston, and thence proceeded to Wash- 
ington. Mr. Hay, Secretary of State, was on his holiday, and Amador could 
not see him. He told of his mission, however, to somebody and went on to 
New York. 

PLOTTING AT THE WALDORF. 

There he consulted with M. Bunau-Varilla, agent of the Panama Canal 
Company. Both were staying at the Waldorf-Astoria, and held their con- 
ferences there. 

* Now, are you sure about this?” I asked Sefior Arango, of the Junta. 

* Yes,” he answered. ‘ Yes,” coincided Seiior Arias. 

Doctor Amador talked with Varilla and others and was assured presently 
that the American Government would give support toa secession movement. 
Not officially, of course. General Jeffries has a letter, he says, in which 
President Roosevelt declares he'll “ be damned if he will aid in any revolu- 
tion.”” But Doctor Amador believed in the authority of the utterances of 
Bunau-Varilla, and went home inafervor. “Put these papersin the safe,” 
he said to the purser of the returning steamer Yucatan; “they aré worth 
much—I would not lose them.” His narrative of the results of his mission to 
the United States was aoe credited in spite of the accompanying papers. 
Nevertheless, E. A. Morales, C. A. Mendoza, and J. Henriquez began to draft 
a declaration of independence for Panama. 

There were more conferences at Amador'’s house. Mrs. Amador became 
interested. (In all these Latin countries the women are flerce and effective 
patriots.) José Gabriel Duque, Cuban born, but an American citizen, editor 
of the Star and Herald, went to New York and Washi mn. He went, it is 
said, on his own hook; and he spoke with Secretary on September 8, 
who had on August 28 been in conference with President Roosevelt at Oyster 
Bay. Three alternatives were discussed. One was to ignore Colombia, pro- 
ceed to construct the canal under the treaty of 1846 with New Grenada, dent 
Colombia if she objected, and create the “independent government of 
Panama.” Sefior Duque informed Secretary Hay that the revolution was to 
take place on September 23, the day after the adjournment of the Colombian 
Congress. Mr. Hay is said to have replied—this is from a report in Sefior 
Dugque's newspaper—“that the Uni States could not lend aid to revolu- 
tionists in carrying out a secession from the nation to which they belonged. 
Besides,’ Mr. Hay is said to have added, “‘September 23 is much too early,” 
pointing out to Sefior Duque that a revolution coming the day after the ex- 
piration of the treaty would be an absurdity, since revolutions usually require 
preparation. 

MAKING THE FIRST FLAG. 


The revolution did not come off on. September 23. It was postponed to 
November 4. “On November 2 Admiral Glass was notified to go to the Isth- 
mus, and, if neous, occupy Ancon Hill withartillery.” Various American 
vessels were sent within striking distance. Meantime Doctor Amador took 
a colored design for a flag to Sefiorita Maria Emelia Ossa, his niece, and asked 
her to make a flag accordingly. Sefiorita Ossa is the betrothed of R. D. Pres- 
cott, agent at Panama of the Panama Railroad. Her nts are Chilean; she 
was born here, and, disregarding her father's neutral position as Chilean con- 
sul-general, has been ever an inspiring Panamanian,a Liberal, with a great lik- 
ing for“ Yankees,” asshe told uslastevening. Sheis not the black-eyed, black- 
haired Spanish woman of Frank Daniels's “ The Office Boy,” but brown eyed 
and full cheeked and brown haired, without the Moorish blood. “All the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


J ANUARY 7, 


time I was sewing the flag,” she says, ‘‘I fancied eadless columns of Colom. 
bian soldiers marching into the house.” But she finished it October 31, and 
it was first seen in New York on the City of Washington, one of the Panama 
Railroad's chartered — 

On the evening of the day the flag was finished there was a final meeti 
of the conspirators at Doctor Amador’s house. Eight persons were present’ 
They heard that Doctor Amador had telegraphed Varilla that everything 
was now ready for the overturning. They adjourned with the remark t} 
“if Varilla could movesome American men-of-war tothe Isthmus, he isso) 

y, and we can goahead.” In the morning (November 1) arrived a re))\y 
from Varilla, dated October 31, saying that American men-of-war woul: 
or Isthmus immediately to keep transit open. Arias, on hearing 
said: 

“ What if Colombia changes her position and mts the treaty?" 

“Then,” was the answer, *“‘ we are all betrayed, and it is the end of us.” 


GAINING ADHESION OF TROOPS. 


November 4 was fixed on as the date for “the movement.” The work 
enlisting the aid of Government officers was progressed. Admiral Varo: 
the Colombian gunboat Twenty-first of November, was won over with a!! | 
forces. General Huertas, commandant of the garrison, was found easy to 
approach, because he is a Panamanian by birth, has a Panamanian wife, a1. 
had heard that he was to be transferred, with all his troops, to Barranquilla 
Such a transfer would mean that he and his troops would hereafter be paid 
in paper money, worth only a few cents on the dollar, as at Barrang ||: 
there is no silver currency. To rid himself of officers and men he was » 
sure would enter the plot to revolt, he pretended to have had a dispatch s: 


ng that revolutionists were landing at Cocla, down the coast. Then he sent 
off all the distrusted officers and men to put down Cocla'’s imaginary insur. 
rection. 

Sefior Melindes, of Colon, was called to Panama and asked to be ready to 
take the governorship of Colon on the 4th. About noon on the 2d the Nas) 
ville arrived atColon. Everything then was favorable, except that no Amer 
ican war ship had yet appeared at Panama. Suddenly that evening, to the 
consternation of the plotters, the Colombian war ship Cartagenasteamed into 
Colon, bearing some 500 soldiers, 50 clerks, and a new governor. 


PLANS UPSET. 


Somebody had tipped off Bogota that a coup was being planned, and Bogota 
had dis ed these troops to replace the suspected garrison, clerks to do 
the work of untrue officeholders, and Gen. Pompilio Guitterrez to supplant 
Governor Obaldia. Governor Obaidia lived in the same house with Doctor 
Amador and belonged to the same poker club, but “officially” he knew not! 
ing of the conspiracy. Everybody saysso. Colombia, nevertheless, had pre 
pared to remove him. 

The Cartagena’s outfit, civiland military, was landed at Colon. Leaving 
command to Colonel Torres, the generals boarded a train for Panama. This 
city was in a ferment. The revolutionists thought the jig Was up. What 
should be done? Now, General Huertas, in command of the garrison, had 
—— under Gen. Herbert O. Jeffries. Huertas lost his right arm serving 
with this New Yorker, of Virginian antecedents, who was one of Roosevelt's 
political helpers when Roosevelt first ran for the assembly in the Twenty- 
second district of Manhattan. Huertas said to Jeffries: 

“Will you stand by if I deliver the garrison to the revolutionists?” 

“Sure,” answered Jeffries. 

Then Jeffries went to the nonplussed revolutionists and declared: ‘ You 
have arrived at the time described in anold Spanish saying—you have got to 

ive birth now, or burst.” Mrs. Amador, who had been the soul of the revo- 
ution, besought her husband to take his euportanhy. “You must go on 
now,” she insisted. A dispatch came from Colon. R.D. tt, while pre 
tending to make a purchase, conveyed the telegram to the hand of the head 
of the Brandon firm. It said that the Panama Railroad had refused to 
transport the Colombian troops across to Panama. Hearing this, the revo- 
lutionists took heart. They would goon. At5o’clock they would serenade 
the Colombian generals. Then after dinner the generals would be seize 
and the same band which had welcomed them would sound the tocsin of the 
revolution. 

This plan was superfluous. On arriving the generals went down to the 
barracks after noon to see General Huertas. One version of what ha; 
is this: They greeted General Huertas, who offered them wine. They | 

sed a toast. Invaded by a fear that when he raised his one good arm |! 

rink the Colombian generals would take advantage of him and run a sword 
through him, he said: “One moment.” He left the room, gave orders for 
company of soldiers to go in and put the newly arrived officers under arres 
The arrest was made and the prisoners turned over to the police, to be k 
in jail. Revolution was declared; the populace rejoiced; the flag of Sefor: 
Ossa was unfurled. 


FIXING COLONEL TORRES. 


At Colon the Colombian troops waited on the wharf. Over the ! 
Railroad telephone their commander called up Sefior Arango, lobbyist fu! 
the railroad, and one of the junta, and demanded that his generals be seut 
back to him. 

“They will not be released,” replied Sefior avenge. 

“Then come down here and fight,” suggested Colonel Torres. 

“We will to-morrow,” said Arango. 

“No, to-day,” urged Torres. : 

But the railroad refused to fetch the revolutionary troops to Color 
send the Colombian troops to Panama. Two eager armies wero ke) 
by the casual order of a superintendent of a little 48-mile railway. 

Next came a message by telephone asking the custodians of the P 
treasury (containing $140,000 more? whether they would stand /oran a 
ment whereby Colonel Torres could be got to depart with his troop 
ably. Isaac Brandon & Son and Henry Eshman, bankers and cust: 
the money which had come into the possession of the revolution, 
“Yes” Then Melindes of Colon took Colonel Torres to the café of t 
Washington, and after a few drinks Colonel Torres pounded his fist 0)" ' 
table and announced theatrically that “at 2 o'clock every American 
would be killed if Generals Tovar and Amaya were not at once f! 
sent back to Colon.” This word went out to the American ship -\ 
Marines were sentashore. “Jimmie” Hyatt asked for arms for A 
citizens. The Nashvillesupplied them. Some forty-three Americar 
ing the marines, piled bales of cotton on flat cars at the door of t! 
freight house and were ready. The soldiers were on the wharf. | 
passed. Then Colonel Torres took $8,000 and embarked his troops 
senger steamer bound for Cartagena. Hisown portion, after formal') 
ing the back wages of the soldiers,” is said to have been $5,000. 

‘The drop of a hat would have precipitated shooting on the seco! 
the tension. Colonel Black, United States Army, canal inspector, t 
mand of the Americans at the railway stationand removed the cars ! 
tracks, so that the Colombians could have no rolling forts or Trojat 
Colonel Torres ap ntly expected till the last moment that the « 
Colombian aunauie would be returned to him. But when he founc 
was hemmed in, he accepted the money and embarked his troops. 
Black thereafter was the first to raise Panama's flag. 
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SCHEDULE OF PRICES. 


these conspirators were predicated 7 the rejection of the canal treaty, an 
In this very modern and unique revolution the schedule of prices was as 


hypothesis which had resolved itself into a certainty before the middle of 
August. 


follows: It was under these conditions that the plan for Panaman independence ad- 
For General Huerta -..... -. 222. nn nnn nee nnn none e conn one nee e ee oe eeee $25,000 | vanced up to the middle of August. The moment for decisive action being 
For Admiral Vavon ........-.-------------- ++ -000 enn n nena ne enee nn nn eneeee 25,000 | then in sight, it was agreed by the conspirators and their counsellors that to 
For Colonel Torres and troops .........--+-- 000. -000-000 --ceneesnenseene 8,000 | insure the success of the project it was necessary to sound the United States 


Government and learn what attitude it would assume. 


WORK OF DOCTOR AMADOR. 


With that object in view, Doctor Amador sailed from Colon in September, 
oing first to Jamaica, and thence to Boston. From Boston he journeyed to 
ashington, without ing through New York, so that neither his pres- 
ence in the States nor his visit to Washington might be known to the Colom- 
bian consul at New York. Doctor Amador’s visit to Washington was for the 
ow of conferring with Secretary Hay; but that official was in New 
ampshire on his annual vacation, and Doctor Amador left Washington 
without acquainting the State Department of what the Isthmians (seven in 
number at that time) proposed doing. About the same time J. Gabriel 
Duque, a native of Cuba, but a naturalized American, now domiciled in this 
city, editor of the Star and Herald, of Panama, and principal owner of the 
Loteria de Panama, the chartered lottery of the Isthmus, also visited Wash- 
ington. Mr. Duque saw Secretary Hay and discussed with him the idea of 
Panaman independence; but it can be accepted as an indisputable fact that 
his visit was wholly unofficial and made upon his own responsibility, as he 
was not at that time in the secret of what Amador, Arango, Arias, and the 


This makes a total of $58,000. For judges, postmasters, et al., a lot more 
was paid. All that was in the treasury went out. One of the junta was 
waked if it was true that General Huertas had declined to receive the $25,000, 
preferring a Place under the new government. “He never refuses any- 
thing,” was the response. 

Admiral Varon has an under secretaryship in the war department. Gen- 
eral Huertas is in command of the army, which has been reduced from 3,500 
to 1,800. General Jeffries is the admiral of the Panama navy. I believe this 
to be an impartial inside account of the overturning, absolutely true. This 
narrative, of course, does not deal with causes and grievances. FO 


(New York Tribune, December 21, 1903.] 


THE PANAMA REVOLUTION—DETAILS OF HOW THE SCHEME WAS SUCCESS- 
FULLY WORKED OUT. 


[From a special correspondent of the Tribune.) 
PANAMA, R. P., December 10. 


The story of this Republic's conception and birth reads like a fairy tale. 
Panama—that is, the better class of Panamans—has for years dreamed of in- 
dependence of Colombia and immunity from Colombian oppression, but they 
lacked the pour of initiative, preferring to put off until “ mafiana”™ the at- 
tempt another people would have made seat. The canal project forced the 
issue, however, and the leaders among the Panamans met it in a manner 
which must in time win the admiration of the world, for as a political trick 
they did that which is without an equal, overturning a government and set- 
ting up their own independence without firing a shot or spilling a drop of 
blood. . 

Karly in the current year Mutis Durand was geewace of the Department 
of Panama. He had been sent to preside over the Department from one of 
the other Departments in the Colombian Federation and was essentially an 
anti-Panaman. It happened, therefore, that when the Hay-Herran treaty 
had been ratified at Washington, and when the question of ratification was 
about to come before the Colombian Conqpens, that he, who had the power of 
appointmentof the representatives from . Saw to it that there should 
go to Bogota a delegation which would not oppose any scheme Colombia 
might evolve. Panama, enthusiastic for the canal, recognized at once that 
Durand had named men who were inimical to the paramount interest of the 
Department, and at that moment thescqheme for Panaman independence be- 
gan to assume pe. 

This was in May last. Common report and formal statement made by 
those who were in the movement at the time of its inception gave to Dr. 
Manuel Amador Guerrero, who is now in the Statesin company with Federico 
Boyd and Constantine Arosemena, as a member of the commission appointed 
to negotiate a canal treaty, credit for having launched the independent 
movement. But while Doctor Amador is deemed the father of Panaman 
independence, it is doubtful if so much credit actually belongs to him. 


RAILROAD COMPANY PUSHED SCHEME. 


Rather is it logical to assume that the officials of the Panama Railroad, 
nearly every one of whom is an American, are the more responsible porhen. 
The railroad corporation, which owns a splendid iece of property and which 
is doing a thriving business in transisthmian traffic, has for about fourteen 
Ne rs been devoting the whole of its net earnings to defraying the expense of 

he work necessary to keep the canal concession held by the New Panama 
Company alive. e stockholders have realized nothing from their invest- 
ment in that period, and as the United States has agreed to purchase the 
property for §7,000,000, everybody connected with the railroad as stockhold- 
=e and mageuens have been feverishly anxious for the actual consummation 
of the canal project. 

Every Literal in Panama knew when Durand appointed Sefiors y Soto and 
Teran senators from Panama to the special session of the Colombian Congress 
convened on July 20 last to consider the Hay-Herran treaty that the canal 
project was in jeopardy. These two men did not represent the sentiment on 
the Isthmus, a fact proved by their open fight against ratification of the treat 
as well as by the fact that they have not returned to Panama since the ad- 
journment of the Congress. .At the time these two men were named as Pan- 
aman senators José Agustin Arango was senator of the Colombian Congress, 


Doctor or’s visit to Washington having proved fruitless, and there 
being no longer any necessity for secrecy, he went to New York and took 
apartments at the Waldorf-Astoria. There he fell in with M. Philippe Bunau- 
Varilla, who had resided on the Isthmus as a canal engineer, and with whom 
he was acquainted. Varilla was then in the States in the interest of the New 
Panama Canal Company, and, their sentiments being more or less the same, 
Doctor Amador un: ‘olded to Varilla the plans of the conspirators at Panama. 
From this point the project progressed rapidly. Doctor Amador returned to 
the Isthmus early in October, and at a meeting of the seven conspirators, 
who gathered in the office of the electric-lighting company in Panama, he 
related the result of his visit to the States. He had received no assurance 
from any official of support, but communicated to his fellows the fact that 
Varilla had assured him in the most positive terms that ong stroke in favor 
of independence, having as its primary object the grant to the American Re- 
public of a canal concession, would be supported by the United States Govern- 
ment. So elated was Doctor Amador over Varilla’s assurances and so great 
was his confidence in the French engineer's ability to influence the Govern- 
ment at Washington that he was unable to see any further difficulties in the 
way of executing the project. 

CAUTION COUNSELED. 


Arango, Arias, Arosemena, and the others were slow toaccept Doctor Ama- 
dor’s assurances, however. Varilla had not talked with them, and realizing 
that death for each would be the penalty should a and fail, and 
that their only hope of success lay in support to given them by the 
United States, they counseled caution and further delay. 

Their views prevailed tosuch an extent that it was decided to defer the 
launching of the movement until after the Colombian Congress should have 
finally ellourned. Adjournment would, they argued, sound the death knell 
over the canal treaty, and simultaneously give to the United States an in- 
centive to support the independenceof a republic on the Isthmus. The proj- 
ect was accordingly held in abeyance, although there was no cessation in the 
matter of working out the details. 

Realizing that if it should become necessary to deliver the blow a com- 
mission would have to be sent to the States, the conspirators, late in October, 
took into their confidence Sefior Manuel Espanoza, with the idea of substi- 
tuting him for Federico Boyd as a member of the provisional governing 
junta which would have to be created, and which, it was decided, should be 
composed of Arango, who wielded all the influence of the Panama Railroad; 
Arias, who had been a Department senator, federal representative, and a 
general officeholder, and Boyd, who represented the heavier vested interests 
on the Isthmus. Doctor Amador was reserved to be the candidate for Presi- 
dent of the new Republic; Constantine Arosemena was selected to be the ex- 
pert member of the commission to the States to negotiate a canal agree- 
ment; De Obarrio was selected for the ministry of war, which he now holds, 
and Ricardo Arias was to be the active fiscal agent of the proposed new 
government. 

None of these details were neglected, the systematic manner in which the 
conspirators went about their work showing that they possess unusual abil- 















































representing Panama. No sooner did Durand announce his appointments | ity in political scheming and that they were ably advised. Proceeding in 
than Arango announced that he would not go to Bogota to be outnumbered | thesame careful way, with a view to leaving no stone unturned to insure 
in the delegation by anti-Panamans. Now, it happened that Sefior Arango | success, the conspirators reached, about October 27, that point at which they 


was then, and isnow, the “special agent” of the Panama Railroad; in other 
words, the company’s angen andlobbyist. In thiscapacity Seiior 
Arango has twice visited Bogota in the interest of the canal project, to keep 
the concession and promote ratification with the United States Government. 
The evidence seems conclusive that when he refused to go to Bogota—a re- 
fusal uttered in May last—he at the same time advanced the idea of inde- 
pendence for the department in case the treaty should fail. 


ACTIVE STEPS TAKEN. 


Arango was not, however, the man to openly. or even poerete foster the 
scheme, That duty devolved upon Doctor or, who is deeme the wealthi- 
est man in thede ment,and therefore who has more to gain from American 
occupation and the —— of the canal than has any other individual. 
hat Arango acted as the agent of the Panama Railroad in proposing to 
Amador the idea of Panaman independence is proved by subsequent devel- 
opments. Amador was readily disposed to advance the project, even though 
it may not have — om with him, and the fact stands that he took the 
ong ago as May last. Atthattime a meeting was held at 
octor Amador's residence, fronting the cathedral in this city. There were 
Present Doctor Amador, Selior Arango, and Seiior Tomas Arias—three men 
Who may be set down, without danger of any contradiction, as the original in- 
igators of the revolution of November 8. At that meeting—and my inform- 
ant is one who was in the scheme from the beginning, and whose statements 
have been fully corroborated—it was decided by Amador, Arango,and Arias 
that if the Hay-Herran treaty should fail of ratification at Bogota a blow 
should be struck for Panaman independence. 
his decision reached, the plan advanced rapidly. Needing assistance in 
Wor ‘ing out their plan the original trio of conspiratorscarefully selected four 
other men who might be taken into their confidence. These four were Con- 
-~ tine ramen civil engineer; Ricardo Arias, brother of Tomas Arias; 
; “erica Boyd, and N. A. de Obarrio, the last three named being merchants 
oh his city and men of wealth and substance. The circle of conspirators in- 
c uded these seven men as long ago as July 1. They met frequently, but in 
th ret, holding their meetings in the private residence of one or the other of 
- 1 number, with an occasional gathering in the office of the electric-light 
mpany, which is principally owned by Tomas Arias. All of the plans of 


realized that they would need a declaration of indepen 
boiling then in earnest. All Panama was talking of a sche 


». The pot was 

; ) 16 for independ- 

ence, rumors of every sort being current, but nothing definite being known. 
DECLARATION PREPARED. 

To have prepared a declaration of independence, ready for use the mo- 
ment the Colombian Congress should adjourn, the conspirators took int: 
their confidence three lawyers of Panama, all enthusiastic supporters of th¢ 

canal proposition, These men were E. A. Morales, who was advised that i 
| 





the scheme should gothrough he would be made minister of governmen 
(domestic affairs) in the provisional cabinet; C. A. Mendoza, who was slate 

tor the ministry of justice, and J. Henriquez, whose official status has not 
et been defined. Morales, Mendoza, and Henriquez undertook the work of 
raming in secret the declaration and to have it ready for immediate use. 

Another thing was the flag for the new Republic. The conspirators con- 
sulted over this several times. It was desired to evolve an emble1 
should signify the unification of the Liberals and Conservatives iz 
standing for Panaman independence. A number of designs were 
but it was finally decided to adopt the combination of one re : 
square with two white squares, one bearing a red star and th: 
red being the color of the Liberals and blue of the Cons t 
being agreed upon, a colored plate showing the pr ion 
its color scheme was prepared and intrusted to Doctor Amador, who advised 
his niece, Sefiorita Maria Emilia Ossa, daughter of the Chilean consul-general 
in this city, that there might soon come a time when a new flag would be 
needed in Paname and that she should have the honor of making it. 

There remained, then, only the army and navy and the police force to be 
looked after. Isaac Brandon & Bro. and Henry Ehrmann had charge of tho 
departmental money, and from them it was learned that there would be no 
trouble in getting hold of the $145,000 on deposit belonging to the Department 
the moment independence should be declared. 

ARMY AND NAVY SUPPORT SECURED. 


Trusted agents were then commissioned to ‘fix’ the military and naval 
establishments and the police force. General Huertas, who was in command 
of the Colombian battalion, the garrison of the Isthmus, was approached, and 
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was discovered to be willing to join the movement for certain stipulated 
considerations, chief among which was a bonus of $25,000 (silver) for himself. 
Gen. Ruban Varon, who commanded the Colombian gunboat Twenty-first of 
November, formerly the Padilla, which sunk the Lauterro in the battle in 
which Governor Alban lost his life, and which, since the revolution, has had 
her name changed to the Third of November, was also approached. He, too, 
was willing to become a Panaman patriot in exchange for $25,000, and the 
officers and men under him on the gunboat were equally susceptible to in- 
fluence, the chief engineer and chief of artillery each bargaining their sup- 
port for $10,000 and the others for smaller sums. None of this money was 
maid in cash, but promises were made to pay itafter the Republic was estab- 
fished, and it has since been paid. 

In General Huertas’s battalion were a number of officers and men whom 
he distrusted, soa story was artfully concocted that a revolutionary party 
of seventy men had landed on the cozst of Chiriqui, the western province of 
the Department, and the officers and men under Huertas’s suspicion were dis- 
patched to quell the disturbance. Whether they knew of the establishment 
of Panaman independence or not at this time isa matter of conjecture, as 
they have not yet returned from hunting the revolutionists, nor have they 
been heard from. Other individuals and agencies were manipulated in a 
manner similar to that omgieges in handling Huertas, Varon, and others re- 
ferred to, and so thoroughly was the work done that when the Colombian 
Congress adjourned on October 31 without having ratified the treaty the 
powder train fora Panaman revolution had been laid, and the match had 
actually been lighted to ignite it. 


(The Connecticut Courant, Hartford, Thursday, December 24, 1903.] 


PATRIOTISM IN PANAMA—NEW NATION A CHILD OF GREED—CANAL FORCED 
ISSUE—RAILROAD AND OTHER INTERESTS PREPARE THE COUP—WANTED 
THE MONEY UNCLE SAM WOULD PAY—THE FORMING OF THE PLOT. 


[Staff correspondence of the Courant.] 
PANAMA, R. P., December 10, 1908. 


As has already been stated in this correspondence, the Republic of Panama 
owes its existence to nothing which bears any resemblance to Panamanian 
triotism. The new nation is the child of Fret conceived of the project 
or aship canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific. The story of. the Re- 
yublic’s soneepie and birth reads like a fairy tale. Panama—that is, the 
tter class of Panamanians—has for years dreamed of independence of 
Colombia and immunity from Colombian oppression; but they lacked the 
power of initiative, preferring to put off until “‘mafiana”’’ the attempt other 
poae would have made to-day. 
he cani project forced the issue, however, and the leaders among the 
Panamanians met it in a manner which must, in time, win the admiration of 
the world, for asa political trick they did that which is without an equal— 
overturning a government and settin P their own independence without 
firing a shot or spilling a drop of blood. hat success was made possible be- 
cause of the certainty of support by the United States does not lessen the 
magnitude of the Panamanian achievement. 

‘arly in the current year Mutis Durand was governor of the Department 
of Panama. He had been sent to preside over the Department from one of 
the other Departments in the Colombian federation, and was essentially an 
anti-Panamanian. It happened, therefore, that when the Hay-Herran treaty 
had been ratified at Washington, and when the question of ratification was 
about to come before the Colombian Con; . that he—who had the power 
of appointment of the representatives of Panama—saw to it that there should 
go to Bogota a delegation which would not oppose any scheme Colombia 
might evolve. Panama, enthusiastic for the canal, recognized at once that 
Durand had named men who were inimical to the paramount interest of the 
Department, and at that moment the scheme for Panamanian independence 
began to assume shape. 


A RAILROAD'S HAND IN IT. 


This was in May last. Common report and formal statements made by 
those who were in the movement at the time of its inception gave to Dr. 
Manuel Amador Guerrero, whois now in the States in company with Frederica 
Boyd and Constantine Arosemena, asa member of the commission appointed 
to negotiate a canal treaty, credit for having launched the independent move- 
ment. But while Doctor Amador is deemed the father of Panamanian inde- 
pendence, it is doubtful if so much credit actually belongs tohim. Rather 
is it logical to assume that the officials of the Panama Railroad, nearly every 
one of whom is an American, are the more responsible parties. The railroad 
corporation, which owns a splendid piece of property and which is doing a 
thriving business, has for about fourteen years been devoting the whole of 
its net earnings to defraying the expenses of the work necessary to keep the 
canal concession held by the New PanamaCompany alive. The stockholders 
have realized nothing from their investment in that period, and a> t'e United 
States hasagreed to purchase thejproperty for $7,000,000 every body connected 
with the railroad as stockholders tad managers have been feverishly anxious 
for actual consummation of the canal project. Upon that consummation de- 
pends their ability to unload their holdings on the United States Govern- 
ment, and those who are really in the secret of Panamanian independence 
give to ~ aynnenee wielded by this road the actual credit for what has been 
accompusned, 

Every Liberal in Panama knew when Durand appointed y Sotoand Teran 
senators from Panama to the special session of the Colombian Congress, con- 
vened on July 20 last to consider the Hay-Herran treaty, that the canal project 
was in jeopardy. These two men did not represent the sentiment on the 
Isthmus, a fact proved by their open fightagainst the ratification of thetreaty, 
as well as by tt 
journment of the Congress. At the time these two men were named as Pana- 
manian senators Jose Augustin Arango was a senator of the Colombian Con- 
gress, representing Panama. No sooner did Durand announce his appoint- 


ments than Arango announced that he would not go to Bogota to be outnum- 
Now, it happened that Sefior | 


bered in the delegation by anti-Panamanians. 
Arango was then, and is now, the “special agent” of the Panama Railroad; 
in other words, the company's confidential agent and lobbyist. In this capac- 
ity Sefior Arango has twice visited Bogota in the interest of the canal project, 


to keep the concession and promote ratification with the United States Gov- | 
The evidence seems conclusive that when he refused to go to | 


ernment. 
Bogota—a refusal uttered in May last—heat the same timeadvanced the idea 
of independence for the Department in case the treaty should fail. 

Arango was not, however, the man to openly or even sacretly foster the 
scheme. That duty devolved upon Doctor Amador, who is deemed the 
wealthiest man in the Department and, therefore, who has more to gain 
from American occupation and the completion of the canal than has any 
other individual. That Arango acted asthe agent of the Panama Railroad in 
proposing to Amador the idea of Panamanian independence is proved by 
subsequent developments Amador was readily disposed to advance the 
ae ye even though it may not have originated with him, and the fact stands 
that he took the formal initiative as long ago as May iast. 
meeting was held at Doctor Amador's residence, frontin 
this city. There were present Dovtor Amador, Sefor 


the cathedral in 
rango, and Sefior 
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1© fact that they have not returned to Panama since the ad- | 


| realized that they would need a declaration of independence 
At that time a | 
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tradiction, as the original instigators of the revolution of the 3d of November. 
At that meeting—and my informant is one who was in the scheme from the 
beginning and whose statements have been fully corroborated—it was de- 
cided by Amador, Arango, and Arias that if the Hay-Herran treaty should 
fail of ratification at Bogota a blow should be struck for Panamanian inde- 
pendence. ' 

This decision reached, the plan progressed rapidly. Needing assistance in 
working out their plan, the original trio of conspirators carefully selected 
four other gentlemen who might be taken into their confidence. These four 
were Constantine Arosemena, a civil engineer; Ricardo Arias, brother of 
Tomas Arias; Frederica Boyd, and N. A. de Obarrio, the last three named 
being merchants in this city and men of wealth and substance. The circle of 
conspirators included these seven men as long ago as the lat of July. They 
met frequently, but in secret, holding their meetings in the private residence 
of one or the other of their number, with an occasional gathering in the office 
of the electric-light company, which is principally owned by Tomas Arias. 
All of the plans of these conspirators were predicted upon the rejection of 
the canal treaty, an hypothesis which had resolved itself into a certainty 
before the middle of August. Standing back of the conspirators as advisers 
and counselors were four. Americans: Col. J.8. Shaler, superintendent of the 
Panama Railroad; H.G. Prescott, assistant superintendent of the railroad, in 
charge of the Panama end; Capt. John R. Beers, superintendent of the Pan- 
ama terminals at La Boca, the Pacific terminus of the proposed canal, and 
Col. William Black, United States Army, the engineer who represents the 
ae States Government in the work now in progress at the great Culebra 
cut. 

SOUNDING THIS GOVERNMENT. 


These four Americans were never present at a meeting of the conspirators, 
which meetings were held as often as two and three times a weck; but they 
were kept fully advised as to allthat was done by Sefior Arango, who reported 
in his capacity as special agent of the railroad company. They also advised, 
communicating through Sefior Arango, as to the different steps to be taken, 
and it was stated to me last evening by one of the seven that not a single 
thing was done by them or decided upon except it was first given the sanc- 
tion of the four Americans who were priyy to the scheme. It was under 
these conditions that the plan for Panamaian independence progressed up to 
the middle of August. The moment for decisive action being then in sight, 
it was agreed by the conspirators and their counselors that to insure the suc- 
cess of the peas it was necessary to sound the United States Government 
and learn what attitude it would assume. 

With that object in view, Doctor Amador sailed for Colan in September, 
going first to Jamaica and thence to Boston. From Boston he journeyed to 

ashington without passing through New York, so that neither his presence 
in the States nor his visit to Washington might be known to the Colombian 
consul at New York. Doctor Amador’s visit to Washington was for the pur- 
pose of conferring with Secretary Hay, but that official was in New Hamp- 
shire on his annual vacation, and Dector Amador left Washington without 
acquainting the State Department of what the isthmians (seven in number 
at that time) proposed doing. About the same time J. Gabriel Duque,a 
native of Cuba but a naturalized American, now domiciled in this city, editor 
of the Star and Herald, of Panama, and principal owner of the Loteria de 
Panama, the chartered lottery of the Isthmus, also visited Washington. Mr. 
Duque saw Secretary Hay and discussed with him the idea of Panamanian in- 
dependence, but it can be accepted as an indisputable fact that his visit was 
wholly unofficial and made upon his own responsibility, as he was not at that 
time in the secret of what Amador, Arango, Arias, and the others proposed. 


VARILLA IN THE GAME. 


Doctor Amador's visit to Washington having proved fruitless, and there 
being no longer any necessity for pecreey. he went to New York and took 
apartments at the Waldorf-Astoria. There he fell in with M. Philippe 
Bunau-Varilla, who had resided on the Isthmusas a canal engineer. and with 
whom he was acquainted. Varilla was then in the States in the interest of 
the New Panama Canal Company, and their sentiments being more or less 
the same, Doctor Amador unfolded to.Varilla the plans of the conspirators 
at Panama. From this point the project progressed rapidly. Doctor Amador 
returned to the Isthmus early in October, and at a meeting of the seven 
conspirators, who gathered in the office of the electric lighting company in 
Panama, he related the result of his visit to the States. He had received no 
assurances from any official of support, but communicated to his fellows the 
fact that Varilla had assured him in the most positive terms that any stroke 
in favor of seaeene pees. having as its primary object the grant to the 
American Republic of a canal concession, would be supported by the United 
StatesGovernment. So elated was Doctor Amador over Varilla’s assur- 
ances, and so great was his confidence in the French engineer's ability to in- 
fluence the Government at Washington, that he was not liable tosree any 
further difficulties in the way of executing the project. Arango, Arias, 
Arosemena, and the others were slow to accept Doctor Amador’s assur 
ances, however. Varilla had not talked with them, and realizing that death 
for each would be the penalty should they attempt and fail, and that their 
only hope of success lay in support to be given them by the United States 
they counseled caution and further delay. 


PROCEEDING CAREFULLY. 


Their views prevailed to such an extent that it was decided to defer th: 
launching of the movement until after the Colombian Congress should ha 
finally adjourned. Adjournment would, they argued, sound the de 


| over the canal treaty and simultaneously give to the United States an 


tive to support the independence of a republic on the Isthmus. The p 
was accordingly held in abeyance, although there was no cessation i 
matter of working out the details. Realizing that if it should become! 
sary to deliver the blow a commission would have to be sent to the 
the conspirators late in October took into their confidence Sefior Ment 
panoza, with the idea of substituting him for Frederica Boyd as a men 
the provisional governing junta which would have to be created, and v 
it was decided should be composed of Arango, who wielded all the in! 
of the Panama Railroad; Arias, who had been a departmental scnat: 
eral representative, and a general officeholder, and Boyd, who repr 
the heavier vested interests on the Isthmus. Doctor Amador was ! 
to be the candidate for President of the new Republic. Constantine 4 
mena was selected to be the expert member of the commission to the 5's! 
to negotiate a canal agreement. De Obarrio was slated for tho mini: 
war, which he now holds, and Ricardo Arias was to be the active fisca! 
of the proposed new Government 

None of these details was neglected, the systematic manner in whi 
conspirators went about their work showing that they possess unusua 
ity in political scheming and that they were ably advised. Proceeding 
same careful way, with a view to leaving no stone unturned to ins"! 
cess, the conspirators reached, about October 27, that point at - hi 
ibe Pp 
boiling then in earnest. All Panama was talking of a scheme for ind I 
ence, rumors of every sort being current, but nothing definite being k! 
‘To have prepared a declaration of independence, ready for use the ™ 


Tomas Arias—three men who may be set down, without danger of any con- |! the Colombian Congress should adjourn, the conspirators took into 









confidence three lawyers of Panama, all enthusiastic supporters of the canal 
proposition. These men were E. A. Morales, who was advised that if the 
scheme should go through he would be made minister of government _ (do- 
mestic affairs, in the provisional cabinet; C. A. Mendoza, who was slated for 
the ministry of justice, and J. Henriquez, whose official status has not yet 
been defined. orales, Mendoza, and Henriquez undertook the work of 
framing in secret the declaration and to have it ready for immediate use. 


CHOOSING A FLAG. 


Another thing was the flag for the new republic. The conspirators con- 
sulted over this several times. It was desired to evolve an emblem which 
should signify the-unification of the liberals and conservatives into a party 
standing for Panamaian independence. A number of designs were sub- 
mitted, but it was finally decided to adopt the combination of one red and 
one blue square, with two white equares, one bearing a red star and the 
other a blue, red being the color of the liberals and blue of the conservatives. 
The design being agreed upon, a colored plate showing the proportions of 
the flag and its color scheme was prepared and intrusted to Doctor Amador, 
who advised his niece, Sefierita Maria Emilia Ossa, daughter of the Chilean 
consul-general in this city, that there might soon come a time when a new 
flag would be needed in Panama and that she should have the honor of mak- 
ing it. 

THEN ALL WAS READY. 


There remained, then, only the army and navy and the poles force to be 
looked after. Isaac Brandon & Bro. and Henry Ehrmann had charge of the 
departmental money, and from them it was learned that there would be no 
trouble in getting hold of the $145,000 on deposit belonging to the Department 
the moment independence should be declared. Trusted agents were then 
commissioned to ** fix” the military and naval establishments and the police 
force. General Huertas, who was in command of the Colombian battalion, 
the garrison of the Isthmus, was approached, and was discovered to be willing 
to join the movement for certain stipulated considerations, chief among 
which was a bonus of $25,000 (silver) for himself. Gen. Ruban Varon, who 
commanded the Colombian gunboat Twenty-first of November, formerly the 
Padilla, which sunk the Lauterro in the battle in which Governor Alban lost 
his life, and which, since the revolution, has had her name changed to the 
Third.of Navember, was also approached. He, too, was willing to become a 
Panamaian patriot in exchange for $25,000, and the officers and men under 
him on the gunboat were equally susceptible to influence, the chief engineer 
and chief of artillery each bargaining their support for.$10,000 and the others 
for smaller sums. None of this money was paid in cash, but promises were 
made to pay it after the republic was established, and it has since been paid. 

In General Huertas’s battalion were a number of officers and men whom 
he distrusted, soa story was artfully concocted thata revolutionary party of 
seventy men had landed on the coast of Chiriqui, the western province of the 
department, and the officers and. men under Huertas’s suspicion_were dis- 
patched to quell the disturbance. Whether a know of the establishment 
of Panamaian independence or not at this time is a matter of conjecture, as 
they have not yet returned from hunting the revolutionists, nor have they 
been heard from. Other individuals and ncies were manipulated in man- 
ner similar to that employed in handling Huertas, Varon, and the others re- 
ferred to, and so thoroughly was the work done that when the Colombian 
Congress adjourned on October 31 without having ratified the treaty, the 
powder train for a Panamaian revolution had been laid and the match had 
actually been lighted to ignite it. 

MERRILL A. TEAGUE. 


{New York Tribune, December 25, 1903.] 


REPUBLIC AND CANAL—SCENE OF ACTION SHIFTS TO COLON—HOW WORK 
WAS CARRIED THROUGH. 


PANAMA, December 14, 1903. 


All the necessary formalities for the establishment of a republic when the 
prime consideration was the securing of the commercial advantages to be de- 
rived from the ship canal having been completed at Panama on Wednesday, 
November 4, the scene of action was suddenly shifted to Colon. While the 
independence of Panama was practically proclaimed on the evening of No- 
vember 3, the people of Colon, only 47 miles away, were in total ignorance of 
what had taken place until the arrival of the first train from Panama at ll 
o'clock on the morning of November 4. 

When that train arrived bringing passengers from Panama with more or 
less exaggerated reports of the occurrences in the metropolis of the Isthmus 
the day before, Colon prepared at once for the shock she had reason to ex- 

ect because of the presence of 450 Colombian soldiers within her limits. 

he train from Panama brought an order from the governing junta dismiss- 
ing General Cuadros from the office of governor of Colon and appointing 
Senior Mollendes, a mulatto of some ability, to succeed him. This was in ac- 
cordance with a scheme arranged on the 2d of the month, when Mollendes 
was called to Panama by telegraph to meet the conspirators, at which 
meeting it was arranged that he should be appointed governor of this prov- 
ince, and he was directed tostand ready to assume the office the moment the 
order for his appointment should be communicated to him. 

Mollendes needed no great amount of encouragement, and when the train 
arrived from Panama at 11 o'clock on the morning of the 4th he immediately 
announced himself governor of the province by appointment of the junta 
and took charge of the local government. This ‘had hardly been done when 
Colon was thrown into a state of great excitement 14 the general circulation 
of the news that Generals Tovar and aus had been arrested and were 
even then in prison in Panama. The 450 Colombian soldiers were quartered 





in the Colon barracks, a large building formerly used by the railroad as a | 


passenger station, and these soldiers at once assumed a threatening attitude. 
Colonel Torres, who was left in command when Tovar and Amaya went to 
Panama, was most obdurate, insisting that what had been done should be 
undone and the mischief repaired and promising to visit upon all concerned 
the direst penalties. The situation looked black for the American and other 
foreign elements in Colon, for the number of men who could be mustered to 
oppose any attempt b the Colombians to work vengeance upon the town 
Was So small as to be almost insignificant in the face of the Colombian bat- 
talion, which was well armed and equipped. 
AMERICAN INTERVENTION. 

e The U nited States gunboat Nashville, with her jackies aboard, was swing- 
west anchor in the harbor, but the one thing for which the secessionists and 
-4eir American allies on the Isthmus were most desirous—actual American 


me: had, it is true, issued on the evening of the 3d an order to the Panama 
oo ad forbidding it to transport armed men in either direction across the 
- mus, but no American force had been landed. It was at this juncture 
pn vernor Moliendes executed a little coup of his own, to which Ameri- 
Col _~ ervention is directly traceable. Mollendes invited Colonel Torres, the 
= othe ian Commander, to meet him in conference at the Hotel Washington, 
Em a isthmian institution which is controlled by the Panama Railroad. 
Ploying all his persuasive abilities, Mollendes urged Colonel Torres to re- 
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embark his troops and sail away, leaving the Isthmus to pursue its own 
course. Thisline ofargument only increased Torres’s bitterness. He became 
more defiant, even bombastic, and at 12.30 o'clock made a vehement threat 
that if Generals Tovar and Amaya were not given their liberty by 2 0’clock 
he would turn his battalion loose and slaughter every American in Colon. 
Mollendes waited not a minute after hearing Torres’s avowal. Despite his 
excessive avoirdupois, he broke from the conference room in the Hotel Wash- 
ington, and, running all the way, covered the 300 yards to the general office 
of the Panama Railway in remarkably fast time. 

There he communicated to General Superintendent Shaler the nature of 
Torres’s threat, and in a moment more a signal was going from the small 
tower on top of the railroad’s general office, by wig-wag, to the Nashville to 
the effect that the lifeand property of all Americans in the city were endan- 
gered, and before Torres could have communicated with his force jackies 
were going over the Nashville's side, constituting a landing party. small in 
numbers, but matchless for grit and ability to shoot. Thera were forty men 
in this party, under command of Lieutenant-Commander Witzcel. executive 
officer of the Nashville, and they came up to the railroad wharf with the 
long, swinging oar pull common among man-of-war's men. They landed 
with a rush and double-quicked to the freight shed of the Panama Railroad. 

This building—a heavy stone structure—wasadmirably fitted for parposes 
of defense. It faces directly down the street along which the Colembian 
troops would have had to come to attack the Americans in Colon, and tiie 
only entrance to it isa large arch through which the trains pass. Into this 
arch was run a common fiat car with bales of cotton laid acrozs the end. 
Other bales of cotton were used to close the remainder of the opening, and 
the entire front of the building was barricaded with the same material. This 
part of the work was superintended by Colonel Black, United States Army, 
who happened to be in Colon from Culebra and who cheerfully tendered to 
the naval force the benefit of his engineering skill. The Nashviile’s landing 
party had brought with them arms and ammunition for those civilians who 
might be ae to assist in the work of defending American interests, and 
about 20 employees of the Panama Railroad and other foreigners volunteered 
for this service, 

THE AMERICANS WERE COOL. 


The situation is pronounced by Colonel Shaler, a civil war veteran, who 
has been in more than one oer ace, to have been one of the most desperate 
he has ever known. Against a force of 40 Colombian soldiers there was op- 

sed not more than 60 American sailors, marines, and civilians. A brave 

sh, had-it been attempted by the Colombians, might have put them in 
command of the situation by enabling them to overwhelm the defending 
force; but for some reason the dash was notattempted. All of the afternoon 
of the 4th the antagonists waited. The Colombians were kept closely in their 

rrisons, while the American force did not stir from the barricaded fieigh+ 
Coane. The latter realized that if they should bo assaulted victory wou!d 
almost certainly rest with the superior numbers, but.they were prepared to 
sell their lives dearly, and their deportment at this critical stage was such as 
to deserve the admiration of the nation. The little company of forty jackies 
was there to do the work necessary to keep transit on the Isthmus open. and 
never fora moment did they falter in their determination. Colonel Black 
and Lieutenant-Commander Witzel were cool throughout the ordeal, direct- 
ing operations as calmly as though they had an army back of them, and Cap- 
tain Hubbard, of the Nashville, did not hesitate for one instant. 

While the American sailors and civilians were preparing to defend them- 


selves and all American interests on the Colon side of the Isthmus, Governor: 


Mollendes was continuing his negotiations with Colonel Torres. Earlier in 
the morning Colonel Shaler had played his cards so adroitly as to have 
cleared the situation of the menace offered by the presence of the Colombian 
gunboat Cartagena. When that boat reached Colon on Tuesday morning she 
was short of water. There was plenty of coalin her bunkers, but of water 
there was virtually none, and the entire available supply of fresh water for 
stocking ships at that port is controlled by the railroad company, which 
maintains and operates its own waterworks. Wishing to refill his water 
tanks, the Cartagena’s commander called upon Colonel Shaler to negotiate 
for the needed supply. Colonel Shaler is a most kindly disposed gentleman, 
always ready to heip a fellow-being out of a dilemma. But when the Colom- 
bian commander made his desires known, the colonel happened, just at the 
moment, to remember that the Colombian Government was indebted to the 
railroad company to the amount of $7,000 gold for coal, water, and other 
supplies furnished Colombian naval vessels from time to time. Knowing 
what had happened at Panama, Colonel Shaler thought that it would be wise 
to collect the debt and exact payment for the water needed by the Cartagena 
before assuming the réle of a benefactor to the Colombian naval establish- 
ment. He remembered, too, that he had received positive orders not to fur- 
nish further accommodation te Colombian naval forces, and with much re- 
gret he explained his inability to aid the Colombian commander. 


ALL NEATLY DONE. 


The latter was of the opinion at once that Governor Ohaldia, at Panama, 
would undertake to see toit that the delinquent bill was paid, and after some 
discussion upon that point asked permission to telegraph Obaldia. Colonel 
Shaler remarked, almost casually: 

“There is no governor of Panama.” 

The Colombian captain was naturally dumfounded at this statement and 
asked for an explanation, which was readily given him by Colonel Shaler, 
who maintained his placid demeanor and quality of gentle speech. 
and quietly he detailed the circumstances attendant upon the revolution of 
the day preceding, and clearly demonstrated to the Cartagena’s commande 
that there was no governor of Panama, hence there was nobody on 
mus who could guarantee the payment of the railroad’s bill for $7, 
all nicely done, and the Colombian was brought to appreciate just why it 
was that the railroad could not refill the Cartagena’s tanks. There wassome 
further talk between the two men, and the Colombian naval captain then left 
Colonel Shaler, going directly to his ship, which sailed out of the port a few 
minutes later without having communicated with Colonel Torres, and leaving 
the troops she had landed the day before to shift for themselves. 

With the Cartagena gone, and with the freight house in control of and 
strongly barricaded by the American force, Colonel Torres consented late on 
the afternoon of the 4th of the month to incline his ear to Mollendes’s argu- 
ments. He, too, was brought to see the futility of opposing the inevitable 
and already accomplished independence of Panama, and at last consented to 
reembark his troops and sail away from Colon in return for $8,000 gold. 
The Royal Mail steamer Orinoco (English) was at her dock at the time, and 










i Aime | as the charge for returning the Colombian battalion to Cartagena was only 
htervention—had not been accomplished. Captain Hubbard, of the Nash- | . ' ‘ 
| had driven; but to the discouragement of such patriots, it may be stated that 


about $3,500 gold there was a good margin of profit in the bargain Torres 


the Colombian Government, learning of the transaction through the wide 
publicity given to it, compelled Torres to disgorge when he reached Carta- 
gena. The deal having been made, the question was to raise the $8,000 neces- 
sary to make it effective. That amount in gold is not to be had on the Isth- 
mus of Panama upon demand, and Moliendes was insomewhat of a quandary. 
There are, however, various ways out of a dilemma, and Moilendes bethought 
himself of Colonel Shaler. 
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FINANCING SCHEME. 
It hxppened, very fortunately, that the Panama Railroad had $8,000 in gold 


on hand at the time, but that corporation is not engaged in the business of 
transporting Colombian soldiers at its own expense. ‘The money was forth- 
coming, however, and a very pretty story was then fixed up and sent to the 
os in the United States about the generosity shown by the merchants of 
Jolon and the promptitude with which they raised $8,000 in gold (equal to 
$20,000 in Colombian currency) to satisfy Colonel Torres. That story was 
pure fiction. The fact is that when Mollendes reported his demands to Col- 
one] Shaler he telegraphed to the firms of Isaac Brandon & Brothers and 
Henry Ehrman, bankers, of Panama, who held on deposit all the public money 
on the Isthmus. In this telegram Colonel Shaler stated that the Isthmus 
could be cleared of Colombian soldiers by the payment of $8,000 in gold, and 
asked if the bankers would reimburse the railroad from the public funds if 
it advanced the sum needed. Brandon & Brothers and Ehrman lost no time 
in answering in the affirmative, and the $8,000 was delivered by the Panama 
Railroad to Governor Mollendes, who turned it over to Colonel Torres. 

This transaction completed, the Colombian troops marched from the bar- 
racks to the Royal Mail dock to board the steamer for Cartagena. This dock 
runs at right angles to the freight house of the Panama Railroad, distant 
only about 100 feet, and the Colombian troops had no sooner marched out 
onto the dock than Lieutenant Commander Witzel and Colonel Black swung 
the line of the American barricade out so as to close and command the dock 
on which the Colombians were massed. It was the morning of November 5 
before all of these details had been attended to, the opposing forces having 
rested on their arms during the night of the 4th. After reaching the dock 
and being just ready to go aboard the English steamer, the Colombian 
troops threatened to revolt because the captain of the Orinoco demanded that 
they surrender all their arms into the ship's charge before coming aboard. 
The delay was protracted, the American force standing guard behind its bar- 
ricade while it lasted. The Colombians conceded the point in the end, how- 
ever, and stacked arms on the dock, leaving it to the stevedores to take 
charge of and store them in the hold. Very soon thereafter the British 
steamer sailed away, and the secessionists were left in absolute and unop- 
posed possession of the entire Isthmus, not a shot having been fired by them 
in the achievement of their independence. 


[New York Evening Post, December 26, 1903.] 


GUIDING THE NEW REPUBLIC—THE PANAMA JUNTA IN LEADING 8STRINGS— 
THE ELECTION PUSHED AHEAD AT THE SUGGESTION OF REAR-ADMIRAL 
WALKER, FOR ITS EFFECT IN THE UNITED STATES, AND TO FORESTALL HAR- 
ASSING QUESTIONS IN WASHINGTON SENATE—AMBITIOUS VICE-PRESI- 
DENTS BEING DISTURBING FACTORS IN LATIN-AMERICAN REPUBLICS, PAN- 
AMA WILL HAVE NONE—BUYING BONDS WITH CANAL GRANT MONEY A 
MOVE TO LESSEN TEMPTATION IN A LAND OF GRAFT. 


PANAMA, December 15, 1903. 


Members of the junta de gobierno provisional called on Rear-Admiral 
Walker the other day, when there had n difficulty about arranging the 
details of the constitutional convention, and, according to their report, what 
he urged upon them was this: 

‘**Go ahead and hold your election, hold your convention, adopt a constitu- 
tion, and choose your president. You must have a permanent form of gov- 
ernment just as soon as you can getit. I wantit for the effect in the United 
States. If you Sacer promptly, MORGAN or somebody will rise up in 
Congreas and say: ‘Why this so-called republic has no government estab- 
lished.’ All you have to do is to hold your elections at once and sit fast till 
the treaty is ratified.” 

They had fixed a January 4 for the election, but at once changed the 
date to December 27. In the decree announcing this the date for the assem- 
bling of the legislators was set for January 15. There will be one chamber, 
with thirty-five deputies, seven from Panama and four from each of the other 
seven provinces, which will be the gopmanems form for the lawmaking body. 
After adopting a constitution the deputies will become an electoral college, 
and will choose the president of the public. Being the “ Hijo predilecto 
de la Patria,” and the need for harmony standing above everything else, 
Amador will receive all the votes. It was perplexing to select the candidate 
for vice-president. Persons with equal claims and inclinations toward the 
office abounded, but, on advice of Panama Railroad officers, it was deter- 
mined to have no vice-president at all. 

In several Latin republics, you must know, it is the vice-president who 
oftenest contrives the overthrow of the president, and well-intentioned as 
the Panamefios are, their ideas of politics are more South American than 
North American. They are aware of this Spemnasves, and readily assented 
to the plan of no vice-president. The secretary of state will succeed to the 
presdency in case of the disability or death of the president. The secretary 
of state is likely to be Arango, lately the lobbyist or “special agent.” of the 
Panama Railroad at Bogota. He will bea power behind the chair of Amador, 
and has so many partisans already for the presidential candidature that those 
familiar with yeasty eae olitics are somewhat apprehen- 
sive about the future. For the present all the men in the provisional gov- 
ernmentare endeavoring to act well and wisely. Their heads would have to 
pay if by some odd chance Colombia regained possession of the Isthmus. 


MASTERS IN GRAFT. 


Tt was to puta check upon any “reversion to type” in political methods 
that the junta agreed to invest in United States bonds $8,000,000 of the $10,- 
000,000 coming in return for the canal grant. Doctor Amador told Secretary 
Hay that the debt might be paid mostly in a special issue of United States 
bonds, but Mr. Hay thought that would not look well; better for the Repub- 
lic to receive the cash and then buy the bonds itself. 

The motive for revolutions below the Tropic of Cancer is to resist exactions 
and then, if successful, to be able to impose similar exactions on the defeated 
party. Liberals in Panama have been as high handed as Conservatives in 
compelling tribute when they could. 

Onicehalding has been regarded asa meansof enrichment. The only resi- 
dents here, one is assured, who are antagonistic toward the present or incom- 
ing Goveramant are those who did not receive places for themselves or 

niends. 

Some members of the provisional government, it may be added, reserve 
a special and elaborate politeness and an ingratiating cordiality of bearing 
toward contractors and concession hunters and “ prospectors." There have 
been many of these, and more are on the way. Oneof them, capable of giv- 
ing points to M. J. Dady, confides to me that “the Panamefios are the great- 
est grafters yet.” His kindly theory is that they have submitted to such 
irregularities of government that in comparison the American rake-off sys- 
tem seems to them the level of honesty. 

As an instance of former practices, an officer of the Tres de Noviembre re- 
lates how a quarantine officer used to hold up shiploads of passengers bound 
across the Isthmus for New York until they contributed $3 gold. They com- 
plied always, for delay would have meant missing the Atlantic steamer and 
staying in Panama a week. 


| with the canal, and the likelihood is that 


JANUARY 7, 


BANKING KEPT §N THE FAMILY. . 


H. E. Morgan, of the Internationa] Banking Company of Washington. has 
been here to report upon the advisability of establishing a branch bank jy 
Panama. He was told te “goand see Brandon.” He went to see Brand). 
Brandon inquired: “ Would your bank make a loan to the Republic whenev.-r 
called upon? Wedothat. Perhaps you'd like to take the obligation off our 
hands? Ehrman and I advanced the $200,000 for the revolution.” 

Mr. Morgan then called upon Federico Boyd, one of the three consuls 

“You can’t start a bank here,” said Boyd. ‘Isaac Brandon and He 
Ehrman do all the banking. We are still under the laws of Colombia, ; 
they do not permit the starting of new banks.” 

r. Morgan went to Doctor Amador and complained: “As the represe: 
tive of my company I must cable this surprising information which Mr 
Boyd gives me—that an American company is prohibited from doing }b 
nesshere. Now,there are some influential men on our directorate. W 
they hear and when they let the yore hear that you won't allow an A: 
can bank to open a branch here, I believe that the sentiment aroused 
seriously endanger this treaty you are worrying about.” 

Doctor Amador was annoyed. “ Mr. Boyd is mistaken. What he pr 
ably meant was that you could not start a bank here andissue money.” \\r 
Boyd, though Doctor Amador did not say so, is closely related to bran 
and to Ehrman, and families pull together in Panama. 

A banking monopoly, if it could be maintained, would be profita 
There will be 6,000 more people on the Isthmus soon, and they will wa 
send money home. The paymaster of the flagship Marblehead Says hi 
charged 2 per cent for money for ten days on a draft on the subtreasu 
New York. Mr. Ehrman, according to Mr. Morgan, “tells the ma: 
comes in to buy exchange that the rate is just what the house of Eh: 
decides to charge.” 


PREVIOUS ELECTIONS ONE-SIDED. 


There have been other elections on the Isthmus, but none to serve : 
model for this. Hitherto oa one party has been expected to cast its 
If the soldiers were careful y, and industriously voted, that was sutlicient 
The opposition to the ae ncontrol of the military seldom ventured to 
presentitself atthe polls. That wasscarcely the custom of thecountry. lor 
grievances the remedy was not the ballot box; itwasthe gun. Any man dis 
appointed over the rejection of his services by the administration took to th» 
bush and collected as many men and boys as he could to arms against 
the Government. Weapons would be accumulated Ry wavering infer 
bodies of soldiers and capturing their equipment. en this opposition 
gorty had men and guns enough it gave battle. The outcome-—the decision 

eriving from superiority in combat, so loved by the ancients—constituted a 
popalse election. Principles played no part; fortune favored the heaviest 

talions. 
THE BISHOP'S LITTLE FLAG. 


Poor preparations, perhaps, for the ceful balloting which the United 
States will desire to see established in place of these combats of force. But 
it will make no difference this time, for there will be but one party in the 
field. Under the decree of November 11 nobody who speaks against the 
“transformacion politica consumada el glorioso 8 de Noviembre” is permit- 
ted to remain in the land. More than 19) persons have been papereed in ac- 
cordance with that decree, and it has been a stern lesson. If there are per- 
sons still on the Isthmus who disapprove the transformation they wil! make 
no loud talk about it. Jalier Junuito, the slender, white-haired Bishop of 
Panama, frankly refused to take the oath of allegiance to the new Republi 
“My concern,” he said, “is with your souls, not with your politics.” Ho isa 
Colombian and a Jesuit, yet professes his sentiments so openly that he is1 
feared. Besides, the other morning, the morning of the day of the Purissima 
Concepcion,after he had hung upon the palace wall the flag of Mary and dis 
appeared, he returned and placed beside it a new little Panameiia banner 

ooperation will be asked of the bishopin the matter of extending and se 
ularizing schools. For four or five years there have been few public school 
owing to the three-years’ war. They never have been encouraged by (ov- 
ernment. The boys were required for military service, and the girls cid not 
matter. Persons who could afford it sent their children to the States each 
autumn. Now that the church can not hope for the State support, the prop 
sition is to take over some of its educational equipment. Even if that be « 
complished, the minister of public instruction, who is to be a cabinet officer, 
so important is his place considered to be, will have an almost empty fieid in 
which to erect a school system. 


NEW ROADS AND RAILWAYS. 


Colombia never built a bridge nor made a mile of roadway for the Ist) 
In the States such works are seldom national, but in a wild, thick 
hardly penetrable land like this towns or communities are too sma!! | i 
take them. The Junta de Gobierno is being urged by American interests ' 
spend the first half million of the canal money on a highway which \ 
nect the canal strip with the northern end of the Isthmus, to David 11 
A contractor has offered to build it for $7,000a mile. “After it is b 
the advice to the junta, “ you can puta railway along it. You will! 
ways todevelop the country.’ This advice came from an officer « 
ama Railroad. His road becomes United States Government prop 
persons interested in th 
thus bought out will build a railway to the north and to the sou! 
get Government assistance. 


{New York Tribune, December 28, 1903.] 
PANAMA REVOLUTION—EFFECTED BY A MUNICIPAL 
TOOK NO PART. 
{From a special correspondent of the Tribune. ] 
PANAMA, Dece 


The territory known to the Colombian federation as the De! 
Panama, and now embraced by the Republic, is a long, narrow st! 
extending in a generally easterly and westerly direction. It is 
miles long, measured in a straight line, and varies in width fron 
miles, between Colon and Panama, to something more than a hun 
at its eastern extremity and along the eighty-first parallel of lon; 
the west it is bounded by Costa Rica, with which nation there isa 
ing boundary dispute, while on the east the Gulf of Darien and ' 
River mark its separation from the South American mainland and 
body of the Colombian Republic. : 

The coast line, considerably more than 1,000 miles in length, is 
broken. The surface of the country is generally mountainous, 4 
mense swamps and stretches of treeless upland are frequent. Es 
the coast the country is almost entirely uninhabited, all of the tow 
of any consequence being located next to the sea or very near t 
interior are bands of Indians, two or three of the more importa 
which have rarely been communicated with. Vast areas in t! 
eastern and western portion of the country remain wholly unex) 
the knowledge of what the interior holds is most limited. In t! 
there are supposed to live, including Indians, about 300,000 pe! 
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attempt has ever been made to take a census of the population, so the figure 
name 4 can only be taken as a more or less accurate estimate. 

~ This territory, while it stoodin the Colombian federation as the Department 
of Panama, and at the time of the secession, was divided into seven prov- 
_Chiriqui, Los Santos, Varaguas, Panama, Colon, del Toro, and 
Each of these provinces was governed by a governor, subordinate to 


( la 

the departmental governor. Each had its council, and each was entitled to 
representation, by senators and re gy in the two branches of the 
Colombian Congress, which sat at Bogota. It will be seen from this explana- 
tion that, no matter how corrupt, inefficient, and oppressive the old order of 
things may have been, the fabric of the state was complete in all of its de- 
ts the governmental structure having been carried down as perfectly in 
theory as it isin our own Union. It follows from this, asa natural presump- 
tion, that in the secessionist movement all of these provinces should have had 
a voice. It happens, however, that, natural as that presumption may be, it 
js wholly groundless in this instance. Thenatural corollary of the last state- 
ment is that the Republic as it stands does not represent the ae of Pan- 
ama—speaking now of the entire department—and such is actually the case. 


It may represent them in the sense that the sentimentof all the poche concur 
in what has been done, but it is an indisputable fact that outside of the city 
of Panama the people of the new Republic had no voice whatever in the estab- 


lishment of the Republic. 
PEOPLE NOT IN THE SECRET. . 


The secessionist movement began with three men, and was executed under 
the supervision of those three and four others, the seven working under the 
advice and counsel of four Americans. Before the coup d'état others were, 
perforce, taken into the secret; but so closely were the one guarded that 
those who were really in the secret and knew definitely the details might be 
counted on the fingers of the two hands. This brings us to the revoiution 
itself, and introduces the strangest of all the contradictions discoverable in 
connection with the birth of this national infant. The uprising took place 
on the 3d day of November, being initiated by the arrest of Generals Tovar 
and Amaya and Governor Obaldia, which took place in the city of Panama. 
That city knew, of course, what had occurred the moment the arrests were 
effected, but Colon was kept in ignorance of the secession until the following 
day. It was on the 4th of the month that Gor meeting was held in the 
cathedral plaza, Panama, the independence of the Republic proclaimed, and 
the declaration of independence, or manifestation, as they call it here, was 
signed. 

searing in mind the fact that seven men, aided by the soldiers and others 
whose support for the movement had been purchased with dollars, were 
alone responsible for the sudden revolution in the political status of Panama, 
one may wander away down a stretch of not uninteresting inquiries. Were 
the people of the other provinces consulted as to what it was proposed by the 
secessionists to do? They were not. Were the people, speaking in general 
terms, of the provinces of Colon and Panama let into the secret? They were 
not. They knew, by general rumor, that a revolution was on the tapis; but 
they had not been consulted nor their advice asked as to the wisdom or un- 
wisdom of what was contemplated. Was a provisional congress, composed 
of delegates from the several provinces, held for the purpose of debating the 
project and framing a bill of se ation? Nothing of the kind was ever 
thought of. How, then, was the affair carried through? In this simple and 
unique manner: 

The little band of secessionists let the members of the city council of Pan- 
ama into their secret late in October, when it became evident that a blow 
would have to be struck very soon or forever withheld. These city council- 
men—eleven in number—were willing to further the project, so that when 
the public meeting was held in the Cathedral plaza, Panama, on November 
4, they were all inattendance. They, too, were the first to sign the deciara- 
tion of independence, and immediately after that formality they adjourned 
across the street to the municipal building and went into session behind 
closed doors. Their first act then was to pass the declaration, which had al- 
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ready been engrossed in a book of record, and to appees their names to the | 


engrossed copy. This done, the city council appoin the three members of 
the provisiona verning —— eens them to take charge of the af- 
fairs of the new Republic.. The junta assembled at onceand named the mem- 
bers of the provisional cabinet, and the new Republic became a fact. On the 
same day Porfirio Mollendes had taken charge of affairs at Colon as provi- 
sional governor appointed by the junta; but outside of the cities of Panama 


and Colon and along the line of the Panama Railroad the people of the new 
Republic were in entire ignorance of the fact that they were no longer sub- 


jects of Colombia. 


DONE BY A MUNICIPAL COUNCIL 
It seems almost incredible that the municipal council of a city of fewer 
than 25,000 people should take unto themselves the right to create a republic 
out of a territory equalin area to the State of Indiana; but that was what 
was actually done In this case. Instead of a provincial congress, the city 
council of Panama passed the actof independence. Every legislative fevunal- 
} ident to the creation of this Republic was performed by these city coun- 








'y_ representation, in what was done. 
the new Republic had such a voice to this day. 
to ratify the secession, nor has any one of theseven provinces been requested 
to assemble, incouncil or by mass meeting, to pass an act of ratification. 
There m ght bea parallel for this procedure if the municipal council of one 
of our own cities—Indianapolis, for instance, since the area of Indiana isabout 
‘He same as that of Panama—should pass an ordinance declaring the State of 





| possible through the mere fact that it exists now because it is w itho 


no portion of the new Republic, except the city of Panama, having a | 
Nor has any other portion of | 
No congress had been calied | 


Andiana a free and independent nation; but the average American imagina- 
a 2 ls impotent to summon such a spectacle as that into being. Butit was 
that very thing which was done here, when the municipal council of Panama 
There ited for the 300,000 inhabitants of this territory in severing all their ob- 
won ns of ape Colombia, making them free and independent; and doing 
—— (ings withoutconsulting any of those 300,000 a save an insig- 
oa i ees restricted in numbers practically to the original band of 
i“ It not intended by the foregoing to impeach or to compromise the exist- 
Re © of the new Republic. Such an attempt would be fatuous, for the new 
oie ‘is actual. The purpose is merely to show the incongruity of the | 


ire, although no Panaman can be brought to see that there is any- 
rational, incongruous, or contradictory in the fact that a republic 
en created by an ordinance passed by a city council. The inability of 
‘mans to realize what impresses Americans as little short of ludicrous 






| is new and novel, but how 


039 





without knowledge of the fact that Panama had seceded from Colombia. 
David, Chiriqui, Santiago, and other cities and towns along and adjacent to 
the Pacific coast; Bocas del Toro, Nombre de Dios, Porto Bello, ete., on the 
Caribbean shores, were visited in this way, and reports have been received 
from all of the emissaries, although some of them have not yet returned to 
Panama. 


PROCESS OF PROCLAMATION, 


In each of these cities the emissary would, upon his arrival, employ the 
local band of musicians. Sates a stand in the principal plaza he would 
draw his crowd by the band’s efforts, and when a number sufficient for his 

u had assembled he would read the declaration of independence. Fol- 
owing the reading would come his harangue, the burden of which was that 
the establishment of the Republic meant the construction of the ship canal 
by the United States across the Isthmus, and that the construction of this 
canal meant that the United States would have to pay to the Republic a sum 
of money sufficient to make all of the people rich and prosperous. This was 
done in every instance, and the orator’s argument, being addressed to a peo- 
ple among whom poverty in its most abject form prevails, never failed to 
elicit enthusiastic responses in approval of what had been done. The busi- 
ness of the emissary was then to report to the junta that the people of that 
town accepted the Republic and gloried in its creation. 

This procedure has nm followed in treating with all of the people of the 
Isthmus. Ina more formal manner someof the provinces have communi- 
cated with the junta through their governors. Support has heen tendered 
in this way of men and arms to support the Republic's independence, and, 
while it is not pretended that anything like all of the people of the Republic 
have been communicated with, the assurances through the emissarics and 
the governors have been sufficient in number to carry the conviction that 
the people of Panama generally approve the severance of their relations with 
Colombia. If they lack patriotism of their own they certainly have no love 
for Colombia and are glad to escape her dominion, their willingness extend- 
ing to ready acceptance, after the event, of all that was done by the city 
council of Panama, which enjoys the unique distinction of having by a sim- 
ple ordinance created a republic, so far as the formal structure of this re- 

ublic is concerned. From this it will appear—and such is the indisputabie 
fact—that the Republic of Panama exists to-day, in its governmental features, 
because it is unopposed. The junta is governing without opposition, and, 
while the allegiance of none of the people except the soldiers and sailors has 
been pledged to the new Republic, the junta constitutes a governing body 
de jure, because there is no dispute as to its authority. 

nto the situation created under and by thesecontradictory conditions and 
methods there enterseveralelementsof danger. The firstand most important 
of these is delay in giving to the Government the form of more certain accept- 
ability to the people. The yoo are acquiescent now becauce the condition 

ong they will remain so is problematical. The 
conviction is universal among them that the United States will begin actual 
canaloperationsat once. Everybody is expecting money to flow freely within 
the next few days, because they have been encouraged to believe that the 
establishment of the Republic means the immediate beginning of work on the 
canal. Thisisseen in divers ways. Hotels whose bars have been closed since 
the cessation of canal work by the French fourteen yearsago are preparing to 
open them within a few weeks. Owners of renting property in Panama and 
Colon, who have accepted nominal rents from the natives and nondescripts, 
are turning these people out of their premises in the expectation that within 
a few days there Will be such an influx of Americans as to send rents boom- 
ing. Speculation of every sort is rife, based upon this belief, and upon every 
tongue is the slogan, “The canal is coming.” To Panamans who saw and 
participated in the riot of French extravagance and corruption the fact that 
“the canal is coming” means flush times,and Panama can hardly restrain 
itself until the moment of actual operations arrives. 


REACTION WILL COME. 
From this condition there is certain to bea reaction. The United States 


will not begin canal operations for months, for if the advice n like Ad- 
miral Walker, Col. William Henry Black, the army sanitary expert, and 
other Americans now here is accepted months must elapse, even after the 
ratification of the treaty by the United States Senate. before sanitary con 


tions can be so improved as to permit the work of canal construction to be- 
in. This means thata season of dire disappointment, inviting to dissatis- 
action with the Government, is certain to prevail; and facing this prospect 
the Government lacks proper recognition by the people. All thought of 
creating a government by the formal adoption of a constitution and the elec- 
tion of administrative officials waits upon Dr. Manuel Amador’s return from 
the States; but the wiser heads believe a serious mistake is b l 





ing made in 
thus delaying. The demand that a constitutional conventioz ] re- 
sentatives from all the provinces, be called is becoming insist e 
farseeing among the Panamans believing that it is essential tl b- 


lican Government be given a more substantial foundation and 
upon which it can more certainly claim the adherence of the p 


sition. 

Another disturbing factor, and one bound to assert itself sooner or later, 
is the conflict over the relations between church and state. The policy of the 
Conservatives—who for years governed the country—was that the state 
should support the church. The Liberals opposed this, and the sentiment 
among the Teedeen of the new Republic is that, while there should be no inter 
ference with the established religion—the Roman Catholic—the 
look to its communicants and not to the state for support. Az 
so poverty stricken as are the Panamans the support of the 
mean the imposition of a serious burden, and, as the padres are sure t: 


church t 





courage the people, when the new policy shall have been actually ut 
that they are being imposed upon, the religious unrest will assuredly pr 
voke problems with which the Government will have to dea 

Already there are rumors of dissatisfaction. Jealousics are beginning 





crop out among those who stood shoulder to shoulder in 

















Republic. The sentiment prevalent a few days ago t D 

should be the unopposed choice of the people for the f Pr ent of the 
Republic is beginning to modify, and an Arango party, fostered by powerful 
influences, is coming into existence; and when it is remembered that here 
political campaigns are carried on in the form of revolutions, there is every 
necessity for the United States to insist upon immediate action toward the 
formation of a suitable government, chosen by the people, and to which all 


the people will give their allegiance. The Republic of Panama being n 
existent so far as the people are concerned, and existing only because tl 





‘oubdtless due to the fact that measures have been taken, though not by | provisional junta's authority has not been disputed, it is required, to correct 
‘ive steps, to bring the whole territory to accept the new form of gov- | this contradictory condition and to enable the serious probler s which will 
_ Immediately after the creation of the Republic and the appoint- | shortly arise through disappointment and religious unrest to be properly and 

end. Fy, 16 Junta by the city council of Panama, the junta took steps to this | effectively handled, that a government be quickly established upon the cor 
tabiic), S88"es Were sent into the different provinces to proclaim the es- | sent and free participation of the people. Until that is done the Republic of 
early all rt of the Republic. These emissaries were effective orators—asare | Panama will c mtinue as an anomaly, secure only in the fact that the ir . 
CObats ne. the people of these southern countries. They toured along both | ests of the United States are such that that Government will not permit this 
Want and west. and mopend at the principal cities. Their coming was | one to be destroyed, either by invasion from without or by distuzbance 3 

‘nounced in these cities, which, until the arrival of the emissaries, were | within. 
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[New York Tribune, January 2, 1904.) 


“KING OF THE ISTHMUS”—COLONEL SHALER AND OTHER MEN ACTIVE IN 
PANAMA AFFAIRS. 


[From a special correspondent of the Tribune. ] 
PANAMA, R. P., December 20, 1908. 


“King of the Isthmus.” There is, of course, no real king of the Isthmus, 
but that title is bestowed colloquially and affectionately upon Col. J. R. Sha- 
ler, general superintendent of the Panama Railroad. Colonel Shaler is dean 
of the foreign colony on the Isthmus, chief of all Americans who reside here, 
and far and away the most influential man inthe new Republic. That ele- 
ment of the population of which he is the leader having played an important 
part in the recent revolution and being by force of circumstance compelled 
to figure conspicuously in the future affairs of the Isthmus, it must be con- 
sidered. 

That Colonel Shaler is ‘‘ King of the Isthmus” is a fact one discovers very 
soon after landing from the steamer at Colon. All questions are referred to 
him for decision; his dictum has the force and effect of law and his advice is 
unhesitatingly accepted and followed. The distinction conferred upon him 
by the title he bears was never sought by Colonel Shaler. . It is a natural se- 
quel to his personality and the exercise of his talents during a residence of 
almost a decade upon the Isthmus, for Colonel Shaler is a strong man among 
weaklings; a man of genius among men who have little capacity for initia- 
tion; a man of determination among a race of oreo. 

A native of Kentucky, Colonel Shaler carries his seventy-eight years with 
all the sprightliness of exuberant youth. Tall and lean, molded like a genu- 
ine thoroughbred, with muscles like steel wires, his bushy hair and gigantic 
mustache and imperial are of the whiteness of new-fallen snow. This man— 
a veteran of the civil war, an expert in the management of railroad proper- 
ties, fearless, and resourceful—does each day the work of a man of half his 
years. Every detail of the management of the Panama Railroad passes un- 
der his immediate supervision. In his private car he journeys several times 
each week between Colon, where he resides, and Panama attending to the 
railroad’s business. It is true that the railroad, with its 47} miles of track, is 
not an immense affair, but as the sole medium of transit across the Isthnfus 
and a highway for the commerce of the world it is of firat importance, and 
with its enormous business it requires for its successful conduct the guiding 
hand of a railroad genius. 


SHALER IS IMPROVING THE ISTHMUS. 


But busy as are his hours with the railroad’s affairs, this American “King 
of the Isthmus” finds ample time for nonofficial matters. As the executive 
head of a railroad which to all intents and purposes, under the canal 
treaty, been sold to the United States Government for $7,000,000, Colonel 
Shaler knows nothing of the inside details of the secessionist movement. 
Here on the Isthmus they say, however, that if the whole truth could be 
known the Republic of Panama would be revealed as being very largely a 
creature of Colonel Shaler’s genius, and in proof of their contention they 

int to the leading réle assumed by Arango, the railroad’s special agent, in 
ringing about isthmian_ independence. From the colonel himself there 
can be obtained only an admission that the railroad was interested in main- 
taining the freedom of transit across the Isthmus. It had nothing to do with 
the revolution itself, and while it lent its freight house for a fort on Novem- 
ber 4 and 5, and while Colonel Shaler persuaded the commander of the Co- 
lombian gunboat Cartagena to sail away from the Isthmus, leaving Colonel 
Torres and the Colombian troops in the lurch, these were only simple steps 
toward keeping isthmian transit open. 

Colonel Shaler has been at his present post for about nine years, and the 
impress of his —_ and capability isfound allover the Isthmus. Prior 
to his advent the railroad was a thing separate andapartfrom Panama. Un- 
der its concession it declined to acknowledge the re police authority on 
the Isthiaus, and a man who committed a crime and succeeded in reachin 
the railroad property was free from pursuit. Colonel Shaler has change 
this. The Panama police authority now extends over the railroad property 
anda great impetus has been given to order and the security of life and 
property. 

SUBSTANTIAL BETTERMENTS. 


In a more substantial way the colonel has encouraged the development of 
the Isthmus. Before his time rates on local freight traffic across the Isthmus 
were so prohibitive that persons living inland could not avail themselves of 
the wondrous fertility of the soil. It has been Colonel Shaler’s policy to fur- 
nish adequate means for local freight tra rtation. Banana and rubber 
plantations and cattle ranges are now appearing along the line of the railroad 
and the people are a educated to avail themselves of the opportunities 
afforded for the profitable cultivation and ay of the land. 

The La Boca terminals of the road, 3 miles from Panama and immediately 
adjoining the Pacific terminus of the proposed canal, are another proof of 
this man’s constructive ability. These terminals, with plenty of trackage 
room, a steel pier 1,000 feet long, equipped with electric cranes and all modern 
appliances for cargo handling, have revolutionized transisthmian commerce 
and added immensely to the value of the railroad property. Under the di- 
rection of this same genius much of the line of the railroad has been rebuilt 
with heavy rails, better curves and fewer of them, more substantial bridges, 
imported cypress ties, and cut-stone ballast, so that to-day, in a physical 
sense, the property compares favorably with the better examples of railroad 
engineering in the States. 

‘The man who has done these things, and who by the simple exercise of his 
natural talents has won the title of ‘King of the Isthmus” is unique in his 
personality. With characteristic Kentucky brusqueness he repels every 
suggestion that the Isthmus is unhealthy, and defies all tradition and all the 
cautions of the medicos by refusing to use nets in a land which is infested 
with germ-carrying mosquitoes. 

* The Isthmus is a health resort” is his contention; nor can the fact that 
last year he lost three sisters by yellow fever, the three dying within fewer 
than twenty days, change his opinion of the health qualities of the Isthmus. 
A bachelor, he declares that “the worst woman is better than the best man.” 
Yet women are almost entire strangers at his bungalow, a rambling towered 
structure, set down in the midst of a cocoanut grove on the choicest part of 
the water front of Colon. In this bungalow there is the atmosphere of a 
man's club—large reading rooms, carefully arranged stacks of books and 
periodicals, billiard and pool tables, shower baths, men servants, and those 
other things which predominate in places frequented by men only. 

Here Colonel Shaler confidently expects tospend the next few years. “I 
am too young to think about quitting work,” he rays. When the United 
States shall have become firmly established on the Isthmus and undertaken 
the management of the railroad, he may return to the States to live upon his 
competence; but just now the colonel—chivalrous, genial, courteous with 
the old-school Southern type of courtesy, and buoyantly active—is corrying 
ee much of the burden of the new Republic for him to think of laying i 

own. 
H.G. PRESCOTT IN THE REVOLUTION, 


When, on November 4, Colonel Torres was hesitating about accepting the 
sum of $8,000 gold offered him if he would take the Colombian troops that 
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had landed the day before at Colon and sail back to Cartagena, it looked for 
a time as though only the release of Generals Tovar and Amaya, who were 
held prisoners of the Republic at Panama, would avert a clash between the 
Colombians and the American marines. Torres insisted upon seeing and 
conferring with the two generals. The officials of the new Republic were 
loath to grant his demand; Torres could not run the risk of crossing the 
Isthmus to probable arrest. It was then that Herbert G. Prescott, assistant 
superintendent of the Panama Railroad, with headquarters at Panama, took 
charge of this end of the situation. He demanded that Tovar and Amaya be 
produced at the railroad station in this city, and his demand was granted 

A special train was in readiness to transport them across the Isthmus, and 
Prescott made himself personally responsible to the — for their safe re- 
turn tocustody. Commander Hubbard, of the Nashville, had issued an order 
forbidding the transportation of armed men in either direction by the rail- 
road. Prescott did not propose to violate this order, but he had to run the 
risk of Tovar and Amaya trying to escape or of an attempt being made to 
rescue them. He wastherefore justified when heagreed to let about twenty- 
five of his friends who wished toreach Colon take passage on the train. That 
each one of these friends carried a revolver in his hip pocket was a fact of 
which Prescott was officially ignorant; but so determined is his own disposi- 
tion that had Tovar or Amaya tried to escape, or had an attempt been made 
to rescue them, Prescott knew his friends would not see him outwitted. I[¢ 
happened that Torres succumbed to the temptation offered by $8,000 before the 
special left Panama, but the incident shows that Prescott is not without re 
sources and that he understands the art of doing things in the right way 

Next to Colonel Shaler, Mr. Prescott is the most formidably prominent 
man on the Isthmus. His position is one of extreme importance. He has 
lived long in Central American countries, although still a young man; speaks 
Spanish like a native, understands most intimately the weaknesses of the 
Panaman character, is enthusiastic, fertile-minded, adroit, and most capable. 
He is carrying to-day a card hastily penciled at the moment when Panama 
independence was established, and signed by the members of the junta, on 
which is attested the fact that but for the assistance rendered by H. G. Pres- 
cott the Republic of Panama could never have been created. He knows, 
down to its minutest details, just what part the railroad, by its command 
over transisthmian traffic, is fitted to play in the affairs of the country, and 
during the whole separatist conspiracy he was recognized as first aid-de-camp 
to Doctor Amador, the chief conspirator. 

Personally, Mr. Prescott is open-hearted, operon. and lovable. Easy 
mannered, always smiling, the Panamans delight to acknowledge him as one 
of their own number. e maintains a comfortable home in this city. His 
wife is a native of Panama, although one of her ancestors on either side was 
an American who settled here during the “ forty-niner’’ days. Beautiful and 
accomplished, Mrs. Prescott is a leader in all the social functions of the new 
capital, and since Mr. Prescott has no thought of ever quitting this country, 
the new Republic will know him as one of its most prominent citizens and 
important figures. 

GENERAL JEFFRIES, ADMIRAL. 
A short, stocky figure, broad and powerfully shouldered and exuding an 
atmosphere of aggression, top by a round head bearing a sparsely de 

i crown of light-brown r,is to be seen on the streets of Panama 
daily. This figure approaches with rolling walk, quick and energetic, and 
behind a rather pallid complexion blue eyes sparkle and twinkle. Every- 
body in Panama knows and respects the man—H. O. Jeffries, an American 
citizen, a native of New York City, who formerly held the rank of general in 
the Colombian army, and who is now admiral of the navy of the Panama 
Republic. Jeffries is one of the foremost characters of the Isthmus, and next 
to Shaler and Prescott no American here had a more important part to play 
in the recent revolution than did he. 

Although he is a typicalsoldier of fortune, Jeffries resents that appellation. 
Born of a Virginia family which has held portions of the Old Dominion for 
more than two centuries, he first drifted into Central America nearly ascore 
of years ago as a civil engineer on one of the Nicaraguan Canal surveys. In 
these latitudes he has been ever since. He has foughtin nearly every revo- 
lution from the borders of Peru to those of Mexico, and as a brave and daunt- 
less combatant he enjoys an unrivaled reputation. His loyalty in the cause 
in which he enlists has never been impeached. He carefully avoidsanything 
resembling the demeanor of the swashbuckler, but he can throw more lead, 
and throw it seer and surer, than any other man in South or Central 
America, and he is respected accordingly. 

He has figured in romance and history; he has busied himself for many 
years looking after distressed Americans in these countries, and it is credi- 

ly reported of him that he has at his own expense buried no less than 1) 
Americans who have succumbed to the rigors of the tropical climate. 
Among this number have been four American consuls, and he is now educa- 
ting in Washington the children of an American consul who died here and 
left his family destitute. / 

A natural fighter, expert in the handling of menon land or sea, capable of 
navigating a ship, Jeffries, whose years have been spent in revolutionary 
strife, is kindly disposed and most genial. He speaks in low tones, holds him- 
self above boasting, is devoted to his family, which consists of a charming 
young wife, whom be married in Costa Rica, and a little daughter, and will 

o to any amount of trouble to accommodate a friend, It was largely under 

teneral Jeffries that General Huertas, commander in chief of the Panaman 
army, secured his military training; but Jeffries would depend upon An » 
icans rather than upon Panamans. As a result his flagship, the / iv 
November, recently renamed from the Twenty-first of November, is prince paty 
officered by Americans. The captain, who is little more than a pilot, is 4 
native, and so are the sailors; but in the responsible posts, as engineers, & 
tillerists, etc., Americans alone are to be found. 


JEFFRIES BROUGHT HUERTAS OVER. 

In the recent revolution Jeffries—who is said to have declined any rem 
neration for his services—was picked to effect the capture of the ‘ i 
gunboat Cartagena. That vessel was expected at Colon about the ti! 
separatists had planned to declare the independence of the Isthmu 
was arranged that Jeffries, with seventy men, should cross the Ist 
seize her in the name of the Republic. Her appearance as a transp»! 
Colombian soldiers frustrated this scheme, but it is currently re) 
generally believed that Jeffries served the Republic most acceptably by ‘ 
neering the Bcheme by which General Huertas was induced to } ye 
separatists the support of the troops stationed here. Certain it is that Jeiirit 
is high in official favor, his selection for the post of admiral of the ! 
succession to Ruban Varon, who delivered the gunboat Twenty t 0) 
vember to the revolutionists, being an example of how eaplisiy he is tr 

Of other influential Americans on the Isthmus, Capt. J. R. Beers, Supe 
intendent of the La Boca terminals of the Panama Railroad, is # fh 
figure. Captain Beers isa retired sea captain, a shrewdand calculatiny (Con: 
Easter,” who is so highly thought of that he has recently been etectes Ph 
dent of the leading social club in this city. the Isth- 

“Jimmy” Hyatt, whose home is in Hyattsville, Md., has been on - 
mus for more than fifteen years, and is accounted the most univers’) ve 
ular man in the country. Hyatt lives at Colon, where he is Americsa oa 
consul, but he divides his time about equally between Colon, Pana, 
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the interior. He owns coccanut groves, manganese mines, is an extensive 
trader with the San Blas Indians, and has a most enviable reputation as a 
yrospector, it being a habit of his to take a ‘“‘cayuca ’—a narrow canoe, hol- 
on ed out of a cedar log--and go cruising along the coast and up and down 
the rivers for weeks at a time. 

Felix Ehrman, the active member of the Ranking beens of Henry Ehrman, 
is a native of Louisiana, American vice-consul in this city, owner of the lead- 
ing hotel here,a man of charming personality and progressive ideas. He has 
lived here for more than a generation, making yearly visits to the States and 
is an ardent supporter of the righteousness of the revolutionary cause. 

J. G@. Duque, a native Cuban, but a naturalized American, is the proprietor 
and editor of the Star and Herald, of Panama, the one newspaper of the 
Isthmus, and the principal owner of the lottery concession, a source from 
which he draws a revenue of about $1,800a week. Duque made an attempt 
in September to enlist American support for a revolution on the Isthmus by 
calling upon Secretary Hay. His scheme was an individual one, as he was 
not in the secret of the separatist qeaseirecy. Secretary Hay gave him no 
encouragement, but when the Republic was declared it found no more enthu- 
siastic supporter than Duque. Frederico Boyd, whose blood is a mixture of 
Irish, Seotch, and Panaman, and whois one of the members of the governing 
junta, is a man of great wealth and influence, and one who warmly cham- 
pions the plan to link the interests of the Isthmus with those of the United 
States. ; ; ; 

These men, one and all, played their parts in setting up the independence 
of Panama, and they will continue before the people of the new peguboe as 
the strong men of the Isthmus. Their interests here are of a vested nature, 
and they see in what has been done a certain promise of better conditions for 
the future. They are men who have learned self-reliance in the school of 
experience, and while no particular political ambitions have been revealed 
among them, the new Government knows that it can go to them for support 
and assistance. Therein lies the surest guaranty of the Republic’s future 
stability, for while Panamans were the public characters in establishing the 
new Government, these Americans were the Warwicks of the situation, and 
with characteristic American nerve and ingenuity they are ready to main- 
tain the Republic for which they are principally responsible. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana | Mr. FarrBaNnkKs]. 

Mr. LODGE. I was trying to get the attention of the Chair, 
and I ask that the motion be withdrawn for a single moment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. LODGE. I simply wish to ask that there may be printed 
three memoranda which I have received from the State Depart- 
ment. They are copies of memoranda in Jefferson’s manuscripts— 
the memorandum of Mr. Jefferson when Secretary of State, which 

ras made for President Washington but not sent to the Senate, 
in regard to the appointment of the first ministers abroad; the 
second in regard to the recognition of the French Republic, and 
the third as to the provisional army. 

They are very interesting memoranda from Mr. Jefferson on 
the point of recognition and Executive power, which has been 
under discussion here. Iam sure the first has never been prifited. 
Iam not sure about the other two, but they are all very apt. I 
should like to have them printed as part of my remarks, if there be 
no objection. They are very brief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to 
have them printed as part of the remarks which he has just made? | 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, following what I have just said. 

e us NT protempore. Is there objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro ter Is tl bjection 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

The memoranda referred to are as follows: 













The Chair 





APPOINTMENT OF FIRST MINISTERS, ETC., ABROAD. 





{Memorandum of Thomas Jefferson, Secretary of State, made in January, | 
1792, but not sent to the Senate.) 

GENTLEMEN OF THE SENATE: Your House has been pleased to 
communicate to me their resolutions, purporting a decision by 
them that it isexpedient to * * * from whence an applica- | 
tion arises that in their opinion they might have decided that no 
such appointments were expedient. 

After mature consideration and consultation I am of opinion | 
that the Constitution has made the President the sole competent | 
judge to what places circumstances render it expedient that am- | 
bassadors or other public ministers should be sent and of what 
grade they should be; and that it has ascribed to the Senate no 
executive act but the single one of giving or withholding their 
consent to the person nominated. 

] think it my duty, therefore, to protest, and I do protest against 
the validity of any resolutions of the Senate asserting or implying | 
any tight in that House to exercise any executive authority but 
the single one before mentioned. 

tis scarcely necessary to add that nothing herein is meant to 
question their right to concur in making treaties, this being con- 
sidered not as a branch of executive but of legislative powers, 
Placed by the Constitution under peculiar modifications. 


RECOGNITION OF FRENCH REVOLUTIONISTS. 
[Memorandum of Jefferson, March 12, 1792.] 


The President now sends Lear to me to ask what answer he | 
rey \ give the committee, and particularly whether he shall add | 
it that “in making the communication it was not his expecta- 
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tion that the House should give any answer.’’ I told Mr. Lear 
that I thought the House had a right independently of legislation 
to express sentiments on other subjects. That when these sub- 
jects did not belong to any other branch, they would publish them 
by their own authority; that in the present case, which respected 
a foreign nation, the President being the organ of our action with 
other nations, the House would satisfy their duty if instead of a 
direct communication they should pass their sentiments through 
the President; that if expressing a sentiment were really an in- 
rasion of executive power, it was so faint a one that it would 
be difficult to demonstrate it to the public, and to a public par- 
tial to the French Revolution and not disposed to consider the ap- 
probation of it from any quarter as improper; that the Senate, 
indeed, had given many indications of their wish to invade the 
executive power; the Representatives had done it in one instance 
which was indeed mischievous and alarming—that of giving 
orders to the heads of the Executive Departments without con- 
sulting the President—but that the late vote in directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to report ways and means, though carried, 
was carried by so small a majority and by the aid of Members so 
notoriously under a local inflftence on that question as to give 
the hope that the practice would be arrested and the constitu- 
tional course be taken up, of asking the President to have informa- 
tion laid before them; but that in the present instance it was so 
far from being clearly an invasion of the Executive, and would 
be so little approved by the general voice, that I could not advise 
the President to express any dissatisfaction at the vote of the 
House, and I gave Lear in writing what I thought should be his 
answer. 

RAISING OF PROVISIONAL ARMY WHEN WAR EXPECTED WITH FRANCE. 
[Functions of the legislative and executive branches. Memoranda of Jeffer- 
son in 1798. ] 

The Legislature may raise armies, but can not prescribe the 
purposes for which they shall be used. The army being raised, 
the Constitution transfers the use of them to the President, which 
is paramount to any law limiting the use. 

The Legislature may erect offices, but they can not restrain the 
appointment of the officers to any qualification of persons, for 
this would be to restrain a power given by the Constitution to 
the President without restraint. 

The Constitution authorizes the President to appoint foreign 
ministers. The Legislature can not refuse giving money for them 
without breach of a moral obligation. 

If a law raises an army fora long term of years, though the 
Constitution forbids an appropriation for them for more than two 
years, yet they can not refuse to renew it every two years without 
breach of a moral obligation. 

The Constitution gives the President and Senate a power to 
make treaties. If in these they give subsidies or money for other 
purposes, the Legislature can not refuse the money without a 
breach of moral obligation. 

The Constitution leaves the raising of armies to the discretion of 
Therefore Congress may leave it to the discretion of 
the President. (So argued by Ross, Reid, Sedgwick, Stockton, 
and others in the Senate on the provisional army, and by Otis, 
Dana, Sewall, Harper, Rutledge, Craik, and others in the debate 
on the same bill April 24, and by Mr. Pinckney in the debate on 
the bill for the provisional army, May 10, 1798.) 

The Constitution leaves the levying of taxes to the discretion of 
Congress. Therefore Congress may leave it to the discretion of 
the President. (Harper, in the same debate.) 

The Constitution leaves the power of legislation to Congress. 
Therefore Congress may leave it to the President. (Necessary 


| consequence from the premises. ) 


If the President informs Congress that in his opinion there is 
imminent danger of invasion, Congress is bound to act in con- 
formity to it without examining the grounds of the opinion. 
(Said by Otis; see Gallatin’s speech on the provisional army, May 
10,1798. See Bayard’s speech against juries and the superior 
advantages of a trial by the court. Aurora, August 2.) 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I now renew my motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After, forty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 8, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 7, 1904. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


John J. Sullivan, of Ohio, to be United States attorney for the 
northern districtof Ohio. A reappointment, his term having ex- 


| pired December 18, 1903, 
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COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
John Bourne, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Dunkirk, in the State of New York. (Reappointment. ) 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Francis H. Delano to be a captain in the Navy 
from the ilth day of October, 1903, vice Capt. French E. Chad- 
wick, promoted. 

Commander Albion V. Wadhams to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Capt. John A. Rodgers 
and additional numbers in grade. 

Lieut. Commander York Noel to be a commander in the Navy 
from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Commander Albion V. 
Wadhams, promoted. 

Lieut. Ward P. Winchell to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Isaac 8. K. Reeves, promoted. 

Lieut. Charles P. Eaton to be -a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander York Noel, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph W. Graeme to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Ward 
P. Winchell, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Albert H. McCarthy to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Charles 
P. Eaton, promoted. 

Lieut. John M. Ellicott to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
Albon C. Hodgson, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry N. Jenson to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy trom the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. John 
M. Ellicott, promoted. 

Capt. Charles O’Neil to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 3ist day of December, 1903, vice Rear-Admiral George W. 
Sumner, retired. 

Lieut. Charles W. Dyson to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
William G. Cutler, promoted. 

Lieut. Harry George to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the ist day of January, 1904, to fill a vacancy created in 
that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1903. 

Lieut. Frederick L. Chapin to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of January, 1904, to fill a vacancy created 
in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 38, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur St. C. Smith to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904, vice Lieut. Fred- 
erick L. Chapin, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Willis McDowell to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of January, 1904, vice Lieut. Alexander 
H. Halstead, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William C. Watts to be alieutenantin the 
Navy from the ist day of January, 1904, to fill a vacancy created 
in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lyman A. Cotten to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the ist day of January, 1904, to fill a vacancy created 
in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1903. 

Pay Inspector Hiram E. Drury to be a pay director in the Navy 
from the 4th day of November, 1903, vice Pay Director Robert 
P. Lisle, retired. 

Asst. Naval Constructor Daniel C. Nutting to be a naval con- 
structor in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Frederick Hosmer Cooke, a citizen of the State of Ohio, to be 
an assistant civil engineer in the Navy from the ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1904, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Clinton Draper Thurber, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, 
to be an assistant civil engineer in the Navy from the Ist day of 
January, 1904, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Robert Graham Heiner, a citizen of the District of Columbia, 
to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 26th day of De- 
cember, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Robert Earl Stoops, a citizen of the State of Ohio, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Navy from the 26th day of December, 1903, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Harry M. Hepburn, ef Iowa, to be a second assistant engineer, 
with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
of the United States, to succeed Samuel M. Rock, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Motley H. Flint to be postmaster at Los Angeles, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of Lewis A. Groff. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 25, 1904. 

James L. Matthews to be postmaster at Corina, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California, in place of Thomas F. Gris- 
wold. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904, 
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IDAHO. 
Charles W. Wilson to be postmaster at Sandpoint, in the county 
Office became Presidential J1)- 
uary 1, 1903. 
ILLINOIS. 

Archibald B. Campbell to be postmaster at Tolono, in the 
county of Champaign and State of Illinois. Office became Pr 
dential January 1, 1904. 

William Clemans to be postmaster at Mansfield. in the county 
of Piatt and State of Dlinois. Office became Presidential Janu. 
ary 1, 1904. 

Lewis J. Farmer to be postmaster at Tamaroa, in the county of 
ae State of Illinois. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904. . 

Howard E. White to be postmaster at Fairmount, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

William R. Casteel to be postmaster at Mounds, in the Creek 

Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential January 1, 1904. 
IOWA. 

Lars E. Bladine to be postmaster at Marathon, in the county of 
Buena Vista and State of Iowa. in place of Lars E. Bladine. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Richard M. Boyd to be postmaster at Sanborn, in the county of 
O’Brien and State of Iowa, in place of Richard M. Boyd. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 

William D. Junkin to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, in the 
county of Lyon and State of Iowa, in place of William D. Jun- 
kin. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Benjamin F. Keables to be postmaster at Pella, in the county 
of Marion and State of Iowa, in place of Benjamin F. Keables. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

William C. Marsh to be postmaster at Aurelia, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Iowa, in place of William C. Marsh. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

Frank J. Tishenbanner to be postmaster at Gilmore City, in the 
county of Pocahontas and State of Iowa. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904. 

MAINE. 

William B. Brown to be postmaster at Hartland, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904. 

George L. Hovey to be postmaster at North Anson, in the county 
of Somerset and Stateof Maine. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

William H. Sprague to be postmaster at Stoneham, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of William H. 
Sprague. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

MICHIGAN. 


Henry B. Henderson to be postmaster at Millington, in the 
county of Tuscola and State of Michigan. Office becume Presi 
dential January 1, 1904. 

Clarence 8. Mills to be postmaster at Stockbridge, in the county 
of Ingham and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

MINNESOTA. 

Justin E. Stiles to be postmaster at Wells, in the county of Far'- 
bault and State of Minnesota, in place of Justin E. Stiles. Incul- 
bent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

MISSOURI, 

Charles L. Gray to be postmaster at Carterville, in th 
of Jasper and State of Missouri, in place of Charles L. Gra) 
cumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1903. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

teorge L. Stokell, jr., to be postmaster at Exeter, in t! 
of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in place of (ico! 
N. Julian. Incumbent’s commission expired June 14, 100. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Lawrence W. Sickler to be postmaster at Glassboro, '" 
county of Gloucester and State of New Jersey, in place « 
rence W. Sickler. Incumbent’s commission expired Dec: 
1903. 


ber 12, 


NEW YORK. 


Augustus De Witt, jr., to be postmaster at Maspet! 
county of Queens and State of New York. Office becan 
dential January 1, 1904. 

John Hopkins to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the «n'y 1 

Office became Presidents 


in the 
e 


January 1, 1904. . 
Edward C. Ripley to be postmaster at Hillburn, in tl 
of Rockland and State of New York. Office became Pres 


minty 
lential 


} January 1, 1904. 
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NORTH CAROLINA. 

John L. Matheson to be postmaster at Wadesboro, in the county 
of Anson and State of North Carolina, in place of John L. Mathe- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired March 4, 1902. 
John L. Phelps to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of 
Washington and State of North Carolina, in place of Emily W. | 
Fagan. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

OHTO. 

John G. Burley to be postmaster at Crooksville, in the county | 
of Perry and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904. 

Warren W. Williams to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904, 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Albert A. Atterholt to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county 
of Reaver and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Albert A. Atter- | 
holt. Ineumbent’s commission expires January 8, 1904. 

George H. Cope to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the county | 
of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Thomas | 
H. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. | 

SOUTH CAROLINA, | 

Joshua E. Wilson to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of | 
Florence and State of South Carolina, in place of Joshua E. Wil- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1903. 

WISCONSIN. 

Henry G. Laun to be postmaster at Wausaukee, in the county | 
of Marinette and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential | 
January 1, 1904. 

John A. Watson to be postmaster at Kaukauna, in the county 
of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin, in place of John A, Wat- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. | 


| 
| 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January 7, 1904. 
E. J. Krampff to be postmaster at Havana, in the State of Illinois. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 7, 1904. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 
Lawrence O. Murray, of Illinois, to be Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 
John C. Black, of Illinois, to be a Civil Service Conimissioner, 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Henry D. Saylor, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 

United States at Coburg, Germany. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Luther S. Kelly, of New York, to be agent for the Indians of 
the San Carlos Agency, in Arizona. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. William C. Billings, of Massachusetts, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States. 

Asst. Surg. John W. Kerr, of Ohio, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

James M. Ragan to be postmaster at Anniston, in the county 

of Calhoun and State of Alabama. 
ARKANSAS. 

Owen J. Owen, jr., to be postmaster at Conway, in the county 

of Faulkner and State of Arkansas. 
IOWA. 

Frank V, D, Bogert to be postmaster at Paullina, in the county 
of O’Brien and State of Iowa. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mary A. Timberlake to be postmaster at Wake Forest, in the 
county of Wake and State of North Carolina. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 
Elmer H. Myhra to be postmaster at Wahpeton, in the county 
of Richland and State of North Dakota. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 

Robert 8. Bowman to be postmaster at Berwick, in the county 
of C lumbia and State of Pennsylvania. 

Gustavus ©. Sehrink to be postmaster at Pottsville, in the 
County of Schuylkill and State of Perinsylvania. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. | 
Ward to be postmaster at Dell Rapids, in the county 
ha and State of South Dakota. 


Day id BE. 
ef Minneha 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| for the De 


| the country may be printed as soon as it has them prepared. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 7, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hanry N. Covupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


BOLL WEEVIL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, which is a bill to 


‘amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the 


Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904,” approved March 3, 1903, which provides that certain mon- 
eys appropriated in that bill shall beavailable for use in stamping 
out the boll-weevil plague in the State of Texas and other States, 
be taken up for consideration the first thing to-morrow morning, 
and that the bill and report be printed in the Recorp for the in- 
formation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana reports a bill 
from the Committee on Appropriations, and asks unanimous con- 
sent that the same be taken up for consideration to-morrow after 
the reading of the Journal, and that it be printed in the Recorp. 
The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9160) to amend an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations 

sartment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904,” 
approved March 3, 1908. 


Mr. GIBSON. I wish to make an inquiry. I would like to 
know of the gentleman who reports the bill whether it is intended 
to interfere with the special order for the consideration of pension 
bills? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, I do not think this bill will take 
over thirty minutes. It is avery important bill. Of course, I do 
not desire to take the time for the consideration of pension bills, 
and this bill will not take very much time. 

Mr. GIBSON. If it seems to take up much time, the gentleman 
will give way with the bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not think it will take much time. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I did not hear the answer of the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. HEMENWAY.. I do not think it will take more than 
thirty minutes’ time. It is avery important matter to the people 
of the cotton-growing belt. They are anxious to get the bill 
through as early as possible. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Why noé dispose of the special order 
first? That ought not to take nearly the whole of the day. 

Mr. BURLESON. I am sure that this bill ought not to take 
more than thirty minutes. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Might we not, for instance, provide 
that it occupy the time of the House not to exceed a given time, 
and then the special order be taken up? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, say for one hour. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I personally have no objection to 
make; I do not know what other gentlemen may desire. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think one hour will be ample time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana modifies his 
request for unanimous consent, and asks that the bill be consid- 
ered for one hour immediately after the reading of the Journal 
to-morrow; then, if not completed, the bill to go on the Calendar 
as unfinished business. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
This bill has been reported from what committee? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why not take up the bill now? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think that the bill had better be printed 
and go over until to-morrow, so that Members can inform them- 
selves in relation to the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. The Agricultural Department is very anxious to 
have the present law modified so that the soil reports on the ex- 
aminations which the Department makes of the various soils of 
As 
the law is, the Secretary of Agriculture has to keep them possi- 
bly a whole year and then bind them in a great big book. Thus 
it is that the soil reports made for Tennessee will be bound with 
those for the State of Pennsylvania, the State of Washington with 
the State of Maine, and so forth and so on. It is better to print 


them in separate bulletins, as the Secretary does with the other 
matters, so that the farmers can get them quickly and have the 
use of them, instead of putting them all together in this big book. 
Does this bill make any provision in that respect? 

This has nothing to do with that. 

It is a very important matter, and 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
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I want to help the Secretary all I can in securing what he desires 
in that respect. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
leman from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The bill and report are as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9160) to amend the act entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904,” 
approved March 3, 1903, 

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1904," approved March 3, 1903, as relates to the emergency appropriation 
to enable the secretary of Agriculture to stamp out and eradicate the foot- 
and-mouth Giseaseand other contagious diseases of animals, to be used for no 
other purpose, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Emergency appropriation: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
stamp out an 
diseases of 
Mexican cotton-boll weevil and other insects and diseases affecting cotton, 
and for 
close of the fiscal year 1905: Provided, That of this sum not to exceed $250,000 
may be expended by the Secretary of Agriculture insuch manner as he shall 
deem best, in cooperation with State experiment stations and practical cot- 
ton growers if the Secretary of Agriculture shall deem it advisable, to meet 
the emergency caused by the ravages of the Mexican cotton-boll weevil and 
other insects and diseases affecting cotton, and the remainder of the $500,000 
herein appropriated (not less than $250,000, however) shall be used exclusively 
to stamp out and eradicate foot-and-mouth disease and other contagious dis- 
eases of animals.” 


The report (by Mr. Hemenway) is as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred House Docu- 
ment No. 262, being a letter fromm the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture submit- 
ting an est mate of appropriation for eradicating the foot-anc-mouth disease 
and other diseases of animals, and to meet the ravages of the Mexican cotton- 
boll weevil, having considered the same, recommend the favorable consider- 
ation of the accompanying bill, drawn in accordance with the recommenda- 


tion contained in said document, except that it is proposed to make the | prehension as tothe future of this mostimportantcrop. 


| appearéd in the State of Texas in 18%, and from that time on has been u 


appropriation in question available until the close of the fiscal year 1905. 

Che committee submit herewith as a part of their report the accompany- 
ing statement made to them by the Committee on Agriculture, namely: 

“The Committee on Agriculture gave unanimous indorsement of the ne- 
cessity for an emergency appropriation for ascertaining means of staying 
the ravages of the Mexican cotton-boll weevil and other insects, and diseases 
affecting cotton, and instructed the chairman of the committee and Mr. 
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eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease and other contagious | 


animals, and to mect the emergency caused by the ravages of the | actual cotton destroyed, the most conservative estimate places the loss duri 


5 ~ = . ; | the years 1902 and 190% $39,000,000, while industries dependent upon the ; 
no other purposes, $500,000, which sum shall remain available until the | , and 1N6 at $9 » while indust ley apo Ut 


years by the direct or indirect influence of this weevil. 





BURLESON, of Texas, to prepare a report upon the subject for submission to | 


the subcommittee on deiiciencies of the Appropriation Committee, for the 
information of that committee and for the information of the House, which 
said report is herewith submitted.” 


[Before subcommittee on deficiencies, Committee on Appropriations, con- 
sisting of Messrs. J. A. HeEMENWAY, H. C. VAN VoOoRHIs, E. J. BURKETT, 
L. F. Livinestron, and O. W. UNDERWOOD. } 


The undersigned have been authorized by the unanimous action of the 
Committee on Agriculture to request that the following item be embodied in 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill: 

“That so much of the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June W, 1904,’ approved 
March 3, 1993, as relates to the emergency appropriation to enable the Secre- 
tary of Agriculttire to stamp out and eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease 
and other contagious diseases of animals, to be used for no other purposes, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

““* Emergency appropriation: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 


|} and a colony that was discoverec 
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| made in the Division of Entomology for the investigations. 
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and it is now found in about 100 counties in the Texas cotton belt. 
was damaging the cotton crop in 6 of the extreme 
1895 17 additional counties had been invaded. 
were damaged, and in 1003 the weevil was to be 
in 24 additional counties. 

Isolated cases of infestation are known to occur at twenty-one different 
points tothe north of the counties included under the year 1903. The work of 
the Division of Entomology, based upon an exect and extended investigation 
of the life history and habits of the insect, has proven that it can not be suc. 
cessfully handled by any insecticide application as yet discovered. No prac- 
tical mechanical means for its destruction have been devised; no efficie) 
parasitic or predatory natural enemies have been found. It is without dou 
the most difficult insect to control which exists within the territory of t) 
United States. The Division of Entomology, however, has devised a cultuy; 
method, based upon its previous extended investigations of the habits an 
life history of the insect, which will enable Texas planters to grow cotton. it 
is confidently believed, without loss, and during 1903 a few demonstrat; 
farms were carried on, under the Congressional appropriation, which ha 
indicated a measure of relief. 

At large, however, the insect caused a great money loss to the State. ( 


In 1893 it 
r southern counties. By 
By 1901 30 additional counties 
found in destructive numbers 


ton industry or connected with it have suffered in corresponding degree 
is surely safe to say that there has been lost $100,000,000 during the past { 
Except for 0 iso- 
lated colonies which have recently been discovered in Sabine Parish, La., 
in August, 1903, near New Orleans, the 
weevil has not been found outside of the State of Texas. Nevertheless, t 
territory affected by the pest at present includes about 82 per cent of th 
ton acreage of the United States. This acreage in 1900 produced about 37 per 
cent of the total crop of this country, or about one-fourth of the crop of the 
world for that year. The most serious aspect of the situation lies in the fact 
that the weevil is constantly spreading, and will undoubtedly eventually be 
carried all over the cotton belt. ; 
On the same subject the honorable Secretary of Agriculture, in his sevent! 


| annual report, submitted on the 28th day of November, 1908, makes th« 


lowing statements and recommendations: 


“CRISIS IN COTTON PRODUCTION. 


“The invasion of the cotton-boll weevil has been a special menace to o 
cotton crop, and has done more than anything else toawaken widespread ap- 
The boll weevil first 
caer 
observation and investigation by the Department through its Division of Er 
It was not until 1902, however, that this branch of the Depar 
ment was able to undertake anything like thorough and systematic w 
the Thetter of studying this very destructive enemy of cotton. In 
scope of the work was further enlarged, an appropriation of 00.000 
Aside fr 
work the Bureau of Plant Industry has, during the past year, been car 
on considerable work with a view to securing, if possible, early and r 
varieties by breeding and selection, and has been conducting some n 
less general experiments in the matter of crop diversification at special 
in Texas. It has also been engaged in distributing a considerable quantity of 


| cotton seed of early maturing and promising sorts. 


| the insect. 


* The work of the Division of Entomology has shown conclusively the 
of good cultural methods, the planting of early maturing varieties, a1 
destruction of weevil-infested material, this conclusion having been re 
only through the careful and detailed studies of the life history and! 
The demonstration work along these lines which the diy 


| carried on the past year has been exceedingly promising, as it has 


| ence of the weevil. 


| will reach all of the cotton-growing States. 


stamp out and eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease and other contagious | 
diseases of animals, and to meet the emergency caused by the ravages of the | 


Mexican cotton-boll weevil and other insects and diseases affecting cotton, 
and for no other purposes, $500,000, which sum shall remzin availaple until 
the close of the fiscal year 1905: Provided, That of this sum not to exceed 
$250,000 


he shall deem best in cooperation with pee Caer stations and prac- 
tical cotton growers, if the Secretary of Agriculture shall deem it advisable, 
to meet the emergency caused by the ravages of the Mexican cotton-boll 


weevil and other insects and diseases affecting cotton, and the remainder of | 


the $590,000 herein appropriated (not less than $250,000, however) ghall be 
used exclusively to stamp out and eradicate foot-and-mouth disease and 
other contagious diseases of animals.’ ”’ 

In support of this request we beg leave tosubmit for your consideration the 


| way 
| present emergency. 
| sentative men in Congress and with others, I am of the opinion 


- > > > , Lars - jen) ; . . ' eo | . > : : ° . on 
may be expended by the Secretary of Agriculture in such manner as | jnyestigation fund be appropriated and set aside for immediate u 


shown that cotton can be grown in remunerative quantity despite t 
Notwithstanding what has been accomplished by 
Department, however, the fact remains that the boll weevil is « t 
spreading north and east, and it is probably only a question of tim 
Thus the country is cont 
with a very grave problem, as the invasion of this insect must n 
mean a complete revolution in present agricultural methods. 
“During a recent visit to some of the Southern States considera! 
was spent in the weevil-infested district, and from the facts gathered 
am convinced that energetic measures must be adopted to 1 
After thoroughly canvassing the situation w 


that 
tua 
+ 


pr 


nection with this most serious problem. In order to make the work 


| hensive and thoroughly effective, I am of the opinion that a sum 
| than $500,000 shonld be made immediately available for this purp 


following statement, which discloses an emergency condition confronting | 


the cx 
the cotton-growing industry in every Southern State. The facts herein 
stated are based upon reports heretofore made by the Chief of the Division 
of Entomology,and upon statements made by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Plant Industry, the Chief of the Division of Entomology, and others, in hear- 
ings had before the Committee on Agriculture on this subject: 

Tho Mexican cotton-boll weevil is a tropical insect native to Mexico, Cen- 
tral America, Cuba, and possibly others of the West Indies, and possibly also 
of the tropical regions of South America. It breeds only on the cotton plant. 
It damaged cotton plantations in Mexico to such a serious extent that cotton 
cultivation was abandoned in portions of that country prior to 1890. About 
1892 it crossed the Rio Grande River in Cameron County, Tex., and began to 
destroy the cotton crop in the vicinity of Brownsville, in said county. 
Division of Entomology of the Department of Agriculture began investigat- 
ing the insect in 1804. An expert of the Department was sent to the locality, 
and his report, published in 1895, was the first account of the life history of 
the insect and the damage being wrought by it. When it had been carried 
across the zing region between Brownsville and Alice, in Nueces County, 
in cotton taken to the gins, the insect for the first time entered the region of 
practically continuous cotton cultivation. 

In 1895 it had spread as far north as San Antonio, in Bexar County, and as 
far east as Wharton County. In 1896 it reached the portion of Texas where 
cotton. was very prominent as a crop and invaded Fayette, Washington, 
Burleson, Lee, Bastrop, and Travis counties. ‘ 
ditions increased the territory affected to a great extent. Scientific investi- 

tions were conducted by the Division of Entomology during these years 

ym theordinary appropriations of the Division. Remedial recommendations 
were made whic it was believed would tend to diminish the devastation of 
the cotton crop by this pest. Congress in the session of 1900-1901 appropriated 

500 for an especial study of the insect. In 1902 $20,000 were appropriated 

‘or the same purpose; in 1903, $30,000. The insect multiplied and spread in 
spite of all efforts on the part of the Department and of the Texas planters, 


The | 
| matter: H. R. 4477, by Mr. Henry, of Texas; H. R. 7900, by Mr. Sr 


tton producers of Texas, and in truth constitutes a serious menace to | 


| threatened, and the time is at hand for energetic action. 


| tary of Agriculture with ample authority toact, an 
In 1888 favorable climatic con- | 





same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of Agricul 
such manner as will give the most immediate practical results.” 
* * * a * 7 

Further in his report the Secretary of Agriculture outlines in d 
plans and discusses the various methods of utilizing to the best ad) 
appropriation asked, and concludes his statement on this subje 

“The fund recommended to be set aside for the purposes ment 
used in accordance with the plans outlined, will give the Depart: 
liberty of action as the exigencies of the case demand. An indusi: 
brings to the country an annual income of something over {5 
I again 
most earnestly renew my recommendations for the means and aut 
carry out the plans as herein set forth. 

™ Respectfully submitted. 

“JAMES WILSO®, 5 
“ WASHINGTON, D. C., November 28, 1903." 


On the convening of Congress the following bills were introduced 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, each bearing on this same su 
of Texas; H. R. 7646, by Mr. Puso, of Louisiana; H. R. 5496, by Mr. Bc kG BSS, 
of Texas; and H. R. 7304, by Mr. BuRLESON, of Texas. ~ 

These bills called for appropriations aggregating approximately $ 
The Committee on Agriculture, after having had hearings on th 
and having given most careful consideration to the recommendat 
Secretary of Agriculture, determined as a substitute for all these b 
that the above-stated item be embraced within the urgent deficien 
priation bill. Itis confidently believed that existing law empowers 

F that no new !es 
necessary, and consequently this item, as it is worded, is suflicie 
purpose in connection with the effort he will make to ascertain s0! 
of staying the rapid spread and lessening the damages being wroug"'' 
detestable insect pest. 

J.W. Wapsw 


A. 8. BURLES 


Mr. PAYNE. Unless the gentieman from New Jersey 
to ask unanimous consent, I am ready to make a motion. 











MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following 
title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S, 2300. An act to supplement and amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River, at or near Grays Point, Mo.,’’ approved January 26, 1901. 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

wrted that they had presented this day to the President of the 
Tnited States for his approval joint resolution of the following 
title: 

“HL. J. Res. 64. Joint resolution authorizing the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to permit the erection of certain poles 
and overhead wires in connection with the work of eliminating 
grade crossings in the city of Washington. 

TO BRIDGE THE NEWARK BAY, 


Mr. BENNY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6805) to amend an act entitled “An act to bridge the Newark 
Bay,” approved February 18, 1895. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘An act to bridge the Newark 
Bay,” approved February 18, 1895, be, and it is, amended by striking out of 
said act section 2 thereof, as follows, namely: 

2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the approval of this act.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I would ask for some time to 
look into this matter before allowing it to go on at the present 
time, and I will be very much obliged if the gentleman would 
consent to its going over until a later day. 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Speaker, perhaps if the gentleman would 
listen to one minute’s explanation he will not that the matter 

0 over. 

Mr. PARKER. It is a bridge across Newark Bay? 

Mr. BENNY. No; the act of 1895 authorized the counties of 
Hudson and Union to construct a bridge across the Newark 
Bay- 

Mr. PAYNE. There is so much confusion, or else the gentle- 
man’s voice is so weak, we can not hear what he is saying at all. 

Mr. BENNY. Perhaps it isa combination of both. The act 
of February 18, 1895, authorized the counties of Hudson and 
Union, in New Jersey, to construct a bridge across the Newark 
Bay, and authorized a bond issue by each county to the extent of 
$150,000. That bill had the provision in it that the law would be 
null and void unless the construction was begun within one year 
and finished in three years from the date of the approval, February 
18,1895. This present bill simply reestablishes the law, revives 
it, and authorizes the construction, with a limitation of one 
year for the commencement of the bridge and three years for the 
eompletion from the 18th of February, 1904. 

Mr. PARKER. I saw that in the bill as it was read. Newark 
Bay carries a tremendous commerce of some $19,000,000 worth 
per year. Itis a feed@r of the Passaic River, on which a large 
amount of improvements are now projected and being carried on. 

I do not feel willing to consent at the present time to the bring- 
ing up of this matter without further information. I do not feel 
that I am asking anything unreasonable in asking the gentleman 
if he will consent to its lying over. If he insists upon its coming 
up at the present time, I should certainly have to object. 

Mr. BENNY. I do not. I am quite willing for it to lie over, 
but will you consent to have it brought up on a certain day? I 
would like to get this through if I could. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think this is very important. 
pass a bridge bill at any time. 

Mr. BENNY. Very well. Let it lie over. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
12 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


“Sec. 2. 





We can 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

fol cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
ows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 

mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
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spoliation cases relating to the brigantine Nancy, James Brown, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for steam machinery—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the chief of division of Revenue-Cutter 
Service submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for ex- 
penses of Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
submitting a plan for the future care of delinquent and dependent 
children in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting an 
estimate of increases of appropriation for the consular and diplo- 
matic service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1832) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Herron, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 133); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6932) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey R. King, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 134); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1984) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Roberts, reported the same without’ amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. 135); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8) granting an 
increase of pension to Perry Kittredge, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 136); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2078) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hampton C. Watson, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 137); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 367) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Richardson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 138); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House TH. R. 4200) 
granting an increase of pension to Milton H. Sweet, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 139); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5841) for the re 
lief of Abram Wilson, reported the same with amendments, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 140); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1704) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucretia Ritchhart, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 141); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1985) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan Hites, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 142); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1772) granting an 
increase of pension to Louise K. Bard, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 148); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred Woodman, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report ( 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3821) 


granting an increase of pension to Hannah Riley, reported the | 


same with amendments, accompanied by areport (No. 145); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred H. Rogers, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 146); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 112) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Henry G. Hammond, reported the same with- | 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 147); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 137) granting a pension to | 
Hannah Kelly, reported the same without amendment, accompa- | 


nied by a report (No. 148); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (5. 839) granting an increase of 
pension to Ebenezer H. Richardson, reported the same without 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 65) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles R. Allen, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 150); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1604) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Bishop, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 151); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1756) granting an 
increase of pension to Zebedee M. Cushman, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 152); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1913) granting an increase 
of pension to Lorenzo E. Harrison, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 153); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 172) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth McClaren, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 154); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4726) granting an in- 
crease of pension to S. B. Brightman, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 155); which said bill 
and report avere referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2218 nmting an increase of pension to 
Amanda B. Tisdel, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
— by a report (No. 156); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 6830) 
granting a pension to Charles E. Likes, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied = report (No. 157); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1819) nting an 
increase of pension to Charles P. Skinner, repo the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 158); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2125) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Marcus T. Caswell, reported the 
saine without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 159); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5719) granting an increase of pension to 
Forbes Homiston, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 160); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 
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o. 144); which said bill | 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4819) granting an increase of pension {, 
John Sexton, reported the same with amendment, accompanio| 
by areport (No. 161); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 338) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane M. Watt, reported thesame with amen 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 162); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4115) granting a) 
increase of pension to Joseph 8. Young, reported the same w 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 163); which said }):1] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. t 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1755) granting a: 
crease of pension to Thomas Banks, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 164); which said 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2108) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry D. Wright, reported the same wit 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 165); which said | 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8001) granting 


| an increase of pension to Alpheus Converse, reported the sam 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 149); which said bill | 


with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 166); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1952) granting an increas: 
of pension to John Monahan, reported the same without amend 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 167); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 468) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Christy, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 168); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S.6) granting a pension 
to Cora M. Converse, reported the same without amendment. ac- 
companied by a report (No. 169); which said bill and report wer 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 957) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Carpenter, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

anied by a re (No. 170); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2201) granting 
an increase of pension to George McDonald, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 171); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 368) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Wilcox, reported the same vathout amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 172); which said bill and report w: 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2929) granting 
increase of pension to Benjamin F. Gates, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 173); which said bu 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7870) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew Ivory, reported the same wit! 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 174); wuich said 0 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. oe 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to wi!) 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7515) granting a pens!" 
to Rebecca A. Mathias, reported the same with amendmen", 
accompanied by a en (No. 175); which said bill and repo" 
were referred to the Private Calendar. i 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, tow!" 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6975) granting an in 
of pension to George W. Lawson, reported the same with amen 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 176); which said bill auc te 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committes on Invalid Pensions.” 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 11) granting © | 
sion to John L, Sullivan, reported the same without amencmec"’. 
accompanied by a report (No. 177); which said bill and repo" 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 











Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7002) nting 
an increase of pension so James 8. Rearden, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied a a report (No. 178); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 215) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary D. Perry, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 179); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1929) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Spahr, reported the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 180); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1652) granting an increase of pension to 
Minerva A. McMillan, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 181); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6071) granting an increase of pension to 


Abraham C, Null, reported the same without amendment, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 182); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were.discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4594) granting an increase of pension to James | 


Moss—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 8823) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish | 


an artificial leg—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills; resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 9160) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1904," approved March 3, 1903—to the Union | 


Calendar. 
By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9161) to amend section 4488 of 


the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9162) to promote the circulation of reading | 


matter among the blind—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9168) for the relief of certain | 
Wisconsin Central Railroad and The Dalles mili- | 


settlers u 
tary road land grants—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 9164) authorizing the Secretary | 


of War to acquire, by purchase, the exclusive rights for the 
United States to the Isham high-explosive shell and the process 


for the manufacture of the high explosive thorite—to the Com- | 


mittee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. SI 
marle street—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 9166) to authorize the ex- 
tension, construction, and operation of the Great Falls and Old 


Dominion Railroad Company into and within the District of Co- | 


lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9167) granting authority to the | 


Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to restore certain mid- 
ott to the Naval Academy—to the Committee on Naval 
airs, 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 9168) to amend “‘An act to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes 


and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other | 
urposes,’’ approved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and | 


serch 2, 1903—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
erce, 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9180) for the relief of certain 

tat ® militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 9291) to regulate process 
and proceedings in the circuit courts of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 128) toreimburse Mrs. 
William O. Beckenbaugh for the expenses of the funeral and last 
illness of William O. Beckenbaugh, late a member of the Capitol 
police force—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 9169) to correct the military 


record of John Fisher Williams—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 9170) granting a pension 
| to Jane E. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9171) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 


Bolles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 9172) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9173) granting an 
| increase of pension to Neil Gillespy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9174) granting arrears of pen- 
sion to Jane Stonebreaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9175) to remove the charge of absence with- 
out leave from the military record of John Federick—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9176) to relieve Ludwig Rupprecht of the 
| charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Is. 





S: A bill (H. R. 9165) for the extension of Albe- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9177) to relieve Eli Shaman from the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9178) for relief of Capt. Michael Mallow’s 
company West Virginia State Scouts—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9179) for the relief of Capt. J. H. Lambert’s 
company West Virginia Volunteer Militia—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9181) for the relief of Nancy A. E. Hoffman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9182) for the relief of John A. Stuart, alias 
John Vanderpool, first-class boy in United States Navy on sloop 
of war Saratoga, war with Mexico—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9183) for the relief of Thomas D. Hawker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9184) for the relief of Capt. John Bond’s 
| company West Virginia Volunteer Militia—to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9185) for the relief of Capt. Sampson Sny- 
der’s company West Virginia Volunteer Militia—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 9186) for the relief of Capt. John Bogg's 
| company West Virginia Volunteer Militia—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9187) for the relief of Capt. E. C. Harper’s 
| company (A), Forty-sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9188) for the relief of Capt. Isaac Alts’s 
|} company (B), Forty-sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9189) for the relief of Lewis Beckman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9190) for the relief of Mary C. Hoffman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9191) for the relief of Daniel K. Shields—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9193) for the relief of Richard W. Heafer— 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9194) for the relief of Catharine L. Chaney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 9195) for relief of John Edwards, alias John 
D. Edwards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9196) for the relief of Goff A. Hall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9197) for the relief of James Evans—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9198) removing the charge of desertion from 
| the military record of James W. Johnson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9199) to remove the charge of. desertion 
from the naval record of Charles Thompson—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 








048 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9200) to remove the charge of desertion 
from name of Robert S. Reese—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9201) removing charge of desertion from 
name of William M. Raber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9202) to remove the charge of desertion 
from George W. Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill _H. R. 9203) to remove charge of desertion from 
John Lyons—t the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9204) to remove charge of desertion against 
name of John Hall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9205) granting a pension to Ephraim John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9206) granting a pension to Sallie J. D. 
Grubb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9207) granting a pension to Edgar Travis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9208) granting a pension to Simon Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9209) granting a pension to Samuel Good- 
win—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9210) granting a pension to Catharine Hey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9211) granting a pension to James Ryan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9212) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Fincham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9213) granting a pension to John W. Coombs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9214) granting a pension to Arabella Downey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9215) granting a pension to Frances E. Fitz- 
Gerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9216) granting a pension to Sarah J. Pugh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9217) granting a pension to George G. Clev- 
enger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9218) granting a pension to Francis M. Cain— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9219) granting a pension to Mary Frame— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9220) granting a pension to Martin Hope—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9221) granting a pension to James W. Wentz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9222) granting a pension to Jane Allen—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9223) granting an increase of pension to | 


Isaac H. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


James Richard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9225) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert L. Boseley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9226) granting an increase of pension to Bry- 
son Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9227) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Loughridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9228) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Hanen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9229) granting an increase of pension to | 


Thomas Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9230) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur I. Strosnider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9281) granting an increase of pension to 
Zebulon M. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9232) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
H, Mickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9233) granting an increase of pension to David 
T. Sipe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9234) granting an increase of pension to James 
L. T. Sharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9235) granting an increase of pension to Wes- 
ley C, Pryor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (I. R. 9236) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
M. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9237) granting a pension to 
Jesse A. Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9238) granting an increase of pension to Almon 
Craver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 9239) granting an increase of 
pension to John Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9240) granting an increase <f pension to 
Ambrose Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9241) for the relief of James Bookhamer— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9242) to correct the military 
eee of Capt. Enoch Voyles—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 92438) granting a pension to W. K. Dockery— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Enoch Voyles— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Claude E. Ben- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9246) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
L. Fagg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9247) for the relief of H. M. Dickson, William 
T. Mason, the Dickson-Mason Lumber Company, and D. L. Boyd— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9248) for the relief of the estate of Harry 
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9249) for the relief of Harriet C. Livingston — 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9250) for the relief of J. C. Smathers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9251) for relief of Jesse M. Sheppard—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 9252) for the relief of James H. 
Hottel, of Frederick County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 9253) granting 
a pension to William T. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9254) for the 
relief of George J. Miller, of Kittitas County, Wash.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 9255) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eliza B. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9256) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Stahler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9257) granting an increase of pension to John 
Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 9258) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank B. Hazleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9259) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis P. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 9260) authorizing the Secretary 
of State to pay the claim of the ‘‘Compagnie Francaise 
Cables Télégraphiques’’ for compensation on account of expenses 
incurred in repairing the damage done to its cables and property 
by the military and naval authorities of the United States in 
Cuba during the Spanish-American war—to the Committee on 


1 
aes 


| War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9224) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9261) for the relief of Gallatly, Hankey & 
Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 9262) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander W. Chambers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9263) granting a 
pension to John Salmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 9264) granting a pension to Perucita J. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9265) granting an increase of pension 
William H. H. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9266) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Tredway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9267) granting an increase of pension t 


Lewis Chapman—to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9268) for the relief of Charles R. Van Trees— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9269) for the relief of Charles R. Van T 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 9270) for the reliet of the es 
tate of William Wheeler Hubbell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9271) granting an increase 
of pension to William Dyas—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 9272) granting an inci 
pension to Michael McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 9273) granting an increase of pen 
sion to James H. Sackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9274) granting an increase of pension t 
Price W. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9275) granting an increase of pension to J 
F. Shaffner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9276) to authonz 
the Secretary of War to correct the military record of Henr) 
Lloyd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 9277) for the relief of the 
State of New Hampshire—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 9278) granting a pension to 
Thomas J. Bland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9279) granting a pension to Mary M. Nipp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9280) granting anincrease of pension to John 
M. Hildreth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9281) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
riet J. Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9282) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Gandy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9283) granting an increase of pension to John 
Newlands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 9284) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tin Ottinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9285) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Grigsby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 9286) granting an increase of 
pension to 8. Amanda Mansfield—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9287) for the relief of John McDonald—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9288) for the relief of John H. Willis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9289) granting a pension to Theodore T. 
Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: a bill (H. R. 9290) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

3y the SPEAKER: Memorial of citizens of Boston of the Jew- 
ish faith, praying that Congress remonstrate against treatment of 
the Jews in Kishineff, in Russia—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of New York, in favor of the further improvement of 
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the channels of Brooklyn water front—to the Committee on Rivers | 


and Harbors. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Papers to accompany claim of Enoch 
Voyles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of John K. Highman Post, No. 


| ceased, v. The United States: which, with the ac 


415, Grand Army of the Republic, of New Harmony, Ind., urging | 


passage of the Hemenway service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harrow Post, No. 491,Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Mount Vernon, Ind., favoring passage of Hemenway 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William.C. Jackson Post, No. 332, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Dale, Ind., favoring passage of Hemenway 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, resolution of William C. Jackson Post, No. 332, Grand | : — ; og ‘ 
| January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 


Army of the Republic, of Dale, Ind., favoring passage of service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Resolutions of Jonathan Casto Post, 
No. 342, Grand Army of the Republic, Blanchester, Ohio; Walker 
Jackson Post, No. 713, Grand Army of the Republic, Ripley, thio; 
Jesse Ellis Post, No. 740, Grand Army of the Republic, Batavia, 


Ohio; E. L. Hughes Post, No. 640, Grand Army of the Republic, | 
Breford, Ohio; Granville Thurston Post, No. 213, Grand Army of | 


the Republic, Lebanon, Ohio; Burkholder Post, No. 115, Grand 

Army of the Republic, Yellow Springs, Ohio, and Strong Post, 

No. 118, Grand Army of the Republic, Jamestown, Ohio, favor- 

pe passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 

By Mr. LORIMER: Papers to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to Louis P. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns, 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill granting 
& pension to John Salmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Charles 

Van Trees—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 6650, granting an increase 
of pension to Eli B. Helm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of Old Guard Post, No. 211, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, favoring pas- 
mee of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, resolution of Watertown (Wis.) Council, No. 247, Com- 
mercial Travelers of America, in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 
4489, providing for an amendment to the Sakicruptey act—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York, urging a continuation of the improvement of 
the channels in the harbors of the Brooklyn water front—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9025, granting 
a pension to Sara Kyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting increase of pen- 
sion to John F’. Shaffner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting increase of pen- 
sion to Price W. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting increase of pen- 
sion to James H. Sackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Capper Post, No. 236, Grand Army of the 


| . . . . Oo . . 
Republic, Department of Ohio, favoring passage of service-pension 


bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the executive committee of the 
Supervisors’ Highway Convention at Albany, N. Y., favoring 
passage of the Brownlow bill, providing for road improvement— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, urging further improvement of the channels of the Brook- 
lyn water front—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 8, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EpwAarp EVERETT HALgE, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Carrie Yancy, administratrix of A. W. McCauley, de- 
‘ompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Jennie E. 
Haller, administratrix of Samuel M. Haller, deceased, v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 


findings. by the court relating to the vessel sloop Venus, Comfort 
Bird, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel schooner Thomas, Joseph Sanford. master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL ACADEMY 


Mr. WETMORE. I present the annual report of the National 
Academy of Sciences, as required by statute. The same statute 
provides for the printing of the report, so that no action by the 
Senate is necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. h 

PETITIONS 


OF SCIENCES. 


e report will be printed. 
AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the legis- 

lature of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
praying 

establish the true military status of the First Nebraska Militia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Stat 

I, George W. Marsh, secretary « 
certify that the within is true, and complete copy of a j 
passed by the leg » State of Nebraska at its 
sion, as the same appears of record in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Nebraska. Done at Lincoln, this ith day of n 


of Nebraska: 
of the State of Nebraska. do h« 
int reso 
twenty~ 


f state reby 
ution 
ighth ses- 










January, | 


550 


the year ot our Lord 1904, of the independence of the United States the one | 

hundred and twenty-eighth and of this State the thirty-seventh. 

[SEKAI Gro. W. Manrsu, Secretary of State. 
[Legislature of Nebraska, twenty-eighth session. Senate file No. 34.) 

A bill for a concurrent resolution memorializing Congress to establish the 
true military status of the First Nebraska Militia. Introduced by Mr. | 
Sheldon. Read first time January 14, 1903. Read second time January 15, 
1903. Referred to committee on military affairs. 

Be it enacted by the legislature of the State of Nebraska: 


Whereas during the year 1864 the governor of the then Territory of Ne- 
braska was authorized and requested by the Secretary of War to raise addi- 
tional volunteer troops in the then Territory of Nebraska for the purpose of 

rotecting the people of our frontier against the “public enemy” of the 
United States; and 

Whereas at that time the United States Government was engaged in sup- 
pressing insurrection among the States, putting down the rebellion of the 
so-called Confederate States, and had insufficient force to protect the frontier 
against Indians and other public enemies; and 

Whereas, as an inducement to the States and Territories bounded by the 
western frontier to raise troops for its defense, on behalf of the Government 
of the United States, Congress, by an act approved July 27, 1866, recognized 
the liability of the Government for services thus rendered and reimbursed 
the said Territory of Nebraska, with other States and Territories, for moneys 

maid out in equipping and maintaining troops so employed in defending our 
rontier against the public enemy; ant 

Whereas, under and in pursuance of a great public emergency, the Terri- 
tory of Nebraska called out and placed in the fleld four companies of mounted 
men and a detachment of artillery for the public defense, known as the First 
Regiment of Nebraska, which was armed, fed, and equipped by the Govern 
ment of the United States; and 

Whereas said detachment of troops was raised and equipped for the benefit 
of the United States Government and was called into service for the defense 
of the country against the public enemy; and 

Whereas said body of troops, known asthe First Regiment of Nebraska | 
Militia, was mustered into the service by order and under direction of the 
hemp States Government and was placed under the command of the mili 

ary officers of the United States then in the field, and was subject to the or- 
ders and discipline of the military officers. of the United States, and was so 
used and employed by the United States authorities in defending the public 
frontier, and was taken and transported by the United States Government 
and its military officers into other States and Territories and there required 
to render the ordinary and complete military service of volunteers of the 
United States Army in the defense of the Government and its property in 
time of war; and 

Whereas said military organization at the completion of its term of serv- 
ice, to wit, on or about the Ist day of January, 1865, was ‘‘ mustered from the 
service of the United States by reason of the expiration of the term of serv- 
ice; and 

Whereas said military organization rendered all the service and performed 
all the duties of the regular volunteer troops of the United States raised and 
mustered into the service by order of the President of the United States and 
by authority of Congress; and 

” Whereas said military organization has been denied its proper status as 
volunteers of the United States and has not been recognized as regular vol 
unteers of the United States: 

Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Nebraska, That Congress is 
respectfully urged to enact such legislation as will establish the military | 
status of said military organization, recognizing the same as regular volun 
teers of the United States, and that the Senators and Representatives from 
the State of Nebraska im Congress be requested to use all proper means to 
secure to the said military organization their status as volunteers of the 
United States Army of the war of the rebellion. 

EDMUND G. McGriTen, 
President of the Senate. 
A. R. Kern, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Joun H. Mockert, Jr., 
Speaker of House of Representatives 


Jonun WALL, 
Chief Clerk of House of Representatives. 





Attest: 


Attest: 


Approved February 27, 1903. 
Joun H. Mickey,. 
Governor. 
STATE OF NEBRASKA, 88; 


I, A. R. Keim, secretary of senate, hereby certify that the withip Will 
originated in the senate and passed the legislature on the 25th day of Feb 
ruary, 1905. 

A. R. Keim, Secretary of Senat 

Mr. FATRBANKS presented a memorial of the Indiana Fra- 
ternal Congress, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to amend sections 3894 and 3929 of th 
Revised Statutes and the first section of the act of Congress 
March 2, 1895, of chapter 191, relative to the suppression of 
fraudulent insurance companies; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Road: 

He also presented the memorial of 
Ind., and the memorial of A. 8. Peacock and sundry 
zens of Attica, 
so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Commit 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, Ame 
can Federation of Labor, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and also the anti-injunc- | 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Goshen; of the 
congregation of the Baptist Church of Goshen; of the Ladies’ 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Churchof Decatur; | 
of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Goshen; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Choreh | 
of Frankfort; of the congregation of the Christian Church of 
Frankfort; of the Woman's Missionary Society of Frankfort; | 
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of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Grace Method- 


| ist Episcopal Church, of Kokomo, and of sundry citizens of Lo- 


gansport, all in the State of Indiana, praying for aninvestigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committes 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Woman’s Home 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cin 
cinnati, Ohio, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
ad which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episeopal Church of Bellows Falls; of the congrega 
tions of the Congregational, Baptist, and Methodist Episcopal 
churches of Georgia, and of the congregations of the Methodist 
Episcopal and Congregational churches, the Home Mission So- 
ciety, the Literary Club, and the Woman’s Relief Corps, all of 
Swanton, in the State of Vermont, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Central Falls, R. L., praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon ReEep Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the board of direct: 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstat: 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committe: 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BAILEY presented memorials of Lodge No.-20, of Shiner 
of the Deutsch Texanischer Freundschaftsbund, of Galveston, 
and of Teutonic Lodge, No. 21, of New Braunfels, all in the Stat 
of Texas, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Loyal Temperance Union 
of the Seventh district of Kansas, praying for the enactment 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 


ing liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Goodland, Kans., and a petition of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Newton, Kans., praying for 


| an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rreep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
| the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


He also presented sundry papers toaccompany the bill (S. 179’ 
granting an increase of pension to Leander Smith; which were 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of McKeesport; of the Twentieth Century 


| Club, of Berwick; of sundry citizens of Neweastle, and of 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Emmanuel Methodist Epi 
| pal Church, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 


praying for an investigation of the charges madeand filed against 


| Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 


referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of the congregation of ¢! 


| Christian Church of Rochester; of the congregation of the Ch: 
| tian Church of Pleasant Grove; of the congregation of the | 


Methodist Episcopal Church of Rochester; of the congregatio1 
the Bethlehem Presbyterian Church, of Minneapolis; of the « 
gregation of the Presbyterian Church of Greenleaf; of the « 
gregation of the Presbyterian Church of Cedar Mills, and of 


| Ladies’ Missionary Society of Maine, all in the State of Minn 
sota, praying for an investigation of the charges made and f 


against Hon. Rerep Smoot, a Senator from the State of U 


| which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and E! 


tions. 
Mr. DOLLIVER presented sundry papers to accompany) 


| bill (3. 1556) granting an increase of pension to Daniel P. And 


which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Gard! 
Taunton, Fitchburg, Lynn, Bedford, Brookline, and Somervi! 
and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Charch 
Hyde Park, all im the State of Massachusetts, praying for an 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. lt) 
Smoor,a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referre 


| the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. CARMACK presented petitions of the Tuesday Club 
Maryville; of the New Providence Missionary Society, of Mary- 
ville, and of the congregation of the New Providence Church, o! 











1904. 





Maryville, all in the State of Tennessee, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. es 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Elizabeth City, N. C., and a petition of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Raleigh, N. C., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the city council of 
Wallace, Idaho, remonstrating omy the repeal of the stone and 
timber law; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented petitions of American Council, No. 20, 
Order of United American Mechanics; the Young Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union; the Mount Pleasant Baptist Young 
People’s Association; the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor; the congregation of the Academy Avenue Congregational 
Church; the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the 
Roger Williams Baptist Church; the Mount Pleasant Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union; the congregation of the Mount 
Pleasant Baptist Church, and the Loyal Women of American 
Liberty, all of Providence; of the congregation of the First Bap- 
tist Church; the St. Luke’s Sunday school; the Sunday school 
of the Swedish Evangelical Lutheran Church; the congregation 
of the Swedish Lutheran Church; the Swedish Congregational 
Sunday school; the Methodist ee Sunday school, and the 
Epworth League, all of East Greenwich; of What Cheer Council, 
No. 9, Order of United American Mechanics, the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, and the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church, all of Wickford; of the congregation of the Peo- 
ple’s Free Baptist Church, of Auburn; of the Sunday school of 
the People’s Free Ts Church, of Auburn; of Coventry Coun- 
cil, No. 29, Order of United American Mechanics, of Washington; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Charlestown; of 
the congregation of the Free Baptist Church of Pascoag; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Warwick; of the Avon- 
dale Sunday school, of Westerly; of the congregation of the Con- 
gregational Church of Kingston; of the congregation of the Ad- 
vent Christian Church, of North Scituate; of the congregation of 
the Six Principle Baptist Church, of Scituate; of the 
Christian Temperance Union of Portsmouth; of the congregation 
of St. John’s Church, of Portsmouth; of the congregation of the 
Christian Church of Portsmouth; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Portsmouth; of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Pawtucket; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Newport; of the Moshassuck Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Lincoln; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Georgiaville; of the congregation of the Free Baptist 
Church of Georgiaville; of the congregation of the Universalist 
Church of Georgiaville; of the Globe Congregational Church; of 
the Young Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Woonsocket: 
of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Westerly; of 
the Free Baptist Church of Warwick; of the Young People’s So- 


| on the Lewis and 


| Centennial Ex 


oman’s | 
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The joint memorial was read, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Industrial Expositions, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial No. 1. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialist, the legislative assembly of the State of Ore 

fully represents: 

hereas a national and international exposition will be held in the city 
of Portland, Oreg., from May 1 to November 1, 1905, to celebrate the one 
hundredth anniversary of the exploration of the Oregon country \compris- 
ing all of the present States of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, and parts of 
Montana and Wyoming) 2 expedition commanded by Capts. Meri- 
wether Lewis and William rk, of the United States Army; 

Whereas the exploring expedition of Lewis and Clark was conceived by 
Thomas Jefferson, President of the United States, as part of his well-defined 
purpose to establish commercial communication with Asia through the heart 
of our own continent, to the accomplishment of which purpose President 
Jefferson devoted some of the best years of his life; 

Whereas President Jefferson's plan to locate an American settlement on 
the northwest coast of North America was the first step of the United States 
toward continental expansion. It was proposed while Jefferson was yet 
United States minister to France, fully twenty years before any official of 
the Government of the United States had given thought to the idea of ac- 
quiring any territory west of the Mississippi, except the island of Orleans at 
the mouth of said river; 

Whereas the discovery of the Columbia River by Ca 
the exploration of Lewis and Clark added to the national domain the Oregon 
country, comprising 907,000 square miles. The acquisition of Oregon pre- 
ceded, by over forty years, the annexatien of California, to which it wasa 
contributory cause, and of Texas, to which it was closely allied in Ameri- 
can political policy. The subsequent acquisitions of Alaska, Hawaii, and the 
Philippines were results of the acquisition of Oregon. As a consequence of 
the oa movement inaugurated by President Jefferson when he pr 
posed to establish an American settlement on the Pacific northwest co: 
nearly 2,900,000 square miles were added to the domain of the United State 
in the nineteenth century; 

Whereas, om to celebrate the important epoch in American history 
in which Jefferson, Lewis, and Clark are the foremost figures, the city of 
Portland has incorporated a stock company, with $500,000 capital, to carry 
rk Centennial Exposition, heretofore mentioned in this 


n, respect- 


pt George Gray and 





™ 
st 


3 


joint memorial; 

Whereas the State of Gragen, as the State retaining and perpetuating the 
name of the country toward which President Jefferson, in planning commer- 
cial communication with Asia, directed the footsteps of Lewisand Clark one 
hundred years ago, has appropriated $400,000 to pay the cost of collecting and 
installing its exhibits, ont hee appropriated the further sum of $50,000 toward 
the cost of constructing a Lewis and Clark memorial building, as a monu- 
mons to commemorate the achievements of America’s first and greatest 
explorers; 

Whereas, recognizing the national significance of said Lewis and Clark 
sition and its value as an expositor of the advancement of 
the trans-Mississippi West, and as showing the true relation of the United 
States to its new trade field on the shores of the Pacific Ocean, the States of 


| Missouri, Minnesota, North Dakota, Washington, California, Utah, Idaho, 


| industries, manufactures, and the products of the rivers, soil, 


ciety of Christian Endeavor of Warwick; of the Methodist Episco- | 


pal Church of Centerville; of the Methodist Episcopal Mission 
Sunday school of Arctic Center; of the Rocky Hill Sunday school, 
of Warwick; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Warren; of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Wakefield; of the 


Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Wakefield, and of the | 


State Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, all in the State of 
Rhode Island, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 


Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and | the nation, and in rounding it out in its fullness asa world power, never has 


| been favored with a Government appropriation for an expositi 


Elections, 
Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of St. Peter’s Benevolent So- 


ciety, of Lindsay, Tex., remonstrating against the enactment of | 


legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 


liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Central 
Presbyterian Church and the Lake Avenue Baptist Church, of 
Rochester, N. Y., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 


EXPOSITION AT PORTLAND, OREG. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I present a joint memorial of the legislature 


of Oregon relative to the holding of a national and international | 


exposition in Portland, Oreg., to celebrate the one hundredth an- | 


hiversary of the exploration of the Oregon country, to be known 
as the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition. I ask that the 
Joint memorial may be read and referred to the Select Committee 
on Industrial Expositions. 


and Montana have, through their legislatures, voted to participate and have 
made provision for State exhibits of an aggregate value of $1,000,000, includ- 
ing the exhibit of the State of Oregon; 

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States a bil 
entitled “A bill to provide for the celebration of the one hundredth a 
versary of the exploration of the Oregon country by Capts. Meriwether 
Lewis and William Clark during their expedition from the Mississippi River 
to the Pacific Ocean in the years 1804, 1805, and 1806; and to authorize a com- 
mission representing the United States to hold at the city of Portland, inthe 
State of Oregon, a national, international, and oriental exhibition of arts, 
mine, forest, 
and sea in said State; and to provide and assist in the erection of a memorial 
puilding in said city of Portland, to be known as the Lewis and Clark Memo- 
rial Building; and to authorize an appropriation for all said purposes;” 

Whereas said bill above referred to appropriates the sum of $2,125,000 for 
the purpose of defraying the cost of exhibits to be made by and under the 
qeeras mand direction of the United States: 

V herefore the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon memorializes 
the Congress of the United States to enact into law, at the earliest practi- 
cable moment, the pending bill providing for Government participation in 
= Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition, and making an appropriation 
therefor. 

The legislative assembly of the State of Oregon specially sets forth to 
the Congress of the United States that the Lewis and Clark Centennial Ex- 
position will be representative in every respect of the tremendous progress 
and development of the great West in the century just past, and, as an un- 











| dertaking of so far-reaching a character, merits the full measure of cooper- 





ation and support from the National Government. The Pacific coast, not 
withstanding the large and important part it has played in the upbuilding of 
n. Over its 
shores the American flag waved in its first journey around the world from 
Boston and return, by way of the Columbia River and China. The humble 
fort that Lewis and Clark built at Clatsop in the winter of 1805 gave the 
United States its first foothold upon the Pacific Ocean—that theater of 
the world’s new activities—and paved the way for the expansion that has 
increased the national domain from 827,000 square miles in 1783 to 3,727,000 
square miles in 1903. The philosophy that taught President Jefferson that 
the mountain chain feeding so considerable a river as the Missouri on the 
east must be the source of another large stream flowing westward opened 
the path of civilization to the Pacific, ond provided, through ourown country, 
the route to India which was for centuries the dream and hope of every navi- 
ator from Columbus down to recent times. At the Columbia River, San 
rancisco Bay, Puget Sound, Honolulu, and Manila, the United States is for- 
tified to occupy in war or in peace the high station in the council of nations to 
which events in the Pacific have called it. Having faithfully discharged to 


| the nation every obligation imposed upon it as an integral part of the Union, 
| or falling to it by reason of its environment; having in time of war responded 


to every call made upon it for the national defense; and having in time of 
ace poured forth its wealth of mine, farm, and range for the general wel- 
are, the Pacific coast now asks from Congress, in the matter of the Lewis 


and Clark Centennial Exposition, the consideration which its past service to 
the nation and the merit of its cause deserve. 

The secretary of state of the State of Oregon is hereby instructed to for- 
ypies of this joint memorial to the President of the United 
4 the Speaker of the Houseof Representatives of the United 


ward certified cx 
States Senate an 
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States, at Washington, D. C., and to the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from the State of Oregon. 
L. T. HARRIS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Gero. C. BROWNELL, 
President of the Senate. 
Indorsed: Senate joint memorial No.1. Introduced by Senator Brownell. 
Adopted by the senate December 21, 1903. 
8. L. MOREHEAD, Chief Clerk. 


Read and adopted in house December 22, 1908. 
A. C. JENNINGS, Chief Clerk. 
Filed December 29, 1903, 11.30 a. m. 
F. I. DUNBAR, Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF OREGON, 
Office of the Secretary of State: 
I, F. I. Dunbar, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and custodian of 
the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and 
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complete copy of senate joint memorial No. 1, adopted ! the special session | 
1] 


of the legislative assembly of 1908, as the same is now on file in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
seal of the State of Oregon. 
Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this 30th day of December, A. D. 19038. 
[SEAL.] F. I. DUNBAR, Secretary of State. 


RURAL FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 
Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the legislature of 


Oregon, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the | 


compensation of rural free-delivery letter carriers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Senate joint memorial No. 2. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
Whereas the Congress of the United States has heretofore enacted certain 


J ANUARY 8, 


| accommodation of the Interior, Treasury, and War Departments 


of the United States, the District of Columbia, and for other pub- 
lic purposes, in connection with removing the Botanic Garden 
fence and improving the grounds, together with the development 
and encouragement of ramie-fiber, silk. and flax preparation and 
manufacture and their production and profitable home market 
in the United States, under the supervision of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2318) to 
change the name of Fourth street NE., north of T street, in the 
city of Washington, D. C., to University avenue, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 


| ferred the bill (S. 2229) to amend chapter 4952 of the Revised 


Statutes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


| thereon. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2621) for the widening of 
V street NW., reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8192) for the relief of 
the State of New Hampshire; which was read twice by its title, 


| and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


laws whereby the citizens of the several States of the Union residing in rural | 


districts are, by reason of the rural free delivery, daily receiving their mail 
delivered at their homes; and 


the rural free-delivery routes is but $600 per annum; and 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3193) to transfer to the Secretary 


| of the Interior such supervision of the Government Hospital for 


Whereas said compensation is inadequate for the time employed and outlay | 


required to properly equip a person for such service: Therefore, 

. he solved, That, in justice to the rural letter carriers of the United States, 
Congress should pose a law increasing compensation of such carriers to an 
amount not less than $800 per annum. 

Be it further resolved, 


and urge the immediate passage of a law in accordance therewith. 
Adopted by the senate December 22, 1903. 
Gro. C. BROWNELL, 
President of the Senate. 
Adopted by the house December 23, 1903. 
L. T. HARRIS, Speaker of the House. 
Indorsed: Senate joint memorial No. 2. 
8. L. MOREHEAD, Chief Clerk. 
Filed December 29, 1903, 11.30 a. m. 
F. I. DunBAR, Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Oregon, Office of the Secretary of State: 


Whereas the present compensation fixed by law for the letter carriers of | the Insane, Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum, and the Washing- 


ton Hospital for Foundlings as may have been conferred upon the 
Board of Charities of the District of Columbia under the act ap- 


| proved June 6, 1900, creating such board; which was read twice 


hat this memorial be sremesas to our Senators | 
and Representatives in Congress, with the request thatthey present the same | : . " ; 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were 


| tee on Pensions: 


A bill (8. 3194) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gil- 


| bert (with accompanying papers); 


A bill (S. 3195) granting an increase of pension to Peter Duclow; 


| and 


A bill (S. 3196) granting a pension to Alma L. Aldrich (with 


| an accompanying paper). 


Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 3197) for the relief of 


| H. H. Thornton and Ben D. Rochblaive; which was read twice by 


I, F. I. Dunbar, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and custodian of | 


the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and 
complete copy of senate joint memorial No. 2, adopted by the special session 
of the legislative assembly of 1903, as the same is now on file in this office. 


In testimony whereof Il have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 


seal of the State of Oregon. ; 
Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this 30th day of December, A. D. 1903. 
[SEAL.] F. I. DUNBAR, Secretary of State. 


MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. STONE. 


and it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
seems that that committee thinks it has not jurisdiction over the 
matter. 


sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2435) to amend an 
act to regulate the height of buildings in the District of Colum- 
bia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2133) to change the name of Madison street to Sam- 
son street; and 

A bill (S. 1958) for the opening of a street in Mount Pleasant, 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2794) to amend an act 


mw 


entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act relating to tax | 
approved May 13, | 


93° 


sales and taxes in the District of Columbia. 
1892, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2525) authorizing the purchase of sites for buildings for the 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3198) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel D. Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, 


| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3199) for the relief of A. M. Short; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


| on Claims. 


On November 20 I presented a petition of citi- | 
zens of St. Louis County, Mo.. praying that an appropriation be | 
made to protect lands from destruction by the Missouri Riyer, | 
It} 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3200) for the relief of the 
trustees of Trinity Episcopal Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3201) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to JamesI. Shafer; which was read twice by its 


I now present the petition at the instance of that com- | 
mittee, and move that it be discharged from its further con- | 





title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
of James I. Shafer for increase of pension, together with his afli- 
davit and the affidavits of Dr. H. H. Taylor and E. R. Wells and 
letter from the War Department. I move that the bill and ac- 
companying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 8202) granting an increase 
of pension to John 8. Bicket; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 


| of John 8S. Bicket for increase of pension, together with the affi- 


davits of Dr. J. J. Hodges, George W. Laurance, and J. W. 
Nimmo. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3203) granting 
an increase of peasion to George W. Foster; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8204) permitting the 
Kiowa, Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and 
convey its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory 
the Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company, and the Hastern Ox!a- 
homa Railway Company to lease all its railroad and other prop- 
erty in the Indian Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa 
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Fe Railway Company, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other 


property to said the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway 
Company; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 3205) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to acquire the title to lands within certain 
Indian reservations; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 8206) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J. Jones, 
deceased (with an aocomeanrng aper) ; 

A bill (S. 8207) for the relief of the heirs of James C. Lipscomb; 

A bill (S. 8208) for the relief of William H. Roach; and 

A bill (S. 8209) for the relief of James Erwin. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Hiram P. 
Housel (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 8211) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Graham (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 8212) granting an increase of pension to Lovisa Mor- 
rison (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 8218) granting a pension to Mark Grosh (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles,and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 8214) for the relief of the Germantown Baptist Church, 
of Shelby County, Tenn. (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (8S, 3215) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Jefferson City, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 8216) for the relief of James S. McDonogh, Harry A. 


Hegarty, and James A. Toomey, of the District of Columbia; and | : 1 ’ 
| across the Isthmus of Darien; which was read twice by its title. 


A bill (S. 8217) for the relief of John Conner, sr. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 3218) for the relief of Civil 
Engineer P. C. Asserson, retired; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 8219) to revise the laws 
of the United States relating to trade-marks; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3220) to regulate and protect marks, 
trade-marks, commercial names, and symbols used in commerce, 


and toenforce treaties regarding the same; which was read twice | 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 
Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 8221) to reimburse the 
legal heirs of the late John George Bauer; which was read twice 


by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the | 


Committee on Claims, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 8222) to remove the charge of deser- | 


tion against James Boyle; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 


Mr. LODGE introduced the following bills; which were sever- | 


7 y read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

a bill (S. 3223) for the relief of the States of Massachusetts and 
Maine; and 


A bill (8. 8224) for the relief of Jeremiah Shea or his legal rep- | 


resentatives, 
Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 8225) authorizing the Secre- 


tary of State to reimburse the Compagnie Frangaise des Cables | 


msi . . . . . . 
Télégraphiques for expenses incurred in repairing its cables and 


property which were cut and damaged by United States forces in | 


Cuba during the Spanish-American war; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (8. 8226) granting a pension to Charles H. Jackson (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8. 3227) granting a pension to James F. Mears (with ac- 
companying papers). 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 8228) making it a felony to 
make impressions or counterfeit the great seal of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 8229) granting a pension’to Anna M. Hawes; 

A a (S. 3230) granting an increase of pension to David 

anpher; 





4 bill (8. 3231) granting an imcrease of pension to John Nichols; 

an 

ona (S. 3232) granting an increase of pension to William O, 
ould, 

Mr. BACON introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Clafins: 

A bill (S. 8233) for the relief of George H. Hogan; 

A bill (S. 8234) for the relief of the heirs of William Wesley 
Turner, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 3235) for the relief of the heirs of Elias Weaver. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3236) granting a pension to 
John McDermid; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 3237) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jane A. Sanders; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A pe (S. 8238) granting an increase of pension to Jacob B. Get- 
ter; anc 

A bill (S. 8289) granting an increase of pension to George W. D. 
Buchanan (with the accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3240) for the relief of Gal- 
latly, Hankey & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. KEARNS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 28) author- 
izing the printing of additional copies of Agricultural Bulletin 
No. 124, being a report on irrigation in Utah; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


CANAL ACROSS ISTHMUS OF DARIEN, 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 29) providing 
for a board to investigate the practicability of constructinga canal 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I am going to ask to have the 
joint resolution referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, and in doing so I wish to say that on Thursday, Febru- 
ary 6, 1902, I took occasion to deliver a few remarks upon the 
choice of a route for building a canal across the Isthmus of 
Panama to connect our two great oceans. My contention was 
then, and is yet, that the route this canal should take is what is 
| known as the ‘*“‘ Darien’”’ or ‘‘San Blas”’ route. Upon that occa- 
sion I cited many reasons why the canal should be built at this 
point. There are many reasons why the arguments and conten- 
| tions that I then offered still hold good in the location of the 
route for building the canal. As then cited, the length of this 
canal would only be 30 miles, with no locks to build to prevent 
the passage of ships. This passage could be made in five hours 
at a speed of 6 miles an hour, or ten hours at the very slow speed 
of 3 miles an hour. 

In this day of electricity there would be no trouble, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in using electric towboats for taking ships through the 
tunnel at a greater rate of speed than 10 miles an hour, but I take 
it for granted that no higher rate of speed would be desirable. 
| To me the contention of some that it is an impossibility to build 
the canal by this route on account of having to make a tunnel 
through the Cordilleras Mountainsis absurd. I feel sure that the 
merits of this route have never been thoroughly investigated by 
| engineers or by Senators or there would be no question of the 
building of a sea-level canal with a tidal raise between the two 
oceans of about 21 inches. This would be sufficient to clear the 
| canal of offensive matter and keep it pure, and certainly no one 
will dare to say that if a sea-level canalcan be built thv.t it is not 
| the one we want. 

Mr. BACON. As there has been recently some change in the 
map, will the Senator permit me in this connection to ask him 
| where this canal would now be located? Would it be in the new 
State of Panama? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. It would still be in Panama? 

Mr. STEWART. In old Panama, 150 or 200 miles from Co- 
lombia. 

Mr. BACON. Is the Senator from Nevada correct, 
the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwill answer as far as I know, if the Senator will 
allow me to finish the very brief statement I have to make. 

Mr. BACON. All right. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, to say that this tunnel can not 
be successfully made wide enough and high enough to admit of 
the passage of the largest ocean steamers as well as our largest 
battie ships is, in my judgment, an insult to the intelligence and 
advancement of the engineering skill of our people. We have 





[I will ask 
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| 
the evidence of some of the best engineers who have given thought 
to the question that canals can not be made to work successfully 
where they depend upon locks and dams and where the rainfall 
must give sufficient water to enable ships to pass through. We | 
know that in that tropical country the rainfall is something like 
what we would call waterspouts in our country, coming down in 
torrents and running down the mountain sides, carrying sediment 
and soil, which would in a short time fill a canal and would con- 
stantly require the attention of the Government, at a very heavy 
expense, to keep sufficient depth of water to permit the passage | 
of ships. 
I fear that in my advocacy of the Darien canal route I am liable | 
to be criticised on the ground that I am simply doing this to pre- | 
vent the building of any canal or for the purpose of retarding an 
early commencement and completion of a canal. This I emphat- | 
ically deny. I have been all my life, from my early manhood, a | 
believer in a canal between the two oceans and have always been | 
anxious to see this Government build one; but when we go to the | 
enormous expense that a canal will cost us we want to feel assured 


o- 


Ss 


fect waterway between the two great oceans; and, as I said be- 


that when completed we have what we want, and that is a per- | 
1 
} 
| 


fore, in my judgment there is no practicable way except a sea- | 
level canal, and there is no other route except the one that I am 
advocating by which a sea-level canal can be built. 

I therefore have offered the foregoing resolution. I would ask, 
Mr. President, that it go to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 


and I further ask that that committee give it prompt considera- 
tion with the documents that I submit herewith to accompany | 


the resolution, and that at least they report back to the Senate in 


as short a time as possible their conclusions after a careful con- | 


sideration of this subject. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


oceanic Canals. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
On motion of Mr. FoRAKER, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the papers on file in the office 
of the Secretary of the Senate in connection with a bill (S. 5413, 57th Cong., 
ist sess.) granting a pension to Frank V. Lewis, there having been no adverse 
report on said bill. 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the pap rs on file in the office 
of the Secretary of the Senate in connection with a bill (S. 1917, 57th Cong., 
ist sess.) for the relief of William Welsh, there having been no adverse report 
on said bill. 


ROADS AND ROAD BUILDING. 


Mr. LATIMER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish the Senate such informationas he may have relative to the cost of 
constructing public roads in the United States and in foreign countries, and 
such other information on the subject of roads and road building as may be 
of use in considering the subject of highway improvement. 


Mr. LATIMER. I desire that the resolution shall lie on the 
table subject to my call, and I wish to take the floor next Thurs- 
day and address the Senate on the subject. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the resolution about? 

Mr. LATIMER. Roads. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not intend to include railroads? 

Mr. LATIMER. No, sir; dirt roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from South Caro- 
lina asks that the resolution shall lie on the table subject to call, 
and gives notice that on Thursday he will desire to address the 
Senate on it. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate all of the resolutions relating to an investigation of the 
Post-Office Department and all amendments offered to the same. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President. this debate upon the resolu- 
tions which have been introduced has gone far enough to disclose 
the fact that the majority in this body do not intend that there 
shall be any investigation by a committee of this body of the scan- 
dals and frauds which have taken place in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

Now, it is a very easy matter to find a reason—I might say a 
plausible reason—for any position which the exigencies of politics 
make necessary or expedient. The reasons which have been as- 
signed by the majority why an investigation of these frauds and 
scandals should not be made by a committee of Congress are three- 
fold. 

First, we have been told that at best a Congressional commit- 
tee is a bungling piece of machinery for the investigation of such 
transactions. 

Secondly, we are told that no further investigation is necessary. 

A third reason assigned, though it has not been insisted upon 
since it was first promulgated because its untenability was too 
apparent, I suppose, is that an investigation by a Congressional 


The joint resolution will be 
referred, with theaccompanying papers, to the Committee on Inter- | 








The Chair lays before the | 


committee would be in the open, and it would furnish to the 
cused not only the charge, but the evidence, and enable him 
prepare to meet that charge and that evidence. 

Mr. President, as I said before, it is clearly the purpose of the 
majority in this body not to permit a Congressional investigat; 
and when these resolutions come back from the committe: 
they ever do come back, and I suppose they may in some m 


| fied form—if they shall provide for anything like a thorough and 


complete investigation into the misdoings in the Post-Office | 
partment, that resolution, I say, will be, in my judgment, defeated 
by the practically unanimous vote of the other side in 
Chamber. 

But it will not be defeated, Mr. President, because a Co1 
sional investigating committee is a bungling tribunal fo: 
investigations; it will not be defeated because no further i) 
tigation is needed in these transactions; and it will not b 
feated because of any fear that the accused in the indict: 
which have been found will be given an opportunity to know 
charge made against them and to meet the testimony upon which 
the Government relies; but the proposed investigation will be 1 
fused because the majority in this Chamber do not want a 
further investigation into the scandals and frands of the Post- 
Office Department, and because they do not intend that ther 
shall be any further investigation into those frands and scand; 
upon the eve of a Presidential campaign and election. 

Mr. President, we are told that we must not have an investi 
tion by a committee of this body because it is a bungling, incfi- 
cient, and inadequate method of investigating such transactions. 
Congressional investigations have been in vogue in this country 
since the foundation of the Government. They are popular w 
the people. While they have not always served as the b: 
sible machinery for such investigations, they have wpon repeated 
oecasions been the means of developing frauds and scandals a 
bringing the guilty to justice. 

The people, I say, like this method of investigation. These in- j 
quiries are made in the open; they are not ex parte in 
and only in a limited sense are they partisan inquiries, for in) 
gating committees are nearly always, I believe always, com] | 
of representative members of both political parties. 

The fact that Congressional investigations have proba); 
resorted to more frequently in our recent than in our rem 
proves not only that they are a popular method of investi 
in the public service, but that they are a reasonably efficient and 
adequate method for such investigations. 

Mr. President, I am very glad that the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], who first made objection to this 
investigation, feeling the force of the answers made to his p 
felt called upon—no, I will not say felt called upon, but 
to modify and define his original position. 

I now understand the Senator from Massachusetts as om 
ing that nothing is involved in these investigations except 
and its punishment, and that therefore the Post-Office D 
ment, aided by the Department of Justice, is the proper tri! 
to make these investigations; that no matters of legislat 
involved, and therefore there is no necessity for Congr ul 
investigation. This, I think, is too limited a view of the : 
but it is evidently the view taken by the Post-Office Depart 
and the Administration. 

Let me read from Mr. Bristow’s report onpage 11. Ir 
first paragraph of his report to the Postmaster-General, M1: 
tow says: 

Srr: As directed by you on March 7, 1903, I have endeavored t 
thorough investigation of the alleged irregularities in the followi 
divisions of the Post-Office Department: The Division of Supplic 
of the Assistant Attorney-General, the Division of Money Ord 
sion of Free Delivery, and the Division of Salaries and Allowances, 2 
to submit the following report. 

He was directed by his superior to make an investigati 
the irregularities—I suppose that word is sufficiently b1 
ever, to include crimes—not in the whole Post-Office Depar') 
not in every division of any branch of the Post-Office Depart ’ 
but he was directed to make an investigation into the irr Ml 
ities in one branch of the Post-Office Department, and y 
four divisions of that branch. 

I have taken the pains to read this report of Mr. Brist 
have read practically all of it; it covers about 174 pages; : 
is what it purports to be—the report of an investigatio! 
crime and the collection of the testimony upon which the © 
ernment will eventually rely to convict the criminals, and 
been confined to the branch and the divisions of that brane)! 
the Post-Office Department specified in his instruction. !''* 
the broad, sweeping, and comprehensive investigation of the |'ost 
Office Department which Republican Senators have been | 
us about. : 

I do not deny that in prosecuting this investigation along | 
narrow lines the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General has 
reasonably diligent; that the investigation has been reasona)’) 
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thorough, and that a great mass of testimony has been discovered 
ainst the parties who have been indicted, sufficient not only to 
ure their indictment, but, I believe, sufficient to secure their 
nviction and punishment. 
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But the point I make, Mr. President, is that it was only such | 


an investigation as any district attorney in this country would 
have made in investigating any charge of a violation of the crim- 
inal statutes of the United States. It was, in other words, a 
purely legal investigation. Nor was it, as I said, an investigation 
of the whole Post-Office Department, but only an investigation of 
one branch and four divisions of that branch. The branch of the 
iostal service actually investigated was found to be reeking with 
fraud and corruption. I do not mean to charge thatall the other 
branches and divisions in the Post-Office Department were tainted 
with the frauds and corruptions that existed in the divisions in 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General’s office. 

sut I say it will be very difficult to convince the people of this 
country, when four divisions of one branch of the Post-Office De- 
part ment are found in the condition in which Bristow found those 
of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, that the remainder of 
the branches and divisions of the Post-Office Department do not 


require an investigation, or that the remainder of those branches | 


and those divisions are in good and honest condition. 
Mr. President, while the investigation already made of the 


crimes committed in the Post-Office Department was entirely | 


proper, there issomething more involved in this matter than thein- 
vestigation of crime; there is something of infinitely greater impor- 
tancethanthat. Inaddition to this, it nvolves the people’s money. 

Money appropriated by Congress and dedicated to a specific 
purpose has been wasted, has been squandered, has been extrav- 
agantly expended, has been misappropriated, has been misap- 
plied, diverted from the uses to which it war dedicated; and 
now, Mr. President, are we to tell the American people, whose 
representatives we are, who have put us in charge of this money, 
and who have also provided in their Constitution that no money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury except by virtue of an express 
appropriation by Congress—shall we say to the American people, 
in view of these facts, when their money has been squandered 
and wasted and misappropriated, that we feel no duty, that we 
feel no obligation to make an investigation ourselves? Shall we 
say to them that we ought not to make that investigation be- 
cause, forsooth, a committee of this body is not an efficient ma- 
chine for making such an investigation? Shall we say to them 
that, though there is a duty devolving upon us to inquire into 
these misuses of their money, we will surrender, we will abdicate 
that duty in favor of a subordinate department of the Govern- 
ment, and that department of the Government the one which has 
been charged with wasting and squandering it? 

Mr. President, this money of the people, which has been thus 


wasted and which has been spent without authority of law and | 


contrary to law—it does not make any difference which—was not 


abstracted from the vaults of the Treasury before an appropria- | 
tion was made; it was not abstracted from any disbursing officer | 


of the Government after an appropriation had been made. If it 
had been, then it would have been a case of vulgar larceny, to be 
dealt with by the courts and to be punished bythem. That is not 
the way in which this money was obtained. This money was ob- 
tained—practically every dollar of it, I think Ican say with safety. 
for I have read the report carefully—practically every dollar of 
this money that has been misapplied by dishonest officers and 
employees in the Post-Office Department was obtained under the 
forms of law. 

If you will go and examine the books of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, you will find in most instances the recordsare all right. In 
order to ascertain that there has been theft and misappropriation, 
you have got, in most cases, to go outside of the record. They have 
reached the money of the people through the processes of law. 

That being so—and it can not be disputed—shall we tell the 
American people, to whom we are responsible for the appropria- 
tion of this money, that, wit! a system of laws, or with a system 
of regulations in the Post-Offive Department so lax, so inadequate 
lor the protection of the people’s moncy, thousands, tens of thou- 
sands, hundreds of thousands, yea, millions of dollars can be 
taken, have been taken, under the forms of law, by dishonest 
officials in these departments, yet that system of laws and regu- 
latiy ns needs no amendment and reform—calls for no remedial 
legislation for the better protection of the money of the people? 

As I said, if the money had simply been stolen, then the wisdom 
of the ages has been able to devise no better remedy than the 
Conviction and punishment of the thieves; but when money has 
been obtained under the forms of law, with nothing apparently 
Wrong in the record, then I think a clear case is made out for 
relorm, for remedial and protective legislation; and to say that 
We are helpless to meet such an exigency as that is to confess 


oe to legislate for the welfare and protection of the 
bople. 
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Mr. President, not only that, but every dollar, practically, of 
this money of the people which has thus been misapplied has 
been misapplied under circumstances which create in law a civil 
liability on the part of the responsible agents through whose de- 
fault, or carelessness, or negligence, or incompetency this result 
has been accomplished. 

Now let me see if that is a correct statement. Take the case of 
the letter boxes. That is one of the largest of the frauds. The 
money that was paid out by the Department on account of those 
letter boxes was paid out under a law of Congress. It was paid 
out under a contract duly and legally made. That contract pro- 
vided that the contractor should supply the boxes, paint the 
boxes, and attach to the boxes the fasteners to connect them to 
the poss. That was the contract. Yet a subordinate official in 
the Government service enters into a verbal contract which, as 
I understand it, was not good in law except to meet a case of 
emergency—and it seems emergency in the Department meant 
not one day or week or month, but years and years—in order to 
meet an exigency a verbal contract was made with a third party 
to furnish to the contractor the fasteners. 

Another verbal contract was made by this subordinate officer 
with a third party to paint the boxes for the contractor. When 
the bill of the contractor came in, it was the exact amount pro- 
vided for by the contract, which required him to both paint the 
boxes and furnish the fasteners, and it was paid. When the bill 
of the third party for painting these very boxes was brought in, 
it was paid. When the bill of the third party for furnishing 
these fasteners, known as the “‘Groff fasteners,’’ was brought in, 
it was paid. Machen got a bounty from the painter on his verbal 
contract, and he got a graft in the form of percentage from the 
party furnishing the fasteners made under his contract. Hethen 
received a bounty from the contractor, because, forsooth, he had 
not been required to paint the boxes and to furnish the fasteners, 
as specified in his contract and for which he had been paid. 

Take again, to illustrate my point, the matter of the satchels 
In that case a contract was made according 
to the requirements of law providing that the contractor should 
furnish the satchels and the straps that went upon the satchels 
at a specific price. Machen then made a verbal contract—which 
could only be good im cases of exigency, as I explained—with 
a third party to furnish this contractor the straps. The con- 
contractor was paid by the Government the full amount of the 
original contract price without any deduction because he had 
not actually furnished the straps, and the third party with whom 
Machen made his verbal contract was likewise paid, and Machen 
got a double commission—one out of the private contractor who 
had the verbal contract, and then one outof the Government con- 
tractor, because he had, through Machen’s manipulations and 
ingenuity, been relieved from performing that part of his contract 
which required him to furnish the straps. The Government paid 
twice. 

This was done under two contracts, held by the Department to 
be legal, I take it; but, Mr. President, the point I make is that the 
money which Machen secured in that way and the money which 
the contractors who were in conspiracy with him received in that 
way, to which they were not entitled, createsa civil liability against 
somebody— Machen or some other official—in favor of the Govern- 
ment, not only for the amount which Machen received. but for the 
amount which the conspirators outside of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment also received, and for all that the Government lost. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxinsin the chair). Does 
the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is on the Post-Office Committee, 
and is therefore much more familiar with these matters than [ 
am. I therefore take the liberty of making an inquiry, hoping 
that if he has not already had his mind turned in that direction 
that he will. Senators will remember that two or three years 
ago—I do not recall exactly the date—I endeavored to get an ap- 
propriation on the Post-Office appropriation bill for the purchase 
of rural free-delivery boxes at cost for the use of the rural routes 
throughout the country, so as to minimize the expense to the 
farmer. 

I brought in here a sample box which was offered to the Gov- 
ernment at 50 cents, thoroughly well made and up to the usual 
requirements, and yet that very same box was being required to 
be purchased by the Department from somebody, somewhere, at 
about a dollar and a half ora dollar and a quarter. I want to 
ask the Senator whether this investigation which has been made, 
or any investigation which the Post-Oftice Committee itself has set 
in motion, has ever uncovered any of the apparent corruption 
involved in that transaction? If not, I hope that that committee 
will bear this in mind. If we are allowed by our friends on the 
other side to uncover the corruption which exists, and begin to 
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pull the string, I am thoroughly satisfied that we will get some | 
| 





big rogues and lots of big thieves after a while. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, there are numerous instances 
disclosed by the report of Mr. Bristow in which it appears that | 
an article for which the Government was paying 100 cents, I will | 
say for illustration, could be purchased in local markets for from 
33 to 50 per cent of that amount. Not only is that disclosed, but 
it appears that repeatedly postmasters from distant points would 
write the Post-Office Department here, ‘‘ The article for which 
you are paying $1 can be manufactured and sold, and is manu- 
factured and sold right in the local market here, at retail for one- 
third or one-half of that amount,’’ and they asked permission that 
they might be allowed to buy from the local dealers. The only 
answer was that the Government had entered into a contract with 
somebody to furnish the article; when, as a matter of fact, the 
Government had no such contract, but merely a verbal agree- 
ment between Machen or Beavers, as the case might be, and some 
private parties. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not understand the Senator to say that 
any investigation along the line I suggested had been made any- 
where. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No; notexactly. It oughtto be made, though. 

But I do not wish, Mr. President, to be diverted from the line 
of argument I was pursuing. I had just been arguing that in 
nearly every instance the money which had been illegally ab- 
stracted and drawn from the Treasury had been drawn from it 
under circumstances which would create in law a civil liability, 
as well in many instances as constitute a crime. Under the laws 
that obtain at this time the officials of the Post-Office Department 
and of the Department of Justice it seems confess that there is no | 
means by which this civil liability in favor of the people can be 
enforced except by a writ running only against the private prop- 
erty of the dishonest official, who, in many cases, is absolutely im- 
pecunious, and in other cases, asin that of Machen, has his property | 
so concealed that it can not be reached by a writ of attachment. | 

Let me see if that is not a correct statement. Allof us remem- | 
ber the fact that very shortly after Mr. Machen was discharged 
from office it was said that the law officers of the Government 
would institute proceedings against him; they would withhold 
his salary in the Post-Office, and then would institute proceedings 
against him in order to reach his property. I believe they did 
finally get a writ from the court, but that writ, it seems, was not 
effective in that it could only reach the small bit of tangible 
property of Mr. Machen, a confession, Mr. President, that, the 
people having lost thousands and hundreds of thousands and 
millions of dollars through the dishonesty of these officers of the 
Post-Office Department, there is no law which gives them ade- 
quate remedy for reimbursement, though there is a clear civil 
liability. except by attaching or levying upon the personal prop- | 
erty of the defaulter. 

Let me read, Mr. President, an article that appeared in the | 
Washington Post about this time: 








SUITS IN POSTAL SCANDALS 
PROPER EXPENDITURES’ 
TO MAKE RESTITUTION WHEN CASE 


CAN THE GOVERNMENT RECOVER FOR IM- | 
POSTMASTER AT BALTIMORE WAS REQUIRED 
WAS A VERY CLEAR ONE. 


The question of civil actions for delinquencies of officials and former offi 
cials of the Post-Office Department has been discussed recently by the law | 
officers of the Government. It was raised about the time of Superintendent | 
Machen’'s dismissal from office, was broached anew in connection with the 
removal of a clerk in the Baltimore post-office, who was shown to have per 
formed no labor, and has been suggested again by the emphatic terms of the 
reports of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General Bristow and Special Attor 
neys Conrad and Bonaparte. 

All of Mr. Machen’s salary remaining unpaid was withheld at the time of 
his dismissal. Official declarations concerning that action were that the Gov 
ernment would recover as far as possible for illegal and improper contr 
made by him for variou ipplies. The purchas some of these articles, | 
often without any contract, formed the basis of indictments and were said 








acts 


¢ 
es of 


to be actionable in suits at law. A very diligent search was made, without | 
much success, to locate Machen’'s os y. } 
Some of the Government's legal advisers believe recovery could be had in 


the courts not only against Machen, but against many others who have been 






implicated in the post ndals. If the law would hold against Machen. it 

would probebly hold against ex-Superintendents Beavers and Metcal The 
difficulty, of course, would be—cven if a favorable verdict were rendered—to | 
find property that could be attached in case of officials not under bond 
* * * * * % a | 
Outside of bonded officials it is said to be somewhat difficult for the Gov- | 

ernment to recover in such cases. The proof must be very explicit, as a 





rule, to convince juries; but if the Government should embark on such an | 
effort it would cause ny consternation in high quarters. The 
amounts involved might not be large, as compared with Government trans 


actions, but they would be large to the individuals held responsible for the 
improper paymen 


If a collector of internal revenue misappropriates one dollar 
of the people’s money, if any subordinate in his office. however | 
low his rank, misappropriates one dollar of the people’s money, | 
if either he or any of his subordinates shall pay out a dol- | 
lar which is not authorized by law. or ina manner not author- | 
ized by law, the people do not have to look to the private | 
wroperty of the derelict or defaulting subordinate or of the col- 
ane, So it is with the post-offices located within the States. 
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| partment shall give bonds. 
| done in order to remedy this omission. 


| inadequate, so ineffectual, to protect the interests of the p 


| not only for his misdoings, but for the misdoings of ev 
under him, that very fact would beget a diligence and a vis 


| Bristow. 


| but I do say that a careful reading of the report has led me to 
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Not only in case a postmaster or his subordinates steal a dollar 
or abstract it, but where he appropriates it in a manner not 
specifically authorized by law or the Department civil liability 
is created, and the remedy is not solely against the private prop- 
erty of the defaulting subordinate or his chief, but it is against 
the bond which the Government has taken and which the law 
oe to cover all defalcations and derelictions of this 
cind. 

Mr. President, Iam not suggesting who in the Post-Office De- 
I am not suggesting what shall be 
But I say there is no di- 
vinity that hedges about the Departments of the Government in 
Washington City. There is no reason why the law should not 
provide for the people, as to a Department in Washington City, 
the same financial indemnity and protection against defalcations 
and misapplications of money of the character that have occurred 


| in the Post-Office Department that it does in a Government office 


located in the States or the Territories. And yet we are con- 
fronted by the fact that these grafters in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment have succeeded in abstracting from the public funds nearly 
a million dollars, which has gone straight into their pockets, and 
their co-conspirators, outside of the Post-Office Department, 
through their failure of duty, through their violation of law, 
have obtained from the Treasury of the United States illegally 
equally as large a sum of money. And yet it appears that the 
only civil remedy the Government has for reimbursement on ac- 
count of these large thefts is an action against the individual 
thief and a writ against his private property. 

I would not be guilty of the sacrilege of saying that a Cabinet 
minister ought to give bond. But Ido say there ought to bea 
bond somewhere responsible for every cent of money misapplied 
in the Departments at Washington, as is the case in Government 


| offices away from Washington. 


The point I make is that the laws now existing it seems are so 
nla 
2 : . . . - 

in the Post-Office Department, and if in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, then I presume in all the other Departmentsin Washington, 


| that millions of dollars can be abstracted contrary to law and the 


people apparently have no remedy except against the property of 
the thief. 

Yet we are told, in the face of this fact, that there is no occa- 
sion for an investigation by a committee of Congress, because, 
forsooth, no matter of legislation is involved. 

It has been suggested by Mr. Bristow in the closing observa- 
tions of his report that what the Government needs is more hon- 
esty in the Department. He says: 


What the service most needs, however, is honest, intelligent, and vig: iS 


| administration. 


If it were possible to secure absolute honesty on the part of 
officials, then we should need no bonds and we should need no 
preventive legislation, because if there was absolute honesty we 


| would not need laws to punish dishonesty. 


It is contended that the conviction of these grafters by a cou 


and their punishment will have the effect of deterring others from 
the commission of crimes of like character. But how long will 
that corrective influence operate? If we could have legislation by 


which there would be somebody in the Post-Office Departm« 
under pecuniary liability, with good security to the Government, 


in the administration of the laws which would be permanently 


| effective. 


I do not mean, Mr. President, to make any charge a Mr. 
I have read his report, and I am frank to say t! a 
my judgment he has made, within the limitations that w r 
scribed for him, a pretty thorough investigation of thes 

But the investigation which Mr. Bristow has made con 


self almost entirely with the investigation of his subo1 tes. 
There is only one instance in which he has undertaken to invest 
gate one of his superiors in office. 

I do not say that he has not been active and has not discharsg' l 


his full duty in the matter of investigating that equal in 


| lieve that if the investigation of the charges against Perr 
| had been pursued and probed with the same diligence that was 
played in the investigation of the charges against M \ 


dis 
Seavers, and if clews against him had been followed out 
logical and legitimate results, as they were followed « 


| case against Machen and Beavers,a sufficient amount of ec 


might have been found to warrant the district attorney 
senting his case to the grand jury, as well as in the cases 
Machen and Beavers. , 

It is evident Mr. Bristow believes that Perry Heath was on 
the chief sinners; that he believes he had very much to co wh’ 
the inauguration of the system of graft which has grown to st 
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proportions in that Department. It is evident, too, from the re- 
port of Messrs. Conrad and Bonaparte, that they believe it. It 
appears from Bristow’s report that this man secured the removal 
of the first officer of the Government who dared to begin the in- 
vestigation of these irregularities, not because that man was guilty 
of any illegal conduct, but because his probings into the affairs of 
his Department were inconvenient and embarrassing. 

It alsoappears from this report that certain stock of a company 
which furnished the Government with these Montague indicators 
was issued, or, it appears from the books of that company, was 
directed to be issued, to the editor of a certain newspaper in Salt 
Lake City, which editor Perry Heath was, and sent to a certain 
street and number in Salt Lake City, which number indicated the 
place of residence of Perry Heath. It appears also that some of 
that stock was finally issued to the uncle by marriage of Perry 

Teath, and, although he denies ever having received it, it came 
back to the Department in an anonymous letter after the inves- 
tigation was begun. Upon the procurement of Heath 527 auto- 
matic cashiers which were not needed by the Government, 173 of 
which have never yet been used, were purchased by the Govern- 
ment for $150 apiece when they could be manufactured for about 
$20 and were selling at the time on the market for $125. It is not 
shown whether Heath got any of the stock in this company, a 
large amount of which was used to secure the purchase and use 
by the Government of these cashiers, but enough appears to jus- 
tify a searching investigation into Heath’s connection with and 
interest in this corruption fund. 

[ say it is remarkable, with these and other important clews 
pointing to the ex-First Assistant Postmaster-General, that the 
officers of the Government were not able to follow them up and 
get sufficient evidence to indict him as they did in the case of 
Machen and Beavers, for the original clews against those two offi- 
cials were no stronger than those against Perry Heath. 


Mr. President, I do not say that Mr. Heath is guilty of what | 


| to be no covering up of fraud; 


the circumstances indicate that he is guilty of; but I do say that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| 








907 


his memorandum on the Bristow report. 
public property in Washington. 

The Washington Post on Saturday, May 26, 1900, displayed 
prominently on the front page of that day’s issue an article con- 
taining specific charges and suggesting tothe Postmaster-General 
that inquiry would discover corruption and irregularities to a re- 
markable degree. The names of witnesses who could furnish the 
information included Fourth Assistant Bristow, Seymour W. Tul- 


This knowledge was 


| loch, Thomas W. Gilmer, George W. Beavers, and others who 


have figured prominently in the investigation of recent months. 
Without reading, I ask leave to incorporate in my remarks the 


| article on the subject in the Washington Post of May 26, 1900, 


calling the President's attention to these charges, and specifying 


| them, and giving the names of the witnesses by whom they could 


probably be established. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the insertion of the matter. 
The article is as follows: 


The Chair hears no objection 


[Washington Post, May 26, 1900.] 


ON POSTAL PAY ROLLS—IRREGULARITIES IN THE SERVICE AT SEAT OF 
GOVERNMENT—SALARIES THAT YIELD NO RETURN—INSPECTORS HAVE 
HAD THE WORD TO “LET THE WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE ALONE — 
WHILE GENERAL BRISTOW IS PROBING AT HABANA THE POSTMASTER- 
GENERAL IS GIVEN AN OPPORTUNITY TO TURN THE LIGHT ON AT HOME— 
SOME QUEER OFFICIAL TRANSACTIONS. 


Post- 
ry branch 


Investigations are in order, especially in relation to postal affairs. 
master-General Smithinvitesthem. He sincerely believes that ev 


| of his Department, Comers Cuba, will bear the closest scrutiny, and he is 


if Perry Heathis aninnocent man, then he is the victim of one of | 


the most remarkable combinations of circumstances which ever 
invested an innocent man. 


could have followed these clews and traces so as to have secured 


General. In the annals of crime there are instances where great 
criminals in certain stages of their crime have seemed to be bold 


I do not say that by any degree of | 


iligenc pF Pe is é is inspectors they | ,. : : : : 
diligence upon the part of Mr. Bristow and his ins} ectors the y | light turned on, the Post this morning directs his attention to a branch of 


Willing, nay anxious, to have the light turned on in any quarter. There is 
no reason to doubt the Postmaster-General’s earnestness in this matter. He 
is satisfied everything is right, save in Cuba. If anything is wrong, or has 
been wrong elsewhere, for which his Department is in any wise responsible, he 
wants the facts made public, however ugly they may b3. This is the well- 
understood position of the Postmaster-General. He has emphasized it re- 
peatedly. His policy as to Cuba is unmistakably vigorous. 

The official instructions to Mr. Bristow are clear and emphatic. 
no shielding of guilty officials. Even in the 
matter of this deplorable scandal—the worst of the generation—the Postmas- 
ter-General is not unmindful of the fact that but fora collusion with the 
Auditor of another Department the frauds would not have been possibie. 


A GOOD FIELD FOR INQUIRY. 
In view of the Postmaster-General's unquestioned willingness to have the 


There is 


a ! . . m | the service, with some remarkable ramifications, which should by all means 
sufficient evidence to convict the ex-First Assistant Postmaster- | 


to tha point of recklessness, but when they reached the critical | 


stage of their crime they have exhibited a skill in destroying or | C®.(or iciala. who ate anethine but pleased with the record 
‘ . . . . |} cer uiclals, W e ng -ASe rit! 3 record. 
complicating the traces of their crime which baffied the resources | a 


And it may be that this man is | 


of the sleuthhounds of the law. 
guilty, but is shrewder in concealing the evidence of his crime 
than the balance of them, and for that reason Mr. Bristow and 
his inspectors were unable to link together the inculpating cir- 
cumstances against him. It may be that he is innocent and sim- 
ply the victim of circumstances. 

Mr. President, something has been said here about stifling in- 
vestigation, and said in such manner as to be construed as a re- 
flection upon the present Postmaster-General. For myself Ihave 
no reflections to make upon the present Postmaster-General. I 
have always regarded him and now regard him as an honest man. 
I think that the Postmaster-General has been reasonably active 
in pushing forward this investigation, and I do not myself feel 
like making any charges against him. He hasonly recently come 


be looked into, and with care. An inquiry will be profitable to the Govern- 
ment if not to the reputation of the Department. The revelations may sur- 
prise Mr. Smith no less than the public. The matters involved are no idle or 
malicious gossip, but irregularities well known to officials in the Post-Office 
Department as well as in the Treasury—irregularities that have caused scan- 
dalfor months. The facts—admitted facts—are of common knowledge among 


Until recent date the postal affairs of Porto Rico were conducted in con- 
junction with and under the jurisdiction of the Washington City post-office. 
And so it happens that the Washington City post-office and its revenues, col- 


| lected from local patrons, and the military postal funds, which were dis- 


| bursed by the local post-office officials, are involved in the insular affairs. 


into the office, and I think it fair to assume that as soon as he | 


could reasonably ascertain the fact that crime was rampant in 
the Department he took up the matter. 

But, Mr. President, that defense can not be made for the late 
Postmaster-General, Mr. Charles Emory Smith. Long before his 
term of office expired, even in the early days of his term in office, 
charges were made—not vague, general charges, but specific 
charges, and made by responsible agents, made by a great inde- 


pendent newspaper published in the city of Washington, and he | 


was challenged to begin the investigation then. He wasinformed 
as to the character of the offenses committed in the Post-Office 
Department, and he was given the names of witnesses to those 
offenses, and yet he went out of office without making any 
investigation which was worthy of the name of investigation. 

When these charges were revived and when there was a uni- 
versal demand in the country that an investigation be had and 
one was begun, this ex-official of the Government, in answer toa 
letter of the Postmaster-General asking him for information with 
reference to this matter, not only pooh-poohed and made light of 
the charges, but denounced them as stale slanders unworthy of 
the credence of intelligent men. 

Mr. President, I want to put some matter in the Recorp show- 
ing the conduct of the ex-Postmaster-General with reference to 
te charges, detailed knowledge of which were brought to his 
attention a long time before Mr. Loud, Mr. Seckendorf, or William 
Allen White brought the President's attention to them, as told in 


It 
is not charged that Postmaster Merritt is responsible for the abuses. Indeed, 


he has had little, if any, control over the matters involved. 
INSTANCES OF IMPROPER PAYMENTS 

Following are some of the allegations that call for inquiry: 

Funds of the Washington City post-office have been improy 
for over two years, the irregularities for the quarter endin ptember 30, 
1898, amounting to $20,000 to $30,000, according to an expert’s report to Comp- 
troller Tracewell. 

Numerous favorites have been carried on two and even three pay rolls at 
the saine time at the Washington City post-office and at other post-offices in 
the country. Oliver H. Smith, of Indiana, now superintendent in the local 
service, was for about a year simultaneously auditor of local postal stations, 
laborer, and painter of street letter boxes. salaries. Nathan 


erly disbursed 





He drew three 
















B. (?) Baker, of Indiana, succeeded to Mr. Smith’s emoluments. 

Six women have long been carried on the rolls of the city post-office as 
cleaners at $600 a year, performing no work whatever, and being paid on sep- 
arate vouchers. Four men were for many months paid at the local post-office, 
apparently to investigate claims of letter carriers, all the positions being 
finecures. 

John E. Jones, a newspaper reporter, was carried for many months as phy- 
sician to the Washington City post-office at $1,700 a year 

Traveling expenses of Department officials who were not on public busi- 
ness, trips for private citizens only nominally connected with the Govern- 
ment service, have been paid to the extent of tens of thousands of dollars 
out of funds strictly belonging to the Washington post-office and out of the 


military postal fund. 










MEN WIIO HAVE INFORMATION, 

If the Postmaster-General wishes to thoroughly investigate the affairs 
here referred to, the Post suggests that he secure the testimony of the fol- 
lowing witnesses, among others: 

Joseph L. Bristow, Fourth Assis t Postmaster-General. 

Chie? Inspector Cochran, of the Post-Office Department 

George W. Beavers, chief of the salary and al e division. 

A. H. Scott, now in this city, who was the for ef of t division. 

Seymour W. Tulloch, formerly cashier of the hington City post-office, 


but suddenly discharged, after many years of faithful service 

Mr. J. Edwin Wilson, tormerly assistant postmaster of Washi 
now an employee in the Census Bureau. 

Thomas W. Gilmer, a resident of this city. 

The officials here named will not make statements to the press and arain 
no way responsible for this publication, but it is well known that they are in 
possession of information bearing directly upon these charges. The files of 
the office of the Comptroller of the Treasury will also produce valuable cor- 
roborative evidence, if an investigation be made with a sincere desire to get 
at the facts. 

The Postmaster-General, the Post would suggest, with all deference, would 
do well to insist on obtaining both reports that were made regarding the 


ngton, but 






























































operations of the Washington City post-office early last July, the confiden- 
tial report being the one that will best demonstrate methods that prevailed 


in tie Cal OL 













































































AMOUNTED TO $50,000 IN ONE YEAR. 
The irregular, in many cases illegal, but not necessarily criminal, disburse- 
nents have been made for many months and have reached a very large total. 
fiscal year that ended June 30 last it has been estimated that these 
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i lar disbursements amounted to $50,000. Some say twice that amount. | 
7 igures given are claimed by conservative men to be below the mark. | 
For the past eleven months conditions are said to have improved, as far as | 
i local post-office proper is concerned, because it ceased to be connected 
with the postal affairs of Porto Rico, but the Department officials admit that | 
they are incapable of any accurate statement regarding the grand total. } 
Che irregularities have extensive ramifications, affecting post offices and | 
officials in other cities. Just how widely the ruling spirits in these trans 
a have operated can not be positively stated. It is known, however, | 
that double, sometimes triple, salaries have been paid to one person in the | 
Washington post-office; that supplies have been purchased for post-offices in 
Porto Rico from friends of certain officials high in authority at big pric: | 
that political junkets in this country and in Cuba and Porto Rico, of a very | 
extensi and numerous character, have been authorized, the money all 
coming out of revenues belonging to and handled by the Washington City 
post-oflice. 


AN UNDERSTANDING AMONG OFFICIALS. 

Political influence and thecraft of political leaders have fashioned matters 
s0 that t system of auditing accounts is far from circumspect. In fact, no 
adequate and satisfactory auditing of the accounts of the post-office has been 
made for several months. What virtually amounts to an order toinspecting | 
officials to “ let the Washington City post-office alone” has beenin force. This 
does not mean that such an order is actually in writing, but there is an un 
derstanding that high officials will step in whenever full and thorough in- 
spection is undertaken. Whatever inspections have been made for months 
have only been of a formal character. 

Scores of “the boys,” probably as many as fifty in all, perhaps more, have | 
been made happy by these easy-going methods. Good fellows om Indiana, } 
from Ohio, from New York City, political henchmen in vanious quarters, not 
a few so-called journalists, have fattened off the money that resident people 
paid for postal materials, and that Congress appropriated for military postal 
service. An editor of an Italian journal in Chicago lived in high feather for 
several weeks in the West Indies, and, through an official order, his expenses, 
amounting to between $2,000 and $3,000, were paid over the counter of the 
Washington City post-office. After he returned from his trip his salary was 
continued for several months. 
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TRAVELING EXPENSES OF OFFICIALS. 


Post-Office Department officials themselves traveled much and sent the 
bills to be paid by the local post-office. One of the first instances of this o 
curred several months ago. One of the high authorities of the Department 
returned from an extensive trip which had more of pleasure than business 
in it. A demand on the local post-office was made for the payment of his ex 
penses. This war refused, and a stormy scene ensued. He refused to sign 
vouchers, railed at those who stood in his way, and, when his anger proved 
of no avail, appealed to the Anditor. That official was also obdurate, but 
finally reed to pass the vouchers, allowing the items that made up the total 
to be nitted. 

For months a great many of these expenses were paid only under strong 

rotest, and payment was resisted to the last ditch. The strongest kind of 
influence was brought to bear. The usual procedure was a request for the 
ayment of items by a telephone that proved a most convenient medium 
“he late Postmaster Willett protested against the disbursements, but to no 
avail, except that the way was made as difficult as possible. In the conclud 
ing yunting, which the auditor had to pass upon, the sums were entered | 
under the head of “ incidental expenses.” | 


HEARD FROM THE COMPTROLLER. | 


Some months ago the condition of things came near being aired in the local 
courts and was only narrowly avoided. This was occasioned primarily by 
the appointment of two expert accountants from the Treasury Department 
They were authorized by Congress on one of the appropriation bills passed 
two years ag They were designated to serve in connection with the Comp 
troller’s office and had authority to examine into the accounts of any of the 
auditors. One of these experts, whose name is known, called up the accounts 
of the Washington City post-office for the quarter that ended September 40, 
189. The two previous quarters, which are said to have been still worse, 
were, as far as Known, never inspected. He went over the papers in the 
custody of the postmaster and his subordinates, and discovered items, 
amounting to $20,000 to $30,000, which were irregular and which he did not 
think should have been allowed. 

In due season a lengthy letter came from the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
stating the result of the investigation and propounding a long list of ques 
tions to be answered. The Comptroller, under the law, is supreme in : } 






















matters, and is empowered virtually to assume charge of ali the financial 
matters relating to any post-office. Meanwhile, however, word had reached 
one of the high officials of the Department, who thereupon issued di tions 
that not a scrap of paper or any matter of any kind relating to that ins] 

tion should be retained by the local post-office officials. It must be forwa i 


at once to his office. He prepared a reply to the Comptroller's letter, w] 
was presented to Postmaster Willett for signature. That gentleman was 
forced into signing the reply, after a long parley, by certain of his superiors, 
whose acts had been the cause of the Comptroller's investigation. The let- 
ter was not satisfactory in its answers to the various questions propounded 
and the Comptroller so stated in a subsequent communication 

In the meantime an adjustment was under way which resulted in the en 
tire matter being dropped and an understanding reached that the Washing 
ton post-office was to be “ let alone” to regulate the expense account as other | 
men wished. 

SALARIES OF SIX WOMEN CLEANERS. 

A few of the numerous items in the accounts for that quartor are given as 
examples. For overa year, including the quarter in mind, six women clean 
ers were carried on the rolls at about $600 a year. Strict instructions were 
given from the Department that each shomd call at a different hour of the 
Gay for her pay and that the name should appear only on vouchers. They 
i ned no services for the Government. It is said that they are still | 
drawing salaries. Four or five men were carried on the Washington City | 

fice rolls, apparently for the investigation of claims of letter carriers. | 
Those places, also, were sinecures. Subsequently some of these favored em- 
ployees were transferred to what was known as the “ military roll,” and other 
favorites were brought in to fill their places. Twenty of the clerks so trans- 
ferred were from the Washington City post-office. Some drew pay on both 
rolls, among them two sons of a prominent postal official, who are now out 
of the Government service. There was also “an emergency roll,” on which | 
was carried several people, paid from the Department funds, who had also | 
enjoyed the pleasures of having asalary from the Washington City post-office. | 














| concerning the father-in-law of an official in the poparnant, He was d: 


| within the Department itself, and have resulted in a very bitter fe 


| as it could be made without a complete inspection of affairs in the lo 


| information and urging Postmaster-General Smith to s! 


| ignoring these specific charges. I ask unanimous consen 
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A POSTMASTER IN PORTO RICO. 
Another instance affecting the management of the service in Porto R 


nated as a postmaster of one of the big towns outside of San Juan, and ¢ 
$2,600 in stamps and money to start his office. He went to New York, } 
jolly time there for several days and, after some very dramatic action 


| transported to the scene of his duties. His official conduct was such thai 


local post-office refused to send him more stamps, his money-order ac 
were in the greatest confusion, and even when ais vouchers had been 1 
out for him in the local office he could not make an accurate shovw 
Eventually he was transferred to another department and is receiving § 
now for services asaclerk. He comes from a Southern State. P 
Funds have been paid out for double and even triple salaries in vy: 
genious ways, both from the local post-office and from other post-ofi 


| chief of one of the divisions of the Post-Office Department has been dra 


a salary for that place and also a $4 per diem from the post-office in 
New York or Brooklyn. 
OCCASIONED OFFICIAL PROTESTS. 

The local post-office was also put to the expense of maintaining a ph 
It is claimed that the clerks and carriers were disposed to play sick, a 
when it was known that their complaints could be speedily inquired int 
a physician they were less likely to sham, and accordingly that th 
of $1,700 paid to such a physician was well invested. This sinecure, f 
not known that he ever performed any professional duties whatever 
stowed for several months —_— the reporter of a local newspaper, Mr 
E. Jones, whose reportorial duties take him daily to the Post-Office D 
ment. 














>a2ee 


These are only instances, not isolated ones, during the last two or three 
years of the administration of the affairs of the Post-Office Departme: i 


of the local post-office. They have given rise to the most vigorous | 


tween at least two of the important bureaus. A detailed statement r 


office and of transactions in the same connection for Porto Rico and 
was made several months ago, but the influences, political and ot 
were powerful enough to have everything hushed up. The fur 
supplies, which involves sums of money more or less large, was li 
dwelt upon. These were numerous. 

DISBURSEMENTS BY LOCAL OFFICIALS. 

The Washington City post-office, besides disbursing funds for its 
penses, disburses large sums for the Post-Office Department and 
Department’sown funds. Theemployeesof the mail bag shop here 
ington are paid by the disbursing officials of the Washington City post 
although the money paid them is provided by the Department. Im t) 
way quite a number of railway mail clerks, whose routes are betw 
and Baltimore, New York, Charleston, and other southern points, a1 l 
by the local post-office disbursing agents, who handle the Department ls 
for that purpose he transactions l: volving irregularities, as stated i 
the funds of the local post-office proper, andalsofrom the military post nd 

The Auditor's annual statements regarding the accounts of the W 
ton City post-office throw little light on the situation. There are 1 








tricacies in the figures which are not made apparent in the brief sta 8 


published. On the face, as far as net revenue is concerned, the show 

the Washington City post-office is good, although the increase in the a nt 
for clerk hire from $256,914.32 in 1896 to $287,389.06 for last year mig! 
gurded as unusual, as well as the increase of incidental expe 
$12,710.11 in 1896 to $21,634.28 in 1899. The abstract of the local offic: 
for four fiscal years follows: 





















| 
1896. | 1897. 1898. 
I ne snhtititteinaaeemeds $588, 073.48 $549,658.43 $594,621.36 3h 
Clerk hire bianca aetnibedaal 256, 914.32 | 263,830.20 | 272,688.98 | > ) 
Incidental expenses... ........... 12,710.11 14,055.10 | 19,212.74) ° 28 
ee INES in cacncscudoccnsess 499, 824,88 | 508,926.08 | 645,317.24 5 
Net revenue ............-...--+---|) 3,945.0) 40, 732. 41 49,304.12 1 
Per cent of expense to gross 
DOCSRNES «civic uéouss sbesddeetes 98 | 93 92 ot 


FIGURED IN ONLY THE RECEIPTS. 

In the accounts for 1899 there is an interesting feature. The gr ts 
for that year, it will be noticed, are very large. However, it 
good authority, subsequently verified by Auditor Castle, for the P 
Department, that the receipts from the postal service in Porto R 
the period when the offices in the island were as a substation of the W 
ton City post-office, the best partof a year, beginning in the summe 
were reckoned in with the gross receipts of the Washington City p 
going to make f $661,156.06 

The expenses of the service in Porto Rico were reckoned under t 
tary postal fund, were they not?’ My. Castle was asked. 

‘They were paid out of that fund, I believe,” he replied. 

‘And the salaries of clerks and other expenses of the postal servi 
Rico do not figure at all i he accounts of the Washington City 
fiscal vear between Jul 898, and June 30, 1899""" 

“No,” answered Mr. Castle, after a clerk had telephoned to a1 
room to ascertain definite information regarding the questior. 
ice in Porto Rico cost a great deal more than it paid in revenus 
at the beginning. It was necessary to fit up officesand furnish sup) 
receipts were very small at first; although they have increased 
time.” 


Mr. SIMMONS. The Washington Post enlarged upon these 
charges in several articles of current date, giving further ; 


















investigation without delay. In an editorial in the issu N 
80, 1900, the Postmaster-General was criticised for pet 


incorporate that editorial in my remarks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no o! n 
to the insertion of the matter referred to. 
The editorial is as follows: 
(The Washington Post, May 30, 1900.) 
JUST A LITTLE CORRECTION, 
Prefatory toa news article which created some commotion 1 < 


cles, the Post on Saturday printed the following: _ a 
“Investigations are in order, especially in relation to postal affairs 


> ” 


Post 





1904. 


master-General Smith invitesthem. Hesincerely believes thatevery branch 
of his Department, excepting Cuba, will bear the closest sawey, and he is 

ng, nay anxious, to have the light turned on in any quarter. There isno 
in to doubt the Postmaster-General's earnestness in this matter. He is 
fled everything is right, save in Cuba; if anything is wrong, or has been 
wrong elsewhere, for which his Department isin any wise responsible, he 
wants the facts made public, however ugly they <7 be. This is the well- 
understood position of the Postmaster-General. He has emphasized it 


“epeatedl “Sas 
re rhis my »srinted in order to correct it. The Post,to its sorrow, finds that 


Phi 


wi 
r 


Ba 


it was mistaken as to the attitude of the Postmaster-General. Its confidence 
in his Willingness to have the light turned on was misplaced. This admission 
ie mnieled with regret—deep regret. In announcing that the head of the 
Post-Office Department invited investigations, the Post believed it was 


ing the simple truth. To be forced to a contrary conclusion by the 
developments, or lack of development, since Saturday last, is anything but 
pleasing to the Post. 


si 


ington City post-office were made in good faith. Thesecharges were 
ific. The Post indulged in no sensationalism. It did not call upon Con- 
ss to overhaul the affairs. It suggested merely that the Postmaster- 
ral look into things. 


W 


sp 
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The charges atectag the Post-Office Department in its relation to the | 


Moreover, it gave him the names of witnesses—some of them officials in | 


high standing in his own office—who could promptly establish every charge 
These charges were neither trivial nor frivolous. They involved ir- 
rarularities which, for one quarter alone, cost the Government thousands of 
liars. They involved also clear violations of the law in the payment of 
uble and triple salaries. And one-half of the story has not yet been told. 
The Post is disappointed in Postmaster-Gencral Smith. It confidently be- 
lieved that he would act, and act proenptly. It hopes yet that he will recon- 
sider, not that seandal may be exploited, but wholly and solely for his own 
enlightenment. A thorough investigation will open his eyes to many things. 
It may prove unpleasant for the time being, but it will be very profitable to 
him and to the Government in the end. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In that editorial the Post expresses great dis- 
appointment at the failure of the ex-Postmaster-General to take 
any steps to investigate these notorious charges of crime and 
irregularities in the Department. 

As further throwing light upon the conduct of the ex-Postmas- 
ter-General after these charges were brought to his attention, 
specifically named, and the witnesses pointed out, in failing to 
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without. The civil service can always be got around when necessary, as seen 
in the appointment of cleaners, charwomen, laborers, financial clerks, audi- 
tors, mechanics, and other excepted persons, irrespective of the duties per- 
formed or whether any duties are performed. The same is also true with 
regard tothe purchase of supplies and traveling expenses of departmental 
officials. The local office can Be made to pay the freight, and disinterested 
officials of the Department remain in ignorance. 
INVESTIGATION WAS CUT SHORT. 

“Previous to the appointment of Mr. Merritt an investigation of the ac- 
counts of the Washington City post-office was being made by an expert con- 
nected with the office of the Comptroller of the Treasury, after these same 
accounts had been passed by the Auditor for the Post-Office Department. 
The officials of the Post-Office Department who were likely to be involved 
had given positive orders to the local postmaster that all communications re- 
ceived by him from the Comptroller were to be brought tothem immediately 
upon receipt, and that they alone should dictate all replies. Unhappily, be- 
fore I was aware of this order an answer had been made to the first letter 
received. Direct personal and political pressure was then brought to bear 
upon the Comptroller—the investigation was stopped just as it was becoming 
interesting, and the expert having it in charge was removed for a too zealous 
performance of his duty, presumably as a warning to others. 

“The post-office inspectors, who were fully aware of the existing condi- 
tions, were informed that if they presumed too much they too yuld also 
be removed. I am creditably informed, however, that Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General Bristow stood steadfastly by his man, and demanded a 
thorough investigation of the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 





eral. This was refused by Postmaster-General Smith. 

“Thad an interview with Mr. Smith just after my removal. I told him I 
had, of course, no hope of reinstatement, but warned him for his own good 
that if he didn’t take action with regard to the state of affairs he knew to ex- 
ist in the Department hisadministration wouldend underacloud. Noaction 


seemingly was taken, and conditions were allowed to drift. The Cuban 


| scandals, however, became public, forced out by the officers of the Army; 


| 


| 
| 


take any action for their investigation, I also wish to incorporate | 


in my remarks an article from the Washington Post of May 1, 
1903, containing a statement by Mr. Seymour W. Tulloch with 
reference to his effort, his diligent and persistent effort, to secure 


ment under Mr. Smith. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the insertion of the article referred to. 
The article is as follows: 


[The Washington Post, May 1, 1903.] 
ASSAILED THE DEPARTMENT ONCE. 


Mr. Seymour W. Tulloch, many years cashier of the city post-office and 
highly esteemed in Washington for his business integrity, came over from 
New York recently. He made very vigorous charges against the manage- 
ment of certain bureaus in the Post-Office Department, and also against the 
city post-office, some three years ago, soon after he had been forced out of 
office by a combination of officials. In view of recent disclosures as to the 
local post-office, Mr. Tulloch’s views are unusually interesting. 

“In connection with all honest citizens, I, of course, take great interest in 


the present effort of the Post-Office:- Department to investigate itself,’ said | 


Mr. Tulloch. “I doubt, however, if anyone, not even those making the in- 
vestigation, will ever ascertain or realize all the ramifications of a certain 
coterie of officials, a and present, together with their political backers and 
participating friends. Very few toeelt things’ have lasted longer, been en- 
foved Her greater effrontery, or been so protected by those high in author- 
ity and influence, 

“Probably that is pretty direct language, but I know personally what I am 
talking about. I have always refused to talk about these matters for publi- 
cation, though frequently requested to do so. I have realized, however, that 
anything I might say would only be treated as the utterances of a discharged 
official, and_ come to naught, as circumstances ate by the results attend- 
ing the publication of certain direct charges of existing irregularities in the 
Post-Office Department and the Washington City post-office, from informa- 
tion obtained independently at the time, in the Washington Post of May 26, 
1900. Detailed charges at length were made, the names of competent wit- 
nesses were given, and Postmaster-General C. Emory Smith was challenged 
to make an investigation. Those cha: were trea as frivolousand civilly 
dismissed by the officials involved. They remain, however, unanswered to 
oa day,and may yet furnish interesting matter for a truly zealous invesfi- 

on, 
SERVED DURING STAR-ROUTE PERIOD. 


The Chair hears no objection | 


those of Porto Rico never did. 

‘*T have now been out of the service almost four years, engaged with pri- 
vate affairs; but every now and then I have noticed in the newspapers refer- 
ences to the existence of scandals in the Post-Oflice Department. Powerful 
influences and political exigencies have always onused them to be ignored. 
Whether they will be this time or not remains to be seen.” 


Mr.SIMMONS. Mr. President, while I acquit the present Post- 


| maaster-General of any lack of appreciation of the seriousness of 


these charges and of any lack of effort to bring about their ex- 
posure and the conviction of the men charged with them, I want 
to say that the people of this country, without regard to party, did 
not appreciate his attitude with reference to certain important 


to h | witnesses who offered themselves on behalf of the Government 
an investigation of these charges through the Post-Office Depart- | 


j 





in connection with thisinvestigation. His treatment of Mr. Tul- 
loch, a man of the highest character, a man of more than ordinary 
intelligence, a man who had to his credit twenty-three years of 
honest and faithful and intelligent public service, was not received 
with approval by the country. 

But that would amount to very little, Mr. President, in itself. 
Public officers in this day and generation seem to be very callous 
as to what the public thinksof them. But there isanother aspect 
to this. When Mr. Tulloch filed his charges with the Postmaster- 
General, backed by his good character and his long public serv- 
ice, the Postmaster-General answered those charges through the 
press of the country with the sarcastic statement that they were 
false, stale slanders, the emanations of a discharged employee in- 
ene against the Department by reason of his removal from 
omice. 

When the Postmaster-General, the head of that great Depart- 
ment which was then undergoing investigation, treated in this 
way a Government witness of good character, who voluntarily 


| offered himself in behalf of the Government, I want to ask is 


| 


| 


there a man in this country who does not know that the effect of 
that treatment of this Government witness was to deter and in- 
timidate other employees of the Department of the Post-Office 
who might have possessed valuable information tending to show 
the corrupt practices and methods in this great branch of the 
public service? Who knows to what extent this conduct, this 
unwarranted conduct, this strange conduct on the part of the 
Postmaster-General toward this witness, affected other possible 
witnesses—what effect it had in the suppression of evidence of 
fraud in the Department? 

Mr. President, it is amazing tome that under the circumstances 


“I do not care to say foo much,” added Mr. Tulloch. “I was, as you may | Of this case, with the conditions shown to have existed in one 


remember, cashier of the Washington Cit 
years, and was considered one of the experts in theservice. I served during 
the celebrated stdr-route investigation and trial. Consequently when the 
irregularities with which I am personally familiar occurred I protested, 

very vigorously, and demanded everything in writing for ny own protection 
and that of my bondsmen. I became what First Assistant Postmaster-Genera 
+ erry S, Heath called ‘an obstacle.’ Mr. Merritt, then temporarily residing 
= this city as an official of the Post-Office Department, was Sopa das our 
= Postmaster, and he very summarily removed ‘the obstacle’ in less than 

Ve Minutes after taking on of the office. 

a ‘The whole tendency of the Post-Office Department is to convert the local 
o 7 into & mere bureau of the De ment, disburse its funds, and appoint 
re promote its employees. So strict is legi on covering the Department 
. : ' that £ ties are more difficult, but with acomplaisant postmaster 
wi on ashier, and more especially at Washington, where personal directions 
off out record can take the place of wri everything is simplified, and one 

swe the Department need not know what another is doing. 
tri _ to appointments or otions of personal and political 
me S or the transfer of the same to Washington from some obscure office 
ist placed among the classified, all that is required is the action of the First 
i istant Postmaster-General's Office, salary and allowance division. It finds 
local ney, designates the ap intment or promotion or transfer, and the 
Postmaster keeps on ad Dg additional employees as directed, whether 


ir services are required or not, while other o 


Ces 
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post-office for oyer twenty-one | branch of the Post-Office Department, with charges of like con- 


ditions in other great Departments of the Government, the Re- 


and | publican party should throw the slightest obstacle in the way of 


this investigation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I would not pre- 
sume to take any part in the discussion of the matter before the 
Senate if it were not for my belief that it has been proceeding 
upon an assumed issue which does not exist. The Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Summons] who has just taken his seat, and 
other Senators who have spoken on that side, have charged in 
direct terms that the Senators upon this side of the Chamber were 
trying to prevent an investigation of the affairs in the Post-Office 
Department. I think I minuted, as the Senator proceeded, his 
exact words. I do not know that I will be able to find them, but 
in effect he said that if aninvestigation was not had of the charges 
of corruption and extravagance in the Post-Office Department it 
would be because the Republican majority decided it should not 


badly in need have togo ' be made. 
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Now, Mr. President, there is no question before the Senate as to 
whether there shall be a further investigation of affairs connected 
with the Post-Office Department. It is an entirely different ques- 
tion which is before the Senate. It is whether, in view of the ex- 
haustive and merciless investigation which has been already had 
and which has been reported to at least one branch of this Con- 
gress, that matter shall be gone over with, or whether a necessity 
exists for further examination. 

Nobody pretends to say on this side of the Chamber that no 
necessity does exist. We simply say that in view of what has 
been done, of the thorough and all-embracing examination and 
investigation which has already been had, we want the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to determine whether further 
investigation is necessary. 

Upon the other side of the Chamber it is said the committee 
shall not do it, that we shall not submit to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads to report their opinion about, but 
the investigation shall take place anyway, and upon their demand, 
without any consideration by a committee of this body as to 
whether in view of all the circumstances further investigation is 
necessary. That is the issue. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
necticut yield? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 








Certainly. 


Mr. CARMACK. Why does the Senator assert that Senators | 
upon this side say that the matter shall not be referred to the | 


Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads—that we object to its 


Does the Senator from Con- | 
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being referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads? | 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If there is no objection, this whole 
discussion is without any point at all. 
Mr. CARMACK, I will say tothe Senator that if a Senator 


ter should go over it would have gone to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads day before yesterday. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who asked that it should go over? 
Mr.CARMACK. TheSenator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Wisconsin is 
not present. I think I was not present when he did ask it. But 


all the speeches which have been made are to the point that we | 


are determined that no investigation shall be had. Now, I wish 
to recapitulate a little as to what has been done; and I am almost 
tempted, in the language of Prince Hal to Falstaff, to say: 


Mark, now, how plain a tale shall put you down. 


The matter arose in this way. 
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aggressive, shall have the opportunity to consider carefully the re- 
port which has been made and then to report to the Senate whether 
« furtherinvestigation is necessary. Andifthat committee should 
upon such investigation and consideration report to the Senate 
that it thought further investigation was necessary or desirable 
in the least degree, there would be no voice raised on this side of 
the Chamber against an investigation by that committee. That 
is all there is to this question. 

We as individual Senators do not consider that we have had the 
time, the opportunity, or that we have the information to deter- 
mine whether, after this elaborate, searching, thorough, and, I 


| repeat, merciless investigation, there is still further need for an 


investigation. If there is, we welcome it—we want it. If there 
is not, we do not consider it worth while to enter into a needless 
investigation. 

I think, Mr. President, that the attitude which Senators on 
this side have taken is the proper attitude to take with reference 
to all resolutions proposing investigation. I know of no reason 
why there must be perforce an investigation when any Senator 
asks for it. I do not know why the time of the members of com- 
mittees of the Senate should be taken and the great expense at- 
tending investigations should be incurred before some committee, 
the proper committee, has had the resolution proposing an inves- 
tigation referred to it and made inquiry, and report to the Senate 
as to whether or not such an investigation ought to be made, I 
think it is a rule not only for this case, but a rule that ought to 
be adopted in every case. 

I can not conceive that there should be objection to it. We in- 
troduce resolutions here, and when the Senate is scarcely consid- 
ering them, if any one objects to having them immediately 
passed and wants them referred to a committee to investigate 


| and determine whether the investigation ought to be set on foot 
upon the other side of the Chamber had not asked that this mat- 


| investigation into this matter is necessary. 
| Congressional investigation, certainly none since I have been fa- 





The chairman of the Committee | 


on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the Senate—the Senator from | 

Pennsylvania [Mr. PEnrosr]—introduced a resolution, which I | 
° . . . | 

supposed had received the consideration of the Committee on Post- 


Offices and Post-Roads, but I learned afterwards that it had not, 
which resolution provided that ‘‘in view of the charges of cor- 
ruption, extravagance, and violations of law in the administration 
of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads is hereby instructed to direct the 
Postmaster-General to send to the committee all papers connected 
with the recent investigation of his Department, and, if necessary, 
to make further inquiry into the administration of the said De- 
partment, and to make report thereon to Congress upon completion 
of said investigation.’’ To that resclution no voice or objection 
was raised. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose the Senator is aware of it, but I de- 
sire to call his attention to the fact that that discretionary lan- 
guage was proposed to be amended by 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. By more direct language. 

Mr.SIMMONS. By theSenator from Maryland [Mr.GorMAn], 
and thatas amended it was objected to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was about to state that fact. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ithought the Senator had passed by it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I certainly should not have over- 
looked it, because it is the point of all I am saying, and the point 
which shows conclusively that there is no suchissue raised in the 
Senate as Senators upon the other side assume and charge. 

This resolution, after having been referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, was 
reported back favorably. Then the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] proposed some amendments which entirely changed the 
character of the resolution and took away from the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads any discretion or any considera- 
tion of the question whether such an investigation was necessary, 
but peremptorily directed the committee to proceed with the in- 
vestigation. To that objection was made, and to that objection 





is made, and to that objection will be made. 
All that we ask is that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, with a minority representation upon it which is able and 





it is supposed that there is really some objection, some desire to 
cover up something, some desire to hide something, some desire 
to excuse some one. No, Mr. President; not at all. I think I 
may speak for my fellow-Senators when I say that we are as anx- 
ious to have wrongdoing on the part of any official of this Gov- 
ernment looked into, investigated, probed, and punished as any 
Senators upon the other side. 

But to my mind there is a serious question as to whether further 
I do not believe any 


miliar with Congressional proceedings, has ever been conducted 
with the thoroughness, the impartiality, the determination to ex- 
pose wrongdoing which have characterized the investigation car- 
ried on by the Postmaster-General during the eight months in 
which all powers of the Government were put in his hands. 

Now. if Senators say there is something which he did not dis- 
cover, if they specify other matters which should have been in- 
vestigated and which he did not investigate, and the committee, 
upon the matter being referred to them, are of the opinion that 
that is true, then I with them should want those matters to be 
investigated. If they say that as to any of the matters investi- 
gated by Assistant Postmaster-General Bristow there has bern 
any want of thoroughness, any failure to pursue it to the utmost 
limit and verge, then I want the matters which have been already 
investigated to be reinvestigated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
will please suspend for one moment. It becomes the duty of the 
Chair to lay before the Senate the Calendar of General Orders. 

The Secretary. Order of Business 13, Senate bill 887. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that Calendar will be laid aside tempo- 
rarily to allow the Senator from Connecticut to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois 4 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Connecticut be allowe 
io proceed. Is there objection? TheChairhears none. The Chair 
wishes to inform the Senate that under a unanimous-consent agree 
ment of this kind the matter under consideration would not, 12 
his judgment, become unfinished business. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Since it has been suggested that 
Republican Senators wish to avoid a thorough and comp! —— 
vestigation of delinquencies, malfeasance, and crimes in the Post- 
Office Department, I desire to say that the President of the | nited 
States and the Postmaster-General, acting under his direction, 


leg 
‘KAS 


» 


have, in my judgment, intended to make this examination Jus . 
thorough as it was possible to make it; that the See ee 
directing it, and the Postmaster-General, in carrying it ou! - : 

} ‘ 


lived up to the letter and the spirit of the declaration made by 4 
former President on a somewhat similar occasion, ‘‘ Let no gu!) 
man escape.”’ ; 
It is somewhat strange, Mr. President, that in all this ‘ 
sion we have not heard from the other side a genuine hear! 
of compliment or praise for the President, the Postmaster-‘ 
and the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General in this ma‘ 
To be sure, we have heard mild disclaimers that it was 
tended to charge that there had been any shortcomings, 


liscus- 
v wi rt 


Ti ral, 


not in- 
but we 
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have not heard one genuine hearty word of praise for what has 
been done or sympathy with it. 

| think it was a work well begun, well carried on, well finished, 
so far as it has been finished or can be finished without the aid of 
the courts; and if there be any one thing that a Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads says has not been done, I say, as we 
all say, I wish it to be done. 

Now. that is the only issue there is between us. Iam not going 
into a discussion of the matters brought out in the report of Gen- 
eral Bristow. I have no desire to defend a guilty official of the 
Government, and I do not propose to be placed in the attitude of 
having that suspicion rest upon me. 

3ut I do say, Mr. President, that the proper way of proceeding 
in all these matters, where investigations are called for by the reso- 
lution of a single Senator that are of consequence enough to be 
taken notice of by the Senate at all, is that it shall be referred 
to the proper committee, to the committee charged with the mat- 
ters to which it relates, to determine whether an investigation is 
necessary. 

If there is no issue between us, I think the motion to refer these 
resolutions to the committee can be adopted without division, 
and it should be adopted without delay. The committee should 
have time for consideration, and none too much time, but it 
should make an early report to the Senate of their opinion as to 
whether further investigation is necessary in this case, as to what 
investigation is necessary, and as to what should be the limita- 
tions, if any, of that investigation. 

Now, why object to this? Why say that when we desire this 
we are trying to stifle investigation and keep things in the dark 
and to shield guilty persons, and that Republican Senators are in- 
clined to prevent the investigation of something that ought to be 
investigated? 

I do not desire to pursue this matter further, Mr. President, but 
I did feel that the real question before the Senate and the real 
issue before the Senate ought to be clearly set forth. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, there is an issue between 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber and Senators upon the 
other side, if the Senator from Connecticut {Mr. PLatt] has cor- 
rectly stated the attitude of the Senators on that side of the Cham- 
ber. We have not objected to this resolution going to the Com- 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads on the personal assurances | 


of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], the chairman 


of that committee, having every confidence in the assurance that | 


he would give the resolution early consideration and make an 
early report. 

But we do not agree’with the statement made by the Senator 
from Connecticut that everything should depend upon the recom- 
mendation of that committee as to whether or not an investiga- 
tion shall be made. The Senator saysif the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads shall make a report recommending an in- 
vestigation, or saying after they have examined into the matter 
that they think a further investigation is necessary, then Senators 


| 


| 


| 


upon that side of the Chamber will be willing to go into a further | 


investigation. Mr. President, I do not think the Senate ought to 
leave it entirely to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
to decide for it whether or not this investigation shall be had. 

This matter, Mr. President, is not based upon mere rumors. 
We know that a condition of fraud and corruption and systematic 
violation of law has existed in the Post-Office Department. The 
Senator says that there has been a thorough, merciless, and elab- 
orate investigation. 

The investigation conducted by Assistant Postmaster-General 
Bristow has been thorough as far as it went, but it has not been 
elabx rate; it has not been comprehensive. As the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Smaomons| has just said. it included only 
four divisions of one branch of the Post-Office Department. The 
conditions existing there are suggestive, at least, that like con- 
ditions may exist in other branches of the Post-Oilice Department. 

it has been shown, and the reports made show, that there has 
been gross ligence on the part, not of the present Postmaster- 
General, but his predecessor. If he has been grossly negligent, 
if he has refused to investigate where charzes have been made 
with respect to these divisions, then he may have been as grossly 


that there was a right serious objection made by a very distin- 
guished Senator upon that side of the Chamber against any in- 
vestigation by any Congressional committee of any wrongdoing in 
any of the Departments of the Government. The junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] declared that such investigations 
were usually worthless; that the committees of Congress were not 
properly organized for that purpose; that they could not conduct 
such investigations properly; and then, to make the matter more 
pointed and emphatic, the Senator from Connecticut says that the 
Democratic minority of this committee will have a voice in the mat- 
ter. TheSenator from Massachusetts said thatthe minority should 
have no voice in this matter; that the Republican party was re- 
sponsible for these things; that the Republican party would make 
its own investigations; and practically he told the Senators on 
this side of the Chamber that they were to have nothing to do 
with matters of legislation; that the Republican party would con- 
duct the whole thing itself in its own way. 

Now, that is one suggestion, Mr. President, which has brought 
on this debate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
permit me? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Massachusetts 
being absent, I think I ought to read what I suppose is alluded to: 

Mr. LonGr. Mr. President, I do not want to be misunderstood in what I 
said in regard to Congressional investigations. I of course did not refer to 
investigations relating to legislation or the subjects of legislation. With 
those I think Congressional investigations are not only necessary, but, asa 
rule, are extremely important and valuable. 

Mr. CARMACK. What page of the Recorp does the Senator 
read from? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Massachusetts proceeds: 

I was referring toinvestigations for the purpose of discovering crimesand 
misdemeanors in the service, and I say those investigations as a rule, so far 
as my observation goes, are pretty worthless. 


Mr. CARMACK. Exactly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
from Massachusetts really said. 

ag CARMACK. Of course; that is exactly what I stated he 
said. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut give the 
page of the Recorp? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Page 493. 

Mr. CARMACK. The second column. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator read what the Senator from 
Massachusetts said on page 495? 

Mr. CARMACK. I was going to read that. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Tennessee is going to read 
it—— 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Connecticut may read it 
if he likes. That confirms exactly what I said. The Senator 
from Massachusetts said: 


Iof course did not refer to investigations relating to legislation or the 
subjects of legislation. With those I think Congressional investigations are 
not only necessary, but, as a rule, are extremely important and valuable. I 


Will the Senator from Tennessee 


Page 493. The Senator from 


I think that is what the Senator 


| was referring to investigations for the purpose of discovering crimes and 


negligent with respect to other divisions in the Post-Office Depart- | 


ment. 


The Senator says, *“ If the committee shall find that further in- | 


vestigation is necessary.”” How is the committee to find that out? 

e committee can know nothing except what this Senate knows. 
It will have access to no information that the Senate does not al- 
ready possess. ‘The only possible way in which we can find out 


misdemeanors in the service~ 

The very kind of investigation we are proposing to have— 
and I say tho-e investigations, as a rule, so far as my observation goes, are 
pretty worthiess. 

Then he proceeds to give as an illustration of that the fact that 
a committee of the House of Representatives did investigate Mr. 
Machen ‘and did not discover any of those crimes and misde- 
meanors. The Senator from Massachusetts was objecting to the 
very kind of investigation that we are asking for, saying that 
such investigations were absolutely worthless; that they accom- 
plished nothing. 

Mr. QUARLES. If it does not interrupt the Senator, I should 
like to ask whether his scheme for an investigation is outside of 
the instrumentality of any committee? Does not the Senator 
propose to have this investigation made by some committee? 

Mr. CARMACK, Certainly. 

Mr. QUARLES. Well, then, is the contention of the Senator 
that there ought to be a committee outside of that regular com- 
mittee, to whom has been referred this very subject-matter? 

Mr. CARMACK. It is not. 

Mr. QUARLES. Then I can not understand what the conten- 
tion of the learned Senator is. 

Mr. CARMACK. My contention is that this committee ought 
to be instructed to conduct this investigation. The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] thinks that the committee ought to con- 


Whether an investigation is necessary is to make an investigation, | duct the investigation if the committee want to do it. I think 


and we have information enough now to justify us in proceeding | they ought to be required to conduct the investigation. 


in this matter. 
The Senator says that nobody on the other side of the Chamber 


That is 
The 


the issue between the Senator from Connecticut and me. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is alittle more than that. 


objects to an investigation. Well, Mr. President, I understand | committee should report to the Senate as to whether, in its opinion, 
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an investigation is necessary, and then the Senate will be in a 
position to determine whether an investigation is necessary. 
Mr. CARMACK. I think the Senator further said that, if the 


committee did report that it was necessary, Senators — the | 


other side of the Chamber would be ready to vote for such an in- 
vestigation. I suppose he also meant that if the committee should 
report that it was not necessary, they would vote to sustain the 
committee. That practically leaves the matter entirely in the 
hands of the committee to decide whether or not an investigation 
is pecessary. 

I say the Senate should instruct the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads to make this investigation; they should require 
the committee todo it. The Senate already knows enough in 
regard to this matter: it does not need any further information; 
and there is no information that the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads could give to the Senate, without first conducting 
an investigation, that the Senate does not already possess. We 
are just as well prepared to decide right now, at this moment, 
whether or not we want an investigation as we shall be after the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads makes its report. 

Mr. President, if this were an entirely new matter, if it rested 
upon mere rumor, if some Senator had simply come in here and 
made a‘charge, without any basis, then it would be well enough 
to have acommittee conduct a sufficient investigation to determine 
whether or not there was enough fraud and corruption to justify 
further investigation; but we already know all that. 

Weknow,furthermore, from the report of Mr. Bristow and from 
the Bonaparte-Conrad report, that further investigation is neces- 
sary, because they say so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
say so? 

Mr. CARMACK. I think the Bristow report says that further 
investigation is necessary. I know the Bonaparte-Conrad report 
says that; and I say as the Senator—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has the Senator at hand the suggestion of 
the Bonaparte-Conrad report to which he has referred? 

Mr. CARMACK. No, sir; Ihave not. I did not at all expect 
to get into the debate this morning. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Senator will pardon me just a mo- 
ment 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihave herethe report of Messrs. Conrad and 
Bonaparte, and their recommendation on page 373, which, I think, 
discloses that they do not recommend a further investigation, ex- 
cept in one particular. Their recemmendation is— 

That a thorough investigation be ordered, if it has not been already or- 
dered, of the administration of the Washington post-office, of the adminis- 
tration of the New York post-office, and of the administration of the office of 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General within the past three years. It is 
yrobable that this recommendation has been already in great part, and per- 
baps altogether, anticipated by the action of the present B. »stmaster-General; 
but as we are not at the moment of preparing this report fully informed as 
to the scope of the departmental inquiry now for several months in progress 


under his orders, we venture to submit it. We have been favorably im- 
prem’ by the zeal, fidelity, and intelligence of the post-office inspectors and 
c 


Where does the Bristow report 





eem them fully competent, under the supervision of the Fourth Assistant | 


Postmaster-General, to conduct such an investigation as is here suggested. 
That a carefully chosen, small commission be appointed by the President 
to report a plan whereby the work of the offices of the Comptroller and of 


the several auditors may be removed from all political, personal, or other | 


extraneous influences, the officials therein employed protected from injury 


through the enmities they may incur in the discharge of their duties,and the | 


competency and independence of all engaged in this branch of the Govern- 
ment secured through their selection by free competition, promotion for 
merit only, and assurance of tenure during the continuance of fidelity and 
efficiency on their own part. 


I know of no other recommendation on their part, though there 
may be. 

On page 7 the President of the United States says in his mem- 
orandum: 


Messrs. Bonaparte and Conrad, in their review of the report of Mr. Bris- | 


tow, speak as follows: 

“We consider the report an exceptionally able, candid, and impartial re- 
view of its subject-matter, and that it shows clearly reprehensible miscon- 
duct, amounting in many cases to crime, on the part of a number of public 
officials. It is a voluminous document, but this arises not from prolixity, but 
from the nature of the matters discussed. * * * We heartily commend 
the report and deem its conclusions fully justified by the facts it sets forth, 
and while regretting in common with all patriotic citizens that the grave 
abuses of long standing which it reveals should have grown up in the Post- 
Office Department, we consider the exposure of these abuses and the at- 
tempts made to punish those responsible for them a work of the highest pub- 
lic utility, quickly and ably performed.” 


Near the bottom of page 6 the President also says: 


After full consultation with Mr. Payne it was decided that Fourth Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General Bristow should make a thorough and exhaustive 
investigation of the charges in question and of all matters that might be 
developed in connection with them. 
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Then the President says: 


Mr. Bristow’s report is a record of as thorough a bit of investigating work 
as has ever been done under the Government. : 

I have been unable to anywhere find a suggestion made by 
| Messrs. Conrad and Bonaparte or by anyone else that the investi- 
| gation ought to be further proceeded with. Yet for one I desire 
to say in that connection, as a member of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee, if it should appear to the committee that there are some 
other matters outside of this investigation which have not ye 
been touched upon that ought to be investigated, I am quite sure 
that an investigation will be ordered. 

Mr.CARMACK. Mr. President, we do not know whether they 
| ought to be investigated or not, but we do know that the investi- 
| gation thus far made has not covered all the divisions of the Post- 
| Office Department. We know it covers only four divisions in the 
| Post-Office Department; and I say, in view of the fact that the 
| investigations thus far made have shown conclusively that there 
| has been gross negligence on the part of the Postmaster-General. 
that he has stood in the way of an honest investigation as long as 
he could, that he did everything in his power to prevent investi- 
gation, that he spoke contemptuously and insultingly of the wit- 
| nesses whose testimony was offered him—lI say, in view of that 
condition of affairs, in view of the indisposition and obstinate 
| opposition of the Postmaster-General to proceed with any inves- 
tigation whatever, and in view of the fact that great corruption 
has been disclosed in some of the divisions of the Post-Office De- 
| partment, it at least raises a strong ground of suspicion that there 
| is rottenness in other divisions of the Post-Office Department 

I can not stand here and charge that there is such fraud, and 
no other Senator can charge that there is. There is no way on 
| earth in which we can find out whether there is or not without a 
| thorough investigation. Such an investigation has not been mide 
anywhere or by anybody. We are asking that the whole Post- 
Office Department shall be opened up and subjected to a mer- 
ciless investigation. 

Mr. President, I am not pleased with the suggestion that comes 
from a distinguished Senator on the other side of the Chamber 
| that this ought to be a partisan investigation. I am not pleased 
| with the suggestion that Democrats should have nothing to do 

with it; that the Republicans bear the whole responsibility, and 

that they shall conduct the investigation in their own way. The 

responsibility, Mr. President, rests upon the whole country; it 

rests upon both sides of the Chamber, and we have as much right 
| to perform our part in this great duty as have Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber. 

I wish again to emphasize my objectiorr to the idea which has 
| been expressed, that the Executive Departments of this Govern- 
ment should be left to investigate themselves, and that there 
should be no investigation of any charges against an Executive 
Department of the Government unless it is conducted by that De- 
partment or by the Executive himself. 

As I said the other day, any charge of negligence or malfea- 
sance or corruption in office, or violation of law in any Depart- 
ment of the Government is, to some extent at least, a charge of 
negligence against the Chief Executive of the country, who is 
charged in the Constitution with the duty of taking care that the 
laws be faithfully executed. If they are unfaithfully executed, 
the responsibility rests upon him, and I say it is not right that an 
| investigation which discloses, or which may disclose, neg!i' 
| on the part of the Executive of the country should be conducted 
| only by the Executive. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows] asked a moment ago if there was anythi! st 
| besides what was mentioned in this report. I thought I called 
attention a little while back toa very fruitful source of suspicion 
in the fact that this Senate. with practical unanimity, adop'«! an 
amendment, which I had the honor to offer, providing for the 
| purchase by the Government of boxes for the rural tree-deliver 
routes and the selling of them at cost to the individual ma 
| receiver orfarmer. Everybody agreed that was a practical): and 
just provisionoflaw. Where did that go out? It went out incon 
ference with the members of the House Post-Office Committee, we 
| came over here, and who—advised, as I suppose, and encouris' 
| thereto by the Post-Office Department, Mr. Machen, Mr. B rs 
| and others—objected strenuously to any such provision goins 1" 
| the bill. I have had letters from private individuals in di 
parts of the country, mainly in the North, who have « zed 
fraud and robbery of the people in this matter of the rur: 

delivery boxes. I think we might investigate that. b 

Whilst I am on the floor I will ask another question of 
you gentlemen over there, as to why it comes and how it 
that we are informed in the newspapers that the statute 
itations runs against these thieves who have been caught 0} 
_ and that no indictments can be obtained or entered or prose" 
because the law has let them go, their rascality having | 
' covered too long after they had been guilty of the illegal « 
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The condition of partisanship which is appearing here is so 


eat that we really do not ever expect to obtain, under this sys- | 


ti » of Congressional smothering, any light by. which we can 
catch one of these thieves and put him in the penitentiary before 
the statute of limitations bars further proceedings, and then it 
will be said, ‘‘Oh, that does not matter; that is so long ago, so 
old, and so far back that it is not worth while to prosecute.”’ 

| confess I do not see how honestand responsible men can stand 
np here in the face of public opinion and say: ‘‘ Oh, no; the Presi- 
dent and the Postmaster-General have done all that is necessary. 
We do not propose to go any further.”’ 

[| should like the Senator from Michigan to give me his opinion 
as to this rural free-delivery box business, by which even now the 
farmers of the country are compelled to pay a dollar and a quar- 
ter for a box which was offered to me and sent here by the manu- 
facturer, and I was authorized to make a proposition to the Gov- 


ernment that he would manufacture those boxes and sell them at | 


a half dollar each. There is a steal there somewhere. 
that money in the past, and who is getting it now? 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I was very sorry that my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], even in the heat of de- 
bate, should have been led to pass strictures upon the present 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will permit me, I think I said 
yery distinctly that I referred to his predecessor. 

Mr. QUARLES. The Senator was not cautious, then, in his 
last remark, because, if I understood him aright, it could only 
have a reference to the present Postmaster-General. Of course, 
if the suggestion had no reference to him, I have no criticism to 
make at this time. 

Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well. 

Mr. CARMACK, If the Senator will permit me, I think that 
I said distinctly, in the course of my remarks, that I referred to 
the predecessor of the present Postmaster-General. 

Mr. QUARLES. In the early part of his remarks, if the Sena- 
tor will remember—— 

Mr. CARMACK, I was referring to his predecessor on both 
occasions, Mr. President. I was not referring to the present 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. QUARLES. I feel very sure that my friend, who appre- 
ciates integrity and fidelity in a public officer, as we all do, will 
agree with me that Mr. Payne, as soon as his attention was called 
to this matter, took hold of it in a spirit of fairness and impar- 
tiality, and even sacrificed his health through the heat of last 
summer by remaining here, though a sick man, to see that the 
investigation was carried on with vigor and impartiality. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, Iam not expressing any opin- 
ion now about that. I said something the other day with refer- 
ence to the present Postmaster-General. My remarks to-day had 
reference to his predecessor in that office. The point I was mak- 
ing was that this corruption had grown up in the Post-Office De- 
partment; that the Postmaster-General’s attention had been called 
to it, and that he had pooh-poohed it; and even after he went out 
of office, when his attention was called to it, he replied with 
reflections upon the character of the witnesses, men whose 
testimony was afterwards made the basis of the report. If that 
corruption grew up in these few divisions of the Post-Office De- 
partment and the Postmaster-General refused to make any inves- 
tigation to discover it when it was called to his attention, but 
pooh-poohed it and made bitter attacks upon the character of the 
witnesses, then I say he may have been equally negligent with 
respect to other divisions of the Post-Office Department. 

_The present Postmaster-General, of course, could not be respon- 
sible for that condition, because it grew up under his predecessor, 
and he, of course, was not responsible for what occurred then. 
I do think, with respect to the Tulloch charges, that the present 

ostinaster-General was not as diligent as he should have been. 
He may have been relying too much upon the action of his pred- 
ecessor. That may be some excuse for him, though I do not 
think it entirely excuses him. The main responsibility for that, 

Owever, rested upon his predecessor. 

, Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, the question, as I understand, 
18 on the motion to refer all these resolutions to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the pending question. 

Mr. BURTON. That is the pending question, as I understand, 
and I do not see the necessity for this discussion at this time. Let 
these resolutions go to the committee, because after the committee 

4s considered the resolutions—and that committee is made up of 
Tepresentatives from the other side as well as from this side of the 
hamber—and after action is taken by that committee, if there 


Who got 


It did not, Mr. President. 














is anything done which the members upon the other side think is 
wrong, it seems to me that will be time enough to discuss the 
question as to whether or not there will be a fair investigation or 
otherwise. 

Mr. CARMACK. I would suggest to the Senator from Kansas 
that there are still several Republican Senators who desire to 
speak,.and it would not be fair to have the resolutions go to the 
committee until they have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, it appears to me that alto- 
gether too much emphasis is being put upon the importance of a 
Congressional investigation of the Post-Office Department, and 
the public mind, already sufficiently inflamed about corruption 
in that service, is liable to be still further misled into the belief 
that a general state of rottenness and irresponsibility has grown 
up in that great business Department of the Government. 

I confess that I have shared those feelings of anxiety, amounting 
to indignation, at the disclosures that have been made, and yet 
when I have considered the enormous business of the Post-Office 
Department and the great variety of public interests that are 


| committed to it, the revelations that have been made, instead of 


creating upon my mind the impression of a general state of cor- 
ruption, have strengthened rather my confidence in the integrity 
with which the Government of the United States has been ad- 
ministered. 

These investigations, which have been confessedly full and 
complete, at least so far as they have gone, have, in my judg- 


| ment, uncovered in those divisions of the Post-Office Depart- 


ment where fraud was possible all the fraud that has existed 
there. They have developed no cases of embezzlement or misuse 
of public funds where accounts are kept and audited, but the 
abuses which have been revealed have grown up at those points 
in the service where any public account is impossible, and where 
the relation between the public official and the contractors with 
which he was dealing was necessarily a private and practically a 
secret relation. So that we have seen the spectacle of inferior 
officers of the Post-Office Department entering into contracts for 
the purchase of goods—for example, of the free-delivery boxes— 
and making a secret arrangement with the manufacturers by 
which a portion of the price paid was converted to the personal 
use of the officer making the contract. 

All these have been investigated, and, I am glad to say, brought 
to the attention, as they ought to be, of the criminal courts of the 
country, and the parties charged thus with abusing the trust that 
was reposed in them now confront the courts for the decision of 
these charges. 

I do not believe that any public interest could be served by a 
Congressional investigation. In the course of my service in Con- 
gress I have had the opportunity of participating in several of 
these investigations. I know the difficulty of making such inves- 
tigations; the difficulty of securing testimony; the difficulty of 
covering such cases inany adequate way. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. CARMACK] has said that an Executive Department 
ought not to investigate itself. The fact is that every Depart- 
ment of our Government is organized by law with the machinery 
for investigating its own business. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





Does the Senator from Iowa 


| yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I did notsay that the Executive Departments 
ought not to investigate themselves. I say that they ought not 
to have the exclusive right in that particular. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Verywell. I gathered the opinion that these 
were practically charges and suspicions against the President or 
against the Postmaster-General or against high and responsible 
public officials of the Government. I am, for one, glad to say 
and to believe that even in the heat of partisan malice no such 
suspicions have been engendered in any quarter, and that the 
public confidence in the high and responsible officials of the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government have been untouched even 
by the breath of suspicion. 

There is no sense, no reason, in my judgment, for supposing 
that the Post-Office Department itself is at a moral disadvantage 
in conducting investigations of the transaction of its own subor- 
dinates; in fact, that great Department and all the other great De- 
partments of the Government are specifically equipped by law 
with the exact machinery required for such investigation. Take, 
for example, these charges against the former chief of the divi- 
sion of salaries and allowances of the Post-Office Department of 
dividing the profits of contracts with the parties with whom they 
had entered into contracts. By what possible means coulda Con- 
gressional investigation have entered into a question of that sort? 

They could investigate the accounts, but the accounts were all 
right uponthe books. They could investigate acts, but the public 
acts of those officials were presumably correct and according to 
the best standard. The defect lay in the fact that, secretly and 
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corruptly, officials charged with the transaction of that kind of 
business had divided the profits of contracts with the parties with 
whom they were authorized by law to enter into contract. I have 
never been able to see how any committee of Congress could have 
made any impression upon a situation like that. It requires an 
elaborate effort of the most expert detective force existing, I be- 
lieve, in the United States, public or private, to make the slightest 
impression upon a situation like that. 


The Post-Office Department is equipped with inspectors trained | 


in the business of criminal detection. The whole corps of post- 
office detectives was put at the service of the Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General, as, patiently and quietly and secretly and by 
the most approved methods, he entered into an investigation of 
these matters. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the national-bank examiners. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. As well as other expert criminal detectives 
connected with the Treasury Department. So, what has been 
done has been done with the machinery with which no committee 
of Congress could possibly be equipped, and it is, in my judg- 
ment, absolutely incontrovertible that no committee of Congress, 
in the very nature of the case, could add to the tangible results 
with which that work of criminal detection has been entered into 
by the Post-Office Department itself. 

Fortunately, the work was carried on not only with ample ma- 
chinery to transact it well, but it was carried on with the personal 
and earnest cooperation of the President of the United States, of 
the Postmaster-General, whose honesty and integrity of purpose 
ought not to be impugned here, I think, and it was placed in the 
hands of a man who, with long experience in the postal service 
and with special skill and ability for that business, has brought 
to light all the misfeasances and malfeasances in public office 
connected with that Department which are accessible to the in- 
sight of criminal detection, and yet we are called upon to take up 
the work where they laid it down. 

It is said that that recommendation has been made by some- 
body. Ican find in the record no indication that anybody con- 
nected with the Post-Office Department feels that that work has 
been so insufficiently done as to require the intervention of Con- 
gress. The President certainly doesnot feelso. The Postmaster- 
General does not feel so. 

Mr. Bristow himself does not suggest that if he had had more 
time or more facilities he could have gone further and done bet- 
ter work. Mr. Conradand Mr. Bonaparte, appointed special agents 
in connection with some of these prosecutions, make no such sug- 
gestion, so far asIcan find. The suggestion comes on this floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Conrad and Mr. Bonaparte both recom- 
mend further investigation. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Theyrecommend that the Department itself 
conduct investigations of the post-office in Washington and the 
post-office in New York and some other matters, and suggest they 
have no doubt their views upon the matter have been anticipated 
by the Department, as they actually have beenanticipated. They 
recommend no investigation by Congress. 

Now, what is the object of bringing this matter into the Senate 
and into the House of Representatives? I do not want to become 
partisan. I agree entirely with my friend the Senator from Ten- 


nessee that matters like these ought not to be colored by the differ- | 


ences of our partisan politics; and yet it appears to me that there 
is not absent altogether that fine party motive which would set 
the Post-Office Committee of this y to an unlimited and un- 
profitable restating of these cases and a reexamination of these 
matters which have been practically disposed of. For one, I do 
not believe that any public interest can be conserved by the Post- 
Office Committee of this body or by the Senate itself spending the 
coming summer in filling the air with scandals and noises and 
suspicions about matters which have already been thoroughly in- 
vestigated and placed before the grand jury, where they belong. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will my friend the Senator from Iowa par- 
don me for the suggestion that if we are partisans in endeavoring 
to get light, the Senators on the other side are as fully or more par- 
tisan in an endeavor to shut it off? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not recognize that anybody here—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The party in power has more to gain from 
preventing an investigation which will disclose corruption than 
the party out of power has to gain from letting on the light. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wewant to turn the rascals out. 
to keep them in. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. We have already 


You want 


resented to the grand 
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out the light, and has shut out nolight. The trouble with the 
Senator from South Carolina is that, unsatisfied apparently with 
the light that has been shed upon these matters, he proposes that 
the Post-Office Committee shall spend the summer in shedding 
darkness upon the situation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me again? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What about those rural-delivery boxes? The 
same men who are now under indictment, charged with malfea- 
sance and corruption and stealing, are the very fellows who have 
had the manipulation and control of the rural free-delivery busi- 
ness. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly, and that is exactly 

Mr. TILLMAN. Hold on. The investigation has not gone 
into that at all. It has been confined to the city-delivery boxes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. You can not convince the chief of the rural 
free-delivery division that the investigation has not struck him, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Neither can you convince Mr. Perry Heath 
that he is at all smirched by this report. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not want—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The secretary of the Republican national 
committee stands abroad in daylight as an honorable and honest 
man, while his reputation has been—well, it has been tattooed 
with charges of stealing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not desire to be drawn into a defense 
of anybody, although I know of nothing which would warrant an 
attack of that sort upon Mr. Perry Heath. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam speaking only of the accusations made 
by Mr. Bristow’s report. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ibelieve, if the Senator will permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I must get back in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I only rely upon these documents for what! 
have said against Mr. Heath. I can read from them if the Sena- 
tor desires. I can read the charges, the grave and most damnable 
charges, made against Mr. Heath. 

he DOLLIVER. Has the Senator from South Carolina fin- 
ished? 

Mr. TILLMAN. For the present. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, My reading of the Bristow report does not 
indicate that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General draws any 
conclusion at all with respect to Mr. Heath or makes any charge 
against him. If there is any charge involved in it, it is a recita- 
tion of the testimony that has passed through his hands in respect 
of some of these transactions. 

So far as these boxes are concerned, my recollection of the mat- 
ter is that the exact thing for which the chief of the division of 
rural free delivery is now standing before the court is connected 
with the fraudulent purchase of boxes and other post-office ma- 
terials. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Forcities. Thereis nothing here that! have 

| heard of 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There are many indictments against him. 
Mr. TILLMAN. There is nothing here that I have heard of, 
| although I may be in error, in regard to forcing the farmers to 
| purchase boxes from a given number of manufacturers with whom 
some parts of the Post-Office machinery, under the management 
| which we have had, were in collusion and received a rake off, so 
| to speak. If he would rake off on city-delivery boxes, why would 
| he not rake off on rural-delivery boxes? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Caro- 

| lina must get permission to interrupt. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg pardon of the Chair and of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The presiding officer is very 
kindly disposed, and if further interruptions occur he will have 
to call upon the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Prrrvs| to 
take the chair. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, all of these matters are 1n- 

cluded in the investigation which Mr. Bristow made. | have 

listened to all these speeches, and none of the distinguished Sen- 
| ators know anything about the Post-Office Department, in connec- 
| tion with this malfeasance in office, except what they have learned 
| from Mr. Bristow’s report. I for one, having been somewhat 
| interested as a member of the Post-Office Committee in these )To 
| ceedings, have made up my mind that that report has brouy!)! 
| light whatever abuses existed in the Post-Office Departmen‘, ind 
| that if other branches of the Post-Office Department are te b su 
| jected to suspicion, there will not be wanting either the purpos® 


| 


jury such misfeasances as we have found, not as a matter of par- | or the ability on the part of the Postmaster-General, actin’ in 


tisan administration, but as a matter of the administration of | conformity with the well-known wishes of the President 0! 


justice. The Republican party has nothing to gain by shutting 


the 
United States, to bring the offenses to light and the offende's © 
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I regard any further agitation of the matter here as mere 
artisan Clamor intended to fill the air with noise for the possible 

. nefit of a political party which has possibly something to gain 
this matter, but certainly has nothing to lose. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is a little difficult to ascertain 

vhat is the attitude of the dominant party in this Chamber on 


justice. 


on 


the pending question. Day before yesterday we were told by 
a distinguished Senator on the other side, apparently speaking for 
his associates, that the investigation would be made fully and 
frankly, but that it should be made by the party in power and 
that the minority should have nothing to say one way or the other 
about it. The distinguished junior Senator from lowa { Mr. Dot- 
LIVER] now announces that in the first place the Senate is not 
capable of making this investigation so thoroughly as the Depart- 
ment is capable of investigating itself; and then he added that 
the whole question is already settled in his mind; all the frauds 
have been brought to the front and been presented and no more 
can be presented. 

He is confident of that, but he is not quite so confident of it as to 
be willing that there should be an investigation to see whether or 
not itis a fact. He is a little afraid that he may be mistaken and 
that there may be other frauds which have not come to the front, 
and so he is going to oppose any further investigation on the 
ground that he is satisfied. Mr. President, he may be satisfied. 
1 doubt whether anybody else than the junior Senator from Iowa 
is satisfied. I know a good many Senators here are not satisfied. 

I think it is exceedingly unfortunate that a question of this kind 
must be brought into the arena of politics. It certainly was not 
brought in from this side of the Chamber. The moment it was 
suggested that there should be an investigation of the Depart- 
ment, that moment on the other side of the Chamber it was 
treated as an attack upon the Administration, and the language 
of the Senator who has just taken his seat indicates that that is 
the standpoint from which he looks at it—that it is purely and 
simply a political attack. If that is true and if every time the 
minority, or even a member of the party in power, shall suggest 
an investigation it is to be taken as an attack upon the Adminis- 
tration, there will never be very much of frauds uncovered. 


I know well enough that the administration in a Department | 


may be very corrupt, and the head of the Department may be as 
pure and clean as it is possible for a mantobe. The Postmaster- 
General can not know all the details that are going on in his 
Department, and you may uncover unheard-of frauds in the Post- 
Office Department, and yet it may not be that he is guilty of any 
crime. Hemay be guilty of negligence, and he may not. Hemay 
think that the Department is well officered and well equipped, 
and he may trust men, because he must trust somebody; and it is 
not an attack upon the Postmaster-General to say that there are 
in his Department offenses which have not yet been uncovered. 

The Senator says they have uncovered everything. This ex- 
amination, thorough as it may be so far as it has gone, has not 
gone to the entire Department, and the Senator from Iowa knows 
that. He assumes that they have examined every bureau and 
every division of the Post-Office Department, and that those they 
have not examined are not guilty of any crime and there is not 
any corruption in that section. That is not a very wise conclu- 
sion for us to come to. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattr] thinks we here in 
the Senate should not assert the right to make an examination 
unless it is recommended by some committee, composed of our 
associates, With no greater opportunities of knowing than the 
rest of us, but who happen to be accidentally, by the selection of 
the party, appointed upon the committee to which similar sub- 
jects are intrusted, and that then the whole conscience of the 
Senate must be delivered over to that committee. Then the 





-initted in the Post-Office Department. 


| not equipped. 


right of this body, independent of any committee, independent of 
any body except itself, to examine any Department of this Goy- 
ernment, high or low, and I am astonished that any Senator here 
should hesitate about or question that right. It is not for me to 
say what is proper for the other side to do from a political stand- 
point, but it seems to me from a public standpoint, from the 
standpoint of the interest of the public, from the standpoint of 
the good of the public, that an investigation in this case is abso- 
lutely essential and absolutely necessary, and I do not think it is 
answered when one Senator gets up here and says, *‘ Oh, there is 
no occasion for an investigation. We have already uncovered all 
the crimes, and no more can be found.” 

There were two investigations, I understand, one of them by 
the House and one by the Senate, and they reported that there 
were nocrimes there, that there were no defalcations and no dere- 
lictions of duty; and if the Senator from Iowa had been called 
upon for his judgment by the Postmaster-General, he would have 
said promptly, ‘‘ Two examinations have been made here, and no 
improprieties have been discovered; therefore it is not worth 
while for you to make an investigation.”” He would have 
as was said by an official, the whole thing is “* hot air.” 

Mr. President, a former employee of this Department paraded 
these streets for more than a straight year declaring to the pub- 
lic and detailing to the public the frauds that were being com- 
He had come out of that 
Department. He was declared by the Postmaster-General to be 
a slanderer. He was declared to be a slanderer by these men 
who are now under indictment; and it was only when the out- 
side public, the newspapers and public opinion, compelled the in- 
vestigation in that Department that it was made. 

I do not mean to say that it was not properly made when made; 
I do not mean to say that the Postmaster-General did not believe 
that the charges were “ hot air’’—I presume he did; but, after all, 
it was not a self-investigation. It was not an investigation origi- 
nating in the Department. It originated, as the President said 
substantially in one of his papers, although I do not remember 
which, as an investigation demanded and brought about by out- 
side influences. The public will never be satisfied until there is 
an investigation of that question independent of the men who are 
likely to be smirched, either directly or indirectly or inferentially, 
with reference to the disclosures that may there be made. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLrver] thinks we have not the 
machinery. There is not any intricacy connected with the power 
of investigation by any legislative department with which we are 
If you want to call detectives, we have them, or the 
power to call them. If you want to call accountants, yon can 
call them from the ends of the earth, and there is not an intricate 
bookkeeping system which can not be brought before the Senate 
so that, by the aid of the men we are entitled and authorized to 
employ in a Senatorial investigation, every Senator will under- 
stand it. 

Mr. President, it is a most astonishing thing to me to hear 
Senators deny our power and deny our capabilities, and then 
deny our qualifications. We are unfit to sit in the Senate if we 
are not capable of carrying on this investigation in a way to un- 
earth all the frauds that may be existing in any Department of 
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| this Government, and the people of the United States look to 


Senator from Connecticut, in order that the committee may make | 


&report such as he wants, gets up and announces that. in his 
judgment, there is not any occasion for a report from this com- 


mittee in favor of an investigation, and, unless the committee | 
does so report, that ought to be the end of the whole transaction. 


The junior Senator from Iowa follows in the same line. He 
wants the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to under- 


stand that there is no occasion for an investigation, and I suppose | 


they will be somewhat influenced by the ideas of their associates 
on the subject. 
And yet we were told day before yesterday that there was to 
> a2 Open investigation of everything. I think the Senator from 
lassachusetts [Mr. LopGE] reserved the right to have his party 
it, and indicated that any attempt on our part to interfere from 
this side would be an offense, I suppose, against the proprieties of 
this body. But, Mr. President, that is not true. 
Now, if this matter takes a political shape, I want to say that I 
ave heard nothing of that character. except as brought out by 
the statement from the other side that the suggestions for an in- 
vestigation were for a purely political purpose. 
Mr. President, I stood the other day and stand now for the 


us—to the legislative branch of the Government and not to the 
executive branch—to tell them whether the executive branch is 
full of corruption or whether it is not. You will hear a roar 
from the people before you get through with this matter which 
will make you tremble in your seats, Senators, unless yon give 
heed to the public demand which is heard in your own news- 
papers and from your own leading men in this country that there 
shall be a thorough investigation, not by the men charged with 
the offenses, but by men who are supposed to be capable of mak- 
ing the investigation and to be above suspicion. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WAGON ROAD, MARICOPA OOUNTY, ARIZ. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ont of order I ask unanimous consent to 
submit a report from the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the report 
will be received. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. From the Committee on Territories, to 


whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7273) to enable the city of 


Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in Mari- 
copa County, Ariz., severally to issue the bonds of said munici- 
palities for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a freight- 
| ing and wagon road from any convenient point in the Salt River 
Valley to the Salt River reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, 
Ariz., I report it without amendment and ask for its present 
consideration. 














The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from the Committee on Territories, reports a bill for which he 


The Senator from Indiana, 
asks present consideration. It will be read to the Senate for its 
information. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to reserve the right to object to the 
bill when read. Ido not know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That right is in the Senator. 
The bill is to be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. lIask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would make a statement 
showing just what it is. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am going to do so. 
but hope to make it clear. 

Mr. President, the Government under the irrigation act is build- 
ing a dam on the Salt River, by the route as now existing a hun- 
dred and ten miles above the Salt River Valley, which is to cost 
about $3,000,000; in fact, entirely $3,000,000. That sum, together 
with all expenses in addition to the sum for building the dam 
itself, must, under the law, be paid back in the course of ten 
years by the farmers of Salt River Valley in Arizona. These 
charges, in addition to the cost of building the dam, also include 
freightage and the building of a trail for taking things up there 
and everything of that kind. At present the shortest route is 110 
miles over precipitous mountains, very difficult, indeed, to travel. 
The next shortest and perhaps the easiest routé is four hundred 
and some miles, partly over two railroads and partly by a very 
imperfect stage route. 

It is proposed by this bill to enable the people of the valley 
which js to be benefited by the waters to be impounded by this 
dam to join the Government in making the trailway which the 
Government is now making a good road, so that they can take 
freight up there cheaply, so that they can have easy communica- 
tion with that region, and so that the mines in the neighborhood 
of the dam may be reached easily and cheaply. 

This road will shorten the route to the dam to perhaps 50 or 75 
miles, and will save to these men a very large sum of money, the 
exact amount of which nobody can now estimate, which these 
men themselves must pay back to the Government in the next 
ten years under the irrigation law. Therefore it is a bill to per- 
mit the people of Salt River Valley to issue bonds to raise some 
money to be added to the money that the Government is going to 
expend in building up the telephone and telegraph line to this 
site, so in the end to save them a very large sum of money, and 
80 also.to improve communication and everything else. 

I could go into some details. There are many things to be done 
for which this highway is absolutely needed. The sum proposed 
is $50,000, which will probably slightly exceed the 4 per cent limi- 
tation on the taxation. 

This, I think, is a fair outline of the purpose of the bill. 
in itself of large importance to the people living in Salt River 
Valley, in which are located Phoenix, Tempe, and Mesa. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

rield? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I merely want information. I ask the Senator 
what is the limitation on the amount, and how is it fixed? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The limitation on the amount is 2 per 
cent, of which as much as may be necessary is to be added to the 
amount the Government is now putting in a trailway. That is 
merely a temporary affair for taking up the telephone and tele- 
graph line, and things of that kind, on which $25,000 will be ex- 
pended. I understand from the Delegate from the Territory that 
the Government will add $25,000 to that, or $50,000 in all, if the 
citizens who are to be benefited by the enterprise will add $50.000 
more, making $100,000 in all. The exactamount is left indefinite. 

Mr. TELLER. What will that amount to? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The assessed value of Phoenix, Tempe, 
and Mesa is $5,505,000. The bill enables these towns to issue 
bonds on their taxable property. 
$114,000. 


¥ will condense it, 


It is proposed to authorize these three towns to issue 


bonds to build this road not to exceed 2 per cent of the assessed | 


valuation. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest that I think the wisest way 
to pass this bill is to limit absolutely the amount of bonds they 
shall issue. The Senator ought to be able to do that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think a 2 per cent limitation ought to be 
definite enough. I suggest to the Senator that he will himself 
readily see that it would not be wise to fix a definite sum except 
as by a per cent, for the reason that it can not be told at the pres- 
ent time just how much to a dot will be required to build 
road. 
the impounding fund, from which the dam itself is built, and it 
is dons as an accessory to the building of the dam itself. Now, 
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the Government proposes, for the purpose of making a perma- 
nent way, to save it freightage and everything else, to add $25 ,()()0), 
if these people will pay the other part of it. So it isa matter of 
the future—it can not be a matter of present estimate. For that 
reason it has been put within a percentage limitation. 

It was thought by the House, which passed the bill unanimou ly, 
and by the House committee, which reported the bill favora}jy 
without division, that that would be a better way. It fixes tho 
limitation and at the same time permits a flexibility of judgment 
upon the exact sum to be expended. In any event it can not cost 
the people more than $50,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Not more than $50,000? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, That is what I unders‘and from the Dele. 
gate. It would take about $100,000 to build that road. Of that 
$100,000 the Government proposes to add to its present $2) 
$25,000, making $50,000, and then it will require about $5) ()\) 
more from these people, making $100,000. It is a matter of very 
great concern to them, because the freights alone that they would 
have hereafter to pay would cost considerably more than the 
amount required to build the road itself. 

Mr. TELLER. Have you amended the House bill at all? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We have reported it without amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to object under the circum- 
stances, although I want to say generally that I am going to ob- 
ject to the report of a bill and its passage on the same day, unless 
it shall be a pension bill. I do not believe init. I shall make no 
objection in this case, however. 


oon 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bill may be passed at this tine. | 


happen to know something about the situation out there and the 
people who are interested im the road, From all I know of it 
there is no trouble about it at all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is it precisely. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I have learned a little about t! 
bill this morning, but in the time allotted I have not been able to 
become as familiar with it as I should like to be. I am a men- 
ber of the Territorial Committee, but the bill has not been before 
the committee for investigation and discussion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The committee was polled. 

Mr. BATE. The committee was polled, and all signed the re- 
port except myself, 

This is a very peculiar case, and it has been my custom to ob 
to any such legislation wherever it exceeds 4 per cent, wh 
the amount stated in what is known asthe ‘*‘ Harrison law,” which 
is in vogue now in all the Territories. This exceeds that, it seems, 
and I have been objecting to all such bills by the way of protect- 
ing the people against monopolistic tendencies. 

This is a very peculiar case, but after what was said by the 
Senator from Illinois just now, and as it does not involve a great 
deal, Iam willing,so far as I am concerned, to waive the objection 
| I generally have to such legislation. It is very necessary for those 
people to do what they ask in order to put them in a good condi- 
tion in relation to public roads and in relation to the places they 
are seeking to get in connection with on Salt River. 

Another objection I have to this legislation, but it is not a fatal 
one, is that I do not like to see municipalities or States or Term- 
tories go into partnership with the General Government. [ls 
involves a kind of partnership of this road with the Genera! Gov- 
ernment, and I object toit on that account. But it is a smal 
| matter and very much needed, and I therefore waive any 0!) 

tion on that ground, although I originally intended to 
| against it. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana 
whether the city or the State is going to issue the bonds’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, sir; the three towns. 

Mr. SMOOT. Three towns? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMOOT. And for the purpose of building a road outs! 
of the limits of those three cities? ; 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is for the purpose of building « roa 
from these cities and the lands adjacent to them up to the cam 
itself. As it is now, they have to send provisions and ther 
kinds of freight, including machinery and everything necess*"); 
by one of two routes. One is 110 miles long, is very diffi 
deed, and imperfect, over precipitous mountains; and 0 
other, 400 miles long, it can not be done without great ex) 

Mr. SMOOT. I understood that; but my point is that. 
money is to be spent from three points for the purpose 0} buvtu! 
a road outside the cities? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Government authorizes the sper 
money raised by bonds upon the city property for the pu! 
' building a road outside of the city limits? 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. It does. 

Mr. SMOOT. The bill gives the authorization? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will see that the three towns 
are to be benefited really by the building of the dam, which im- 
pounds about 1,500,000 acre-feet of water, and they have to pay 


hack to the Government. They want to pay back just as little as 
they can, and the bill enables them to get up to the dam. 

Mr. SMOOT. My idea is that the money can not be spent out- 
side of the city limits unless this bill authorizes it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know. It does authorize it. 

Mr. SMOOT. If it does, it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to have the title of the bill read. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to say in this connection that I do not un- 
derstand the bill involves the right of the Government to build 
the road. If so, I should object to it on that ground. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; of course it does not. 

Mr. BATE. This is not aroad for the Government to build 
itself, but these cities ask the aid of the Government in doing it? 
The question of the right of the Government to do so is not in- 
volved in it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
Iam called out of the Chamber. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr.CARMACK. I simply wish toask unanimous consent that 
the pending resolution may go over until Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To be taken up immediately 
after the morning business? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the Post-Office Department resolu- 
tion may go over until Monday morning, to be taken 7 immedi- 
ately after the routine business. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 


EXTENSION OF PIPE LINES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 465) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in 
certain streets in the city of Washington,’’ approved May 19, 1896. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It pro to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act to permit 
the Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets 
in the city of Washington,” approved May 19, 1896, by adding a 
new section, to stand as section 4, as follows: 

Src. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to permit extensions of the pipe lines of the said Pintsch Com- 
pressing Company to reach the site of the Union Passenger Station or the 
terminals connected therewith. And the said Commissioners are further 
authorized to permit the relaying of the pipes of said company to accom- 
modate changes in the authorized grades of streets: Provided, That all such 
work shall be done according to regulations to be approved by the said 
{ommissioners and under the conditions named in said act, approved May 

, 1896 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Is there objection to the pres- | 


A bill (S. 215) granting a pension to Mary D. Perry; 
oheue™ (S. 338) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 

att; 

A bill (S. 339) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. 
Richardson; 

A bill (S. 367) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Richardson; 

A bill (S. 368) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Wilcox; 

A bill (S. 1604) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Bishop; 

A bill (S. 1652) granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 
McMillan: 

A bill (S. 1704) granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 


| Ritchhart: 


| 


| 


| 
Banks; 


Yee 


A bill (S. 1755) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

A bill (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 
Cushman; 

A bill (S.1 
Bard; 

A bill (S. 1819) granting 
Skinner; 

A bill (8. 1832) granting 
Herron; 

A bill (S. 1913) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. 
Harrison; 

. Am (S. 1929) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
pahr; 

A bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to John Mona- 
an; 

A bill (S. 1984) granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts; 
on bill (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 

1tes; 

“ae bill (S. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Hampton C. 

Vatson; 

A bill (S. 2125) granting an increase of pension to Marcus T. 
Caswell; and 

A bill (S. 2218) granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. 
Tisdel. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 9160) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904,” approved March 3, 1903; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


~~ 
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) granting an increase of pension to Louise K. 
an increase of pension to Charles P. 


an increase of pension to George W. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9160) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904,’ approved March 3, 1903, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and ten min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
day, January 11, 1904, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate January 8, 19 


O4 
AUDITOR FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Joseph J. McCardy, of Minnesota, to be Anditor for the Post- 


Office Department, to succeed Henry A. Castle, resigned. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
. the following bills: 
A bill (8. 6) granting a pension to Cora M. Converse; 


A bill (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- | 


man; 
A bill (8.8) granting an increase of pension to Perry Kittredge; 
A bill (S. 11) granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 
. bill (S. 65) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
en; 
A bill (8. 112) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Hammond; 
A bill (S. 187) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly; 


e a (S. 172) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Cc aren; 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Luman T. Hoy, of Dlinois, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, to succeed Hor- 
ace H. Thomas, removed. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
George F. Roth, of New York, to be collector of customs for 


| the district of Genesee, in the State of New York, to succeed 


Henry Harrison, whose term of office will expire by limitation 


| January 21, 1904. 


| 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be Lieutenant-General. 


Maj. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, United States Army, January 9, 
1904, vice Young, to be retired from active service. 


















To be major-generals. 


srig. Gen. William A. Kobbé, United States Army, January 9, 
1904. vice Chaffee. to be appointed Lieutenant-General. 
srig. Gen. Joseph P. Sanger, United States Army, vice Kobbé, 
to be retired from active service. 
Brig. Gen. Alfred E. Bates, Paymaster-General, vice Sanger, 
to be retired from active service. 
Brig. Gen. Wallace F. Randolph, Chief of Artillery, vice Bates, 
to be retired from active service. 





dolph, to be retired from active service. 





To be brigadier-generals. 


Col. Alfred Mordecai, Ordnance Department, vice Kobbé, to be 
appointed major-general, United States Army. 

Col. Harry L. Haskell, Third Infantry, vice Sanger, to be ap- 
pointed major-general, United States Army. 

Col. Forrest H. Hathaway, Assistant Quartermaster-General, 
vice Mordecai, to be retired from active service. 










from active service. 





be retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Charles J. Allen, Corps of Engineers, vice Taylor, 
to be retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Theodore E. True, Deputy Quartermaster-General, 
vice Butler, to be retired from active service. 

Col. Frank M. Coxe, Assistant Paymaster-General, vice Allen, 
to be retired from active service. 









from active service. 

Col. William E. Dougherty, Eighth Infantry, vice Coxe, to be 
retired from active service. 

Col. William 8S. McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, vice Kline, to 
be retired from active service. 








Academy (captain, First Cavalry), vice Dougherty, to be retired 
from active service. 





































ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Col. John P. Story, Artillery Corps, to be Chief of Artillery 
with the rank of brigadier-general, vice Randolph, to be ap- 
pointed major-general, United States Army. 


PAY DEPARTMENT. 


Col. Francis S. Dodge, Assistant Paymaster-General, to be 
Paymaster-General with the rank of brigadier-general, for the 

sriod of four years, vice Bates, to be appointed major-general, 

Jnited States Army. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Col. Alexander Mackenzie, Corps of Engineers, to be Chief of 
Engineers with the rank of brigadier-general, vice Gillespie, to 
be appointed major-general, United States Army. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 
Lieut. Col. Francis S. Dodge, Deputy Paymaster-General, to be 


Assistant Paymaster-General with the rank of colonel, vice Coxe, 
to be appointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 


CAVALRY ARM, 


First Lieut. Willard H. McCornack, Eleventh Cavalry, to be 
captain, December 21, 1903, vice Moses, Ninth Cavalry, detailed 
as paymaster. 

Second Lieut. Oscar S. Lusk, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 21, 1903, vice McCornack, Eleventh Cavalry, 
promoted. 

INFANTRY ARM. 


First Lieut. Joseph L. Gilbreth, Fourteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, November 21, 1903, vice Sigworth, Ninth Infantry, detailed 
as quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. Nels Dicmann Anderson, Seventh Infantry (now 
serving under the name of Nels Anderson), to be first lieutenant 
of infantry, September 23, 1903, vice Glidden, Nineteenth Infan- 
try, promoted. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn January 8, 1904. 


as first lieutenant of infantry in the Army of the United States, 
submitted to the Senate December 8, 1903. 
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Brig. Gen. George L. Gillespie, Chief of Engineers, vice Ran- 


Col. Asher C. Taylor, Artillery Corps, vice Haskell, to be retired | 


Col. John G. Butler, Ordnance Department, vice Hathaway, to | 


Col. Jacob Kline, Twenty-first Infantry, vice True, to be retired 


Col. Albert L. Mills, Superintendent United States Military | 


Second Lieut. Nels Anderson, Seventh Infantry, for promotion | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, January 8, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupkgn, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next, 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committeo 
on Revision of the Laws, I offer the following resolution grant- 
ing authority to that committee to sit during the sessions of the 
| House. 
| The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on Revision 
of the Laws offers the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committeeon Revision of the Laws be authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
| A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr, 
| BARNES, one of his secretaries. 
BOLL WEEVIL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, under the unanimous con- 
sent granted yesterday I call up House bill 9160. I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurLEson] fifteen minutes’ time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be reported by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9160) toamend the act entitled “An act making appropria- 


tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904,” approved March 3, 1903. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas |[Mr. BurLEson]. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill of great impor- 
tance, not alone to Texas, but to all States engaged in the pro- 
duction of cotton. I desire to make grateful acknowledgment to 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and the mem- 
bers of that committee for their promptness in reporting same. 
This bill apparently carries a large appropriation; but in this 
connection I desire to direct attention of the House to the fact 
that, as a matter of fact, this is not a new appropriation. It is 
simply a diversion of a part of the fund which was appropriated 
last year to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to stamp out the 
foot-and-mouth disease in the New England States. A careful 
consideration of its provisions will disclose that it will not add 
i cent to the aggregate of appropriations to be made for the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 

Now, with reference tothe purposes of the bill, I beg the atten- 
| tion of the Members of the House fora fewmoments. The Mex- 
| ican cotton-boll weevil is an insect pest which invaded Texas from 
the Republic of Mexico about eleven or twelve years ago. lt 
feeds and breeds exclusively on the cotton plant. Prior to its in- 
vasion of the State which I have the honor in part to represent 
it had ravished the cotton cropsof the southern part of Mexico to 
such an extent that in the Tamaulipas section the cultivation of 
this staple had been wholly abandoned. It entered Texas in tho 
lower Rio Grande section, an area where cotton is but little culti- 
vated. At first it made but little progress. Itspread very slowly 
for the reason that the Mexican boll weevil feeds and breeds alone 
upon cotton; and inasmuch as cotton was sparsely cultivated in 
that section, it could spread but slowly. 

After a lapse of a few years, prior to which time the pest a 
tracted but little attention, it reached Fayette, Washington. bur- 
leson, and Lee counties, that section of continuous cotton cultiva 
tion and where cotton is the principal crop. It then fastened the 
attention of the entire country. From that period it spread more 
rapidly until to-day it infests more than 100 counties in Texas 
where cotton is cultivated, and year by year is enlarging the field 
of its operations. It now covers 32 per cent of the cotton area - 
the United States. I have been instrumental heretofore in 0” 
taining from Congress three appropriations for the purpose , am0nS 
others, of investigating the life history and habits of this inse'! 
pest. The first was secured as long ago as 1900. The amounts 
of these appropriations have been expended under the direction ‘ 
the Secretary of Agriculture by the scientist connected with out 
Division of Entomology. . 

These gentlemen have reached certain definite conclusions and 
| results which can be safely relied upon. One conclusion they 

have arrived at is thatno insecticide application will destroy this 
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insect. Hundreds of poisonous applications have been applied to 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I should like the gentleman 


the cotton plant invested with the weevil; in fact, a multitude of | to state whether Texas has made any appropriation for the exter- 


remedies have been suggested and tried; and all have failed owing 
to the peculiar habits and life of the insect. When it is in em- 
bryo it is enveloped in the cotton form so that no poisonous ap- 
plication can reach it, and when it has reached the adult stage 
it feeds only upon the cotton leaf, but feeds only upon the inner 
surface of the leaf, nature having provided it with tentacles with 
which it scrapes off the outer surface and of course with it any 
poisonous matter which may be already applied to the leaf, so 
that itis not affected by poison. We have despaired of being 
able to destroy it by such means. These scientists have also 
reached the conclusion that no practical mechanical device can 
be devised which willextirpate them. 





The State of Texas offered $50,000 for a remedy, either poisonous | 


or of a chemical or mechanical nature, which would destroy this 
pest. : . : , OV ! 
of a mechanical turn in Texas and many beyond the limits of our 
State, and every appliance that could be conceived of was manu- 
factured and tried, and all resulted in complete failure as far as 


This reward stimulated the inventive genius of every man | 


the complete destruction of this pest isconcerned. Thus the door | 


of hope in this direction was practically closed. 

After most searching investigation, having in this connection 
consulted with the entomological authorities of the Republic of 
Mexico, the conclusion was reached that there is no efficient para- 


site of a predatory nature, or natural enemy, that will destroy | 


the boll weevil. 

Daring the last session of our State legislature, looking to a 
measure of relief in this direction, a law was enacted prohibiting 
the killing of all characters of birds, ‘‘ from the humming bird to 
the buzzard,’’ as it was commonly expressed at the time. As a 
result of this very wise law birds of all kinds have increased, but 
notwithstanding this fact the boll weevil still abides with us, and 
conviction is driven home that no substantial help will come from 
that quarter. 

Now, a word about the destructiveness of this pest, which propa- 
gates with such rapidity that no one could question its earnest 
opposition to race suicide, anent which recently we have heard 
something. 

During the last crop year it destroyed at a very low estimate 
$30,000,000 worth of cotton in the State of Texas. 
one-third of the cotton crop of the United States. 

There is no doubt that during the past few years this insect has 
damaged the cotton producers in Texas $150,000,000. This in 
Texas alone, and Texas produces only one-third of the cotton of 
the United States. Wellmay we ask, What can be expected when 
this pest covers our entire cotton area? What effect will the de- 
creased supply of cotton have on the price of the staple? What 


effect will this have on the manufacturing of cotton in our own | 


section and in New, England? 
world's trade? 

The twelve cotton States produce81 percent of the world’s sup- 
ply of cotton. If this pest in one year, at a low estimate, destroys 
$30,000,000 in value of this great staple in one State, what amount 
of destruction will it do after it has covered the entire cotton area 
of our country? Our distinguished Chief of the Division of En- 
tomology has stated that in his opinion, unless something can be 
done to stop the progress of this pest, which he doubts, it will 
- ne cover the entire area of cotton production in the United 

states, 

The last cotton crop of the United States aggregated in value 
more than one-half a billion of dollars; next to wheat it is the 
most important crop that grows, being more essential to the uses 
of mankind. It is a potential factor in the balance struck each 
year between the great powers which are struggling to control 
the trade of the world. For thirteen years the balance of trade 
has been in favor of our country. Cotton has furnished two- 
thirds of this trade balance in our favor, and it can not be ques- 
tioned that but for the exportation of cotton we would have 
been a debtor instead of a creditor nation. Texas,as I have 
stated, furnished one-third of the cotton grown in this country. 
T exas has this pest which now menaces this great industry. 

This is a serious problem confronting the people in the cotton- 
producing section. The most earnest attention of the represent- 
ative men in all that section has been given to the solution of 
this problem. They have been unable to solve it. The Secre- 
tary of Agriculture last year visited Texas, the field of operation 
of this pest, and on his return made an earnest recommendation 
that one-half a million dollars be appropriated by Congress to 
enable him to take some measures to arrest the progress or 
lessen the ravages of this insect. This recommendation of the 


What effect will it have on our 


Secretary of Agriculture, in connection with certain bills which 
ave been introduced—— 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 
Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 


Texas produces | 











mination of this pest other than that which he has mentioned. 
Mr. BURLESON. The State of Texas has made the usual ap- 
propriation, which has been expended through our experiment 
station, and 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. How much? 
Mr. BURLESON. I think $10,000 is usually appropriated for 
experiment stations, and $5,000 in addition. Besides, every pro- 





ducer of cotton in Texas is alive to the importance of this prob- 


lem and realizes that unless something is done the principal crop 


| of our State is seriously menaced. 


Mr. DALZELL. May I ask a question? 
to spend this money? 

Mr. BURLESON. The Secretary of Agriculture outlines spe- 
cifically in his annual report (pp. 103-105) how he proposes to spend 
this money in the direction of preventing the rapid spread of this 
insect pest and, if possible, lessening its ravages. 

Now, we have a very considerable crop of cotton in Texas this 
year; but, as we all know, there is an increased demand for cotton 
year by year. The world looks principally to Texas to meet this 
demand with an increased production. I stand here to assert, 
without any fear of contradiction, that this demand can not be 
met unless something can be done to check the ravages of the 
Mexican cotton-boll weevil. 

We confidently believe that the Secretary of Agriculture has 
outlined in his annual report methods which will result in great 
good, and I earnestly hope- 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman state precisely what that 
method is? 

Mr. BURLESON. I will hand the gentleman the Secretary's 
annual report, and he can read it. We have only one hour for 
this bill, and I have not the time within which to state it. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let it be read from the Clerk’s desk 

Mr. BURLE-=ON. Well, I will ask that the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Agriculture on this subject be read from the 
Clerk’s desk. But before the Clerk commences the reading, per- 
mit me tosay in conclusion that this, as I stated in the beginning, 
is not a new appropriation of money. Wesimply propose a diver- 


How do you propose 





| sion of one-quarter of the amount of money appropriated last 


year to stamp out the foot-and-mouth disease in the New England 
States, this diverted amount to come from an unexpended balance 


| of that fund. 


Mr.GILBERT. Will it be an inconvenience for the gentleman 
to turn this way when speaking, so that we may hear him better? 
Mr. BURLESON. Notatall. I beg pardon for seeming toad- 


| dress myself particularly to this side [the Republican side} of the 


House. But the controlling action, as gentlemen know, comes 
from this side, and that was my reason for addressing myself to 
this side. 

I ask now that the recommendations of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RECOMMENDATIONS. 


1. Checking sporadic outbreaks of the weevil—It would seem highly im- 
portant that some action be taken looking to the checking, if practicable, of 
ae outbreaks of the weevil in the territory immediately adjacent to 
that now infested. This could best be accomplished by the organization of a 
corps of competent entomologists and could be carried on in cooperation with 
the State authorities. In order to make this work thoroughly etlective it 
will be necessary for the States interested to enact proper legislation. This 
is a matter that could be handled and guided by those in authority, working 
under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

2. Demonstration work to show the value of improved cultural methods by 
which farmers can produce fair crops in spite of the weevil.—This is the most 
promising field for immediate relief, and owing to the fact that the weevil is 
so far confined to Texas, the work here outlined would necessarily be limited 
more or less to this State, although regions in adjacent territory should also 
have such investigations carried on in them in order that the people may be- 
come enlightened in advance of the insect’s ravages. The object and scope 
of the work would be to show by actual demonstration experiments the 
value of better cultural methods, the vaine of early maturing varieties, and 
the value of and necessity for complete and thorough destruction of all in- 
fested material. To carry out this work thoroughly and effectively would 
require a corps of men familiar with cultural conditions, and who have the 
knowledge and ability to direct the necessary specific work that might be 
ordered by the Secretary of Agriculture. Legislation would be required in 
this case, also, to enforce the destruction of infested material; but, under 
proper organization, this could be brought about. 

8. Work having for its object the production of new, early, and improved 
varieties of cotton.—The value of early varieties has been demonstrated, but 
most of them have serious drawbacks in that they are poor yielders and the 
lint drops out easily during storms. These matters may be corrected by 

roper breeding and selection, and one of the important problems would 
1ave for its object the taking up of this work on a systematic scale, to the 
end of securing sorts which would not only be early, but would be storm 
proof and resistant. 

4. Studies of cotton diseases.—While the boll weevil is mainly in the public 
eye at present, the fact remains that other serious pests of cotton cause great 
lossesannually. It is natural to attribute all losses at the present time tothe 
insect in question, whether these losses be from other insects, diseases, floods, 
droughts, orwhateversource. Reliablestudies indicate that the loss in Texas 
alone from the so-called root-rot disease will, in all probability, aggregate 
several millions of dollars annually. This and other di seases should be thor- 
—, studied, and corrective measures should be adopted. : 

Cotion insects.— What is said of cotton diseases is also true of cotton in- 
s 























sects (especially of the boll-worm) other than the boll weevil. These should 
all receive careful attention, and practical experiments should be carried on 
with a view to lessening the injury caused by them. 

6. Introduction of new crops.—The urgent necessity for the introduction of 
other crops which will take the place of cotton can not be too strongly em- 

yhasized. Cotton, of course, should be grown, but the time is evidently at 
_ when a concerted effort should be made to bring about a change in 
southern agricultura] conditions in the direction of greater diversification. 
This is recognized now as a vital question in the South. In many sections 
already the yield of cotton is barely profitable, so that, when the reduction 
due to the boll weevil and other pests is taken into account, it will be neces- 
sary to abandon cotton growing altogether, while the decreased yield in the 
best districts of the cotton-growing sections renders it more important that 
other crops should be grown. Such crops as alfalfa, sorghum, Kafir corn, 
and corents of various sorts should all receive attention, not only for silage, 
pastures, and winter forage generally, but for green manures as well. 

7. Studies and experiments in connection with methods for the destruction 
and control of the boll weevil and other cotton insects.—It would seem highly 
important that the Government should take cognizance of the many devices 
which are being placed on the market for combating the weevil and other 
insects. This is necessary, as much for positive as negative results. 
dreds of devices and nostrums are offered to the public, and people are led to 
spend money forthem. The Government should be in position to determine, 
once for all, the value or nonvalue of such devices, and thus be able to defi- 
nitely and positively advise on all matters of this kind. Aside from this, the 
Government should take the matter of mechanical devices under thorough 
consideration and should encourage, by the utilization of mechanical experts, 
the construction and use of everything which gives promise of practical value. 

8. Studies of enemies of the insect.—While the studies of the enemies of the 
insect have had, so far, no practical result, there is no doubt that this work 
should be continued, and everything in the nature of enemies, whether they 
be predaceous or parasitic insects, birds, fungous parasites, or others, should 
receive careful attention. 

9. Securing and distributing seed of cotton known to have special value for 
earliness and ability to resist the weevil__Systematic action should, be taken 
in the matter of securing from every source available seed of promising va- 
rieties and thoroughly testing them in the weevil-infested district. In addi- 
tion to this there should bea systematicendeavor to bring together desirable 
varieties from all available sources for advance trials in the sections where 
the insect is likely soon to make an invasion. 

10. General propaganda.—Under this head there should be organized a 
competent corps of efficient workers, who could, with the cooperation of the 
agricultural colleges, farmers’ institutes, State boards of agriculture, and all 
such organized bodies, bring to the attention of planters everywhere the 
latest results as to methods of meeting the present emergency. 


Mr. BURLESON. Most earnest consideration has been given 


Hun- | 
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bodies. The numbers were so great that in the still summer nights the 
sound of their feeding could plainly be heard, while the pattering of their 
excremental golets on the ground sounded like a shower of rain. Valuable 
fruit and shade trees were killed in large numbers by their work and tne 
value of real estate was very considerably reduced. great was the nui- 
sance that it was impossible, for exémple, to hang clothes upon the garden 
clothesline, as they would become covered with the caterpillars and stained 
with their excrement. se 

That certainly reminds us of the old plagues of Egypt, from 
which I suspect these moths must be the lineal descendants, 
They are so ravenous in their appetite that they do not confine 
themselves, like this specialist from Mexico, to one particular 
plant. They feed upon everything thatis green. Trees, garden 
vegetables, everything that comes in their pathway they devas- 
tate. They have in the past laid waste sections of Russia larger 
than the whole of New England and turned them into deserts, 
and they have threatened the destruction not only of everything 
green in New England but of everything green in the United 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, I speak with more confidence in urging considera- 
tion for them because the State of Massachusetts has not waited, 
as the State of Texas has done, for a Government appropriation. 
The State of Massachusetts began in about 1891 to make appro- 
priations from its treasury to stifle and exterminate and contract 
the sphere of these insects. It began with an appropriation of 
$25,000 a year, raised it to $50,000, to $75,000, to $100,000, to 
$150,000, and to $200,000 a year, so that we have spent in that 
State over twelve hundred thousand dollars from the treasury, 
aside from what towns and individuals have expended tocontract 
the area of its ravages. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman if Mas 


| sachusetts was not one of the centers of the epidemic of foot-and- 





this subject by the Committee on Agriculture, and that commit- | 


tee unanimously agreed upon this bill and urged it before the 
great Committee on Appropriations which has reported it. I con- 
fidently hope no opposition will be made to it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ivyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish 
todisparage or depreciate in the least the danger or destructiveness 
of this insect from Mexico. I appreciate that its ravages are not 
only a great calamity to the people of Texas, but are a menace also 
to the whole United States. YetIthink, before Congress starts in 
on a new departure like this—before, for the first time, it makes 
an appropriation to stamp out one of those innumerable insect 

vests which at various times so much trouble the country— 
think it wise we should consider that this is not the only pest 

of that description; that ‘‘ there are others;’’ and I wish particu- 

larly to call the attention of the House to one of those others. 


mouth disease, and if Massachusetts refused to avail herself of 
the advantages of the appropriation made by the last Congress? 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why, no, Mr. Speaker; and 
I am going to ask for an appropriation here. And I would sug- 
gest that probably the reason why this House voted that money 
for the extermination of the foot-and-mouth disease, which was 
at that time prevalent largely in New England, was not because 
New England was menaced by it, but because it was recognized 
that if that disease spread to the large herds of western New York 
and still more if it spread to the herds wandering over the broad 
prairies of the West, it would be impossible to stamp it out, and 


| that there it would mean devastation and annihilation of the 


cattle. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Reasoning by analogy, does not the gentle- 
man realize that there is great danger of this insect, the boll 
weevil, spreading to the Mississippi Valley and thence to Georgia 
and the Carolinas and all the cotton-producing States, and bring- 


| ing great disaster to that section and finally to the manufacturers 
| of New England by cutting off their supply of raw material? 


There is a destructive insect which for the last fifteen years has | 


been operating in New England. I think it is the most formi- 
dable and destructive immigrant that ever landed on these shores. 
It is the gypsy moth. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is that the brown-tailed moth? 

Mr.GILLETT of Massachusetts. Itisnot. Now,itmay be that 
to some Members of the House this insect is a stranger. I presume 
the boll weevil has not been heard of in some sections of the coun- 
try, but this gypsy moth has certainly by its conduct in the past 
earned the right to be looked upon as a national evil, and I suppose 
that what will govern Congress in appropriating against any such 
a pest is whether it is a local or anational calamity. I suggest, in 
the first place, that it is going to be very hard ever to draw that 
line, and that we ought to be very careful and slow when we are 
setting the precedent. 

Now, the history of this gypsy moth is extraordinary. 
introduced here because a naturalist up in Medford, Mass., in a 
desire by cross-breeding to produce anew kind of hardy silkworm 
which could thrive in this country, imported from Europe sev- 
eral specimens of this moth. 
them was tipped over and a few of them flew out of the window, 
and found in the peculiar climate of Massachusetts a new Eden, 
where they throve and multiplied. I suspect that their descend- 
ants have m more numerous than those of Adam and Eve, even 
in theseshort years. They developed in that locality in a few years 
to such an extent that I can best describe it by reading a sentence 
from a report of the Entomologist of the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. These are not the words of an enthusiastic 
person seeking an appropriation or of any gentleman with a night- 
mare. These are the words of the Entomologist of the United 
States Department of Agriculture, who was sent up to study the 
devastations of this insect. He says, on page 9: 


of pedestrians, and a pungent and Ailthy stench arose from their decaying 


I heard of this proposition was yesterday in the Committee 


It was | 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I recognize it, Mr. Speaker. 
I recognize that it applies to both of these insects—the boll weevil 
and the gypsy moth. 

Mr. BOWIE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is there any reason why the gentleman cou! 
not have introduced a bill on that subject and let it come up ' 
its merits, rather than introduce the subject here and in thi 
way, embarrassing another proposition which has been discussed 
and understood by the House for months? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


1 
n 
g 


+ 


Why, Mr. Speaker, the first 
on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. BOWIE. It is in the President’s message, where a recom- 
mendation is made for an appropriation of $500,000, which 1s 


| double the amount asked for in this bill. 


I 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I had not noticed thai 


/ am not saying this for the purpose of embarrassing the measure 


In his study the bottle containing | 


here proposed. I have made this statement as the basis of 
amendment I am going to offer, that is all. I am not offering ' 
amendment for the purpose of interfering with this other (urs 
tion. I am not attempting to show that each one of these insec' 
not extremely dangerous, but that each one is committing ray av 
which may trouble the whole country. I am simply trying ‘° 
show that there is another insect as dangerous as the boll weev!|, 
which equally deserves an appropriation for its extermination 
Mr. BOWIE. Is the gentleman aware that the present hic! 
price of cotton now threatening the cotton industry, both in { 
South and in the New England States, as well as in England, 1s 
largely due to the ravages of the boll weevil; thatit is not a loca 
question, but affects every section, and becomes a national ques- 
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| tion? 


sia : “es he | 
Thousands upon thousands of the caterpillars were crushed under the feet | present high price o f cotton was due to the ravages of t 


I was not aware that the 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


al 


weevil. 
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Mr. BOWIE. I say largely so. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I recognize that cotton is a 
national question, and a question which affects its production 
affects us all. 

Mr. BOWIE. And Massachusetts as much as any State in the 
Union. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. I began by say- 
ing that I recognized the injury that had been inflicted by this 
insect. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand that the objection that the gentle- 
man has to this bill is that it will set a bad precedent. Now, will 
not that objection lie also against your amendment to the bill 


| even those who most gravely doubt the quality of the State's 





just as well? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The gentleman perhaps mis- 
understood me, I did not say that I objected to this precedent. 
I took particular pains not to say whether I thought this was a 
bad precedent or not, but I suggested that Members of the House 
ought to consider the danger of setting such a precedent. 

Mr. SCOTT. It simply occurred to me that the precedent of 
the gentleman’s amendment would be equally dangerous as the 
precedent of this bill. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I admit that they are on all 
fours, and that if it applies to one it applies tothe other. I think 
there is one maxim which applies to this amendment of mine, 
which is the old adage that ‘*God helps those who help them- 
selves.”? And I believe that maxim offers a very good principle 
for Congress to follow in all its appropriations of this nature, 
rivers and harbors, etc., and therefore I claim that when Massa- 
chusetts has spent in the last ten years $1,200,000 in trying to 
extirpate an insect pest, and in trying to prevent its ravages ex- 
tending out to the other States, it has a particularly strong claim 
upon the generosity of the General Government. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Would not this also apply to the Hessian fly? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I remember two or three 
years ago when we went before the Committee on Agriculture 
asking a national appropriation for the extermination of the gypsy 
moth the committee refused the appropriation and gave it as | 


their reason that if they once started to appropriate against in- | 
sect pests it would be impossible to draw the line where they 
should stop. | 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me say to the gentleman that I think 
that his memory is at fault. I remember the occasion very well. 
What they wanted was that the Department of Agriculture should | 
investigate the gypsy moth and find out whether the State of | 
Massachusetts was pursuing the proper course to exterminate the | 
moth. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
taken. ‘That was a previous year. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We made no specific appropriation, but 
simply directed the Secretary of Agriculture, under his general 
appropriation, to do this work, and I hold in my hand his report, 
and it shows that the Massachusetts people were doing good work 
at times, but did not do it systematically; that one year they 
would give an appropriation and the next year they would with- 
hold it, and what was done one year was lost by what they did 
not do the next. 1 will read the following 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is a mistake, for ap- 
propriations went on in constantly continuing amounts, begin- 
ning with $25,000, until they reached $200,000, and not until a | 
few years ago did the State of Massachusetts stop, and one rea- | 
son it then stopped was, as I understand, among others, that they 
found, despite all their care, this insect had made an abiding 
lodgment in other neighboring States which made no organized 
effort to suppress it, and they felt, very properly, I think, that it | 
was not worth while to go on and spend hundreds of thousands | 
of dollars a year to extirpate or contract it in one State when it | 
had an abiding lodgment in neighboring States, whence it would 
swarm in and overwhelm us. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Letmesay tothe gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that it never reached the borders of New Hampshire | 
until Massachusetts stopped her efforts. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, I think the gentleman is 
mistaken in that. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Of course, it is a matter of memory | 
merely, but here is what Professor Howard says— 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That pamphlet from which 
= are reading was written before Massachusetts stopped her | 
erorts. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; I beg your pardon. 

rotessor Howard says 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


I think the gentleman is mis- | 
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Here is what | 





That was printed in 1897, and 


Massachusetts did not stop appropriating until 1899, | 
Mr. WADSWORTH. In 1897, 


| swept all over this country. 


| complete 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That particular pamphlet 
was printed in 1897; so what is the use in reading from that? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me read from this report, Bulletin 
No. 11, on ‘“‘ The gypsy moth in America,”’ by Professor Howard, 
of the Department of Agriculture, because this report was made 
in obedience to the law which gave the Secretary the authority: 

The writer believes that the entire infested territory at the present day 
is such that with the prompt appropriation of the amount asked for by the 
committee at the beginning of the coming session of the legislature the work 
which will be carried on during 1898 will be of so effective a character that 
efforts will be 
convinced of the efficacy of the work. A continuation of the appropriation 
for a few more years is unquestionably a necessity. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That does not uphold the 
statement the gentleman made that it had not made a lodgment 
in other States when we stopped, because we did not stop until 
1899, and this was written in 1897. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. All I can say is this report says that 
Massachusetts stopped in 1897. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. What stopped? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The appropriation. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is a mistake. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then it is Professor Howard’s mistake 
and not mine. 

— GAINES of Tennessee. What does the gypsy-moth germ 
affect? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
ing thing, trees as well as vegetables. 

Now, Mr. Speaker. I wish to read to show what Massachusetts 
has done, that its efforts were not local simply, from the very 
same panrphlet from which my friend from New York reads the 
report of the United States Entomologist. On page 31 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Can you give me two or 
three minutes more? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It says here: 

The effort of the State will rank as one of the greatest experiments in eco- 
nomic entomology in the history of the world. On the whole, it can be 


safely said that there has been no waste of the State funds. * * * Results 
have incidently developed which have already had a much wider and more 


It affects every green grow- 





| important bearings than the destruction of this one insect, and it is safe to 


say that, even at this time, the total outcome of the work has been of great 
en not only to the country at large, but to ail civilized portions of the 
globe. 

* * * Itis undoubtedly safe to say that the money which has been and 
will be spent by the State in this work is but asa drop in the bucket to the 
loss which would have been occasioned by the insect had it been allowed to 
spread unchecked. This loss would have fallen not only upon the State of 
Massachusetts, but upon other States of the Union, so that we may say that 


| the State work has not only been wisely done, but that it has been patriotic- 


ally done. 


Thus you see that this State has appropriated over $1,200,000 to 
exterminate an insect whose ravages, if unchecked, would have 
Where so much has been spent lo- 
cally, I think it is not asking too much—if we are appropriating 
for another insect whose operations have been so far local, and 
where the Commonwealths have not done anything for them— 
that we might at least appropriate at the same time for this insect 
for whose extermination we have spent so much. 

The Farmers’ National Congress in 1898 adopted resolutions 
on this subject, and one of them was this: 

Resolved, That, recognizing the certainty of the gypsy moth becoming a 
great national pest should the efforts of Massachusetts fail at a time when 
extermination seems more than a possibility, we earnestly appeal 
to the Congress of the United States to come to the aid of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, and, by the —_ ypriation of money and other ways, secure 
to our people absolute freedom from this dread insect pest. 


Now. I want to make plain that I say nothing in disparage- 
ment of the needs of Texas or in contradiction of the statement 
of my friend that this is a national as well as a local calamity; 
but I do think myself that here is another insect which would 
have been a national calamity if we had not spent over a million 
dollars to check it. We have now, because it is spreading to 
other States, stopped our own efforts, and I think it is as much 
entitled to an appropriation as the insect for which this bill is 
drawn, and, as I say, I shall offer at the proper time an amend- 
ment simply inserting this insect with the other. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I now yield to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Mrers]. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, one of the most myste- 
rious and painful parts of human lot and duty is the apparent 
helplessness of anticipating the calamities of life, and thereby 
providing for their safeguard and prevention. It becomes thus 
a task of perhaps vain regret to view unavailingly the sorrowful 
ravages of past catastrophes, while none the less an inexorable 


| obligation to note the remedies which may wisely be applied to 


the achievement of better conditions and greater and more whole- 
some security to human life and well-being. 
The recent unutterable horror and event of fire in a Chicago 
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theater brings us face to face with grave and direful questions. 
The span of mortal existence is short. 
ipon the certainty of natural dissolution. 
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Its tenure is dependent | Committee on Agriculture. 
Nothing that human | 


power can do, or even desire to do, may ever alter the great and | 


of the limits of the flesh. 
live must die, passing through nature to eternity. 


The master mind of the theaters and of the ages, Shake- 


salutary law 


Ail that 


speare, has said it, and the immortal soul acknowledges it. But 
are we, with the granted blessings of death, denied the right of | 


peaceful, of happy, of joyous deliverance. Not so. It is our 
fair privilege to expect on the part of those holding our safety in 
their hands that they should exercise that care, that caution, 


| sioner of Agriculture shows the rapidity with which this in 
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port to this were introduced and all of them were referred to the 
That committee, if I am not mis- 
informed, unanimously and promptly returned this bill, and it 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, which com- 
mittee unanimously recommend the passage of this measure. 

I am unable to see, sir, any difference in the principle involved 
in this instance and that wherein was passed the so-called ‘ foot- 
and-mouth disease” bill of March 3, 1903, intended princip: ully to 
eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease then prevalent among New 
England cattle. It has been said by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. GILLettT] that the latter measure was of general 
and of national importance and that this bill is of only local im- 
portance. 

I call attention to the fact, sir, that the report of the Commis- 
sect 


| has spread and the ruin which it worked to cotton wherever 


and, surely, prayerful consideration which would lead to the 
ever wakeful protection of humankind. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been neglect—we will not charge inten- 
tional neglect, but neglect, nevertheless—by those possessing an 
onerous responsibility in the Chicago theater disaster; an occur- 
rence that becomes vital and historic for its widespread effect upon | 


not only the present welfare of humanity, but upon the continued 
thought, as well, of the age. 

There c an be no doubt that we are too grasping, too avaricious, 
too thoughtless, in the pursuit of our objects—of wealth. Isit not 
time for the good and = sll-meaning citizen to pause? The period 
is one in which to sink all differences in universal and final con- 
cern for the happiness of acommon race. It isa time when, in 
our selfish struggle over those in our pathway, we may‘well af- 
ford to callahalt andcountthe slain. Itshould, it does, appall us. 

Over a thousand involved in the holocaust of Chicago; over 


half that number dead outright, the remainder suffering the 
agonies of deepest injuries! And this in an age when resources, 


er 


facilities, and wealth unlimited exist, by which 75 per cent, at 
least, of such fearful, such awful, calamity could be averted. 
have had submitted to me, in one instance, a suggestion of an ex- 
perienced theatrical man which would have eliminated that per- 
centage from the situation in the city by the lake, I ask the 
House to bear with me. My authority says: 

No theater should be erected without open space on all sides. Alleyways 
of 10 feet in width should be between the side walls and the adjoining build- 
ings. yt at each floor should be constructed from the theater walis to 
those of acent buildings to enable the steadying power of the theater 
walls to be made into a succession of doors connected 
extremely limited sections of wall, these doors to be thrown open for egress 
on occasion, thus practically emptying the entire house into the alleyways, 
and thence to the street; first, second, and third floors acting in like manner 
and being provided in the case of second and third floors with balconies or 
porticos, from which in front and, where practicable, in rear of building 
steps would lead to the ground. , 

The fire drill must be an important and indispensable factor of the educa- 
tion of the entire theater staff. 

Mr. Speaker, these few practical suggestions may be the means 
of promoting the happiest results. I recommend them, and think 
the thanks of the country are due to him who gave them. Ihave 
refrained from imposing upon the House by asking its considera- 
tion heretofore of the national-theater bill, but ask it now. It is 
no time to pause. 


Those on the outside who come to Members and Senators of the | 


American Congress from time to time with really worthy and 
meritorious ideas, looking for the realization of a better state of 


! | ers, if the Se cretary of Agriculture shall deem it advisable, to 


| meet the emergency caus 


| directly interested in this legislation. 


society, are too liable to incur the distrustful skepticism and | 


slighting regard of our hurried and engrossed hours. We donot 
stop to consider that behind a seeming dreamer’s wildest flight 
may stir the seeds of fruitful and sane growth—of beauty and 
fruition. 

Morse, the great inventor of telegraphy, walked these very 
streets of Washington begging for a pittance that he micht test 
the truth of the living wire. He was called insane. I beg atten 
tion to the needs of wholesome theatrical management, which in 
some form this national-theater bill provides. 

I wish to close, but not without dispelling all illusions. 
not, and do not pe as, a theatrical man. There was once a 
Member of this body whose presence was prized by and whose 
voice was music to those whose fortune it is to remember him in 
his lifetime. He was my friend and honored associate. He was 
affectionately and popularly known as the ‘* Tail Sycamore of the 
Wabash,”’ the late Senator from Indiana, Daniel W. Voorhees. 

The national-theater bill is the work of years of patient, self- 
sacrificing efforts on the part of the Senator's son, James Paxton 
Voorhees, himself an actor of ability and note. The great and 
cardinal interest in this measure, in the fullest scope, had the warm 
and enduring support of Mr. Voorhees’s father. The latter be- 
lieved in the admirable purposes to be attained, without criticism 
or objection to the means to be employed in their attainment. I 
commend the measure when it shall be called up. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker. I now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, the history of this 


tv 
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bill is of some interest. A number of measures similar in pur- | 


f the | not now affected by it. 
y massive pillars, or | 


it has gone, and that unless something is immediately done to 
check its destructive work in the cotton-growing regions it will 
shortly, in all probability, extend its operations to the entire cotton- 
growing section of our country. Massachusetts and every other 
State in the Union, as well as Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana, are 
The bill under considera- 
tion diverts $250,000 heretofore appropriated for another purpose. 

A large sum of money was originally appropriated under act 
approved March 8, 1903, to enable: the Secretary of Agriculture 
to stamp out and eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease and other 
contagious diseases of animals. These diseases were prevalen 
among New England cattle. A considerable sum so appropria ed 
remains unused. Upon the passage of this measure $250,000 will 
become available, in the hands of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
to be expended ‘‘in such manner as he shall deem best, in coop- 
eration with State experiment stations and practical cotton gro 
ed by the ravages of the Mexican cotton- 
boll weevil and other insects and diseases affecting cotton.”’ 

It is the purpose of this bill, as I understand it, to take such 
steps as may be deemed wise and consistent, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, to overcome the injurious effects of th: 
cotton-boll weevil and to prevent its spreading to communiti: 
Its march has heretofore been like tha 
of an invading army. It has steadily advanced from the Mexicar 
frontier through Texas till it has almost reached the confines « 
Arkansas, and now threatens ruin to her most profitable industry. 
Louisiana, too. has suffered from it and realizes the necessity of 
immediate action in this regard. Attempts have been made to 
check it, to destroy it, and those attempts have resulted in failure. 

If something is not done by this Congress looking toward the 
destruction of the cotton-boll weevil and toward preventing if 
from extending its operations, inestimable harm will result to 
the great cotton industry of this country, which certainly is of 
as much importance to the nation as any other in which our peop! 
are engaged. In asking for this appropriation, Mr. Speaker, we 
do not do so on the ; 


PaO oe 


ground that it is a local measure or that it 
will peculiarly benefit Texas. I represent in part the great State 
of Arkansas, and my colleagues and I do not regard this biil 

local in its application and beneficial only to Texas, for w “be- 
lieve that if the spreading of the boll weevil can be prevented the 


beneficial results which will come from the enactment of this 
le os will accrue to the entire country. 

Wet velieve, sir, that it will enable the cotton-growing Stat 
this Union to continue to supply in a large decree, - the e 
done heretofore, the cotton markets of the world, and thus : b 
in maintaining the industrial and commercial pe oe of the 


United States and the happiness and prosperity of the 
Massachusetis and other New England States will receive t v 
cotton with which tosupply their manufactories, and they in turn 
will furnish their products to the trade of the world. 

Thus the benefits which will accrue tothe country are certain!y 
more general than were the results of the foot-and-mouth ci 8 
bill heretofore passed by this Congress for the protection of y 
England cattle. The ine iple upon which the two bills depend 
are identical, and it seems to me that no one can consistent! - 
pose this measure who supported the other without at least « 
fessing that his vote was at first erroneous. 

The action of the committee, the action of the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture relating to this matter was so prompt as to give @' vi 8 
of the necessity for this bill, and I hope, sir, that this appropria 
tion will commend itself to the consideration of this C ongr 8s, 
and that the Members of this body will find it consistent w1t2 
their sense of duty to support this measure, thus showing a sense 
of fairness and in ipartiality that is truly commendable, as well «s 
a lofty spirit of patriotism which is just ground of pride. [Ap 
plause. } 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes % 
the gentlemen from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 
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Mr. SUAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, something like a year ago I had 
the honor to address the House on the importance of an immediate 
national effort to exterminate the pest known in Texas as the Mexi- 
can cotton-boll weevil. 

Possibly because of my poor powers as an orator, possibly be- 
cause the country and its representatives had not been educated 
to an appreciation of the extent of the disaster, the actual and 
the impending disaster, I failed signally to arouse the attention of 
the Congress and to secure the half a million appropriation which 

asked for. 

, At that time the Secretary of Agriculture, who is an honest, 
zealous, and able officer in his care for the interests of the farm- 
ers. was not impressed with the importance of the subject. With 
a frankness which does him honor, he has publicly stated that not 
until his recent visit to Texas did he comprehend the tremendous 
damage which this miserable little insect has been doing in that 
State nor the extent of the danger from its almost certain inva- 
sion of Arkansas and Louisiana. 

{ have known the cotton-boll weevil for nearly ten years. My 
attention was first called to it in or about the year of 1893 by a 
Mexican cotton planter, who expressed an opinion that it would 
come to Texas, even if it had not already done so, and that it 
would, so to speak, ‘‘ put us out of business’’ as cotton planters. 

I was at that time a cotton merchant in Texas, and very natu- 
rally kept an eye on the plantations, expecting and dreading the 
arrival of the weevil. 

In 1894 all doubt was removed. It became recognized as a fact 
that the boll weevil was in our State. 


The Department of Agriculture sent an entomologist to San | 


' 


Antonio to study the insect at close range and, if possible, to find | 


aremedy. He made my office his headquarters for a year or two 
and seemed reasonably diligent in his work, but, at the conclusion 
of his labors, had to admit himself completely baffled. 

Since then no very substantial progress has been made in the 
conduct of the war against the weevil. Indeed, until this bill was 


reported from the committee no adequate provision for such a | 
~ampaign as the seriousness of the situation demands has ever 


been proposed. 


Our planters and merchants, our local scientists in Texas, and 


the trained men in the Department of Agriculture have been 
studying the insect and his habits, hoping, possibly praying, to 
discover his natural enemy, but, so far, without success. 

I sincerely trust, and I am inclined to believe it will be so, that 
with this appropriation Secretary Wilson and his corps of scien- 
tific men may discover a means of growing cotton profitably de- 
spite the wicked activity of the boll weevil. 

If they do not succeed, and if the next two or three crops of 
cotton are as small as the last two or three crops have been, we 
will see such high prices for the staple that its cultivation will 
be stimulated throughout the world and the dominant place 
which we have held for so long in this branch of the world’s trade 
will be in peril, if not actually lost. 

In my. speech of a year ago I dwelt at length on this danger. 
I had taken the pains to get new and special reports from our 
consular officers in England, France, and Germany and from 
cotton merchants and spinners in those countries. I confess that 
they alarmed me. 

They showed that the Governments and the commercial bodies 
of those countries were doing all that brains and money could do 
to promote the culture of cotton in Africa and Asia. 
Thave read an address by a British colonial governor to the peo- 
ple of one of the West India Islands—Jamaica, I think it was—in 
which they were urged to go in for the growing cf cotton. He 


to earn dividends. Thousands of laborers in Massachusetts get 
their daily bread by the conversion of our cotton into woven goods. 

All other Members of this House ought to help us pass the bill, 
for they represent constituencies who are paying more for their 
clothes than they would have to pay if the boll weevil had not 
come across the Rio Grande from Mexico. 

The gentleman from Michigan {[Mr. GARDNER] is mi.taken 
when he says that Texas has done nothing to stay the-ravages of 
this pest. 

Texas has had entomologists in the field studying the insect for 
years. They have not learned how to fight the weevil success- 
fully, nor have they found, what we fondly hope exists somewhere, 
a natural enemy to the weevil, and neither have the highly trained 
experts of the Department of Agriculture. Still, I pin my faith 
to these gentlemen and believe that they will yet do something 
great for usin the way of removing the greatest menace to the 
South’s greatest crop. 

The gentleman intimates, as other gentlemen have done, that 
this is a case of local distress and should be attended to by the 
State of Texas. I regret to say that it is not likely to continue 
localized. It threatens the cotton crop of every State in the South. 
It is admitted, Mr. Speaker, that commerce which crosses a State 
line is interstate commerce in the sense contemplated by the Con- 
stitution. Now, if that is true, if occurs to me that a calamity 
which crosses the State line is an interstate calamity and ought 
to be brought under Federal control. The Secretary of Agricul- 
ture has defined the boll weevil as a national calamity and ad- 
mitted the propriety of Federal aid. 

Mr. Speaker, I have here some telegrams and letters from rail- 
Way managers in Texas which I ask leave to print in the Recorp. 

They will give the House an idea of the appalling disaster 
which has come upon the Texas cotton planters. These railway 
managers are a class of people who keep well informed of the 
business conditions along their respective lines. They speak con- 
servatively and they know what they are talking about. I be- 
lieve that these figures will startle the House, 

[Telegram. ] 
SAN ANTONIO, TEX., January 4, 1 


Ue 


Hon. JAMES L. SLAYDEN, 
1631 R street, Washington, D. C.: 


Cotton growers on San Antonio and Aransas Pass Railway lost this season 


| by boll weevil 150,000 bales; value, $7,500,000, and 75,000 tons cotton seed, value, 


$1,125,000; total, $5,625,000. Our company’s loss in freight charges on same 
about $450,000. 
E. J. MARTIN. 


{(Telegram.] 
Houston, TEx., December 30, 1908. 
Hon. JAMES L. SLAYDEN, 
1631 R street, Washington, D. C.: 

Replying to your recent letter to our Mr. Markham, it is general! 
that ravages of boll weevil this year cost State of Texas one-half n 
cotton, present value of which, including seed, would be approximately 
$35,000,000. Houston and Texas Central and Houston, East and West Texas 
roads handle fully 20 per cent entire crop, and we believe conservative esti- 






, accepted 
lion bales 


| mate places loss along our line near $10,000,000. 


Since then | 


showed them from the records how cotton had been successfully | 


grown there in the past and pointed to the enforced idleness of 


the Lancashire spindles as evidence of the reward that awaited | 


their industry. 
Mr. Speaker, we must not delude ourselves with the idea that 


W. H. TAYLor, 
SAN ANTONIO AND GULF RAILROAD, 
OFFICE OF GENERAL MANAGER, 
San Antonio, Tex., December 
Hon. JAMeEs L. SLAYDEN, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: Further replying to your favor of December %, I beg to fur- 
nish you herewith astatement of losses in the territory contiguous to the 
San Antonio and Gulf Railroad, in and through the counties of Bexar and 
Wilson. 

At the close of business on December 20, 1902, this line had handled 9,675 
bales of cotton, which in turn yielded 2.418 tons of cotton seed. 

For the period ending December 20, 1903, we show a handling of 2,7 
of cotton, which would yield 678 tons of cotton seed. 

This shows a decrease of cotton produced in our territory of equal to 72 
per cent, and is due to the ravages of the boll weevil alone. 

The loss in revenue to the people in our section will thus approximate 


TON. 


18 bales 


| $417,000, plus the revenue loss on cotton seed of $21,000 more would showa loss 


we have the only combination of soil and climate that will make | 


cotton growing successful. 
not true. 
_, Competition for the South is being fostered under our own flag, 
if not under the Constitution, and it would not surprise me to 
hear any day that cotton plantations had been opened up in the 
Philippines. Present prices are tempting. They are also dan- 
serous to the ultimate and enduring prosperity of our farmers for 
the simple reason that they are due to a decreased yield rather 
than an increased demand. I conceive it to be the duty of the 
Government, o rating through the great Department of Agri- 
culture. to do al that can be done to maintain the supremacy of 
the southern cotton fields, and that can not be done unless we 
destroy the holl weevil. ’ 

he gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GrLLeTr], whose 
amendment will, I fear, jeopardize the passage of this bill, ought 

cooperate with us in securing its enactment. Millions of in- 
vested capital in his State depend upon the southern cotton crop 


I would like to believe it, but itis 





to the people of our section of nearly $50,000. 

The San Antonioand Gulf Railroad is38 miles long.and our statisticsas given 
above represent a true loss of the product to the country contiguous thereto. 
And our losses are in no wise affected by cotton having been raised and di- 
verted to other transportation lines, as investigation will plainly show that 
the nearest lines to the San Antonio and Gulf Railroad in our territory also 
show a comparative decrease in cotton handling. 

The farmers and country merchants in our section are certainly in an un- 
fortunate position on account of this loss of cotton; and the population is, 
in many instances, becoming sadly disorganized on account of many farmers 
leaving their lands, offering up their teams and stock to merchants for debts 
unpaid, and seeking new fields to try their luck in next year. 

fe has been many years since our territory has suffered such a shortage of 
cotton. 

Trusting this information will be as complete as your requirements ask 
for, I remain, 

Yours, very respectfully, E. E. SHACKFORD. 


INTERNATIONAL AND GREAT NORTHERN R. R. Co., 
Palestine, Tex., December 21, 2908. 
Hon. James L. SLAYDEN, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Str: Replying to yours of December &%, I beg to advise that we will 
be short at our local stations ascompared with an average cotton crop, 125.000 
bales, and the farmers along our line alone will have $8,000,000 less, including 
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seed, than they would have had with an averagecrop. This refers only to 
stations on the International and Great Northern Railroad. 
Yours, truly, L. TRICE. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Iryield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan |[Mr. GARDNER}. | 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, | 
there are two or three points in this discussion which I think | 
ought to be emphasized before we vote. The question here is not | 
s0 much the menace to the cotton industry of this country as it is 
the menace to the Treasury of the United States in establishing 
and maintaining a precedent of this kind. 

First, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] says that this 
bill does not appropriate a dollar that is not already appropriated. 
This is true; but it does draw out of the Treasury of the United 
States every dollar of an appropriation not yet exhausted and 
which would be otherwise turned back into the Treasury. 

Again—and this is the main point in my mind—the gentleman 
says that the cotton crop of Texas is worth $30,000,000 annually. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Oh, no; $150,000,000 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. So much the stronger is the ar- | 
gument. Texas has offered a premium, so to speak, to anyone | 
who will discover any means of destroying this injurious insect. 

As I understand, Texas has not paid a dollar to exterminate 
this insect that threatens its chief industry. 

Mr. BURLESON. Oh, Texas has made the usual appropria- | 
tion, which has been expended through the experiment station, 
and every farmer in Texas has been expending his Own money 
with the view of ascertaining some means of destroying this 
And I will state further to the gentleman that not one dollar of | 
this money will go into the hands of any individual farmer, dif- 
fering from the case in New England, where thousands of dollars 
were paid to farmers for the destruction of animals in order to 
prevent the spread of the foot-and-mouth disease. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. But I want to continue my re- | 
marks. Here is a crop that is worth, annually, $150,000,000 to 
the great State of Texas; yet that State has not been sufficiently 
alive to its own danger to take hold of this matter and do what 
it could before coming to the Government of the United States. 
That is the point, gentlemen. First you should help yourselves; 
and if you can not do it, then come to the Government. You | 
have not performed, or sufficiently endeavored to perform, the 
duty that this problem of yours entails upon you as guardians of | 
your own interest, before coming to the Treasury of the United | 
States. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Suppose it to be the fact that the State | 
of Texas has failed in its duty, is that any reason why all the 
country east of the Mississippi should suffer? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No; I should not say it is a suffi- | 
cient reason in and of itself; and yet I say the State of Texas should 
be more solicitous as to her own interests. Texas is primarily ask- 
ing for this appropriation to protect the cotton interest of Texas. | 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I differ with the gentleman. The com- 
mittee is asking for it primarily to protect the United States. It 
is practically to protect the rest of the cotton belt that we are ask- | 
ing for it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not want to be misunder- | 
stood. I voted for this in the committee and I shall vote for it 
now, but I believe it to be a bad precedent to establish in this 
House and one that will bear fruit over and over again in demands | 
upon the Treasury of the United States under like circumstances. 
It is a species of paternalism which it is dangerous to encourage. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what respect does this differ from the ap- 
propriation for the purpose of stamping out the foot-and-mouth 
disease? In what way is it different as a precedent? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In this, that that appropriation | 
was made with a view of buying up, as I understand, if neces- | 
sary, all the cattle that were infected, and destroying the cattle, 
and in that way destroying the disease. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand that one of the recommenda- 
tions of the Secretary of Agriculture in this case is to buy up the 
material on which the boll weevil lives, in order to exterminate 
the boll weevil. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was one of his recommendations. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. This is to devise some remedy 
by which the insect itself may be destroyed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And one of the recommendations is the pur- 
chase of the material upon which it lives, for the purpose of 
destroying it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to understand that right now. If 
the Government of the United States proposes to go on and buy | 
$30,000,000 worth of cotton a year, we should vote against it. 

Mr.SLAYDEN. That is not proposed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand this to be the case, that the Gov- | 
ernment proposes to experiment, and to find a way, if possible, by | 
which the people of Texas and the other cotton-raising States can 
exterminate this pest. 
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Mr. BURLESON. That is exactly the purpose of it, 

Mr.SLAYDEN. Without the expense of buying. 

Mr. PAYNE. Otherwise I should be greatly opposed to the 
setting of such a precedent. - 

Mr. BURLESON. And so should I. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And so should all of us. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I hope that no one will misunderstand. [y 
listening to the recommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture 
I heard this as one of the possible alternative remedies that mi 
have to be resorted to. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman will see that tho 
analogy fails as between the two as to the method proposed to 
pursued in stamping out the foot-and-mouth disease and tho 
method to be pursued here, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman will admit that the analogy 
fails in favor of the present bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield to the gentleman from Massacliu- 


oht 
ms ALU 


| setts [Mr. GILLETT] one minute. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I wish to offer this amend- 
ment, and while the amendment is being carried to the Clerk’s 
desk I will say that the effect of it is to increase the amount from 
$500,000 to $750,000, and to give $250,000 to the boll weevil and 


| $250,000 to the gypsy moth. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield for 
the amendment? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yielded to the gentleman one minute's 
time, in which he could offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out “ $500,000," in line 6, and substituting t! 

** $750,000," and striking out all after the word “cotton,” in line 15, and 
stituting therefor the following: 

‘‘And of the remainder of the $750,000 herein appropriated $250,000 shall be 
expended by the Secretary of Agriculture in such manner as he shall t! 
best to meet the emergency caused by the ravages of the gypsy mot! 1 
the remainder of the $750,000 herein appropriated (not less than $250,(\» 
ever) shall be used exclusively to stamp out and eradicate foot-and-n 
disease and other contagious diseases of animals.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr: Speaker, I raise the point of order 
against that that there is not sufficient money in the appropria- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield to the gentleman one minute's 
time in which to make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right if he desires. 


| The Chair understands that the gentleman yielded for the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yielded one minute to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] for the sole purpose of offer- 
ing his amendment, by agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chait understands. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now the gentleman from New York has 
a right to make the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point of order that the bill 
simply diverts an appropriation and the amendment of the gen- 
tleman makes another appropriation, not germane. 

Several MEMBERS. Not germane! 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusett 
sire to be heard? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Unless the Chair is goi! 
rule the point of order untenable, Ido. |[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
sachusetts. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the poi 
order, as I understand it, as the gentleman made it, is that ’ 
new appropriation, whereas the bill diverts an old appropriat!! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the | 
man to the fact that the point of order was also made thu 
amendment is not germane. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Iheard several people «1 
the House make that point, but I did not hear the gentlem 

The SPEAKER. He made it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Then, as to the point ‘ 
is not germane. The bill provides for preventing the rava 
one insect. Now, I suppose the word “‘ germane’’ means © 
connected, and if the Chair is going to hold that no insect « 
appropriated for in this bill unless it is related tothe boll w 


suppose that would be a question for the entomologist, 4 
must leave that to the scientific knowledge of the Chair. 
I think as amatter of general parliamentary law it can not! 
that where an appropriation is made to prevent one insect 
that an amendment to prevent another insect pest is not germ 
Suppose there was another insect that affected cotton. W' 
not be germane to amend the bill by including that other it 
also affecting cotton? Now, this insect, the gypsy moth, 
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devour cotton just as it will devour New England foliage, and 
iuerefore—— 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Who says that it will? 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Your entomologist says in 
his report, from which you quoted, that it will eat cotton leaves. 
So that if an amendment which provides for the destruction of 
another insect which also feeds on cotton is germane, then this 
insect of ours is germane to the boll weevil. In other words, Mr. 
Speaker, if you rule that it is out of order, you rule that no 
amendment is in order which in any way enlarges the text or 
purpose of this bill. Now, Ido not believe that the Chair can 
hold that. I do not believe that it is good parliamentary law. 
If a gentleman from the State of Texas should get up and say 
that there was another weevil which was not a boll weevil, and 
that it should also be appropriated for, I do not think the Chair 
would rule that out of order. And if an amendment that seeks 
to prevent the ravages of another insect which also destroys the 
cotton plant is in order, then the Chair must hold logically that 
this amendment is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of this bill is to make an appro- 
priation which was made by the act of March 3, 1903, to stamp 
out the foot-and-mouth disease, also available to stamp out the 
boll weevil, and for that purpose only—a single purpose. Now, 
the point of order is made that this proposed amendment to the 
bill, to add the gypsy moth, is not germane. 


The Chair is not without precedents touching this point of | 


order. 
found: 


To a bill providing for the admission of one Territory an amendment pro- 


On page 324 of the Manual the following decisions are 


viding also for the admission of several other Territories was offered, and | 


held not to be in order. ; 
To a bill admitting one Territory into the Union an amendment relating 
to the statehood of another Territory is not germane. 


It is not in order to engraft upon a bill for the relief of one State a provi- | 
| the House. 


sion for the relief of another. 


And various others along the sameline. It has frequently been 


held that a bill to pension A is not amendable by a provision to | 


pension B. Now, when you apply the former practice of the 
House and the decisions made by the Chair and concurred in by the 
House, it is evident that this amendment is not germane under 
the precedents; and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The time for debate having expired, I ask 
for a vote.on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by bs the bill was passed was laid on the table. [Loud ap- 
piause. 

LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secretary of State covering 
& statement showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana Pur- 
chase Exposition Company for the month of November, 1903, together with 
& summary of the receipts and disbursements of the company from its in- 
corporation to November 30, 1903, furnished by the Louisiana Purchase Ex- 
position Commission in pursuance of section 11 of the “Act to provide for 
cel sbrating the one Lentred? h anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana 
Territory,” ete., approved March 3, 1901. 

: THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wire Hovuss, January 7, 190h. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- | 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the considera- | 


tion of bills on the Private Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calen- 
dar, with Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey in the chair. 
The CHATRMAN. 
House for the purpose of considering 
Private Calendar, ’ 


WILLIAM F, LONGENHAGEN, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1184) granting an increase of pension to William F. Longenhagen. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Longenhagen, 
ate of Company F, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
= pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

celving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


The House is in Committee of the Whole | 
pension business on the 


| 





FRANCIS M. NORTHERN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

5464) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. Northern. 
e Clerk rea e bill, as follows: 

The Clerk read the bill foll 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis M. Northern, late 
of Company F, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


HARVEY D. BARR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1908) granting an increase of pension to Harvey D. Barr. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey D. Barr, late a ser- 
geant in Company B, Thirty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a sergeant in’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 


ALVIN B. HUBBARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2042) granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. Hubbard. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alvin B. Hubbard, late of 
Company I, Ninety-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation to the House. 


WILLIAM C. LYON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6004) granting an increase of pension to William C. Lyon. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
awthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William C. Lyon, late of 
Company A, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 


a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read: 


In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “‘ second lieutenant.” 

In same line strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
ter “C,” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ forty.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ABRAM H, HUNT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
892) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. Hunt. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of ae pena laws, the name of Abram H. Hunt, late assist- 
ant surgeon, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

In line 8 strike out the word “sixty” and insert in lieu the word “forty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


VICTOR VIFQUAIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3620) granting an increase of pension to Victor Vifquain. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

thoriz zed and Girected to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisio: 
one limitations of the pension laws, the name of Victor Vifquain, late colo- | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo Dutch, late Lieut; 
nel of Ninety-seventh Regiment Minois Volunteer Infantry and also colonel | ant Company E, New Yori k State Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of Third N bi om in Volunteers, Spanish war, and pay him a pension at the | of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rate of $100 per h in lieu of that he is now receiving ae 2 
neat oy per enone te Bens a Cae s The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
The following amendments, recommended by the committee, | fojiows: 

Were read: 


In line 6, before the word ‘ninety,” strike out the word “of.” 


In line 6, before the word “ lieutenant,” insert the word “ first.” 
In same line, before the word ““New York,” insert the words “ Eichth 


In line 7 and 8 strike ut the : words “and also colonel of the Third Ne- | Regiment.” : 

at ska Volunteers, Spanish w . . , In line 7, after the word “ Militia,” insert the word “Infantry.” 
n line 9 stri} e out th word *““one hundred" and insert in lie nereof the 7 

att Me s ** one dred nd insert in lieu thereof the The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 


The committee amendments were agreed to. ; 
able recommendation. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. GEORGE W. TRAVIS. 
HARRISON W. FOX. | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 6022) granting an increase of pension to George W. Travis. 
990) granting an increase of pension to Harrison W. Fox. | The bill was read, as follows: 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on tho pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the [pension laws, the name of Harrison W. Fox, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Che following amendment, recommended by the committee, 
was read: i 

In line § strike out the word “ seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the | x 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Tray ] f 
Company F, Forty-seventh Regiment and Fifty-second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at tho rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 





In es 7 and 8 strike or ut the words “and Fifty-second Re oe nt New 





rd “thirty.” York Volunteer Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ New \ 
were MECY State Militia Infantry.” 
The committee amendment was agreed to. In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
rr ~—" + 4 . * . . “ : _* 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported thirty. ; 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES W. BECHSTEDT. 


ALFRED I. JUDY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8776) granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. Judy. 


The bill was read, as follows: The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 2155) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. Beclis 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions The bill was read, as follows: 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred I. Judy, late of Com R ie r doar 
= — 7" . Aner h My = : se it ted, etc., That the Secretar of the Interior be, ihe is , 
pany G, Seventh Missouri, and Company K, Sixty-first Regiment Illinois Vol u h ~ i. od an i direc ted to pl ne an ie on n n- ‘aol 7 nye et to the 1 ps q 
bs # aia annie tl 2 : oe = aut 4 &uG t ens a ) 
— r as , and } ay him a pe nsion at the rate of $30 dollars per month and limitations of the pension laws, the s name of Char Bec 
aR OR GL UES BO ROW CeSev ae: of Company B, Eighty-first Regiment } New York Volunt sat aden . 
- The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | him a p»nsion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he isnow 1 





follows: The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 1 
In line 6 strike out the words ‘Company G, Seventh Missouri, and” and . mendation. 
insert in lieu thereof the word “captain.” JOHN WHITEHEAD. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES S. CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5737) granting a pension to John Whitehead. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
- . , = ‘ Be it enacted, etc., That the Se wetary of the interior be.and he is | 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | authorized and directed to p!ace on the pension r at, sn t to th 


5521) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. Clark. and limitations of the pension laws onan of «J V hite! read, la 
The bill d follows: ber of Company K, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Vo ae r Infantr 
Le Dil Was Tead, aS 1OlLLOWS: him a pension at the rate of $30 per mon 1th in lieu of that he is now r 
Re it enacted, etc Ths at the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 


TT reg ver » 7 > Te) ve ‘ 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pri vidos 1S The amendment recommended by the committee was 1 
and lin tatior as of the pension laws, the name of Charles 5S. ( Mark, late private | follows: 
of Company G, Forty-eighth Dlinois Infantry, and pay him a pension at the In line 6 strike out the words “a member.” 


rate « =x) per ‘month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “private 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


In same line, after the word “ Forty-eighth,” insert the word “Regiment.” w "TTA ROWLING 
In line 7, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.’ JULSABTTA & ianG, 
In same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereofthe = The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (IH. 2 


word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


3778) granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta Rowli 
The bill was read, as follows: 





. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int rior be, and he 
able recommendation. authorized and direc ted to place on i the pension roll, subje ct to th 
LAURA F. HINE. aI Jaw» = ——— law » th e ae  L. Julis . tn Eo v 
‘ . . of Charles J. Rowling, late of Co 22 ‘. Thir vent ik 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. Volumen er intantey. and pay her a pen ‘sion at the rate of $20 per m \ 
7666) granting an increase of pension to Laura F. Hine. $2 per month additional for each of the minor onilir n of & sid vol 
The bill was read, as follows: of that she is now receiving: Provided, M wever, That in th 


death of the helpless child, George Rowling, on ‘whose account 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | of Juliactta Rowling is increased, the pension of said Julia: tta 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | continue only at the rate of $8 per month from and after the date of 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura F. Hine, widow of | said helpless child. 


Howard L. Hine, late commissary-sergeant and second lieutenant, Twelfth | 4 : oe * " : : oT ad 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. as follows: 
The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid | __ In line 9,after the word “ month,” insert “in lieu of that she is now 
nak mere Tes — | ing.” ae 
Pensions were read, as follows: ; In line 10 strike out the word “for” and insert the words “on acco . 
In line 7, before the word “ Twelfth,” insert the words “Company F.” In line 11 strike out the words “in lieu of that she is now receiv! Ane 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | insert ‘until they reach the age of 16 years.” 


“seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fx vor- 


| The amendments were agreed to. 
| 
| able recommendation. 


ALONZO DUTCH. SEBASTIAN B. ELLIOTT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1. R. 
5176) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Dutch. 5246) granting an increase of pension to 8. B. Elliott. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


ne it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof 8. B. Elliott, late of Company 
D. Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
n at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


pens 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter ‘‘S.” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘Se- 
bastian.”’ . ad 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

* nd the title so as te read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Sebastian B. Elliott.” 


he amendments were agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


T 
r 


WILLIAM H. CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H.R. 
5177) granting an increase of pension to William H. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Clark, late of 
Company F, First Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

SARAH E, WHEELER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Sarah E. Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Sarah E. Wheeler, wife 
of Elijah H. Wheeler, late of Company G, Forty-third Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, Company G, Thirty-seventh Regiment, and Com- 
pany I, Thirty-sixth Regiment United States Colored Volunteers, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Mrs.’ 
e same line strike out the word “ wife” and insert in lieu thereof the 


, 





word *“ widow.” 

In line 8, after the word “and,” insert the words “first lieutenant.” 

In lines and 10strike out the word “ Volunteers’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 1), after the word “receiving,” insert the words “and $2 per month 
additional on accountof each of the minor children of said Elijeh H. Wheeler 
until they reach the age of 16 years.” — 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Wheeler.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM C. BROWN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5197) granting a pension 
to W. C. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name W. C. Brown, late of Company 
‘ Eighth eee ichigan Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

‘2 per month. 

‘ The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

OLOWS: 

ome 6 strike out the letter “ W.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
iiiam.”* 

a — lent 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 

e word “forty.” 

" In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “tin lieu of that he is 
OW receiving.’ 

Amend Ge title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 

liudam C. Brown.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
THOMAS C. POND. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4629) granting an increase 
pension to Thomas C. Pond. 
lhe bill was read, as follows: 


; 


He if enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas C. Pond, late of 
Vompany B, First Provincial Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 


cae him a pension at the rate of §25 per month in lieu of that he is now 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Olows: 
wenn 6 strike = the word “Provincial” and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ rovisional.”’ 
e in line § strike out the word 
ord “twelve,.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 


XXXVIII——87 


“twenty-five” and insert in lien thereof the 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOSEPHINE C. CHASE. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 5559) granting 
crease of pension to Josephine C. Chase. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 





an in- 


} ereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine C. Cha widow 
of Willis R. Chase, late of Company H, One hundred and ninety-third Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, however, That in 
case of the death of the helpless son, Franklin W. Chase, on whose account 


2a. 


the pension of oe pee C. Chase is increased, the pension of the said 
phine C. Chase shall continue only at the rate of $8 per month from and after 
the date of death of said helpless son. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 and insert in lieu thereof the 
foliowing: 

“Provided, That in the event of the death of Franklin W. Chase, he!pless 
and re child of said Willis R. Chase, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 
CHARLES E. FOLEY. 
| The next business was the bill (H. R. 3743) granting a pension 
| to Charles E. Foley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Foley, late of 
Company H, Ninety-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
of the Second Battalion, One hundred and sixteenth Veteran Reserve Cerps, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that which he 
now receives under certificate No. 993281. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “‘of the Second” and all of line 8 and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘One hundred and sixteenth Company, Sec 
talion, Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” J ; 

In line W strike out the words “which he now receives under cer-’ and all 
of lines 11 and 12 and insert in lieu thereof the words “he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Foley.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


md Bat- 


MARVIN NASH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5531) granting an increase 
of pension to Marvin Nash. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marvin Nash, late of Com- 
pany C, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that heis now 
recelving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ C * and insert in lieu thereof the letter “G@.” 

In same line strike out the words “One bundred and fifty.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try * and insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ First Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Mechanics and Engineers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN A. MAVITY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3013) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Maviiy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 





Re it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A avitr. late of Com- 


pany B, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, ar 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


RICHARD L. COOK, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2188) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard L. Cook. 


vy hima 


receiving 





pension 


in lieu thereof the word 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard L. Cook, late of the 
Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


‘ The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “of the” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“assistant surgeon.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





CHARLES W. BOYER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1624) granting an increase | 


of pension to Charles W. Boyer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,’ 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Boyer, late a 
member of Company C, Fifty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
grant him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “a member.” 


. In line 7 strike out the word “grant” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
"Pit 
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In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


” 


“twelve. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BENJAMIN R. LITTLE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6619) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin R. Little. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed oie on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin R. Little, late of 
Company E, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JABEZ PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7374) granting an increase of pension to Jabez Perkins, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 4 to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jabez Perkins, late surgeon, 
Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “Tenth Regiment Kentucky.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “‘ Volunteer Infantry” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ United States Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “fifty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
JAMES F. HARDY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
942) granting an increase of pension to James F. Hardy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James F. Hardy, late of 
Company E, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation, 
ERI SUMMY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
561) granting an increase of pension to Eri Summy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
uthorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Eri Summy, 
fate of the First Wisconsin Light Artillery, and pay him a pension of $30 a 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





JANUARY 8, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fo). 
owing: 
= That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitat ns 
of the pension laws, the name of Eri Summy, late of the First Battery Wis. 
consin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 

EMMA BUTLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H., R. 
2424) granting a pension to Emma Butler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herehy 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma Butler, widow of 
Alexander T. Butler, late of Company B, Second Tennessee Cavalry, and 
Companies B and I, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Second,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer,” 

In line 8, before the word ** Tennessee,” insert the word “Regiment " 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ZECHARIAH B, STUART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
722) granting an increase of pension to Zechariah B. Stuart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Zechariah B. Stuart, late of 


| the Seventh Massachusetts Battery Light Artillery and of Company J, Higit- 


eenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words ‘“‘the Seventh Massachusetts.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Battery Light Artillery and of.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES W. BLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1483) granting an increase of pension to James W. Black. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James W. Black, late of Com- 
pany H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay hima pen 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

DE WITT C. PARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! 
907) granting an increase of pension to De Witt C. Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of De Witt C. Parker, lat 
Company H, First Regiment New Hampshire Heavy Artillery, and pay in 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, a8 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Parker,” insert the-words “alias Clinton J. 
Parker.” . 

In line 7, before the word “ Heavy,” insert the word ** Volun‘eer ‘ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase uf pension © 
De Witt C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : sae 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 

THOMAS M. PARKISON, 
W 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (1. ¥. 
930) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. Parkison 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the P! 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas M. Parkis 
Company E, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, an’ 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now rec 

The amendment recommended by the committee was Tei,’ 
follows: 

. . Ptha 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
“twenty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WORTHINGTON 8. LOCK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5005) granting an increase of pension to Worthington 8. Locke 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Worthington 8. Locke, late 
first lieutenant and quartermaster, Fifteenth Maine Infantry, and pay him 
a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the pension of $17 per month now received 
by him. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Locke” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“LT ) sk.** 

In line 7, after the word “Fifteenth,” insert the word ‘“‘ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word ** Volunteer.” 

In same line, after the word “‘ pension,” insert the words ‘at the rate.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty”? and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“thirty.” 

In same line and in line 9 strike out the words ‘‘the pension of $17 per 
month now received by him” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘“‘that he 
is now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


Worthington 8. Lock.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE W. HUTCHISON, 





The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “assistant,” insert the word “late.” 

In same line strike out the words “of the.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

This bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES M. DICKEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 6331) granting an increase of pension to James M. Dickey. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to ths provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Dickey, late of 


| Company E, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


| follows: 


a line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ irty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


‘able recommendation. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


1517) granting an increase of pension to George W. Hutchison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oer to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Hutchison, late of 
Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
folk WS: 

In line 6, before the word “ Fourteenth,” insert the words ‘‘and commissary- 
sergeant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALEXANDER H. COVERT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1856) granting an increase of pension to Alexander H. Covert. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander H. Coveri, late 
of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five,” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JASON STEVENS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1288) granting an increase of pension to Jason Stevens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jason Stevens, late of Com- 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


, a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 


In line 6, after the word “Second,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 
In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 


In same line strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
ALLEN M, PIERCE. 


sit? next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
916) granting an increase of pension to Allen M. Pierce. 
he bill was read, as follows: 
a Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of thé Interior be, and he is hereby, 
sutPorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ay to the provisions 
= limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Allen M. Pierce, assistant 
geon, of the One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer 
@ pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that 


Infantry, and pay him 
how r 





MARGARET J. SNOOK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4707) granting a pension to Margaret J. Snook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret J. Snook, widow 
of John N. Snook, late private of Company H, First Indiana Cavalry, war 
between the States, and grant her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “late private” and all of lines 7 and 8 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “ late of Company H, First Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD T. MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4935) granting an increase of pension to Edward T. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward T. Miller, late of 
Company E, First Regiment New York Engineers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Engineers,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

THERESA B, NASH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4625) granting a pension to Theresa B., Nash. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the eo laws, the name of Theresa B. Nash, widow of 
Warren C. Nash, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month on and after the 


passage of this act. 
pany L, Second Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension of §72 | 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Company” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “Companies E and.” 

hy 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lien thereof the word 
“eight.” 

Strike out all of line 9 and insert in lieu thereof the words “such pension 
to cease upon proof that the soldier is still living.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


MARY F. HAMILTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


5010) granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the 
of Elisha B. Hamilton, 
iment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month. 


——s laws, the name of Mary F. Hamilton, widow 
te of Company B, One hundred and eighteenth Reg- 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
foliows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of.” 

In line 7 strike out the words ‘‘Company B” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “quartermaster-sergeant.” 
; In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
















THOMAS KELLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2690) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Kelly, late of Com- 
pany H, Eighteenth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 









MARGARET COTTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
227) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter, widow of John A. 
Cotter, Company B, Second Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of eee laws, the name of Margaret Cotter, widow of 
John A. Cotter, late of Company B, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “and $2 per month 
additional on account of the minor child of said John A. Cotter until it 
reaches the age of 16 years.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Margaret 
Cotter.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE W. DAY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1316) granting an increase of pension to George W. Day. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Day, late of Com- 
pany I, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. By direction of the committee and on 
request of the gentleman who introduced that bill, I move that the 
bill be reported back to the House with the recommendation that 
it be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY GWYNN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2019) granting a pension to Mary Gwynn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Gwynn, widow of 
Jonathan Gwynn, late of Mississippi Light Artillery, Marine Brigade, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ Mississippi Light Artillery” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “Light Battery, Mississippi.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
* eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LYDIA A. TOPPING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2991) granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. Topping. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia A. Topping, widow of 
Henry 8. Topping, late of Company M, Twenty-first Regiment New York 


Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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WILLIAM C. BEST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8000) granting an increase of pension to William C. Best. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the conditions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William C. Best, late of Com 
peng H, Fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that heis now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I notice in the fifth line the word “‘ condi- 
tions,’’ which should be “‘ provisions.’’ I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ conditions ’’ and insert the word ‘‘ provisions.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, that amendment will 
be made. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARGARET M, WALKER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
895) granting a pension to Margaret M. Walker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations df the pension laws, the name of Margaret M. Walker. \ ‘ 
of Capt. Andrew H. Walker, late of Company D, Eleventh lowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Captain.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Eleventh,” insert the word “ Regimen 

In line § strike out the word “a” and insertin lieu thereof the word “ per 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” , , 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pens 
Margaret M. Walker.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ae) 


h to 


JAMES W. KIGHT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2139) granting an increase of pension to James W. Kight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of James W. Kight, late of 
Company K, Ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteers, to $50 per month 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof tho fol- 
lowing: 

*“ That the Secretary of the Intérior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, onhiers to the provisions and limit 3 
of the pension laws, the name of James W. Kight, late of Company K, Ni! 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH K. WELT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2616) granting a pension to Joseph K. Welt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ” VISIONS 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph K. Welt, late a pri: 

ate in Company E, Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, ond 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that which h« OW 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were rea, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereo! ! 
word “of.” ~ 

In line 7 strike out the words “Infantry Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 


} 


he 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the wor 1 

“twenty-four.” _ 
In same line strike out the word “ which.” to 
lw 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pe! 
Joseph K. Welt.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 
ALBERT MOULTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
864) granting an increase of pension to Albert Moulton. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 


| Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provis' " 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert Moulton, late of 


Company K, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

GRACE E. CARSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar 
196) granting a pension to Grace E, Carson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
1 limitations of the pension laws, the name of Grace E. Carson, widow of 
2obert Carson, late of Company K, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment 
ew York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §8 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 

mendation. 


ras the bill (H. R. 


PETER FILLION, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


6441) granting an increase of pension to Peter Fillion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut! 


rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter Fillion, late of Com- | 


pany b, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
fi ll WS: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM H. HARRISON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5043) granting a pension to William H. Harrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Harrison, late of 
Company I, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “Company I, Eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words * unassigned, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
GEORGE C. SHERMAN. 


, The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3008) granting an increase of pension to George C. Sherman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George C. Sherman, late of 
Company F, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of §30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

: The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was read, as follows: 

_ Jn line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside was 
able recommendation. 


SARAH 8S. CHRYSLER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
616) granting a pension to Sarah Chrysler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Chrysler, widow of 
the late Gifford W. Chrysler, captain of Company E, Second New York Vet- 
eran Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ Sarah,” insert the letter 

In same line strike out the words, ‘the late.” 

In line 7, before the word “captain.” insert the word “late.” 

In same line, after the word “‘captain,” strikeout the word “of.” 

In same line, after the word “Second,” insert the word ** Regiment 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “* Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ fifteen.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah 8S. Chrysler.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bili as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


a favor- 


e 
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DAVID F. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
72) granting an increase of pension to David F. Lewis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David F. Lewis, late of 
Company A, Eighty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer fantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” 
word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH E. MECKLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
661) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth E. Meckly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


LEWIS. 
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d 
In 


and insert in lieu thereof the 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth E. Meckly. widow 
of Thomas W. Meckly, acting assistant surgeon, United States Navy, and pay 


her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “acting,” insert the word “late.” 
In line 7, after the word “surgeon,” insert the words “U.S.S. Lodona.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARCUS FE. AMSDEN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| $472) granting an increase of pension to Marcus E. Amsden. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
MARIA LINDHORST. 


| 
j 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


5528 granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
ert ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
imi 


Ge tations of the pension lawé, the name of Maria Lindhorst, widow of 
rge H. Lindhorst, late of Company I, Third Regiment United States Re- 


Serve Corps Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month. 


a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OWS: 


In line 9, after the word “month,” insert the words “such pension to 
cease upon proof that the soldier is still living.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 





The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcus E. Amsden, late of 
the United States Navy,and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ United,” insert the words “U.S 
and Mercedita.” ’ ; 

In line 7 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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REUBEN 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2435) granting a pension to Reuben Vermillion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. 


VERMILLION, 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben Vermillion, late of 
Company A, Webster County (Missouri) Home Guards, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill 
mendation. 


vas ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
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GEORGE W. HERRON. | The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1832) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Herron. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Herron, late first 
lieutenant Company A, Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HARVEY R. KING, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6932) granting an increase 
of pension to Harvey R. King. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey R. King, late of 
Company I, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LEVI ROBERTS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1984) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi Roberts, late of Com- 
pany H, Fiftieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


PERRY KITTREDGE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 8) granting an increase of 
pension to Perry Kittredge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Perry Kittredge, late hospital | 


steward Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, pay- 
able to his legally constituted guardian. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HAMPTON C. WATSON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2078) granting an increase of 
pension to Hampton C. Watson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hampton C. Watson, late of 
Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

GEORGE W. RICHARDSON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 367) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Richardson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Richardson, late 
chaplain Eleventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry and 
Seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pe him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he isnow receiv- 

ng. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
MILTON H. SWEET. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase 


of pension to Milton H. Sweet. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton H. Sweet, late of Com- 


pany A, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pension at | 


the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
ABRAM WILSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5841) for the relief of 
Abram Wilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abram Wilson, late private, 
Company E, Third New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 


follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ private, Company E, Third New York,” and 
all of lines 7 and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “of Company };, 
Third Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company H, Fourth Rev- 
iment New York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Wilson.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
LUCRETIA RITCHHART. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1704) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucretia Ritchhart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucretia Ritchhart, 


| widow of John Ritchhart, late musician, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving: Provided, That in the eventof the death of Hattie Ritch. 
hart, the helpless and dependent child of said John Ritchhart, the additional 
pension herein granted on account of said child shall cease and determine 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JONATHAN HITES. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1985) granting an increase of 
pension to Jonathan Hites. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan Hites, late of Com- 
pany B, Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
| sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


LOUISE K. BARD. 








<9 
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The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1 
| granting an increase of pension to Louise K. Bard. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise K. Bard, widow of 

| John P. Bard, late first lieutenant Company K, Forty-second Regiment Penn 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ALFRED WOODMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 7) 
granting an increase of poe to Alfred Woodman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred Woodman, ! 
Company B, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recei\ 


| ‘The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recou- 
mendation. 


| HANNAH RILEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was bill (H. R. 
| 8821) granting an increase of pension to Hannah Riley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Riley, the ! land 
dependent_mother of Minor Padgett, late of Company F, Twen': nd 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the ra! 
$30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
} 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


| as follows; 
In line 6, before the word “ Riley,” insert the words “ Padgett, n: 
| Insame line strike out the word “the.” ; ; 
In same line strike out the word “ Minor” and insert in lieu th 
words “Jacob M.” Pa 
In line 9 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof th 
“twenty.” : 
Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of | 
Hannah Padgett, now Riley.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be laid aside with « 
| able recommendation. 





iVOI 


ALFRED H. ROGERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! | !! 
958) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the )" 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred H. Roge! 
| Tenth Independent Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery. 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now ! 


R. 




















1904. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

HENRY G. HAMMOND, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 112) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry G. Hammond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, amar to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry G. Hammond, late of 
Company G, Fiftieth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HANNAH KELLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 137) 
granting a pension to Hannah Kelly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Kelly, widow of 
Joseph J. Kelly, late colonel of One hundred and seventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


EBENEZER H. RICHARDSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 339) | 


granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. Richardson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ebenezer H. Richardson, late | 


of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and Company A, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. ; 
CHARLES R. ALLEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 65) 


granting an increase of pension to Charles R. Allen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ey roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles R. Allen, late of 
Company A, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY A. BISHOP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1604) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Bishop. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Bishop, widow of 
William Bishop, late colonel Seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
recelving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


ZEBEDEE M. CUSHMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1756) 
granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. Cushman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name Zebedee M. Cushman, late 
second lieutenant Company D, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is how receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


LORENZO E. HARRISON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1913) 


gTanting an increase of pension to Lorenzo C. Harrison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo E. Harrison, late of 


Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
im a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation, 





| sin Volunteer Infantr 
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ELIZABETH M’CLAREN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 172) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth McClaren. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth McClaren, widow 
of James McClaren, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that sheisnow receiving: Provided, That in the eventof the death of Mary 
Elizabeth McClaren, helpless and dependent child of said James McClaren, 
the additional pension herein gran shall cease and determine. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SAMUEL B, BRIGHTMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4726) granting an increase of pension to 8S. B. Brightman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of S. B. Brightman, late of the 
Forty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


. - — 6 strike out the letter ‘‘S.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
*‘Samuel.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “of the Forty-fifth Regiment Wiscon- 
”“ and insert in lieu thereof the words “second lieu- 


tenant and sergeant, Company B, Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 


Infantry.” : 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 3 , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


AMANDA B, TISDEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2218) 
granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. Tisdel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda B. Tisdel, widow of 
James M. Tisdel, late captain Company B, Ninety-fifth Regiment Dlinois 
Volunteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CHARLES E. LIKES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6830) granting a pension to Charles E. Likes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Charles E. Likes, late of 
Company E, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insért in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” ay 

In the same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES P. SKINNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1819) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles P. Skinner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles P. Skinner, late of 
Company C, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARCUS T. CASWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2125) 
granting an increase of pension to Marcus T. Caswell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Marcus T. Caswell, late of 
Company I, Sixty-fitth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
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FORBES HOMISTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5719) granting an increase of pension to Forbes Homiston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Forbes Homiston, late of 


Company, Tenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


folk IWS: 


In line 6, after the word “Company,” insert the letter ‘ K.” 
ugha strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN SEXTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4319) granting an increase of pension to John Sexton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Sexton, late of Com- 


pany K, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at | 


the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


vas read, as 


JANE M. WATT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 838) 
granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane M. Watt, widow of John 
Watt, late first lieutenant, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
Company C, Thirty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOSEPH S. YOUNG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4115) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. Young. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph S 
Young, late a private in Company P, One hundred and ninety-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 4, after the word “ roll,” insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 7 

In 1 ne 5 strike out the words ‘a private in” and insezt in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “‘at the rate.”’ 

In same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “the pension” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “that.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
THOMAS BANKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Banks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Banks, late of Com- 
pany G, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 

many H, Third Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Volunteer In 
airs, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


Ke 
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HENRY D. WRIGHT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2108) granting an increase of pension to Henry D. Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Henry D. Wright, 
late a private in Company K, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


JANUARY 8, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 5 strike out the word “general.” _ . ‘ 

a 6 strike out the words ‘‘a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

In line 8, after the word “pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALPHEUS CONVERSE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3001) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus Converse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alpheus Converse, late of 
Company I, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 


| pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re 


ceiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


| follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Provisional.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN MONAHAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1952 
granting an increase of pension to John Monahan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Monahan, late of Con 
pany G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recém- 
mendation. 

HENRY CHRISTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
468) granting an increase of pension to Henry Christy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provis 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Christy, late of ( 
pany G, Two hundredand third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is n 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, : 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “‘ Two hundred and third” and i: 
in lieu thereof the word “ Seventy-sixth.” 

In line § strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the w 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agredd to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 

CORA M, CONVERSE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 6) 
granting a pension to Cora M. Converse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cora M. Converse, widow 0! 
Oscar I. Converse, late of Company A, First New Hampshire Light Infa 
and first lieutenant, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and )0) 
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable r 
mendation. 

ALONZO CARPENTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
957) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Carpenter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo Carpenter, la! 
Company I, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and Co 
F, One hundred and eighty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infant: 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is n 
celving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable re 
| mendation. 


H. R. 


GEORGE M’DONALD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 4. 
2201) granting an increase of pension to George McDonald. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here»y 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the Pi ik ‘ 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George McDona d, nte of 
| Company H, First Regiment Ohio Beery Artillery, and pay him a pers 
| at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
In line 6 strike out the letter “‘H” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “A.” 
In line 7, before the word “Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “seventeen.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES M. WILCOX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 368) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles M. Wilcox. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles M. Wilcox, late of 
Company I, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

BENJAMIN F, GATES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2929) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Gates. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Gates, late of 
Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieuof that he is nowreceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In pe 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANDREW IVORY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


7370) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Ivory. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Ivory, late of Com- 
pany G, Eleventh Pennsylvania Reserve Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


, a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 


_ In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 
In the same line, after the word ‘‘ Eleventh,” insert the word ‘“ Regiment.” 
In line 7, after the word ** Reserve,” insert the word ** Volunteer.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“forty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
REBECCA A, MATHIAS. 


__ the next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
015) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca A. Mathias, widow 
of John OC. Mathias, deceased, late captain of Company K, Sixty-fifth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “deceased.” 
In line 7 strike out the word “of.” 
in jn same line strike out the letter ‘‘K" and insert in lieu thereof the letter 


In same line, before the word “ Ohio,” insert the word “* Regiment.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twelve.’ 
The amendments were agreed to. 
lhe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE W. LAWSON. 


ryy . . : 

; The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6975) granting an increase of pension to George W. Lawson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

. it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
snd 1orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
a limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Lawson, late of 
~ pany F, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
Pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


‘ . he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OllOWS: 


“ In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 





} 


| 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JOHN L. SULLIVAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 11) 
granting a pension to John L. Sullivan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. Sullivan, invalid and 
dependent son of Richard T. Sullivan, late of Company G, Eleventh Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JAMES 8S. REARDEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7002) granting an increase of pension to James S. Rearden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James S. Rearden, late col- 
onel Twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY D. PERRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 215) 
granting a pension to Mary D. Perry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary D. Perry, widow of 
George Perry, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

GEORGE W. SPAHR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1929) 

anting an increase of pension to George W. Spahr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Spahr, late of 
Company F, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MINERVA A. M MILLAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1652) 
granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. McMillan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minerva A. McMillan, widow 
of James W. McMillan, late colonel Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry and brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ABRAHAM C. NULL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6071) granting an increase of pension to Abraham C, Null. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abraham C. Null, late of 
Company G, One hundred and fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay hima pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the committee now rise and 
report to the House the action of the Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House, having had under consideration 
certain pension bills on the Private Calendar, had directed him to 
report them back with or without amendment, respectively, and 
with the recommendation that the House concur in the action of 
the Committee of the Whole House. He further reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1316) granting an increaseof pension to George W. 
Day, with the recommendation that it be recommitted. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration of the bills just 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to state that there is a con- 
siderable number of these bills and requests the attention of 
Members while they are being passed upon, in order that the 
House may act intelligently. 

House bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House without amendment, were sever- 
ally considered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 1184. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Longenhagen; 

H. R. 2155. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Bechstedt; 

H. R. 5177. ’A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Clark; 

H. R. 942. A bill granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Hardy; 

H. R. 
Black; 

H. R. 2690. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly: 


1483. A bill granting an increase of pension to James W. 


R. 2991. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
Topping; 

H. R. 196. A bill granting a pension to Grace E. Garson; 

H. R. 6932. A bill granting an increase of pension to Harvey R. 
King: 

Hn R. 4200. A bill granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 
Sweet: 

H. R. 957. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Carpenter; and 

H. > 6071. A bill granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
C. Nul 

come bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House with amendments, were severally considered, 
the amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 5464, A bill granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Northern; 

H. R. 1908. 


Barr: 

H. R. 2042. 
Hubbard; 

H. R. 6004, 
C. Lyon; 

H. R. 892. A bill granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Harvey D. 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to William 


unt; 

H. R. 3620. A bill granting an increase of pension to Victor 
Vifquain; 

H. R. 990. A bill granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
W. Fox; 

H.R 
Judy; 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 8. 


H. R. 
Clark; 
H. R. 


. A bill granting an increase of pension to Laura F. 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to George W. 


R. 5737. 
. 3778. 
Rowling; 
H. R. 5246. A bill granting an increase of pension to S. B. 
Elliott (title amended) ; 
H. R. 5299. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Sarah E. Wheeler (title amended) ; 
H. R. 5197. A bill granting a pension to W. C. Brown (title 
amended); 
H. BR. 4629. 
C. Pond; 
H. R. 5559. 
C. Chase 
H. R. 3743. 
amended) ; 
H. R. 5531. 


A bill granting a pension to John Whitehead; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
A bill granting a pension to Charles E. Foley (title 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to John A. 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to Richard 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 


. 8776. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. | 
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H. R. 6619, A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
R. Little; 

H. R. 7374. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jabez 
Perkins; 

H. R. 561. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eri Summy; 

H. R, 2424. A bill granting a pension to Emma Butler; 

H. R. 722. A bill granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
B. Stuart: 

H. R. 907. A bill granting an increase of pension to De Witt C., 
Parker (title amended); 

H. R. 930. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Parkinson; 

H. R. 5005, A bill granting an increase of pension to Worthing- 
ton 8. Locke (title amended) ; 

H. R. 1517. A bill granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hutchison; 

H. R. 1856. 
H. Covert; 

H. R. 1288. 
Stevens; 

H. R. 4916. 
Pierce; 

H. R. 6331. 
Dickey; 

H. R. 4707. 

H. R. 4935. 
T. Miller; 

H. R. 4625. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Jason 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 
A bill granting an increase of pension to James M. 


A bill granting a pension to Margaret J. Snook: 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 


A bill granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 

H. R. 5010. A bill granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton: 

H. R. 227. A bill granting a pension to Margaret Cotter, widow 
of John A. Cotter, Company B, Second Tennessee Volunteer Cay- 
alry (title amended) ; 

H. R. 2019. A bill granting a pension to Mary Gwynn; 

H. R. 3000. A bill granting an increase of pension to William C. 


Best; 

H. R. 895. A bill granting a pension to Margaret M. Walker 
(title amended) ; 
mt R. 2139. A bill granting an increase of pension to James W. 

ight; 

H. R. 2616. A bill granting a pension to Joseph K. Welt (title 
| amended); 

H. R. 864. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Moulton; 

H. R. 6441. A bill granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Fillion; 

H. R. 5043. A bill granting a pension to William H. Harrison; 

H. R. 3903. A bill granting an increase of pension to George C 
Sherman; 

H. R. 5528, A bill granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst; 

H. R. 616. A bill granting a pension to Sarah Chrysler (title 
amended); 

H. R. 2472. A bill granting an increase of pension to David F. 
Lewis: 

H. R. 661. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
E. Meckly; 

H. R. 3472. A bill granting an increase of pension to Marcus E. 
Amsden; 

H. R. 2435. A bill granting a pension to Reuben Vermillion: 

H. R. 5841. A bill for the relief of Abram Wilson (title 
amended) ; ; 

H. R. 3821. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
Riley (title amended) ; 

H. R. 958. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alfre: 
Rogers; 

H. R. 4726. A bill granting an increase of pension to 5. B. 
Brightman; 

H. R. 6830. 
amended) ; 

H. R. 5719. 
Homiston; 

H. R. 4319. 
Sexton; 

H. R. 4115. 
Young; 

H. R. 2108, 


A bill granting a pension to Charles E. Likes (title 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Forbes 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Josep) 5. 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry D 

H P3001. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Converse; 

H. R. 468. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
a eh 2201. A bill granting an increase of pension to Georg? 

HR 9 2929, A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


. Gates; oa 
‘ H. R. 7370. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ancrew 
vory; 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





H. R. 7515. A bill granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias; 

H. R. 6975. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Lawson; and i : 

H. R. 7002. A bill granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Rearden. 

Senate bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole without amendment, were severally con- 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

S, 1832. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Herron; 

S, 1984. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts; 

S. 8. An act granting an increase of pension to Perry Kittredge; 

S. 2078. An act granting an increase of pension to Hampton C. 
Watson; 

S. 367. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Richardson; 

S. 1704. An act granting an increases of pension to Lucretia 
Ritchhart; ; : 

S. 1985. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Hites; 

S. 1772. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise K. 
Bard; 

S. 7. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
man; 

S. 112. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry G. | 
Hammond; 





S. 137. An act granting a pension to Hannah Kelly; 
S. 339. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. | 
Richardson; 
S. 65. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. | 
Allen; : 
S. 1604, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. | 
Bishop: 
S. 1756. An act granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. | 
Cushman; 
S. 1913. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. | 

Harrison; 

s S. 172. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
IcClaren; 

* S. 2218. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. 
isdel; 
< 1819. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles P. | 

Skinner: 
S. 2125. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus T. | 

Caswell; 
S. 338. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt; | 

— 1755. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
anks; 

5. 1952. An act granting an increase of pension to John Monahan; 

5. 6. An act granting a pension to Cora M. Converse; 
wa 368, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 

licox; | 

5. 11. An act granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 

S. 215. An act granting a pension to Mary D. Perry; 

P a a act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
pahr; an 

wecteanel An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 
CMilan, 

‘The bill (H. R. 1316) granting an increase of pension to George 

. Day was recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Iask unanimous consent that in the case 
of each of these bills acted upon by the House a motion to recon- 
— be regarded as entered, and that the motion be laid on the 
adie, 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of John S. Lanier (Fifty- 
Seventh Congress), no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

sy unanimous consent, Mr. BREAZEALE obtained leave of ab- 

Sence until the 26th instant, on account of important business. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of a bill of the following title; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

A bill (H. R. 8676) to refund the amount of duties paid with- 
out protest into the United States Treasury on goods shipped to 
lawaii prior to July 7, 1898, and shipped therefrom into the 
Unite d States subsequent to June 14, 1900. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 45 
minutes p. mi.) the House, in pursuance of its previous order, ad- 
Journed until Monday next. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting statement 
of the expenditures of the contingent fund of the Department, 


| certain balances due the Department, etc.—to the Committee on 


Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
recommendations for both appropriation and legislation on judg- 
ments rendered by the Court of Claims for bounty for destruc- 
tion of enemy’s vessels at Santiago—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of State sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for third secretaries to the 
embassies at St. Petersburg, Vienna, and Rome—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, asking for author- 


| ity for Capt. B. H. McCalla to accept the Chinese war medal—to 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War; transmitting, with a mc m- 


| orandum from the Quartermaster-General, a recommendation 


for legislation on the subject of commutation of quarters for 
army officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


| to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


| copy of a communication from the ‘Secretary of War submitting 


an estimate of appropriation for new arms for volunteer militia— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for medals of honor—to the Com- 


| mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the sloop Venus, Comfort Bird, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Thomas, Joseph Sanford, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William H. Taylor, administrator of estate of Lewis McDaniel, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. SHIRAS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3529) for the relief 
of settlers in Sherman County, in the State of Oregon, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 183); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and 
State, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 184); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West 
Alabama Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Warrior River in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 
3, township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian, re- 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 
185); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 


AND 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2474) for the relief of Aaron M. Applegate—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Eliza Clark—Committee 
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on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9033) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
McClintock—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9292) in relation to business | 
streets in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9293) to create a board for the condemnation | 


of insanitary buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 9294) for im- | 
proving and arching Hot Springs Creek. in the city of Hot Springs, 


Ark.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9295) for 
the improvement of North East River, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9296) to establish a United 
States court of patent appeals—to the Committee on Patents. 

3y Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 9297) to establish a series of free 
text-books—to the Committee on Education. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 9298) granting | 
the right of way for the construction of a railroad and other im- | 


provements over and on that part of the Hot Springs Reservation 


known as West Mountain, Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Committee | 


on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9299) for a | 
survey of the watersof Bogue Sound and Beaufort Harbor, North | 


Carolina, adjacent to the town of Morehead City, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9300) to authorize the 


Secretary of Agriculture to make experiments in irrigation in the | 


semiarid regions of the State of Texas, and to make appropria- 
tions therefor—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9301) to provide for the improvement and | 
completion of the grounds of and approaches to the United States | 


post-office and court-house building at Abilene, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 9302) to provide for untaxed 
denaturized alcohol for industrial purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9303) to amend the internal-revenue laws and 
to promote the manufacturing industries of the United States— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H.R. 9304) providing for the con- 
solidation of third and fourth class mail matter, and so forth— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9305) regulating admission to the mails of 
regularly issued periodicals and establishing a rate therefor—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9306) regulating the admission of third and | 


fourth class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9307) to pro- 
vide rebate of duties on coal—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 9308) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the Mississippi River between the counties of 
Wright and Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9309) to provide for the 
removal of floating dangers to navigation in certain steamship 
lanes off the Atlantic coast of the United States, and for the con- 
struction of a suitable vessel to be used for such purpose—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 9310) to exclude 
from the Yosemite National Park, California, certain lands therein 
described, and to attach to and include the said lands in the Sierra 
Forest Reserve—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 9311) in relation to the estab- 
lishment of building linesin the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9312) to re- 
lieve from taxation coal imported from foreign countries—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 9313) to pay all Federal sol- 
diers honorably discharged $2 per day while confined in Confed- 
erate military prisons thirty days or more—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
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By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9314) to amend “‘Anact provid- 
ing for the public printing and binding and the distribution of 
oe . c documents ’’—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 9315) to promote the circula- 
tion of reading matter among the blind—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 9316) to amend section 64 of 
the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 9317) to detach the county of 
Linn, in the State of Missouri, from the western and attach it to 
the eastern judicial district of said State—to the Committee on 
| the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9318) authorizing the Secretary 
| of the Interior to acquire the title to lands within certain Indian 
| reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

| By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 9319) providing for the con 
struction of a bridge across the Red River of the North at Fargo, 
N. Dak.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 9320) to provide 
| for the free transportation of official mail matter of officers of the 
| organized militia of the United States—to the Committee on the 
| Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9321) to authorize the Secretary 
| of the Interior to acquire for the Government, by exchanges of 
| public lands, the ownership of the private lands within certain 
| public parks in the State of California—to the Committee on the 
| Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 9322) to increase the pen- 
sions of widows of soldiers of the Mexican war to $12 per month— 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 
| By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 9323) to amend so much of an 
| act approved March 3, 1903, as authorized the erection and com- 
| pletion of new buildings for the accommodation of the United 
States Naval Hospital. Washington, D. C., as concerns the loca- 
tion thereof—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT (by request): A bill (H. R. 9324) to 
| amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
| States. relating to copyrights—to the Committee on Patents. 

3y Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 9325) to provide for a final 

settlement with the Tillamook tribe of Indians, of Oregon, for 
lands ceded by said Indians to the United States in a certain 
agreement between said parties dated August 7, 1851—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 9326) to exclude certain 
aliens from admission to the United States under the immigration 
laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 9327) to prohibit the misuse of 
certain words in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9328) to 
amend chapter 508 of the United States Statutes at Large, vol- 
ume 32, part 1, Fifty-seventh Congress, entitled ‘‘An act to es- 
tablish and provide for a clerk for the circuit and district courts 
of the United States held at Wilmington, N. C.’’—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9329) to increase the limit of 
| cost of the United States post-office at Ithaca, N. Y.—to the Com- 

mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9330) to amend an act of 

| Congress entitled “An act to authorize the Washington and Marl- 

| boro Electric Railway Company, of Maryland, to extend its line 0! 
road into and within the District of Columbia ’’—to the Commiut- 
tee on the District of Columbia. ) 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 9331) to extend the time for 
completion of the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad 
Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. : 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 9332) to organize a corps 0! 
pay clerks for the Navy, and to regulate its pay—to the Commut 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9333) to pension civil employees of the (0' 
ernment navy-yards when injured in the performance of duty’ 
such an extent as to be incapacitated to earn a living—to ("© 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 75) that 
President be requested to tender the good offices or meulition 
of the United States to Russia and Japan—to the Commitice vB 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res 
that a photograph of each member of the Senate and Hou: 
Representatives be published at the beginning of the biogre))'''"° 
in all Congressional directories hereafter issued during the !1!') 
eighth Congsess—to the Committee on Printing. . 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A resolution (H. Res. 130) to increa* 
force in the House Library—to the Committee on Accounts. 
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By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the legislature of Nebraska, 
asking that Congress establish the status of certain regiments of 
that State on frontier duty in 1864—to the Committee on Military 

\ffa irs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial of the Oregon legislature, for 
recognition to Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition, to be held 
at Portland, Oreg., in 1905—to the Committee on Industrial Arts 
ind Expositions. 
~ Also. memorial of the Oregon legislature, for increase of com- 
nensation to letter carriers on rural free-delivery routes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
LOLIOWS: 

Ry Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9334) to author- 
ice the President to place the name of Archibald K. Eddowes on 
the retired list of the United States Navy with the rank of chief 
engineer, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9335) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph N. Croak, alias Joseph N. Croke—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9336) to correct the naval record of Henry 

Sorrowes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 9337) to correct the date of 
muster of Company F, Pacific Battalion Missouri Home Guards— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 9338) granting an increase 
of pension to Solon D. Moore—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9339) for the relief of M. V. Stearnes, of Mar- 
shall County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 9340) to pay to Campbell 
Slemp $1,500—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 9341) granting a pension to 
Phebe L. Marchant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 9342) for the relief of Co- 
lumbus D. Arehart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9348) for the relief of William Walters—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9344) for the relief of Patrick Conlin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9345) for the relief of William I. Grady—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 9346) granting an increase of 
pension to John Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (11. R. 9347) granting an increase of | 


pension to Epsy Ann Austin—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 9348) for the relief of Thomas | 


| sions, 


Hoyne—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9349) granting a pension to Sarah A. Bargar— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9350) for the removal of the charge of de- | 
sertion from the military record of George Abbott, alias Andrew C. 


Adams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9351) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Hiram 
P. Tuttle—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 9352) to correct the military 
record of Cyrus Irwin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 9353) to correct the military record of An- | 


drew Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9354) granting an increase of pension to John 
Richmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9355) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 9865) granting an increase of 
pension to John 8. Edgar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 9366) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Cogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9367) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Collier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 9368) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bartlett J. Burk—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9369) granting an increase of pension to 
J. H. Paynter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9370) removing charge of desertion from 
military record of Pernett T. Brown—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 9371) granting an increase of 
pension to Fannie M. Lorain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr ESCH: A bill (H. R. 9372) granting a pension to Mi- 
nerva C. Farlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 9373) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 9374) for the relief of Capt, 
George A. Armes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase 
of pension to Morris B. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 9576) granting an increase of 
pension to Martin Reuthler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 9377) granting an increase of 
pension to John Morlidge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Noyes, alias Charles Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9879) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cas- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9580) for the relief of William 
I. Penland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9381) for the relief of E. M: Deaver—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $382) granting a pension to Melissa White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9383) granting a pension to Robert Garrett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9384) granting a pension to Daniel Ledbet- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9385) granting a pension to James A. Mason— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9386) granting a pension to B. W. Bond—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 9387) granting an increase of 
pension to George M. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9388) granting an increase of pension to 
Lineus V. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 93889) granting an increase of 
pension to John R. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 9390) granting an increase 
of pension to Dr. 8. L. Tyner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of 
pension to Philander S. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

IITT: A bill (H. R. 9392 


By Mr. ) granting a pension to Mar- 


| garet J. Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9356) granting an increase of pension to Har- | 


vey C. Button—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| sion to Mrs. John Lefiler—to the Committe: 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9357) granting an increase of pension to | 


Francis Sanderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9358) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert D. Davey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. RB. 9359) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Freeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9360) granting an increase of pension 
Emory A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6361) granting an increase of pension 
lenry H. Antcliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 9362) granting an increase of pension 
Stephen Bashaw—to the Cominitted on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9368) granting an increase of pension 
lanson Eastman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9364) granting an increase of pension 


to 


to 
to 


to 


Charles Hubbs—to the Committee on Pensions. 


to | 








By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9393) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas P. Ryan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 9394) granting an increase of pen- 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9395) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9396) granting an increase of pension to John 
L. Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9397) for the relief of J. B. Orbison—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 9398) granting a pension to John 
Lindsey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 9899) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob C. Rardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to Gertie Riley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 9401) for the relief of Daniel 
Craver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9402) granting an increase of 
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pension to Cyrus N. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Florida: A bill (H. R. 9403) for the relief 
= H. H. Thornton and Ben D. Rochblave—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 9404) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles F. Tower—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 9405) granting a pension to An- 
drew Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 9406) granting an increase 
. pension to James F. Hollett—to the Committee on Invalid 

enslons. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9407) for the relief of John W. 
Ward, first lieutenant, Fifteenth United States Infantry, and to 
pay him $53—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 9408) for the relief of William 
B. Barnes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 9409) for the relief of Katie 
O’Brien—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9410) granting a pension to Rosa Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 9411) granting an increase 
of pension to Emily Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9412) granting a pension to Sarah A. E. Mc- 
Lean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9413) granting a pension to Eliza A. Mc- 
Wilkie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9414) for the relief of Charles Cox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9415) for the relief of John D. Hicks, sr., of 
Hampton, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9416) for the relief of Robert McClermont— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9417) for the relief of Norfolk Seamen’s 
Friend Society, of Norfolk, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9418) for the relief of Oak Grove Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Norfolk, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9419) for the relief of the trustees of the Nor- 
folk Academy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9420) granting 


an increase of pension to Thomas W. Rodgers—to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9421) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas P. Marshall—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9422) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John 8S. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9423) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9424) granting anincrease of pension to Luke 
V. Temple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to Martha Fitzpat- 
rick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 9426) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 9427) granting an increase of 
pension to Chester H. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 9428) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Adeline Ballard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9429) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Hamly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 9430) granting an increase of 
— to Stephen Houghtaling—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9431) for the relief of John- 
son Benson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9432) for the relief of Joseph White—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9483) for the relief of Isaiah J. Smith—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9484) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Schroeder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 9435) granting a pension to Sarah 
A. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 9436) for the 
relief of the firm of Bertrand & Scull, late of Arkansas—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9437) for the relief of Elizabeth M. Chastain, 
now Elizabeth M. Harlow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9438) for the relief of the estate of James 
Scull—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9489) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J. 
Jones, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9440) for the relief of the heirs of Olive Cop- 
pock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9441) for the relief of Mrs. Mary L. Bryan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9442) for the relief of the heirs of George M. 
Campbell, deceased, late of Hot Springs County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9448) for the relief of Elvy Brewer, of Saline 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9444) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
the late D. G. Hineman, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9445) for the relief of Mrs. Mary L. Bryan, of 
Grant County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 9446) for the. relief of estate of Mrs. E. J. 
Davis, late of Drew County, Ark—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9447) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie E. Owens— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9448) for the relief of the Pine Bluff Baptist 
Church, of Jefferson County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9449) for the relief of the estate of J. H. 
Mosely, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9450) for the relief of the estate of Holliday 
S. Ravell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9451) for the relief of John McDermott—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9452) for the relief of Bayles E. Cobb, of 
Dallas County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9453) to donate certain lots in the city of 
Hot Springs, Ark., to the National Christian Library Association, 
of said city—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9454) for 
the relief of Lemuel Hannah, of Madison County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9455) for the relief of the estate of Jesse 
Vann, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 9456) for the relief of Frank P. 
Murphy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9457) for the relief of Alexander S. Rosen- 
thal—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 9458) granting an increase of 
pensien to Martha A. Harper—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9459) to correct the naval record of Com- 
mander Sidney Smith Lee—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9460) to correct the military 
record of Henry Cool—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 9461) granting a pension to 
Mary Francis Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 9462) granting a pension to Mary 
C. Gahret—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 9463) granting an increase of 
pension to John Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 9464) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry L. Pengilly—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9465) for the 
relief of D. B. Dickinson—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 9466) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Clasphill—to the Committee on Inva- 


| lid Pensions. 


By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 9467) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan H. Baxtor—to the Committe? on Invalid 


| Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9468) granting an increase of pension t0 
James H. Barnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9469) granting a pension to Hannah P. B. 
Cluney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9470) granting a pension to Herman bor- 
chardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9471)) to remove the eharge of desertion 
from the military record of Rev. Dr. Abraham J. Warner and 
= him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 9472) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas L. Weakly—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9473) granting an increase of pension 
James 8. Topping—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. __. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9474) granting an increase of pension to W il- 
liam Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9475) for the 
relief of the estate of James Henderson, of Hinds County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 9476) for the relief of the minor 
children of John W. Geering, deceased, formerly of Vallejo, Cal.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 9477) granting an increase of 
pension to George Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9478) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin P. Hemphill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9479) granting a pension to George A. Cox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
increase of pension to Joseph Leonard—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Harpswell Steamboat Company and 
others, for the deepening of the navigable waters between Port- 
land Harbor and Husseys Sound, in Casco Bay—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Sanford Mills and various corporations and 
citizens of York County, Me., for an appropriation for a survey 
and estimate for work and improvements in Cape Porpoise Har- 
bor, to accommodate increased shipping—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolution of Watertown (Wis.) Chapter 
of United Commercial Travelers, favoring passage of bills H. R. 44 


Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of H. H. Tabor Post, No. 13, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Reedsburg, Wis., favoring passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BADGER: Resolution of John A. Spellman Post, No. 
827, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, and 
Alfred Cannon Post, No. 261, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of Ohio, favoring passage of the service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of John A.- Miller Post, No. 592,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Parks Mills, Ohio, urging the passage of the 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of St. Louis Coffin Company, 
Granby Mining and Smelting Company, Curtis & Co. Manufac- 
turing Company, Hamilton-Brown Shoe Company, Barnhardt 
Mercantile Company, St. Louis Typothete, St. Louis Car Com- 
pany, and the Hydraulic Press Bric 
of an eight-hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. 


Committee on Patents. 








of Humboldt, Nebr., against sale of liquor in Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church of Humboldt, 
Nebr., favoring passage of the Hepburn interstate liquor act—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Papers in claim of Ephraim Dockrey—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in claim of Elizabeth Price—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of citizens of Hanover, Kans., 
against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Thomas Brennan Post, No. 380, Department 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Judson Kilpatrick Post, No. 36, Department 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of the Cudahy Packing Company, of South Omaha, 


| Nebr., against the passage of Senate bill 1261—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, resolution of the Western Millers’ Mutual Fire Insurance 
Company, of Kansas City, Mo., against bill H. R. 3585 and bill 
S. 1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bills for the relief 
of Patrick Conlin, for the relief of William Walters, and for the 
relief of Columbus D. Arehart—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of General Bailey Post, No. 49, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Girard, Kans., and Thomas Brennan Post, No. 


| 380, Grand Army of the Republic, National Military Home, Kans., 
and 89, to amend the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the | 
| Invalid Pensions. 


favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 


Also, petition of R. M. Dihel, of Chetopa, Kans., against sale of 


| liquorin Government buildings and Soldiers’ Homes—to the Com- 
| mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


Also, resolution of the National Business League, favoring a 


' larger naval equipment—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, resolution of the Denver Chamber of Commerce, relating 


| to legislation to rehabilitate the merchant marine—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
protesting against supervision of the inspection of grain by the 


| Government at terminal markets—to the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, favoring the improvement of Bronx Kills of the East River— 


| to the Committee on River and Harbors. 


Company, against passage | 


By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the legislature of Oregon, 


| praying for legislation in favor of the Lewis and Clark Exposi- 
Also, petition of R. W. Pratt, to amend the patent laws—to the | 


Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, | 
| Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio; C. C. Nichols 


protesting against inspection of grain by the Government at 


terminal markets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 
| Ricksecker Post, No. 469, Grand Army of the Republic, Canal 


Commerce. 
Also, petition of the Missouri Fraternal Congress, protesting 


against Senate bill 1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
| Grand Army of the Republic, Coshocton, Ohio, favoring passage 
| of a setvice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of business people, favoring legislation to exter- 
minate boll weevil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of business people of St. Louis, against passage 


Roads, 
Also, resolution of Abraham Lincoln Republican League Club 


of the Twenty-first Ward of St. Louis, favoring repeal of the | 


anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Papers in claim of Washington Hay—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolution of Officers’ Association of Georgia State Troops. 
protesting against the establishing and maintenance of a national 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of Henry W. Lande and others, 
of i nbuque County, Iowa, in favor of increasing the pay of rural 
free-delivery mail carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

A\so, petition of residents of Franklin County, Iowa, for legis- 

tion against the cigarette—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Robert Olmstead Post, No. 248, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa; Mulligan Post, No. 
Ne Grand Army of the Republic, of Sheffield, lowa; and General 

elson Post, No. 63, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of lowa, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
tittee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of the First Presbyterian Church ! 141, Grand Army of the Republic, of Troy, N. Y., and of the 


tion—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolutions of Shreve Post, No. 209, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Shreve, Ohio; Welch Post, No. 422, 
Post, No. 394, Grand Army of the Republic, Newcastle, Ohio; 
Dover, Ohio; A. N. Duncan Post, No. 702, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Killbuck, Ohio, and Richard Lanning Post, No. 69, 


By Mr. COUSINS: Resolution of J. C. Summers Post, No. 296, 


| Grand Army of the Republic, of Shellsburg, lowa, favoring pas- 
of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 


sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of Will Wendell Post, No. 46, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, favoring 
passage of the Curtis bill (H. R. 7873) relating to pensions—to 


| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolution of John C. Becht Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Norwood, Minn., urging the 


 ocrre eee ene | passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
SET'V e military forces o e Uni states— e Com- | 


Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Joseph Frey Post, No. 61, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Minnesota, urging the passage of 
the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions passed by the Olmsted County Merchants’ As- 
sociation, protesting against the passage of the parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. H. Casey and others, of Jordan, Minn., pro- 
testing against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 
crease of pension to Bartlett J. Burk—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of William B. Tibbits Post, No. 





092 


Grand Army of the Republic of Kings County, N. Y., favoring 
a of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also. memorial of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, in opposition to bill H. R. 3573, providing for 
a board for the protection of children and animals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Paint, Oil, 
and Varnish Club of New York, relating to trade-marks, patents, 
etc., with Cuba—to the Committee on Patents. 


Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New | 
| County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


York, favoring further improvement of the harbor channels of 
wes Brooklyn water front—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
rs. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transpor- 
tation, favoring improvement of Bronx Kills of the East River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 968, granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Warren Young—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Minerva C. Farlin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Watertown (Wis.) Council, No. 247, United 
Commercial Travelers, favoring passage of bill H. R. 4489, amend- 
ing the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the executive committee 
of the Supervisors’ Highway Convention at Albany, N. Y., favor- 
ing passage of Brownlow bill, relating to road improvement—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Ellsworth Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Seymour, Ind., and John F. 
Ruckle Post, No. 165, Grand Army of the Republic, of Indiana, 
favoring passage of Hemenway service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mitteee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Brooklyn Council, No. 21, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, protesting against promiscuous ad- 


mission of undesirable immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- | 


gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolution of Brooklyn 
Council, No. 21, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
urging restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Asso- | 


ciation, protesting against inspection of grain by the Government 
at terminal markets—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
John L. Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Resolution of the board of supervisors of Jef- 


ferson County, N. Y., favoring passage of the Brownlow bill re- | 


lating to road improvement—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to James F. Hollett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of citizens of Roff, Ind. T., praying | 


for certain relief—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of the heirs of Dr. 
William B. Watterman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1537, for the relief of Katie 
Reeves—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolutions of Parker Post, No. 151, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Center Lovell, Me.; T. A. Rob- 
erts Post, No. 49, Grand Army of the Republic, of Oxford, Me.; 
Hannibal Hamlin Post, No. 165, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Maine, and James E. Cushman Post, No. 87, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Maine, favoring passage of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Paper to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Rosa Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of Alcia Adams, praying reference 
= her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Patrick Jennings and pa- 
—_ to accompany claim of Ezekiel Hanis—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 

Also, papers in claim of Joshua Johnston—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8386, granting 
increase of pension to Andrew Esdell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, an to accompany bill H. R. 8387, granting a pension 
to Emma R. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill for the 
relief of Eli Cooprider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles G. Carr, asking for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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| Highway Convention at Albany, N. Y., favoring the passage 


JANUARY 8, 


By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill to in- 
crease pension of Thomas P. Marshall—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, favoring improvement of Bronx Kills 
of the East River—to the Committee on River and Harbors. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of the Ministerial Association of 


| Rochester, N. Y., favoring passage of bill to prevent nullifica- 
| tion of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 3979, for relief of estate of Joseph Logan, late of Jackson 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 3987, for the relief of Mattie 
H. Ligon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the San Miguel Improvement 
Club, of San Miguel, Cal., concerning the establishment of a mili- 
tary post on Nacimiento Rancho—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Supervisors’ 
{ of 
the Brownlow bill relating to road improvement—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Army of the Republic of Kings 
County, Department of New York, favoring passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the board of trustees of the Sanitary District 
of Chicago, favoring construction of a waterway connectin: tlie 
Great Lakes at the north with the Mississippi River and the Gulf 
of Mexico at the South—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National Business League, favoring a 
larger naval equipment—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New York, 
favoring further improvement of the channels of the Brooklyn 
water front—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Samuel D. Fisher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
| to Martha A. Harper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT:. Resolutions of the executive committee of 
the Supervisors’ Highway Convention at Albany, N. Y., favoring 
the passage of the Brownlow bill, relating to road improvement— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Supervisors’ Convention of 
the State of New York, favoring the Brownlow good roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the memorial and executive committee of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the 
passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Paper to accompany bill granting pension to 
| Mary C. Gahret—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Addison Clark Post, No. 151, Grand Army of 
| the Republic, Liberty Center, Ohio; Loemery Post, No. 235, Grand 
| Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, and Scott Post, No. 
100, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, favoring 
passage of a servite-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of St. Peter’s German 
American Benevolent Society, of Lindsay, Tex., protesting against 
the passage of the Hepburn and Dolliver bills—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolution of Ellsworth Post, 
No. 58, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rush City, Minn., favor- 
ing passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of residents of the Eleventh 
Congressional district of Iowa, protesting against passage of 4 
parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office anc Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
claim of John A. Layton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of D. B. Dickinson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Letter of E. C. Brush, M. D.. asking 
for an increase of pension for Charles Clasphill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Hughes Post, No. 285, Grand Army o! the 
Republic, of Malta, Ohio, favoring the passage of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Gratiot Post, Grand Army of the Repub 
of Gratiot, Ohio, favoring the passage of a service-pension bil 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Cutler Post, No. 502, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Cutler, Ohio, favoring the passage of a service-pensioa 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, resolutions of Dick Mason Post, No. 304, Grand Army 0 
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the Republic, of Lowell, Ohio, favoring the passage of a service- 
ension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Hazlett Past, No. 81, Department of Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3~ Mr. WARNOCK: Resolutions of Ransom Reed Post, No. 
113. Grand Army of the Republic, of Marysville, Ohio, urging 
the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Engle Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 


pill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, resolutions of W. W. Simpson Post, No. ¢ 

of the Republic, of Bellecenter, Ohio, urging the passage of the 

service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE, 
MonDAY, January 11, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HA tg, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, 

LEGATION BUILDING AT THE HAGUE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a report 
from the minister to the Netherlands on the De Witt house and 
its desirability as the permanent legation of the United States at 
The Hague; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Rail- 
way Company for the year ended December 31, 1903; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Interstate Commerce Commission, trans- 
nitting, in response toa resolution of the 17th ultimo, a state- 
ment relative to the building rented by the Commission for its use 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISCILLA A, NICHOLSON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 


in the cause of Priscilla A. Nicholson, administratrix of E. I. G. | 


Rhoades, deceased, late widow of William W. Rhoades, deceased, 

v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 

referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel brig Juno, Joseph 
Smith, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel schooner Olive, Nathaniel Treadwell, master; 


| 
| 
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A bill (H. R. 661) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
E. Meckly; 

A bill (H. R. 722) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
B. Stuart; 

A bill (H. R. 864) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Moulton; 

A bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 


| Hunt; 


A bill (H. R. 895) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


> | M. Walker; 
of Benton Ridge, Ohio, urging the passage of the service-pension | 


76,Grand Army | 


| 


A bill (H. R. 907) granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 930) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Parkison; 

A bill (H. R. 942) 
Hardy; 

A bill (H. R. 957) 
Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 958) 
Rogers: 

A bill (H. R. 990) 
W. Fox; 

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of pension to William 
F.. Longenhagen; 

A bill (H. R. 1288) granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Stevens; 

A _ (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension to James W, 
Black; 

A bill (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hutchison; 

A bill (H. R. 1624) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Boyer: 

A bill (H.R. 
H. Covert; 

A bill (H. R. 
D. Barr; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Hubbard; 

A bill (H. R. 
Wright: 

A bill (H. R. 2139) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Kight; 

A bill (H. R. 
W. Bechstedt; 

A bill (H. R. 
L. Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 
McDonald: 


granting an increase of pension to James F. 
granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 


granting an increase of pension to Harrison 


1856) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
1908) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 


2019) granting 
2042) granting 


a pension to Mary Gwynn: 
an increase of pension to Alvin B. 


2108) granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 


2155) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
2188) granting an increase of pension to Richard 


2201) granting an increase of pension to George 


A bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Emma Butler; 
A bill (H. R. 2485) granting a pension to Reuben Vermillion: 
») 


A bill (q. R. 


172) granting an increase of pension to David F. 


| Lewis: 


which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

JA message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
~ following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
senate: 

A bill (H. 196) granting a pension to Grace E. Carson; 
A bill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 


_“\ bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Christy; 
A bill (H. R. 561) granting an increase of pension to Eri Summy; 


on so (H. R. 616) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
irys er; 
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A bill (H. R. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Joseph K. 
Welt; 

A bill (H. R. 2690) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly: 

A bill (H.R. 
F. Gates; 

A bill (H. R. 
Topping; 

A bill (H. R. 8000) granting an increases of pension to William C. 
Best: 


2929) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


2991) granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 


A bill (H. R. 3001) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Converse: 

A bill (H. R. 3013) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Mavity; 

A bill (H. R. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
E. Amsden; 

A bill (H. R. 3620) granting an increase of pension to Victor 
Vifquain; 

A bill (H. R. 3748) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Foley; 

A bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. 
Judy: 

A bill (H. R. 3778) granting an increase of pension to Juliaette, 
Rowling: 

A bill (H. R. 3821) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 


Padgett, now Riley; 
A bill (H. R. 3903) 
C, Sherman: 
A bill (H. R. 4115) 
'S. Young; 


granting an increase of pension to George 


granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
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A bi (Hi. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
H.S 

A bil 1 ‘H.R. 4319) granting an increase of pension to John 
Soxtor 
at von: 

A bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 

A bill (H. R. 4629) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Pond; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Margaret J. Snook; 


A bill (H. R. 4726) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


B. Brightman; 

A bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 
Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pension to Edward T. 
Miller: 

A bill (H. R. 5005) granting an increase of pension to Worthing- 
ton 8S. Lock: 

A bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 5043) granting a pension to William H. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Dutch; 

A bill (H. R. 5177) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Clark; 


A bill (H. R. 
C. Brown: 


A bill (H. R. 


5197) granting an increase of pension to William 


5246) granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 


B. Elliott; 

A = (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
WwW hee ;. 

A vill ie R. 5464) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Northern; 

A bill (H. R. 5521) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Clark: 


A bill (H. R. 5528) granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst; 


A bill (H. R. 5531) granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
Nash: 

A bill (H. R. 5559) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
C. Chase: 


A bill (H. R. 
Homiston: 
A bill (H. R. 5787 


5719) granting an increase of pension to Forbes 


granting a pension to John Whitehead; 


A bill (H. R. 5841) granting an increase of pension to Abram 
Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6004) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Lyon; 


A bill (H. R. 
W. Travis; 

A bill (H. R. 6071) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
C. Null; 

A bill (H. R. 6331) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Dickey: 

A bill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Fillion: 

A bill (H. R. 6619) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
R. Little; 

A bill (H. R. 6830) 
E. Likes: 

A bill (H. R. 6932) 
R. King; 

A bill (H. R. 
W. Lawson; 


6022) granting an increase of pension to George 


granting an increase of pension to Charles 


granting an increase of pension to Harvey 


6975) granting an increase of pension to George 


A bill (H. R. 7002) granting an increase of pension to James 8. 
Rearden; 

A bill (H. R. 7370) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Ivory; 

A bill (H. R. 7374) granting an increase of pension to Jabez 
Perkins; 

A bill (H. R. 7515) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias; 
and 
. A bill (H. R. 7666) granting an increase of pension to Laura F. 
Jine. 


Subsequently the foregoing bills were severally read twice by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Presbyterian churches of Judson, Guion, and Russellville, 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Ken- 
dallville, and of the Woman's Home Missionary Society of Sey- 
mour, all in the State of Indiana, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 


on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Morrisson & Thompson Com- 
pany, Kokomo, Ind., and a memorial of the Grain Dealers’ National 
Association, 


remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
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McCumber bill, providing for the classification of grain: w), 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestr y. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Ellison and sund 
other citizens of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legis].; 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxic ating tian 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Histor y Clu) 
Portsmouth, N. H., and a petition of the Woman’s Home 
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cincinn 
Ohio, praying for an investigation of the charges made and {j}«:j 
against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 1; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elect; 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Andrew Mather Post, > 
14, Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Repub 
of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of a service-p 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Chamber of Com: 
of Los Angeles, Cal., praying that an appropriation be mad 
the improvement of the inner harbor at San Pedro, Cal.: \ 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerc 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the construction of the Pana: 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Interocea) 
Canals. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the I: - T 
ritory, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
tion for them from the encroachments of the liquor traftic i 
Territory; which were referred to the Committee on Territo 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of the congregation « 
Bethany Presbyterian Church, of Detroit, Mich., and a petition 
the Mosaic Club, of Jackson, Mich., praying for an investi; 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SmooT, a Se: 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committ 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Orcutt Post, No. 79, Departm 
of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Michigan, ar 
petition of Andrews Post, No. 294, Department of Mic! 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Michigan, praying for t) 
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to th 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Local Division No. 15) 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of St. Paul, Minn., pray 
ing for the enactment of legislation granting a pension to loco 
tive engineers who served in the civil war; which was ref: 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorials of Daniel Fish and He: 
Hicks, of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the « 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the ‘ 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Post No. 161, of — sy Manor 
of B. R. Palmer Post, No. 40; of Ellsworth Post, No. 58; of . 
Frey Post, No. 61; of Goodsell Post, No. 86; of Faire hild ] 
No. 152; of Hardy Post, No. 118; of A. E. Welch Post, N 
Freeman Post, No. 129; of Emery Upton Post, No. 101, of Bro 
Valley; of Post No. 150; of Mitchell Post, No. 69; of Major Da: 
erty Post, No. 117; of John W. Cochrane Post, No. 164; of J 
Garrison Post, No. 131, and of Sully Post, No. 10, of Blue ! 
all of the Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Re} 
in the State of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of a 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pe1 

Mr. TILLMAN presented petitions of sundry citizens 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and of the congr 
of the Baptist Church, all of Manning, in the State of South ! 
lina, and of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the 
dist Episcopal Church of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for a 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 5"! 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of ©) 
and Red Bank, in the State of New Jersey, and of the W 
Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Chi 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an investigation of the 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator [1 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
nia, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post bil! 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-! 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of sundry c itizens 
Helena, Md., praying for the passage of the so-call 
gambling bill; which was referred to the Committee « 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
ance Union of Easton, Md., praying for the enactment of 
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buildings and grounds; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Easton, Md., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the nullification of State liquor laws and also the 
issue of license ordinances by original packages and other inter- 
state commerce tricks; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of Cecil Grange, No. 3, Patrons of 
usbandry, of Rising Sun, Md., praying for the enactment of 

gislation providing for a system of national, State, and lozal co- 
operation in the permanent improvement of the public highways 
of the country; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Mont- 
ford Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore, Md., pray- 
ing foran investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Thomas H. Goldsborough Post, 
No. 56, of Centerville; of Hicks Post, No. 24, of Hicks; of Gosnell 
Post, No. 39,of Upperco; of Naval Veteran Post, No. 76, of Balti- 
more,and of Joseph Johnson Post, No. 61,of Tunis Mill, all of the 
Department of Maryland. Grand Army of the Republic, in the 
State of Maryland, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law: which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Retail Merchants’ 
Association of Ottawa, Ill., praying for the passage of the so- 
called pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of Ottawa, D1l., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Atlas, Lena, 
and La Hogue; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Greenville; of the congregation of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Rockford, and of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Greenville, all in the State of Illinois, and of the 
Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Woodcock; 
of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Williamsport, 
and of the Twentieth Century Club, of Burgettstown, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Boston Fruit and 
Produce Exchange,of Boston, Mass., and a petition of the Boston 
Branch of the National League of Commission Merchants, of Bos- 
ton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Rice Lake, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called parcels-post bill: which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of New California; of the congrega- 
tion of the First United Presbyterian Church of East Liverpool; 
of the Twentieth Century Club of Wellsville; of the congregation 
of the United Presbyterian Church of Dayton; of the Ministerial 
\Iliance of Hamilton; of the congregation of the Reformed Pres- 
yterian Church of Jonathans Creek; of the congregation of the 
-nited Presbyterian Church of Cassville; of the congregation of 
he United Presbyterian Church of Unity; of sundry citizens of 
Da yton, New Concord, and Wellsville; of the Ministerial Union of 
Kingsville; of the Woman’s Club of Steubenville; of the Woman's 
Relief Corps, ‘* Columbia Golden,”’ No. 82, of Athens; of the Pallas 
Club of Athens; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Wellsville; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of West Elkton; of the Ladies’ Aid Society of West Elkton; of the 
Missionary Society of the Friends’ Church of West Elkton; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Cumberland; of the 
{ Aristian Endeavor Society of West Elkton; of the Sabbath School 
ol the United Brethren Church of Lockington; of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Orrville: of the Woman’s Christian 

mperance Union of Athens; of the Presbyterian Missionary So- 
clety of Xenia; of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor 
of Bays; of the congregation of the German Lutheran Church of 
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Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Marietta; of the congre- 
gation ot the United Presbyterian Church of Wellsville; of the 
congregation of the First United Presbyterian Church of New Con- 
cord; of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Peru; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Peru; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Jamestown; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian TemperanceU nionof Washington; of the Woman’s 
Home and Foreign Missionary Society of the Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, of Dayton; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Portsmouth; of the congregation of the Wesley Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, the Woman’s Home Missionary Society, 
and the congregation of the Epworth Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Marion; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Grace 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Dayton; of the congregation of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Greenfield, and of sundry 
citizens of Bellefontaine, Anna, Cincinnati, Zanesville, Van Wert, 
West Elkton, Decaturville, and Edon, all in the State of Ohio, 
wraying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
on. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of Crookston, Minn., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented petitions of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Akron; of the congregation of thé 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Akron; of sundry citizens of 
Pueblo; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of East 
Pueblo; of sundry citizens of Grand Junction; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Castle Rock; of the congregation 
of the Hyde Park Presbyterian Church, of Denver; of the Woman's 
Missionary Society of the Twenty-third Avenue Presbyterian 
Church, of Denver; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Canon City; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Grand Junction; of the congregation of the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Grand Junction; of the congregation of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Sterling; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Canon City; of the congregation 
of the First Christian Church of Canon City; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cedaredge; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Cedaredge; of the congregation 
of the United Presbyterian Church of Canon City; of the congre- 
gation of the Baptist Church of Fountain; of the congregation of 
the Free Methodist Church of Fountain, and of the congregation 
of the First Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Denver, all in the 
State of Colorado, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Commitee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of Samuel N. King, of Salt Lake 
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| City, Utah, praying that Hon. ReEep Smoot, a Senator from the 


State of Utah, be allowed to retain his seat in the Senate; which 
vas referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the Queen Esther 
Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Baptist Church 
of Park River, N. Dak., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DANIEL presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Hamilton, of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Onancock, of the Epworth League of 
Brucetown, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Brucetown, of sundry citizens of Gloucester, and of sundry citi- 
zens of Chase City, allin the State of Virginia, praying for an in- 


| vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrerp 


Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 


| to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ 
Association of Rice Lake, Wis., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal and Congregational churches of New Richmond; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hammond; of 
the Clara Wright Young Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
of Milwaukee, and of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Barron, all of the State of Wisconsin, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against the Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 


7a . . 8 ‘ + . . . : 
xioa; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of | Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
«don; of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Van Wert; of the | lation authorizing the construction of a street railway on M street 
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NW.. between Fifteenth street and Thomas Circle, in that city; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Alliance Israelite Uni- | 


versell, of Worcester, Mass., praying that the Government of 
Russia cease to discriminate against citizens of the Jewish faith; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of South 


McAlester, Ind. T., praying that the Territory of Oklahoma and | 
the Indian Territory be admitted into the Union as one State; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- | 


perance Union of Freeport, Me., and a petition of the Woman's 
Home Missionary Society of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrerp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On December 14 there was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia a statement of account 
between the United States and the Hart School for the support 
and maintenance of certain Government wards. I move that 
that committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the statement and that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
STEWART on the 4th instant. proposing to appropriate $25,000 for 
grading and macadamizing Pennsylvania avenue east from its in- 
tersection with Branch avenue to the District line, and $5,000 for 
grading South avenue from Pennsylvania avenue east and the 
District line to the Suitland road,submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the amendment was indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2486) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to name streets, avenues, alleys, highways, and reserva- 
tions in that part of the District of Columbia outside of the city 
of Washington, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2298) granting a pension to P. J. Conway, re- 

rted it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment providing for the appointment of third sec- 
retaries to the United States embassies at Vienna, Rome, and St. 
Petersburg at $1,200 each per annum, intended to be proposed by 
him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3225) authorizing the Secretary of 
State to reimburse the Compagnie Francaise des Cables Télé- 
graphiques for expenses incurred in repairing its cables and prop- 
erty, which were cut and damaged by United States forces in 
Cuba during the Spanish-American war, reported it favorably as 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the urgent deficieney 
appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed: which was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
Steele: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Kusserow: 

A bill (S. 
terson; and 

A bill (8. 
Edson. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
W. (alias Albert) Hall, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred ihe following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George 
Pennington; 

A bill (8. 2496) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
Wing; 

A bill (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 
Johnson; 


265) granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray; 
980) granting an increase of pension to Mary Von 


1938) granting an increase of pension to Aldridge Pat- 


2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 
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| A bill (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 
Bitner; 

A bill (8. 2236) granting an increase of pension to James Reed; 

A bill (S. 2858) granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 
| Stuart; 
| <A bill (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
| Bratton; 

A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
| Linch; 
A bill (8. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Owen E, 
Newton; and 
A bill (S. 27 
Billings. 
| Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Horn; 

A bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth L. Craig; 
and 

A bill (S. 2440) granting an increase of pension to George Olsen. 

Mr. McCUMBER. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. ) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 
shall; 

A bill (S. 2668) granting 
Fawcett; and 

A bill (S. 2689) granting 
Kanouse. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed in- \ 
definitely: 

A bill (S. 936) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Cru- 
gom; and 

A bill (S. 938) granting an increase of pension to Timothy A. 

Lewis. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. William 
T. Hord; 

A bill (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wil- 
liams; 

A bill (S. 1689) granting 
Houghton: and 

A bill (S. 2128) granting 
Seebold. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Fr 
erick Bellman, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
rep-rt thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
vere referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 3166) granting an increase of pension to Levi B. 
Lewis; ; 

A bill (S. 2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Jellison; 

A bill (S. 2542) 
Larkin; 

A bill (S. 1239) 
son; 

A bill (S. 1242) granting an increase of pension to Tho 
Davis: 

A bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 
Kibbe: 





2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 
1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 
2688) granting an increase of pension to George M. 


12) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 


onenr 


wii 
an increase of pension to Alpheus 


an increase of pension to David M, 


an increase of pension to Henry H. 


an increase of pension to George A. 


granting an increase of pension to James PF. 


granting an increase of pension to John Adain- 


A bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Emma M: 
Farland; 

A bill (S. 2874) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Moses: 


A bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
Wheeler; a 
| A bill (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy; 
| <A bill (S, 1911) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. 
Severance; 
| A bill (S. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah |! 
| and 







— 


A bill (S. 128) granting an increase of pension to Clara M. 


Gihon. 
Mr. BURNEAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments. and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2643) granting an increase of pension to Melinda J. 
Chapman; ; 

A pill (S. 2527) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Roberts; 
: bill (S. 1912) granting a pension to Joseph W. Booker; 

A bill (S. 2373) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Cummings; ; 

"A bill (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 
Roberts; : ¥ ‘ 

A bill (S. 2280) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Lothrop; 

"A bill (S. 2642) granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 
Freeman; and : - 

A bill (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Cotting. : } 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 

A bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Green; 


and 
- A bill (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance, 

Mr. BURNHAM. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to 
Palmer P. Johnson, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from-the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2907) to correct the military record 
of Henry Borrowes, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2267) granting a pension to Ruth E. Wright, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Frogge; 

A bill (S. 
ard; and 

A bill (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Edwin R. Cole. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Couch; 

: A bill (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 

TOW; 
as bill (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 

Vichols; 

m bill (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
3rown: 

A bill (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Decker; and 

A bill (S. 2245) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


2250) granting an increase of pension to Anna Pritch- 


referred the bill (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Mary | 
T. Strickland, reported it without amendment, and submitted a | 


report thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar- 
“uns: 


A bill (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick | 


udge: 

A bill (8, 822) granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
Stevens; and 

A bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 2392) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Misner, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
& report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 691) granting an increase of pension to Franklin Fulton, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitel y: 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1760) granting a pension to Ann A. Devore, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2364) granting a pension to Mary E. Haren, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2416) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Joanna Adams, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a-report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee. to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2222) granting a pension to Richard A. Kendall, repoited 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse J. Finley, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee. to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 486) granting a pension to Green B. Yawn, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1636) for the opening of R 
street NE. to Twenty-eighth street, and of Twenty-eighth street 
NE. from R street to M street, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTUS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 3241) for the relief of the Primitive Baptist Church 
(colored), of Huntsville, Ala. (with an accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 3242) for the relief of James H. Young, Benjamin F. 
Young, and F. A. Young: and 

A bill (S. 3248) for the relief of M. V. Stearnes. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 3244) to incorporate the 
American Academy in Rome; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 3245) granting an increase 
of pension to Oscar F. Bartlett; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with she accompanying papers, referred to the Comimittee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3246) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Frederick. W. Joslin; which was read 
twice by its title, and. with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 3247) to provide for the 
erection of a statue of Gen. Nathanael Greene on the battlefield of 
Guilford Court House; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3248) to authorize the President 
to appoint Brig. Gen. H. S. Hawkins, retired, to the grade of 
major-general on the retired list of the Army; which was read 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3249) to authorize the President 





| to appoint Brig. Geu..!. Ford Kent. retired, to the grade of major- 





general on the retired listof the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


| sions: 


A bill (S. 3250) granting an increase of pension to William Har- 
rington (with an accompanying paper); ° 

A bill (8. 3251) granting an increase of pension to Jane Doug- 
lass: 

A bill (S. 3252) granting an increase of pension to John S. Edgar; 

A bill (S. 3253) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert L. 
Eberhart (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3254) granting an increase of pension to John B. Pen- 
rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3255) for the relief of the heirs of Holmes Bernard, 
deceased; ; 

A bill (S. 3256) for the relief of the heirs of B. T. Edwards, de- 
ceased: and 

A bill (S. 3257) for the relief of the heirs of Larkin Harned, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3258) granting an increase 
of pension to Valentine B. Hummel; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM. I introduce a bill by request. at the suggestion 
of a constituent by the name of Mr. Foster. The bill was pre- 
pared by that gentleman, a man of some note, very carefully. 
It is on the subject of arbitration. I ask thatit be referred tothe 


| Committee on Education and Labor, and I call the attention of 


that committee to it that they may give it early consideration. 
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The bill (S. 3259) to create a national arbitration tribunal and 
to define the duties and powers thereof was read twice by its | 
title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. | 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 3260) for the relief of Robert | 
B. Tubbs; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyving paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


sion to Charles D. Creed; which was read twice by its title, an, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3287) for the construe. 
tion of a bridge over Rock Creek at Q street; which was rea, 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dist) 
of Columbia. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3261) for the relief of Clarence A. 
Rendt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 3262) granting a pension to 
Daniel H. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3263) to establish the tenth 
judicial circuit and to provide for a circuit court of appeals 
therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3264) to consolidate the 
duties of certain staff departments of the Army, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 3265) granting a pension 
to James Lang; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 3266) granting a pension 
to A. P. Gadd. which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 3267) granting an increase of pension to Mary VY. 
Carson: 

A bill (S. 3268) granting an increase of pension to Augustus L. 
Schultze (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3269) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Ret- 
zer (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8. 3270) granting an increase of pension to Junius T. 
Turner. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 3271) for the relief of Sarah 
E, Cady; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3272) for the relief of William T. 
Sterling and fifty-seven other enlisted men of Company K, First 
Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3273) to authorize the purchase of 
certain pictures of Arctic expeditions, by Mr. Albert Operti; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 3274) granting an increase of 
pensien to Jennie Long: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3275) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry B. Schroeder; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pewsions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3276) granting an increase of pension to Harriet E. 
Worthington; 

A bill (S. 3277) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith; 
en _ (8S. 3278) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 

ark; 
as bill (S. 3279) granting an increase of pension to E. V. R. 

olton; 


A bill (8. 3280) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Chapin; | 


and 


A bill (S. 3281) granting an increase of pension to John B. | 


Graves. 


Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3282) granting an increase | 


of pension to Martha A. Hughes; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3283) for the relief of E. J. Finch, 
heir of Patrick D. Gilchrist, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr TELLER introduced a bill (8S. 3284) for the relief of J. F. 
Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 3285) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Wright; which was read twice by its 
title. and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


J sts  CC LLL LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL 





He also introduced a bill (S. 8288) to provide a public park 


l 
Georgetown Heights, in the District of Columbia; which was re:;(] 
- 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8289) providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission on the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3290) granting a pension to Daniel 
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (8. 3291) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Olson Bakken, alias John Olson; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3292) amendatory of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for a permanent Census Office,”’ 
approved March 6, 1902; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3293) to refer to the Court 
of Claims the war claims of the State of California; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3294) granting a pension 
to Wilson W. Brown and others; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 8295) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Bennett; and 

A bill (8S. 3296) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wise. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3297) for the relief of 
Thomas E. Streeter; which was read twice by its title, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 3298) to amend section 
2326 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to min 
ing claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committes 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3299) to increase the pensions of those who by reason 
of their services in the Army or Navy of the United States have 
lost the use of their limbs and require an attendant; 

A bill (S. 3300) granting a pension to Eliza White; 

A bill (S. 3301) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Dickey (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 3302) granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Foust. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3308) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to appoint Maj. Gen. John R. Brooke to the grade of Licu- 
tenant-General in the United States Army and place him on tl 
retired list; which was read ¢wice by its title, and, with the accom 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committ 


; on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 3304) granting an increase of pension to Andrew A. 
Kelly; and 
* A bill (8. 3305) granting an increase of pension to Jan 

eyo. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3306) to amend chapter 10)! 0! 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. approved January ° 
1897, relating to the sale of intoxicating drinks to Indians, pro- 
viding penalties therefor, and for other purposes; which w 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Jud 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3307) granting a per 
Capt. Robert W. Morgan; which was read twice by its tit/c, 2! 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Peo 
sions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3308) granting an i! 
of pension to Jesse C. Lott; which was read twice by its tit! 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit! 
Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3309) providing 
donation of lots A, B, K, and L in block 39, in Fort Dalles! 


s K. 


' addition to The Dalles, Oreg., as shown on the plat of the 
i : | The Dalles and surroundings, and filed in the local lan‘ 
He also introduced a bill (8S. 3286) granting an increase of pen- ! at The Dalles, Oreg., to the Oregon Historical Society; w)! 
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read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8.3310) granting an increase of 
pension to Nicholas Doyle; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FOREST RESERVE LANDS. 


Mr. HEYBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R.30) direct- 
ing the stay of all proceedings now pending upon any application 
to enter or patent even-numbered sections of the public lands of 
the United States in lieu of odd-numbered sections surrendered 
by any railroad company, or its assigns, within the limits of any 
forest reserve; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HEYBURN, Iask that the joint resolution may lie on the 
table. I shall call it up hereafter, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the joint resolution will lie on the talile. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 7th instant —- and signed the act (8, 2022) to afford 
protection to the exhibitors of foreign literary, artistic, or mu- 
sical works at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY CORRESPONDENCE, 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the State Department at 
my request has furnished me a copy of the instruction of Secre- 
tary Marcy to Mr. Dallas, dated July 26, 1856, which has never 
heretofore been published in full. It relates to the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty directly, but incidentally to the Central American 
condition. I move that the letter of the State De ent, to- 
gether with the instruction, be printed as a Senate document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MILTON F. COLBURN AND GOTLEIB FELDMYER. 


Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 526) entitled “A bill for the relief of Milton F. | 


Colburn, administrator of Gilbert Colburn, deceased,” and the bill (S. 1644) 
entitled “A bill for the relief of Gotleib Feldmyer,”’ together with all the pa- 
pers inany wise relating thereto, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the 
Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the bringing of suits ~~ the Government of the United 
States,” approved March 8, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the 


same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate | 


in accordance therewith. 
HEARING BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before 
the Committee on Manufactures on the bill (S. 198) for preventing the adul- 
teration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, drugs, and 
condiments in the District of Columbia and the Territories,and for regulat- 
ing interstate traffic therein, and for other purposes, be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


REPUBLICS OF NICARAGUA AND COSTA RICA, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following concurrent resolution, 
which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
duty of this Republic, its people, and its Government is clear toward the 
people and the Governments of the Republics of Nica 


ally beneficial since_we first acknowledged their independence and sover- 
eignty and welcomed them into the family of Christian nations; . 

(a) And under our treaty of 1846 with Nicaragua, relating to the rights of 
transit and canal construction across its territory; 

(b) And under the Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty of 1884, which has never 
been finally acted upon by the Senate of the United States as to its ratification; 

(c) And the duty of the Government of the United States under the com- 
changed between William McKinley, President of the United States, and the 
Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, respectively, on the Ist day of 
December, 1900, which remain in full force and mutual obligation; 
, (d) And the duty of the President of the United States, under the man- 
date of the act of Congress approved by President Roosevelt on June 28, 1902, 
and especially under the fourth section of said act of Congress, which is in 
the following words: 

“Sic. 4. atshould the President be unable to obtain for the United States 
& Satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company and 
the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia and the 
rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, within a reasonable time and 
upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for the 
United States  Pupemel control by treaty of the necessary territery from 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua, upon terms which he may consider reasonable, 
for the construction, perpetual maintenance, operation, and protection of a 
canal connecting the Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean by what is com- 
monly known as the Nicaragua route, shall through the said Isthmian Canal 
Commission cause to be excavated and constructed a chip canal and water- 
way from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea near Greytown, by way 
of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito on the Pacific Ocean. Said canal 
Shall be of sufficient capacity and depth 
sels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in use, and such as may be 
reasonably anticipated, and shall be supplied with ali necessary locks and 
other appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing through the same 
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from ocean to ocean; and he shall also construct such safe and commodious 
harbors at the termini of said canal as shall be necessary for the safe and 
convenient use thereof, and shall make such provisions for defense as may be 
necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors and canal; and such 
sum or sums of money as may be agreed upon by such treaty as compensa- 
tion to be paid to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the concessions and rights 


hereunder provided to be acquired by the United States, are hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President 

“The President shall cause the said Isthmian Canal Commission to make 
such surveys as may be ore for said canal and harbors to be mp de, and 
in making such surveys and in the construction of said canal may employ 
such persons as he may deem necessary,and may fix their compensation. 

“In the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
Lake Picsmgm, or such parts of each as may be made available, shall be 
used. 

In compliance with these rights and duties, it is further 

Resolved, That Costa Rica and Nicaragua should at least be treated with 
the deference and respect due te our relations of close, cordial friendship, 
and that the President of the United States should proceed to open the nego- 
tiations with those Governments, as he is required to do by said act of Con- 
gress, in good faith and in a spirit of sincere friendship and good will. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the resolution may go over until to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over under the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that it be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGE. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed and bound 10,000 copies of the Report of the Commission on 
International Exchange and the appendixes thereto, being House Document 
No. 144, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, 2,000 of which shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 
for the use of the Commission on International Exchange. 


HOURS OF LABOR IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. STEWART. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to inquire 
what amount of money would be necessary to provide sufficient additional 
clerks in the Departments to avoid the necessity of extending the hours of 
past 4 o’clock. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Committee on Appropriations to this question. I doubt 
very much whether the extension of the hours of labor in the 


Objection being made, it goes 





and Costa Rica, | 
with whom our relations have been friendly, honorable, intimate, and mutu- | 


pacts called protocols that were signed, sealed, and delivered, and inter- | 


- afford convenient passage for ves- | 


Departments will accomplish the purpose desired. The situation 
is not well understood,I fear. There are a large number of clerks 
in small rooms, which are badly ventilated, and six hours and a 
half service has been heretofore required. That is about as much 
as the clerks can endure. If you extend the hours, there will be 
many more on the sick list than there are now. 

The fact of the bad ventilation and the crowded condition of 
| the rooms is aggravated by the feeble people who are in them, re- 
| quiring that all the windows shall be closed. As to theextension 
of time, I think the service would be promoted by reducing the 
length of time rather than by increasing it. Six hours anda half 
work in a crowded room with bad ventilation is much more ex- 
| hansting than eight or ten or even twelve hours where the clerks 
| would have the open air to breathe. 

I hope the committee will consider this matter and recommend 
the necessary appropriation for additional clerks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think it ought to go over 
by all means. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the resolution goes over, I wish to ask 
the Senator if it would not be a good idea to concentrate the feeble 
persons somewhere, so that they could all be together and have 
the windows closed? ; 

Mr. STEWART. You would have to find room to concentrate 
them in. There is no condition now by which that could be done. 

Mr. LODGE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the matter goes over—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts demands the regular order. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not mean to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I donot think the Senator means to do so, 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts withdraws the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I simply wish to ask the Senator from 
Nevada a question. He says that six hours and a half work is 
| required of these clerks. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. 
hours are required? 

Mr. STEWART. It does not make any difference what the 
law is; the question is what the law should be, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Exactly. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam inquiring what the law should be, not 
what it is. 

Mr.GALLINGER. That is all I care to ask the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. I say I do not believe the law as it is, com- 
pelling that number of hours’ work, is effective. I donot believe 
it is a good way to accomplish results. 

Mr. GALLINGER, It seems to me the Senator ought to try 
to repeal the law. 

DELAWARE INDIAN LANDS, 


Is it not a fact that under the law seven 


Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, directed 
to transmit forthwith to the Senete copies of the report of the Dawes Com- 
mission of November 11, 1908, of allotment of lands and the segregation of 
lands in the Cherokee Nation to the Delaware Indians, and also the report 
upon the segregation of said lands submitted to him by that Commission on 
January —, 1904, and all other reports upun that subject: and furthermore, 
to transmit to the Senate copies of all correspondence with the Dawes Com- 
mission and other officials, and all other papers relating to such allotments 
and segregation. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a re 
operations of the Bureau of Animal Industry of that Department for the fis- 
eal year ended June 30, 1908, in compliance with the requirements of section 
ll of the act approved May 29, 1884, for the establishment of that Bureau. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wutre Hovuss, January 11, 1904. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the several resolutions relative to an investigation of the Post- 
Office Department and the amendments offered thereto. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator from 


Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] does not care to proceed this morning | 


in regard to those resolutions, I move that the Senate pvoceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Unlesssomearrangement shall 
be made regarding the resolutions they will go to the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. lI ask that they go over without prejudice, re- 
taining their place. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I want to say a word, if I may 
be permitted, about that matter. 

I had no thought of asking that the various resolutions referred 
to should goover. I participated in a discussion with the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] so far as it had relation to the 
Postmaster-General. I was not able to proceed the other day, 
and asked the Senator from Tennessee to permit his resolution to 
lie over in order that I might on a subsequent day say something 
on one phase only of the investigation. I do not want to be put 
in the RecorpD as having requested the Penrose resolution nd all 
other resolutions on the subject of the investigation of the Post- 
Office Department to go over on my account, for that was not 
my thought at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the resclutions? 

Mr. LODGE, I understand they go over. 
usked. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
ing their place, to come up to-morrow morning immediately after 
the routine business? 

Mr. LODGE. That was my request. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 
hears none, and that order will be made. 


What shall be the disposition 


Thatis what I have 


The Chair 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2300) to supplement and amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near Grays Point, Mo.,’’ approved January 26, 
1901. 
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pers, referred to the | 


rt by the Secretary of Agriculture of the | 


By unanimous consent, retain- | 
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The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence 
of the death of Hon. WILLIAM WoopBURN SKILEs, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Ohio, and transmitted 1esolutions 
of the House thereon. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE SKILES, 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask that the communication 
from the House, announcing the death of my late colleague in 
that body, Mr. SKILEs, be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 11, 1904. 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with great sorrow 
of the death of Hon. WILLIAM WOODBURN SKILES, of the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That a committee of fifteen Members of the House. with such 
members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the provisions 
of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in connection therewith 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

vesolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. KYLE, Mr. BApGER, Mr 
SoUTHARD, Mr. HILDEBRANT, Wr. Dick, Mr. Snook, Mr. MorGan, Mr 
CvRRIER, Mr. BEIDLER, Mr. LEGARE, Mr. WoopYARD, Mr. DICcKERMAN, 
| 
| 








Mr. Ross, Mr. Davipson, Mr. WARNOCK, and Mr. WEBB members of the 
committee on the part of the House. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, at a later day I will ask that 
appropriate memorial proceedings may be had in honor of Mr. 
SKILEs. For the present I offer the resolutions I send to the desk, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio sub- 
mits resolutions, which will be read. 

The resolutions were read, and considered by unanimous con- 
| sent, as follows; 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce 
ment of the death of Hon. WILLIAM W. SKILEsS, late a Representative from 
the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the presiding 
officer to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The President pro tempore appointed, under the second resolu- 
| tion, as a committee on the part of the Senate Mr. Hanna, Mr. 

ForAKER, Mr. FAIRBANKS, Mr. McCreary, and Mr. CuLiom. 
Mr. FORAKER. Asafurther mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased, I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 
55 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, January 12, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 11, 1904. 
DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Robert 5S. Cowie, of Wisconsin, to be Deputy Auditor for the 

Navy Department, in place of John M. Ewing, deceased. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

First Lieut. Rush R. Wallace, jr., of the Marine Corps, to be 
a captain in the Marine Corps from the 19th day of November, 
1903, vice First. Lieut. Benjamin B. Woog, who failed to qualify 
for promotion and was suspended. 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Dana E. Robinson, of Ohio, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from December 28, 1903. 

POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA, 

Percy B. Fulton to be postmaster at Dinuba, in the county of 
Tulare and State of California. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904, 

CONNECTICUT. 
Charles Harris to be postmaster at Westport, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles Harris. 
| Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. 
William H. Kenyon to be postmaster at Moosup, in the county 
| of Windham and State of Connecticut, in place of William 2. 
Kenyon. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 
DELAWARE. 
William B. Fleming to be postmaster at Harrington, in i 
| county of Kent and State of Delaware, in place of Arthur /. 
| Kinney. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1900. 
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ILLINOIS, 


Albert Bothfuhr to be postmaster at Grant Park, in the county 
of Kankakee and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Walker T. Butler to be postmaster at Sidell, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904, 

INDIANA. 

Joshua P. Albright to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county 
of Steuben and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904. 

Charles C. Fesler to be postmaster at Clay City, in the county 
of Clay and State of Indiana, in place of Charles C. Fesler. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

IOWA. 

Daniel Anderson to be postmaster at Lamoni, in the county of 
Decatur and State of Iowa, in place of Daniel Anderson. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

Wellington H. Gowdy to be postmaster at Corwith, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Iowa, in place of Wellington H. 
Gowdy. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

KANSAS. 

Elon G. Dewey to be. postmaster at Moline, in the county of 

Elk and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential January 1, 
904, 
— LOUISIANA. 

Levi P. Carter to be postmaster at Bunkie, in the parish of 
Avoyelles and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


George H. Seymour to be postmaster at Monson, in the county 


of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in place of George H. | 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904, 
MICHIGAN, 

Ralph D. Harris to be postmaster at Almont, in the county of 
Lapeer and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1904. 

George Preston to be postmaster at Grass Lake, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Michigan, in place of George Preston. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904, 

MINNESOTA. 

Clarence J. Buckley to be postmaster at Delano, in the county 
of Wright and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. ; ; 

Newton H. Ingersoll to be postmaster at Brainerd in the county 
of Crow Wing and State of Minnesota, in place of Newton H. 
Ingersoll. Incumbent’s commission expired January 4, 1904. 

Emil Nelson to be-postmaster at Albert Lea, in the county of 
Freeborn and State of Minnesota, in place of VictorGillrup. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. _ 

Albert W. Swanson to be postmaster at Royalton, in the county 
of Morrison and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 


Seymour, 


MISSOURI. 

Mills T. Chastain to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of Saline and State of Missouri, in place of Albert L. Jurden, 
resigned, 

NEW JERSEY. 

Evan F, Benners to be postmaster at Moorestown, in the county 
of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in place of Evan F. Ben- 
ners. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. 

NEW MEXICO. 

Thomas W. Collier to be postmaster at Raton, in the county of 
Colfax and Territory of New Mexico, in place of Thomas W. 
Collier. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1904. 

NEW YORK. 

William B. Adams to be postmaster at Bedford Station, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

Theron A. Farnsworth to be postmaster at Camden, in the 
county of Oneida and State of New York, in place of Andrew W. 
Craig. Incumbent’s commission expired February 9, 1903. 

‘ Albert Weed to be postmaster at Ticonderoga, in the county of 
Essex and State of New York, in place of Albert Weed. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 4, 1904, 

OKLAHOMA. 


Charles F. Hartrouft to be postmaster at Foss,in the county of 
Washita and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. . 

William E. McGuire to be postmaster at Pawhuska, in the 
county of Osage Nation and Territory of Oklahoma, Office be- 
came Presidential January 1, 1904. 





| 
| 


| 





J. Ed Van Matre to be postmaster at Leger, in the county of 
Greer and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904, 

PENNSYLVANTA, 

John W. Beers to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of 
Perry and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Crawford H. McGee to be postmaster at Mahaffey, in the county 
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1904. 

Joseph Moody to be postmaster at Tremont, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

John P. Wilson to be postmaster at Manor, in the county of 
Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904. 

WISCONSIN. . 

William W. Chapman to be postmaster at Horicon, in the 
county of Dodge and State of Wisconsin, in place of Bernhard 
Beck, deceased. 

Joseph E. Parmelee to be postmaster at West Salem, in the 
county of LaCrosse and State of Wisconsin, in place of Joseph E. 
Parmelee. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

Frank Tucker to be postmaster at Princeton, inthe county of 


| Green Lake and State of Wisconsin, in place of Frank Tucker. 


Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 11, 1904. 
SECRETARY OF WAR. 
William H. Taft, of Ohio, to be Secretary of War, to take effect 
February 1, 1904. 
CIVIL GOVERNOR OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Luke E. Wright, of Tennessee, to be civil governor of the 
Philippine Islands, provided for in the act of Congress approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to provide for the ad- 


| ministration of the affairs.of civil government in the Philippine 


Islands, and for other purposes,’’ to date February 1, 1904. 
VICE-GOVERNOR OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Henry C. Ide, of Vermont, to be vice-governor of the Philip- 
pine Islands, provided for in the act of Congress approved July 
1, 1902, entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to provide for the administra- 
tion of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes,’’ to date February 1, 1904, 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


John Bourne, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 

district of Dunkirk, in the State of New York. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Frederick Hosmer Cooke, a citizen of the State of Ohio, to be 
an assistant civil engineer in the Navy from the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1904. ‘ 

Clinton Draper Thurber, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, 
to be an assistant civil engineer in the Navy from the Ist day of 
January, 1904. 

Robert Graham Heiner, a citizen of the District of Columbia, 
to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 26th day of De- 
cember, 1903. 

Robert Ear] Stoops, a citizen of the State of Ohio, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Navy from the 26th day of December, 1903, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Francis H. Delano to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 11th day of October, 1903. 

Commander Albion V. Wadhams to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 27th day of December, 1903. 

Lieut. Commander York Noel to be a commander in the Navy 
from the 27th day of December, 1903. 

Lieut. Ward P. Winchell to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 

Lieut. Charles P. Eaton to be a lieutenant-commander 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph W. Graeme to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Albert H. McCarthy to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 

Lieut. John M. Ellicott to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


in the 


Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry N. Jenson to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 
Capt. Charles O’ Neil to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from the 


| 3ist day of December, 1903. 
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Lient. Charles W. Dyson to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of December, 1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Lieut. Harry George to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy | 


from the 1st day of January, 1904, 

Lieut. Frederick L. Chapin to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of January, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur St. C. Smith to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Willis McDowell to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William C. Watts to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lyman A. Cotten to bea lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904. 

Pay Inspector Hiram E. Drury to be a pay director in the Navy 
from the 4th day of November, 1903. 

Asst. Naval Constructor Daniel C. Nutting to be a naval con- 
structor in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1903. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Harry M. Hepburn, of Iowa, to be a second assistant engineer, 
with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
of the United States. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


sistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States. 
POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 
George F. Beales to be postmaster at Visalia, in the county of 
Tulare and State of California. 
William C. Campbell to be postmaster at Los Gatos, in the 
county of Santa Clara and State of California. 
Motley H. Flint to be postmaster at Los Angeles, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 
Angelo Genelly to be postmaster at Los Banos, in the county of 
Merced and State of California. 
Laura J. Hannon to be postmaster at Redondo, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 
Sarah Laird to be postmaster at Alturas, in the county of Mo- 
doc and State of California. 
John W. Loyd to be postmaster at Portersville, in the county 
of Tulare and State of California. 
Albert L. Paulsen to be postmaster at Weaverville, in the 
county of Trinity and State of California. 
COLORADO. 
Orange W. Richardson to be postmaster at Longmont, in the 
county of Boulder and State of Colorado. 
CONNECTICUT. 
George H. Ford to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
John R. Merrick to be postmaster at Totoket, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
Theodore F. Rose to be postmaster at Ivoryton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
GEORGIA, 
Lizzie Hamilton to be postmaster at Buford, in the county of 
Gwinnett and State of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 
Hugh Bennett to be postmaster at Coal City, in the county of 
Grundy and State of Illinois. 
Tracy W. Buckingham to be postmaster at Potomac, in the 
county of Vermilion and State of Dlinois. 
Thomas E. Burgoyne to be postmaster at Melrose Park, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois. 
Henry J. Cheesman to be postmaster at Princeville, in the 
county of Peoria and State of Illinois. 
John F. Newlin to be postmaster at Chrisman, in the county 
of Edgar and State of Tlinois. 


Charles F. Renich to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county 


of McHenry and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 


Charles O. Johnston to be postmaster at Hobart, in the county | 


of Lake and State of Indiana. 
James Pickering to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Benton and State of Indiana. 
Thompson Turner to be postmaster at Walkerton, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Indiana. 
IOWA. 
George Banger to be postmaster at Laporte City, in the county 
of Black Hawk and State of Iowa. 
Ferdinand A. Christensen to be postmaster at Lake Mills, in 
the county of Winnebago and State of Lowa. 
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Samuel H. Hedrix to be postmaster at Allerton, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Iowa. 

Gilbert Knudson to be postmaster at Jewell, in the county 
Hamilton and State of Iowa. 

Caleb H. Wickersham to be postmaster at West Branch, in { 
county of Cedar and State of Iowa. 

KENTUCKY. 

Joseph P. Bozarth to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the count 

of Oldham and State of Kentucky. 
MAINE, 

Horace Mitchell to be postmaster at Kittery Point, in the cou: 
of York and State of Maine. 

John M. Thurlough to be postmaster at Fort Fairfield, in ¢) 
county of Aroostook and State of Maine. 

Charles C. White to be postmaster at Orono, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Clara 8. Hill to be postmaster at Amherst, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles Newhall to be postmaster at Danvers, in the county of 





| Essex and State of Massachusetts. 


Agnes J. Smith to be postmaster at Stockbridge, in the county 


| of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 
Asst. Surg. Gustave M. Corput, of Georgia, to be a passed as- | 


MICHIGAN. 
Edwin P. Radford to be postmaster at Hermansville, in 


| county of Menominee and State of Michigan. 


Bangs F. Warner to be postmaster at Paw Paw, in the county 


| of Van Buren and State of Michigan. 


MINNESOTA. 


Hakon E. Glasoe to be postmaster at Lanesboro, in the county 
of Fillmore and State of Minnesota. 
Barker C. Grover to be postmaster at Zumbrota, in the count; 


of Goodhue and State of Minnesota. 
William B. Strom to be postmaster at Hector, in the county 
Renville and {tate of Minnesota. 
Larmon G. Townsend to be postmaster at Blackduck, in the 
county of Beltrami and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
Louis Baum to be postmaster at Montrose, in the count) 
Henry and State of Missouri. 
Benjamin F’. Carter to be postmaster at Browning, in the : 
of Linn and State of Missouri. 
Charles L. Mowder to be postmaster at Braymer, in the county 
of Caldwell and State of Missouri. 
* NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Henry E. Merrick to be postmaster at Henniker, in the county 
of Merrimac and State of New Hampshire. 
Edwin B. Pike to be postmaster at Pike, in the county of Gra! 
ton and State of New Hampshire. 
George D. Stevens to be postmaster at Durham, in the county 
of Stratford and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Louis O. Fullen to be postmaster at Carlsbad, in the county 0 
Eddy and Territory of New Mexico. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Edwin H. Morris to be postmaster at Mocksville, in th: 
of Davie and State of North Carolina. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Joseph Powles to be postmaster at Milton, in the cou 
Cavalier and State of North Dakota. 
OHTO., 
Edgar M. Kane to be postmaster at Vermilion, in the « 
Erie and State of Ohio. 
George W. C. Perry to be postmaster at Chillicothe, 
county of Ross and State of Ohio. 
Frederick G. Withoft to be postmaster at Dayton, in «/ 
of Montgomery and State of Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Benjamin F. Williams to be postmaster at Sayre, in th 


| of Roger Mills and Territory of Oklahoma. 


OREGON. 

Alfred F, Linegar to be postmaster at Coquille, in t! 
of Coos and State of Oregon. 

Albert R. Martin to be postmaster at Junction Cit) 
county of Lane and State of Oregon. 

John F. Miller to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in tl 
Jackson and State of Oregon. 

William E. Tate to be postmaster at Wasco, in the « 
Sherman and State of Oregon. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Albert A. Atterholt to be postmaster at Rochester 

county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 
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Frank R. Hammond to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Francis A. Thompson to be postmaster at Lilly, in the county 
of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

UTAH, 

Hugh M. Dougall to be postmaster at Springville, in the county 

of Utah and State of Utah. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

John A. Dinsmore to be postmaster at Keystone, in the county | 
of McDowell and State of West Virginia. 

John F. Lewis to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, in the county 
of Mason and State of West Virginia. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, January 11, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father, who art in heaven, to whom we are indebted for | 
life and all things, and to whom we owe everlasting gratitude and | 
willing service, we most earnestly pray for a larger and ever- 
increasing conception of life and its far-reaching purposes, that 
we may bend all our energies toward the final consummation of 
things as exemplified in the life and teachings of Thy Son, Jesus 
Christ. 

Once more, O Lord, are we called upon to mourn the loss of 
another from our Congressional family, who by his genial nature 
and the high order of service rendered to his country endeared 
himself to all. We most fervently pray that Thou will comfort 
his colleagues and friends, especially the grief-stricken family, by 
the blessed assurance that some time, somewhere, there will be a 
reunion where sorrow and death shall not enter. 

Hear us in the name of Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 8, 1904, was 
read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of asking 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. One monient; there is a privileged matter 
which should be submitted first. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- | 
ported the bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for the legis- | 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
roport, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow I shall ask 
for the consideration of the legislative bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of 
order, 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. FRANCIS RIVER, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. MACON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consert for the 
present consideration of a local bill that peculiarly coricerns my | 
district, which bill I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill (H. R, 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett, in | 
the State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis | 
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and | 
State, was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- | 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Che amendments recommended by the Committee on Inter- | 
state and Foreign Commerce were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordin gly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Macon, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, GRAYS POINT, MO. 


_Mr. SMITH of Mlinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from the 
Spe aker’s table the bill S. 2300, and- that the same be considered 
at this time. An identical House bill (H. R. 6275) has been favor- 


= y reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
1eTCe, 





| desk during the call of the roll or the counting of ballots. « 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Suirn] asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill (S. 
2300) to supplement and amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or 


near Grays Point, Mo., approved January 26, 1901.’’ The gentle- 
man from Illinois states that a similar House bill has been re- 
ported favorably from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

The bill was read at length. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Smiru of Illinois, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Smiry of Dlinois, the 
corresponding House bill (H. R. 6275) was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


M1. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, this is th» day 
assigned for the consideration of matters presented by the Com- 
mittee onthe District of Columbia. In view of the probab e early 


| adjournment to-day, I ask unanimous consent that Monday neat 


be assigned, in substitution for to-day, for the consideration of 
the matters which at that time may be presented by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on the Di-trict of Colum- 
bia may have Monday next for the consideration of the bills of 
that committee in lieu of to-day. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


SHERMAN ANTITRUST LAW. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report. The Committee on the Judiciary have had under con- 
sideration House resolution 114, calling upon the Attorney-Gen- 
eral for certain information, and have directed me toreport back 
in lieu thereof the substitute which I will ask the Clerk to report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States is requested, in 
so far as in his judgment it is not incompatible with the interests of the pab- 
lic service, to communicate to this House full report of all sums of money 
spent by him under act of Congress of date March 3, 1908, providing for the 
enforcement of the provisions of the law known as the Sherman antitrust 
iaw,and the law approved February 4, 1887, and acts amendatory thereof or 
supplemental thereto; and that said report shall show to whom said sums of 
money have been paid, and what services have been performed by each per- 
son; how many and what kind of legal proceedings have been instituted by 
him or under his direction under said laws, and where the same is now pend- 
ing, and what has been the result of such proceedings. 


Mr. JENKINS. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
a brief explanation of the matter made, if the gentleman will do 
so. If I understand the matter, it is to report upon the $500,000 
appropriated for the Department for the purpose of instituting 
proceedings under the antitrust legislation. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will ask the Clerk to report the substitute 
again for the benefit of my friend. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not care to have that done. 
I would like the gentleman to make some explanation. 

Mr. JENKINS. The resolution speaks for itself. 
Clerk to again report the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution, 
without objection. 

The resolution was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

SECTION 7, RULE XIV. 

The SPEAKER. By request, the Chair directs, without obj 
tion, the reading of the following rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEcTION?T, RULE XIV. While the Speaker is putting a question or addr 
ing the House no Member shall walk out of or across the Hal}, nor, v 
Member is speaking, pass between him and the Chair: and during tl 
sion of the House no Member shall wear his hat or remain by the Clerk 


*smok 
floor of the House: and the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkee} 


rke« rare charged 
with the strict enforcement of thisclause. Neither shall any person b 


lowed to smoke upon the floor of the House at any time. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bill of the following title: 

H. R. 7273. An act to enable the city of Phoenix, the town of 
Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in Maricopa County, Ariz., sev- 
erally to issue the bonds of said municipalities for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of a freighting and wagon road from 
any convenient point in the Salt River Valley to the Salt River 
reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, Ariz. 


I ask the 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 


S. 465. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit the | 


Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in 
the city of Washington,’ approved May 19, 1896. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 


BaRNEs, one of his secretaries, who a'so informed the House of 


Representatives that the President had on January 7, 1904, ap- | 


proved and signed joint resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 64. 
of the District of Columbia to permit the erection of certain poles 
and overhead wires in connection with the work of eliminating 
grade crossings in the city of Washington. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
committee as indicated below: 


S. 465. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit the | 


Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in 


the city of Washington,” approved May 19, 1896—to the Commit- | 


tee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORT OF THE BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the followimg message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report, by the Secretary of Agriculture, of the op 
erations of the Bureau of Animal Industry cf that Department for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1908,in compliance with the requirements of section 11 of 
the act approved May 29, 1884, for the establishment of that Bureau. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuirtet Hovuss, January 11, 190k. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is it not required that the order au- 
thorizing the printing contain an order to authorize the printing 
of the illustrations? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised as to whether there 
are accompanying illustrations. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not know as to this re- 
port, but I never saw one of those reports that did not have illus- 
trations. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman suggest an order of that 
kind? 

Mr. MANN. Iask unanimous consent that the order to print 
be accompanied with authority to print the illustrations. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to know what the re- 
quest is. I could not hea 
The SPEAKER. The request was for unanimous consent to 


print the illustrations, if there are any, accompanying the message 
just read. 


Mr. TAWNEY. What does the message relate to? 
The SPEAKER. The Bureau of Animal Industry. 
Mr. MANN. Itisthe report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM WOODBURN SKILES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it is made my painful duty 
to announce to the House of Representatives the death of Hon. 
WILLIAM WOODBURN SKILES, a Representative in this body from 
the State of Ohio. Thatsad event took place at his home at Shelby 
on Saturday last. Ata proper time the House will be asked to 
set aside a space of time in which eulogies suitable to the high 
character and distinguished services of the deceased may be ren 
dered upon this floor. In the meantime, Mr. Speaker, I offer for 
adoption the following resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with great sorrow 
of the death of Hon. WILLIAM Woopsu RN SKILES, of the State of Ohio 

Resolved, That a committee of fifteen Members of the House, with such 
members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed toattend the funeral 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di- 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the provisions 
of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in connection therewith 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 5 

ke solved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The question was taken; and the resolutions were unanimously 
agreed to. ; f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee of the House to attend the funeral of Hon. W. W. SKILEs: 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Mr. 


KyYLs, Mr. BADGER, Mr. SouTHARD, Mr. HiLDEBRANT, Mr. Dick, Mr. Snook, 
Mr. Morgan, Mr. CuRRIER, Mr. Be1pLer, Mr. LEGARE, Mr. WoopyARD, Mr. 
DICKERMAN, Mr. Ross, Mr. Dayipson, Mr. WARNOCK, and Mr. WEBB. 


Joint resolution authorizing the Commissioners | 








Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, as a further marx of re- 


spect, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 
And accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the House 


adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred ag 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Juno, Joseph Smith, master— 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans- 
| mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 

spoliation cases relating to the schooner Olive, Nathaniel Tread- 
| well, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Arthur B. Wilson, administrator of estate of R. H. Wilson, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
| to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting j a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mattie S. Holland against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Timothy J. Murphy, administrator of estate of Chalkly Good, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James E. Hall, against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending a 
deficiency appropriation for the completion of certain public build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the acquisition of addi- 
tional land adjacent to the naval hospital at Yokohama, Japan— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an 
appropriation for rent of temporary quarters for Government offi- 
cials at Jacksonville, Fla.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
und ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an 
| appropriation for rent of temporary quarters for Government offi- 
clals at Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Acting Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for extension of construc- 
tion and repair shop at naval station at Cavite—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Postmaster-General submitting an 
estimate of deficiency appropriation for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitti ng ac py 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for protection of timber in te former 
Chippewa Indian Reservation in Minnesota—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the counsel of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Ele- 
vator and Railway C ompany, transmitting the annual report 0! 
thé it company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia ad 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting 4 re- 
port relative to the acquisition of a permanent legation building 
for the United States at The Hague—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect sabi it ng 
an estimate of increase of limit of cost for building at Alene, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting so much of 
| the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster- General in the 


opy 
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investigation of the said Department as may be made public with- 
out harm to.the public interest—to the Comunittee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of the list of amounts payable from the postal revenues 
transmitted from the Postmaster-General—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the billof the House (H. R. 5511) to authorize 
registers and receivers of United States land offices to furnish 
transcripts of their records toindividuals, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 187); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 937) 


granting an increase of pension to M. A. Shelton, reported the | 


same with amendments accompanied by a report (No. 189); which | 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6562) granting | 
an increase of pension to Frances Thompson, reported the same | 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 190); which said | 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 689) | 
granting an increase of pension to Edgar Chapman, reported the | 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 191); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3665) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C. Jones, reported the same with 





amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 192); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5611) granting a 
pension to Juliette Westbrook, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 198); which said bill and re- | 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1498) grant- | 
ing an increase of pension to Winslow P. Eayrs, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 194); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6005) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to George B. Davis, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 195); which said bill | 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2920) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Huffman, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 196); which said bill and report were re- | 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1294) granting 
an increase of pension to William McBrien, reported the same 
Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 197); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4157) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Kohlhauff, reported the same 
With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 198); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3836) granting 
4n increase of pension to David H. Thompson, reported the same | 
with amendments, accompanied bya report (No. 199); which said 
bill and réport were referred to the Private Calendar. 


oan LINDSAY, from the Gommittee on Invalid Pensions, to | 





lich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3299) granting a ! 


| ments,accompanied by a report (No. 210); 
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pension to Medie M. Flanders, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 200); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 138) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Hale, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 201); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1497) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter F. Chase, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 202); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7756) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Schroder, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 203); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6947) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph H. Cooper, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 204); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8376) 
granting an increase of pension to J. J. Smith, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 205); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8920) granting 


pension to Harriet A. Tucker, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 206); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERSof Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 165) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Adelsperger, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 207); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8729) granting an 
increase of pension to Gustus 8. Remick, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 208); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6085) granting a 
pension to Anna M. Maier-Moyer, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied bya report (No. 209); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4887) granting 
a pension to George N. Thorpe, reported the same with amend- 
which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2016) granting an increase of pension to 
George Gardner, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 211); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 249) granting a 
pension to May Shields Mitchell, reported the same with amend- 


: 
a 


| ments, accompanied by a report (No. 212); which said bill and 


report were referred tothe Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5372) 
granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 213); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5471) granting an in- 
crease of pension to A. Marion Gamble, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 214); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6442) 
granting an increase of pension to James P. Wallace. reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
215); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 12) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis E. Chase, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 216); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4937) granting an 
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amendments, accompanied bya report (No. 217); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 610) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Alexander, reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 218); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 198) granting an increase of pension to 
Emmett Cole, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 219); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6588) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Cummings, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 220); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8058) granting 
an increase of pension to William M. Underhill, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 221); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7699) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha del Banco Cunningham, re- 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 
399 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6705) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin A. Foreman, reported the same 
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increase of pension to Emily Conklin, reported the same with 





location, and platting of the islands along and in the St. Fra) 


River, in the States of Arkansas and Missouri—to the Commit 


on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9483) to ) 
vide for the payment of medical expenses of sick officers and 
listed men of the Army while absent from duty with leave ; 
furlough—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9484) making reports of 
missions prima facie evidence—to the Committee on the Judici 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R.9485) to provid 
the restoration to the Navy list of certain graduates of the N 
Academy who were honorably discharged under the ac 
August 5, 1882—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 9486) to authorize the Secreta: 
War to cause a survey or surveys to be made to determin 
feasibility of a canal between Flushing Bay and Newtown ( 
county of Queens, State of New York—to the Committ 


| Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


); which said bill and report were referred to the Private | 


with amendments, accompanied bya report (No. 223); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 190) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Bell, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 224); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 


the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- | 


upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2626) for the relief of Isidore Cohen—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


| providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and depende: 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9487) to authorize the Secretary of War 


cause a survey or surveys to be made to determine feasibility 
a canal between the waters of St. Johns River and the Gul! 
Mexico—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9488) to amen 


an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and s 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labo: 


ovr 
wis 


parents,’’ approved June 1890—to the Committee on fh 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R.9489) for the maintenance of a d 
of 18 feet at mean low water in Newtown Creek from Metro» 
Avenue Bridge to the East River, New York—to the Comn 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 949 
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make Gloucester. Mass., a port through which merchandise may 


be imported without appraisement—to the Committee on WW 
and Means. 


By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 9491) to create a national arbitra- 


tion tribunal and to define the duties and powers thereof 


| Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9492) to provide f 
final settlement with the Clatsop tribe of Indians of Oreg 


| lands ceded by said Indians to the United States in a « 


agreement between said parties dated August 7, 1851—to the C 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 9493) to amend th 
February 8, 1897, entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the carrying 
scene literature and articles designed for indecent and in 


| use from one State or Territory into another State or Terri! 


A bill (H. R. 4542) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Vandi- | 


the Committee on Pensions. 


F. Bracklin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 6263) granting an increase of pension to Martha 


. ryhes—C itte Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- : ; ; +39. 94) 
Ap SAT OD eae SOND CATE iw *& | of State to reimburse the Compagnie Francaise des Cables Tele- 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Lemmer- 
man—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9277) for the relief of the State of New Hamp- 
shire—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


so as to prevent the importation and exportation of the sam: 


. } ; >» ; 1 ATCA 
ver—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to | the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 9494) to pro 


A bill (H. R. 6087) granting an increase of pension to Anthony | the erection of a post-office at Bennington, Vt.—to the Co 


on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9495) for relief of the Eastern 


Band of Cherokee Indians—to the Committee on Indian A 1! 
By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 9597) authorizing the S: 


| graphiques for expenses incurred in repairing its cab! 


A bill (H. R. 2160) for the relief of the personal representatives 


of the estate of Alexander Myers, deceased—Commititee on Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6351) to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as hos- 
pital steward, and so forth—Committee on Claims discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations: A 
bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes—to the Union Cal- 
endar. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 9481) providing for the ex- 
tension of the river and flood service of the Weather Bureau of 
the Department of Agriculture to certain rivers in Texas—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 9482) to provide for the survey, 





property which were cut and damaged by forces of th: 
States in Cuba during the Spanish-American war—to t 
mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 9600) to establish a fish-cultm 


station in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on t 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A resolution (H. Res. 
recting the Secretary of War to furnish at once, for t! 
Congress, copies of all letters and communications refe 


| the Isham high-explosive thorite which have directly 


rectly come to his Department or notice, signed by ‘ 
man FrRaNcISs CusHMAN, the late Dr. H. P. Tuttle, or \\ 
Isham, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A resolution (H. Res. 134) for ' 


pointment of a janitor in the library of the House—to the Com 


mittee on Accounts, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolu!) ns | 


the following titles were introduced and severally re! 
follows: 
By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 9496) granting a pe’ 
Hester Ellen Bloor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9497) granting a pension to Mrs 
Nowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9498) granting a pension to Samuel }! (iri 


fith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 9499) granting a pension to Robert C. Tur- | 


r—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9500) granting a pension to Ray E. Cline— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 9501) granting an honorable discharge to 
Tames A. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso. a bill (H. R. 9502) to remove the charge of desertion 

st Andrew Luff, and granting his widow, Maria, a pension 

of $24 a month—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9503) granting an increase of pension to 
James McGrath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 9504) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Johns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9505) granting an increase of pension to 
James Queen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 9506) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Cherry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9507) granting an increase of pension to Jef- 
ferson P, Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso. a bill (H. R. 9508) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Waldorf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9509) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Vankirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9510) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph O. Hasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9511) granting an increase of pension to Is- 
rael Gayman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 9512) granting an increase 
of pension to Loucette E. Glavis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 9513) for the relief of Susie 
C. G. Seabury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 9514) for the relief of Wells 
C. McCool—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 9515) granting an increase 
of pension to John P. Whitehouse—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 9516) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9517) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Starr—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. CLARKE: A bill (H. R. 9518) granting a pension to Martha 
Caroline Hammack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9519) for the relief of John H. Frick—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9520) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of James M. Westfall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9521) for the relief of James D. Simon, ad- 
ministrator of Michael Simon, deceased—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9522) for the relief of George Koonce—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9523) for the relief of Alexander Murphy— 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9524) for the relief of John C,. Gould—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9525) for the relief of Mary E. Guthrie, ex- 
ecutrix of Newton B. Guthrie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9526) for the relief of the estate of John Hut- 
ton. deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9527) for the relief of the heirs of Edmund H. 
Chambers—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request). a bill (H. R. 9528) for the relief of the estate 
of William M. Morrison, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 9529) for the relief of Gideon C. Corley—-to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9530) for the relief of the estate of Jeremiah 
Kibler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9531) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
Ott, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9532) for the relief of John Viands—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 9533) for the relief of Dennis A. Litzinger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9584) for the relief of George F. Anderson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9535) for the relief of Edward Tearney—to | 


the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9536) for the relief of Henry Gettle—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. ‘ 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 9537) for the relief of Robert S. Moss, ad- 
ministrator of James A. Moss, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9538) for the relief of Jacob Shank—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 9529) for the relief of J. G. Fellers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9540) for the relief the estat 
Gannon, deceassd—to the Committee on War Cla 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9541) for the relief of Justus 
the Committee on War Claims. 


of Henry 
ms. 


M. Curtis—to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9542) for the relief of Stephen R. Stafford— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 9543) anthorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to revoke the order dismissing Second 
Lieut. Edwin F. Nixon—to the Committee on Military Affai 


By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 9544) granting an 
increase of pension to A. P. George—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 9545) removing the charges of 
desertion and granting an honorable discharge to Benjamin 
Warner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9546) granting a pension to Helen G. S. 
Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 9547) to transfer Capt. Seth 
Mitchell Ackley from the retired to the active list of the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance o 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9549) grant- 
ing 2 pension to William H. Chamberlain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (FH. R. 9550) granting a pension t 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9551) granting a pension to Hugh C. Mac- 
Ewen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9552) granting a pension to Peter Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9553) granting a pension to Hattie L. Rich— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9554) to rerate the pension allowed 
Braynard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9555) to correct the military 
record of James A. Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9556) granting an increase of pension to 
Eunice E. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9557) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson L. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9558) granting a pension to Catherine Hill— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9559) granting a pension to George W. C. 


’ 


Ll CeT- 


» William Butler 


to J. H. 


Lovin good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9560) granting a pension to James W. Gra- 


‘ 


ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 9561) granting a pen:ion to 

3oyd Miller—to the Commiti‘ee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9562) granting a pension to Warren R. Her- 
rell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9563) granting a pension to James J. Wal- 
lis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9564) granting a pension to John H. 
Priestly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9565) granting a pension to William C. 
Best—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 9566) to carry into effect the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claims of B. W. 
Baker, administrator of estate of Henry M. Baker, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (1. R. 9567) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James B. Winter—to the Committe 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9568) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Fewt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9569) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald H. Kinkead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9570) for the relief of Enoch E. Wisby—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9571) granting a pension 
to John Devine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9572) granting an increase of pension to 
George Trussell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9573) granting an increase of pension to 
William Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9574) granting an increase of pension to John 
| H. Lennon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9575) granting an increase of pension to John 
Donahoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9576) granting an increase of pension to Eli | 


M. McElwain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9577) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
James N. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9579, granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9580) granting an increase of pension to John 
Knight—to the Committee +. Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 958! ) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Lloyd —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 9582) granting a pension to 
Hannah Calhoon, widow of Robert Calhoon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9588) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Hargis. sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9584) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9585) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9586) giving military record to John F. 
Rudd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to 
Bartlett S. Haggard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R- 9588) for the relief of Jake T. Patrick, of 
Saylersville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9589) granting a pension to Spencer Cooper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 9590) for the relief of James T. 
Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Alco, a bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of James T. Caldwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9592) for the relief of William H. Steimann— 

» the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 9593) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Manthorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 


By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9594) for the relief of William 
A. Denton, of Scott County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9595) for the relief of Mrs. 
Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 9596) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in case of the claim of Joel G. 
Higgins, Brand Higgins, and estate of Annie G. Higgins, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 9598) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ambrose N. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9599) granting a pension to Grace P. Pad- 
dock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9601) to correct the military 
record of Thomas Ross—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9602) for the relief of John McNaughton—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9603) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9604) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Pemberton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9605) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Kimble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9606) granting an increase of pension to 
America Frances Lavender—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (R. R. 9607) granting an increase of pension to 
Belle L. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9608) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph N. Bimpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9609) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick Halling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 9611) granting a pension to 
David 8S. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9612) granting an 
increase of pension to Amanda J. Cowan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9613) granting an increase of pension to John | 
W. Presley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9614) granting an increase of pension to David 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9615) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Cronin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Sallie Brown, of 


9578) granting an increase of pension to 
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| Also, a bill (H. R. 9616) granting a pension to Thomas Dagnon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: 
relief of the heirs of John H. Belew, 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RLXEY: A bill (H. R. 9618) for the relief of the estate 
of John B. Brown, deceased, late of Alexandria County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 9619) to confer jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to hearand determine the claim of Luther 
Sargent, of Eagle Pass, Tex., for cattle taken by the Comanche 
Indians—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9620) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy C. Provence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9621) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Lance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 9622) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Waddell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9623) granting an increase of pen 
Robert H. Betts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9624) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Welles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9625) granting a pension to John McLain 
to the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 9626) granting an increase 
of pension to Freeman O. Hodge—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 9627 
pension to John Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9628) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9629) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9630) grantingan increase of pension to John 
H. Kirby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9631) granting pension to Henrietta Bennett 


A bill (H. R. 9617) for the 


deceased—to the Commit- 


sion to 


) granting an increase of 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9682) granting an increase of pension to Ben 
L. Smith —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9633) granting a 
pension to Margaret Hutcheson Booth—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9634) granting a 


pension to Caroline Steuven—to the Committee on Invalid P: 
sions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pap 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolution of Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Miiwaukee, Wis., favoring reorganization 


of consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affair 

Also, resolution of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association 
of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage of the post-check cur- 
rency bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 

Also, resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 141, 
of Hillsboro, Wis., and Grand Army of the Republic Pos 
152, of Soldiers Grove, Wis., favoring passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Industrial and Mercantile As 
sociation, of Milwaukee, favoring the establishment of a naval 
training station on the shores of Lake Michigan within the State 
of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers toaccompany bill H. R. 7878, granting an increas: 
pension to Richard Jones—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BADGER: Resolutions of Ed. Crouse Posi, No. 7°', 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Harrisburg, Ohio, and W. H. 
Elliott Post, No. 420, Grand Army of the Republic, of Alston, 
Ohio, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Comn 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. resolution of W. M.S. O. S. of the Reformed Church 0! 
the United States, in favor of antipolygamy amendment 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

| By Mr. BENNY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Susie ‘ 
G. Seabury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolutions of Robbins Post, e 

| Grand Army of the Republic, of Waverly, Iowa; Jobn A. ! 
| Post, No. 53, Grand Army of the Republic, of Je ssup.lowa: W.A 


Oi, 


sV15 


Morse Post, No. 190,Grand Army of the Republic, of Manchester. 
Iowa, and Union Post, No. 338, Grand Army of the Repu! - 
Union, Iowa, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to “e 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

A 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7606. granting a pens 
Sarah E. Haynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiors. 
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By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of Woman’s Christian Tem- 
rance Union, favoring passage of the Dolliver-Hepburn bill 
regulating the interstate liquor traffic—to the Committee on Al- 
conolic Liquor Traffic. 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill granting in- | 
crease of pension to John P, Whitehouse—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of C. K. Norris Post, No. 127, of Monmouth, 
Me.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the Presbyterian Church 
of Frankfort, Kans., favoring passage of the Hepburn interstate 
liquor act to protect prohibition States and districts against 
original-package tricks—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
against supervision of the inspection of grain by the Government 
at terminal markets—to the Com mittee on Interstate and Foreign 

Yomimerce. 
, By Mr. CANNON: Petition of W. S. Vandeweter Clothing 
Company and forty-five other business houses and individuals of 
Kankakee, Ill., protesting against legislation to establish a parcels 
post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of William H. Bartlett, of Chicago, praying for 
a reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of Chicago, praying for a reorganization of the consular 
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Indian Territory Bar Association, pray- 
ing for the admission of Indian Territory and Oklahoma as one 
State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5278, granting a pension 
to Mathias Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of the board of directors of 
the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, 
suggesting amendment to Senate bill 1261—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill granting an | 


increase of pension to Joseph Brindley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Also, resolution of Kaldenbaugh Post, No. 676, Mineral City, | 


Ohio, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. DARRAGH: Resolution of Boys in Blue Post, No. 271. 
Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Wisconsin Industrial and 
Mercantile Association, for establishment of a naval training sta- 
tion on the shores of Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association 
of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring reorganization of the consular sery- 
ice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring passage of the post-check cur- 
rency bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of B. F. Badgett, of Knox County, 
Tenn., praying reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of trustees of Baptist Church of Jefferson City, 

enn., praying reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HAMLIN: Resolution of the General E. D. Baker Post, | 


No. 68, of Green Ridge, Mo., favoring passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Nineteenth Annual Encampment of the 
Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, indorsing 
bill H. R. 5036, providing for the establishment of the Wilson 
Creek National Military Park; also, resolution of the legislature 


of Missouri, favoring passage of bill H. R. 5036, as above—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Boyd 
Miller ~to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
; By Mr. HAY: Papers to accompany claim of Samuel Good, 
Geceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_By Mr. HEDGE: Resolutions of George Strong Post, No. 19, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Fairfield, Iowa; I. G. White 
Post, No. 108, Grand Army of the Republic, of Washington, Iowa, 
and William ©, Harper Post, No. 79, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lc, lowa, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petitions of Dela Hunt Post, No. 152, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Cannelton, Ind., and Shiloh Field 
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Post, No. 198, Grand Army of the Republic, of Elkhart, Ind., 
urging passage of the Hemenway service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill granting 
pension to A. H. Kinkead—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to James B. 
Winter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of John 8S. Darrough, of Watseka, M11., 
urging passage of a bill to pension those holding medals of honor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolution of Kinsman Post, No.7, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Des Moines, Iowa; Pitzer Cast Post, No. 55, 
Grand Army of.the Republic, of Winterset, Iowa; Richmond 
| Post, No. 230, Grand Army of the Republic, of Iowa; Redfield 
| Post, No. 26, Grand Army of the Republic, of Perry, Iowa; 
| Ruckman Post, No. 330, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pleas- 
| antville, lowa,and Dorr Post, No. 62, Grand Army of the Repub- 
| lic, of Altoona, Iowa, favoring passage of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 7437, granting 
| a pension to Everett Jonte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Orman Post, No. 337, of Albia, lowa, favor- 
ing passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
8382, to correct the military record of William L. Dunnivan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 4605, granting an increase 
of pension to William Herlinger; also, papers toaccompany House 
bill granting a pension to Davis Todd; also, petition toaccompany 
bill 8. 8381, granting a pension to Mary A. Brady; also, papers to 
accompany bill H. R. 5578, granting a pension to John G. Hunt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the New York Preachers’ 
Association, relative to the treatment of chaplains in the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, -resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, advocating further improvement of New York Harbor— 
| to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of John A. 
Logan Post, No. 64, Grand Army of the Republic, of St. James, 
| Minn.; Hecker Post, No. 48,Grand Army of the Republic, of New 
| Ulm, Minn.; Mitchell Post, No. 63,Grand Army of the Republic, 

of Madelia, Minn., and Stoddard Post, No. 34, Grand Army of the 
| Republic, of Worthington, Minn., favoring passage of a service- 
| pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. MACON: Papers to accompany claim of Joel G. Hig- 

gins et al.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of P. J. O’Keeffe, relating to bill H. R. 
62. for the erection of a monument to the memory of Commodore 
John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. METCALF: Petition of citizens of Martinez, Cal., in 
favor of the McCumber bill and the Hepburn-Dolliver bills—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. MORGAN: Resolutions of Charles N. Stout Post, No. 
700, Grand Army of the Republic, of Stout, Ohio: of Cadot Post, 
No. 126, Grand Army of the Republic, of Gallipolis, Ohio; of 
Wennefield Post, No. 734,Grand Army of the Republic, of Ewing- 
ton, Ohio; of Lieutenant Peller Post, No. 194, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Perry, Ohio, and of W.S. Hancock Post, No. 571, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Thurman, Ohio, favoring the 
passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the Merchants and Manufactur- 





ers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring reorganization of 
the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, resolution of the Merchants and Manufactur Ass i 


tion of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the passage of the } 


currency bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Industriat and Mercantil 
| Association, in favor of establishing a naval training station on 
the shores of Lake Michigan, within the State of Wisconsin—to 
| the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9430, grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Stephen Houghtaling—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Stockton, Brooks 
| County, Kans., favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
| bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

| By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
| forthe relief of John H. Belew—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr.SCARBOROUGH: Papers to accompany claim of Moses 
| Quick—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE. Vorwaerts, of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the enac{ 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of j; 
TUESDAY, January 12, 1904. aw liquors; which were referred to the Committee on t}yo 
; udiciary. 
Prayer by the Chaplain. Rev. Epwarp Everett Hate, D. D. He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Springfield. 
lhe Secretary proceeded to read the J ournal of yesterday's pro- | Ohio; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Carlis) 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Penrosr, and by unanimous | Vy Y,; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. __ Church of Bradford; the Young People’s Missionary Society 0/ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- | Newberry; the Mothers and Teachers’ Association of Newberry: 
proved, there being no objection. the Ladies’ Aid Society of Newberry; the Woman’s Home ; 
RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. re hema ym oe = eens and of the congregatio) 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | Of the United Evangelical Church of Newberry, all in the Stato 
munication from the fceeetienaine of the District of Columbia, of Pennsylvania, and of the Woman's Club of Pekin, iil., pra 
coe a cael 7 : : for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, an ‘ ; ; : 
ee cae a eee : : Dy cdot rn ‘ REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which wer 
item in regard to buildings rented by them in the District of Co- | 2°. : ae : 
ere : -  m..:19:_.. | ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings Mr. PENROSE pre a oan he Phi a 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. eS presented a petition of the Philadelphia \ 
’ time Exchange, praying for the ratification of certain treati 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. tween the United States and the other leading countries . 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | world providing proper restrictions for arbitration of int 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed | tional questions; which was referred to the Committee on For 
a bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the | Relations. hee e 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis | He also presented petitions of 830 telegraph operators of Tl 
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and | Praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of t: 
State; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. phers who served in the war of the rebellion; which were re‘ 
oa : ss to the Committee on Pensions. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of California, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the Sing- | praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; \ 
ing Society Frohsinn, of Mobile, Ala.; of Lodge No. 654, of Denver; | were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
of Lodge No. 667, of Colorado Springs; of the Denver Maennerchor, Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the History Clu), 
of Denver; of Lodge No. 435, of Denver, and of Bayern Verein of | Portsmouth, N. H., praying for an investigation of the cha 
Denver, all in the State of Colorado; of the Schuetzen Verein of | made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
New Britain; of Lodge No. 266,of South Norwalk; of the Saenger- | State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
bund of Hartford; of the Turn Verein of South Norwalk; of the | and Elections. 
Deutsche Gesellschaft of New Haven; of the Germania Bicycle Mr. FOSTER of Washington (for Mr. ANKENY) presented : 
Club, of New Haven; of Hermann’s Sons’ Maennerchor, of New | petition of Alfred Sully Post, No. 8, Department of Was! 
Haven; of the German Ulk Club, of Ansonia; of the Teutonia | and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dayton, Wash., 
Maennerchor, of New Haven; of the German Citizen Society, of | praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
Rockville, and of the Arion Singing Society, of South Norwalk, | referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
all in the State of Connecticut; of Lodge No. 349, of Wilmington; He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a petition of sundry miners 
of the East End German Democratic Ciub, of Wilmington, and | of Alaska, praying for a temporary suspension of assessment 
of the Turn Verein of Wilmington, allin the State of Delaware; of | on mining claims in the Territory of Alaska; which was r 
the Gesang Verein Teutonia, of Savannah, Ga.; of the Germania | to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
Verein of Shelby; of the Germania Clubof Cedar Rapids; of Lodge He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a petition of the city c 
No. 12, of Rock Rapids; of the Germania Benevolent Society, of | cil of Ballard, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made ‘ 
Manilla; of the St. Joseph’s Society of Muscatine; of the German | deepen the harbor at that port; which was referred to the Con- 
Society Frohsinn, of Decorah; of the Military Brotherhood of Deni- | mittee on Commerce. 
son; of the German Aid Society of Iowa City, and of the Deutscher Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the C! 
Krieger Verein, of Sioux City, allin the State of Iowa; of the Turn | ber of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., praying that an appr 
Verein of Mount Olive; of the Georgetown Turn Verein, of Smith- | ation be made in aid of the Lewis and Clark Centennial Ex; 
ton: of Germania Bund No. 2, of Shiloh; of the Mascoutah Cen- | which was referred to the Select Committee on Industria! [Expo- 
t al Turn Verein, of Mascoutah; of Lodge No. 73, of Freeport; of | sitions. 
the Liederkranz of Mount Olive; of the Turn Verein of East St. He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 100, Interna- 
Louis; of Lodge No. 794, of Chicago; of Anker Encampment, No. | tional Longshoremen’s Association, of Aberdeen; of the Sail 
142, of Aurora; of Concordia Lodge, No. 303, of Aurora; of the Ger- | Union of the Pacific of Seattle, and of the Sailors’ Unio! 
mania Maennerchor of Cairo; of the Turn Verein Eiche, of Chi- | Pacific of Port Townsend, all in the State of Washingto: 
cago; of the Turn Verein of Chicago; of the Junger Maennerchor | of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, remonstrating agai 
of Chicago; of the Sociale Turn Verein, of Chicago; of the German | enactment of legislation relative to the allotment of s 
Military Society of Freeport; of the Turn Verein Garfield, of | wages; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Chicago, and of the Deutsche Krieger Verein, of Aurora, all in Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the ministers of te 
the State of Illinois; of the German Singing Society Concordia, | Presbyterian, Baptist, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Lanz- 
of Alexandria; of the German War Veterans of Fort Wayne; of | don, N. Dak., praying for an investigation of the charges mae 
the Schuetzen Verein of Hammond; oftheSt. Joseph Turn Verein, | and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State | 
of Evansville; of the Saengerbund of Jeffersonville; of the Turn | Utah; for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sa! 
Verein of Hammond; of the Doppel Quartette Sakonia, of Fort | toxicating liquors in all Government buildings; to regulat 
Wayne, and of the Catholic Knights of America, Branch No. 77, | interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; for the ap] 
of Evansville, all in the State of Indiana; of the Turn Verein of | ment of physical directors for the new army gymnasill t 
Leavenworth; of Lodge No.1, of Leavenworth; of the Concordia | prohibit interstate telegraphing of gambling bets; for the enact- 
Singing Society, of Kansas City; of the German-American Skat | ment of a Sunday law for the national capital, and to am 
Club, of Topeka, and of the Gesang Turn Verein of Alma, all in | Lewis and Clark Exposition bill, requiring the exposition to ! 
the State of Kansas; of the Turn Verein of Kansas City, Mo.; of the | closed on the Sabbath day and to prohibit midway exhibits | 
Germania Club of Grand Island, and of Goldene Krone Lodge, No. | which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
19, of Hartington, all in the State of Nebraska; of Kickapoo Tribe, Mr. BARD presented a petition of the San Bernardino 
No. 237, of Egg Harbor City; of the Good Will Hook and Ladder | Fruit Exchange, of San Bernardino, Cal., praying for th 
Company, of Egg HarborCity, and of Humboldt Grove, No. 20, of | ment of legislation to increase the powers of the Intersta' 
Passaic, all in the State of New Jersey; of Sigel Lodge, No. 93, of | merce Commission; which was referred to the Committ: 
Webster; of the German School Association of Lawrence; of the | terstate Commerce. a 
Germania Club of Taunton; of the Germania Lodge, No. 380, of Mr. NELSON — petitions of Ellison Post, No. 
Springfield; of the German Cremation Society of Lawrence; of Her- | North Branch; of Levi Sutton Post, No. 73; of George B. Ac" 
man Lodge, No. 467, of Adams; of Rolistone Lodge, No. 578, of | Post, No. 151, of Eagle Bend; of C. Summers Post, No 
Fitchburg; of the Glee Club Eintracht, of Lawrence, and of the | Canby; of J. 8. Cady Post, No. 2, of Anoka, and of Walla 
Glee Club Mozart Maennerchor, of Lawrence, all in the State of | No. 142, of Princeton, all of the Department of Minnesot« 
Massachusetts; of Independence Lodge, No. 23, of New Orleans, | Army of the Republic, in the State of Minnesota, pray!”: 
La.; of Lodge No. 13, of Deer Lodge, and of Blucher Lodge, No. | enactment of a service-pension law; which were reier 
10, of Kalispell, all in the State of Montana, and of Turn Verein ' Committee on Pensions. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Bay and River Steamboat- 
men’s Union of California, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation relative to the payment of allotment in the coast- 
wise trade; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Military Order of 
the Loyal Legion of the United States, Commandery of Nebraska, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to section 1814 of the 
Revised Statutes, relative to the placing of statues in the United 
States Capitol; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Humboldt, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
inent of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gibbon, Nebr., 


praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate | 


transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 


ance Union of Tecumseh, Nebr., and a petition of the congrega- | 


tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Humboldt, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to protect prohibition States 


and districts against ‘‘ original-package’’ tricks; which were re- | 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of York; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Hansen; 
of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of York; of the Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Union; of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Silver Creek; of the Fin de Siécle 
Club of Central City; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Mira 
Creek; of sundry citizens of Geneva, and of the Nebraska Feder- 
ation of Women’s Clubs, of Lincoln, all in the State of Nebraska, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Landan Post, No. 156, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lake City. 
owa, and a petition of J. G. Safley Post, No. 125, Department of 
owa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Traer, Iowa, praying for 
he enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
he Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Odebolt, Iowa, 


] 
t 
t 


I 
Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of George Thomas, of 
Wingate; of the Delaware County Merchants’ Association and 
Credit Bureau, of Muncie; of the Retail Merchants’ Association 
of Evansville, and of J. Cadden, of Evansville, all in the State of 
Indiana, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called par- 


cels-post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post- | 


Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Bay and River 
Steamboatmen’s Union of California and a memorial of Local 
Union No. 100, International Longshoremen’s Union, of Aber- 
deen, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 


1 . . . | 
relative to the payment of allotment in the coastwise trade; | 


which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Plymouth, N. H., praying for an investigation of 


the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator | 


from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the East Washington Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C.. praying for the enactment of 
legislation to authorize the extension and operation of the Great 
Falls and Old Dominion Railroad upon and over certain streets 
in the city of Washington; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of Detroit Harbor, No. 47, 
American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of 
Detroit, Mich., and of Lodge No. 7, Shipmasters’ Association, of 
Detroit, Mich., praying for the establishment of a breakwater at 
Rogers City, in that State; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 


HAMILTON D, SOUTH. 


Mr. PENROSE. I am directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2820) for the relief of 
Hamilton D. South, to report it favorably with an amendment, 
and | ask for its present consideration. It is a short measure. 

he Secretary read the bill. and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


The amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, in line | 
6, after the words “ one thousand,” to strike out “two hundred | Iution adopted near the close of the last Congress, together with 
S& 5 


raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against | 


and fifty’’ and insert ‘“‘one hundred and fifty-seven;”’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Lieut. Hamilton D. South, United States 
Marine Corps, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $1,157, to reimburse him for the loss of personal property destroyed 
by the burning of the officers’ quarters at the United States navy-yard, Pen- 
sacola, Fla. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES BLAKE. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report 
the same kind of a bill as that which has just passed, and I ask 
for its present consideration. It is the bill (S. 1753) for the relief 
of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United States Navy. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. It proposes to pay to Charles Blake, pay clerk, United 
States Navy, the sum of $700, to be a payment in full of all losses 
of personal property incurred by him by reason of the destruc- 
tion by fire of the Windsor House, at Yokohama, Japan, on the 
morning of February 8, 1886. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third 
time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine, 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if there is any 
general legislation which would authorize the Navy Department 
to adjust these claims? 

Mr. HALE. There are certain features of general legislation, 
and these cases are only reported where the Department has cer- 
tified that they do not come under the general head. 

The bill was passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following joint resolution and bills, reported 
them severally without amendment: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 6) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Minnesota Historical Society the steering 
wheel of the former ship Minnesota; 

A bill (S. 2487) to provide for the transportation of naval and 
other stores and supplies in American-built ships; and 

A bill (S. 2641) to provide for the removal of floating dangers 
to navigation in certain steamship lanes off the Atlantic coast of 
the United States and for the construction of a suitable vessel to 
be used for such purpose by the Navy Department. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 


| were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 3114) to authorize the use of depositions before naval 
courts in certain cases; and 

A bill (S. 3110) to provide for the convening of general cour 
| martial at remote naval stations. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the hill (S. 921) granting to the 
State of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, 
enlargement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers 
and Sailors’ Home, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 127) authorizing the joining of 
Kalorama avenue, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2540) authorizing the appointment 
of Allen V. Reed, now a captain on the retired list of the Navy, 
as a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committe: 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 351) for the reli 
Sargent, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2845) to authorize the appointment of 
| Ricardo Iglesias as a midshipman in the United States Navy, re- 
| ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN ALASKA, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, from the Committee on 
Territories I desire to present to the Senate the report of the sub- 
committee of that committee, which visited Alaska under a re 
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testimony, statements, and other information gathered by the 
subcommittee. 

I wish, Mr. President, in presenting this report to call the par- 
ticular attention of the Senate to it. Within a day or two of the | ing to the city of Port Angeles, Clallam County, State of Wash- 


close of the last Congress I presented a resolution authorizing the 
appointment of this subcommittee. Accordingly a subcommittee 
was appointed, consisting of the junior Senator from Vermont 
{[Mr. DILLINGHAM], as chairman, the junior Senator from New He also introduced a bill (S. 33 
Hampshire [Mr. BurnuaAm], the senior Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON], and the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Part- 
TERSON]. These gentlemen, as a subcommittee, visited Alaska 
and spent in actual work two months’ time of discriminating and 


intelligent investigation. That work is embodied in this admir- 
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on Pensions. 


able report, which is the report of the entire subcommittee, and | mittee on Pensions. 


drawn by its chairman, the Senator from Vermont [| Mr. DILLING- Fe also introduced a bill (S., 33: 
HA ul It embraces original information gathered on the ground; 

believe it is the first report of full and first-hand informa- 
tion ever presented by a committee from either House to Congress 
for its guidance in legislating on the affairs of the district of 


and 


Alaska. 


I direct the particular attention of the Senate to the feature of 


Committee on Commerce. 





JANUARY 12, 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 3328) grant- 


ington, for park purposes, certain portions of the Government 
reserve in said city; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
29) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Strong; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3330) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. H. Williams; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 


31) to authorize the Vulcan Coal 
Company, of Vulcan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big 
Sandy River at Vulcan, Mingo County, W: Va., where the same 
forms the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and 
Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3332) granting a pension to Thomas 


this report upon transportation, which is of immense value. In- | M. Harris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
deed every line of this valuable document is weighty with facts | Committee on Pensions. 


and’ sound judgment. 


This subcommittee has accomplished the 


Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 8333) granting an increase 


maximum of resuits with the minimum of expense. The recom- | of pension to William H. Hendrickson; which was read twice by 


mendations are the recommendations of the entire subcommittee, 
with the exception of one concerning the Delegate, from which 
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaTrErrson] dissents. 

I ask that 5,000 copies of the report itse'f and the map which 
accompanies it be printed, and that of the testimony and state- 
ments taken by the subcommittee fifteen hundred copies be printed. 
This is not an unusual number, I think, for a report so important, 


so timely, and so full, as is this notable presentation of the situa- | sions. 


tion in the district of Alaska to the Senate and the country. 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 3334) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances G. Belknap; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3335) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Waldo; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no objection is made, the | erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
order will be entered for the printing, as requested by the Sena- | on Territories: 


tor from Indiana, and for the printing of maps and of illustra- 
tions, if there may be any. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3311) to amend section 2699 





of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read | Alaska, and for other purposes; 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations: 

A bill (S. 3312) to provide an adjunct to the corps of consular 
clerks (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 8313) to amend section 1706 of the Revised {tatutes 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3314) to regulate consular invoice fees (with accom- 
panying papers). 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 8315) for the relief of Carlos 
Manjarez; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3316) to provide for a site 
and public building at South Bethlehem, Pa.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian 
lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3318) to correct the military record 


on Commerce. 


of Joseph Rankin; which was read twice by its title,and referred | District of Columbia. 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3319) to correct the military record | 


A bill (S. 3336) to_ provide an additional district judge for the 
district of Alaska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3337) to provide for the construction and maintenance 
of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, and the 
| care and support of insane and destitute persons in the district of 


| A bill (S, 3338) to amend and codify the laws relating to munic- 
| ipal corporations in the district of Alaska: 

A bill (S. 3339) providing for the election of a Delegate to the 
House of Representatives from the district of Alaska; and 

A bill (S. 3340) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to define and 
punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to provide a code of 
criminal procedure for said district,’’ approved March 3, 1899. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3341) authorizing the city 
of Nome, a municipal corporation organized and existing under 
chapter 21, title 3, of an act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, 
entitled ‘‘An act making further provision for a civil government 
for Alaska, and for other purposes,’’ to construct a free bridge 
across the Snake River at Nome city, in the Territory of Alaska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 3342) for the relief of the 
Nez Percé tribe of Indians in Idaho; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 3343) to authorize the An- 
acostia, Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric Railway Company 
to extend its street railway in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and refered to the Committee on the 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3344) for the extension of Shepher 
street northwest from Connecticut avenue to Idaho avenne; whic! 


of William H. Everson; which was read twice by its title,and re- | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committve on the 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. District of Columbia. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3320) to correct the naval record 
of John Clark, alias Daniel Andrews; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


£10NS: 


A bill (S. 3321) granting a pension to Andrew Comrey; 

A bill (S. 8322) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Nagle; 
A bill (S. 3323) granting a pension to Eleanor M. Laise; 

A bill (S. 3324) granting a pension to Adeline C. Roberts; 

A bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to James B. O. 


Horbach; and 


A bill (S. 3326) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Geiger (with accompanying ‘apers). 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (for Mr. ANKENY) introduced a 
bill (S. 3327) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. Moore; 





He also introduced a bill (S. 3345) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edward Davidson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3346) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob Hollenbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8347) for the estab- 
lishment and organization of a nurse corps of trained women 
nurses in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3348) granting a pension 


to Helen G. Hibbard; which was read twice by its title, and re 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3349) granting an increase of pen: 
sion to Morgan Dwyer; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


and 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8350) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har- 
bert (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 8351) granting a pension to Randolph F. Williamson 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3352) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary M. Nash; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (8S. 3353) to provide for the 
registration and protection of commercial marks, prints, and la- 
bels used in foreign or interstate commerce, and for other pur- 
poses; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
inittee on Patents. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 3354) to divide the 
third judicial division of the district of Alaska into two record- 
ing and judicial divisions; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3355) to amend an act entitled | 


“An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in 
Alaska, and for other purposes;’’ which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3356) granting 
Teter; 

A bill (S. 3357) granting 
Trench; and 

A bill (S. 3358) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Bowsher. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3359) for the relief of the 
attorney and representative of the Choctaw Nation; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 3360) for the relief of the 
Muir Glacier Packing Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3361) to ratify, approve, 
and confirm an act duly enacted by the legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, to authorize and provide for the maintenance and 
supply of fuel and illuminating gas and its by-products in Hono- 
lulu: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3362) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel H. Wallace; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE (for Mr. SPooNER) introduced a bill (S. 3363) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Murray; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3364) granting an increase of 
pension to Moses Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 8365) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Maj. Tarleton Woodson, deceased; which was read 
pe by its title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, 


an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 


STATUE 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
may be read at length. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 81) authorizing the erection and 
maintenance of a statue in memory of the late President Benja- 
min Harrison, upon land owned by the United States in the city 
of Indianapolis, State of Indiana, was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 


OF BENJAMIN HARRISON, 


I introduce a joint resolution which I ask 


Resolved, etc., That the Benjamin Harrison Memorial Association of In- 
diana be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, on property 
owned by the United States in square numbered 36, in the city of Indianapolis, 
State of Indiana, a monument in honor of the life and services of the late 
President Benjamin Harrison. The said monument shall be constructed 
south of the post-office, court-house and custom-house building now in 
course of erection on said square, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. As will be seen, the joint resolution au- 
thorizes the construction and maintenance, on property of the Gov- 
ernment at Indianapolis, of a monument in hongr of the life and 
services of the late President Benjamin Harrison. I should like 
to have its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resokution? 

_ There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 





an increase of pension to Welcome B. | 


RECORD—SENATE. 





The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. . 

REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 
| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
| 32) to fill vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution; which was read the first time by its title and the sec- 
ond time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithso- 
nian Institution, of the class other than Members of Congress, shall be filled 
| by the reappointment of John B. Henderson and Alexander Graham Bell, 
residents of the city of Washington, whose terms of office expire on January 
24, 1904. 

; Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I see no reason why the joint 
resolution should not be considered now. These vacancies have 
to be filled by Congress. Ex-Senator Henderson and Dr. Alex- 
| ander Graham Bell are regents whose terms expire in a very few 
days. I suppose there will be no objection whatever to their 
| reappointment. 

| ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
| ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

COURT OF PATENT APPEALS. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have introduced two bills for 
the creation of a court of patent appeals. There is very great 
interest taken in them by patent attorneys and inventors. Each 
bill provides for the creation and establishment of a new court 
with final jurisdiction in patent matters. The bills differ some- 
what in plan and detail. One is supported by a memorandum 
explaining the bill and the reasons for it, and the other by a re- 
port of the American Bar Association. I ask that each of these 
papers may be printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What reference does the Sen- 
ator desire? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
the Committee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut asks for the printing of the papers which he has just sent to 
the desk. Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears 
none, and the order is made. 

PORT OF SALT LAKE CITY. 

Mr. KEARNS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 201) to establish a port of delivery at 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Mr. LODGE. The regular order has not been finished yet? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection in the world to the bill, and 
I hope we shall go to the Calendar and take up all unobjected 
bills; but I shall be glad if the regular order may be finished first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection is made to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Utah. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment providing that the im- 
migration laws of the United States in force in the Philippine 
Islands shall continue to be administered by the officers of the 
Philippine Government, intended to be proposed by him to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$55,000 to enable the Secretary of State to provide at a number of 
the principal consulates 50 clerks, who shall be American citizens 
and shall not receive more than $1,200 a year in any one case, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreigu 

Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
THE PANAMA CANAL. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 2,00 
of the message of the President of the United States in regard 

CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA. 

Mr. DANIEL. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





The papers have been referred to 


Jextrac 





Resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, pegnemes, if in his opinion consistent with the public interest, to 
| transmit to the Senate all correspondence between the Secretary of State 
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| 
and the representatives of the Government of Colombia which has taken | 





place concerning our relations with that country since the revolution of No- 
vember 4in Panama and which has not been heretofore transmitted. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope that the resolution will be referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator wants it to go over until to- 
morrow. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
olution will go over. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and 


Objection being made, the res- 


State, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


on Commerce. 
BRITISH CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 


| think there is no danger of war or of bloodshed growing ont of 
| the recent events in Panama and those which are now in progress, 


ing message from the President of the United States; which was | 


read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of December 19, 1908, requesting 
the President, “if not incompatible with the public interests, to transmit to 
the Senate a list of any claims now pending in the Department of State by 
British subjects against the United States, or of citizens of the United States 
against Great Britain,” I transmit herewith a report from the.Acting Secre- 
tary of State covering the list called for. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waite Howse, January 12, 1904. 


GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY (LIMITED), 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which was 


read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit a report by the Acting Secretary of State, with accompanying 
yapers, in regard to the application of the British Embassy in behalf of 
fessrs. Gordon, Ironsides & Fares Company (Limited), of Canada, for reim- 

bursement of $7,626.08, which they allege the United States customs authori- 
ties aaenpenty exacted of them in November, 1902, as duties on certain sheep 
and caitie. 

In view of the facts as recited by the Acting Secretary of State and shown 
in the correspondence, I recommend that provision be made for the com- 
pany’s reimbursement. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WHITE Howsg, January 12, 1904. 


D’ANGERS BUST OF WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a maar from the Acting Secretary of State, with in- 
closure from the ambassador of the French Republic, relative to the desire 
of certain French citizens to present to this Government a reproduction of 
the bust of Washington by David d’Angers, which the donors wish to be 
placed in the Capitol vee a - 

[ recommend that Congress accept this gift by joint resolution and that 
suitable provisions be made for its ceremonial installation. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuatre Hovsz, January 12, 1904. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 

Mr. BACON. I offer a Senate resolution, which I ask may be 
read, and before the order of reference is made I will say a word, 
with the permission of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the President be respectfully informed that 


the Senate favor and advise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, | 


of a treaty with the Republic of Colombia, to the end that there may be 
peacefully and satisfactorily determined and adjusted all differences between 
the United States and the Republic of Colombia growing out of the recent 
revolution in Panama and the consequent secession of Panama from Colom- 
bia and the alleged aid and assistance by the land and naval power of the 
United States in the successful accomplishment of said revolution and seces- 
sion through the alleged forcible prevention by said land or naval forces of 
the assertion and maintenance by Colombia of her sovereignty and authority 
in Panama, and that fall and complete compensation may be made by the 
United States to the Republic of Colombia for the loss of her sovereignty and 
property rights in Panama so far as the same may be shown to be duc to any 
act of the United States through the land or naval forces of the same; 
Resolved further, That the President be respectfully informed that if it 
should prove to be impracticable for the United States and the eee of 
Colombia to agree through a convention upon the question of the said alleged 
responsibility on the part of the United States, or upon the question of the 
amouut of compensation to be made when such responsibility shall be estab- 
lished, the Senate in that case favor and advise the n tiation, with a view 
to its ratification, of a treaty with the Republic of Colombia submitting to 
the permanent court of arbitration at The Hague, or to some other tribunal 
to be agreed upon, for impartial arbitrament and eful deter mination all 
questions between the United States and the Republic of Colombia growing 
‘out of the matters herein reci 





J ANUARY 12, 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I shall move the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Before doing 
so I wish simply to say, with the permission of the Senate, that 
I think, from my standpoint, from my understanding of the facts 
as they have now been related to us both in the public prints and 
in official communications, this action on the part of the United 
States Government is required in justice to Colombia. As, how- 
ever, there are doubtless some who will not agree with me on 
that point, I desire tosuggest that, considered from another stand- 
point, the standpoint of good policy and expediency, this action 
should be taken by the Government of the United States. 

We are, sir, committed by our agreeing to the international 
convention to the principle of arbitration when there is danger of 
war. We are committed to the principle of submission to some 
tribunal of a dispute which may lead to war in order that there 
may be a peaceful solution and determination of the same. 

I desire to suggest to the Senate that we delude ourselves if we 





Of course at this distance it is difficult for us to fully realize the 
situation; but I hold in my hand, and ask that it may be read from 
the desk, a dispatch to the Washington Post, not from an anony 
mous correspondent, but from one who has held the official po- 
sition of consul at Cartagena, Mr. Clifford Smythe, under date 
of January 8, from Bogota, setting forth the condition of affairs 
there and the imminent probability of hostilities. I ask that 
may be read from the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





The Secretary will read as re- 


WAR OR RUIN OF NATION. 


[Special cable to the Washington Post, by Clifford Smythe, former consu! at 
Cartagena. ] 
Bogota, January 8, via Galveston, January 

It is impossible for one not here to understand the deep feeling of Co 
bians on the Panama question. The situation is now critical. The nat ‘ 
life isat stake. War or the disruption of the Colombian Republic will follow 
the refusal of the United States to give some satisfaction for the conditions 
she is permitting on the Isthmus. 

Troops are now in readiness in the Cauca and Bolivar Departments to rm 
upon Panama when the word is given. In all my experience in Colombia | 
have never seen the people of this country so fullyaroused. That they w 
war is beyond argument; and if war does not follow an unsatisfactory r 
from the United States, internal dissensions will absolutely send Colombia 
the verge of ruin. 


STATEMENT BY MARROQUIN. 


As high an authority as President Marroquin permits me toquote him 
answer to a message from me he sent me the following, and gave perm 
for the cabling of these latest and authentic facts concerning the situa 
here: 

“The ple of Colombia still hope that actual conflict may be aver 
through Democratic intervention in the Senate. Personally, I count « 
assistance of the Democratic party and the great American people t 
the sacred rights of Colombia, which have been so scandalously wounde 

It is not only my belief, but men high in authority have admitted, a 
with tears in their eyes, that the “unfriendly acts” of President Roo 
are threatening the unity and the continuance of the Colombian Repu! 

Despite the bitterness against the Administration, I have been gi\ 
most courteous treatment, and Americans throughout Colombia are b 
protected, which is not difficult, as there are scarcely a handful here 
American interests are sure to suffer is undeniable. War or an in! 
crisis will follow the report of General Reyes to Colombia. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have had that read in full 
though there are some things in it which might not be di! 
pertinent, because I did not desire to present what might 
charged to be a garbled statement of a dispatch. I desire t 
that in so doing I have no wish in any manner to reflect upo 
President of the United States or upon any political party, a1 
I could have done so with propriety I would not have had 
partofit read. I thought it was better for the reason stated | 
it all should be read. 

I consider the question we are now on not one of party. | 


| simply a question, viewed from the present standpoint cf po 


whether or not we shall endeavor to avert imminent war. | 
impossible to conceive that a people who have been so humilia' 
as have been the people of Colombia, however weak they m2) 
however absolutely hopeless the cause may be, will submit w 
out any resistance or without any attempt to maintain what | 
consider to be their honor. 

My only purpose in having the dispatch read was to call 
attention of the Senate to the fact that matters are ina condi' 
where, if we do not hold out to those people some prospect | 
the great United States Government, all-powerful and able t 
as it pleases, will ina proper, magnanimous spirit endeavor pea’ 
a to adjust these differences, there must be war and blov- 
shed. 

No man can doubt for a moment what the result of such a wit 
would be. Of course this pigmy can not stand against the gt"! 
giant, the United States. But, Mr. President, certain as it is ta! 
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we will prevail, what would it profit us if in the contest thousands 


of those people were slain? hat would it profit us if thousands 
of our officers and soldiers had to yield up their lives unnecessarily? 

I believe if the Congress of the United States and if the Presi- 
dent of the United States will hold out to those people any possible 
assurance that there will be an adjustment which will be compati- 
ble with their honor, that this bloodshed can be avoided. 

Tam anxious that in the accomplishment of this great work, 
which was to be the great crowning work of peace, we shall not 
have to shed human blood. Mr. President, we have had enough 
of it. What are a few paltry dollars or a few paltry million 
dollars to the Government of the United States, in the settlement 
of such a question, compared to the blood of our citizens? What 
are these paltry millions of dollars compared with what may be 
considered honorable and right dealing on the part of the United 
States, all-powerful as it is, with a weak and almost powerless 

eople? 

it we have not been in the wrong, it ought to be peacefully 
ascertained; it onght to be ascertained, not by the arbitrament of 
the sword. If we have been in the right, that question ought not 
to be determined by the rule of might, but by the impartial judg- 
ment of those whose judgment will be accepted by the civilized 
world, so that if we are in the right we have nothing tolose. But 
if, on the contrary, Mr. President, we have done wrong—this reso- 
lution does not say that we have, and I do not say so in this place— 
if we have done wrong, I may say, there is not power enough in all 
the world to make us do right unless we wish to do right. But if 
we have done wrong, there ought not to be power enough in all 
the world to keep us from doing right even to the weakest and 
least powerful of people. 


Therefore I hope, sir, that this resolution, if no other Senator | 
desires to speak upon it, may go to the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, where it may have due and proper consideration, and | 


that it may come back. 

[ sincerely trust, Mr. President, that even the introduction of 
this resolution may have a tendency to stay the outbreak which 
is threatened. 

[ will say that in the introduction of this resolution I had no 


disposition to invade the province of the President of the United | 


States, and I do not think that the Senate, in the adoption of the 
resolution, will invade the province of the President of the United 
States. The Constitution distinctly makes the Senate an advisory 
body for the President of the United States in the negotiation of 
treaties. 
of the United States communicated with the Senate and asked its 
advice prior to the negotiation of treaties. 

There have been instances, even during the limited period when 
I have had the honor to sit in this body, when similar resolutions 
have been introduced, though I am not sure that they were 
adopted. 

I desire, sir, having said very much more than I intended in the 
beginning, to assure the Senate that I introduce this resolution in 
no partisan spirit; that I introduce it in the utmost good faith, in 
the hope that the action of the Senate may redound to the good 
of our people; may prevent bloodshed; may vindicate us before 


the world that we have done no wrong, and show us where the | 


right is if we have departed from it in any particular. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
|Mr. Bacon] has moved that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if I rightly apprehend that reso- 
lution, it is,in the first place. in the nature of advice to the Presi- 
dent to enter upon a negotiation with Colombia. As to the right 
of the Senate to givesuch advice to the President I have nodoubt; 
but this resolution, as I understand it, goes further, and instructs 
the President as to the course of that negotiation. But, Mr. 
President, my objection to this resolution is much deeper than 


that. Negotiations, as is well known, are pending between Gen- 
eral Reyes and the Secretary of State. They are in communica- 
tion. What the conditions of their negotiations are we do not 
know. 


_Mr. DANTEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. DANTEL. Is it not true that those negotiations are ended? 
Mr. LODGE. Not to my knowledge. Ido not speak here on 
the basis of newspaper reports. 

Mr. DANIEL. May Lask the Senator whether he is informed 
as to whether or not those negotiations are ended? 

Mr. LODGE. Not to my knowledge. All I can say is that 
Iam not aware that they are ended. 

{think for us to come into the Senate with a resolution dis- 


. : : : . j 
tinctly in the interest of Colombia would be a most harmful 


thing. I do not want even to discuss such a resolution. I do not 


think it ought to be discussed. 








In the early history of the Government the President | 
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T am as anxious as the Senator from Georgia or anyone else can 
be to avert war and bloodshed, but I believe nothing could be 
more calculated to bring on fighting on the Isthmus between the 
people of Colombia and the people of Panama than the passage 
of such a resolution as that introduced by the Senator from 
Georgia. 

I want to bring this matter to a direct vote without a reference 
to the committee, and therefore, Mr. President, I shall move to 
lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not fair. 

Mr. BACON. I trust the Senator from Massachus« 
do that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have a vote on it, then. 

Mr. LODGE. WhatI want is to get a vote on it, and I know 
of no other way than that. 

Mr. MORGAN. You will get a vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGr] moves to lay the resolution of the Senator from 
Georgia on the table. That motion takes precedence of the mo- 
tion to refer. 

Mr. TELLER. 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


tts will not 


I will venture to say, even if it be out of order, 
that this is an unusual proceeding in this body. I will take oc- 
casion after the resolution is laid on the table to express my 
opinion about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

that the motion is in order. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no desire to prevent discussion. I sim- 
| ply want to bring the resolution to a vote—that is all—without 
its reference to the committee. 

Mr. BACON. I trust the Senator will withdraw that nfotion. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no other alternative. If the Senate will 
agree to take the vote before the hour of 2 o’clock, I am perfectly 
willing to withhold the motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. It seems to me very unreasonable—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending motion is not 
debatable. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand that it is not, but it has been de- 
bated, Mr. President. 

Mr. LODGE. I will withhold the motion, as the Senator from 
Virginia wishes to be heard. 

Mr. DANIEL. As the question has already been debated by 
two Senators, I suppose that a third one will have the same right 
as the other two had. 

It would be very extraordinary to vote upon that resolution 
either to-day or to-morrow. It is a new proposition, one which 
as yet not even the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope], who 
has listened so attentively to it, could fully digest and compre- 
hend without additional reflection. 

The due and proper course is that the resolution should go to 
the committee, like other resolutions of that kind that it should 
not be treated with a drumhead court-martial—as other mat- 
ters have been attempted to be treated in this body, which have 
heretofore been of a class which commanded the utmost respect 
of all parties and of all interested in the honest and just admin- 
istration of public affairs, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopGE], who has taken charge of the business of 
the Senate, should at least allow that we may say a 
on this subject. 

This resolution is animportant one. I am not myself prep: 
to vote on it now. Ido not know, in the haste with which it was 
read, whether it does go beyond the power of this Senate or not. 

It seems to me when the Senator from Georgia moved to r 
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations that that 
ought to have been satisfactory to everybody in this Cham] 

If the resolution goes further than it should, it will be the 

ilege of that committee to so amend it and change it as to bring 

it within the proper rule. 

I should like very much to vote for a resolution in 
arbitration upon any controversy that may arise betws 
Colombia on this subject or any other. 

I think, Mr. President, that this resolution onght to go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. I do not know that I want to 
vote on it as it stands just now for fear the criticism made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts might be correct. I am not suffi- 
ciently keen in my judgment and perception, Mr. President, to 
always know on two minutes’ notice whether a matter of this 
character is an infraction of law or not, but I know some things 
that every man here knows, and one is that it has not been the 
custom of this body to dispose of matters of this kind in this sum- 
| mary way. I should certainly vote against laying the resolution 
| onthe table. But, suppose it should turn out when I come to ex 
amine it, that I have made up my mind that it goes further thar 
| * ought to go, I would then stand committed to a propositi 

that I certainly would not have voted for if I had thought it ha 


The Chair is obliged to rule 


word or two 


priv- 
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gone further than it should have gone, because I had no oppor- 
tunity to examine the resolution. 

The motion to lay the resolution on the table is contrary to the 
custom of this Senate. While it has been recognized, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that there should be the power of disposing of debate on a 
question when a majority wanted to do so by a motion to lay it 
on the table, this i is the first time in my experience in this body 
that I have ever known a motion of this kind to be made under 

such cire umstanc es. 

[ think the resolution ought to go to the committee of which 
the Senator from Massachusetts isa member. The committee is 
organized for the purpose of seeing that just such resolutions are 
kept within the rules, and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], 
recognizing the usual custom of the Senate upon a resolution of 
this kind, has himself suggested that it go, or he moved that it 
go. to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Massachusetts desires to 
make the motion which he has indicated, I will withdraw the mo- 
tion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and under the rule it will lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. LODG I submit that it is too late, Mr. President. 
motions have been made. 

Mr. BACON. Thereis no motion pending, and, therefore, how 
could it be too late? 

Mr. LODGE. There are two motions pending. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. LODGE. I withheld it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] could 
not hawe procee ‘ded if the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] 
had not « lone SO, 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. If the Senator wants it to go over 
unt . to-morrow, I have no objection, but I shall renew the motion 
the 


Mr. 
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BACON. Iam perfectly willing to let it go over for to-day; 
but if the Senator is going to move that it lie on the table I will 
withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
withdraws his motion to refer the resolution. 

Mr. BACON. And I ask that the resolution be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration? 

Mr. CULBERSON 


I object, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDEN 


‘T pro tempore. 
present consideration, the resolution will, under the rule, go over 
and be printed. 

Mr. BACON. 
drawn the 
the 


The Chair did not understand me to have with- 

notion to refer to ask for the present consideration of 
resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

ently unless objection were made. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the rule to be the other way—that, 
as a matter of course, a resolution goes over unless there be 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. BACON. My only object in calling attention to it was 
that it might not appear in the Recorp that I was inconsistent 
when I had made no request for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, before we pass from this sub- 
ject I want to see if I understood what the Senator from Georgia 
stated about the author of the newspaper dispatch that he had 
read from the Secretary’s desk. What was the statement the 
Senator made in regard to the author of that dispatch? 

Mr. BACON. I made no statement except that which is found 
on the face of the paper, that he was formerly consul at a place, 
the name of which was read. That is the only statement I made. 

. FORAKER. I heard that much, but I did not know but 
that something else had been said, and I wanted to be sure 
it. 


It would be considered pres- 


about 

Mr. BACON. There was nothing more than that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have taken the trouble to telephone the 
State Department——— 

Mr. BACON. The only additional statement I made as to it 
was that this was not from an anonymous correspondent, and I 
gave the name. 

Mr. FORAKE I have taken the trouble to telephone to the 
State Department to find out who Mr. Clifford Smythe is. I find 
that he was appointed consul at Cartagena, Colombia, in March, 
1894, by President Cleveland, and that he was at that time resid- 
ing at Cartagena. How long he had been residing there me one 
seems to know. He was credited, however, to the State of New 
York; so that he was possibly originally a citizen of New York, 


but he seems to have for some reason located and become inter- 
I mention that in order that it may have 


ested in that country. 


Is there objection to its present | 


Objection being made to its | 
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such weight as Senators may see fit to give to it as affecting the 
character of the dispatch which he has sent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was that paper read? 

Mr. FORAKER. The paper was read from the Secretary’s 
desk as a part of the remarks made by the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Bacon], and the reason why the Senator from Georgia 
thinks that there ought to be adopted such a resolution as that 
which he has offered, a resolution which proceeds upon the theory 
that some great wrong has been done by the United States. 

Mr. President. we have had a detailed history from the Presi- 
dent of the United States as to all that has been done by the 
United States with respect to this controversy, with respect to 
Panama, and with respect to the recognition of the Republic of 

-anama. Does any member of this body pretend tosay that that 
account so given by the President is not full, is not complete. that 
it does not embody everything that has been done? I have not 
heard of anybody making any such charge. 

Mr. President, if it be true that the President of the United 
States has laid before this body, in his message to Congress, all 
the facts connected with that transaction—the recognition of the 
Republic of Panama—all the facts pertaining to our action there, 
let some Senator put his hand upon a single step or a single fact 
connected with this Government, or for which this Government 
is responsible, of which he can say that there was anything wrong 
about it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This debate is proceeding | 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have not heard discussed on the floor of the 
Senate by any Senator the right of the President to order an act 
of war upon a Government at that time friendly with this nation. 
Does he consider that that would be right? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the President of the United 
States has not ordered war to be made upon a friendly govern- 


| ment. There has been no act of war that I know anything abo 
| Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another 
| question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 


Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator consider a direction to th 
naval officers of the United States to prevent the troops of Colom- 
bia from attacking an insurrectionary force not an act of war’ 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, he has not done any 
thing. The President of the United States, as set forth in | 
| message, has simply done that which has been done over and over 


agaln. 

Mr. DANIEL. When? 

Mr. FORAKER. By Republican and Democratic Administra 
tions alike 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. FORAKER. In the effort to discharge our duty under our 
treaty of 1846 with New Granada to maintain free from interru 
tion the transit across the Isthmus. Over and over again ma 
have been landed. What for? Not to make war upon any code, 
but to prevent war. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. To prevent war between whom? 

Mr. FORAKER. To prevent war by anybody whomight want 
to fight. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator consider that the United Stat 
has a right to send its naval forces to prevent war between other 
nations by fighting one of them? 

Ir. FORAKER. No; we have not fought anybody nor do w 
propose to fight anybody. 

Mr. DANIEL. Were they not directed to fight if the other 
forces had appeared? 

Mr. FORAKER. Our marines were directed to prevent war 
bloodshed along the transit that would interfere with its use. 

Mr. DANIEL. By force? 

Mr. FORAKER.. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator from 
Virginia a question. Does the Senator from Virginia think t! 
the President of the United States should have sat idly by a 
permitted belligerent forces tocome into conflict along that tra 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. And there fight it out and interrupt the use 
of the transit? 

Mr. DANIEL. I think he had no right to prevent it, I say to 
the Senator very promptly; and that is the issue between us. 

Mr. FORAKERK. Then, Mr. President— 

Mr. DANIEL. While I am up, if the Senator will allow me to 
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ask him a question, will he kindly inform the Senate whether or 
not other Secretaries of State have not so expounded the law— 
Republican Secretaries of State—that we did not have a right to 
interfere with forces under similar circumstances? Have not Mr. 
Blaine, Mr. Fish, Mr. Seward, and others so held; and has not 
that been the settled policy of this country with respect to 
‘olombia? 
; Mr. FORAKER. I think just the reverse has been the settled 
woliev of this country with respect to Colombia ever since the 
treaty of 1846. I think it has been the settled policy of this coun- 
try. whenever war or bloodshed was threatened in the neighbor- 
hood of or along that transit, to land our forces to prevent it. 

Mr. DANIEL. And to attack one of the other forces? 

Mr. FORAKER. We did not attack anybody there. 

Mr. DANIEL. We did not attack them because they did not 
come. We had prevented them from coming. 

Mr. FORAKER. If they had come, we would have protected 
he transit. 

, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must observe the 
rules of the Senate and address the Chair when desiring to inter- 
rupt each other. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER] has the 
floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. If they had come and had attacked our 
forces, or had attacked anybody else who was in the use of the 
transit, and had by force and violence prevented the use of it, or 
had obstructed or embarrassed its use, it would have been the 
duty of the United States to relieve that situation, and for such 
a purpose they had the right, and that right has been exercised 
over and over again, to land the marines and make such use of 
them as might be necessary. We have never undertaken to at- 
tack anybody. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask 
him another question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
vield to the Senator from Virginia? 
" Mr. FORAKER. I will yield to the Senator from Virginia as 
much as he thinks I should yield to him. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. My only 
object is to get at the truth of this matter. My understanding 
of the dispatches which have been communicated to us by the 
President is that the naval forces of the United States were di- 
rected to land and to intervene to prevent the troops of the friendly 
Republic of Colombia from getting to the insurrectionary troops 
of Panama. Is not that the understanding of the Senator? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not so understand the dispatches, Mr. 
President. I have not seen anything in the dispatches that goes 
to that extent. The dispatches show that it was the order of the 
President, properly communicated to our representatives, that 


Does the Senator from Ohio 


our marines there should land, and that they should protect that | 


transit from interruption; and in that behalf they should not al- 
low any conflict between any military forces along that transit. 
That is our duty, Mr. President, under the treaty of 1846; and 


if in the discharge of that duty, which we are under a solemn ob- | 


ligation to perform, Colombia was deterred from coming there to 


attack the insurgents, that is a mere incident of the discharge of | 


our duty, for which we have no responsibility whatever. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 


Mr. CARMACK. When the Senator says that the orders of | 


the President were intended to prevent war, does he not mean 
that they were intended to prevent war between the Republic of 
Colombia and the insurgents in Panama? 

Mr. FORAKER. Not at all, Mr. President. 
tended to prevent war between those forces or any other forces 
along the line of that transit. They could do all the fighting 
they wanted to do, removed from that transit. We were seeking 
> protect the transit; nothing more. That was our obligation in 

anama, 


> 


Mr. CARMACK, I want to ask the Senator one more question. 


W > have had to protect that transit frequently; but did it ever 
n ore occur that this Government assumed the right to prevent 
ok 


mbia from landing her own troops upon her own soil to sup- 
Press an insurrection against her own Government? 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator from Ohio let me ask him a 
question? 

Mr. FORAKER. 
ator from Tennessee. 
_ We never had this precise case before, but we have in other 
instances prevented Colombia from transporting troops over this 
transit. That has been done repeatedly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I know. but if I understand it, we never 


went to the point of saying that Colombia should not land her 
troops in Panama, 


This was done, I will suggest to the Senator, 
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before there was any movement of insurrection in Panama. An 
order was given that the troops should not be allowed to land be- 
fore there was any movement of insurrection in Panama. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me 
moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. 
from Tennessee. 

We did not prevent Colombia from landing her troops in Pan- 
ama. She could land them at any place in Panama she saw fit to 
land them, except only in the neighborhood of this transit. 

Mr. CARMACK. No. 

Mr. HALE. What I want to ask the Senator— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I want to ask the Senator is not this whole thing 
a question, under the treaty of 1846, of protecting and keeping 
free the transit? The President, in whatever he did, restrained 

-anama equally with Colombia. Had Panama’s position been 
ane of hostility to and interference with the transit across the 
Isthmus, would not the President’s action have been precisely the 
same, and was he in any way restraining one more than another 
in protecting the transit? 

Mr. FORAKER. Notatall. I am much obliged to the Sena- 
tor from Maine for that statement. I have been trying to get an 
opportunity to make that identical statement. 

We were not intervening in hostility to Colombia; we were not 
intervening in hostility to anybody; but we were intervening in 
behalf of peace, to discharge our treaty obligations, and to pre- 
serve that transit from interruption. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. And to stop bloodshed. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the result of what was done by the President is his best 
vindication. The revolution has been a bloodless revolution. If 
it ceases to be bloodless, and war and loss of life are to ensue, it 
will be because of a responsibility that does not rest on the 
President, but upon those who make such speeches as indicate 
that here in the Senate of the United States an opinion prevails, 
for which there is absolutely no warrant, that the President of 
the United States committed wrong uinst the Government of 
Colombia. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to be that the President’s directions were that no 
troops of Colombia should be permitted to land in the vicinity of 
the transit. I call the Senator’s attention to the instructions 
themselves, if he will permit me to read the sentence. This is 
dated November 2, before the revolution even: 





a 


As soon as I have answered the Senator 





age 
45 


Mr. President—— 
Will the Senator permit me to ask another 


Y 


L 


Does the Senator from Ohio 






Prevent landing of any armed force with hostile intent, either Govern- 
ment or insurgent, at any point within 50 miles of Panama. Government 
force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessels. Prevent their landing 
if, in your judgment, the landing would precipitate a conflict. 

and £ 


I willask the Senator if that does not prevent the landing of 
any Colombian troops at any point within 50 miles of Panama, 
the beginning of the transit? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly it does. That is exactly what I 
have stated. It prevents the landing of Colombian troops at 
either terminus, at Colon or at Panama, or in the neighborhood 


bit 


| of the transit; that they should not be allowed to land in such 


They were in- | 


As soon as I answer the question of the Sen- | 


upon the 


proximity as that by a day’s march they might come 
transit and precipitate war and bloodshed. 
Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator consider 50 miles within the 


neighborhood of the transit? 


Mr. FORAKER. The distinguished Senator from Virginia 
knows that 50 miles is not very far away for light marching 
troops; that if they are allowed to concentrate an army within 50 
miles of the transit, it is only a day’s time to precipitate a conflict, 

ar ¢ 1 bl Is} (] i hink i rq ‘ ~sca order tha Pr dent 
war, and bioodshed., think 1 Was a wise order th residen 
gave in that respect. How far away would the Senator require 
troops to be landed in order that they might not interfere with 


the transit? 


Mr. DANIEL. 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


thon? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. DANIEL. Was it not the duty of Colombia herself to 


protect that transit 
Mr. FORAKER. 
Mr. DANIEL. 


Tt may have been. 
Was it not her primary duty? 
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Mr. FORAKER. Colombia was not protecting the transit. 

Mr. DANIEL. Were not her troops going there to protect it? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not the dispatches before me; but if 
my information is not incorrect and if my recollection is not at 
fault, Colombia made a request of the United States that we send 
our troops there at this very time for the purpose of preserving 
order, as we were required without any request from her to do 
by the obligations of the treaty. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield. 

Mr. CARMACK. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 


Secretary Hay, in a telegram to our consul after this revolution | 
had occurred, told him to express to the authorities of Panama | 


that they would be expected to defend the transit under the treaty 
of 1846; that is the substance of it. In other words, thatthe new 
State of Panama, inheriting the obligation that had belonged to 
Colombia under the treaty of 1846, was itself under obligation to 
protect and defend the transit. If Panama had that right under 
the treaty of 1846, Colombia had the right under the treaty of 1846. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, 1am not going to answer that | 


argument in the way in which it is advanced by the Senator from 
Tennessee, for I have already answered it. The complete answer 
to it is in the fact that we havealways interpreted our treaty obli- 
gation to require of us that whenever the transit is threatened 
from any source whatever it is our duty to protect it. 


Mr. CARMACK. Without being asked to do so by Colombia? | 
Mr. FORAKER. Without being asked to do so by Colombia 


or anybody else. It isoursolemntreaty obligation. If Colombia 
does not do it, it is for us to do it, and we can not ignore it. 

Mr. CARMACK. But Colombia must have a right to try to 
do it, must she not? 

Mr. FORAKER. But Colombia was not coming there to pre- 
serve order. Colombia was coming there to wage war—— 

Mr. CARSIACK. Upon whom? 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr.‘President, a motion was made to 
lay this resolution on the table. Iam sorry that under the pro- 
ceedings which were had it is impossible for that motion to be 
voted upon at this time. It ought to be voted upon at this time 
that this resolution might be disposed of immediately, because it 
is just such resolutions as this and just such speeches as we have 


been listening to here that are calculated to make war and blood- | 


shed. 

The Senator from Georgia sent up to the desk and had read a 
letter from the former consul, Mr. Smythé. I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to one paragraph init. It was all read, I 
think. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was all read. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it was all read. It has been sug- 
gested by some one near me that a part of it was not read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was all read. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it was read; but what I want to call 
a to is this statement of President Marroquin, of Colom- 

via. 


As high an authority as President Marroquin permits me to quote him. | 


In answer to a message from me he sent me the following and gave permis 
sion for the cabling of these latest and authentic facts concerning the situ- 
ation here: 

“The people of Colombia still hope that actual conflict may be averted 
through Democratic intervention in the Senate.” 

Mr. CARMACK, I hope so, too. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now we have the open avowal from one of 
the most distinguished Democrats in this body that he does hope 
that through Democratic intervention that result may be accom- 
plished. 

Mr. CARMACK. Bloodshed prevented. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I am not done yet: 

“Personally I count on the assistance of the Democratic party and the 
‘reat American people to save the sacred rights of Colombia, which have 
2een so scandalously wounded.”’ 

Now, Mr. President, we have avowed here in the Senate senti- 
ments precisely the same as those that are being avowed by the 
officials of Colombia and the same as those that are being enter- 
tained by the people of Colombia, according to this cablegram 
from Mr. Smythe. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
the Senator the same sentiments as those of the insurrectionists 
in Panama? 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that we had nothing to do with 
one side or the other in that conflict. 

Mr. MORGAT It is armed neutrality. 

Mr. FORAKER. But if we should ratify the treaty which has 


been proposed, we would have another and a different kind of an 
obligation, of which I am not here at liberty to speak, but with 
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Does the Senator from Ohio | 
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If the Senator will permit a question, has not | 
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which all Senators are familiar. But for the time pending tl). 


ratification of the treaty with Panama, our obligation remains is 


It is an obligation to preserve that transit from any kind of 
terruption. If men want to fight there we have a right to order 
them away and to require them to go away. Acting in that })e- 
half there is nothing unreasonable in the fact that the President 
should not allow any troops to be landed, for the purpose of n 
ing war, within 50 miles of the transit. 

Now comes this resolution of which I wish to speak. In t} 
first place, it proceeds throughout upon the theory that our ( 
ernment has committed some wrong. I challenge Senator 
the other side to point out what step has been taken by this (; 
ernment that was wrong. Let them indicate what point i 
President’s narration of events they take exception to. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘You will give us time to do that, will you: 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, certainly; we will give you time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allright. All we want is a little time to do it, 
; Mr. FORAKER. Let us go on and understand what it is in 
behalf of Colombia that these Senators want to point out as thei 
objection to the President’s action. We have this resolution, | 
say, proceeding upon the theory that there is some great wrong 
There is no wrong except only the assertion that in doing what 
was done, as an incident to it, Colombia was prevented from mak 
ing war upon Panama along the line of that transit. This res 
| tion, proceeding upon that false idea, declares, first, that the Presi 
dent shall enter into negotiations for a new treaty with Colombia, 
a treaty by the provisions of which we shall make such reparat 
to Colombia as she may be entitled to in the judgment of the ne- 
gotiators and in the judgment of Senators who may vote to ratify 
such a treaty. 

We deny in the outset that there has been any wrong; we de 
| that Colombia has any claim against us of any kind whatsoe\ 

Then, in the next place, failing to make such a treaty with h 
| the President is directed to take the necessary steps to submit 
this to The Hague tribunal of arbitration. 

Mr. President, it seems to me there is no occasion for such r 
lutions; and it seems to me also that this is a most serious mat- 
ter, for if this is to have any effect at all it is, as I said a moment 
ago, to turn a bloodless revolution into one that is to be attended 
with bloodshed, war, and pillage. We do not want to be respon- 
sible for that. 

Is it true, as President Marroquin has stated, that the d \- 
ence of the Colombians is upon the Democratic party in t 
United States, or rather the Democratic party as represented in 
the Senate of the United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the c!] 
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from A] 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. ArenottheSenator and the Republican party 
and the President all dependent on the Democratic vote for 
fication of the Hay-Varilla treaty, the one that is pending 
Senate? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; certainly. : 

Mr. MORGAN. You are dependent on us? 

Mr. FORAKER. We certainly hope that there are Der 
who will vote for that treaty, and we certainly hope t 
Democrats who will rise above party requirements, if it | 
sought to make it a party question, and vote with their 
and for its interests. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then why does the Senator from Ohi: 
take to make this a party question and to devolve th: 
bility of the President’s action on the Democratic part) 
| Mr. FORAKER. We do not undertake to make it 

question. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what you are doing. 

Mr. FORAKER. We undertake simply to answer th 
are trying to make it a party question. Let me inquir 
mover of this resolution whether it was considered in tl 
cratic caucus? 

Mr. BACON. What was the inquiry of the Senator? 

Mr. FORAKER. What is the origin of the resolution: 
| been considered in the Democratic caucus, may I ask’ 
| Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I do not think th: 
would have a right to make that inquiry, but I have 1 
tion—— 
| Mr. FORAKER. Then—— 
| Mr. BACON. The Senator ought to permit me, I think 
| plete my sentence. 

Mr. FORAKER. What is it? 














Mr. BACON. Am I not entitled to complete my sente! 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. : Jes 
Mr. BACON. The Senator did not seem to recognize that m24" 


Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon. 
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” 

Mr. BACON. Iwas proceeding to say that the Senator had no | 
right to propound the inquiry, especially in the dictatorial and 

ineering manner in which it was made, but that I had no 
obiection to saying to the Senator that the resolution originated 
eolely with myself, and that it was never seen by any other human 
being except the stenographer until after the Senate met this 
yorning, when I showed it to two or three Senators around me. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will not think that I asked | 
the question ina domineering or dictatorial tone, or in such a 
manner. Iasked it only becanse it was suggested on the other 
side that this was being made a party question. That was said | 
after I had made the statement that we hoped Democrats would | 
yote with us upon these propositions. I asked it in order that I | 
might bring out the fact that I was justified in the belief I had 
expressed that this was not a Democratic measure; that it had 
not been introduced or considered in the Democratic cancus, but 
that it had originated with the very distinguished Senator from 
Georgia, and that he alone was responsible for it. 

Mr. BACON. Absolutely and exclusively. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iimagined so. I never thought for one mo- 
ment that it had originated otherwise, and I only wanted to bring 
out the fact that it was not one of the Democratic caucus measures 
that had been introduced here by direction of the caucus for the 
purpose of making this a party question. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment in 
this connection 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Georgia to the fact that he must obtain 
permission to interrupt the Senator holding the floor. Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. FORAKER. [I yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I desire simply to say to the Senator from Ohio | 
that as the authorship was definitely ascertained he ought to give 
to the author credit for sincerity in the statement made when the 
resolutions were presented, to the effect that it was not designed 
as a party question, but one in which I hoped all Senators, regard- 
less of party, would sympathize because of the object to avert | 
threatened hostilities. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I did give the Senator credit 
for that—at least,in my own mind—and when it seemed that some 
question had been made about it.on the Senator’s side of the Cham- 
ber I sought to make it perfectly clear.and put it in the Recorp, 
that the resolution had originated with the Senator alone, and 
that he did not have a party purpose in view, but that he was pro- | 
ceeding according to what his best judgment directed him to do | 
in order that he might properly discharge his duty. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, I have said all I am going to say, and 
I quit. as I began, with an expression of regret that it is not pos- 
sible for us to at once take a vote upon the resolution and put it 
out of consideration in the Senate, and thus show to Colombia 
that she is being misled, as I fear, by the expressions made by 
some Democrats, at least, in the Senate, to her very great preju- 
aice, 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Ohio give me his views of 
the construction of the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1846 be- 
fore he takes his seat? It says: 

_ The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 








T States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter | 
constructed, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States, and for the transportation of any articles of produce, manu- 
factures, or merchandise of lawful commerce belonging to the citizens of 
the United States. 


Then again: 

4 And inorder to secure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment 

Ot these advantages, and as an especial compensation for the said advantages 

and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles | 
of this treaty, the United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to 


New Granada, by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the be- 
lore-mentioned Isthmus, with the view that the free transit from the one to | 
the « ther sea may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time | 
While this treaty exists; and in consequence the United States also guarantee, 
in t ime manner, the rights of sovereignty and property which New Gran- 
ada has and possesses over the said territory. 


Now, I ask the Senator this question, and I simply ask the Sen- | 
ator for the purpose of getting his views. When we guaranteed 
the neutrality of the Isthmus—it says “‘ of the before-mentioned | 

sthmus’’—does that mean that we guaranteed that the Isthmus 

shall not become the theater of war in the future, so far as for- 
igh powers are concerned, and also so far as Colombia is con- | 
cerned in factions and dissensions? When we simply guaranteed 
the heutrality of the entire Isthmus to prevent foreign countries 
rom going there and entering into war, have we also the right to 
prevent the people of Colombia from’ going there and preventing 
their own people from entering into a war? 

Mr. FORAKER. What we undertook to guarantee was that | 
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the transit should be preserved free from interruption, and we 
undertook to do whatever might be necessary in that behalf, no 
matter whether its interruption might be threatened by citizens 
of Colombia, or officials of Colombia, or soldi Colombia. 
Whoever might come there and interrupt it we were bound to 
suppress, we were bound to preserve the peace, and we were bound 
to do whatever might be necessary to that end. ? 

Article 35 of the treaty of 1846 has been construed over and 
again by all the Administrations that have followed since then. 
There is no question about its construction; neither, in my judg- 
ment, is there any question but that every act done by President 
Roosevelt and every message sent by our Government to Panama 
in connection with this transaction were strictly within that con- 
struction. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio is always extremely courteous and considerate of all his 
colleagues in debate. While his manner is animated and forcible, 
and not thereby less attractive, he has always heard their queries 
with great courtesy and patience. I thank him for the considera- 
tion and courtesy he has shown me this morning in my interrup- 
tions of his discourse. Heis the first speaker upon this floor who 
has touched acutely the points in disputation between gentlemen 
who favor the policy which he does and gentlemen who feel con- 
strained by their sense of what is due to the Constitution of the 
United States, to our solemn treaties, and to international law 
to dissent. 

Mr. FORAKER. May I interrupt the Senator just a moment? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Was the Senator taking the floor on the 


rs of 


question? I had yielded it. 
Mr. DANIEL. I took the floor to accept the Senator's chal- 
lenge. 


Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator wanted to ask me a 
question is the reason why I was remaining standing. I wish to 
say to the Senator that I appreciate his appreciation of my 
courtesy, and I am glad I did not show any domineering attitude 
toward the Senator from Virginia- 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam sure the Senator did not. 

Mr. FORAKER. As the Senator from Georgia thought I did 
toward him. 

Mr. BACON. Ihope the Senator from Virginia will permit 
me to say that in a moment of possibly too much feeling I used 
hasty language to the Senator from Ohio, than whom there is no 
man in the Senate I hold in higher esteem. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam glad that the controversy need not be 
referred to the tribunal at The Hague. |[Laughter. | 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will mark the fact that the resolu- 
tion proposes that the United States and Colombia shall settle 
their differences between themselves, and only go to The Hague 
in case they can not. That is the same solution I now tender to 
the Senator from Ohio, which I hope he will receive in proper 
spirit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia will 
proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. While this state of excellent good feeling is ex- 
isting, and while Iam in somewhat good humor myself now, I 
may at some time in the future be a httle impatient, and I beg to 
bespeak the charity of my friends beforehand. 

The Senate can not have been unobservant of the fact, nor do I 
think the country will be unobservant of the fact when it has 
awakened to the reality of the differences in this Chamber, that 
the distinguished Senators who have heretofore addressed them- 
selves to this subject have avoided or touched gingerly the real 
issues. 

The distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] 
made an elaborate argument, in which he poured an encyclopedia 
on recognition in the forefront of his speech and then glided 
tenderly over the points in dispute. 

The Senator from Ohio challenges this side to put their fingers 
upon the points in this policy which they objectto. I accept that 
challenge, and I aceept also the statement of his own side, 
which the Senator to-day has made more clearly and more man- 
fully and openly than any of his predecessors. He declares it to 
be his judgment and puts this question upon the ground that it 
was the duty of the United States, under the treaty of 1846, to 
see to it that an open transit was preserved across the Isthmus. 

That is one proposition. A second proposition was that it was 
the duty of the United States, ia consequence of its right to pro- 
tect an open transit, to send the armed forces of the United States 
to keep the State of Colombia, which was the owner and sovereign 
of that country, from landing troops in the vicinage of the transit 
line, or within 50 miles thereof; and, thirdly, that this was in 
accordance with the historical precedents of the United States. 

I will reverse the order in which I join issue with the honorable 
Senator. First, I deny that it is within the historical precedents 
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of the United States, 
nation. 

It is singular enough that Mr. Loomis, the Assistant Secretary 
of State, who on behalf of the Administration took the American 
people into his confidence, has cited none; that the President of 
the United States has cited none; that the distinguished member 
of the Foreign Relations Committee and the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. McComas] have cited none, and that the 
Senator himself has as yet cited none. I ask the production from 
those Senators and challenge the production of precedents to the 
ofect that the United States of America may send her armed 
forces, naval or military, to interfere with the armed troops of a 
friendly nation in defending her sovereignty, her property, or her 
territory. That is the point I make. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. One minute, if the Senator pleases. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought the Senator asked for precedents. 

Mr. DANIEL. A little later I will be very glad to yield to the 
Senator. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator has assailed by his main propo- 
sition the career of his own party in thiscountry. If M. Varilla, 
who seems to have been imported into this country from France 
by way of Panama to instruct its people in their international 
duties upon the hustings, is to be followed in attacking the State 


Department of the United States in its administration for a gen- | 
I will 


eration, the people of the country ought to understand it. 
read to the Senator from a great Secretary of State, a man of as 
high intelligence as ever occupied that seat near-the President. 
Here is what Mr. Seward said about this treaty: ~ 

Neither the text nor the spirit of the stipulation in that ae ‘le by which 
the United States engages to preserve the neutrality of the Isthmus of Pan 
ama imposes an obligation on this Government toc omply with a requisition 
like that referred to. The purpose of the stipulation 

Says Mr. Seward— 
was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion bya for 
only. It could not have been contemplated that we were to become a party 
to any civil war in that country by defending the Isthmus against another 


party. 

That has been the position which the Republican party of this 
country has honorably and worthily occupied for over thirty 
years respecting this identical matter. In 1873 this same matter 
came before Hon. Hamilton Fish, of New York, as Secretary of 


gn power 


‘ 


State. He announced from the State Department the following 
doctrine: 
This Government. by the treaty with New Granada of 1846, has engaged a 


guara 
ever 
road 


nty of neutrality of the 
ha 


acro 


Isthmus of Panama. This engagement 
never been acknowledged to embrace the duty ot 
s it from the violence of local factions. 

Does the Senator from Ohio consider that the troops of Colom- 
bia and Panama were local factions? 

Mr. LODGE rose. 

Mr. DANIEL. As soon as I finish this quotation I will yield to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who wants to ask me a question: 


how 


protecting the 


Although such protection was of late efficiently given by the force und 


naer 
the command of Admiral Almy, it appears to aan © been — with the con 
sent and at the instance of the local authoriti It is, however, regard ias 
the undoubted duty of the Colombian Gover: iment 7 rotect the r os 
against attacks from local insurgents. The discharge of this duty w ill be i 
sisted upon. 


Now I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts for a question 
if he wishes to ask me one. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator made the statement that nobody 
had referred to any precedent on this matter. 

Mr. DANIEL. I said that no one had cited a precedent to that 


point. 
Mr. LODGE. To that point. 
Mr. DANIEL. I stated the point, and the point is this: The 


United States to send its armed naval or military forces to inter- 
fere with armed forces of a friendly government in defending it- 
self against local attacks from insurgents. 

Mr. LODGE. The precedents were cited by the President in 
his message—the precedents of 1900, 1901,and 1902, in which pre- | 
cisely the same instructions were given that were given in the 


year 1903. Colombia invited us to come there. We have taken 
the ground 
Mr. DANIEL. Colombia invited us to come? 
Mr. LODGE. I only want to point out precedents. I will 


not read them. We have taken the ground 

You are directed to protest against any act of hostility which 
or imperil the safe and peaceful transit. 

That was in 1900. We follow that universally. 

Mr. DANIEL. Did not that apply only to the transit? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; and so has the President's order ap- 
plied only to the transit. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator mean to say that it was not 


may involve 


the obvious purpose of the United States to prevent the Colom- 
bian Government from suppressing the insurrection? 
I do not think there is anything of the kind. 


Mr. LODGE. I 
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think the object was to preserve the transit and stop the fighting: 
and both parties were protec ted. 
Mr. DANIEL. How? By taking the side of one party? 





c 


| Mr. LODGE. We did not take the side of one party. 

Mr. DANIEL. We did not, because the other party did not 
| appear. 

| Mr. LODGE. We prevented the insurgents from attacking 
| Colombia. They tried to move their men and we prevented t] st. 


It is all stated in Captain Hubbard’s letters. 
insurgents; they said it themselves. 
We held the balance absolutely even. 
people of 
| the result. 
Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator is done asking his question, | 
would like to continue. 
Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I rarely interrupt 
the Senator. He interrupted the Senator from Ohio so frequently 
| I did not suppose he would mind my asking the question. 
| Mr. DANIEL. As I understand it, then, the United States 
| troops were sent there to prevent the insurrectionists from at- 
tacking Colombia. 


He prevente d the 
That is not taking sid 
The result was that the 
-anama got their independence. There is no doubt of 


| Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; to prevent Colombia from attacking 
| the insurrectionists. 
| Mr. DANIEL. That is what the Senator states. 
Mr. LODGE. The order was distinct. 
Mr. DANIEL. I understand the orders. 
Mr. LODGE. It was: 
Prevent landing of any armed force with hostile intent, either Governmeny 
or insurgent. 
Thatis exactly what was done, and that it was our duty to do, 
Mr. DANIEL. It could hardly be supposed, Mr. President, 
that Colombian troops moving could have hostile intent to any 
but those who were hostile to her. As I now understand the 
Senator from Massachusetts, the armed forces of the United 


States were sent within the territory of a friendly nation to pre- 
vent the troops of that friendly nation from interfering 
hostile intent; with an insurrection in that friendly nation. That 
is the declaration, as I understand it, of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and that is this matter as I apprehend it. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator does not quite state me. 


with a 


I do not 


n 


desire to interrupt the Senator, but he does not quite 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall be very glad to hear the Senator's sta 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. My statement is that they were landed to pro 


tect American property and citizens and the transit, and maint 
the peaceful transit over the Isthmus. In so doing they oper 
equally against the Government and insurgent troops. 1 think 
that is the whole case. 

Mr. DANIEL. In so doing they stepped between two | 
battle and commanded the peace between a friendly govei 
that then had her minister at the capital of the United Sta 
a little insurrection which was noticed by this country 
dispatches a day before it took place. 

Now, then, to that I address myself, and I will cite a; 
Secretaries of State, who were placed by the Republi 
of this country in that high station, to illuminate this ver) 
and who have declared the law to be that which I now « 
to be, in my own opinion, and who, in my humble opi 
constitutional or international lawyer of repute in his ~1 
can dissent from as to its integrity, its justice, its clearn 
properly meeting the issue. 

I read again, in answer to the Senator from Ohio, f1 
Fish. He says: 

This Department deems it important, in the interest of gen 
<ially of the carrying trade that route, that th 
ould be guarded against. By the treaty with New Granada « 
overnment has engaged to guarantee the neutrality of 
Panama. This engagement, however, has never been acknow! 
brace the duty of prot ing the road a it from the v 
fa but it i rarded as the undoubted duty of the Colom wis 
ment to protect inst attacks from local insurgents. 
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‘tions; 


When the Government of Colombia was marching its 
to suppress a local insurrection, and, as we have the rig 
sume, as there is no suggestion to the contrary, to protect 
terests in and to defend that transit, the United Sta 
before them a line of battle and warned them off. 

I will read, Mr. President, from William M. Ev: 
York, Secretary of State. He is addressing himself to t! 
point upon which the Senator from Ohio has challenged t! 
of the Chamber. I will permit him to give his answ‘ 

But it can not be overlooked that by the thirty-fifth article of, 
1846 the United States has not only, “inorder tosecure tothems 


AA 

quil and constant enjoyment” of the advantages of that tr nat 

te »“* guarantee positively and efticaciously to New Granada th« 
trality of the Pet fore-montioned Isthmus.” but they have furt 
themselves to “also guarantee in the same manner the rights of 


and property which New Granada has and possesses over the 
How is it, Mr. President, that from Loomis, from Vari!!4, 
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from all the diplomatic and Senatorial expounders of this treaty 
we hear nothing but one side of the question, and that nothing is 
caid about another guaranty that is in this treaty, given in con- 
sideration of the very right of transit to American troops and 
persons passing across that Isthmus? Mr. Evarts calls attention 
to it and makes the reminder that we have guaranteed in the 
same manner the rights of sovereignty and property which New 
Grenada has and possesses over the said territory, and it is not 
debated that Colombia is in that respect her successor. Now, his 
conclusion: 
While, therefore, the United States have perfect confidence in these repre- 
ations, as well as in the strong friendship of the French Government, it 


a sarcely be denied that such a concession to foreign subjects would in- 
troduce new_questions of relative rights and interest, affecting both the 
sovereign and proprietary rights of the Government of Colombia and such as 
would seriously enlarge the responsibilities of our treaty guaranty; and this 
Government feels that it is not unreasonable in expecting that any conces- 
sion involving such consequences should be a subject of joint consideration 
by. and that its details can scarcely be settled without a preliminary agree- 
ment between, the Governments of Colombia and the United States as to 
their effect upon existing treaty stipulations. 


In answer to the query which the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Har] made to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], I beg to 
read a few lines from a distinguished publicist from his own 
State. It was no less than the brilliant and able James G. Blaine. 
He wrote in 1881 as follows: 

The United States recognizes a proper guaranty of neutrality as essential 
to the construction and successful operation of any highway across the Isth- 
mus of Panama, and in the last generation every step was taken by this Gov- 
ernment that is deemed requisite in the premises. The necessity was fore- 
seen and abundantly provided for, long in advance of any possible call for 
the actual exercise of power. 

In 1846— 

He adds— 

In 1846 a memorable and important treaty was negotiated and signed be- 

ween the United States of America and the Republic of New Granada, now 

the United States of Colombia. By the thirty-fifth article of that treaty in 
exchange for certain concessions made to the United States we guaranteed 
“positively and efficaciously * the — neutrality of the Isthmus and of 
any interoceanic communications that might be constructed upon or over it 
for the maintenance of free transit from sea to sea— 

Then he says— 
and we also guaranteed the rights of sovereignty and property of the United 
States of Colombia over the territory of the Isthmus as included within the 
borders of the State of Panama. 

Mr. President, on the 24 day of November, 1903, we were in 
complete peace with the friendly Government of Colombia. If 
she had committed any unfriendly act toward this Government, 
Congress had not been apprised thereof by any Executive mes- 
sage. At that time, while this treaty was extant under which we 
stood before the world and guaranteed to that Republic the sov- 
ereignty of her territory, we sent armed troops into that terri- 
tory, not to suppress an insurrection, but to prevent that friendly 
Government from exercising the highest necessary right of sov- 
ereignty—to defend itself. 


Now, Mr. President, this is a painful subject tome. Allusions 


to Democratic party and to Republican party have been made on | 


both sides of this Chamber. I wish to say for myself that there 
never has been a Democratic President of the United States or a 
Democratic party in this country that was strong enough to make 
me support this procedure. It has been my fortune, or misfor- 
ture, in politics some time to disagree with the Administration of 
my own party. It has also been my misfortune, or fortune, as 
you may look at it, to disagree with the leaders of my party. If 
the party of Mr. Bryan and Mr. Cleveland and of Mr. Cleveland's 
predecessors in office, from George Washington to this time, 
were to propose such things as are now proposed to a body of 


which I was a member, I would not sustain them; and while we | 
are seeking to make the noblest example of a free, just, and hon- ‘ j ) 
| United States and the Republic of Colombia. 


orable nation before the world, they ought not, in my judgment, 
to be sustained by any man, to whatsoever party he belongs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate, under the rule, the General Order, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
27, by Mr. Penrose, instructing the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads to direct the Postmaster-General to send to the 
committee all papers connected with the recent investigation of 
his Department, etc. 

Mr. HALE. Ihad intended to submit some remarks, not much 
extended, on the Post-Office resolutions this morning, but they 
evidently will not be reached to-day, and I ask that they all go 
over until to-morrow morning, to be called up after the routine 
morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
tnanimous consent that the resolutions known as the Post-Office 
resolutions may go over until to-morrow morning, to be called 
Up immediately after the routine morning business. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPOONER. This matter is still under consideration, I sup- 
pose, only by urianimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, It can only be under consider- 
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ation by unanimous consent, for there is nothing pending before 
the Senate except the first bill on the Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose, as debate has gone on by unani- 
mous consent so far, that any Senator will now object to other 
Senators discussing it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss at 
this time the general subject or the rights and duties of the United 
States under the treaty of 1846. Later I intend to ask the Senate 
to permit me to discuss with some fullness the various proposi- 
tions which are really involved, as I conceive it, in the subject. 

I do not any more doubt the sincerity of the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Bacon] and his patriotism than I do my own or that of 
any other man in the world. I have, and I did it from my heart 
and without reservation, hitherto had occasion to pay tribute to 
that Senator for his silence—dignified, manly, and patriotic—in the 
midst of utterances on that side of the Chamber which could be 
nothing less than an encouragement to the prolongation of war 
being waged against the United States. But I can not divest 
myself of the belief that this resolution in the circumstances is a 
mischievous one, not possible to be productive of any good to this 
country or to Colombia, and pregnant with possibilities of danger 
to both. 

The spectacle which we have afforded to the world, Mr. Presi- 
dent, must have caused astonishment. We have been debating 
here for weeks a proposition which the Senate was asked to in- 
dorse, declaring that an act of war has been committed by the 
United States against the Republic of Colombia. 

Mr. BACON. This resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. BACON. Well, I beg pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. A proposition that the United States has com- 
mitted an act of war against the Republic of Colombia while 
that Republic has not yet said so, but has been in full diplomatic 
relations with the United States, and is to-day. 

Some things have happened. They are accomplished. The 
President recognized the Republic of Panama. He received a 
minister from the Republicof Panama. The great nations of the 

Nicaragua, Costa 


Rica, Peru, and Cuba have recognized the Republic of Panama. 
The Senate has concurred in the action of the President accredit- 
ing a minister from the United States, with full diplomatic capac- 
ity, to the Republic of Panama. The President has entered into 
and sent to the Senate—and that has been made public, and Ihave 
a right to refer to it—a treaty with the Republic of Panama. 

Those things have occurred. They mean something and they 
have some effect in international law. Some of the steps by 
which these results have been reached will be criticised. That is 
the right of Senators; that is the right of the press; that is the 
right of the people. But those criticisms will be for influence 
upon our own constituencies. not for effect upon the transaction 
or the statusas it actually exists. The injustice of such criticism 
will be easily shown. 

This resolution can not help, can not overturn. On the con- 
trary, it recognizes thestatus. It can not do otherwise, Mr. Presi- 
dent, than to encourage a hope in Colombia which for the time 
at least will be disappointed; and I confess my surprise that in 
the Senate of the United States, made by the Constitution a part 
of the executive power of the United States so far as our foreign 
relations are concerned, while those relations are strained with 
the Government perhaps to the point of breaking, Senators should 
so confidently assert here that there will be war between the 
It is such utter- 
ances in the presence of the world, and in the old days of the 
Senate they would not have been made in the presence of the 





| world, which, in my opinion, tend to cause war. 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator, in my opinion, has never seen 
any day at all, no matter how antiquated, in which the truth could 
not be told in this body. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, Ihave seen such days, and 
so has the Senator from Alabama. I have, during my short and 
entirely uneventful career in this body, a number of times known 


| a Senator to be interrupted by a motion to go into secret session, 


which, being seconded, took him off the floor so far as the world 
was concerned. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam not speaking of the galleries; I am talk- 


| ing aboht the Senate. 


Mr. SPOONER. And, Mr. President, that was not because he 
vas speaking what he thought was not true. Many times many 
of us have thought he was speaking the truth, but it was because 





















art of the treaty-making power, could not safely for the public | what was written. 
} ’ J 


interest, which we are here to conserve, say in the presence of the 
world what we might safely say in the presence of each other. 
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But what was written, Mr. President? 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


If there is not a collision, Mr. President, between the Republic | consin yield? 
of the United States and the Republic of Colombia it will not be | 


the fault of some gentlemen here at home, in my opinion. 
question mooted by the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. DANIEL. 
is having anything to do with it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it is susceptible of demonstration 
that our troops are where they have a right to be. That is what 
I think; and I thinkthe statement made by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia as to the true import of the transaction of which he com- 
plains, analyzed, is not supported by the documents. I think 
what he arraigns the Administration for, and what he criticises in 
the use of troops at Panama prior to the insurrection, the Presi- 
dent of the United States is to be praised for, not blamed for. I 
undertake to say, Mr. President, if there had been no treaty of 
1°46 and a war ship of the United States had been in Panama or 
Colon under the circumstances, those troops would have been 
landed and utilized as they were, if the Government were not too 
pusillanimous to be beneath contempt. 

This is not a party question. I have never called it a party 
question. I have never treated it as a party question. Some 
questions reach a point where they become national American 
questions, Mr. President, hardly susceptible of -party division. 
1 have never believed for one moment that there would be a divi- 
sion upon this subject upon party lines, and I hope the day never 
will come when mere partisan politics will creep into the action 
of this body as a part of the treaty-making power. But the 
proper time for criticism will come. That time will be when it 
involves no danger of strife. 





Does the Senator think sending our troops there | 


The | 


| 


|} ing my personal courage at all. 
| language that I have occasion to be afraid to read. 


Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. CARMACK. 
not interrupt him. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. SPOONER. 
written. 

Mr. CARMACK, 


Yes. 


Going to read what? 
Going to read what was written. 
Of course I am going to read what 


Then I hope the Senator will read it, 
Mr. SPOONER. Iam not afraid of what was written. 
Mr. CARMACK. Of course, we all know that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Always. 

Mr. CARMACK. We all know the Senator from Wis 
not afraid of anything. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean that. 

Mr. CARMACK. We do not accuse him of being af: 
anything. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean that. The Senator 
that I was not speaking in the language of braggadocio or \ 
I mean there is nothing 
The S 


| knows what I meant. 


Mr. President, it is worse than useless, it is dangerous, in my | 


opinion, and I speak only for myself, to impeach the honor of the 
Government—the Administration, I will say, in thisenvironment. 

Iam not going atlarge intothissubject. Ihopethe Senator from 
Georgia |Mr. Bacon] will allow the resolution to be voted upon, 
and voted upon now. If Senators on theother side want to make 
a sharp issue they can easily make it. When I say ‘‘ Senators on 
the other side,’ [do not mean all Senators on the other side: I 
mean the Senators who feel so intensely upon this subject—and I 
do not dispute the sincerity of any of my colleagues—can make 
it. They can propose that there shall be undone what has 
been done. They can invite both Houses to adopt a resolution 
that it is the sense of Congress that the President withdraw the 
war ships and withdraw the marines from Panama, except such as 
are needed to protect the mere railroad line, to permit the passage 
of cars and locomotives, and to interpose no obstacle to the over- 
throw of that Republic and to the reinstatement of the lost—I 
will call it—sovereignty of Colombia. That is the logical result 
of these contentions; that is the only way to right this wrong, as 
some Senators consider it a wrong. 

Of course, Mr. President, I think such a resolution would re- 
ceive very few votes in the presence of the American people, 
North or South; and the people South and the people North on 
questions like this arealike. 1 doubt if on such a resolution many 
Senators on the other side, who speak with such intensity—feeling, 
of course, just as they speak—would face the music and vote for it. 

Mr. President, what was done at Panama? Did the United 
States, prior to the insurrection, prevent Colombia from landing 
her troops there to repress disorder? It has been assumed from 
these papers that we did. The record shows to the contrary. As 
I understand it, all the troops which Colombia, prior to the recog- 
nition by this Government of the Republic of Panama, sent to 
that Isthmus to repress disorder landed upon that Isthmus with- 
out let or hindrance from the Government of the United States. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Always. 

Mr. CARMACK. Werenot orders given, however, to our naval 
commanders to prevent the landing of Colombian troops? 

Mr. SPOONER. Do you mean before the recognition of the 
Republic? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will speak about that, but that is sticking 
in the bark. 

Mr. CARMACK, Ido not think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, then, I must be wrong. 

Mr. CARMACK. Why, of course you are. | Laughter.] 


Mr. SPOONER. But 1 think that is stickingin the bark. Ido 


not think that the people of the United States will try and judge 
the Administration—and when I use that word I do not speak as 
a Republican—on the language of a cablegram sent, not to Co- 
lombia or to the world, but to one of our naval officers. 


It will 


Here is the cablegram: 

Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. 

That no one objectsto. My friend from Virginia [Mr. D 
does not object to that. 

If interruption is threatened by armed force, occupy— 

What? 

Mr. DANIEL. That was not our duty under the treaty 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President, not our duty m 
treaty, but our right under the treaty, and our right wit 
treaty in view of the fact that it was an American cor} 
whose stock was partly owned by American citizens; and 
had been no treaty our right to protect that railroad, to ; 
interruption of that transit, to prevent the shelling of t 
and the buildings of that railroad company, would hav: 
perfect right. 

If interruption is threatened by armed force, occupy the line 
Prevent landing of any armed force with hostile intent 

I agree with the Senator from Virginia that this did: 
hostile intent toward the railroad— 


| either government or insurgent. 





| circumstances, it might not possess. 





That explains it all. The Government of the United Si 
not intend that the line of that transit should become th 
of military operations between Colombia and the inhal 
Panama; or, if you please, the insurrectionists. Colom 
guaranteed the freedom of transit, and we had made 
guaranties also. If Colombia failed in her guaranty, he 
her failure to discharge it gave us a right to protect that 
sit, or the whole treaty stipulations was an empty and 
thing. 

It was the duty of Colombia, with the warnings she ! 
as to the sentiment and purposes on the Isthmus, to ha. 
pated that disorder by seasonably providing an adequate 
discharge her guaranty; and if she failed to do it u 
had been such organized insurrection on the other side as ¥ 


| lead inevitably, when she attempted to do it, to war on | 


of transit, the United States, in that failure of treaty 
Colombia, had not only the right but the duty to say, *’ \ 
not fight on this line of railway; you shall not interrupt 
tary operations this right of transit or the fact of trausit. 
Mr. DANIEL. Or “‘ within 50 miles of Panama.”’ 
Mr.SPOONER. Orwithin 50 miles. I would not per! 
put that in the cablegram, but it is there, and there is + 
in it, too, because the Senator must admit that there c 
been no contest there except at Colon, Panama, or the 
ing territory. That would have been the theater of th 


| evitably, and that, because of the tardiness of Colombia 


aration, gave the United States some rights which, under 
Criticise this cabl 
the officer, if you choose, I care not now to say more ab 
Colombia did not receive that cablegram or know 
did the officer receive it to whom it was sent, or know 
The officer did not receive it, Mr. President, until the 
November at about 10.30 o'clock, and before that time 4 
bian gunboat had arrived at Colon with 400 troops, se 
lombia to repress disorder on the Isthmus, and they were | 
by this level-headed officer, acting entirely on his own ' 
bility and the precedents, to land, and they did land at | 


Does the Senator from W 


If the Senator is going to read that, I vy 
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the situation was such that we, a Senate of the United States, a | be judged, as it onght to be judged, by what was done, not }), 








vy 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





and their generals—for they had two or more general officers 
with this army of 400 men—proceeded by rail to Panama, where 
they were arrested by the insurgents and thrown into prison. 
That gave Colombia, the papers show, about 500 men on the 


Isthmus. 


Now, how did the marines happen to land? The Senator from 


Virginia spoke about a battle line. Ido not find the battle line | 
we drew. The officer who commanded the Nashville has told 


j 
hat story. 
There oa not an American soldier, Mr. President, on shore | 
when the Colombian troops landed, so far as these papers show, 
and there was but one war ship in the harbor, and that was the 
Nashville. Let me read this: 
U. 8. 8. NASHVILLE, To1aD RatzE— 
One of the smaller ships— 


Colon, U. S. Colombia, November 5, 1903. 
Sin: Pending a complete report of the occurrences of the last three days in 


Colon, Colombia, I most respectfully invite the Department's attention to | 
those of the oa of Wednesday, November 4, which amounted to practically 
the 1 ing of war— 


Not by the United States against Colombia— 


making of war against the United States by the officer in command of the 
Colombian troops in Colon. 


Mr. TELLER. That is the officer’s idea of war, 
Mr. SPOONER. Wait and see what it was. 
At 1o’clock p. m. on that date— 


Does the Senator from Colorado dispute the right and duty of | 
the commander of the Nashville to land those marines under the 
circumstances detailed by him, and to use them as he did? 

Mr. TELLER. No, Mr. President, I have not; but I do dis- 
pute the statement he makes that any act of the Colombian Gov- 
ernment was an act of war against the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was a mere opinion. That might have 
been repudiated by Colombia. 

Mr. TELLER, The Senator is putting that forward to show 
we did not begin the war, but that Colombia did. There is no 
war at the present time on the transit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not disputing that, 
this report in which that occurred. 

At 1 o’clock p. m. on that date I wassummoned onshore by a preconcerted 
signal, and on landing met the United States consul, vice-consul, and Colonel 
Shaler. the general superintendent of the Panama Railroad. The consul in- 
formed me that he had received notice from the officer commanding the 
Colombian troops, Colonel Torres, through the prefect of Colon, to the effect 
that if the Colombian officers, Generals Tobal and Amaya, who had been 
in Panama on the evening of the 3d of November by the Independents— 
Not by us— 


and held as prisoners, were not released by 2 o’clock p. m., he (Torres) would 
open fire on the town of Colon and kill every United States citizen in the 
‘e,and my advice and action were requested. I advised thatall the United 
citizens should take refuge in the shed of the Panama Railroad Com- 
y,astone building ee a of ae a into good state for defense, 
and that [ would immediately land such y of men, with extra arms for 
arming the citizens, as the complement of the ship would permit. This was 
agreed to, and I — returned on board, arriving at1.15p.m. The 
order for landing was immediately given, and at 1.30 p. m. the boats left the 
ship with a party of forty-two men— 

Think of it—forty-two marines— 


under the command of Lieut. Commander H. M. Witzel, with Midshipman J.P. 
Jackson as second in command. Time being pressing, I gave verbal orders 
to Mr. Witzel to take the building above referred to, to put it into the best 
ame of defense possible, and protect the lives of the citizens assembled 
here— 

Right on the line of transit, in one of the railway buildings on 
the line of transit, filled with American citizens, some foreigners, 
and women and children, who, frightened, had fled to that place 
for protection under the flag of the United States against the 
threat of the Colombian officer— 


not firing unless fired upon, etc. 


Can any man justly criticise the action of that officer under 
the circumstances? there a government in the world that 
would not havefcashiered an officer if in that situation, treaty 
or no treaty, he had failed to respond to that call? Whether the 
call was justified or not, it was sufficient to him. It is the duty 
of a government to protect its citizens all over the world when 
aT pas as the right, and that is what this officer did, and that is 
€ 6 did, 

Ido not intend to take the time to refer to what transpired 
there b ‘tween these 42 marines barricaded in the railway build- 
ing, one of its freight houses on the line of transit, and to the dem- 
erat m made there against them by the 400 Colombian troops. 
= : marines did not drive out the 400 Colombian soldiers, but 

Mr. MORGAN. They were bought out. 

,_ Mr. SPOONER. TheSenatorsays they were boughtout. That | 
is legitimate for a revolutionary junta. 

- MC IRGAN, That is the fact, though. 
mt SPOONER. Ido not know whether it is a fact or not, but 
“enators can not ask us to be affected at all in our judgment upon 


Iam only reading 











seized 














| Panama question. 


this transaction, nor could the President be, upon what was done 
by the insurrectionists or revolutionists in bringing about, with- 
out bloodshed, their independence. God knows, Mr. President, 
if ever there was a people in the world who were entitled to re- 
lief from tyranny, blackmail, extortion, neglect, and outrage, the 

ople of the Department of Panama were, and I do not know a 
Rashes on the other side who, if he had been a Panamanian—if 
that is the proper pronunciation—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Panamaniac. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. Who would not have been an insurrectionist? 
They were not Panamaniacs; they were men, Mr. President, who 
wanted to be free and to have once again a government of their 
own. They wanted the open way to health, prosperity, and hap- 
piness in the future. They were not willing to have the door of 
hope, and the only hope to that people, barred forever at Bogota. 
They were not maniacs for that. Panamaniacs are not all con- 
fined to Panama. ([Laughter.] 

All I intended to say, Mr. President, I have said, but I can not 


| see for the life of me, whatever you may say about a cablegram 


which was not received, I do not see how the United States, rep- 
resented by that official, can be criticised for what was done in 
the landing of the marines, and I do not see that this Government 
is to be criticised for anything that was done prior to the declara- 
tion of independence and the recognition of that independence by 
the United States. What has been done since then. Mr. President, 
I shall undertake to justify upon principles of international law, 
upon reason, and upon precedent on another occasion. I rose 


| mainly to say that I can not in this situation see what good pur- 


pose this resolution can accomplish, and to express the hope that 
we may have a vote upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am not going to discuss the 
The issue made here to-day was on the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. Now, 
it is asserted that that is a dangerous resolution; it is asserted 
that it is one which the Senate has not any right to pass, and, if 


| ithad aright to pass it, that this is an inopportune time to passit. 


I propose to say a few words about the resolution, but I am not 
going to raise or argue questions of law with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr.Spooner]. I think he and I would agree on most 
propositions of that kind, although I can not agree with him when 
he says the Senate is part of the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said its treaty-making power is. 

Mr. TELLER. No; not even that. Iam not going to arguo 
that, but I want simply to say that the best authorities in the 
world have declared—though, of course, this being a sui generis 
case, there is no other, and you can not apply to it precedents 
obtained anywhere else—that the relation of the Senate to the 
Executive, so far as the treaty-making power is concerned, is that 
of a legislative body and not that of an executive body. 

Mr. SPOONER. What about the confirmation of appoint- 
ments? Is not that executive? 

Mr. TELLER. Thatisnot executive, either. That issui gene- 
ris, as I say, unlike anything else in the world. It does not have 
to be determined to be either executive or legislative. John 
Adams, Madison, and other fathers of the Republic declared that 
the relation of the Senate to treaties was legislative, and not 
executive. But, Mr. President, I do not care to go into that 
question. I merely wanted to enter a caveat to that proposition. 

Let us see, first, whether this is a resolution which is proper to 
come before this Senate or whether the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. Bacon], for whose good faith the Senator from Wisconsin 

Mr. SPooNER] vouches, has simply made a mistake. What does 
this resolution propose? Does it propose any direction to the 
President of the United States? Not atall. Does it invade the 
right of the Executive inany way by directing him to do this or not 
todothat? Notatall. It isa suggestion proposed to be made by 
the Senate of the United States to the executive department of 
the Government. 

I do not know but that in these modern times we shall abdi 
and abandon the right of this body to make suggestions to the 
executive department; but in some cases we have the u1 
tioned right to direct the executive department. 

Mr. President, if any Senator will take the pains to spend a lit- 
tle time in looking over the history of the country with relation 
to the executive and to this, the legislative, branch of the Gov- 
ernment, he will find that the Presidents of the United States 
have recognized beyond question the right of this body to make 
suggestions. When Polk was President of the United States on 
more that one occasion he took the opinion of this body. You 
can find in the records of the country that he in detail wrote out 
and sent here a statement, and said, ‘‘I wish to consult the Sen- 
ate as to whether it would be proper and wise to make a treaty 
on the following lines.”’ 

What does this resolution provide? Not that the President 
shall make a treaty, but that it is the judgment of the Senate 
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that it would be wise to make a treaty. Is there anybody here 
who will say under the condition existing that it would not be 
wise for us to make some kind of treaty with Colombia that 
would satisfy the Colombians that we do not intend any violence 
to them? Does anybody believe that it would not be a wise thing 
for us to make a treaty of some kind, if it could be done without 
too great sacrifice, to convince all the South American republics 
that we have not any desire to invade their rights? I do not 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
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know whether a treaty could be made with Colombia that would | 


be consistent with the present condition of affairs. I know very 
well, as the Senator from Wisconsin has said, that what has been 
done is not going to be undone, and there is no suggestion in the 
resolution under discussion that anything that has been done is 
to be undone. 

What is the suggestion? To make a treaty that must come 
here for our approval, and if we will approve it that will com- 
promise and settle all the controversy between us and Colombia. 

Bat if Colombia is not in a frame of mind, or if we are not ina 
frame of mind, to make a treaty, then what is to be done under 
this resolution? We are to do what the whole world has been 
saying ought to be done in national controversies—refer it to the 
arbitration of the great tribunal at The Hague or a special tri- 
bunal to be arranged by Colombia and our Government. 

Mr. President, where is the vice in that? Where is the insult 
to the majesty, to the executive department, of this Govern- 
ment? Where is a violation of any of the decencies and proprie- 
ties of this body? ' 

It is not very likely, if we should make an effort to accommo- 
date affairs with Colombia, that Colombia would ask us to return 
Panama to her embrace. I am morally certain, so far as the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government is concerned, and I am 
equally certain as to the dominant party in this Chamber, that 
that would be a hopeless effort, and Colombia must know that by 
this time. Colombia has received from the executive branch of 
the Government a denial of any attempt to consider even her 
complaints against us. 

I am sorry the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKeER] is not in the 
Chamber, because I wanted to say some things that I shall omit. 
The Senator from Ohio, with a great deal of zeal and assurance, 
stands up here and says there is not anything wrong in any act. 


Mr. TELLER. I have it right here. For the Senator from 
Ohio to assume that there is nobody complaining of this trans- 
action is not to be quite tolerated without at least a reply. Tho 
Senator may think that everything that has been done has been 
done correctly and properly. He knows very well that many 
Senators in this Chamber do not think so. Of course they may 
be wrong and he may be right. They may be prejudiced by their 
political associations, he thinks. He may be prejudiced by his 
political association. I have yet to learn that the Senators who 
sit on the other side of the Chamber are any better qualified to 
judge upon a question of conscience and morals than those who 
sit on this side; and I have yet to learn that we who sit on this 
side of the Chamber are to govern our judgment according to 
theirs or that of the Executive. 

When I read, as I shall do now, this statement from New Haven, 
there is not anybody here but will recognize that this is a ques- 
tion of more than ordinary political consideration. The men who 


| met at New Haven are men who are entitled to discuss questions 


of this kind by virtue of their training and by virtue of their 
ability in the line of international law. 


Twenty prominent citizens— 
Says the paper— 


Twenty prominent citizens of New Haven, headed by Prof. Theodore §, 
Woolsey, professor of international law at Yale University, have signed and 
forwarded to Senator GEORGEF. HoaRa petition asking that the Senate defer 
formal ratification of the Hay-Bunau-Varilla treaty, and that this Gove 
ment’s actionin Panama be subjected to careful and deliberate investig: 

Among the signers of the petition are Franklin Carter, formerly pres t 
of Williams College: Henry Wade Rogers, dean of the Yale Law School: 
Frank K. Sanders, dean of the Yale Divinity School; Profs. William G. Sum- 
ner and John C. Schwab, of the department of political economy at Yale; 
Secretary C. A. Lindsley, of the State board of health; the Rev. Dr. Newman 
Smyth, the Rev. Watson L. Phillips, and Thomas Hooker, members of the 
board of education, and Samuel L. Bronson, formerly a Democratic candi- 
date for governor of the State. 

After declaring that there isa recognized body of law which ought to goy- 
ern the conduct of nations irrespective of their strength, the petition says 
that a belief has arisen in the minds of many in this country and abroad 
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| “that in our dealings with the State of Colombia we ‘have violated and are 


Mr. President, suppose we should all say there is not any wrong | 


act. Suppose everyone of us admitted that to be the fact now, 
which, for one, I am not inclined todo. When I shall get the 
floor with time, I shall try to demonstrate that these acts we com- 


plain of are infringements of the rights of Colombia, and not de- | 


manded of us by any treaty or by any law of the civilized world. 
However, I shall not attempt to do that now. 

But suppose we were of the opinion that there was no offense. 
Colombia believes that there is. The entire South American peo- 
ple believes there is. There is not a republic on the American 
continent that does not feel affronted at our conduct. Although 


this great nation of ours might feel strong and self-reliant in our | 


ideas that we were right, is it beneath our dignity that we should 
say to these offended people, ‘‘ We will submit this question to the 
arbitration provided by that great conference which was held in 
Europe a few years ago?”’ 

I know, Mr. President, that we did not accept the treaty made 
with Great Britain as to arbitration, and it has been repeatedly 
said that we were opposed to arbitration. What stood in the way 
of that treaty was a constitutional provision which was ignored 
in the treaty, that this Senate had the right to pass upon every 
treaty of every kind and every character that was made by the 
Government of the United States. That provision was not in 
that treaty. 

The Senator from Ohio asks, ‘‘ Who says there is any wrong?”’ 
** What Senator is going to point itout?’’ If the Senator was here, 
I would say something about the manner in which he addresses 
us on that subject. He is not here, and I shall pass that by. 


about to violate the rules of international law, and that we are adopting a 
line of conduct toward that country which we would not have taken against 
a stronger power.” 

Mr. President, that is an indictment from a source that can not 
be cried down. The enthusiasm and the energy of the Senator 
from Ohio had better be directed somewhat to this class of people 
in the United States if he hopes to quiet this complaint that is so 
generally rife. 

The petition further says that the fact of Colombia's comparativ: 
ness should make us the more careful toavoid the suspicion that we are n 


ing an unjust use of our greater power; that the mere existence of s 
condition is injurious to our honor and self-respect, and concludes: ‘* We ther: 


weak- 
ink- 
ha 


| fore respectfully ask that before final ratification of the Hay-Bunau-Varilla 


treaty our action in Panama be carefully and deliberately investigated to 
the end not only that the Republic may do no wrong, but that its ¢ 


| tation in the world, which is dearer than any gain of lands or trade, s! 1 


| ation, and it will not do for them to say that it is inciting to w: 
| Nor is it reasonable for them to say that of a proposition of this 


On the 17th day of November, in this body, one of the oldest | 


and most respected members of it, a man whose thorough com- 
petency to discuss here or anywhere in the world a question of 
international law nobody will deny, did discuss this question and 
did indicate as plainly as his words could do that he thought there 
had been a wrong perpetrated against the people of Colombia. 

I know the public press said that the senior Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. ForAKER] administered to him a stinging rebuke because 
of his lack of loyalty to his party, but I doubt very much whether 
it changed that illustrious Senator’s views upon this question. 
The Senator from Ohio knew that the Senator from Alabama 
{Mr. MorGan] had taken the floor and discussed the question for 
a considerable length of time to show that this was not a proper 
and right thing for us to do. 

The morning paper has given us an account of a meeting up at 
New Haven and of a petition that is to be sent here to be pre- 
sented by the senior Senator from Massachusetts when he arrives. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the statement of it. 


suffer no loss.” 


Mr. President, that is all I care to read, because that is all 
really that is pertinent. There are some other things that I leave 
out. 

Mr. President, it will not do for the Senator from Ohio or the 
Senator from Wisconsin or anybody else to say that when that 
class of men enter their protest here it is not.entitled to consider- 
> war 
kind made in the American Senate for a treaty that might arrange 
difficulties between Colombia and ourselves or which provides 
that in case of the inability to secure such a treaty the contr 
versy between Colombia and ourselves shall be submitted to arbi- 
tration. 

Mr. President, everybody knows there isacontroversy. E 
body knows that the world believes we have gone bey ut 
which is justified by the law of nations. That the President felt 
that he had gone beyond what he felt the treaty required | 
by the fact that he not only put it partly under the treat; 


| partly under the law of nations, which he has applied, and state 





that it was in the interest of civilization that these mov 
had been made. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER) says 
that it is not an act of war on the part of the Presiden! 
United States. The Senator from Wisconsin is an internationa 
lawyer of whose ability I have a great opinion, but I believe (h@ 
his anxiety to shield the Administration with which he 
nected colors his views on this subject. I understand it to 
unquestioned principle of international law (I have never K1 
it questioned in the books) that the recognition of a sec 
government by another government with intervention @! © ‘ 
same time was an act of war. I know it is not an act of wat ™ 
recognize a government, even although it is unduly and im} roy 
erly done; butif it is done with an act of intervention in !\ “A 7 
the rebels or the insurrectionists it is by all the authorities 10 ' ug 
country and everywhere else an act of war. 
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If there is not an act of war between Colombia and the United 
States, it is because Colombia knew that she was not able to cope 
with us. Does any citizen believe if that had been done with ref- 
nce to Great Britain there would not have been an active and 
sorous war? Could we have done it to France, to Spain even, 
o Russia? 

a no, Mr. President, you can do with impunity with a baby 
what you dare not do sometimes with aman. When these citi- 


ns of New England come here and express the opinion that we | 


have done with Colombia what we would not have done with the 
creat powers of the world they express the opinion that is prev- 
nt everywhere in the United States. 

| do not care whether a man defends the action of the President 
or whether he criticises it, everybody knows that we would not 
have performed that act had even Canada, a country that we 
would like to have in our embrace and as a part of our territory, 
seceded from Great Britain. Does anyone believe we would have 
said: ** We can not afford to have a war on our borders, and in the 
interest of civilization, in the interest of peace, commerce, and 


alt 
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trade, we Will say to Great Britain, Keep your hands off of Can- | 


ada’ Does anybody believe she would have kept her hands off? 
But we would have been very far from making that suggestion 
even if conditions had been as they were down there in the Pan- 
ama country. 

Mr. President, Ido not know what will be the result of this 
resolution, whether to-morrow we shall have a motion to lay it on 
the table, so that we may not vote on it, or whether it will go to 
the committee. 


| submit that as an orderly, decent procedure this resolution | 


should properly go to that committee, and if there is anything ob- 
jectionable in it, if there is anything reflecting upon the Presi- 
dent, if there is any assumption of facts that do not exist, it is 
then for the committee to arrange it in such a shape as that it 
shall be unobjectionable in that particular. 

There is not a single controverted fact mentioned in the resolu- 
tion. It isadmitted here on this floor to-day. Let me read it: 
wing out of the recent revolution in Panama and the consequent seces- 
f Panama from Colombia and the alleged aid and assistance by theland 


and naval power of the United States in the successful accomplishment of 
volution and secession, 


sion 
said 


Now, Mr. President, is that offensive? If so, the committee 
can readily put it in words that are not offensive. Everybody 
knows that Colombia is complaining of our action there. As I 
said before, although we may justify it as a nation, and suppose 
that all, every man, woman, and child in the nation, justified it, 
isit beneath our dignity to say to Colombia, *‘ We do not think 
you have any right to complain, but if you have, you will submit 
it to the judgment of the tribunal at The Hague, or, if you prefer, 
to such a tribunal as we may select?”’ 


Mr. President, there would never be any arbitration if both | 
One side will always | 


sides had to prove their case beforehand. 
assert that it is right and the other will assert that the other is 
wrong. That is all there is in this resolution. Colombia says 
that she has an offense against us, that we have treated her im- 
properly. She may say that she does not want to go to war, 
ka that she can not. 

The very fact that Colombia can not go to war ought to appeal 


to « 


inity to show before the world that she has been wronged, and 
» to fix what shall be the compensation that she shall receive. 
{say that every man who is alover of his country and who is not 

ver simply because of her great strength, who does not think 
of her many millions of wealth, who does not think of her great 
Army and her great Navy, but thinks of her honor—every such a 
man ought to wish and hope and work and do his best to see that 
this question is put where we can be righted if we are right and 
Where we can make atonement if we are wrong. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I had intended to reply to the 
criticisms of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] and 
those of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. The reso- 
lut ons, I thought, were conservative in their character and cal- 
culated to effect the very opposite of the opinions which the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Wisconsin 
anticipate would be effected. The suggestion on my part was to 
have a reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations, for I had 
every reason to believe it would receive careful attention, such as 
the committee always gives to matters before it. In response to 
that suggestion, the Senator from Massachusetts proposed to treat 
the resolution with indignity, casting it out even without a ref- 
erence, and the Senator from Wisconsin, though in very kindly 
terms, seconds the Senator from Massachusetts, not exactly in 
the main, but in the ground upon which he predicates it. 

[ had designed to say something in reply to those Senators, not 
for the purpose of controversy, but in the hope that I might con- 
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vince them that the resolution was not entitled to be treated with 
such indignity and that it was not liable to the criticisms which 
were bestowed upon it by these two distinguished Senators. But 
official business doubtless has demanded the absence of those Sen- 
ators from the Chamber, and I do not feel like proceeding in their 
absence. Consequently I will forbear, with the hope that on to- 
morrow I may have at least the courtesy of the opportunity to 
reply to what they have said. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. CARMACK. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion for just a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw it at the request of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. CARMACK. Just for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus in the chair). 
the Senator from Illinois yield? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee for the 
purpose indicated. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Illinois, the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, now being present, I hope 


Does 


| when this matter comes up on to-morrow nO motion will be made 


We | 


‘y generous-hearted man in the country to give her an op- | 


| to cut off debate. I desire myself, if I can have the opportunity, 
| to address the Senate on this question. 

| Ishall get the opportunity, sooner or later, I know, but I should 
| like to have an opportunity to-morrow, if possible, to say what I 
| have to say upon the resolution. I would be glad to know that 
no motion will be made that will cut off debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. ILhavenoauthority to determine that question. 
| Twas not in the Senate when the resolution was introduced by the 
Senator from Georgia, and I have had very little opportunity, as 
a matter of fact, to see exactly what its terms are. Objection 
being made to its further consideration to-day, it went over until 
| to-morrow, or the resolution will go over. 
| Mr. HALE. It has gone over. 
| Mr. CULLOM. It has already gone over, and it has been over 
| for a couple of hours perhaps. The resolution will doubtless 

come up to-morrow, and while I make no agreement about the 

matter, because I do not feel that I have the right to do so, I sup- 

pose that reasonable debate will be allowed. But I hope also that 
| we may dispose of the resolution to-morrow at some time and 
get rid of it either by a reference or by an actual vote upon the 
resolution. 

Mr. BACON. I wanted to have it referred without debate. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have no doubt about that, but I think it is 
just as well to have debate on it as anything else. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations that the resolution having been dis- 
cussed at considerable length by the opponents of it, certainly 
they ought not to cut off anybody on this side. I did not myself 
care to go into the general discussion of the Panama question, 
which I intend to do at another time. I confined myself, as the 
Senator knows, to the resolution and its bearing. 

I wish to say to the chairman that nothing will be gained by 
an attempt to crowd the resolution toavote. I have no objection 
to voting onit. Idid object toit. I did not know enough about 
the resolution this morning to vote forit. I can vote for it very 
cheerfully now. Iam not expecting to debate it any further, but 
| if we are cut off on this side from an opportunity to debate it we 
certainly know how to get an opportunity to debate any question 
in the Senate that we want to debate, and nothing will be gained 
by anyone moving to lay it on the table before the debate has 
taken place. 

Mr.CULLOM. The purport of my remarks was that I hoped 
we would vote upon the resolution itself, after a reasonable dis- 
cussion to-morrow, and pass upon the question whether—— 

Mr. TELLER. We will, if nobody wishes to discuss it longer. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iam ready to vote on it myself at any moment. 

Mr. TELLER. You will not, if anyone wants to discuss it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The suggestion is made by my distinguished 
friend from Colorado that we know how to do things in the Sen- 
ate. There has been evidence enough of that without repeating 
it in the Senate, it seems to me, in direct terms. It has so hap- 
pened that it has become the fact that it is almost impossible to 
do anything in the Senate except by unanimous consent, and I 
think the time has pretty nearly come when we have got to change 
| our programme if we want to legislate for the country. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not say that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do say it, and believe it. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to have the distinguished Senator 
state what particular measure has failed in the Senate by reason 
of debate. 
| Mr. CULLOM. Iam not prepared to say just what measure has 
i failed, but we all know that discussion goes on and on almost 
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forever before we can get to the point of finally disposing of a 


measure, whatever it may be. I am the last man, as I think the 
Senate knows, to undertake any gag ruie or any intrigue to carry 
a measure through or get rid of it. Ihave always been disposed to 
be fair, and I think I feel that way now. At the same time I do 
not think there is any occasion for the announcement that we will 
find a way to do this thing or that thing or the other thing. 
course we will find a way. 

Mr. BACON. I merely wish to say, as the Senator is not pre- 
pared to answer my inquiry—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
not in order. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CULLOM. With pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
must get permission of the Chair. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator from Illinois if he will permit 
me a single moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 
*Mr. BACON. Isimply desired to say, as the Senator was not 


The Senator from Georgia is 


But the Senator from Georgia 
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|of the Senate and a useful and valuable member. 
| allowed to say this in his presence. 


prepared to answer the inquiry—and he has been here a great deal | 


longer than I have—that during the nine years I have had the honor 
toserve in thisChamber I have seen but two measures which have 
been defeated by unlimited debate. One of them was the state- 
hood bill, which at the last Congress was defeated by Repub- 
licans by unlimited debate, and the other was the river and har- 
bor bill, which was defeated by Senator Carter, also a Republican, 
by unlimited debate. If there has been any other measure in the 
nine years which has been defeated by unlimited debate, I chal- 
lenge the Senator to show what measure it was. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iam not going into particulars in reference to 
this subject, but we all know that there has seemed to be a grow- 
ing disposition to debate and continue to debate until almost every 
Senator is worn out by waiting for an opportunity to get a vote. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Illinois, who is a veteran 
here, will be able to possess his soul in patience. 
beez: through this same trouble that he is in now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam in no trouble whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois is out 
of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator has misunderstood me. 

Mr. HALE. I will substitute the word “ felicity ’’ for trouble. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. 

Mr. HALE. We have been in the same felicity he is in now. 
Every now and then when any one of us has a measure that he 
wants passed and when we have a policy that we think ought to 
be established, we get very impatient and we want a rule and we 
want to stop debate. But it has been, as the Senator from Geor- 
gia has said, that in the end, out of this way that we have, Sena- 
tors are enabled to be heard and debate continues, and in the end 
we pass everything that we ought to pass. 

Mr. TELLER. And some measures we ought not to pass. 

Mr. HALE. Occasionally we do, undoubtedly. I should hate 
to see the day When in neither branch of Congress was there al- 
lowed full liberty of debate. I have seen very few instances of 
what could literally be called filibustering—delays simply for 
the purpose of delay. I have been here a long time and I have 
seen very few instances of that kind. While I expect some time 
to have some measure that I should like to have put through sub- 
jected to the general practice of the Senate, I expect to bear it. 
If I have a good measure it will go through. In the end the ma- 
jority, with rarest exceptions, always has its way in this body, be- 
cause to the minority after a time comes a sense of responsibility 
that they can not afford to be merely obstructing for the sake of 
obstruction. 

They feel that the responsibility is with the majority, and the 
minority in the end always votes, and we never have any diffi- 
culty in a solution, which is a thousand times better than the 
previous question. A unanimous agreement is made that upon a 
certain day a vote shall be taken that shall end the matter. That 
is the history of the Senate; and now on this occasion, where men 
have honest differences of opinion and want to be heard, and want 
to be heard at length, I hope the veteran Senator from Illinois 
will not become a convert of the theory that the Senate had bet- 
ter change its practice and shut off debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. I wish merely to say a word. I did not mean 
to offend the Senator from Illinois, which I am afraid I did. 

Mr. CULLOM, Not at all. 

ee I am afraid he did not take my statement as I 
intended it. 





We have all 


| ate when a debate is going on. 








| the debate, but I was interested in it. 


| takes place. t 
| intend to listen, if they make up their minds without hearing the 
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has been here long knows he can discuss any question he sees fit 
on any proposition. That practice would enable this question to 
be discussed, and it might as well be discussed in an orderly 
manner as in any other way. ? 

Now, I wish to say a word or two more. I agree with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HAaLr], who has been here for a long 
time and who has always been an active participant in the affairs 
I may be 
I agree with that Senator, | 
know of nothing that ought to have passed that did not pass 
unless possibly it might have been the statehood bill, in which | 


| was very much interested. 


I did not have anything to do with the defeat of the river and 
harbor bill. I felt all the time that it was a badly arranged a)\d 
an illy conceived bill, and I had a strong intimation from people in 
authority that it was very distasteful to the then President of the 
United States in the form in which it stood. Senator Carter took 
the floor and defeated it, but if there had been any real sentiment 
here for the passage of the bill it would have been passed. Sen- 
ator Carter knew that he was doing what a great number of 
Senators on this floor were glad to see him do, and I confess I was 
one of them. That is the kind of measure that is sometimes 
feated. 

Now, Mr. President, there is one thing that I think is a great 
deal more dangerous than unlimited debate here, a thing that 
has attracted the attention of the public to a considerable extent 
recently, and that is the lack of attention on the part of the Sen 
The other day a Senator here in 
discussing a question of great and grave importance, and discuss- 
ing it in a Senatorial way, was compelled to discuss it with thre 
Senators on the Republican side of the Chamber a part of the 
time and three or four on this side a part of the time. 

Once in a while the attendance would rise to the dignity of 
seven or eight Senators in the Senate, but most of the time dur- 
ing the entire debate there were not to exceed, besides the speaker, 


| three on each side, of whom I happened to be one, because | was 


interested in the subject of the debate. I was not taking part in 
Now, that has attracted 
the attention of the public press in the United States. 

Mr. BACON. And properly. 

Mr. TELLER. And properly, too. While debate is free here 
and unlimited, it does not have the attention of Senators when it 
But, Mr. President, if it does not, if Senators do 1 


discussion, as a great many people do on all subjects, and 1 


| up their minds without any investigation, as a great many }» 
| do on general subjects, the public have a right to have somewher 


the ideas of the men sent here to represent them preserved ani | 
in a place where they can get them. 

So, whether Senators listen or whether they retire to the « 
room, or go to the Departments, or wherever they may go during 
the meantime, it is a valuable privilege that a Senator hu 
has a right to put in the RecorD his opinions and his protes' 
he is against a bill, his argument in favor of it if he is 
They go into the Recorp, where the people and the public press 
can comment on them if they see fit. It will be a sorry ti I 
this Republic when you shall limit debate over the only na 
legislative body that practically professes to be a plac 
discussion can be had upon the merits or demerits of mu 
before it. 

I wish to say that I did not mean to intimate that there v 
disposition to filibuster or anything else. I was unfort 
probably in the term I used. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there certainly is no ‘ 
tion on this question to try to prevent anyone from expres 
opinion. But the unusual character of this resolution 
that it seems tome to demand immediate action, or act is 
soon as it can possibly be reached, on the part of tue 
This resolution is understood here... We know that it is a | 
the exigencies of a political programme. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will allow me to have my « 
about it. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We understand here that it can not pa 
Senate; that it does not in any respect represent the ma): 
the Senate or the Senate itself. We understand that; th: 
of the United States understand it; every Senator underst 

But, unfortunately, it may be understood otherwise in 4 
quarter. We are in the midst of a very difficult and delica 
gotiation with a representative of the State of Colombia, 
may be possible, it may be quite probable from intimations \ 
we have seen in the newspapers, that they will understanc | 
has been some change in the attitude of the Government « 


I did not mean to make any threat or anything of | United States, or some change in the sentiment of this 2o¢) 


the kind, but meant simply to say to him that any Senator who ! regard to this matter, 
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From that point of view and to avoid any possible dangerous 
consequences to us as a country and to the people of Colombia I 
say that we should act upon this matter at the earliest possible 
moment. We should let the enaty of Colombia and the Govern- 
ment of Columbia understand that the sentiments of this resolu- 
tion are not the sentiments of the American Senate and of the 
American people, in my judgment. 

Mr. TELLER. May L ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 
Mr. TELLER. Is the Senator from Rhode Island in favor of 
pposed to submitting this question toarbitration? Is that the 
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0 tionable feature of the resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The resolution, as I understand it, by indi- | 
rection, by insinuation, says that the Government of the United | 





States has been guilty of dishonorable conduct 

Mr. TELLER. It does not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, it says by inti- 
mation, by insinuation, that the Government of the United States 
bas been guilty of dishonorable conduct in preventing Colombia 
from asserting her own rights and to her own territory and to part 
of her own country, and it proposes to submit that question on 
the part of the United States to arbitration. Is the Senator from 


| and if we are 


Colorado willing to submit to arbitration the question whether 
the Government of the United States has been guilty of dishon- | 
orable practices? 

Mr. ‘ti LUER. Mr. President, that is not the question here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield? 


Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I tried to suggest to the Senate what it was. 
The Senator was conveniently out of the Chamber, and I do not 
intend to repeat the argument even for his benefit. But I should 
like to ask the Senator, if he will permit me, why not send the 
resolution to the committee and put itin form? If you want to 
say we do not propose to recognize Colombia as having any offense 
against us or that we have committed any offense against Colom- 
bia, put it in form and bring it in here and let the Senate act on 
it. Gotothecommittee. You have the committee. You own it. 
You have eight to five members. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a question of its going to the com- 
m It is not a question of its coming back here for inter- 
minable discussion, as the Senator from Colorado mildly suggests 
it will be submitted to. That is not the question at all. 
that it will be misunderstood abroad. 


stood 


Lee 


It is liable to be misunder- 
by the representatives of Colombia; and in the interest of 
the public service and in the interest of the people of this country 
I say the Senate ought to dispose of it promptly and vote it down, 
and show those people that those sentiments are not the senti- 
ments which have any hold upon the judgment of either the Sen- 
ate or the people of the United States. 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I did not intend to say anything 
more this afternoon, but the speech of the Senator from Rhode 
Island probably justifies me in doing so. 


I say | 


{ feel very confident in the assertion that the criticisms made | 


by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island and by the Senator 
fror 
unwarranted, and I propose in a brief way to analyze the resolu- 
tion and see whether or not it is entitled to the criticism and to 
the denunciations which it has received to-day. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BACON. I would rather the Senator would let me state 
the case, and then I will be very happy to yield. I will yield now, 
however, if the Senator insists. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was going to ask the Senator—— 

ir PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield? 
, Mr. BACON. I said I would, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said it appeared that that was 
the attitude of Colombia. I ask him how it appeared that way? 
I have seen no official correspondence which showed that. 

Mr. BACON. We have not been favored with the official cor- 


| respondence, but we do know the fact that Colombia has had in 


this capital city a commissioner or minister, who has been here 
for the purpose of presenting that case, and we know the fact 
that there has been a controversy between himself and the rep- 
resentative of this Government in charge of diplomatic matters; 


: 





Mr. ALDRICH. How do we know that? 

Mr. BACON. If wearetorely upon the published account, that 
negotiation has ended without coming to a satisfactory conclu- 
sion. 

Now, Mr. President, where is the outrage in simply presenting 
the fact that here is a controversy whichis unsettled and which 
is liable to lead to trouble? That is all this does. says that 
there is this claim on the part of Colombia and that it is liable to 
lead to war. That is the inference, and in the presentation of it 
that is the ground upon which itis put. Evidences are | lit 
to the attention of the Senate that there is danger, and who doubts 
it? The sole purpose of it is not to bring on war, but to prevent 
war. 

Now, what do the distinguished Senators on the other side say? 
They say that these resolutions are calculated to be misunder- 
stood, and that that misunderstanding is calculated to precipitate 
war. Let us analyze that fora moinent. Here are two parties, 
the United States on the one hand and Colombia on the other, 
who are knowu to all the world to have strained relations at this 
time. 

It is true that the diplomatic relations are kept up, but it is 
known to every Senator in this Chamber, it is known to all people 
in the United Staees who keep informed as to ordinary current 
affairs, that the relations between the United States and Colombia 
are strained. Theonly reason why we are not disturbed about it 
is that we are so perfectly confident in our gigantic strength and 
in the feebleness of the other power that we are not alarmed by 
the fact. That is all there is in it. 

Now, Mr. President. I am cze cf t! 
should avoid war with a feeble 


l 
It 


porous 


ve that we 
ll as with zreat 


ose who beli: 
T Ww 


aa 
as 


Z 


power. In what way cana propusition to submit co peac*ful ar- 
bitration such a controversy be calculated tc lead te war? What 
is the situation? Hereis this feeble country humiliated—wiether 
justly so or not, we know such is the fact, believing thai it has 
| been unjustly treated. We say,if you please, on the other Land, 
| to that country, you have not been unjustly treated. 
Assume for the purpose of this argument that all i 12 that 
has been said here to-day by the distinguiskec Senators on the 
other side who propose to treat this resolution with such indignity 


‘lassachusetts and the Senator from Wisconsin are utterly | 


| controverted. 


The Senator from Colorado pointed out that there is nota single | 


all ition in the resolution as to the fact being the one way or the 
other. What is the case when there is a dispute between parties? 
The one side alleges its case and the other side alleges the oppo- 
= ase, and the effort to submit to some tribunal the decision or 
the d 


termination of the issue raised by those two opposing state- 
ments must always be accompanied by the proposition that there 
is an issue, that there are conflicting claims. That is the reason 
Why there should be an arbitration or a submission to a tribunal. 

Now, Mr. President, what does the resolution assert? It asserts 


simply that there is a controversy between the United States and 
Colombia, and we know that to be a fact. It does not say that 
the ¢ 


ue case of the United States is the correct case, nor does it say 
either directly or indirectly that the case of Colombia is the cor- 


Assume that everything they say as to the justice of the Ameri- 
can cause is absolutely well founded and can not be succ ually 
Does that change the fact that there is a contr 


versy? Assume that we are absolutely right. and certainly Sena- 
tors can ask no more than that; assume that every act of the 
United States Government can be successfully defended. Sena- 


tors can not ask more than that. 

Then, if it be true, on the other side, that the other power does 
not s9 think, and that there is liable to be trouble grow out of 
such a difference of opinion, Senators say that a proposition to 


y+} 


compose this difference, of trying to get together in the first 
place and agreeing about it, is calculated to bring on war. 

Why, Mr. President, it is the most remarkable proposition, and 
yet that is the proposition of Senators. Here is a resolution in 
accord with the avowed policy of the United States Government, 

| the avowed policy, as it has solemnly declared it, in the great 
treaty which has been made with most of the leading and a vt 
many of the smaller powers of the earth. Whatis tha Phat 
| whenever there is a controversy with another power which is 


Tect case, It merely asserts in the simplest of language the fact 
that there is a controversy and states what the controversy is. 
It states the controversy to be this, without assuming that either 
the one side or the other is correct, because a proposition to sub- 
mit to a tribunal can not be accompanied by an assertion that one 
iS right and the other is wrong. ‘ 

., The assertion simply is that it is alleged—and who denies that | 
it 7 alleged?—by Colombia that the United States, by the use of 

Sian 


land naval forces, prevented it from asserting its authority 
and maintaining its sovereignty in Panama, 





liable to lead to violence that controversy it will attempt to com- 
pose. If it can not do so by agreement between themselves, then 
by submitting it to the arbitrament of others. 

Yet Senators stand in this Chamber and solemnly object toa 
proposition by the great, strong power to a feeble, weak power, 
** Do not let us have violence; we do not think we have done you 
a wrong; we think we have done right to you; but you think 
wrong has been done. Let us get together in a friendly spirit, 
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talk this matter over, and see if wecan not agree about it.’’ Is it 
too much for a great nation to say, ‘‘ If we have done you wrong, 
we will make you recompense?’ Is it too much for us, the great 
power, to say to the weak power, ‘‘If we have not done you a 
wrong, when that fact is ascertained, you must not insist that we 
have? ”’ 

There is nothing more than that. This resolution proposes to 
advise the President of the United States as to the sentiment of 
the Senate of the United States, in the first place, that we should 
endeavor by this mutual interchange to agree with Colombia and, 
in the second place, that if we can not agree we will stand by the 
declaration which we made in the great treaty: and we will en- 
deavor to have other parties adjust this matter for us rather than 
resort to war and bloodshed; yet the Senator from Rhode Island 
{|Mr. ALDRICH], in a most emphatic manner, says it is known to 
everybody that the Senate of the United States does not agree to 
any such proposition as that; and the Senator from Rhode Island 
assents, by the nod of his head, to what I now say as to his position. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said, if the Senator will permit me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I did not say, as the Senator 
from Georgia now seems to think I did, that I was opposed to ar- 
bitration upon proper conditions. I did say that the Senate of the 
United States was not in favor of the proposition of the Senator 
from Georgia. : 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
because I believe it to be true. 

Mr. BACON. ThenI want to see whether the proposition is 
one other than arbitration. What boots it for the Senator to say 
that he is not opposed to arbitration, but that he is opposed to 
my particular proposition, if my proposition is simply a proposi- 
tion for arbitration, and nothing more? How can the Senator rec- 
oncile such statements? If my proposition is not a proposition for 
arbitration, then the Senator may consistently take his position; 
but if it is simply a proposition for arbitration, then there is no 
consistency in the position of the honorable Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 


? 
t 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia | yield to the Senator from Maine? 


yield? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not undertaking to discuss the merits 
of the Senator’s proposition. 

Mr. BACON. Ah! But I am undertaking to do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is much more in it than the question 
of arbitration. Il was simply saying that the pendency of the 
resolution without action would necessarily create trouble for us 
abroad. 

Mr. BACON. Well, if its pendency without action creates 
trouble abroad, it will simply be because nonaction would raise 
in the mind of this poor, weak power, which, like the worm when 
tread upon, will turn, the impression that the United States 
Government does not intend to treat with it, but intends to use 
its giant power like a brutal giant; and that is the only ground 
upon which pendency can have such effect. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wanted to ask the Senator if he 
really thought that there was any danger or probability that the 
Colombian Government was going to war with the United States? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, If the Senator will permit mea 
moment further 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It seems to me that the Senator’s 
entire resolution is based upon that proposition. 

Mr. BACON. It is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
ger of such a war. 

Mr. BACON. 
but principally. I say, Mr. President, that if Colombia is too 
weak to go to war, if she has nevertheless a controversy, however 
fixed and determined we may be in the conviction that we are 
right and that she is wrong. the very great disparity of power. the 
very fact that we are a giant and she is a pigmy, lays upon us a 
high obligation to treat with her in a just manner; so that it is 
not simply, as the Senator says—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut rose. 

Mr. BACON. Iam coming to that, unless the Senator desires | 








to interrupt me still further right now. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


is assuming that Colombia has made some demand upon us, which 
we have not heard of officially, certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am coming to the particular 
point that the honorable Senator makes as to whether or not this 
resolution is predicated upon the danger of war with Colombia, 
It is true, so far as I know, that there has been made public no 
demand on the part of Colombia, but so far as general reports can 
be credited Colombia has sent here an official representative who 
has made a demand—whether she has made that demand in th, 
nature of an ultimatum or not I am not prepared to say. B 
there can be no doubt about the fact that Colombia has had a 
representative here who has presented to this Government the 
fact that Colombia thinks she has a grievance against this Goy- 


ernment. 

We all know that fact. No man doubts that fact. The press 
is full of it every day. There are outgivings of things which 
must come by some inspiration from those who are in the inner 
circle and who know of facts which have not been disclosed to us. 

But, Mr. President, is it possible that Senators doubt th« 
that the failure of the United States to appease Colombia in some 
way will result in violence? 

The newspapers are full of statements made by people who 
are upon the ground that that country is disturbed; that there is 
a state of great excitement over this matter; that they feel they 
have been humiliated; and that even if they accomplish nothing 
by it, to preserve their honor they must make resistance and not 


+ 


| tamely submit. 


And I said that as emphatically as I could, | 


The dispatch which I had read this morning, from the capital 
of that country to the Washington Post, stated the feeling was of 
such a nature that if there was no movement on the part of the 
Government of Colombia to secure her rights as her people un- 
derstood them it would result in internal disintegration of the 
country; that the people would not support a government which 
would lie down under such treatment without resistance. 

Mr. President, is there any Senator here who believes that (o- 
lombia will absolutely, without any resistance whatever, sur- 
render the claim that she has a grievance against the Government 
of the United States? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. BACON. Ido, with pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Assuming what the Senator says, that Colombia 
will not submit and will inaugurate war, upon what issue, upon 
what proposition, upon what principle will Colombia inaugurate 
war upon us? Associated with this question is the fact that i 
only lately that we have heard all these protestations and ar; 
ments and eloquence in favor of Colombia. We negotiated tl 
tre ity— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I have not ar 
anything as to the merits of this case. Ihave studiously avoided 


| that. 


Mr. HALE. I am simply following out what I think is tl 
logical result of the Senator’s proposition, that Colombia will 
obliged in self-respect to inaugurate war upon us. 

I should like the Senator to tell us upon what proposition or 
upon what principle would Colombia inaugurate war upo 
after she has rejected our treaty, made at her instance, mac 
negotiation with her, giving her every advantage that Pa: 
now claims, and yet she deliberately, in the face of all that, 1 


, 


| ing it, adjourning her Congress, and throwing into our face the 


I do not think there is any dan- | 


conditions that she made? The Senator says she will inaug 
war upon us. Upon what proposition, I ask, will Colombia i1 
gurate war upon us? 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I was probably a little ™ 
fortunate in the use of my language when I said Colombia \ 
make war upon us. I should possibly have said, make war 
Panama for the purpose of recovering her sovereigniy in t!\a 
territory; and possibly that is an answer to the question 0! 
distinguished friend. 

Mr. HALE. But your whole proposition is that the dange’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from G« \ 


| yield to the Senator from Maine? 


I say the resolution is not solely based on that, | 


It seems to me that the Senator ! as will result in war with us. 


Mr. BACON. 
Mr. HALE. 


to me? 


I do, with pleasure. 
I beg pardon of the Chair. 


Mr. BACON. I do. 
Mr. HALE. The whole proposition is that the danger 1s ! 
var, out of which we would be excluded, in which we will 
no part, but which will be a war to which we will be a P 
We shall not inaugurate war with Colombia. If war com 
will be the act of Colombia. , 
Again, I repeat, I wish some Senator on the other side 
state the proposition upon which Colombia will take such st«)’s 
I want to avert war. I have said 


Does the Senator l 
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here and elsewhere that I think that nothing can be so abominable | 
as war. Ll loathe it; [dread it; labominateit. I would do almost 
anything—I would make almost any compromise with Colombia 
to avoid: war. ButIcan not for the life of me see in the history 
of this matter where Colombia, in the eyes of the world, has a 
single shred of ground to stand upon in inaugurating a war that 
D ght result in hostility to the United States. 
_BACON. Now, if the Senator will permit me to answer 
his question, I shall endeavor to do so. 
The Senator, in response to the suggestion I made, that war 
ld be made by Colombia on Panama, then spoke of that asa 
war in which we would have no part. Of course, Mr. President, 
¢ that were the correct statement of the case, the inquiry of the 
ator would be extremely pertinent. 
But we all know from the situation, from what we have already 
done, from the pendency of the treaty, in which there is a distinct 
1aranty for the maintenance of the independence of Panama, 
that war upon Panama means a waron us. Everybody knows 
that. 
But, Mr. President, I do not wish to be led off from the point I 
n in this case, and I want the Senate to witness that I have 


w 


1 


~ ¢ 
s 


oO 
- 


am 
used no argument in this discussion in support of any contention | 
that Colombia is right and that the United States is wrong. 


| have scrupulously avoided that. I have uttered no word to 
the effect that the United States is wrong. I have utiered no 
word, directly or indirectly, that Colombia is right. I have en- | 
deavored carefully, in the drafting of this resolution, to present 
simply the fact that there is a controversy, without saying who 
is right or who is wrong. I say it is a controversy which should 
be composed by agreement, if possible, and. if not by agreement, | 
then by arbitration. That is all there is in it. | 
Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. | 
says that no Senator here is in favor of such a thing. 





Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
Mr. BACON. I did not mean to say that. I mean the Senator 


the Senate is not in favor of this. 
. ALDRICH. Yes; I say the Senate is not in favor of this. 

Mr. BACON. Of course he did not say ‘* no Senator,’’ because 
I am in favor of it, if nobody else is. Of course that was a slip 
the tongue. Every Senator, Mr. President, it seems to me, if | 
he could divest himself of any consideration of the particular case 
before us, would be in favor of it if I have succeeded in doing 
what I attempted todo. This was simply to present the fact that 
there isa controversy between the United States and the Republic 
of Colombia, and that in the presence of that fact there should 
be an effort at agreement between us, rather than a fight, anc that 
in the fai’ ure— 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment— 
and that in the failure of such an agreement we should submit it 
to arbitration—the point I am coming to, and that is the reason I | 
asked the Senator from Rhode Island to postpone his interruption 
fora moment, is this: If that is my purpose in these resolutions, 
is itnota laudable purpose? Can anybody object to that purpose? 

lf the purpose is to present the fact that there is a controversy, | 
and to try to have that controversy smoothed over by an agree- | 


9101 
Salad 


ry 





ment, or, in the absence of ability to agree, by an arbitration, is | 
there a Senator here who will say that is not a laudable purpose? 


Now, if I have been unfortunate in the use of language. if I 
have not correctly phrased these resolutions, their purpose being 
as | have stated, what is the duty of the Senate? 

If that is the purpose, and if it is a laudable purpose— if that is 
in accord with the avowal of this Government when it gave its 
adhesion to the great treaty of arbitration—what is the d uty of 
the Senate if I have failed toc arry it out properly? ? Manife stly 
to put it before a committee and let that committee put the reso- 
lution in proper shape. 

Mr. President, there are some considerations in this matter 
Which I do not think have occurred to Senators. I recognize the 
lact that.what has been done in Panama is an accomplished fact. 

| know that revolutions do not go backward. The history of 
the world has never shown a case where a revolution went bac *k- 
ward. They are sometimes diverted, going in different directions 
from those ori; ginally anticipated, but the status quo ante has 
ne in the history of the whole world been restored. I recog- 
nize the fact that revolutionin Panama is an accomplished revolu- 
Hon. I recognize the fact that it is an impossibility to undoit. | 

lf the revolution is an acc ‘omplished fact and can not be undone, 
the 2, if wrong has been done and restitution can not be made | 
thron; gh a restoration of the status quo ante—— 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. BACON. _If the Senator will pardon me just a moment— 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Therefore. if in the acc omplishment of this fact 
4 wrong has been done, the only possible way to do justice is by ' 


ea 


an agreement or an adjudication in some way. If no wrong has 
been done, then there is no harm in the effort to make our adver- 
saries see that no wrong has been done and to satisfy them that 
w e are in the right. 
Mr. HALE. ‘Right there 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 





Does the Senator from Georgia 


| yield to the Senator from Maine? 


Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I recognize two things here. 
be too much interruption—— 

Mr. BACON. I do not object to it at all. 

Mr. HALE. But the life of the Senate and debate comes 
the kind of interruption that is suggested by the remarks of a 
Senator —— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is always privil 
me when he desires to do so. 

Mr. HALE. Such interruption brings out his own th: 
a as that of the objector. Now, right there, the S : 

hat he recognized that this was an acc ccunpliahed revolution. 
thought that was a large statement 

Mr. BACON. Well, I so recognize it. 

Mr. HALE. A large admission; and I rose to ask the Senator 
if his resolution is based upon the recital that this revolut 
accomplished. 

Mr. BACON. Tam perfectly willing to include that. 

Mr. HALE. That a government has been set up in Panama 
which is self-existing, which we have recognized, and with whom 
ve have opened relations. 

Mr. BACON. I do not think it is self-sust 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter 


There ought not to 


from 


sed to interrupt 
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aining, 
of the future. 


Mr. MORGAN. Nor self-existing. 
Mr. HALE. And such being the fact, upon the question of 


whatever compensation or consideration m: iy be allowed to C 

lombia because of her dismemberment and because an important 
province has been rifted away from her and is to a -harge asa 
nation and possess the territory over which we build the inal, 
therefore the Senator from Georgia contends that it is incumbent 
upon the United States to recognize some claim of Colombia for 
compensation for what has been taken from her. I agree to that. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will propound his inguiry, 
and let me answer it, for it is very difficult. when the Senator 
makes an inquiry and then makes a speech, for me to answer his 
question. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands that you can not always 
make an inquiry— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will not ask a question, I have no 
objection to his continuing; but if he asks a question, I desire to 
reply. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands that 
ask questions without also giving one’s views 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia has 
the floor. 

Mr. BACON, 
porarily. 


Mr. HALE. 


can 





one can not always 


I have yielded to the Senator from Maine tem- 


IT do not mean unduly to interrupt the Senator. 


Mr. President, I would go further than the Senator. Instead 
of leaving the question of what compensation shall be granted to 
Colombia, either by guaranteeing what Panama shall do in pay- 
ment to Colombia, or outright for our own part in connection 
with the canal, I would be in favor of a liberal adjustment, a 
liberal compensation to Colombia, without referring the matter 


| to The Hague tribunal. 


I suppose the Senator feels as I do about aoe = vue tribunal. 


I think the Senator agrees with me that The Hague tribunal is 
a paper tribunal. Russia originated it, but scum would not con- 


sent that the question of Manchuria should be sent to The Hague 
tribunal. We would not consent that the question of the occu- 
pation of any territory we have taken outside should be decided 
by The Hague tribunal. It is rather, I may say, in the air. 

I am sorry that it is so; but does not the Senator appreciate 
that the time has not come to send real controversies to The Hague 
tribunal? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I am willing to go toa great extent in compen- 
sating Colombia. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 


yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. : 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question in connection with his statement of making liberal c 
pensation to Colombia. Upon what ground wonld the 
make liberal compensation to Colombia, and compensate Colombia 
for what? 

Mr. HALE. Not in the least for anything that we have done. 


m- 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Oh! 

Mr. HALE. Notinthe least; but weare bound up and tied up to 
this gigantic world-wide enterprise of a canal across the Isthmus, 
and I would be in favor—not in any way granting for a moment 
that we have done more than we ought to have done, for I do not 
think we have—of going further. I would help Panama, if Pana- 
ma shall declare that she will compensate Colombia for the loss 
of territory, the loss of prestige, all that a nation desires, and all 
she is sensitive upon. 

I would go so far as to guarantee Colombia’s claim for that in 
order to avoid war. I donot think that a war would be doubtful; 
but I think it would be a poor business for us to be involved in 
war with Colombia. Mr. President. I am free to say that I do 
not want to see it: I want to avert it. That is why I would take 
the action I have indicated. 


Mr. PATTERSON, 





HaeE]- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
ield? 


Mr. BACON. I have vielted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. ‘The Senator from Maine would not main- 
tain that it is the duty of the United States, or that it is incum- 
bent upon the United States in any way, to make large donations 
to the different nations of the world, whether great or small. 
cause in a perfectly legitimate way, through a lezitimate revolu- 
tion that was successful, those countries had lost territory. 

The only ground upon which the Senator from Maine or the 
Administration can think of consenting to the granting of com- 
pensation to Colombia is because away down deep in their hearts 
they are conscious that the United States has been guilty of a 
wrong in connection with this so-called revolution. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I must ask the Senator from 
Maine to let me reply to him, and in order that he may do so ] 
will ask the Senator to repeat his question without a speech, be- 
cause I really have lost the thread of it and have forgotten the 
question the Senator first asked me. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Colorado [Mr, Patrrrson] has 
interposed in such an effective way that he has drawn my atten- 
tion away from the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators must understand that 
this conversation is not in order. 

Mr. HALE. I only want to say now 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine is out 
of order. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will retire. 

Mr. BACON. I shall be glad to have the Senator from Maine 
repeat his question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. I yield, and I have so stated. 

Mr. HALE Ido not know what theSenator wants. 

Mr. BACON. Of course it is an exceedingiy difficult thing for 
me to resume the thread of my argument. 

The Senator from Maine asked me a question. He then made 
a speech on it of some length and propounded several other ques- 
tions in the course of it. I recollect distinctly that his question 
was one to which I desired to reply, and then the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. mie intervened with a speech, 

Mr. HALE. To which I desired to reply. 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I return to the main propo- 
sition. Senators have criticised the resolution in the severest 
manner. They propose to treat it with an indignity which I have 
never seen since I have been in the Senate and refuse it even a 
reference to a committee. I say that the action proposed by the 
majority in this case is absolutely without defense. 

There is not a single line or letter in the resolution which says 
that there is any just claim against the United States. 
not a line or letter which says that the United States has com- 
mitted any wrong. There is not a line or letter which says that 
the Republic of Colombia has any just claim. The sole state- 
ment is that which is made in the case of every proposed subimis- 
sion to arbitration, that there is a controversy; that the parties 
are at issue; that they are at a disagreement; and it is proposed, 
in view of that fact, that the parties shall get together and agree. 

Mr. HEYBURN rose. 

Mr. BACON. lask the Senator to pardon me for just a few 
minutes.and then I will yield to him with great pleasure. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I wanted to ask a question of the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. In alittle while I will yield with great pleasure, 
but I must be permitted to state my proposition. As I said, this 
resolution simply presents the fact that there is a controversy. 


be- 





| other. 


There is 


} 
j 
} 
} 


| of the treaty. 


The fact isimplied,if not stated in direct language, that such con- | 


troversy is liable to lead to war, to violence. 

Is there any difference between that and any other proposition 
submitted to arbitration? How can Senators say they favor arbi- 
tration but are opposed to this particular arbitration? 


| such a resolution as this might not pave the way for the ' 


I presume the Senator from Maine [Mr. | 


! 


| which he has indicated, I will very gladly accept it as a su 





One of the Senators asked whether or not that which is alleged 
to be an act of dishonor is to be submitted. There is no such 

| intimation in the resolution; but if it is there, take it out. 

I have not any pride in phraseology. I simply want the United 
States Government te proclaim to the world that while it believes 
it is right and has committed no wrong, in view of the fact that 
the opposite party thinks otherwise, rather than submit to violence 

| and war it will endeavor to agree with its adversary. 

The Senator from Maine says he would be willing to compen- 

| sate her. He is very wise in that. But the Senator objects toa 
submission to The Hague tribunal. That is only the last alterna- 
tive, and that can be stricken out if the Senate should think ot}er- 
wise. There are two distinct propositions. The resolution, like 
all other resolutions, is doubtless imperfect, and when the Sena- 
torial mind is applied it will be changed. 

Now, here is a plain proposition, which I will submit to the 

| Senator from Maine. The first of these clauses advises an en- 
deavor, by treaty and agreement, to arrive at some adjustment 
of this matter. There is no mention in the first clause of The 
Hague tribunal. If the Senator goes that far, then it isa very 
simple matter, when the resolution comes up for consideration, 
to reject the other alternative proposition of ‘The Hague tribunal. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. Ihavesaid right there that if the Senator confined 
his resolution to a recital that there was an accomplished revolu- 
tion and a government set up in Panama, and that the United 
States. recognizing the entire situation, not in any way admitting 
that it had done more than it should have done; that Colombia had 
been by this revolution dismembered, it was a subject worthy of 
negotiation between the United States and Colombia, and in any 
compensation which Panama, representing this accomplished rev- 
olution, should make to Colombia the United States would con- 
sider, owing to its interest in the canal over Panama, the question 
of adopting or guaranteeing Panama's payment: not that we owe 
anything, but that it is worth considering and worth avoiding 
war to negotiate with Colombia upon the basis of an accom- 
plished revolution to compensate Colombia for the dismember- 
ment of her territory. I am in favor of that (I do not know 
whether any other Senator on this side is in favor of it) rather 
than war. 

Mr. BACON. While the suggestion of the Senator from Maine 
does not go as far as I want it, I am so anxious that there should 
be something which shall pacify that people and produce upon 
them the impression that the United States Government proposes 
to deal fairly with them, and to endeavor if possible to adjust 
their differences, if the Senator wiil frame his resolution, | will 
accept it as an amendment. 

[ repudiate and I deny that there is any ground for the charge 
of Senators here that this resolution has any possible intimation 
of favoritism to Colombia as against the United States. It simply 
says that Colombia alleges thus and so, and says that that « 
troversy should be settled without a resort to arms. 

[ say now to the Senator from Maine that while his resol uti: 
as suggested by him does not, in my opinion, go to the entir 
tent of this controversy, still, if he will frame it upon the lin 


+5 


Does the Senator from Georgia 


yy) 


tute. What further guaranty can I give of good faith, or what 
further argument could be advanced as to the utter grou! 
ness of the charge which Senators on the other side have mad: 
to this resolution? 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator and I are approaching ea 
This matter will undoubtedly go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. It has gone over. 

Mr. HALE. It has really formally gone over. If I can f 
a substitute for the Senator’s resolution which covers the t 
which is in my mind, it will not in the least interfere with tue 
ratification of the treaty. 

Mr. BACON, Not in the least. 

Mr. HALE. Not in the least. 

Mr. BACON, It has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. HALE. It has nothing to do with it, 
of adjusting and pacifying—— 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr.HALE. Thecondition that exists between Colombia 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator allow me right there. | 
passing from that, to make a suggestion, and I will yi 
floor to him again. I said it had no reference to the ratifc:' 
I wonder if Senators on the other side have 58° 
the thought in their minds as to whether or not the pass 


is 


h 
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It is only a qu 


nie 


ting 


of the treaty by those who can not now vote for it. 
Mr. HALE. Iam inclined to think it would. 


Mr. BACON. Of course it might, for this reason: There 4T° 
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Senators who think that the United States has not been altogether 
justified in what has been done and who are averse to the treaty, 
not because of any objection to the treaty, but because they do 
not wish by their votes to give their assent and their approval to 
what they conceive to have been illegal acts. 

They know the fact that those illegal acts can not be undone. 
They know that an accomplished revolution can not be set aside, 


and they know the only ground upon which they can stand con- | 


sistently with that objection is upon the ground that the United 
States proposes to do justice; and when that assurance is given 
all is done which could be shown by a vote against the treaty. 

Mr. HALE. My proposition does not in any way go upon the 
ground that the Administration has done otherwise than what 
under the circumstances it was obliged to do. 

Mr. BACON. Neither does this resolution. 

Mr. HALE. While I regret the condition, I think that every- 
thing which has been done had to be done. I think we should 
ratify the treaty. 

| think that without any question, without raising the point, 
and not admitting that we have been rash or harsh or unjust or 
aggressive, we have done just what we should have done; that 
the revolution is an accomplished fact, and that we can afford 
now, ratifying that treaty, to negotiate on a fair basis with Colom- 
bia, so thatif Panama, the new State we have recognized and 
which has been recognized by the world generally, compensates 
Colombia for her loss of territory we can well afford, under the 
conditions, to recognize that action and in some way indorse or 
adopt or ratify what Panama does. We are taking no back track. 
In fact, it is on the basis and on the proposition that we have done 
what we ought to have done. The revolution is accomplished. 

The proposition of the Senator that the revolution is an accom- 
lished fact is the most important. 

Mr. BACON. Thereis one thought I wish to submit to the 
Senator in connection with that. We ourselves have a very 
great interest in it outside of the matter of the desire to do what 
is right. We have a very great interest in the fact that when 
that canal is located it is of the utmost importance that there 
should not be in the immediate vicinity of it four millions and a 
half of hostile people. 

There is no doubt about that fact, so that we can afford to do 
what the Senator from Maine said he is willing to do—provide 
that out of whatever Colombia shall be adjudged to be due her 
we will guarantee the payment. We have such a personal, such 
a material interest of the greatest kind, that we can afford to pay 
money that we do not owe if by that we are to have material 
benefit therefrom. 

Now, Mr. President, as I said before, recognizing the revolution 
as an accomplished fact, and I am glad to see the Senator from 
Wisconsin in his place—— 

Mr SPOONER. I was obliged to be absent. 

Mr. BACON. Istated the fact that the Senator was called 
away by official business. I am glad to see him back, because I 
desire to reply to that part of his speech. 

I have stated before, and repeat now, that I recognize the fact 

that this isan accomplished revolution; that it is no exception to 
the general rule that no revolution goes backward and it can not 
be undone. Those who are dissatisfied with what has been done 
know that restitution, or compensation, if you please, can not be 
made by the restoration of the status quo ante. That is an im- 
possibility. 
_ Therefore, the only possibility for those who occupy that ground 
is to have the assurance, not that the United States will do any- 
thing, but that it will stand ready to do if it shall be determined it 
ought todo. I appeal to the Senator from Wisconsin to know if, 
under such a proposition as that, his criticism upon the resolu- 
tion was not unjust and unfounded. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

a PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. Iam sorry the Senator has not been here 
to hear my comment on the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Soam I. I did not know until this morning 
that the Senator would introduce the resolution. 


Mr. BACON, I had no idea that there would be any debate 
upon it, 


Mr. SPOONER. Therefore I had made a different arrangement | 


of my time. 
Mr. BACON. I stated that the Senator was absent necessarily. 
Mr. SPOONER. Iam always present when I can be here. 


= BACON. I stated that the Senator was absent on official 
siness, 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, of course the power to 
hegotiate with Colombia about any matter of controversy between 
Colombia and the United States will continue to exist. 
power is conferred u 

I do not think in thi 


That 
n the President by the Constitution. 
situation that the Senate ought to pass 





any resolution which would not pass except for the opinion of 
the Senate that prima facie there was a wrong done. 


Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I think so. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Or about to be done. 
Mr. SPOONER. Or about to bedone. 
Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. MORGAN. Contemplated. 


Mr. SPOONER. A contemplated wrong. The Senator thinks 
that wrong has been done and wrong will be done. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatismy opinion. It cuts going or coming. 

Mr. SPOONER. But, Mr. President, what about the effect 
upon the court, the tribunal whose arbitraments the Senator in- 


| vokes by this resolution, if it were even inferentially assumed, 





as it is here, that the Government of the United States has been 
wrong? 

Mr. BACON. I regret extremely the Senator has not been in 
the Chamber during the debate, because I traveled all over that 
ground. 

I desire to say to him now that I have said if the resolution is 
phrased infelicitously, and if the great prominent purpose is cor- 
rect, to wit, to avoid controversy, then it can be redrafted by the 
Senate or by the Committee on Foreign Relations in such a way 
as to absolutely negative the suggestion which the Senator now 
makes. The Senator from Maine himself has indicated on the 
floor of the Senate a resolution which would so negative it, and I 
have said to him that I would accept it if he framed it. 

Mr. HALE. In the absence of the Senator from Wisconsin— 
and I am very sorry that he was obliged to be away—the Senator 
from Georgia stated an advanced ground, that he recognized the 
revolution was an accomplished fact; that he was not seeking in 
any way to involve a proposition that the Administration had 
conducted wrongly in the matter, but that his desire was for 
some negotiation with Colombia which would result in the pre- 
vention of open war 

I thought, as I said, that that was an advanced doctrine. I do 
not know that anybody on this side agrees with me in that view. 
I do not know that anybody on the other side agrees with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia in that advanced doctrine. 

I stated that if that was the Senator's idea, that it did not in- 
volve any proposition that the Government had been wrong, that 
it recognizes the revolution, and only involved a negotiation with 
Colombia in which the United States might properly take an in- 
terest in what Panama should do, compensating Colombia for her 
bereft territory, I was in favor of that. 

Mr. BACON. The only suggestion I made in addition to 
that 

Mr. HALE. I did not think the Senator and I were very far 
apart. So the points the Senator from Wisconsin is now making 
are all eliminated by the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to say to the Senator, as I see he is exam- 
ining the resolution, that I am not wedded to that phraseology at 
all. Iam perfectly willing that it should be changed in any way 
reasonable and stated as strongly as you please that the United 
States does not admit, directly or by implication, having done any 
wrong, but that there isa controversy, a claim, on the part of the 
Republic of Colombia, and that we propose that that shall be 
composed between us by a treaty—a negotiation—in which we 
will endeavor to arrive at a conclusion. 

Then the additional proposition is that in the event that can 
not be done it shall be referred tosometribunal. Butif the Sen- 
ator does not wish to go that far, strike out the last proposi- 
tion. 

All I want is now, at a time when I believe if thereis any re- 
liance to be put upon the information which comes to us there 
is danger of bloodshed, that the United States Government shall 
say to this weak and feeble people, who can not demand or re- 
quire anything of us, that we propose to investigate this matter 
and in some such way as the Senator from Maine indicates, or in 
some other way, try to do whatever the circumstances may prove 
to be our duty in the premises. 

That is all. If it is notin proper shape, put it in proper shape. 
Iam not at all wedded to that particular phraseology. Change 
it in any way you wish, just so that you embody that principle. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator is through, I owe the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] an epology for having delayed so long 
in my promise. I was at a point of my argument which did not 
permit me to stop at the moment, and now I do so with pleasure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
yields to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I appreciate the courtesy of the Senator 
from Georgia. I wish to ask the question whether or not this 
resolution is directed to the payment of a claim which has been 
made by the Colombian Government or only to one the making 
of which is anticipated? 
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Mr. BACON. In reply tothe question of the honorable Senator, 
Ican say this and only this, that of course I have not seen the 
official papers. We know the fact that there has been here a 
representative of the Government of Colombia, and we know from 
general statements in the papers the nature of the claim which 
has been made. ° 

We know from the fdcts which have been stated what would 
naturally be the character of the claim. But, if the Senator will 
pardon me, in the recast of the resolution, as proposed by the 
Senator from Maine, there could possibly be no criticism upon 
that ground. I have shown the utmost liberality of disposition 
in the matter by saying that I will accept any modification and 
any phraseology that may be desired and which does not go to 
the extent of asserting that either one or the other is either right 
or wrong, because in that event there could be no proper basis 
for arbitration. 

But I will accept anything which will preserve the general 
proposition of the design on our part not to treat this feeble, im- 
potent people, who can exact nothing of us, otherwise than in 
a kindly and considerate manner and do what justice may re- 
quire. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask the Senator whether or not he can 
define or cares to define the limits of the questions to be sub- 
mitted to arbitration upon which an attempt might be made to 
agree? 

Mr. BACON. We can not define that. All we can do is to 
suggest to the Executive that we favor the opening of negotia- 
tions with the general view. The details, of course, must be 
worked out by the executive department. 

If the Senator from Idaho desires more definite information, I 
will simply refer him to the statement which has been made 
twice by the Senator from Maine as to the scope of the resolution 
which he proposes to kindly draft as an amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the Senator if it is not premature at 
this time to take the initiative in anticipating questions that may 
be presented for settlement on the part of a government that has 
as yet made no claim? 

Mr. BACON. Is the Senator aware of the fact that it has 
made noclaim? On the contrary, we have every reason to be- 
lieve that it has. 

Mr. SPOONER. Had we not better wait? 

Mr. STEWART. Until we know. 

Mr. SPOONER. In other words, if the Senator will permit me, 
why should the Senate of the United States resolve itself into the 
vicarious representative of Colombia to assert for it claims against 
the United States which we do not know Colombia has asserted 
against the United States? ° 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Wisconsin is not generally 
as unfair 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean to be. 

Mr. BACON. As that inquiry makes him appear to be. 

Mr. SPOONER. It may be a mistake, but it is not intentional 
unfairness. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, but the Senator misunder- 
stands me. I say, as unfair as that presentation of it appears to 
make him to be. The unfairness to which I alluded was in the sug- 
gestion that there was anyone here representing the claims of 
Colombia. I have stated repeatedly that I did not follow the lead 
of my distinguished friend or of others in discussing the merits of 
the controversy between Colombia and the United States. 

All who heard me will bear witness to the fact that I have 
scrupulously avoided a single argument to show that Colombia 
has a grievance or that the United States had acted improperly 
with reference to her. Whatever may be personally my opinion 
I make no such statement in this discussion. It would be un- 
worthy of a proposition for arbitration to accompany it with any 
such statement. 

I have confined myself all along to the proposition that our re- 
lations are strained, and we know that they are, that there is an 
alleged grievance, a claim of grievance. Assuming, I said in the 
Senator's absence, that every claim was unfounded and that the 
cause of the United States was absolutely impregnable in its de- 
fense as right from beginning to end, still, if there is this disputed 
claim it is a matter for agreement, especially in view of the fact, 
if the statements in the press are correct and state the feeling in 
Colombia, that there may be at any time an outbreak. We have 
the statement frequently made that the Colombian people have 
only been held quiet because their representative was here, and 
that in the absence of his final report they would not act, but that 
there is every reason to fear that upon his report there would be 
an outbreak. 

These are a weak, feeble people, whose outbreak can not hurt 
us except in the loss of the lives of some of our officers and sol- 
diers. That power can not be measured against ourselves, as I 
have said in the course of this debate. We are a giant and they 
are a pigmy. 





| But the fact of their feebleness does not relieve us from the re- 
sponsibility of recognizing the great principle to which we have 
given our adherence in the great arbitration treaty, that be the 
power strong or weak, great or small, we will not resort to vio- 
lence, or not stand still in the presence of threatened violence, 
but whenever such violence is threatened, whether we are right 
or wrong, or rather I will put it more strongly, assuming that 
we are in every particular right, we will not sit still, but will 
endeavor that the difference shall be settled in some other wavy 
than by a resort to arms; that we will do what we can to carry 
that idea out, and that we will do it more quickly in the case of 
a weak nation than we will do it in the case of a strong one. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. CULLOM. Some little time ago I rose to move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. I sup- 
posed the Senator from Wisconsin had taken his seat; but as hy 
has risen, I will not proceed with my motion at this time. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, I have no desire to discuss this 
matter further for the sake of discussion. I said when I had the 
honor to address the Senate on this resolution in the first instance 
that it would be impossible for me to be wanting in appreciation 
of the patriotism, sincerity, and high purpose of the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

But the Senator has not used infelicitous language in this reso- 
lution. My objection to this resolution is not to its form, but its 
theory and substance. The Senator thinks clearly and, as almost 
every man who thinks clearly, expresses his thought clearly. Ii 
as a rule, only those who do not think clearly who speak without 
clearness. 

I have regarded this resolution as inopportune. The Senator 
assumes, and I think at the wrong time, that the Administrati 
the Government, if I may so speak, has committed questionable 
acts 

Mr. BACON. No; Idonot. TheSenator is mistaken. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah, let us see; questionable acts in connec- 
tion with this great transaction. If the Senator does not imply 
that by his resolution, what is there to negotiate about with Co- 
lombia? What is there to be referred to The Hague tribunal, 
with Colombia a party on the one side and the United States a 
party on the other? 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to answer the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Ican not answer it more forcibly, I think, than 
to repeat what I have said, that if we assume that we are abso- 
lutely right in every particular and that the ground of complaint 
of Colombia is absolutely unfounded, still if that complaint is 
made and the controversy exists, that is a question to be referred 
and does not imply any recognition of any wrong on the 
the United States. 

And more especially will that be so if the resolutions are framed 
in accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Maine, 
absolutely making the reservation and denying that there is any 
wrong perpetrated on the part of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Upon what does the Senator from Georgia 
predicate the assumption of this resolution? 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator allow me? I understood the 
Senator from Georgia to say that his proposition did not involve 
an insistence upon this matter being referred to The Hague tr- 
bunal 

Mr. BACON. Of course. 

Mr. HALE. That his main object was first recognizing an ac- 
complished revolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Asa fact. 

Mr. HALE. Asan accomplished fact. Then with no declara- 
tion or assumption, and he has just at this moment repudiated 
that the Administration had been wrong, stating that to» void war 
it was worth while to negotiate with Colombia, not for changing 
the status on the Isthmus, not upon subverting that set-up Repub- 
lic, but simply with relation to any compensation that Panama 
might make to Colombia for the loss of territory. a 

Therefore, from our association with the Isthmus and with t!1s 
great enterprise, we could afford, I said in the absence of the 
Senator and I say it here, although I may be alone, rather 
have a war. a poor war, a lean war, a successful war, that in 
weeks would spend much money with no-gain to us, I w: 
much rather guarantee anything that Panama may seek to (0 to 
compensate Colombia for her loss of territory; and I understood 
that was the proposition for consideration. Going back 1s ! 
consistent. 

Referring to the tribunal is only to negotiate. I may say 
ther that I believe to-day negotiations are going on in the direc! 
the Senator has indicated in his last proposition, and that a 

thing we do here, instead of contravening that, would help 
| That is the situation, which, of course, the Senator did not uncer 
| stand because he was not here. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Yes; Iunderstandit. Isympathize with the 
general purpose of the Senator from Maine and the general pur- 
pose of the Senator from Georgia. I have not been able to see, 
however, any theory consistent with the action of the Govern- 
ment of the United States by which the Senate can recognize an 
interest in Panama or a cause of action or claim growing out of 
the revolution in Panama on the part of Colombia. 

We have passed the stage where the United States can recog- 
nize Colombia as having any longer any proprietary interest in 
or sovereignty over Panama. 

It has seemed to me, Mr. President, that the only avenue of 
approach to C« lombia between the United States and Colombia 
must be through the Republic of Panama. 

[f this were a resolution suggesting to the President the good 
offices of the United States to bring about an adjustment be- 
tween the Republic of Panama and that of an independent re- 
public and the United States of Colombia, that would be one 
thing. 

Mr. HALE. That is about what it is, 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it is not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not this resolution. 

Mr. HALE. It is not this resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. That wouldinvolve noimputation in any way 
upon the Government of the United States; no impeachment of its 
honor. On the contrary, it would recognize the Republic of Pan- 
ama as an accomplished fact, as it is. 

It might perhaps proceed wisely enough upon the theory, all 
things considered, that it would be for the advantage of the Re- 
public of Panama, as well as for ourselves, in view of our rela- 
tionship to the Isthmus, that arrangements should be made to 
bring about peaceful and pleasant international relations between 
Colombia and the Republic of Panama. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that to be practically what the 
Senator from Maine says. 

Mr. SPOONER. But that is not this resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator bear in mind that the Senator 
from Georgia has abandoned that? 

Mr.SPOONER. Has he done so? I have not heard it from him. 

Mr. BACON. No; I said I would accept the substitute of the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. That is abandoning it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not heard it from him. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator stated it very clearly. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator from Maine and I under- 
stand each other. 
Mr. BACON. 

each other, too. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia and I may soon 
understand each other. 

Mr. HALE. I consider when the Senator says that he would 
accept the suggestion I had made 

Mr. BACON. I asked the Senator from Maine to frame a 
resolution. 

Mr. HALE. That I would frame a resolution his resolution 
was to be withdrawn. 

Mr. BACON. No; I would accept it as a substitute in place 
of it. 

: Mr. HALE. Now, the Senator from Wisconsin is felicitous in 
lis praise. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thank you. 

Mr. HALE. He has brought in a phrase that is well known in 
diplomacy—*“‘ the good offices of the United States’’—in an ad- 
justment not between us and Colombia, but between Panama | 
and Colombia. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now the Senator is on more solid ground. 

Mr. HALE. That is only a matter of expression. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, it is not; it is a matter of substance. 

Mr. HALE. That is precisely what it would come to. I 
should be in favor of it, and I think it would help negotiations 
that are now going on. I think it would do more to avert war 
a anything that can be done. Then we will go on and ratify 
the treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is absolutely impossible for the Senator 
from Georgia, with all his ability, or for the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, with their ability—— 

Mr. BACON. We are both on it. 

Mr. SPOONER. To recast these resolutions on the theory 
which the Senator had in mind when he drew them, which would 
eliminate, in my judgment, the fatal objection to them, 

Mr. BACON. Let the Senator from Maine try it. 

_ Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maine can do almost any 
intellectual thing he tries to do. 

Mr. HALE. I thank the Senator; I will try it. | 

Mr. SPOONER. But this resolution recognizes inherently an | 


And the Senator from Maine and I understand 





allegation or the existence of a wrong on the part of the United 
States which either ought to be adjusted by the United States 
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with Colombia, or, failing in that, be referred to some interna- 
tional judicial tribunal for adjustment. 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator what I have said re- 
peatedly. I do not know whether I repeated it since he has been 
in the Chamber. I have disclaimed any such intention. If I 
have been infelicitous in my language that is my infirmity and 
not my intention. I do think when half a dozen times I have dis- 
claimed it and on the contrary said I designed it otherwise, I 
should have at least a surcease. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not imputed to the 
pose different from that which he e: 
opinion about the effect of this re 


Senator any pur- 
I am giving my 


olution. that is all. He says 


‘3 


cpDresses, 


Mr. BACON. That is what Col 

Mr. SPOONER. How do you know? 

Mr. BACON. Iwill not answer the 
studiously avoided discussing the question wheth 
right or wrong oneither side. I have not gone 
do so at some other time. 


mbia alleges 
Who says so? 


Senator, 


nobody else. 
because 
r or nott 
into that. 


I have 
here is 


I may 


Mr. SPOONER. Ah, that isthe trouble withthismatter. We 
are certainly not in this situation to act upon newspaper state- 
ment. It will befit us to wait until we know what Colombia 


asserts. 


Mr. BACON. It would be well to hold the resolutions, then, 


until we can ascertain, and not consign them to the wastebasket. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think, so far as the structure of the resolu- 


tion is concerned—and I say that with all deference to my friend 
from Georgia—it ought to wait. I think the resolution ought to 
be disposed of. The controversy, if there be one, between the 
United States and Colombia can very easily be taken up in the 
usual course of diplomacy later. 

It ought not to be taken up by the Senate, especially in t ab- 
sence of all knowledge of any contention upon the part of Colom- 
bia. The resolution is premature, and it is calculated todo harm 
instead of good. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. If there is anything in the implication of this 
resolution, it impeaches the honor of the UnitedStates. We have 
never agreed to refer a question of national honor to any outside 
tribunal. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is not justified in making any such 
statement. Is there anything in the resolution that impeaches 
the honor of the United States? The Senator was not here; I 
went all over that ground. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I am here now, and I have read this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is here, and I will repeat what I 
said before. The resolution makes no allegation as to the right 
or the wrong. 

It simply recites the fact that there is a controversy, and aside 
from that I said to the Senator from Maine, and the Senator from 
Maine has said it to the Senator from Wisconsin, that I am will- 
ing to have the resolution recast as suggested by him, because it 
would carry out the central thought in my mind. 

But the Senator insists on taking this resolution as the one to 
be discussed, when I have already said to the Senator from Maine 
that I would accept his substitute for it when he put it in proper 
form. 

Mr.SPOONER. Then I understand the Senat 
to abandon his resolution. 

Mr. BACON. No, I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that—— 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. HALE. That is only a phrase. 


0 


he 


r from Georgia 


He does abandon it. 


Mr. BACON. The Senator desires to put me ina wrong posi- 
| tion. I donot abandon the resolution. I think, as I said to the 
Senator from Maine, the suggestion made by him does not go as 


far as I would desire, but as it contains the great central propo- 
sition of arbitration in this matter, Iam willing for him to phrase 
it in the way he suggests. 

Mr. SPOONER. This question of international arbitrati 
one, of course, which is exciting and will continue to excite great 
public interest. There are some questions which I am willing 
for one to arbitrate before The Hague tribunal, but an allegation 

iolated a treaty 
obligation for which it is responsible in damages to another gov- 
ernment I am not willing to say I would refer to the arbitrament 
of a tribunal constituted from abroad. 

Mr. BACON. I have expressly said to the Senate in the Sen- 
ator’s absence that that was an alternative proposition, which 
was not the material one in that case. 


m is 





Mr. HALE. I should not 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, let us get at some point about it. 
Mr. HALE. That is what I am trying to do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not care anything about words. 
Mr. HALE. I know the Senator does not. 
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Mr. BACON. Evidently. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia is objecting to 
my use of the word “‘abandon.’’ He must abandon the whole 
theory of his resolution and substitute for it another. 

Mr. HALE. Is not the Senator glad of it if he does? 

Mr.SPOONER. Yes; but I am trying to get him to do it. 

Mr. HALE. 
should be framed on this side. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam perfectly willing; I do not want war. 
I want to avert it. 

Mr. HALE. I know the Senator does not. I do not think we 
shall have to resort to arbitration. I think we can get out of it 
without any reference to The Hague tribunal. . 

I think we can go on and ratify the treaty, open negotiations 
with Colombia, or continue negotiations with Colombia, and that 
we can afford instead of war to exercise our good offices between 
Panama and Colombia; and, if necessary, I say it frankly—I do 
not want to be misstated hereafter—in carrying out those good 
offices I would be willing, in order to avoid war, that in some way 
we guarantee Panama’s pledges that she makes. 

I objected in the Senator's absence to the phraseology of the 
resolution. Iam one of those who believe that events were bigger 
than we were and that the Administration had to do what it did. 
I would not draw a line that would in any way declare expressly 
or by implication that the Administration had done more than it 
should have done. 

But events having culminated, revolution being a¢éknowledged 


and established as an accomplished fact, I say we will stand bet- | 


ter hereafter and that we can not afford to reject a proposition 
that opens or continues a friendly negotiation with Colombia. I 
am not particular on a technical point, whether Colombia has 
asked it. Colombia has a representative here now. 

These things are being negotiated. It would only help negotia- 
tions. It would notinterfere with them. I donot know anything 
about it, but I think the Senator from Georgia recognizes, from 
what he has said, that this is an accomplished revolution. 

Mr. BACON. I say that. 

Mr. HALE. We can not go back, andI am willing to meet him 
more than halfway. 

Mr CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Wis- 
consin the floor? 

: Mr. CARMACK, The Senator from Wisconsin has the floor, 
believe. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I just want to s1y that even if the Senator 
from Georgia and the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
Wisconsin should arrive at an agreement among themselves, I 
am not sure that that would signify a unanimous agreement of 
the Senate to their proposition. 

Mr. HALE. I was afraid of that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I expect the Senator from Tennessee to be an 
irreconcilable. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, my opinion, I suppose, is like 
Touchstone’s wife; it is a poor thing, but my own. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not propose any agreement for the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. CARMACK, I did not understand the Senator to suggest 
that they were coming to a unanimous-consent agreement, but I 
did not want it to be understood that the Senator from Georgia 
who is the only Senator who has been speaking on this side of the 
Chamber was speaking for all. 

I simply want it understood that everybody has not agreed with 
the proposition the Senator from Georgia was about to agree to, 
because I think that he and the Senator from Maine between 
them have about got this resolution in a shape where I can not 
possibly vote for it. That is a matter of very small consequence, 
but I want it understood. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am perfectly well satisfied, from what the 
Senator says, that he will never vote for the resolution unless it 
is in the wrong shape. 

Mr. CARMACK, Iam not responsible for the Senator’s wrong- 
doing. 

Mr.SPOONER. Of course not. You are fortunate in not be- 
ing responsible. I want to say that as far as I am concerned, 
after this debate and the observations of the Senator from Georgia, 
lam perfectly willing that this resolution should be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations instead of being voted upon 
now. 

Mr. BACON. I would be very glad to have that done. 

Mr. BERRY. Let it go over. 

Mr. HALE. That is the better way, undoubtedly. 

Mr. BACON. Iam perfectly willing for that course to be taken, 


He says he is entirely willing that the resolution | 
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but I simply desire to repeat what I said to the Senator from 
Maine, that while I am willing to accept his substitute, I do not 


| mean by that to indicate that in my private judgment it goes as 


far as it should. 

But it recognizes the principle of arbitration, and therefore I 
am willing to concede it. As I have occupied so much time to- 
day, I want to felicitate myself upon the fact that I have had the 
testimony of the Senator from Wisconsin to the Senate and the 
country that I was once silent. I do not know when that was. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will tell the Senator. The Senator from 
Georgia was opposed to the attitude of the United States in th 
Philippines, but. 

Mr. BACON. I thought I said something on that subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know the Senator did, but when war was 
flagrante there the Senator gave no word which could by any pos 
As 





I now remember it, that is what I meant. 

Mr. BACON. I do not think there is any other Senator on this 
side of the Chamber but would have done as much. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not wish to 
occupy any considerable time of the Senate now. I do not seem 
to be one of the plenipotentiaries of the Senate who have been 
commissioned to make a treaty to compromise the disagreement 
which has arisen between Senators here, but I want to say, fol- 
lowing, perhaps, the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee, 
that I do not wish to commit myself in advance to any treaty 
which may be drawn up here in the Senate by the plenipotentiaries. 

I think the resolutions of the Senator from Georgia, with al! 
deference to him, and recognizing in the fullest sense his motives 
in the matter, were very inopportune and liable to misapprehen 
sion; that they were liable to put the country even in an embar- 
rassing position. 

I do not see how it is possible that those resolutions outside of 
the Senate Chamber should not be construed as an acknowledy- 
ment or an admission on the part of the Senate that Colombia had 
some grievance against us which we ought not only to submit to 
arbitration or compose without submission to arbitration, but 
which we were bound to recognize and to pay for. I think that 
will be the construction put upon the resolutions. 

I will go further than that, Mr. President. If as the result of 
the discussion here this afternoon these resolutions should be 
dropped and another resolution expressing the sense of the Senate 
that the Executive should exercise his good offices to try to bring 


| about an understanding between Colombia and Panama shou! 





be passed, I think under the circumstances that would be miscon- 
strued; and I do not think there is any necessity for it, either 

Although I admit freely that we would have a right to pass the 
resolution, it seems to me that it is not necessary to passit. Can we 
not trust the President and the State Department for a little w! 
to negotitate with Colombia and to offer the good offices of this 
Government, if they should be needed, to compose the differences 
which exist between Colombia and Panama? 

It appears to me that the very first notice which was give! 
Colombia contained in it an intimation—and more than an inti- 
mation, a declaration—that this Government would be willing at 
all times to use its good offices to compose whatever controversy 
and whatever complaint there might be between Panama and 
Colombia. 

In the very first dispatch, directing Minister Beaupré at Bogota 
to inform the Colombian Government that the Government 

-anama had been recognized, Mr. Hay, speaking of the fact | 
the Government of the United States has entered into relations 
with Panama, goes on to say: 

In accordance with the ties of friendship which have so long and so hay) 
existed between the respective nations, most earnestly commends to th« 
ernments of Colombia and Panama the peaceful and equitable settlem 
all questions at issue between them. 

There is an offer in the very first paper that was passe«. 

Mr. HALE. Now, does the Senator feel so exact upon | 
question of etiquette and time that he does not think it would 
a good thing for the Senate to express itself in accord with | 
suggestion that this Government shall exercise its good offi 

I hope that if the real substance of the thing is done the Se 
will not stand upon a question whether we should do a thi 
help the Executive or let him alone without doing it. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I donot think itis necessary, 
President. 

Mr. HALE. Could it do any harm? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it would be unfortun: 
after the discussion which has been had here this afternoon 0 
these resolutions, to have any action taken by the Senate at | 
time. That is my feeling about it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I want to say just a wor 
two. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER] has twice du: 
the discussion to-day complimented the Senator from Geor'4 


y 














1904. 


[Mr. Bacon] upon the fact that he has never done what some 


j 
' 


others did here in the course of the Philippine debate—said any- | 


thing that would be an incentive to war. Of course, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have no objection whatever to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin and the Senator from Georgia making love to each other, 
provided their intentions—— 
Mr. BACON. Ihope my friend from Tennessee will permit me. 
Did he hear what I said in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. CARMACK. Yes;I heard what the Senator said. I was 
going on to say that I have no objection whatever to the Senator 
from Wisconsin and the Senator from Georgia hugging and kiss- 


ing and making love to each other, provided, of course, their in- | 


tentions are honorable. [{Laughter. | 

But I wish also to add that the most terrific arraignment of the 
course of the Administration in the Philippine Islands and the 
3nost terrible picture I ever heard drawn of the widespread deso- 
lation and of the atrocities perpetrated there was drawn by the 
Senator from Georgia upon the floor of this Senate. 

I want to say further, Mr. President. that I quoted here on the 
floor of the Senate an extract from a public address made by the 
President of the United States, and I proved by Governor Taft 
before the committee that just such expressions as were used by 
President Roosevelt had a very great effect in stirring up the 
people of the Philippine Islands and promoting and encouraging 
the insurrection. 

I offered to prove upon one occasion that speeches made by Sen- 
ators defending the Administration’s policy in the Philippines, 
and especially one particular speech by a very distinguished Re- 
publican Senator, had been circulated broadcast over the Philip- 
pine Islands, and had had more effect than anything else that had 
been uttered to incite those people to insurrection. 

| think I did prove that the President of the United States him- 
self, by the language he used, language which would have caused 
any other man, if he had uttered it in the Philippine Islands, to 
be arrested for violation of the law and put in jail, had a greater 
effect in stirring up insurrection in the Philippine Islands than 
anything else. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I leave the Senator from Ten- 
nessee alone with his conscience. 

Mr. CARMACK, Myconscience, Mr. President, has not pained 
me in the least. I will leave the Senator from Wisconsin alone 
without a conscience. [Laughter. | 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not sure whether any request has been 
made relating to the disposition of this resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A request was made that it 
should go over until to-morrow, and it has gone over, but the de- 
bate has not. 

Mr. LODGE. The debate will, though. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill suggest, as the resolution has gone over, 
that it retain its present position until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent it was 
agreed that the resolutions relating to the Post-Office Department 
inves.igation should be taken up to-morrow morning immediately 
after the routine business. 

Mr. HALE. They will not take very long. This morning, by 
mnanimous consent, those resolutions were passed over to be taken 
up after the routine morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the purposes and wishes of the various 
Senators who have been discussing this matter for the last half 
hour remain to-morrow morning as they are, then we may have 
some concrete proposition before the Senate for consideration. I 
do not know whether Senators desire any disposition of the pend- 
ing resolution now. I think we had better let it go over until 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has gone over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And see what the day will bring forth. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask leave to print in the Recorp a statement 
of Mr. Olney, when Secretary of State, in regard to the power of 
the President to recognize a new government. It is brief and, I 
think, a very interesting statement. I will not delay the Senate 
by reading it unless it is insisted upon. I should like, however, 
to have it go in the Recorp as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

ears none, and that order will be made. 


The statement referred to is as follows: 
STATEMENT OF MR. OLNEY, SECRETARY OF STATE. 
{Washington Evening Star, December 19, 1896.] 

Thave no objection to stating my own views of the resolution respecting 
the independence of the so-called Republic of Cuba which it is reported is to 
be laid before the Senate on Monday. Indeed,as thereare likely to be serious 
tusapprehensions regarding such a resolution both in this country and 
&broad, and as such apprehensions may have serious results of a grave char- 
acter, it is perhaps my duty to point out that the resolution if passed by the 
Senate can probably be regarded only as an expression of opinion OY the 
eminent gentlemen who vote for it in the Senate. and if passed by the Hc 
of Representatives can only be regarded as another expression of opinion by 
the eminent gentlemen who vote for it in the House. 
The power to recognize the so-called Republic of Cuba as an independe 
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state rests exclusively with the Executive. A resolution on the subject by 
the Senate or by the House, by both bodies or by one, whether concurrent or 
joint, is inoperative as legislation, and is important only as advice of great 
weight tendered to the Executive regarding the manner in which he shall 
exercise his constitutional functions. 

The operation and effect of the proposed resolution, therefore, even if 
assed by both Houses of Congress by a two-thirds vote, are perfectly plain. 
t may inflame popular passion both in thiscountry and elsewhere, may thus 

put in peril the lives and property of American citizens who are resicent and 
traveling abroad, and will certainly obstruct, and perhaps defeat, the best 
efforts of this Government to afford such citizens due protection 

But except in these ways, and unless advice embodied in the resolution 

shall lead the Executive to revise conclusions already reached and officially 
declared, the resolution will be without effect and will leave unaltered the 
attitude of the Government toward the two contending parties in Cuba. 


ALABAMA RIVER BRIDGE, NEAR MONTGOMERY, ALA, 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, by way of introducing a new 
subject, I will ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the pres- 
ent consideration of a bridge bill, which covers only half a page. 
It is the bill (S. 2842) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to au- 
thorize the Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of Mont- 
gomery, Ala.,’’ approved March 1, 1893. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in line 
10, after the word ‘‘this,’’ to strike out ‘‘ amendment” and in- 
sert *‘ act and completed within three years from same date;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the said Montgomery Bridge Company shall have 
authority to construct said bridge mentioned in said act, across the Alabama 
River, under and subject to the limitations and restrictions mentioned in 
said act, and in the amendment thereto approved March 3, 1897, if the actual 
construction of the bridge therein authorized shall be commenced within one 
year from the approval of this act and completed within three years from 
same date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. CARMACK. Iask to have published as a Senate docn- 
ment the concluding chapter of the report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, which is contained in about seven pages. It is a 
summary of statements in the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Tennessee, and the order tu 
print will be made. 


LETTER OF COMMODORE M. F. MAURY. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask leave to have publishe d as a Senate docu- 
ment a letter written by Commodore M. F. Maury in July, 1866, 
addressed to Capt. Bedford Pim, of the royal navy and a distin- 
guished member of Parliament. It is a very interesting and in- 
structive letter, and I have only been able to find one copy of it. 
The letter is taken from Van Nostrand’s Engineering Magazine. 
It covers the Panama and Nicaragua routes and the whole canal. 
controversy. I think the Senate will be very glad to have it in 
print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Colorado, that the article referred to 
be printed as a document? The Chair hears none, and that order 
will be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: and (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Janu- 
ary 13, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 12, 1904 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by Rev. Dr. JOSEPH SILVERMAN, of New York. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 
By unanimous consent, changes of reference were made as fol- 
lows: 
House Documents Nos. 280, 94, and 29, from the Committee on 
| Appropriations to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
House Document No. 359, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
House Document No. 142, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 
The SPEAKER., The Chair announces the appointinent of the 
following regents of the Smithsonian Institution: Mr. Ropert R. 
Hirt, Mr. RoBer?T ADAMs, Jr., and Mr. Huau A. DinsmMorg, 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. LaMar of Texas, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 
To Mr. HoLLipAy, 
ness. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECU 


for one week, on account of important busi- 


TIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker,I move you, sir, that the House 
resolve itself into eo Coma 11ttee the Whole House on the sti ite 
of the Union for t ideration of the bill (#. R.9480) making 
ap] — ions for rth e wislative, executive, and judicial expe 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, 
for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. a 


ol 
le nses 


and 


itleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Bine- 
HAM] moves that the House resolve itself into the (¢ vommnitte e 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consi 
of the bill H. R. 9480, the legislative, 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

— BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, it is suggested that we make 

ome arrangement in reference to general debate before going 
into the Committee of the Whole. I am ready for any suggestion 
from the other side of the House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I have applications for two 
hours and thirty-five minutes on this side on this bill. I do not 
know yet whether there are others who desire time or not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that I have but 
two requests from this side of the House, one asking for half an 
hour and the other for five minutes 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have five requests, which cover two 
hours and thirty-five minut 

Mr. BINGHAM. How much time does the gentleman require? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Wecan leave out thirty minutes and con 
sume, say, two hours and five minutes on this side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We may not exhaust our portion of time on 
this side of the House. If agreeable tothe gentleman, we will fix 
the limit at two hours on a side, he having charge of the time on 
that side of the House and I having charge of the time on this side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Making it two hours toa side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Imovethatthe limitof debate be four hours, 
two hours upon each side, I having control of the time on the ma- 
jority side and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston] 
having control of the time on the minority side. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BinG- 
HAM] asks unanimous consent that general debate be limited to 
four hours, two hours and five minutes of that time to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston] and the 
remainder of the time by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Tawney in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 9480, the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. R. 9480. A bill making appropriations for the legisls itive, exe 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
and for other purposes 

Mr. BINGHAM. Task unanimous consent that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
unanimous consent that the fi 
with. Is there objection? 
none, and it,is so ordered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in submitting to the House 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, it might 
be well for me to state that the bill in allof its details carries out 
the requirements of the civil-service law, as well as the orders of 
the President, in regard to that statute. In other words, save 
where the exceptions run in the law or the orders of the President 
under the law, the bill is consistent. Further, the bill carries 
with it nothing partisan. Itis simply proposed legislation for the 
conduct of the existing Departments of the Government without 
regard to political or partisan bias, and without regard to appeals 
from individual Members of the House or from anyone for special 
consideration of individuals where salaries were being considered 
for increase. 


of 
leration 
7 
] 


executive, and judicial aj 


p- 


8. 


‘utive, and 
June 30, 1905, 


asks 
first reading of the bill be dispensed 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears 


that will not only stand the general scrutiny of the House, but 
legislation wholly in the line of wise economy. We have taken 
the statutes covering the appropriations for the current year, and, 
as I will submit to you in the round figures, show but little if 
any increase for the next current year. I read from the report, 
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| and if, after I have made my statement, any gentleman desires in 


my time to make inquiry concerning any paragraphs or proposed 
amendments to the bill I will take great pleasure in answering bim. 

In presenting the bill making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30) 
1905, the Committee on Appropriations submit the following in explanation 
thereof: 

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found on pages 9-93 and 
115-129 of the Book of Estimates for 1905, and aggregate $20,711,700.48, of which 
amount there is recommended in the bill $28,258,895.22. 

The appropriations for the same purposes for the current fiscal year, in 
$555,561.20 carried in the sundry civil, deficiency, and other act 
aggregated $28.164,214.86, we ing $94.680.36 less than i re commended in the 
accompanying bil ll for ti rvice of the fiscal year 19 

The total amotint recom ended in the bill is $1,452 
gregate of th nate: I l. 

The whole m ar ies sp cifically provided for in the bill is 7 

than the num be r canal for and 487 more than the number provi le d 
in the law for the current year. 

Of the 13,40: ific salaries provided for, it is not proposed by the tern 
of the bill to increase any one of them beyond existing rates fixed by the « 
rent appropriation act 

The net additional number of salaried places provided for, 487 
nut sting in current appropriations includes: 

For the Library of Congress-_.... . 

For office of Comptroller of the Treasury 

For f Auditor for the Navy Department 
I 

I 


805.4 26 less than the ag 


"6 le 
3 specif 


4, OVer 
nber exi 


onice oO 

‘or office of Auditor for State and other Departments - 

office of Auditor for Post-Office Department 

oftices of the Treasurer 

office of Comptroller of the Curren: ‘y 

Bureau of Insular Affai rs, War Depa rtment (in lieu of 

now paid from a general fund) -.................-.-- 

For General Land Office 

For Patent Office site lial . a Ric aniaal ; aie 

For Post-Office Department (including 19clerks now employed and paid 
from a general sum) ~* cage oo soeuil 

For Department of Justice 

For offices of Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 
ti ons, and Bureau of Manufactures (in lieu of 

eral fund as well as for increas eof service) 

perenne et Statistics 

Bureau of Standards. --. 

Census Bureau 


a yr 
For 
For 
For 


Bureau of Corpora- 
salaries now paid from 


The principal reduction in number of salaries in any one bureau 
or office is that of 25 clerks, at $1,000 each, in the Pension Ofiice. 

It may be well, before I proceed, to emphasize this statement. 
Your committee believes. not only from experience, but from tes 
timony, that the normal changes in the Departments in reduction, 
coming from resignation, coming from removal, coming fron 
death, give the chief or the head of any of the Departments ample 
opportunity, from his immediate knowledge of the deserving sub 
ordinate, to give him a reasonable and fair promotion; that his 
judgment, under the normal condition of change, is far better 
than the casual investigation by your committee in connection 
with the increase of salary of the subordinate place. Therefore 
your committee throughout the bill, instead of advancing th: 
high-paid clerks or adding increased number to the high clas 
have given the increase of clerks to the lower classes in order 
that in the future they may advance gradually, and under normal 
conditions of changes in the Departments the meritorious clerk 
can be promoted. 

In that connection I will refer in detail to the War Departm 
when we reach that paragraph of the bill. It has been the com 
mon experience of every Member of the House, not only with 1 
erence to this proposed legislation, but in every bill carrying ap 
propriations for the Departments, that when the bill reaches 1 
Senate there are innumerable additions and changes. I say 
with all respect, speaking only from the history of legislation 

I believe by the action of the Department in the issuance 0! 
order now made public and generally known, that the seven ! 
of labor and its results on the part of the subordinates in the D) 
partments will be so ample and great that this bill, so far as | 
salary and compensations are concerned, as well as the num) 
subordinates, will come back to the House from the Senate \ 
out any radical or important changes. The order of the | 
ment covers almost 7 per cent of the time, and when you av: 
that in relation to the money it saves to the Government, I « 
without contradiction that, in effect, the Department will 1 
—— everything that they have asked for in their estimates 

For the Librar y of Congress the following additional emp! 
are recommended: In the office of the Librarian, 1 stenog 
and typewriter, at $1,000; in the copyright office, 3 clerks, a‘ 
each; 1 clerk, at $900, and 1 messenger boy, at $360: and uncer 
superintendent of the Library building and grounds, 5 addit 
charwomen, at $240 each, and a skilled laborer, at $720, 
recommended. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gent! 


| a question? 
Therefore we present to you a bill, after careful examination, | 


Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman state if the Com! 
tee on Appropriations has made any estimate as to the actus 
number of days gained by this new arrangement? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have not taken that subject up in 
form. I can, speaking for the committee, submit that while w° 


ny 
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were cognizant of the change ordered several days before it was 

made public, we have not deemed it necessary to estimate and 

commend legislation, because its operation is undetermined so 
ras actual results are concerned. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman misapprehends my ques- 
tion. Laskif the committee made any estimate as to the actual 
number of days gained by each clerk? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have not. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then I want to say to the House that a 
few members of the Agricultural Committee have made an esti- 


h 


mate—whether it is correct or not I can not say, but it is approx- 


] 


imately correct—and the actual gain is between fifteen and six- | 


teen days per clerk. So that the total gain, as the gentleman has 
well said, will be very large. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Chairman, I would submit, representing 
the subeommittee of the Appropriations Committee, that the offi- 
cial notice came to us after we had concluded our bill, ready to 
report it to the general committee, and we determined that if 
changes were to occur in the lines of economy they can be made 
in the other Chamber, where they have full knowledge of this 
order. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire to make any 
statement? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; the gentleman has made just the 
statement which [ wanted him to make. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
after we had made up the bill, and we had nothing at all to do with 
it one way or the other. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the report it would appear that your com- 
mittee has not been sufficiently considerate in connection with 
the estimates of the Department of State. In the organization of 
the Department of Commerce and Labor the consular division of 
the State Department is directed to be bodily transferred to the 
new Department. 

In the consideration of the estimates for the Department of 


That our knowledge of the matter came | 


| 


State we determined to give the current law, which would be an | 


easing around the entire Department and warrant the ignoring 
of their requested additional force, sothat, in fact, we appropriate 
in this bill, although not apparent in the report, one chief of 
division, at $2,100; two clerks, at $1,800; one clerk, at $1,400; two 
clerks, at $1,200; one assistant messenger, at $750, and three labor- 
ers. 
convenience for general administration. There are eight bureau 
divisions now in the Department of State. One chief receives 
$2,250 and the other seven $2,100. We have reduced the 
chief to $2,100, in order that the eight may receive the same com- 
pensation, making consistent our allowances. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman stated that the 
3ureau of Foreign Commerce in the State Department had been 
transferred to the Department of Commerce and Labor, which, of 
course, is the fact; but in that organization there was left to the 
State Department the work of collecting and transcribing the 
special consular reports. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And the revision. 

Mr. MANN. That is still covered. 

_ Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; and we have allowed the 
isting force under current law to remain, so that it 
Department generous appropriation. 

With reference to the Treasury Department, more especially 
with reference to the Comptroller and the Auditors, your commit- 
tee has been most considerate and allow almost wholly the esti- 
mates made. We recognize the labor and the watchful care that 


whole ex- 
gives the 


Therefore we give the Department of State every possible | 


| 
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appropriation prior to January 1, 1904, except on promotion to fill a vacancy, 
nor shall vacancies occurring from any cause hereunder be filled except by 
promotion of persons employed under and paid from this appropriation. 
Under the temporary allowance for the current year the De- 
partment has had at its discretion the sum of $541,000. We have 
reduced that allowance to $325,000, but in making that change 
and reduction we have given a permanent clerical force to the 
Bureau of Insular Affairs, in number fifty-five and salaries aggre- 
gating $65,240, together with an increase in the Record and Pen- 


| sion Office, which I submit: 


Record and Pension Office.—The Secretary of War having transferred to 
this Office certain work heretofore done in the offices of the Adjutant-General 
and Surgeon-General, there were transferred to the former from the latter 
two offices seventy-fiveclerks: buton estimates submitted by the chief of the 


| Office the force is reorganized, making a reduction of twenty-seven clerks, 


with a compensation aggregating $25,780. The following table shows the 
force of the Office as now organized and the changes proposed therein: 


| Transferred from | 
Force of! A. G. O. and S. G. O. | 


| 43 
R. and ‘under orders of Secre-| Tota] | Esti- 














P.O. un- tarv of War of resent | ated |Proposed 
Grade. jderactof) Aug. 19 and 26 and Fees a for 1905 | decrease 
Feb. 25, | Sept. 28, 1903. R. and | (Perma-| ir pres- 
1908 (per-' ; ; | po nent ‘entforce. 
— | Perma- | Tempo- | | roll). | 
* | nent roll. | rary roll. 
Chief clerk ..... icin dei Betas 1 | OR tetiin 
Chiefs of divi- | 
a tt sciscsnietionaive 1 | 5 | OO Sicinestiopina 
Clerksof class 4. B34 | TT aes a 36 36 |..----.--. 
Clerks of class3 5O | Br iA a } 53 53 io 
Clerks of class 2. 77 | ee | 83 OSs cane 
| Clerksof class 1- 167 | 19 | 3 189 186 3 
Clerks at $1,000 35 3 18 56 48 8 
CRONE GRIN. shincan cea. bocteccccacee 15 cede 15 
OS i ll eacncinitadias 1 rr l 
Engineer . ......} a Da } 1 PR iitemeniiis 
Assistant engi- | | | | 
neer _..... | TR Ss tee Pe iscachll eisatiels i 1  _— 
Firemen...-..... D iicdadabaiebalicanddawacaen 2 DW dcamactnws 
Skilled me- 
chanic ...... . a a 1 E lswanes - 
Messengers _... DD Vas miihanmeane | 1 6 ee 
Assistant mes- | 
sengers....... 35 | 2 1 | 38 ee 
Messenger boy-  Mismeciehadabien ta Edasrinatsaxkconeis l l ina 
Watchmen -.... Pe a iene aecdes Ric ceneer cesta 5 5 a 
Laborers ....... WE iatrtnecindccdeimsenin li TF hacienda 
Superintend- | 
ent of build- 
Sat Se D ea ia Jeena 1 1 wenn 
Total ..... 437 35 40 512 485 27 


$2,250 | 





So that in fact the bill reduces the temporary allowance for 
clerks but $114,000. 

This we think will be ample, aided by the economies which 
the Secretary of War in his testimony before the subcommittee 
stated he might be able to carry out; and it is further to be con- 


, sidered—the fact was disclosed in our hearings—that the Secre- 


tary was abroad under the direction of the President—was not in 


| the city of Washington—at the time when the estimates were 


submitted; and, without in any wise questioning the judgment of 
the Assistant Secretary, his whole testimony led to the conviction 


/ on the part of the committee that we could make a radical reduc- 


have become necessary in the settlement of the unlimited num- | 
ber of accounts as well as a more critical examination, and we | 


have determined, so far as we can, to accept the estimates sub- 
mitted and to expect in return safe and creditable results. 

Appropriations for the collection of internal revenue are virtu- 
ally existing law. Independent treasuries are but slightly in- 
creased. There is a limited increase in mints and assay offices. 
Sometime during the debate of the bill, not at this time, if it is 
suggested from the other side of the House, under the appropria- 
tion for mints and assays, I shall be glad to take up the question 
of the New Orleans mint. 
when we reach the paragraphs. At this time I do not consider it 
hecessary, unless the proposition comes from the other side of 
the House to change the recommendation which is made in the 
bill. The allowances for the Territories are somewhat increased 
i amount to meet the requirements of what is known as the 
assembling every other year of the legislatures of the Territories. 

he amount is therefore increased to, that extent. 

fo the War Department we consider we have been generous; 


at hy ask for the consideration of this provision as an amend- 
ent: 


rate vided, That no person employed hereunder shall be paid any poe 
€ of compensation during the fiscal year 1905 than he was paid under this 


That item can be taken up in debate | 


tion in the temporary force. 

In the Navy Department, as gentlemen will recollect, a year 
ago under existing law the millions of dollars carried in the naval 
bill for the ‘* Increase of the Navy ’’ are subject to this provision: 

That the Secretary of the Navy may employ and pay out of the appropri- 
ations for new ships such civilian experts, aids, additional draftsmen, 
writers, copyists, and model makers on the designs thereof as may be 
necessary. 

In other words, with this vast sum of money, running into mil- 
lions, the Secretary can, without limit or qualification, under the 
existing law, employ such subordinate force on his own sugges- 
tion or upon the request of his chiefs of bureaus as he may see 
fit to order. In other words, Secretary Moody a year ago, in re- 
ply toa question whether he had such discretion, replied as I read: 

Absolutely; you could do with me just as you please and I could laugh in 
your faces, and I could go back to my Department and employ just as many 
clerks as I care to under the appropriation for the “‘ Increase of the Navy.” 

That exact language was in his testimony before the committee 
one yearago. In view of the suggestion of the Secretary, opened, 
I think, in the general hearing br my friend from Indiana [ Mr. 
HEMENWAY], as to the wisdom of his action under existing law, 
the Secretary and the committee agreed that he should take the 
matter into consideration for one year, and he now comes to us, 
taking the clerical and subordinate force now on the rolls, 
amounting in round numbers to $155,000, and transfers it bodily 
to the permanent force of the Navy Department, so that the ex- 
hibit may be correct, so that there shall be a limitation upon this 
allowance under existing statutes. 

He then asks that he may have leeway for draftsmen and such 
technical men as may be needed; that from the fund for the 
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increase of the Navy he shall be limited to $120,000 the next year, 
having full knowledge of the increase of the Navy as it now ex- 
ists, and possibly to some extent as to the recommendations. In 
addition we allow. as he requests, $30,000 for public works—largely 


to employ draftsmen and to put it within his power in that char- | 


acter of work, as the work increases, to use perhaps the full 
amount, or, as the work decreases, to make such changes or re- 
movals as he may think justified. This is the whole purpose of 
the amendment in the bill covering this change in existing law. 

We had the pleasure of inviting before our committee the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. Foss]. 
him a hearing and invited him tomake suggestions. I do notsee 
him now present, but I think he will be in full accord with our 
action in the interest of better administration for the reason that 
this is the earnest recommendation of the Secretary and wholly 
in the lines of economy. 

In the items for Department of Commerce and Labor we have 
made careful scrutiny and have been compelled to make some re- 
ductions in the estimates. We feel, however, that as the appro- 
priation for the next year is so much larger than the appropria- 
tion made in the current law, this Department shall have oppor- 
tunity to broaden its field of action throughout all of its bureaus. 

It would seem, and I make reference to it for no invidious pur- 
pose, but to show you that in the testimony of the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor he made a statement that his Department, 
if allowed the estimates submitted, would become the fourth 
Department of the Government. Your committee feel, in view 
of his requested allowance, that we might wisely go slowly in the 
development of the manufacturing bureau as well as the cor- 
poration bureau, and, in fact, throughout all the details of this 
new Department in its proposed development. 

It appeared in the report on the Department of Commerce, by 
Senator NELSON, of Minnesota, that the bill then under consider- 
ation would increase the salary roll only tothe extent of $15,000, 
and allexpenses would reach about $50,000. In the bill under con- 
sideration the exhibit shows that the appropriations for the cur- 
rent year amount to $1,667,690; estimated for 1905, $2,799,660; 
recommended in the present bill, $2,098,270.84. Of course I do 
not make these comparisons invidiously, but to suggest that we 
were compelled to make reasonable limitations and reductions 
for the coming year. 

[f it is necessary as we proceed with the bill to explain any of 
the suggested changes, I shall have pleasure in doing so. While, 
of course, some of the amendments in the bill may be subject to 
a point of order, I would emphasize to the House that every 


amendment we have submitted is wholly in the line of good ad- | 


ministration and economy. We have provided, in connection 
with the contingent funds of the several Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, that the allowances shall be lived up to and no Depart- 
ment shall exceed the law in contingent expenditures. 

Almost every Department comes to Congress each year asking 
for deficiency. This is all wrong. Congress in its enactment de- 
sires to hold the contingent funds the same as we hold the classi- 
fied force. It shall not exceed the allowance; and the purpose in 
putting the limitation upon the appropriation demands a more 
watchful care over the fund. 

I will reserve the balance of my time, and as we proceed with 
the bill will explain any of the paragraphs—— 

Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I would like to ask whether there is any pro- 
vision in the general statutes or in these annual appropriation 
bills which authorizes the ‘‘ detail,’’ as it is called, of clerks or 
laborers in the classified service, or outside of the classified serv- 
ice, from one Department in which they are employed and paid 
to service in another Department? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
gentleman’s inquiry, nor do I think there is any statute. 


from one Department to another Department, acceded to by the 
Secretaries of the several Departments, and submitted to the ap- 
proval of the Civil Service Commission, is not frequently, but is 
occasionally done. I know of no statute. I do know that we do 
not carry it in this b-ll. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the law 
provides for transfers, by which a clerk in the classified service 
may be transferred from one Department to another, and thereby 
ceases his connection altogether with one Department and goes 
onto the roll and receives his pay in the Department where he ren- 
ders the service. But Ihave been told, and I would like to call 
the attention of the gentleman in charge of this bill, and also the 


distinguished chairman of the Committee on Reform in the Civil | 


Service, to a statement which I have lately heard repeated and 
have since seen in the public press, that there are scores, if not 
hundreds, of clerks in the classified service in this city and labor- 


We gave | 


There is nothing in this bill covering the | 
I be- 
lieve from some experience I have that the transfer of a clerk | 
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| ers in the various Departments who are regularly on the rolls of 


/one Department, but are ‘ detailed,’’ as it is said, months at a 
time, and perhaps years at a time, for service in other Depart- 
ments. 

Now, I have been trying to find such a statute giving authority 
for this practice, but I have been unable to discover any, M\ 
opinion is that this practice is an unbusinesslike practice. [; 
there is a statute authorizing it, in my opinion it should be 
pealed, and if there is no statute authorizing it, the practi 
should be stopped. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON and Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts ros; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
_ yield to the gentleman from Georgia? , 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusett 

[Mr. GILLETT]. 
| Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As the gentleman appeale 

to me, Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is very much mi 
taken in his facts. I do not think there is any such condition 
which he says he has heard. I know of no such condition. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I will say to the gentleman that if ther 
not I am very glad of it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think so. I simply sa) 
do not know of it, and I am quite confident the gentleman is » 
taken. I only know of one case in which the law does allow 
tails, and that is, I think, in the Civil Service Commission, $1 
there, I think, there are very few employed 

Mr. BINGHAM. None. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. None, the chairman say 
and I do not think there is any other in the other Department 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to say to the gentleman from | 
nois [Mr. BouTELL], with the permission of the chairman, thi: 
transfers can not be effected without the consent of the Civil Ser 
ice Commission. They have, furthermore, no power to tran 
generally from one Department to another. But in regard t 
tails from bureau to bureau, in the last twelve or fourteen y: 
there has been a great deal, and there is still a great deal of it, : 
it is increasing continually. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I said the word ‘ detail 
should be placed in quotation marks. I understood the transfer 
of a clerk from one Department to another is authorized by law 
and does take place. This matter of details, I have been told a 
have seen it stated in the papers. is a practice which has gr 
up here in the Departments at Washington, and it results in \ 
appropriating money for the pay ot clerks in a Department wl. 
they are not needed, and if this practice has been to any ext: 
sarried on, of course the statement of the expenses necessary 
carry on a Department in which the custom prevails is incor? 

I saw recently a statement, I would say in reply to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, which referred to one bureau in which t 
number was given of twenty-three clerks detailed from t 
bureau to another Department. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
bureau that was? 

Mr. BOUTELL. As the statement may be incorrect, as I | 
it is, I should prefer not to do so, as it might be construed 
reflection upon the officer having in charge that bureau. | 
tainly hope the statement and all other similar statements ar 
correct, because if there is any such practice it certainly is \ 
clear that it is an unbusinesslike way of conducting the se1 
of the Government. It is not only contrary to the civil-se! 
law, but contrary to the spirit of the civil service, and, what 
more importaice, contrary to plain, common, business sens 
appropriate money for the pay of employees in a Depart 
where they are not needed and then detail them, with or wit! 
sanction of law, to another Department, where they render t 
services, appearing only twice in a month at the Departmen 
whose roll they are carried to draw their pay. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwillsay,if the gentleman will allow 0 

Mr. SNAPP rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsy|\ 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam of the opinion the gentleman m1) 
in error in leaving the House under the impression, when 
not the assurances of that fact, that there are twenty-thr 
| tailed from one Department to another. Now, the detail ma) 

from some bureaus in the same Department to other burea 

the same Department. That is quite common. Whenadi\ 
of a Department has more than usual work, they call upon 
other bureau through the Department chief—— 

| Mr.SNAPP. Mr. Chairman . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsy! 

| yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think that the gentleman should not 

_ that unless he can make a positive statement as to whether or)" 

| it was from one bureau to another bureau in the same Depatt- 

| ment or from one Department to another. 


Do you remember in w! 
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Mr. SNAPP. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
svlvania if his attention has been called to the report of the Di- 
rector of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the current 
year? This statement appears in that report, on page 1: 

” Of the amount expended, $51,054 was for new machinery and $29,376 for 
employees detailed to other branches of the public service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What page is the gentleman reading from? 

Mr. SNAPP. On page 1, from the Report of the Director of 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. They were detailed from 
the same Department, I think. 


| the Treasury Department. 


Mr. PRINCE. Iwishto makeasuggestion. Mycolleague from 
Illinois has read from the annual report of the Director of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and that is a branch under 
The printing of postage stamps for 
the Post-Office Department really belongs to the Treasury De- 
partment, and it is quite likely, carrying out the suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, as well as the chairman, 
who has the bill in charge, that these men have been detailed 


| from one branch of the service into another branch both under 


, z 
Mr. SNAPP. No, sir; the report says they are detailed to | 


‘‘other branches of the public service.”’ 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Department? 

Mr. SNAPP. No; the report says they were detailed to other 
branches. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
ment—the Treasury Department? 

Mr. SNAPP. Asa matter of fact it was not. 
Post-Office Department, 

Mr. MANN. From the Bureau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr.SNAPP. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think that procedure of transfer is under- 
stood by the House. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Iunderstand that transfers are fully provided 
for by law; also for details from one branch to another branch 
of the same Department. What I allude to is the practice which 
I say I have seen reference to—of detailing clerks and employees 
from one Department to another. 

Now, I do not want to be misunderstood. I have no personal 
knowledge of the general prevalence of this practice, and was very 
much surprised when I saw it stated in the press that such a prac- 
tice was common. Ofcourse I have not the slightest objection to 
mentioning any bureaus that I have heard mentioned when it be- 
comes necessary; but it would not seem to be right to mention a 


But in the same Depart- 


It was to the 


bureau which was incorrectly and therefore unjustly criticised | 


outside this House. I simply called attention to what I have 
heard, and Iam sincerely glad that, as appears from the state- 
ments that my inquiry elicited, the practice does not prevail, as 
has been stated. Let me say, in this connection, that I am sure 
we are all more interested in efficient service that in civil service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have nothing to say upon that, as it does 
not belong to this bill. 

Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if the committee investigated this question: 
and if they did, if they did not discover that a large number of 
clerks were being detailed from one Department to another, pri- 
marily to the Department of the Post-Office? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say that it only came to us in a quali- 
fied and limited form. I think the committee was cognizant of 
the fact that under what you might call *‘ the past,’’ in connection 
with these transfers, they were made by the approval of the heads 
of the Department, say of the Post-Office Department and the In- 
terior Department, and then went to the Civil Service for approval, 
and the right resting with the Civil Service Commission to ap- 
prove or disapprove. It came to the knowledge of the committee 
that transfers had been made inthat way. I suppose in that mat- 
ter of transfer the exigency existed in the Post-Oftice Department. 


Were they not in the same | 


the Treasury Department. 

It seems to me that that opinion should prevail in the House 
until it is clearly shown that some one has been detailed from one 
Department to another Department, and I suggest that this report 
and the suggestion made by my colleague does not clearly show 
that one branch of the service has been detailed to another and 
different branch of the service. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BINGHAM. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I only wanted to ask a question of the 
gentleman from Illinois. Has the gentleman not noticed in the 





| report of nearly every bureau officer that some number of clerks 


from his bureau are reported as having been detailed to some 
other bureau or some Department, or from some Department to 
some other Department? I also ask the attention of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] to the same question. If 
lam not mistaken, I remember that the number detailed from 
the Bureau of Pensions is 34. It is not specified in the report 
whether they are detailed to other Departments or not. 

I think that about one-half of them are detailed to other De- 
partments entirely outside of the Department of the Interior, and 
upon that subject no regard is paid to the matter of details from 
one bureau of one Department to another by the Civil Service 
Commission, but that it isa method of avoiding the duty of trans- 
ferring when it is applied for and can not be obtained. I want to 
say in thisconnection that I have not the slightest respect for the 
civil service as a system and not much for the Commission as a 
commission. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I shall have to 
exact my privilege. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have been anxious to 
put some questions to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but I 
have not been able to hear anything. I do not know, therefore, 


| but he may have covered the ground. 


Mr. MANN. Let me suggest that that case was probably a | 


transfer in connection with the printing of postage stamps, which 
are printed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and are 
turned over to the Post-Office Department. It might readily oc- 
cur that the same employee might be employed by each Depart- 
ment, and properly so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That would be wholly within the rule, for 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. That would be for the Civil Service Commission to ap- 
pr ve, 
very forcibly to us in this bill. 

Mr. SNAPP, If the gentleman will allow me, I would like to 
make myself plain. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. SNAPP. 
ployees in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing detailed per- 
manently to service in the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
by the gentleman from Illinois, for the printing of postage stamps? 

Mr. SNAPP. No; they are being paid out of the appropriation 
f r the Treasury Department. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman 

the CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

_Mr. BINGHAM. Iam losing a large part of my discretionary 
time, but I will yield to the gentleman. 


I will yield to the gentleman. 





I understand there is a large number of em- | 


However, this is a discussion that does not present itself | 








Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Ohio in 
order that he may cover the ground. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman if there 
is any truth in the statement which was made elsewhere on yes- 
terday and repeated in the press generally to-day that there is a 
large, a very large force of incompetent clerks in the various 
Departments, being men of such age and decrepitude as that they 
can not work in the same room with other clerks, and that the 
ventilation of the rooms has to be varied and shifted for the pur- 
pose of fittingit to the condition of these aged and decrepit clerks? 
And if these statements yesterday are true, is there any remedy, 
not by legislation—for no legislation is ever permitted in this 
House upon that delicate and tender subject—is there any remedy 
by any other process by which the Treasury of the United States 
can be relieved from the enormous burden of incompetent clerical 
force? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the gentleman 
to this extent. In the hearings before the committee in connec- 
tion with this proposed legislation the question came before us. 
Under existing law, current as it has been for several years past, 
section 3, on page 150 of the bill, is the paragraph applicable to 
the employees of the Government. In that paragraph,as it is 
now in the bill, we use the language ‘‘ compensation of any per- 
sons incapacitated for performing such service,’’ whereas it for- 
merly read ‘‘ permanently incapacitated for performing such 
service.’’ In other words, we strike out the word ‘** permanently ”’ 


| for the reason the Department in its action rarely if ever finds a 
But is not that, as suggested | 


man permanently incapacitated. 

The House can debate that proposed amendment when we reach 
it, but I simply give this to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] as the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that it would be wise legislation to change the language and strike 
out the word ‘‘ permanently.’’ That would leave the law for the 
next year as it now appears in that section of the bill. We then 
throw the onus of conclusion upon the Department heads. I do 
not suppose anyone could determine whether a man is perma- 
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nently incapacitated unless he were suffering from such a thing 
as a stroke of paralysis in most serious form or injuries of extremely 
serious character. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is new legislation upon this bill. It can 
be debated when we reach the paragraph and then discussed 
generally. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt 
the gentleman for just a moment to make a suggestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has 
not quite answered my question. I want to know to what extent 
this Incapacity, permanent or temporary, partial or complete, 
exists in the Department. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ican not answer how they would construe 
our law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Take it all, take the whole line of inca- 
pacity, what per cent of the present clerical force in the various 
Departments does the gentleman believe, from his knowledge, 
comes under the classification of ** incapacity?’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is a question I can not answer the gen- 
tleman, because I would not desire to answer him incorrectly. 
There was nothing before our committee which would enable us 
to determine, but it has been a subject of debate, as the gentle 
man remembers, for several years, and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Roprnson] has taken up the subject and discussed it 
several times in the House. It is a matter that we will leave to 
the heads of the Departments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has been going on since 1883, but no 
bill for the relief of this sort of situation has ever been reported 
back to this House during a period of twenty years. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But, briefly stated, the appropria- 
tion bill has twice borne the express language that the gentleman 
now reports. Twice it was presented by me asan amendment ac- 
cepted by the Appropriations Committee; but four times the bill 
has gone to the Senate and has come back with this provision 
eliminated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And I complain that the confer- 
ence committee permits it to be eliminated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Showing that fortifications are along the 
entire line of frontier. guarding the sacred entrances to the offic: 
of the purveyors of the patronage of this entire Federal Govern- 
ment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield sixty minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama {[Mr. UNDERWoopD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, it is now apparent to all 
that the leaders of the Republican party in national affairs are 
wedded to their idols and are firmly resolved to maintain without 
change their do-nothing, stand-pat policies in reference to the 
taxation levied under the present tariff schedule. Notwithstand- 
ing the warnings given them in the last public utterances of our 
martyred President, William McKinley, notwithstanding their 
repeated promises for a modification of the present tariff rates, 
and notwithstanding the threatened industrial stagnation, caused 
partially by overproduction and a glutted market, they appear to 
wholly misapprehend the industrial conditions of the country and 
seem determined to maintain the present rates of the Dingley bill 
so long as they remain in power, regardless of consequences. 

It is not my intention to engage in a general discussion of tariff 
schedules. I will leave that to the statesmen in Congress, and to 
them I will leave also the theoretical question as to whether in- 
dustrial America of to-day obtained her supremacy in the markets 
of the world by reason of her natural resources or by reason of 
protective policies and paternal legislation. It is not a question 
of inventing a locomotive engine; it is a question of carrying 
freight. It is not a question of whether the sun will shine; it is 
a question of what we shall do in the broad light of day. Itis not 
a question of the past, but of the present. It is not a theoretical 
question, but a practicalone. Itis nota question of keeping other 
nations out of our markets, but of selling our products in their 
markets. Itis not a question of production, but one of disposing 
of our surplus products. It is a question in which capital and 
labor alike are interested; but within the time allotted to me I 
can not discuss the question in all its phases and will limit my 
discussion to the statement of a few facts showing the effect of 
the present policies of the Republican party on the capital and 
labor of the country engaged in the iron and steel manufactures. | 


| 


| 


That would be new legislation upon this 


CONDITION OF COUNTRY WHEN REPUBLICAN PARTY 


POWER. 


FIRST CAME INTO 


When the Republican party first came into power and entered | 
on its protective-tariff policies, more than one-half of the area of | 
the United States was a wilderness. The great continental rail- 
roads connecting the Atlantic with the Pacific Ocean had not been | 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| built. 


| mat 








JANUARY 12, 





Civilization had not reached much farther than those 
States bordering the western banks of the Mississippi River, and 
even on the east side of the Mississippi River there were vast 
tracts of uncultivated and unoccupied public lands. The civil 
war gave a market for and encouraged manufactures of all kind 
Immediately after the war the building of the transcontinental] 
railroads was begun, and the settlers followed the building o{ 
these roads and developed the country. For more than twenty- 
five years after that time a vast army of immigrants poured into 
this country from northern Europe. people of our own blood, who 
went into this western country to build their homes and develop 
its resources. From 1865 to 1885 the total amount of this im: 
gration amounted to as much as the population of the thirteen 
colonies during the Revolutionary war. 

















A HOME MARKET THAT WAS ABLE TO CONSUME ALL THE GOODS WE 
MANUFACTURED. 





The development of this western country and the vast number 
of inmigrants going into it created a great market for our ma 
factured goods. The manufacturing plants of that day were not 
able to supply the demand. The home market consumed th 
tire products of the factories and foundries of America. Ne 
sarily very little regard was given by the manufacturer of tha 
day, or of the workman of that day, to foreign markets. He re- 
alized that he could not supply the home demand, and his sole 
idea was to hold the American market without competition. 

But conditions have vastly changed since that day and ti 
The West has become settled. There is but little available land 
leit for settlement. The immigration has changed. Instead of 
immigrants coming from northern Europe, who went West 
home builders, the great percentage of the immigration to 
comes from eastern Europe and remains congested in the great 
cities of the East, as competitors of the labor of the country, in- 
stead of supplying new markets for the manufactures, as the) 
at the former period. Instead of the manufacturers of this coun- 
try being unable to supply the home demand. the home market 
to-day is unable to consume the manufactured products « 
country. Instead of the manufacturer looking solely to the hom 
market to take care of his productions, he is now earnestly en 
oring to find foreign markets to consume his surplus product 
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DEVELOPMENT OF PRODUCTION OF IRON 


DECADES. 


AND STEEL IN THE LAST 






It is hard to realize what a vast development there has | 
the production of manufactured goods in this country in tl 
four decades and es>ecially in the last ten years. It wo 
impossibe for me, within the time a!lot‘ed, to take up all th 
grent manufacturing interests of the country and show their 
enormous productions and development. Eut as iron is 
the necessities of life and commerce, and as it ranks foremo-t in 
the gross value of the manufactured goods produced, | 
endeavor to show how enormous’y the production of ir 
stecl manufactures has grown, the amount of their prod 
to-day, and the necessity of obtaining an outlet in the mar 
the world for the sale of theirsurplus production. We find t 
that instead of there being any great danger from the in 
tion of iron and steel into this country, the manufacturers | 
Birmingham Pittsburg, and Chicago districts are shippin 
iron, steel rails, and other steel and iron manufactures in 
markets of Europe, where they are able to compete wi 
manufacturers of England, Germany, and Belgium after | 
freight acro:s the Atlantic Ocean. 

In order to obtain some idea of the vast proportions to w! 
this industry has grown. it is necessary for me to call your 
tion to a few facts showing the amount of production to-d 
find that during the year 1902 the fuel consumed by the 
furnaces of this country was about 16,000,000 tons of coke, 1.! 
tons of coal. and 300.000 tons of charcoal. In order for the | n 
mind to grasp these vast figures, it is necessary to state t! 
some other terms than just the number of tons that wer 
sumed. . 

The 16,000,000 tons of coke would make a pyramid 40) ! 
square and 6,500 feet high, towering as high as a mountal 
its base being as large as anordinary city block. The coal 
e a pyramid 200 feet square and 1,300 feet high, and th 
coal a pyramid 200 feet square and 850 feet high. The lin 
used as a flux in the production of pig iron made that year wis 
9,490,090 tons, which would make a pyramid 5,500 feet 
and 200 feet square. The above-mentioned material pr 
17,821,307 tons of pig iron, about doubling the production of ten 
years ago. Of the above pig iron, 2,947,933 tons represen! [ue 
amount of iron and steel converted into steel rails. Ke 

If all of these steel rails had been converted into one ral! 
portioned according to the standard rail, it would be a mil 
one-fifth long, 81 feet high, 81 feet across the base, and 43 feet oD 
the tread. Two million six hundred and sixty-five thousand four 
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hundred and nine tons of iron that year were converted into steel These trains are moved to the wharves and the cars automatic- 
plate. If this had all been converted into the thinnest steel plate | ally dump into ships. From there they are carried to Cleveland 


known and in one sheet it would cover an area of 420,000 square | or other ports near the Pittsburg market and the ore is raised and 
miles, or seven times the area of the District of Columbia, and | reloaded on cars automatically, so that now the Pittsburg district 
two-fifths the size of Jefferson County, Ala., in which my home | has obtained a most excellent and very cheap ore for the manu- 


issituated. Outof theiron produced that year 10,982,246 hundred- | facture of its pigiron. In the Birmingham district the iron ore, 
pound kegs of wire nails and 1,633,246 hundred-pound kegs of cut | coal, and lime rock, all the ingredients that are necessary to pro- 








nails were made. There were in operation 725 established plants | duce a ton of pig iron, lay within a very few miles of the furnaces, 
engaged in the manufacture of iron and steel, employing 222,490 | and the cost of assembling the raw material at the furnaces has 
wage-earners, who received wages to the amount of $134,739,004, | been reduced toa minimum, so that the cost of production has been 
and the total value of whose products amounted to $835,749,034. | vastly reduced since the Republican party first entered upon its 

These figures give some idea of the enormous plants, the pro- | policy of protecting the home market for our home manufactures 
duction of iron and steel, how greatly the value of its products | against foreign competition, and on the other hand, as I have 
have entered into the general business of the country, and how | stated, the American manufacturers of to-day are now seeking 
many American citizens are dependent on its success for their | foreign competition in foreign markets. It has long been the 


daily wages. The reason for the enormous increase of the pro- | boast of the Republican politicians that the protectionist legisla- 


duction of iron and steel in this country is probably due to two | tion of the Republican party was friendly to the workingman be- 
causes: First, the enormous home and foreign demand foriron and | cause it protected him against foreign competition. Whatever 


stee! growing out of the fact that it is used so much more largely | that may have been in the past, I want the wage-earners in the 
in construction work of all kinds than formerly; secondly, it | furnaces, factories, steel plants, rolling mills, mines, and quarries 
is due to the fact of the great decrease in the cost of production. | of my district to understand what effect that policy has, so far as 
In the early history of the iron and steel development of this | they are concerned, to-day. 
country the Bessemer steel converter wasunknown. Itsinvention 
greatly decreased the cost of making steel, and the rapidity with 
which it could be done greatly increased the production. In 1897, with a Democratic tariff on the statute books, Mr. Mc- 
At that time the great veins of ore on the southern and western | Kinley was elected President of the United States. The Repub- 
coasts of Lake Superior were undeveloped and unused. Theclose | licans and protectionists obtained control of both branches of the 
roximity of the iron ore to the coal and lime rock in the Birming- | Congress and had the President. They enacted what has since 
am district had not been realized by the world at large and was | been known as the Dingley bill, and placed on the statute books 
practically undeveloped. To-day, besides the labor-saving devices | the highest tariff schedules that haveever been known in the his- 
that have been employed in recent years, the ore fields of the | tory of this country. I therefore think that as fair a comparison 
Lake Superior region have been developed, and it is notable that | as we can obtain as to the result of this legislation can be found 
out of one mine alone 5,800 tons are taken out a day; that they | in a comparison of conditions from 1897 down to a period as near 
have steam shovels with a capacity of 5 tons of iron ore at astroke, | the present day as the figures can be obtained. The table which 
and with them they can fill a 25-ton car in two minutes and a | I will now read is taken from the annual report of the American 
half, or at the rate of 600 tons per hour, Iron and Steel Association. 


PRODUCTION OF IRON AND STEEL. 















































Articles. 1897. | 1898. 1899. 1900. 1901. | 192. 
AEG See i et i te 
Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. | Tons. 
PE Os RP a aed RRENES Chede wcenkncsnstcceestvads coon ndeceesicaasesces 9, 652, 680 11, 773, 934 13, 620, 703 13, 789, 242 15, 878, 854 17,821, 307 
Spiegeleisen and ferromanganese, included in pig iron 173, 685 213, 769 219, 768 255, 97 WUEGUUE Nediccces<ccaun 
Finished iron and steel: | 
Bar, hoop, skelp, etc., and structural shapes, not including wire rods -... 8,081, 760 8, 941, 957 4,996, 801 4, 390, 697 ET Eiwisicccouunns 
SUPUCtUIAL GDANOE, IMGIUNGCd BHOVE «... oc nccccccccccccccconccecccesccecccccece 583, 790 702,197 850, 376 815, 161 i 5 | See 
IGRI EEE SOUS os. . s  sdch ebhied eubduwidonewhdinddhabes 970, 738 1,071, 683 1, 086, 398 846, 291 EE Eh cccas anantane 
I cease heanibians mnie diamine 1, 207, 286 1, 448, 301 1, 908, 505 1, 794, 528 2, 254, 425 | 2, 665, 409 
eo. te suacantiieeaunegh aoancmnouneinennd 94, 054 70, 188 85, 015 70, 245 RE Ceictcietgecnteeutmmcetes 
Wr iO ees S avec lic bcdecctunesce (uaddikinditudhek clades unsonuetiusadmeewsa 401, 663 351, 181 840,095 822,945 A | =e 
Rolled, including cut nails and excluding rails...........................-- 5, 353, 836 | 6,532, 129 8,021,719 7,101,761 9, 474, 688 | TR cse 
Rolled, including both cut nails and rails. ...... 22.2... ...ccnnesee ceccnncee- 7,001, 728 | 8, 513, 370 | 10, 294, 419 9, 487,443 | 12,349,327 Jatin 
Rails: j 
Bessemer steel ...............-- ae a eet aia 1, 644, 520 | 1,976, 702 2, 270,585 2, 383, 654 2,870,816 
I eee nll ctrl 500 | 1, 220 523 1,333 2, 093 
Nee eee nn enn cocevenermnenana 2,872 | 8, 319 1,592 | 695 | 1,730 | 
Ne tae, Je ed ceu Subbaddiebeemiséeceusanseenees 1,647, 892 | 1,981, 241 2,272,700} 2,885,682] 2,874,639 | 
i ihe 22,244 | 143, 815 154, 246 | EE Crtsinectinonin Di le aac 
Bteel ingots and castings: 
i an ab elnlaeee 5, 475, 815 6, 609, 017 7, 586, 854 6, 684, 770 i | 
iis dniinndinnine canunnncanatiasencesesneepusensebennensann coned 1, 608, 671 2, 230, 292 2,947, 316 8, 398, 135 Ge Uxsedcsnsecacce 
ano ees nein naan iueebamaneneasabene 69, 959 89, 747 101, 213 100, 562 SE Wists tlestdinrintosare 
Ser OE EEIT OD ne. sanded abudes Ubdackanubeecsesebtbaqeaeoes 8, 012 8, 801 4,974 4, 862 ThE Ditionescmmaetie 
I elias 7, 156, 957 8, 932, 857 10, 639, 857 10, 188, 829 PED Bildncccccdcuen 
Ore, pig, and te bcann bainienbagnenmhedhenn onbaet 8,614 8,112 13, 074 12, 947 eink Sixt ieaticetig 
Se ead A I dn caclinnsddhcsnhnbcighulasccbetedeenccnsssieneecseesess 256, 598 826, 915 860, 875 B02, 665 PEE Pecteceensenes 


a 





From this table it will be seen that in the year 1897 the total | show later, the markets of Europe are being closed to us by reason 
production of pig iron in this country was, in round figures, | of our present policies, or, rather, the policies of the party in 
9,650,000 tons and that in 1902 it had increased to 17,800,000 | power; and if we do not find markets to consume this product, 
tons. You say this is an argument in favor of the Republi- we will shortly find the wheels of industry stopped and men ont 
¢an party and shows its development of this industry. But | of employment. Theenormous increase in production can not be 
wait. In order that this increase shall be of benefit to the wage- | due to the fact that a protective tariff has prevented foreign com- 
earner and the American manufacturer, you must show that | petition, for you will find from the table of imports of iron and 
the conditions are such that markets can be found for the sale | steel which I will now read that the importation of pig iron into 





of this product in normal times and that it will not be fol-| this country in 1897, under a Democratic tariff, was only 22,159 
lowed by idle furnaces and idle factories. To some extent the | tons; that in 1902, under a Republican tariff, it had increased to 
market that has consumed this enormous amount of iron was | 158,961 tons, a very small amount in either case, but showing 
caused by the consumption of iron in the Spanish-Ameri- | an increase under the present tariff rates rather than under the 
can war and the Boer war in South Africa, and also by the | former one, which does not indicate that the tariff controls 
great increase of the navies of the civilized nations of the | the question as to iron and steel at all. And again, we find in 
World, the table that I will read that in 1897 the total importation of iron 
and steel manufactures, in round figures, amounted to $16,000,000, 
— in 1902 it had increased to $27,000,000 under the Dingley 
ill, 


FOREIGN MARKETS FOR SURPLUS PRODUCTS, 
A great deal of our pig iron has gone abroad, but, as I will 
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Articles. 





Iron and steel, and manufacturers of: 


tons ..... 
DIET CRDi ck nndddssabecubderecbinctnsdenssecngndanesmed dutiable. {Gollars <1 
‘ 
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OVERPRODUCTION AT HOME. 

A few years ago pig iron was selling in the Birmingham market 
at $18, $19, and $20 per ton. To-day it is selling at $9.50 and $10 
a ton, and proportionately the same prices obtain in Pittsburg, 
Cincinnati, and Chicago, although a little higher than the Bir- 
mingham market. A few years ago the yards of the furnaces 
were empty. In none of them could you see a pile of surplus 
iron. To-day there is hardly a furnace in the country that is not 
carrying a large quantity of pig iron in its yards. With a falling 
market and a diminished demand, as indicated by the iron re- 
maining in the yards of the furnaces or on the warrant yards, it 
is evident that the market for the sale of pig iron has diminished, 
and the same is true of all other manufactures of iron and steel. 
As I stated, in 1897 we had commenced the sale of our surplus 
products abroad. From a third to a fourth of the production of 

ig iron in the Birmingham district was sold in foreign markets. 
Bince that time we find that the enactment of the Dingley tariff 
bill has largely affected our foreign sales to our own detriment. 


FOREIGN NATIONS DISCRIMINATE AGAINST AMERICAN EXPORTS ON ACCOUNT 
OF THE DINGLEY BILL. 


We find that on account of the discriminations of the Dingley 
bill, France, soon after its enactment, discriminated against 
American manufactures and practically drove them out of the 
French market. We are able to sell our iron and steel in the 
markets of England and can not compete with the English iron- 
master in the French markets because we are compelled to pay 
$1.50 a ton on pig iron and $11.60 on steel rails, and so on through- 
out the iron and steel schedule, for the importation of our goods 
into France—more than other countries have to pay to take their 
manufactures into France. This ogee destroys this mar- 
ket for our manufactured goods, but we are still left a great 
market for our agricultural products, as shown by our exports 
for 1903, which amounted to $75,092,466, whereas our imports 
from France into this country amounted to $90,050,072, and now, 
because the Senate of the United States rejected the French 
reciprocity treaty, France has recently discriminated against the 
products of our farms, which will still further increase the bal- 
ance of trade against us. 

The building of the transcontinental Russian railway and open- 
ing up of the Siberian country is developing a vast market for the 

roducts of the world. We should have our share of this market, 

ut shortly after the enactment of the Dingley tariff bill the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, under President McKinley’s Administra- 
tion, used the machinery of that act to discriminate against Rus- 
sian beet sugar, excluding an amount less than $300,000 in value 
under the pretense that it was bounty-paid sugar, with the result 
that Russia has enacted a new tari w increasing the tax on 
American goods exported to that country over 50 per cent, and this 
applies to agricultural as well as manufact goods. Russia 
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bought of us in the year 1903 $15,889,601 worth of the products of 
this country and sold to us $9,234,739 worth of their productions, 
leaving a balance in our favor of $6,654,862, which balance will 
be greatly diminished by Russia’s new discriminating tariff against 
us, instead of our greatly increasing our exports to that country 
and finding markets in the newly developing regions of Siberia, 
as we could if it were not for the discriminations made against our 
products. 

On account of the discriminations of the Dingley Act against 
products of Germany, mostly beet sugar, that country has passed 
an act discriminating against the products of this country. This 
tariff increased the duty on flour $4.06 per barrel, or 149 per cent; 
on wheat, 584 cents per bushel, or 115 per cent; on rye, 10) per 
cent; on oats, 148 per cent; on corn,113 per cent; on horses and 
mules, 400 per cent; on cattle and beef, 100 per cent. This is but 
an illustration, under this new tariff act, of the effect it will have 
on our commerce on farm products as well as manufactured gooils 
exported from this country toGermany. Now the discrimination 
of Germany against us amounts to more than 50 per cent of the 
the former tax we had to pay on our exports to that country. 

This is injuring our foreign trade in an enormous market. al 
one where the balance of trade was are in our favor, for in 
the year ending June 80, 1903, we sold to Germany $190,896, +! 
worth of our products, and we bought from her $119,772,511 worth 
of her products, leaving a balance in our favor of $71,125, 
Switzerland, Venezuela, and Brazil have all increased their tariff 
‘taxes against our goods, decreasing our exports and narrowing 
our markets, and now the news comes across the water that Mr. 
Chamberlain, the English statesman, is endeavoring to persuade 
the English Parliament to adopt a policy of discrimination ayainst 
us. In 1903 we sold to the tnited Tiagdon of Great Britain 
$516,986,416 worth of our manufactured and farm products and 
bought of Great Britain $190,021,658 worth of her products, leav- 
ing the enormous balance of $326,964,758 in our favor. Let = 
read you a table showing the imports and exports of the Umte 
States for 1903: 


Imports and exports for 1908. 
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Which shows a balance in our favor of $394,422,342 of exports 
over imports with the entire world, which is little more than the 
amount of the balance of trade in our favor with Great Britain. 
Now, should the British Government enact a discriminating tariff 
against us, a8 France, Germany, Russia, and other European 
countries have done, by reason of our discriminating tariffs against 
them, practically the entire balance of trade that is now in our 
favor would be wiped out, our foreign markets destroyed, and idle 
furnaces and factories would be the result in this country, with 
thousands of workmen without employment. 


CONDITIONS THAT GOVERN THE TRADE OF THE TIME, 


The trade of nations is largely governed by the same rules and 
the same causes that govern and affect the trade of individuals. 
We trade with the man that we like, and we refuse to trade with 
the man that we dislike; we trade with the man that we believe 
gives us the best bargain, and not with the man that we believe 
tries to take advantage of us; we trade with the man who is will- 
ing in turn to trade with us, and not with the man who refuses 
to buy that which we have to sell. We can not expect foreign 
nations to invite us to their markets when we exclude them from 
ours. We can not expect them to grant us advantages which we 
are unwilling to return. There was a time when our home mar- 
ket. as 1 have said before, consumed our entire manufactured 
products and when it was unnecessary for us to consider what 
effect our action at home would have on our foreign trade. But 
to-day, when we are admittedly producing more than we can con- 
sume in both our manufactures and agriculture, our development 
must cease or we must find markets for our surplus products. 

As I have shown above, foreign markets instead of being de- 
veloped are being closed to us by reason of the discriminations 
made against the importations of other countries, and yet the 
Republican party contends that it is benefiting the American 
workman by the maintenance of the present discriminating Ding- 
ley rates and its stand-pat policies. Another reason why we can 
not expect to develop our foreign trade without we are willing to 
allow other nations to trade with us is the fact that it costs a 
ship just as much to cross the seas empty as it does to cross the 
seas With a cargo. We can not sell our products in the South 
American markets in competition with English manufacturers, 
not because they manufacture and sell their goods cheaper at 
home than we do, but because they can reach these markets with 
a less freight rate than wecan. To illustrate, when they send 
abroad a cargo of coal or manufactured goods, the ship after it 
reaches its destination in the South American ports is reloaded 
with the products of that country and returns home with a full 
cargo. The return freight pays the charges of the ship coming 
home, and the exported goods are only required to pay the trans- 
portation charges for the outgoing voyage. 

On the other hand, when we ship our goods to the South Amer- 
ican markets, on account of our high discriminating Dingley tar- 
iff rates most of the products of that country are excluded from 
our markets and the ship is required to return home empty and 
the owners of the outgoing cargo are required to pay the freight 
both ways. In other words, the English exporter pays one freight 

and the American exporter pays two freights. The difference in 
the freight charges amounts to a fair profit, enabling our com- 
petitor to undersell us and exclude us from those markets. Now, 
what effect will these conditions have on the American manufac- 
turer and the American wage-earner? The Republican party 
claims that it is through its management and through its policies 
that the wages of the American laborer have been increased. 
EFFECT ON LABOR. 


Unquestionably the es have slightly increased during the 
last decade, but in all probability a large portion of this increase 
is due to the American labor organizations and not to conditions 
existing then and now. But can the American laborer maintain 
this increase in his wa: in time to come? I can conceive of a 
condition where there is a demand for all the goods produced by 
the American manufacturer at a price at which the manufacturer 
can make a profit, where every laborer in the country is employed, 
and no surplus labor in the market. With united action these wage- 
earners can maintain or increase their wages up to a point where 
they would destroy a fair profit for the manufacturer. But the 
furnaces and factories will run only so long as the owners thereof 
can run at a profit. 

The same is true of any other business. When the conditions 
in this country reach a point where no market can be found for a 

Tge portion of our manufactured goods somebody must stop 
manufacturing. When that plantshuts down it leaves men with- 
a employment. Thesemen can not starve. They must getem- 
Ployment, and in the end they become the competitors of those 
who have employment. ere you have two positions hunting 

or one man, labor can maintain its wage seule bud where you 
ve two men hunting for one position—whether there is organ- 
labor or not—it will be impossible to maintain a wage scale 
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until wages are reduced to a point where the surplus labor in that 

industry can not find employment and is driven to other occupa- 

tions. 

HOW DESTRUCTION OF FOREIGN MARKETS WILL AFFECT OUR MANUFAC- 
TURES. 


Now, in ~~ judgment, the destruction of our foreign markets 
by the Republican party is leading to-day and must ultimately 
lead to idle furnaces and factories. When that is done, neces- 
sarily a large number of men will be thrown out of employment 
and are being thrown out of employment to-day. Then the 
price of labor in the iron and steel manufactures will be reduced, 
as it has always been reduced in the past under these conditions, 
and unless some action is taken to open aguin the markets that 
are being closed to us the American laborer will be the sufferer 
as well as the manufacturer. : 

For this reason I believe that the time has come when a change 
in our present tariff schedules is growing imperative. We can 
not have free trade no matter what theories we indulgein. It is 
an impractical question to-day. We must raise revenue to sup- 
port this Government, and when the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided that the income-tax law was unconstitutional the 
effect of that decision was that for all time to come a part of the 
revenue of thisGovernment, and a large part of it, must be raised 
by taxes levied on goods imported into this country. But that 
does not necessarily mean a tax placed so high that it practically 
prohibits the importation of any goods atall. On the other hand, 
you can place it so low that very little revenue will be derived 
from the importation of foreign goods. Unquestionably a greater 
amount of revenue could be derived than at present by lowering 
the present Dingley rates without injury to the manufacturing 
interests of the country, and at the same time it would give us an 
opportunity to make terms with foreign nations that would allow 
us to trade in their markets. 

As I have stated above, it is absolutely necessary to the pros- 
perity of the iron and steel industry of this country that we 
should have markets in which our surplus products can overflow 
in times when a normal home market can not absorb them. The 
iron and steel industry is one that is so great and one that comes 
in contact with the daily life of every individual to such an ex- 
tent that it is impossible for any man or set of men, corporation 
or combination of corporations, to control it in good times or bad 
times. The average cost of production of a ton of pig iron in the 
United States is probably somewhere near $10 per ton, although 
pig iron can be produced in some sections of the country at a 
much lower figure than this, and of this $10 per ton over $8 is ex- 
pended for labor in the production of it, and for the labor used in 
the mining of the raw material—such as coal, limerock, and iron 
ore. 

As I have stated above, in the year 1902 the production of pig 
iron in this country amounted to 17,821,000 tons. At acost of $10 
per ton for production this would amount to $178,000,000 that the 
furnaces of this country are required to pay out each year. The 
combined iron interests of the country are not strong enough to 
carry this enormous outlay in their yards in the shape of pig iron 
for any great length of time. Therefore, when the demand falls 
off and there is a surplusage of pigiron in the market the weaker 
furnaces must cut the price, with the result that it falls very 
rapidly. In other words, although articles manufactured of iron 
and steel are a necessity in civilized life, yet they are the one 
necessity in life in which the greatest economy can be shown in 
times of depression. 

When hard times come the housewife can make the cooking 
stove last a few years longer. The railroads buy no more equip- 
ment or new rails than is absolutely necessary. There isno money 
for investment, and the building of steel-frame buildings stops. 
The farmer patches his old plow, and along the whole line the 
demand for iron falls off, with the result that stagnation follows, 
prices come down to the cost of production, and many men are 
thrown out of employment. But if we can find a market abroad 
to absorb this surplus product when dull times come at home, the 
prices can be sustained and the factories and furnaces kept in 
operation and the laborer receive his wages. Of course, aftera 
long era of depression, when the rails of the railroads are worn 
out, new equipments are required, and the house needs refurnish- 
ing and the farmer a new plow, an era of prosperity sets in and 
with it comes an enormous demand for iron and steel, a demand 
that this country is unable to supply. 

Everybody wants iron and steel at the same time, and neces- 
sarily the price advances away beyond the cost of production. 
Profits become enormous and old plants are put into operation 
that can not be worked at a profit at normal times. Surplus 
capital is induced to rush into the iron and steel business with- 
out considering the effect of the investment when the time of 
overproduction is reached. This is ially brought about by 
a high protective tariff that prevents foreign iron and steel from 
coming into the country and relieving the excessive demand. In 
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my judgment, as I have stated above, it is impracticable at this 
day and time to have absolutely free trade. On many articles 
the iron and steel schedules under the Dingley bill are prohibitive, 
allowing little if any relief in times of great demand to come 
from the outside, and it seems to me that it would be better for 
the producer of iron who has capital invested in the business, and 
the wage-carner in iron and steel manufactories, to seek a normal 
market if possible rather than to contend with the two extremes. 
In times of low prices there is no question about the American 
manufacturer controlling the home market, because he can make 
iron and steel cheaper than can be made anywhere else in the 
world. In times of excessive high prices, in my judgment, it 
would be better to allow some foreign iron to come in and relieve 
the situation and hold down the prices to a reasonable profit 
rather than to have excessive high prices that induce old furnaces, 
that can not be run at a profit in normal times, to go back into 
operation, and induce the abnormal building of new plants that 
go to swell the amount of overproduction in normal times. In 
other words, for a man who derives his income or earns his daily 
bread from the manufacture of iron and steel it is better to avoid 
the two extremes of the market as far as possible and feel that 
he can rely on his trade or investment as a certainty, year in and 
year out; and it goes without saying that under these conditions 
a government would derive a revenue from the importations of 
iron and steel in years of excessive high prices, whereas under 
the present prohibitive tariff it practically derives none at all. 
WHAT THE REPUBLICAN PARTY HAS DONE FOR THE WAGE-EARNERS. 
But to return to the comparison of what the Republican party 
has done for the wage-earner in this country in the period be- 
tween July, 1897, and the present day, it is well for us to look at 
what it cost a laborer in this country to live at that time and 
what it costs to-day. The table which I will read shows the 
— proportionate to consumption of the various necessities of 

















ife, and cost of living from January 1, 1897, to January 1, 1903. 
Prices proportioned to consumption. 
Dairy | I. : 
> eink de |“and | Other | Cloth- jar, Miscel- 
Date. | stuffs, | Meats. | gar- | food. | ing. Metals. | ae Total. 
| den. ous. 
Januaryi— | 
oe $11. 729 | $7.327 \$10. 456 | $8.170 |$12. 407 |$13. 014 |$12. 390 | $75. 502 
ee 13.511 | 7.336 | 12.371 | 8.312 | 14.654 | 11.572 | 12.184 | 79.940 
__ ae | 13.816 | 7.520 | 11.458 | 9.096 | 14.150 | 11.843 | 12.550 | 80. 423 
OND... dncie | 13.254] 7.258 13.702 | 9.200 | 17.484 | 18.085 | 16.312 | 95.295 
OEE eiecmdendl 14.486 | 8.407 | 15.556 | 9.504 | 16.024 | 15.810 | 15.881 | 95.668 
Ey iisieei 20.002 | 9.670 | 15.248 | 8.952 | 15.547 | 15.375 | 16.793 | 101.587 
ESS. | 17.104} 9.522 | 14.613 | 9.418 15. 988 17.185 | 16.576 100. 356 
| | 
Cost of living nearly 30 per cent greater in 1903 than in 1897. 


From these figures it is shown that on the ist day of January, 
1897, the proportionate cost of living amounted to $75.50, and on 
the ist day of January, 1903, amounted to $100.35, showing that 
there has been an increased cost of living of over 30 per cent. In 
breadstuffs the increase amounts to $3.40; in meats to $2.20; in 
dairy and garden products to $4.16 and other food products to 
$1.24; in clothing to $3.53, and in miscellaneous articles to $4.18. 
On the other hand, the increase in metals amounts to $4.17, and 
on account of the rapidly decreasing prices of iron and steel 
manufactures in the last year and its continuance, I have no doubt 
that if I had the figures down to the ist of January, 1904, they 
would sLow practically no increase at allin the metal schedules 
since 1897. So, sofarasthe worker in iron and steel is concerned, 
he finds the cost of living has increased a very great deal since 
1897, when the Dingley bill was enacted, and,on the other hand, 
he finds that the overproduction in the home market is driving 
the prices of iron down where, if it continues, it must necessarily 
force his wages back to the level of that year. In order that I 
t have accurate data in reference to the wage scales, I re- 
1ested the Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor to inform me 
on the subject, and in answer to my request I received the letter 
which I will now read: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 


BUREAU OF LABOR, 
Washington, January 7, 1904. 


94 
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Hon. O. W. UnpERWoop, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DzAk Sik: In compliance with your verbal request some days ago for in- 
formation as to the increase of wages since 1896, I beg tosay that this Bureau 
has no information as to wages from 1900 to 1908 which would enable me to 
furnish you with a definite statement as to the increase. The last report on 
wages, which is contained in Bulletin 29, a copy of which is sent you by to- 
day’s mail, under separate cover, carries the data only to the end of 1899. 

The Bureau has been engaged for some months on an extensive investi 
tion into rates of wages, which will cover a great number of representative 
establishments and thereby furnish a perfectly fair basis for a calculation as 
to the course of wages from 1890 to 1903, inclusive. Unfortunately, this report 
will not be made until the latter part of this year, as much of the field work 
yet remains to be done. 

Anestimate which was made in 1902 indicates that the increase of wages 
from 1896 to 1901, inclusive, amounted to about 15 per cent. It should be re- 
membered, however, that this is but an estimate, and that the results of a 


| 





| ried on, may show a somewhat different figure. 


more extensive investigation from actual pay rolls, which is now beir 


1g car- 
Regretting that Ican not furnish you with more definite informati 


regard to the matter, == 
Iam, very respectfully, G. W. W. Hanarr, 
Acting Commissioner. 

The bulletin referred to in this letter on an average shows prac- 
tically no increase in wages from 1896 to 1899, as far as it carries 
the investigation, for those engaged in iron and steel manufac. 
tures; but the net result is that the cost of living has been in- 
sreased over 30 per cent and the increase in wages is not over 15 
per cent, for all of which our Republican friends say the Ameri 
wage-earner must thank the present Administration. For when 
the manufacturer can no longer sell his product at a profit he 
must of necessity eitl 


Tore 
inne 


her reduce wages or close down his furnaces 
or his factory, so that the wage-earner in the furnaces and facto- 
ries, coal mines and iron-ore banks gains nothing by the stand- 
pat, do-nothing, exclusive idea of the Republican party. On the 
other hand, it puts their daily wage in jeopardy and is bringing 
about stagnation in the business interests from which they earn 
their daily bread. 

REPUBLICAN PARTY REFUSES TO PROTECT AMERICAN LABOR AGA 

PAUPER LABOR OF EUROPE. 

AsI have said before, the Republican party makes its boast 
that it is the friend of the laborer in this country, and that by its 
protective policies it has protected him against the cheap labor of 


‘ST 


Europe. Yet, as I have shown, we are to-day producing the 
cheapest iron and steelin the world, and the same is true in most 
of our othermanufactures. When we can undersell the European 
manufacturer in his own market, certainly there is no protection 


to the American laborer no matter what the wages that may 
paid to the foreign wage-earner. Our great natural r 
American inventions, and the greater skill and capacity of t 


American workman enables us in most instances to produce 
our goods at a lower cost than the same goods are produced in 
European countries and pay a better wage scale to the ls r 
at home. But there is an instance in which the Repu in 
party has had, and still has, the opportunity to protect the 


American laborer against the competition of the pauper labor of 
Europe, but instead of doing so it has kept the flood gates for 
foreign immigration open wide and has entered into an unholy 
alliance with the steamship lines of the world to flood the United 
States with European labor that is not up to the American siand- 
ard and pulls down the American wage scale. 

With the exception of two years, during the first part of Presi- 
dent Cleveland’s second Administration, the Republican party 
either has been in absolute control or partial control of this Goy- 
ernment since 1861. In the first part of that period there was no 
necessity to close the doors against European immigration, for 
most of it came from Germany, France, Sweden, Norway, Great 
Britain, and other European countries. They went into tho 
western country and developed our Republic. They were people 
of our own blood, our kith and kin. We absorbed them in o 
generation, and they created new markets for our manufactures. 
But in the last two decades a very small proportion of our immi- 


grants are from northern Europe. Most of them are gathered 
up by the steamship companies and their agents from s01 nm 
and eastern Europe. They area people who are not capabie ol 
coming up to the American standards of living and of lite and 


Yet the Republica: 


pull down the American wage scale. n party 
proxen 


has made no effort as a party, except by promises and 
pledges, to relieve the situation at all. 

During the last Congress I offered on the floor of the Hone, and 
succeeded in passing, an amendment to the immigration | P 
which this flood tide of foreign immigration into this coi y 


ttee on l- 


would have been decreased. The Republican Committ 
migration in the House refused to support the bill; but with 
Democratic votes and the aid of so-ne of the Republican men 
the amendment passed the House and went to the United >t 
Senate, where it was killed in a Republican committee and by 4 

Republican Senate. And yet this indiscriminate immigration !s 
not only a menace to the labor of the country, but is an enor! 
tax that the wage-earners as well as the capitalist of the coun'ry 
must each give their proportion to sustain, for of the 401,00: 
who landed at the port of New York during the six months © 
June 80, 1903, 580 have become public charges, applying vo-un'“ 
rily for aid. 

The average cost of maintaining a pauper is $80 per year 

will cost $46,400 to maintain these 580 paupers each year. 


were 66,400 paupers in the State of New York mainta! / 
the year ending September 30, 1901, at a cost of $15,: ey 
Of these, 28,976 were native born and 37,424 were foreign orl. 
It also cost the city of New York $5,000,000 to mami 
its insane asylumns, and more than half of the inmates 0! ''° 
insane asylumns were shown to be persons born in ! en 


countries. The value of the public buildings and grounds (' - 
it was necessary for the State to build and maintain to *) 
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77,725. The interest on it 


these establishments was $86,1 

- 5 per cent per annum amounts to $3,408,886, making the 

ti — cost to the State of New York to maintain her insane and 
oor $24,850, 508. 

% ore than half of these were foreign-born persons who became 


a charge on the State shortly after they came in this eae So 
a the people of the State of New York are pay ing $12,000,000 
a year to maintain and support the paupers and i insane “i foreign 
ntries by reason of our lax immigration laws. During the 

ear ending June 30, 1903, all the records as to the number of im- 
ierants landed in ‘this ‘country were broken. Eight hundred 
and fifty-seven thousand and forty-six immigrants were landed 
in the United States, as against 648,743 the year before. When 
will this enormous importation of foreign labor cease, and why is 
t continued? It will not cease so long as the party in power lis- 
to the demands of those who are making a profit out of it, and 


it is very easy to put your hand on theinfluences behind the pres- | 


ent Government who have prevented an amendment to the pres- 
ent immigration laws being passed. 

One hundred ships a month are bringing immigrants into the 
single port of New York, and at the average rate of $30 a person 
for steerage passage an enormous revenue of $25 ,711,3 580 was re- 

eive od by the steamship companies last year; and of the great 

imberof immigrants that have been brought in, many of whom 
ere admitted in violation of our present lax and unsatisfactory 


ming in in violation of the law which prohibits a pauper or 
The statistics show that 30 


( 

nt 

\ c 
immigration laws, not one-half of 1 per cent were returned as | 
cl 

1 


insane person from being landed. 


iens out of 10,000 who landed became objects of charity, while | 


there is only about 9 out of every 10,000 native born who became 
yjects of charity. Out of the 648,743 immigrants who came into 
this country in 1902, 3,000 were engaged in professions, 80,000 
were skilled workmen, 400,000 were unskilled laborers, and 150,000 
were women and children. 

If these came from northern Europe, where they are capable of 
coming up to the American standards and American ideas, it 
w i not jeopardize the present wage scale or injure the present 
wage-earner, but, as I stated before, the great bulk of this labor 
comes from southern and eastern Europe, where through centu- 
Tr 
b 
{ 

4; 
i 


o 7 


ies they have been down-trodden and oppressed, where they have 
een compelled to fight for existence, coming to this country with- 
cht for their daily bread. And still thestream continues to pour 
in upon the American labor market. More than 80,000 skilled 
workmen and 420,000 unskilled laborers coming each year in com- 
petition with American labor be — the Republican party will 
not pass legislation that will prot American workmen against 
this competition. What can hom ’ lebue do when it has to come 
in daily contact and daily competition with foreign labor that is 
not up to 7 standard? 
maintain its present wages when ac onstant oversupply of labor 


through immigrati on coming into this country is tearing down 


The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the request 
gentleman will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I have no set speech to make 
to-day to the House, but I want to read an indictment against the 
Republican party, an indictment made by one whose authori ity I 
do not think any Member on that side of the House can disprte. 
It is an indictment which if true ought to drive the present } 


of the 


— tV 
out of power. It isa charge which I believe to be true and which 
I believe will drive that party out of power. I can already seo 
the signs of decrepitude in the grand old elephant. Mow. Mr. 
Chairman, I read from page 8 of the President’s message. He 
says: 

In my last annual message, in connection with the subject of the due regu- 





lation of combinations of capital which are or may become injurio » the 
public, I recommended a special appropriation for the e better enfor onftof 
the antitrust lawas it now stands, to be expe snded under the direc ti mofthe 
Attorney-General. Accordingly (by the legislative, executive, an 1d judicial 





appropriation act of February 25, 1903, 32 § Stat., 
priated, for tho purpose of enforcing the v: 


854, 904) the Congr: 
Federal trust and i: 





triol 





commerce laws, the sum of $500,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Attorney-General in the employment of special counse! and agents in the De- 
partment of Justice to conduct proceedings and prosecutions under said 
aws in the courts of the United States. 
I now recommend, as a matter of the utmost impx rtanc »andurgency, the 
extension of the purposes of this appropriation, so that it may be ay 


ilable, 


under the direction of the Attorney-General, and unt il user 







forcement of the laws of the United St 


ates in general a 1d espe 
ivil and criminal laws 


relating to public lands and the laws rel 




















crimes and offenses and the subjectof naturalization. Recen tigations 

have shown a deplorable state of affairs in these three n | con- 

cern. By various frauds and by forg eries and perjuries, f acres 

of the e public domain, embracing lands of different chara nding 
1 various sections of the cot untry, have been dishonestly acquire: 

ardly necessary to urge the imports ance of recovering these dis hon- 

ui nt stolen from the people, and of promptly and duly pun shing 

senders. speak in another part of this message of the wid read 

by whie i the sacred right of citizenship is fa asst srted an that 






_ able heritage” perverted to base ends. By that is, 
thro - frauds, forgeries, and perjuries, and by shameless rit tho 
laws relating to the proper conduct of the public service in general and to 
the due administration of the Post-Office Department have been notoriously 





| violated. 


education, ready to pull down rather than build up in the | 


How can any organization increase or | 


the American standards of labor and living? You can not in- 
cI the wages or maintain the standard when you have two 
men fighting for one position, and the man who will get the posi- | 


tion in the end will be the man who can live the cheapest, for he 
will work the cheapest. 


eo ae aes ome ee _ | the better it will be for the country. 
c 4 , € € 2 a 


polls and unchecked power for near] 


There is a declaration, sanctioned by the language of your Presi- 
dent, that under this Administration thousands of acres of the 
public lands have been stolen, numerous and incalculable frauds 
upon citizenship have been practiced, and that the laws rel iting 
to the various branches of the Government have been not ori usly 
violated. How can you answer this? Not by the one-sided in- 
vestigation which has been attempted in the Post- Office Depart- 
ment. You can only answer it by joining with this side of the 
House in an independent Congressional investigation that will be 
thorough and energetic and that will go to the bottom of these 
crimes. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

When you do that the infamy and crimes that will be shown 
be such, in my opinion, as to drive you from place and from power, 
asitoughttodo. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Weought 
to remember that Jefferson said that ‘‘ the whole art of govern- 
ment consisted in the art of being honest.’? No crime can be of 
greater concern, no criminal deserves more severe punishment or 
more speedy punishment than the man occupying official position 
who violates his trust, and the sooner the lash can be placed in 


rill 


| the hand of every honest man to whip the rascals naked through 


publican leaders forget the interests and needs of the men who | 


7 


elected them. 
met! 
to pay to special interests for the sinews of war for the coming 
campaign, and a reckless disregard for public interests makes 
them willing to maintain the present excessive tariff schedules 


Corr upti ion stalks in the gre. at gov ernmental depart- 


burds ning the people with enormous taxes, accumulating unsur- 
passed surplus revenue in the Treasury, to loan to banks in the | 
East friendly to the present Administration. 
itepublican party must be driven from power before we 
can have reasonable taxes, economy in public expenditures, and 
an honest administration of public affairs, [Loud applause on 
the Dem jcmaeae side. | 
*, Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Livincston]. 
+ ir, LIVI IN GS" r ON, How much time did the gentleman from 
Alavama o py: ? 
» CH ATR MAN. He occupied fifty-five minutes. 
LIV NGSTON. Lyield fiftee ? minutes, Mr. Chairman, to 
the centleman from Arkansas [Mr. Litre}. 
LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, before beginning my remarks, 


Ide ire to ask permission to extend them in the RECORD, as there 
are some matters to which I shall refer which I shall not have 
time to read in full. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask the same privilege 
for all Members who address the House on the bill now under 
iscussion, that they may extend their remarks in the RECORD. 





ts; extravagance in public affairs is the price they are willing | 


| what has been acco! uplished in the direction of proy 
| supervision over the great corporations and combin rations of c ry 





| fair and full investigation where both parties are 


| having accomplished so much by way of legislation lookin 


the world, even from east to west, until these things be corrected, 

The President is powerless to correct the evils as long as he de- 
pends upon partisans interested in party success, if not in shield- 
ing themselves, to make the investigations and conduct the in- 
vestigations. You dare not, under this cruel arraignment of the 
President, go backward, and you dare not offer to this House a 
interested. 
Nothing short of the latter course will satisfy the public, already 
alarmed by the disclosures that have forced themselves upon the 
public. You must open up the books, turn on the lights, and « lriv @ 
the undaunted rascals out of public life, and put stripes upon those 
who deserve it. 

The President in his message also felicitates the country on 
g to 
the control of trusts. He says: 

With a nation as witha man the most important things are tho 
household, and therefore the country is e tially to be congratu 


ing for t! 


of the 
i on 


spe 


4u00DS 


engaged in interstate commerce. 


Why, Mr. Chairman, a year ago the sum of $500,000 was placed 
in the hands of the judicial officers of this Government to enable 
them to prosecute the trusts, to hunt down these thieves and 


| prosecute them. Yet, to-day, in the beginning of the year 1904, 
| we read constantly in the press of the aggression, the extortions, 
the unmitigated robberies of the United States Steel Trust, and 


your Attorney-General and your President, the trust buster from 
Oyster Bay, seem never even to have heard of the existence of 
that organization. 
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Mr. GILBERT. The Attorney-General does not even mention | a long time to work it off, and it was essential that the payment of the diy; 


in his report the matter you speak of. 

Mr. LITTLE. These combinations are not mentioned by the 
President. The appropriation which I referred to, Iam advised 
by my friend from Kentucky, is not mentioned by the Attorney- 
General in his report. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but we find 
that this corporation has turned out, defenseless and without em- 
ployment, 62,000 of its workmen at this season of the year. It 
has not only done that, but it has cut down the wages of 200,000 of 
its employees from 10 to 20 per cent. Not only that, but I have 
good Republican authority for the statement that it has robbed 
40,000 honest investors, many of them the employees of this great 
robber institution, of more than $200,000,000. Yet the executive 
and judicial officers of the Government have not been able to dis- 
cover the existence of this criminal institution. 

Not only that, we hear nothing of the great oil monopoly, we 
hear nothing of the great sugar trust, except that it is laying its 
hands upon the independent beet-sugar industry of the West and 
taking it within its grasp. 

We hear nothing of the great beef trust that continues to divide 
the beefsteak of the poor man in half. There is no complaint 
about that. Only yesterday I noticed an Associated Press dis- 
patch that there is now being organized a great beef trust that 
will involve all the packing houses of New England. Yet this 
Administration is silent; like a sheep before its shearers, is dumb, 
powerless to enforce the law or to attempt to enforce it; not will- 
ing even to institute civil proceedings against these highwaymen. 

Mr. Chairman, let me tell you that the people will put men in 
power next November who will enforce the law. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.} Mr. Chairman, I will publish in connec- 
tion with my present statement an editorial in the Philadelphia 
Inquirer, a great stalwart Republican paper, which is a sup- 
porter of the Administration, in which the editor agrees with me 
that the men who have done these great wrongs to the honest 
people and the honest laborers of the United States ought not to 
stand higher than the ordinary thieves in this country. It is the 
only Republican paper of importance that has been able to dis- 
cover it, and I hope through its instrumentality that the atten- 
tion of this-Administration will be called to it. 


(The Philadelphia Inquirer, Saturday morning, January 9, 1904.] 
IT WAS A SHAMEFUL CONSPIRACY TO ROB THE PEOPLE OF THEIR SAVINGS. 


The story of the paging and of the scaling and of the passing of the divi- 
dend on the common stock of the United States Steel Corporation is the story 
of an infamous assault upon the savings of the people. It is the story ofa 


conspiracy entered into against the pockets of a trusting but deluded com- | 


munity bya number of so-called highly honorable and eminently respectable 
aes who would be stigmatized as scoundrels and arrested as swindlers 
and pu 
whan they amass their millions were conducted upon a smaller scale and if 
they lacked the money wherewith to hire smart lawyers to tell them how to 
rob with impunity and how to lie without personal risk. It is the story of 
the most gigantic confidence game that was ever played with success upona 
hypnotized community. It is a story of dishonor, of dishonesty, and of in- 
eradicable shame. 

Looking back at the past in the light of the present it is easy to follow the 


inception and development of the diabolical plot whereby it was designed to | 


t in jail as thieves if the operations in which they are engaged and in | hear : awe | 
| Administration, with $500,000 of cash to aid in the prosecutio1 
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| tom fell out, and everything was allowed to go to smash. 


| of estimating precise 
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dend should be maintained until that was accomplished, 

So glowing reports were published, in whose veracity no intelligent man 
any longer believes, and the management which published those reports 
with a purpose, as a part of the conspiracy that was in course of executi: n. 
received great praise for the honest candor which its action indicated. How 
Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan and his pals must have grinned at those eulogies! 

The end and aim of the conspiracy was reached and its purpose accon 
plished when the men who had received the common stock in part payment 





| of their services as promoters, underwriters, barkers, or what not succeeded 


in getting rid of their certificates. Then the pins were withdrawn, the bot. 
It ceased to be 
necessary to pay dividends on the common stock any longer, but just for t] 
sake of appearances, because it would not look well to stop the now accu: 
tomed distribution all at once, the goal was not reached at a single bound. 

The dividend was first cut in half asa preliminary to the abolition whic) 
had been all along intended, and this latter was effected at the next meeting 
The plot had been executed. However great a failure the United Stat, 
Steel Corporation had been asa business enterprise, as a means of enriching 
its promoters it had ~ yved a most conspicuous success. There is no means 

y how many millions of dollars it had served to transfer 
from the pockets of the relatively poor to the pockets of the predatory ric} 
but the sum must have been large enough, one would think, to satisfy t) 
cupidity of the most rapacious. One day last fall, after the decline had a 
ready gone pretty far, a correspondent, writing from a fashionable water 
place, reported having seen Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan and ingenuously « 
mented upon his aspect of serenity. Itis not difficult to guess the secret 
that serenity. He had realized in full. 

And the public? Oh, the public can go hang. It has got experience for i 
cash, and if it does not like the exchange, what is it going to do about 
That is the old question which is revived for the occasion by the more 
fiant of the conspirators, and the Inquirer is not at present prepared with 
ananswer. It may be that the whole gang of thieves and swindlers who « 
gineered this colossal steal are too strongly intrenched behind the bulwarks 
which crafty attorneys have reared for their protection to be within t! 
reach of the law. It may be that robbery not different in its essence from 
that for which the pirate Morgan was hanged can now be committed with im 
punity. It may be that the men who have deliberately enriched themselves 
out of the ruin of the thousands whom they deceived must be left now to 
the enjoyment of their loot. 

But, as there is such a thing as justice, as there is such a thing as honesty, 
as there is such a thing as right, as men and women have hearts and minds 
and memories, and as in the end the interests of the majority will prev: 
this infamous outrage committed by organized wealth against the American 
community will, sooner or later, in one way or another, attract and receive 


| its due retribution. 





ruin or to despoil the thousands of innocent investors, whose money it was | 


proposed to divert into the possession of the plotters. The organization of 
the United States Steel Corporation was originally supposed to be a business 
proposition, having for its object the consolidation of» great industry and 
the steadying of prices through the elimination of a ruinous competition. 
The scheme was said to be to realize important economies through centrali- 
zation, to retain large profits by cooperation, and to prevent the suicidal cut- 


ting of rates, which had been the bane of the trade under the old conditions. | 


That is what the public was told repeatedly, and that was the ground upon 
which it was invited to put its confidence and its money in the enterprise. 
Such was the theory, but the reality was quite different. 

Subsequent events have shown the truth to be that the United States 
Steel—suggestive word!—Corporation wasactually organized to enable its pro- 
moters—that is, J. P. Morgan & Co.—to make millions of unearned yo 
in the shape of commissions. It was an ingenious device contrived by Mr. 
Morgan for the purpose of conveying your money, our money, everybody's 
money whocould be bamboozled into believing in his probity and 
ises into his own already well-filled coffers. It was not ini 
intention a commercial proposition atall. It was a scheme for bleeding the 

ublic of its cash, for cheating—there is really no other appropriate word— 
she widows and the orphans and all thatcrowd of unsophisticated people who 
have old-fashioned ideas of honesty and do not understand the connection 
between low fraud and high finance out of warns they might have to 
lose, and along that line it certainly has been worked to the limit. 

It is a plain statement of fact to say that the people who put thatcommon 
stock upon the market and whorepresented that it had a substantial and in- 
trinsic value of its own were gui ty of opeaining money under false pre- 
tenses. They knew that what they were offering for sale had nothing in the 
shape of property behind it. They knew, as the public which was invited to 
buy did not know, as it had no means of knowing, that it was all “ bonus” 

tock, that it was nothing more than the chromo which had been given awa 
to facilitate the transfer of the property for which it was alleged to stand. 
They knew that it had no more real substance than so much bottled moon- 
shine; and, when knowing all that they u it upon the public as a good 
thing, they were guilty from the moral point of view of precisely the same 
offense as that which, upon conviction, sends the “ green ” man to jail. 

They wanted the public to buy steel common because they had rafts of it 
for sale, and because they knew the extreme desirability of selling it at the 
highest price obtainable and at the earliest possible moment. To that end 
one fraudulent pretense was piled on top of another, and during a period of 
two years anda half about $50,000,000 were distributed in the pe of divi- 
dends, not because the business done by the concern justified the disburse- 
ment, but because it was necessary for the purposes of the plotters that the 
price of the stock should be sustained. They had so much of it that it took 


in his prom- | 
essence or in its | 


In the meanwhile the Inquirer, in the words of Emilia, says of the kna\ 
who commit these wholesale frauds: 


O Heaven, that such comgneteus thou'dst unfold, 
And put in every honest hand a whip 
To lash the rascals naked through the world, 
Even from the east to the west. 

Mr. Chairman, this is plain talk from a leading Republican 
journal and puts the issue squarely up to the officers intrusted 
with the execution of the law. 

No intricacies in this scheme of robbery, no excuse for it; an 
acknowledged trust and combination for the purpose of mono; 
lizing and controlling the trade in the products of steel and iron. 

With all the branches of the public service in the hands of the 


andthe President congratulating the country on the sufficienc) 
of the law, what can be the matter—gross indifference to duty 
or willful neglect of the rights of the people, which? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another question that is interest 
ing the people just now, and that is the nomination of the respec 
tive parties for President. A prominent Republican was quoted 


| the other day as saying that ‘all the Republicans, at least t! 





official constabulary, were for Roosevelt, but none of them wan't 
him.’’ I believe that is substantially correct. You are not on!) 
not in favor of him and do not want him, but you do not dat 
turn him down, for just as certain as you move him out o! 
White House he will pull down her pillars on your head. 

I want to read from another stalwart Republican paper, t 
Commercial Tribune, of Cincinnati, of the strength of this | 
posed candidate of the Republican party, Theodore Roosevelt, the 
trust buster. [Laughter.] It says this: 

THE HIDDEN HAND OF DEMOCRACY. 

In our efforts toawaken Republicans to the dangers confronting the | 
if Mr. Roosevelt should be the nominee, we have not overlooked no! 
oblivious to the important fact that there is a systematic and well-ors 
compact and solidified, steady and persistent power at work to coun! 
our purposes. 7 

We do not allude to the members of our own party who differ wit! is 
to the folly of taking up Mr. Roosevelt. ; 

Many of them sincerely favor him, the majority of those who do se 
scarcely thought of the subject, and after so many years of success la 
dreamed of the possibility of defeat. 

We know that when our people pee attention and thought to th: 
situation—earnest, sincere, unselfish study of the risks we are asked 
with him as the nominee—there will be only one result, and our dang 
be over. 


HE WILL NOT BE NOMINATED. 


We have men in our ranks whose namesinsure victory. Why tak 
name that threatens defeat? 


Speaking of Roosevelt. 


Let Republicans reflect for one moment upon the ominous unanin 
which our Democratic foes assume that we are bound to nominate Rk 


Everybody who has sense enough to stay out of the fire | 
that you are compelled to nominate him and can not avoid 


‘ 


Let Republicans note carefully the complete concert of action o! 
Democratic ne rs in carefully igno: ng Oe possibility of any 
Republican candidate than the incumbent. t Republicans listen | 


Lue 














1904." 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


647 





Democratic sentiment in every voting precinct in the Union, and they will 
find it knows no Republican but Roosevelt that is fitted for the nomination. 

Why is it that these enemies of ours, so discordant upon their own candi- 
dates and policies, are so unanimously in favor of the Republicans nominat- 
ing Roosevelt? 

Why is it? 

Not through love of our party! Not through affection for Roosevelt! 

No! Nol! Their wish is father to the thought. Our political enemies have 
instinctively detected and accurately measured his weakness with the voters, 
and they are working with might and main to aid his nomination. 

Ninety-nine out of every hundred Democrats from Canada’s line to the 
Gulf shore, from Maine to Oregon, are hoping and secretly rejoicing at the 
thought of Roosevelt being the Republican candidate. By every means at 
their command sey are doing their best to fasten him upon the Republican 
ticket, believing they will have “a walk over” if he is their opponent. 
The San Francisco Examiner, the Chicago American, the New York Amer- 
ican, the Evening Journal, the Cincinnati Enquirer, the New York World, 
the Pittsburg Post, one and all of them, take it for nted, daily assert it, 
and studiously keep it before their readers that Mr. Roosevelt will be nomi- 
nated, and at the same time they are confidently grooming candidates to de- 
feat him. 

Democratic hopes have grown tremendously since Roosevelt came into 
power. Wesay it with peat regret that Roosevelt has given them stron 
and powerful reasons for hopes of success in case he is the candidate, anc 
has embarrassed the party whether he is a candidate or not. 


Poor old party! You are embarrassed, and your embarrass- 
ment will encompass your defeat, 


The Democrats know full well his chronic and continually increasing 
weakness in New York State. <a have seen Maryland turned over com- 
pletely to their party by and through Roosevelt's Administration. 

They witnessed Kentucky, so nearly won to Republicanism under McKin- 
ley, lined up solidly in Democratic ranks. 

“North Carolina, taken by the Republicans, and two Senators acting with 
our party, now represented in the Senate by two Democrats, and no hope of 
Republican success in the State. 

Delaware Republicans torn to pieces by Roosevelt shifting and twisting 
until they do not know whether they are afoot or on horseback, and are only 
sure that they can not hold the State. 

Colorado, ditto, and hopelessly gone; Utah, between Mormon troubles and 
miners’ strikes, absolutely lost to Roosevelt. 

Indianapolis furnishing a Democratic mayor iu the chief city of an always 
doubtful State. 

Boston giving a tremendous Democratic majority in the State election last 
month, 18,000, and piling 9,000 more upon it this present month at the mayor- 
alty election, 

Stanch, true little Rhode Island, never reereant until Roosevelt became 
President, electing a Democratic governor two terms in succession, and, if 
she votes next year as she has done the past two, will give the Democratic 
candidate for President her electoral votes. 

The town elections of Connecticut showing Democratic gains in every 
direction this present year, and corresponding Republican losses. 

The New Jersey elections telling the same sad story of discord and discon- 
tent among our voters, and it is currently reported that the leading Repub- 
lican of the State, Hon. Franklin Murphy, felt it his duty to tell Roosevelt of 
the powerful opposition in New York and New Jersey to his candidacy, and 
to his election, if nominated. 

As to New York State itself, when veteran Republican prognosticators 
and political prophets, while swearing fealty to Roosevelt, state we can elect 
him without the vote of New York, it is an open admission that Roosevelt 
can not carry it. 


Two years of Roosevelt in the White House have done all these things for | 


the Democratic party—why wonder that they desire his nomination? 

They are secretly planning, plotting, and scheming tothatend. They need 
him as a candidate. 

They are fully aware if some one else is the candidate they can accomplish 
not ning. 

This hidden, inimical force is working night and day to nominate Roosevelt 
and accomplish the Republican defeat. 

If the Republican party should nominate FoRAKER, HALE, ALLISON, FAIR- 
BANKS, ELKINS, HANNA, DALZELL of Pennsylvania, Taft, Cornelius Bliss, 
DryYDEN of New Jersey, or Seth Low. our enemies would be powerless. Any 
of these men are stronger in New York State than their party; any of them 
are stronger in each and every State in the Union than Roosevelt. 


Nominate any of the Republicans named, then Democratic hopes would | 


fade like darkness before the rising sun, and Republican banners would be 
glorified by the golden gleam of victory. 

If, however, the Republican national convention concludes to gladden 
Democratic hearts by doing that which they so eagerly desire, and the mem- 
bers of it shall say, ** We choose Roosevelt,” then, so say all of us. 


Mr. Chairman, I want tocall particular attention to the closing 
paragraph of this article. The editor says: 


But if the national convention says Roosevelt, then so say we all. 


This willingness to walk into the jaws of defeat is truly com- 
mendable, though pitiable—a great party that can not free itself 
> m Rooseveltism when it sees the jaws of death gaping wide to 

evour it. 

I pity but I rejoice that it will be the means of restoring to the 
people their rights. 
tion and say: 


Come, disappointment, come, 
But not in thy terrors clad; 

Come in thy meekest, saddest form, 
To the wicked and the bad. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams]. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, as a custom I 
think it is beneath the dignity of this House to take any notice of 
after-dinner speeches, but when the party in opposition, elated by 
their municipal victory in New York City, a victory won by cater- 
ing for the votes of those who desire free license in rum and free 
license in immorality, wish to celebrate this victory by a feast to 





which is bidden all the ex-dignitaries of their party, the ex-Presi- 
dent and some of his Cabinet, ex-Senators and ex-Congressmen 
galore, and they assemble in their hoped-for harmony to put forth 
the principles on which they shall appeal to the country, and one 
of the great leaders promulgated the platform upon which they 
proposed to stand, and an ex-Secretary of State took it upon him- 
self to forcefully and vigorously criticise the foreign policy of the 
Republican Administration—he opened his remarks with the state- 
ment that this municipal contest had been taken up by the people 
and fought out on national issues—I wish to state for the benefit 
of those who are about to cast their ballots that this free license 
in rum and free immorality is a national issue that will appeal to 
the people of the country, but not in the way that they expected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Thestatementof the gentleman is a libel 
on the decent people of this country. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I wish the people to consider 
the issues that the Democratic party submit to the American 
people. They generally find they are decided adversely to their 
party, and on this particular question we have placed upon the stat- 
ute book the removal of the canteen from the Army of the United 
States and forbidden the sale of liquor in the National Capitol. 
So I think that it is an unfortunate action for them, as the result 
of their great municipal contest, for their great leaders to take up 
and say it was fought ont on national issues. In doing so they 
have taken an issue which will rebotnd upon themselves. It is 
one upon which the people have already set their stamp upon in 
this Hall of its National Legislature. 

The ex-Secretary of State then turned his attention to foreign 
affairs, and he adverted to the ‘‘ needless war against Cuba’’ and 
the ‘‘ wanton war against Colombia.’”’ Strange sentiments to 





| come from the ex-Secretary of State of the Cleveland Administra- 


tion! The war with Spain may have been needless, but if that is 
true the responsibility lies at the door of the Democratic party 
more than anyone else in this country. Had the Cleveland Ad- 


| ministration taken a firm position with Spain and insisted that 


the wrongs of Cuba should be ameliorated or righted instead of 
consulting with the Spanish minister and the rich Cuban plant- 
ers, that war might never have taken place. And when the Re- 
publican Administration had to meet this question. and that great, 
patient, peaceful man, William McKinley, was doing all in his 
power to find a peaceful solution of that question, those of you 
who were here in those days and those who kept abreast of pub- 
lic discussion in the nation will remember that the Democratic 
party hounded the Administration for two years to recognize the 
independence of Cuba. 

As the chairman of the subcommittee on those resolutions | 
carried them around in my pocket in order to prevent that isste 
being forced upon the country, while William McKinley endeav- 
ored with all the force and courage at his command to avoid that 
calamity. And it is a historical fact now well known that nego- 
tiations were already under way looking to the peaceful solution 
of that question when the unfortunate explosion of the Maine in 
the harbor of Habana took place, and then you might as well 
have tried to stay the current of Niagara as to try to stop the 
wrath of the American people that sought for revenge for the 
loss of their noble sons who went down in that treacherous ex- 
plosion. 


Mr. Chairman, ‘‘ The wanton war on Colombia!’’ For such an 


| expression to come from a man versed in international law as is 


Mr. Olney, whom I wish to say I hold in the highest regard and 
am proud to believe that he considers me worthy to be one of his 


| friends—that such a term should have been used, when I would 


In conclusion I can only offer this consola- | 


| 
i 


| 





like him or anyone to point out any act of war that has taken 
place on the part of this country with regard to Colombia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I have declined to yield to a 
gentleman on the other side. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ADAMS] will allow me, I should like to read a paragraph from a 
Democratic platform on this very subject. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman with 
pleasure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to read a paragraph from the plat- 
form upon which James Buchanan was elected President of the 
United States—adopted in 1856. 
~ Resolved, That the great highway which nature as well as the assent of 
the states most immediately interested in its maintenance has n out 
fora free communication between the Atlantic and Pacific ocea s 
one of the most important achievements realized by the spirit of 
times and the unconquerable energy of our people. That result s 
secured by a timely and efficient exercise of the control which we have the 
right to claim over it, and no power on earth should be suffered to impede or 
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clog its progress by any interference with the relations it may suit our policy 
to establish between our Government. and the governments of the states 
within whose dominions it lies. Wecan under no circumstances surrender 
our preponderance in the adjustment of all questions arising out of it. 

Resolved, That in view of so commanding an interest the people of the 
United States can not but sympathize with the efforts which are being made 
by the people of Central America to regenerate that portion of the continent 
which covers the passage across the interoceanic isthmus. 


That was Democratic doctrine in 1856. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to the gen- 
tleman and ask him, what has this got to do with the methods 
by which Mr. Roosevelt obtained it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, from the declaration of the Democratic 
party that we have the right to determine the method, that we 
have the right to move out of the way anybody who attempts to 
interfere with the exercise of our preponderating interest. 

Mr. KNAPP. Read the next clause. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I thank the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Iowa for furnishing this historical proof on the point 
about which I was just proceeding to elaborate. I have no idea 
of opening up in my few remarks again the question relating to 
Panama, for I consider that that question has been very well 
thrashed out; but I do wish to defy anyone, and it has not been 
done yet, to show under international law any act of war that has 
been done by the United States toward Colombia, and unless you 
wish to deny the contents of every official document, and unless 
you wish to impugn the word of the officers of the United States 
Navy, you can not find a foundation for any such charge, and the 
only allusion to the canal that I wish to make, which, as I say, 
has just been emphasized by the quotation from the platform way 
back in the election of James Buchanan, where the doctrine was 
laid down even stronger than it was ever claimed by anybody on 
behalf of the Republican party, that the curious phase of the 
Democratic party is that in all the discussion that has taken place 
you have claimed that the President should have gone and taken 
the Nicaragua route, that the most of you prefer that route, and 
yet it shows up the same inconsistency of the record of your 
party, that the first official act of Grover Cleveland, almost, in 
his first term in the White House, was to withdraw the Freling- 
huysen-Zavalla treaty for the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal, which had been enacted and was in the Senate with a good 
chance of ratification. The first act of your President was to 
withdraw that treaty, for which he never stated a reason to the 
Senate of the United States, and thereby prevented the accom- 
plishment of what you gentlemen have wanted so much, and 
which, in the lapse of time from then to now, would haye been 
an accomplished fact. And had it not been for that act of your 
executive head no such situation as you object to now could pos- 
sibly exist. 

As I say, I have no desire to reargue the Panama question, be- 
cause it has already been debated in this House, and in which I par- 
ticipated. Now, Mr. Chairman, the ex-Secretary, Mr. Olney, in 
closing his remarks nominating Mr. Cleveland as the candidate 
of the Democratic party and holding him up asa conservative man 
which the business interests of the country could trust, and for 
that reason he was the best man for his party to put forth, it at 
once recalled to my mind, as I read that suggestion, another act 


of the ex-President of the United States, and that, too, with the | 


advice and guidance of his ex-Secretary of State, who in the same 
speech objected to our interfering in foreign affairs to the extent 
which they claimed we were doing, and saying that we should 
mind our own business. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, of all the arbitrary acts that were ever 
done by an Executive of our country the greatest was that mes- 
sage President Cleveland sent overnight to the Senate on the 
Venezuelan boundary question, and submitted the argument con- 
tained therein for the position he was about to take, and that 
was that the United States would appoint a commission, that 
they should examine the question, and if the two disputing coun- 
tries did not agree to the report of our commission, that he held 
himself responsible, and he knew what that involved, for all that 
might take place. Noargument was ever reenforced by a threat, 
uo situation was ever strengthened by a menace, and this alleged 
sonservative candidate by that overnight message precipitated a 
panic in business circles throughout this country than which there 
has been none more severe or more far-reaching in its results. 

This same ex-Secretary who says we should mind our own busi- 
ness I think must have forgotten an article that but a short time 
ago he had written for the Atlantic Monthly, where he proposes 
very different views from those contained in his post-prandial 
speech. 


zine; the frame of his mind is very different from when the Presi- 
dential bee may be buzzing in his bonnet, when he speaks for 
popular applause and to the prejudices of the people. 


to Mr. Olney for the annunciation of what I am about to read, 
and as a matter of history it is almost wonderful it should have 





But conditions change, Mr. Chairman, when a man is | 
out of office and sits down calmly to write an article for a maga- | 


All honor | 
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| become a prophecy, and yet at the time of its utterance none cou! 
actually foresee what then might occur. 

Suppose— 

Writes he— 
by some extraordinary accident that China is to be divided upamong cert 
European states, but that they propose, and are likely, by all sorts of 
tious and discriminating duties and impositions to utterly ruin trade bety 
China and this country. Does the rule of the Farewell Address ap] 
to such a case? These questions can be answered but in one way, and } 
ing can be plainer that the right and duty of such resistance would b 
ited only by the want of power to make the resistance effectual and 
its cost as compared with the cost of nonresistance. 

Does a foreign question or controversy present itself, appealing how; 
forcibly to our sympathies or sense of right, what happens the moment 
suggested that the United States should seriously participate in its 
ment? A shiver runs through all the ranks of capital lest the uninterru 
course of money making be interfered with. The cry of *jingo” com 
in various quarters. Advocatesof peaceat any price make themselves hy 
while practical politicians invoke the doctrine of the Farewell Addre: 
absolute bar to all positive action. Is thata creditable part for a grea 
tion to play in the aifairs of the world? 

For example, it can not be intermeddling with the current course of F 
pean politics to protect American citizens and American interests whe 
in the world they may need such protection. It cannot be interme 
guard our trade and commerce and to see to it that its natural deve! 
is not fraudulently or forcibly or unfairly arrested. Take, for inst 

se of American missions and missionaries in Turkey and assume f 






stroyed under circumstances which call upon Turkey to make repara 

Why, sir, instead of his undertaking to hold the doctrine t! 
of minding our own business, the ex-Secretary almost point 
the course that was followed by this country when, in 1900, 1 
contingency arose. Furthermore, in another part of the 
article, the Secretary advocates even a stronger doctrine, a 
is one of the most patriotic utterances I ever had the pleasu: 
reading: 

The mission of this country, if it has one, as I verily believe it ha 
merely to pose, but to act, and, while always governing itself by th 
prudence and common sense and making its own special interest 
and paramount objects of its care, to forego no fitting opportunity t 
the progress of civilization, practically as well as theoretically, by t 
deeds as well as by eloquent words. 


pport 


l 


Mr. Chairman, that has been the course of the Republican 


party, upon which now the Secretary finds reason to crit 
That was our course and conduct in regard toCuba. That 
course relating to China and nowin our new possessions that 
passed from the control of a foreign country to our own c 
Surely history does not and can not show, among a pract 
uneducated people outside of Manila, such progress as has 
made in the development, education, and civilization, introd 

to the people the example of what good government should is 
has taken place in the few years we have had control of the Phil- 
ippine Islands. 

It is a very curious fact, but President Cleveland seems to ha‘ 
had a penchant for undoing everything that had been 
plished before he came into office. Ina few remarks that 11 
on Colombia I expressed my regret that, unfortunately, t) 
eign relations in ourcountry are hampered by changes in dom 
politics. Itis unfortunate for any country that a change 
litical power will change its doctrine in regard to foreign : 

It prevents that perpetuity of contract which every nation : ld 
be in a position to maintain. It makes other nations he: t 
make treaties with us because they may be abrogated by c! 
in domestic politics. It is a most unfortunate feature « 
democratic government, but we can not help it. 
| J am about to illustrate this feature in a very strong 
| brought about by the act of President Cleveland. He was 

m. office—in office but a few days, for the second term n 

he at once withdrew the treaty for the annexation of Hawa 

the Senate of the United States, where it was pending for r: 
| tion, and he did not deign to stateany reason why hedid so. We 
| all know what took place. A long delay, the utter confusion 1n 
these islands between the conflicting interests of those w! 
established the republican form of government and th 
clung to the royal house and wished the restoration of th 
We all know that the extraordinary episode that took p! y 
the appointment of a minister to the new Republic of Pa 
which has been questioned by the Democrats in the 5e1 
without foundation, falls into insignificance by the act of ‘ 
Cleveland in appointing the ‘‘ paramount’’ commission: 
Blount, who went to Hawaii accredited to nobody, arrived 
islands, examined everybody who did not know anythir 
absolutely refused to send for the officers of the provisio! 
ernment, those who were acquainted with the facts and w! 
taken place. : 

And so the delay took place. There was utter confusi 
business interests and development of those islands as a! 
It was not until under the wise action of the Republican par 
by an act of Congress that these islands were received 1! 
fold of our country, with all the benefits that were to accru' 
from, and now those that visit them can see the different 
| tions that prevail. 


ent purposes that missionaries have been maltreated and their pro 
| 
| 
| 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored in afew words to reply 
to the remarks of the distinguished gentleman, the ex-Secretary 


of State. Coming from him, they were worthy of notice, even 
from the standpoint of postprandial effort. But, sir, I think I 
have shown that his criticisms and the attack of the Republican 
Administration in its foreign affairs are without foundation. On 
the contrary, I could draft the differences between what has been 
done by our great Secretary of State in the Far East. I could 
point out the doors about to be opened in China; I could show 
that the canal is to be an accomplished fact; I could show that 
we have cast our protecting hand over the people that have been 
threatened with oppression; I could show that the United States 
has assumed such a position among the nations of the earth that 
ni )country dares to take a step now or makeany move on the chess- 
} beet ird of diplomacy without first asking what are the views of the 
rnited States on that question. 


The political party and the Administration that can bring the | 


country to such a position of power among the nations of the 
earth and to such a place in the guiding of the events which go 
to help the progress of the world’s course toward a higher civili- 
zation is one of which any Secretary of State may well be proud 
and which any Administration may place upon its records, and 
when we go to the country and appeal for the support of the peo- 


ple it will be found that ‘he Administration of the Republican | 


party will receive the indorsements and not the cavil of the elect- 
ors, who by their votes will say that what was done under Wil- 
liam McKinley and what is now being done under Theodore 
Roosevelt shows that wisdom which comes from the experience of 
years, and the people who have intrusted with power this party 
for so many years will continue to do so so long as we act in the 
wise and justifiable way we havedone. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Mr. BINGHAM rose. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
five minutes before he goes on with any speakers upon his side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGERALp]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is unfortunate that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAms] did not confine his 
liscussion to questions of great national importance of which he 


al 


speaks with much fluency and equal inaccuracy. The opening | 


statement of his speech, that the recent municipal campaign in 
the city of New York was won by the Democratic party by appeal- 
ing to those who favored ‘* free rum and free immorality,’’ was a 
gross and infamous slander upon the decent people of the great 
metropolis of this country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
It is unworthy of any man who occupies a seat upon the floor of 
this House; it is unworthy of any man whose heart is animated 
by the inspirations of decency to so asperse the motives of his late 
colleague, George B. McClellan, a man of unimpeachable integ- 
rity, one against whose public career and whose character noth- 
ing could be said in a very bitter campaign, a man who has the 
greatest respect for and who lives in the greatest fear of bringing 
discredit upon the name of an illustrious parent whom he reveres 
above all things else, by asserting that he desired to obtain public 
office in such a way. FAealnens on the Democratic side. } 

No one who had the faintest spark of decency in his composi- 
tion would have said that such a wan would appeal for the suf- 
frages of his fellow-citizens because he desired to hold office 
through the support of those who favored ‘‘ free rum and free 
immorality.”” Mr. Chairman, it was not my purpose to enter 

) a discussion—— 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
one moment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I did not mention Mr. McClel- 
lan’s name or anything of the kind. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No, sir; I will not permit an interrup- 
tion. The gentleman refused to allow me to interrupt him, al- 
- ough he had lots of opportunity. {Applause and laughter on 

» Democratic side.] 1 desire to resent this infamous slander 
pon the decent people of New York; it should not have been 
ttered i in this House. 

“This is not the place to discuss the reasons for the recent suc- 
cess of the Democratic party in New York City. It might be 
sui ficient to say that the city is naturally Democratic and that 
therefore a Democrat was elected to office. It would be “‘ carry- 
Ing coals to Newcastle”? to suggest that in the gentleman’s own 

y (P ‘hiladelph: a) those who favored “‘ free rum and free immo- 
r ality” are those who have made possible and have maintained 
the most corrupt government in this country by putting into 
oftice officials who catered to that class of people. The recent 
election in New York City was won by the Democrats, first, be- 


Will the gentleman permit me 


cause they presented a man against whom not a single word could | 


be said, either as to his public career or his character; second, 


I wish the gentleman would permit me | 


because the people had confidence in the integrity and the deter- 
mination of the Democracy to give such an administration as was 
desired by the people, and which would be honest and upright 
and free from some of the infamous abuses for which the last 
fusion administration was noted. 

The Low administration came into power in 


a campaign in 
which it was charged that the Democracy durin 


tthe Van Wyck 





administration, through its annual budget, had stolen from ten 
to fifteen millions of dollars a year—had unnecessarily expen led 
that sum and, in fact, had stolenit. In the fall of 1901, prior to 
the election of Mr. Low, the board of estimate made up a br 
for the then coming year. The Low a 1dministration came into 
power as a result of the election that year, ae in | January, 1902, 
despite this oft-repeated charge that the Democratic administra- 
tion had deliberately stolen and had unnecessar ‘ily inits budget 
from ten to fifteen millions of dollars every year, the Low board 
of estimate, in making up its first budget, was unable to bring 
it within $2,000,000 of the amount fixed by the previous Demo- 
| cratic administration. 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman from Georgia fox 
| five minutes more. 
| Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have not the time. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Chairman, to have five minutes 
Mr. BINGHAM. Ishall have to object to an extension of the 


limitation which was fixed by the House. 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to yield me five minutes of histime. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I refer the gentleman from New York t 
the courtesy of the gentleman from Georgia. Idonot think that 
I have the right to take the time allotted to this side. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON (to Mr. FirzGERALD). Go ahead. 

The CHAIRMAN. Howmuch time does the gentleman from 
Georgia yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, eve: was another reason 
for the success of the Democratic party, and it is well that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania should knowit. The decent people 
| of the city of New York were enraged by some of the infamous 





practices of the Low administration, which did something un- 
| heard of in the history of this country. Those officials took the 
public money of the city of New York and gave it to their police 


officers and sent them out searching for the poor cee wubie 
| prostitutes on the streets of the city; and they used the ublic 
| money to debauch those women, and then brought thee a into 
| court and prosecuted them for the violation of the statut The 

| decent people of New York resented that infamous prac tic , 
| And yet the gentleman from Philadelphia [Mr. ADAMS] has the 
| 


courage to stand up in this House and say that tho Ise ae 
| favored “free rum and free immorality ’’ put the present Demo- 
| cratic administration of New York City into power. 
| Isuggest that the gentleman might well ask unanimous con- 


sent to withdraw his remarks, becanse I know that upon refilec- 
tion he will realize that he has said that which he will ever 
regret. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose the gentleman assumes that in a dis- 
cussion of great international questions (which I have already 
said he discusses with much fluency and equal inaccuracy) he 
— inject this nasty, mean, contem ptible, unw' rthy reflection 

upon more than 200,000 people and not be called to account for it. 
Does he know that a relative of the Presid - of the United 
States—a very distinguished gentleman, Robert Roosevelt—was 
one of the most active supporters of Mr. Mec! in the 

campaign: Joes he know that such men as August Belmont, 
| John D,. Crimmins, and men of their stan ding—— 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Is that all? 

Mr, FITZGER ee No; that isnot all. Thereare 60,000 ma- 
jority of them—but I do not wish tob urs nthe Recorp with their 
nes—who supp cated the Democratic party. Does 
man remember that, the senior Senator fron 1 the Sta Ww 
York [Mr. PLat in discussing the recent election, attributed 
Mr. Low’s defe ab to the fact that he was the m ost egotisti nd 
selfish man that he had ever known in his pu SW 

Just let the gentleman read the New York Press for a fe 
or let him search its files, and he will obtain sufficient 
tion regarding the recent election to convince him that 
ance which he has made on this floor is unworthy of bir 

A distinguished clergyman of the city of Ne k st 
few days after the election that ‘‘ the lid of hell would be tal 
off now that Tammany had come into power. - W hat a sore 
appointment undoubtedly it is to some of my Republican 
that not only has “‘ the lid of hell’’ not but it 


llan 


iS 


+} > 
nal Lue ltie- 
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blic cart 


en 
lis- 
friends 
has 
ver 


been taken off, 
been nailed down more firmly than the Low administration « 
dared to fasten it; and it will remain that way during the contin- 
uance of this Democratic administration in the city of New York. 


| [Applause on the Democratic side. } 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DauzEL. having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. WILLIAM W. SKILEs, fate a Representative from 
the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the presiding 
officer to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to tale order for superintending the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives— 


and that in compliance with the foregoing resolutions the Presi- 
dent pro tempore had appointed as acommittee on the part of the 
Senate Mr. Hanna, Mr. FORAKER, Mr. FAIRBANKS, Mr. McCrzEary, 
and Mr. CULLOM. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield five minutes of the time on this side 
of the House to my colleague, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. McCLrary]. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Chairman, it seems probable that in 
the campaign of this year one of the prominent questions to be 
discussed will be that of the tariff. A great many people will 
come up to this question with a sincere desire to get real infor- 
mation thereon. Later in the session I expect to discuss this.ques- 
tion quite fully. At this time I ask permission of the House to 
insert in the RecorD an article, candid in character, judicial in 
temper, and lucid in expression, prepared by the distinguished 
economist, Mr. John P. Young, of San Francisco. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to inserting in the Rrc- 
ORD a document referred to by the gentleman from Minnesota? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The article referred to is as follows: 


WHY FIRST VOTERS SHOULD BE PROTECTIONISTS—WHAT IS FREE TRADE? 


When the Cobdenites gave the name “free trade” to their fiscal policy 
they thought they were acting shrewdly. There issomething about the word 
“free” thatis very alluring. It appeals to most men in a way that no other 
word can. It is not astonishing, therefore, that it “caught on” at once. 

In a very short time after the term had been coined hosts of writers began 
to sound its praises. — accepted the cue furnished by the impressionists 
of the Manchester school of economists, and an to laud a system which 
they said would bring peace to the earth and produce good will among men. 

Doubtless many who gave expression to these ideas believed all they said, 
and some of them took pains to point out that “free trade” did not mean 
exactly what the two words implied; but the most of them obscured the 
fact that there must be taxation of some kind, and that therefore it would be 
impossible to devise any plan by which production could escape its share of 
the burden of government. 

In short, the glamour of the words managed to conceal from the people 
most interested—the British masses—that the purpose of free trade was to 
shift the incidence of taxation in such a manner that the people best able to 
pay should be called upon for the smallest contributions. 

funy years before the abrogation of the corn laws, Adam Smith, in his 
Wealth of Nations, had pointed out that taxes on the necessaries of life 
did not work an injury to the toilers. Hesaid with exceeding plainness: 

“The advanced price (caused by taxation) of such manufacturesas are real 
necessaries of life and are destined for the consumption of the poor * * * 
must be compensated to the poor by a further advancement of their wages.” 

No one has seriously attempted to dispute this assertion of Doctor Smith. 
It would be useless to do so, especially in England, where the theory of “the 
living wage” is maintained. When the working classes in a country deliber- 
ately and persistently advocate “a living wage,” they give expression to 
Smith's idea that they must be recompensed with increased wages for any 
tax placed upon the necessaries consumed by them. 

Not only have the toilers of Great Britain recognized the axiomatic force 
of Smith's assertion, the class to which he spoke directly also took it to heart 
and put his suggestion into execution. The learned doctor said: 

- The middling and superior ranks of people, if they understood their own 
interest, ought always to oppose all taxes on the necessaries of life, as well as 
all direct taxes upon the wages of labor. The final payment of both one and 
the other falls altogether upon themselves, and always with a considerable 
overcharge.” 

Here we find the mainspring of those who framed the fiscal policy of the 
United Kingdom. They knew that taxes on necessaries could not be made 
to stick to the workingmen, so *“ the middling and superior ranks of people,” 
under the disingenuous pretext of helping the poor, abolished taxes which 
the foremost economist fad explicitly declared could not affect tat class. 

They wenta step further, for Adam Smith's suggestions were well rounded 
out. He did not confine himself to describing the kind of taxes which could 
not — the workingman; he indicated those which could be made to stick. 

e said: 

“Taxes upon luxuries have no tendency to raise the price of any other 
commodities except that of the commodities taxed.” 

Here wasa pointer. It was one that appealed to “the middling and supe- 
rior ranks of people,"’ because it indicated a mode by which the heaviest part 
of the burden of taxation could be placed on the masses. 

It was swiftly acted upon. As rapidly as possible the incidence of taxa- 
tion was shifted. The taxes on necessaries were removed, because they 
could not be made to stick to the worker, for the reason mentioned by Smith, 
and a careful system of taxing luxuries was devised, which had for its object 
the imposition of the major part of the burden of taxation upon the toiling 
masses. 

Theterm “careful” isusedadvisedly. In adopting the system of taxing lux- 
uries the British statesmen kept in mind the advice of Adam Smith and 
singled out those of the workingman and deliberately excluded those of “ the 
superior and middling ranks” of the inhabitants of Great Britain. Tobacco, 
tea, — spirits, and ny which are chiefly consumed by the workers of the 
United om, were made dutiable or subjected to excise, while kid gloves, 


all the other articles used by the rich wereexempted from taxation. 


In 1902 the total sum derived from taxation in the United Kingdom was 
£122,549,000. Of £81,598 000 from 


amount, £31,047,000 was from customs, 
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excise, £14,251,000 from estates and duties, £7,772,000 from stamps, £2,502,000 
from land tax and house duty, and $35,379,000 from incomes. 

If this enumeration of the sources of British revenue is carefully scruti- 
nized the ingenuity of the framers of the tax will at once be realized. It wi! 
be seen that more than one-half of the total revenues of Great Britain is de 
rived from those persons least able to pay. 

The £10,567,706 from tobacco, the £5,792,967 from tea, the £2,211,811 from 
rum, the £6,399,227 from sugar and glucose, the £17,647,421 from the spirit 
excise, and the £13,276,073 from beer are almost wholly taken from the work 
ing classes. A large part of the land tax and house duty amounting to 
£2,502,000 is passed on to tenants who are often toilers, and while the income 
tax is supposed to bear directly upon those from whom it is derived, it may 
reasonably be assumed that men whose revenues are gained from industria] 
or trading operations practice methods which enable them to place a good 
deal of this tax on the shoulders of the poor. 

When it is stated that more than half of the taxes are drawn from the toi! 
ers of the United Kingdom the claim that free trade works in the interest of 
the masses is at once dissipated, and when to this statementis added the fact 
that in the United Kingdom less than 2 per cent of its families hold about 
three times as much private property as all the remainder, and that 93 per 
cent of the people hold less than 8 per cent of the accumulated wealth, it is at 
once seen that the entire system of taxation is so arranged that it relieves 
the rich and oppresses the e. 

In this inequitable distribution of the burden of taxation we find the rea] 
motive for the change in the incidence, and in the fact that the United King 
dom collects £31,047,000 from customs duties we have a refutation of the 
claim that trade is free. 

With what truth can the assertion be made that a country has free trade 
while it is collecting £5,792,967 annually from tea? Will the Chinese who ex- 
port tea to England regard the placing of a heavy import on their parti: 
ular product as conclusive evidence on that point? Can Americans whosend 
a large part of the tobacco, from which a duty of £10,567,706 is annually co 
lected, regard the ports of the United Kingdom as freely opened to them? 
Can the other foreigners who help to make up the aggregate of £31.047,0.0) 
collected from them by Great Britain in the form of customs duties seo 
where the utility of such freedom comes in? 

The more the question is investigated the more thoroughly convinced 
must the impartial investigator of the British fiscal system become that its 
prime object is to shift the chief burden of taxation onto the shoulders least 
able to bear it, and that the result is proving disastrous. 


THE CHEAP LOAF, 


The Cobdenite will doubtless scorn the imputation that the policy he ad- 
vocates has any other purpose in view than the freedom of trade, but the 
evidence is indisputable that the practice in Great Britain is to make it fit 
the fiscal plans of those who guide the destiny of the nation. 

I have shown that the British collect the vast sum of over $150,000,000 an 
nually in the form of duties on commodities imported from foreign countries 
into the United Kingdom. It is a misnomer to call a system producing such 
results free trade. 

The fact that some articles are admitted without paying duty does not 
constitute freedom of trade. If it did, the United Sta would have to be 
regarded as a free-trade country, because it imports annually between four 
and five hundred million dollars’ worth of foreign merchandise upon which 
no duties are paid. 

As I showed in my first talk, ulterior motives prompted the adoption of 
the British fiscal system. Whether we consider the purpose of Cobden, 
which was to secure cheap food for manufacturing operatives in the United 
Kingdom, so that their employers might be able to reduce wages, or that of 
the statesmen who acted on the hint of Adam Smith and adjusted taxes so 
that the “superior and middling classes" were relieved of the greatest part 
to note an 
quoenee of candor in dealing with the question which amounts to positive 

uplicity. 

n future talks several phases of the disingenuousness of the adherents of 
Cobden will be dealt with. In this I will endeavor to confine myself asclosely 
as possible to demonstrating that the campaign for a cheap loaf during the 
agitation over the repeal of the corn laws was not honest, and that the a 
ccmenace of ~ advice of Cobden and Bright has proved disastrous to the 

ritish people. . 

It isan admitted fact that during the repeal agitation orators in the cities 
told the British workingmen that the abolition of the corn duties would giv» 
them cheap bread. In the country they told a different story. They tried 
to reassure the farmer by pointing out that he had a natural protection in 
the distance of foreign competitors which would assure him against being 
undersold, and they even added that the increased business which would 
result from the change in fiscal policy would redound to the advantag: 
British agriculture. ; 

If my reader has any doubt regarding the accuracy of this statement, hie 
may consult Trumbull’s Free Trade Struggle in England, in which the i: 
consistent attitude of the Cobdenites is described with charming naive' 
or he may turn to J. Thorold Rogers's article on “Free trade” in the E1 
clopedia Britannica, where the writer, as late as 1876, declared British agri- 
culture was safe from the assault of foreigners. The pages of Mills’s Pr 
ciples of Political Economy also contain testimony which establishes th: 
truth of the assertion that it was the common belief in the United Kingdo: 
- ate agricultural interests would benefit rather than suffer from freedom 
of trade, 

It was long after the battle had been won and not until the British ag 
culturist had begun to feel the evil effects of the practice of foreign countr 
dumping their surpluses of foodstuffs on the markets of the United Kingd! 
that the cold-blooded doctrine was preached that if a man was ruined a! l 
driven out of one industry he could turn his attention to some other mode 
gaining a livelihood. ‘ 

But the British are beginning to realize the heartlessness underlying ' 
easy assumption that men driven out of one pursuit may easily adapt the: 
selves to something else, and they are now rapidly coming to understand t 
hideous humbug contained in the promise of the cheap loaf. 

Whata mockery it is to speak of the cheap loaf in the same breath | 
the admission is made that millions are starving for bread in the U nited Kir 
dom. How can that be regarded ascheap which is unattainable by 90 per 
of the population of Great Britain? ; . 

This is not a protectionist accusation. It is evidence furnished by ' 
Henry Campbell Bannerman in a h made by him at Perth on the 5th © 
June, 1903, in which he denounced Colonial Secretary Chamberlain's pret: 
ential plan of treating the colonies. Sir Henry said: a. 

“In this country we know, thanks to the investigations of Mr. Seebo 
Rowntree and Mr. Charles Booth, that there is about 30 per cent of our pol” 
ulation underfed and on the verge of hunger. Thirty per cent of forty-o” 
millions comes to something over twelve millions.” . 

Bear in mind that this is not a protectionist ostenent to emphasize the f , 
ure of the “‘cheap-loaf” policy, but that it is the deliberate admission 0! . 
leading British free trader, and that it was backed up by the formation o 
“antistarvation” clubs throughout the United Kingdom. 


tha 
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In short, the net result of over half a century of free trade in Great Britain 
has been to bring to the verge of starvation twelve millions or more of its 
population, and the only defense that can now be urged in favor of the reten- 
tion of the policy is that it must be adhered to in order to prevent other mil- 
lions from starving. 

This outcome will be compared later on with the fruits of the protective 
policy, but before leaving the subject of the “ cheap loaf,” it is desirable to 
vet a firm grip upon the fact that the free-trade policy of the United King- 
dom did not procure that boon for the aye poe. 

Asa matter of fact, the abrogation of the British corn laws has had no 
serious effect on the cost of br inthe United Kingdom. Thisis proved by 
the indisputable evidence of price lists. Here are the averages of the selling 
price of wheat per quarter, taken from Whittaker’s Almanac, and covering 
a period of twenty-two years—that is, ten years before and ten years after 
repeal: 


Wheat prices per quarter before and after repeal of corn laws. 
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Note that eight years after repeal the British were paying 2s. a quarter 
more for wheat than the highest average price during the ten years pre- 


ceding the abrogation of the corn laws. Also fix in mind the uncontroverted 
fact that times were better in the United Kingdom in 1854, 1855, and 1856, 
when the average price of corn was 72s., 74s., and 69s., respectively, than dur- 
during the three years preceding, when it was 38s., 40s., and 53s. a quarter. 

Is it possibleto draw any other inference from a presentation of this kind 
than thatof Colonial Secretary Chamberlain, who asserts that the main thing 
is not the cost of bread, but the ability to get it? 

The masses in the United Kingdom, and, for that matter, in all parts of the 
world, must work to get bread. The chief thing, then, is to get work. If 
that isto be obtained, the bread getting becomesa ee easy matter. 

Cheapness is a delusion. The countries in which it is the most striking 
feature are the most degraded on God's footstool. . 

The basis of cheapness is the degradation of the manual worker. In the 
lands in which the toiler puts a just estimate on the value of his labor there 
is always comparative dearness. 

Dearness and cheapness are meaningless terms when interpreted by price 
lists. True cheapnesscan only be measured satisfactorily by ascertaining the 
standard of living of peoples. 

If they have plenty to eat, and plenty to wear, and may gratify their ws- 
on ic a people are living cheaply, no matter what the nominal cost of 
things ma . 

British treo. traders suy that the United States isa dear country. So it is, 
and itis so because the standard of living of the masses is high. And the 
standard is high because higher wages are demanded in this country. But 
the American worker attains real cheapness; he gets things. That is the 
touchstone. 

Great Britain has the claim made for it by the free-traders that it is acheap 
country, but it is a dear land for the toiler to live in. Twelve million out of 
41,000,000 Britons are on the verge of starvation. 

China is a cheap country also; so is India. Human labor is held very 
cheaply in both those lands, and the result is that the masses are constantly 
steeped in poverty and menaced by starvation. In spite of the so-called 
“cheapness” the people don't get things. 

We repeat it is only in the so-called “dear” countries that the masses get 
things, and the degree of attainableness is about in the ratio of the ‘‘dear- 
ness.” 

THE STANDARD OF LIVING. 


Time devoted to the study of the question of the standard of living can not 
bewasted. Itis the most important problem mankind is called upon to solve. 
If a blunder is made in laying the foundation the result may be the destruc- 


tion of society. 


The Cobdenites went about the solution of this important problem in a 
manner repu nt to the senseof consistency. Professing to be working for 
the amelioration of the masses, they formulated a policy which could have 


no other outcome than that graphically described in the assertion of free- 
a leaders—that at least 30 per cent of the population of Great Britain go 
ahungering. 

The “cheap-loaf” theorists practically accepted as an economic basis the 
horrid — that it is right, proper, and unavoidable that the toiling 
masses should compete with each other, and by their competition determine 
the wage which would mark the limit of subsistence. 


_ The Cobdenites said: “* Let us so arrange matters that by competition for- 
eigners will be forced to sell us foodstuffs and raw materials cheaply, and 
then, being able to feed our employees a , we can lower their wages.” 

There is no doubt that the scheme woul Lave worked effectively if two 
obstacles had not arisen to spoil the calculations of the Cobdenites. th of 


these were distinctly protective, and they both operated to prevent the work- 
ing of the inexorable law of pressing the toiler to the limit of subsistence. 

In Great Britain the rise and growth of trades unionism a an im- 
perfect barrier to the working of the Cobdenite scheme. Trades unionism 
is as distinctly protective in its workings asa high tariff. It has precisely 
ne same object—interference with the operation of unrestrained competi- 
The followers of Cobden saw this plainly and Uitterty 

i 


antagonized trades 
Unionism, John Bright, in all other respects a most 


beral man, was ex- 


tremely intolerant of all yt of workingmen to cooperate. He wrotea 
letter to L. M. Reavis, of St. Louis, Mo., February 6, 1888, in which he said: 
i” hilst your tariff isin force you need not expect your workmen to be 


Protection, which means robbing somebody, will not content itself 
with enriching manufacturers, but will 
shorter hours of labor to your workmen.” 
This attrtude was merely a replica of that of Cobden, who is quoted by 
John Morley, his biographer, as saying: 
“Depend upon it, hothin can be got by fraternizing with trades unions. 
hey are founded on principles of brutal tyranny and monopoly. I would 
ers than a trades committee.” 


rather live under a Dey of A 
uced to show that these eminent free traders 


called in to give higher wages and 


These quotations are in 
regarded all efforts to interfere with unrestrained competition as the worst 
economic crime conceivable. John Bright was a bitter opponent of the 
fact ries acts on that account. He preferred the abuses of child labor to 
regulation which might impede the operation of a law which had the effect 
of keeping the wages of labor down to the limit of subsistence. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


styrene EEE 


651 


There is little room for wonder that, breathing in such an atmosphere, the 
British workingman, although able toeffecta thorough organization for pro- 
tection, never formulated a higher demand than that embodied in the asser- 
tion that the toiler has a right to earn enough to live. 

The demand for ‘“‘a living wage” is as far as the British worker has dared 
to push his rights. If you will e the arguments of the trades-unionists of 
the United Kingdom and their advocates and analyze them you will find that 
underlying them all is the assumption that a man should receive enough 
wages to keep body and soul together. 

“A living wage” is the highest concept of the British worker. His mind 
has never taken such daring flights as thatof his fellow-workers in the United 
States, who, untrammeled by the fetters of a false economic system, which 
subordinates everything tothe fancied necessity of unrestrained competition, 
have boldly set up the doctrine of ‘a standard of living.” 

In one case the worker asserts that if he toils he has at least the right to 
keep body and soul together; in the other the workingman boldly plants 
himself on the proposition that he not only has the right to live, but that he 
has the right to such things as are necessary to enable him to live in comfort 
and enjoy himself. 

lustrate the wholly different attitude of the American worker and 





Toi 
that of his fellow in Great Britain, who simply contends for a wage that will 
permit him to live, we quote from the objection made by the advocate of a 
San Francisco trades union in a formal arbitration trial held in the presence 
of one of the superior court judges of that city: 

‘We urge that conditions generally in America forbid the free play of the 
law of supply and demand in the labor market; and that the higher demands 
of American civilization will require that this arbitration commission should 
do nothing tending to substitute the law of supply and demand for the law 
invoked by our union.” 

This law is best interpreted by the testimony of witnesses called by the 
commission, whose evidence has the dual force of a relation of facts and an 
expressed opinion. One testified thus: 

“They are required to dress neatly, comport themselves as gentlemen, 
marry, and become the best of citizens and family men. Hence the wages 
should be computed on such a scale as to provide for reasonable house rent; 
wife and children, these to be well clothed and well fed; children at school 
until 15 years, costumed and furnished with-books similar to the majority of 
the other children at public schools * * * and during school vacation he 
should be enabled to take his wife and family for a week or so to some one 
of our numerous resorts of easy access, without his pay being docked.” 

Another witness, a Jewish rabbi, testified: 

“The workingmen of this country are, as a rule, educated men, and there 
fore capable of judging. Naturally they can not content themselves with a 
mere existence and are impelled to aoe the means to provide those things 
which are deemed luxuries to them, but necessaries of life to certain other 
classes. If wages were fixed according to supply and demand, our own 
workers, having social obligations, would be crowded out, while the foreign 
element, that would feel in no sense called upon to do more than exist, would 
be enabled to undermine the American workingmen. There would result 
nothing but moral degradation from following so insensate a policy, and true 
Americanism would disappear.” 

Scores of men of various shades of political opinion—men in no wise identi- 
fied with trades unionism—took the stand in this arbitration case and ex- 
pressed opinions similar to those quoted above. One and all recognized that 
the worker had established a higher standard of living for himself in this 
country than had been attained by toilers in any other land on the globe,and 
they all agreed that it was his duty to maintain it, and that it would be good 
policy for the industrial world to concede the demand. 

The point sought to be made here is that in a free-trade country such as- 
pirations are entirely out of the question—even thedemand for a living wage 
can not be conceded, because the British worker is called upon to meet the 
unfair competition involved in the dumping process. 

When the British worker meets his employer to adjust difficulties he does 

not speak of his social aspirations or talk of sending his children to school 
until they are 15 years of age; seaside vacations are far from his thoughts. 
| are all concentrated on one point: “Can I get enough to eat?’ 
Often the reply to the demand fora living wage is a showing that rivalsin 
other countries will undersell if wages are put upor kept up, and the worker 
in the free-trade country is coerced by circumstances into terms the accept- 
ance of which he can only justify to himself on the ground that ‘‘a halfa 
loaf is better than no loaf at all.” 

There can be no doubt that it is the tariff wall which enables the American 
worker to avoid this dire contingency and permits him to plant himself on 
the proposition that he has a right to enjoy his share of the things produced, 
and it is the same policy which makes Americans of all degrees of opulence 
tolerant of the idea that it is the business of the worker to get all he can. 


PROTECTION AND PRODUCTION, 


You have doubtless heard it urged that the admittedly superior condition 
of the worker in the United States is due to the fact that there is an abun- 
dance of land and that the resources of the country are greater than those of 
most other countries. 

There is some truth in this; but, like most half truths, the assumption that 
the comforts of the American workingman are solely due to these causes is 
misleading. 

It is inconceivable, of course, thata great many millions of people could 
force a generous living from a restricted area of unfertile soil, destitute of 
minerals; but, on the other hand, it is indisputable that peoples inhabiting 
lands of natural riches and abounding in the useful metals are often found 
living in wretchedness. 

The economic history of the United States contains an unanswerable re- 
jeineee to the free-trade explanation of American prosperity. A moderate 

amiliarity with conditions as they existed at varicus periods teaches that at 
the time when land was most abundant in this country the toiling masses 
found it as difficult to eke out a precarious existence as those of the densely 
populated quarters of the globe. 
he historian McMaster was at at pains to gather data onthis subject, 
and he furnishes evidence which shows that during the early years of the 
nineteenth century the workingman generally in the United States earned 
“such a pittance it was only by the strictest economy that a mechanic kept 
his children from starvation and himself from jail.” 

Later, when the population of the United States was little more than one- 
fourth as great as at present, and when the quantity of land which the Gov- 
ernment could offer freely to all who would settle upon it was twenty times 
what it is now, the soup house was a not unfamiliar spectacle in the land, and 
pauperism threatened to become a national evil. 

nder the circumstances it is idle to seek for the cause of the higher 
standard of living enjoyed by the American workingmen in natura! re- 
sources. The true explanation of his prosperity is to be found in the fact 
that he has had framed for him a policy which has permitted him to develop 
his resources along lines which have made him an equitable sharer in the 
things produced. 

He could have accomplished this result in but one way, and that is the one 
to which he resorted. The American worker created for himself a condition 








652 


entirely different from that existing in other countries. Heaimed ata higher 
standard of living than that reached by his fellows elsewhere on the globe, 
and attained it with comparative ease. 

It would have been impossible for him to have done so had he accepted the 
theory of the free trader that unrestricted trade is conducive to cheapness, 
for that would have reduced him to the necessity of competing with workers 
whose highest.aim is “‘a living wage.” 

The resolve to create and maintain special conditions which lies back of 
the protectionist policy may appear selfish, but the result has proved that the 
resort to it by many peoples has augmented the comfort of the human race 
and promoted progress in the arts and sciences. 

It is to the policy of protection that the conversion of the Western World 
into one great weshhen is mainly due; and because the whole Western 
World has become a workshop there isan immensely greater production of 
consumable things which the workers who have the sagacity to demand 
their share and the means to enforce their demands are able to consume. 

Such an outcome would have been impossible under the system of Cobden, 
which proceeded on the absurd assumption that mankind would be bene- 
fited by 1 ng one country the world’s workshop. Had his idea prevailed 
not only would there have been a repression of production, but the compar- 
atively small product would have been wastefully produced. 

Had the world believed that because England in the fifties could produce 
iron and steel more cheaply than other countries she must always be able 
to do so, we should have witnessed the extraordinary spectacle of the iron 
masters of the United Kingdom consuming the supply of British ores and 
then in, in turn, working up those of other countries. 

It is obvious that such a course would have proceeded unchecked. A peo- 
ple confining itself to the production of raw materials never learns to com- 
pete successfully. Spain illustrates the truth of thisassertion. For a con- 
siderable period the United Kingdom has been drawing four or five million 
tons of ore annually from the Spanish mines, and meantime the Spaniards 
neglect manufacturing and depend upon the British for their supplies of 
manufactures of iron and steel. 

As a consequence, iron is dearer in Spain to-day than in most other Euro- 
pean countries and in the United States. It makes no difference-what the 
price lists may say. They may show that British iron and steel and the 
manufactures of iron and steel are cheaper in Spain than in the United States 
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easily suffice to do the business of the country they traverse. 
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It is unfortunate that with this realization of the necessity of product 
there does not go a thorough comprehension of the importance of prod 
and distributing what is produced with as little waste as possible. In a 
ultory way mankind practices economies, but society at large disr 
the utility of saving and manages its affairs in a manner which suggests { 
there is a prevalent conviction that waste is a. That this is no j 
charge will at once be admitted by those who will take the trouble to 
themselves how much of the world’s energy is usclessly expended and 


| commonly the fruitless expenditure is condoned and even applauded beca 


it furnishes an opportunity to men to “earn” a livelihood. 
The opening of a new railroad is regarded as a meritorious performa: 
ven though its purpose is to parallel another set of tracks which a 
The ad 
to the transportation facilitiesis pronounced desirable by the unthir 
cause it gives men an opportunity to work while it is in process of co 
tion and will open fresh avenues of employment to other men when 





under way. 

Few regard the matter from the standpoint of strict utility. The 
has become so complicated by other considerations, such as the desira 
of competition and the necessity of distributing the fruitsof productio: 
men have actually come tothink that the main purpose is to keep met ¢ 
things. Whether they are done toa good purpose is at most times besi 
in 


uiry. 
tis true that tho professional economists distinguish between different 
kinds of doing. but their analysis of human patsorseaness is, as a rul 
avery thorough one. It concerns itself with broad divisions, which lea 
to be inferred that all who pretend to be working really do so. 

If they were disposed to investigate the matter more closely, facts w 1 
be disclosed to the economists which would convince them that the und 
portance attached to free and universal interchange of products has « { 


them to overlook a source of enormous waste directly attributable t 
atrophy of the industrial energies of peoples too easily served by facil 
re 


The waste from this cause is on so vast a scale it would be impossi! 
measure it. No more can be done than to’show that it is all perversiv: 


| that it operates directly to defeat the very purpose which complete f 


and Germany, but the fact remains that the Spaniards are unable to con- | 


sume them; therefore they are dearer. 

Had your own country consented to follow the example of Spain, had the 
American people heeded the professional economists who told them that they 
would profit by buying the cheaper iron of England, the result must have 
been the same. In that event Great Britain would to-day be drawing iron 
ores from us as she is now doing from Spain, and we should be using com- 
paratively little iron and steel. 

Never forget the wise remark of Adam Smith, who told his readers that 
the country which devotes itself to the production of the ruder things, such 
as food stuffs and raw materials, is always at a disadvantage, because it is 
obliged to exchange a great quantity of its peculiar products for a very small 
quartity of manufactured articles. 

But this is only half wisdom, and does not go to the crux of the subject, as 
did another observation of the learned Doctor, who pointed out that the 
most prosperous countries were those which wedded farm and factory. 

The bringing of the two together does more to increase production than 
anything else possibly could. It is responsible for the enormous and many- 
sided development of industry in western countries. Whenever thse two are 
wedded, there we find increased wants and the capacity to respond to them. 
When they are separated, desire becomes atrophied. Had the United States 
devoted itself, as the Cobdenites hoped it would, to the production of raw 
materials and foodstuffs, the wants of its inhabitants must have remained as 
primitive as tkey were at the beginning of the nineteenth century. 

There would have been rude plenty in spots, and on the fringe of the coun- 
try there would have been an approximation to modern progress. But 
throughout the land, which would have been sparsely settled, as all regions 
devoted to the production of the ruder products invariably are, there would 
have been an absence of a myriad things that we now deem essential. 

Protection has perform the great work of thoroughly integrating the 
land. It hus knit it so close together that the many enjoy what only the few 
could under the barbaric system of nondiversification of industry. Bring- 
ing farm and factory together has mado it possible for the tiller of the soil to 
readily obtain things which under other circumstances would have been as 
inaccessible to him as if they were solely produced on the planet Mars. 

Most of the more than 200,000 miles of railway this country possesses is the 
direct product of the system of bringing farm and factory together. They 
would not have been called into existence to meet the scanty wants of mere 
agricultural populations. Their chief profit is derived from the rapid inter- 

wnge of products which goes on between people who pursue diverse occupa- 





tions. 

The census of 1900 showed that the number of inhabitants of cities in the 
United States with over 25,000 population was 19,718,312, an increase of 32.5 
ant over 1890. This vast urban growth tends to ameliorate the condi- 

sof farm life. These cities are scattered all over the land, and they are 
nearly all nuclei of manufacturing industry. They are at the farmer's door. 
Their people buy his products, and they make it possible for him to obtain 
things he would not have dreamed of had he been compelled to live in the 
rative isolation which is the lot of strictly agricultural peoples. 
ave achieved this result is a distinct triumph for protection. To have 
artificially created the conditions which have caused the center of manufac- 
turing to march steadily westward into the interior of our continent, con- 
tinually bringing the consumer and the producer closer together, proves 
that in the main the destinies of the country have been guided by men with 
the true economic instinct—men who realize that the essential thing to se- 
cure prosperity is to do—to produce things, and to accomplish that result in 
the least wasteful manner possible. 

That they have succeeded by artificial methodsin promoting productionis 
universally conceded. The British statesman Mulhall, who found it difficult 
to keep track of our rate of progress, gave some idea of the rate when he 
used shone words: 

“The United States produce alone one-third of the manufacturing total 
of nations, as they do also of grain and wheat, while their population is less 
than one-sixth.” 

This measure of our stature was taken in 1894. We have done much since, 
and may well claim that we are in the van in every field of production. 
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This should be glory enough for a system; but it may justly lay claim to a | 


still greater merit, and that is its effectiveness as an eliminator of waste, 
thus economizing for the benefit of consumers. 


THE ELIMINATION OF WASTE. 


In order to consume men must produce. It is true some creatures having 
the semblance of man try to subsist by depending on the offerings of nature, 
but they are few in number, and even they are often obliged to resort to arti- 
ficial means to keep body and soul together. But mankind generally realizes 
the necessity of production and appreciates the fact that comfort and prog- 
ress are dependent upon the degree of intelligence and energy put into the 
work of producing. 


; 
i 
| what it 


ofc euneeneans intercourse is supposed to effect—namely, the cheape: 
yroducts. 

, At first sight a highly developed system of moving products seems t 
variably operate beneficially, and theassumption is that itreally accom 

rl aimsat. It unquestionably, for a time, makes accessible to « 

peoples things which they had not hitherto enjoyed, or if they already had 
it increases their ability to enjoy them. 

But no account is taken in a consideration of this kind of the para! r 
effect upon communities thus easily served. The wheat from the 
Dakota is rapidly and cheaply moved by rail and ocean carriers to E 
price of bread is thus reduced, but the competition strikes at the root 
British agriculture. The farmer is driven from the land, the cities are filled 
wit h an unemployed and degenerating proletariat, and 12,000,000 Brit 
ahungering. 

Noris the case of Dakota mnch better. While its farmers are dep 
upon the markets of peoples in remote lands they receive meager ar 
ficient returns for their labors, because the price which they obtain f 
products is the insignificant amount left after the payment of the c! 
the carriers and various middlemen who convey the wheat to th 
consumer. In addition they are despoiling themselves by deporting th 
ments of fertility from the country. 

The evils of the system of lend stripping, which have made them 
manifest in the reduced yield of American acres through sending vast « 
tities of food and raw products without making returns to the soil, are 
matched by those experienced by the British in forcing out their own £1 
est products, coal and iron. 

For many years the people of the United Kingdom have been extract 
coal from their mines with feverish eagerness and sending a large port 
the output to countries with an infinitely better supply. The exports 
years have exceeded 40,000,000 tons annually. In addition a large pr 
of the mineral fuel domestically consumed is used to generate power to 
ufacture goods, also shipped to peoples who might have produced t! 
themsel 

Obviously there is an enormous waste in sending coal from Englar ’ 
country like China, either in the form of the raw material, fuel, or t! y 
represented in the consumption of coal in manufacturing goods w) 
with equal facility be manufactured in China, which produces the ra 
terials and food and has an abundant supply of labor. 

But this wasteful course has been steadily pursued under the for: 
system, which is the direct product of the uneconomic teaching of t 





ves, 





denites, who have elevated present cheapness to the first place in the t 
of men, thus obscuring the fact that the imprudent use of nature's r 
although it may be attended by what appear to be benefits, must ine 
result in disadvantage and disaster. 


Great Britain has already begun to experience the evils of her it 
dent course of forcing out her main industrial resot The pri 
in the United Kingdom has been steadily advancing of late year 
risen from 4s, 10d. at the pit’s mouth to 10s. 9d. in less than half ac 

Consider the fact that the course which has resulted in the doub! 
price of coal in Great Britain in less than fifty years was pursu 

yurpose of procuring food, a large part of which might have been 
Brit sh soil, and ask yourself what economic defense can be urged 
y which approves the eager exchange of irreplaceable co! 
like coal and iron, for those which, like wheat and meat, may be p 
practically at will. 

The net result of the British policy of forcing out has been waste 
sequent dearness. No matter what may be the apparent gains of ti 
Kingdom, she has been making a steady economic loss by impai 
ture industrial possibiliti True economy demands the conserva 

) : 5 1. + } 
coal and iron; pseudoeconomists have taught her to believe that tht 
road to prosperity is to get rid of them as rapidly as possil 

Protection has interposed a barrier to the self-destri 
Had high tariffs notserved the purpose of stimulating the producti 
and iron in other countries, Great Britain would have been much 
the end of her resources than she isat present. She now impor! 
of tons of iron ores annually to eke out her constantly diminishing 
her mines would have probably become entirely barren by this tim: 
denism prevailed, unless, indeed, the effect of the failure of land 
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| plying themselves with iron to utilize their own resources would ha 


|.realized, however, only by attentively studying the evid 





ished its use tosuch an extent that Britain could havecontinued toinu 
dole out small quantities to the rest of the world. . 
These are some of the evil consequences of the wastefulness at 
upon a system which disregards the fact that true economy dema 
bringing together of farm and factory. The full extent of the was U 
nce, Which 
that the major part of the cost of products to consumers is that wi 
added by the carrier and middlemen in their efforts to undo the ill efi 
injudicious concentration of populations in parts of the world remot 
the sources of food supply and raw materials. 
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In dealing with the subject of transportation the British statistician, Mul- 
hall, developed some interesting facts which show conclusively that the 
world is wasting more energy in carrying things to and fro than it is devot- 

-to the work of production. After presenting his data, he sums up with 
these words: 

* “Tt appears, therefore, that 40 per cent of the working power of the world 
is used for production, and 60 per cent for transport or distribution, which 
is exactly the reverse of the ratios in 1840." . 

It needs little imagination to picture the better results which would follow 
he world should use 60 per cent of its energy in productionand 40 in trans- 
rtation and distribution. The latter processes add valus to things pro- 
1d, but it must always be kept in mind that they do not add anything to 
» quantity of things os ’ , 
According to Mulhall, the number of persons engaged in transportation in 
the United Kingdom, the European continent, the United States, and the 
British colonies in 1894 was 8,640,000. Whatever proportion of the earnings 
of this vast army represents the unnecessary movement of products is eco- 
nomic waste. So, too, are the fuel and iron expended in the process, and also 
y ever is exacted by the unnecessary middieman. 

Phe cost to the consumer is increased by the amount of this waste. That 
ich of it can be dispensed with ought to be clearly apparent to all familiar 
v the fact that the worid seems disposed to make its industrial systems fit 
in with the tendency of populations to congest. 

Pr tion is counteracting this tendency, and by attracting people to the 
sources of supply it tends to eliminate waste. The bringing of farm and fac- 
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tory together is doing more to make things accessible to mankind than any 
other cause. It directs the energies of mankind into the field of productivity 


ead of frittering itaway in wasteful carriage, thus producing that genuine 
cheapness whose test is increased ability to consume. 


THE BALANCE OF TRADE. 
If anyone should tell you that the right way to save and get rich is torun 


into debt and to consume more than you produce you would doubtless think 
him crazy. You would be justified in holding such an opinion, for it is im- 
possible to prosper except by thrift and the expenditure of energy. 
Nevertheless you will be seriously told by free traders that nations may 
prosper by practices which bring disaster to individuals. And if you are in- 
credulous you will be reminded that Great Britainannually imports $850,000,000 


worth more of commodities than she exports. 

at this is not a misrepresentation of the Cobdenite position will be con- 
led if you take the trouble to examine the free-trade arguments concerning 
» balance of trade. I havean article before me now in which the writer 





"er 


In the United Kingdom the value of the imports exceeds that of the ex- 
by nearly 2 to 1; and it is out of this difference that the ss of the 

( itry 3 paid and the enormous profits of the British factors are ac- 

cumulated.” 

In short, according to this writer, who voices the once currently enter 
1ed Cobden view, the British are able to pay great sums in wages and to 

e great profits in merchandising because they buy more than they sell. 
The puerile character of this assumption is exposed by a single question: 
If great Britain profits so press by buying more than she sells, why does 
she not buy still more and further augment her profits? 

There is one obstacle in the way of buying, and that is the necessity of 
paying for what is bought. If it were not for this obstacle other nations 
might have attempted to follow the Cobdenite plan of getting rich by taking 
more from foreigners than they were ready to give in return. 

It will be found on investigation, however, that whenever peoples who 

e not already established the right to draw from foreigners more than 
y give in return buy more than they sell they run intodebt. This process 
ay be continued for a time, but the ultimate result must be greater exports 
han imports, for there is always a day of reckoning for the debtor. 
s only by investing in foreign countries that the people of a nation can 
r any considerable period import more than they export. It was thr« 
exercise of skill and the practice of thrift that the British put thems« 
position of being able to draw upon foreigners, and not by importing 
than they export. 
sent ability of the British to import on so large a scale is directly 
t During a considerable period 
Great Britain drew upon her natural resources, coai and iron, to establish 
herself in the position of a creditor nation. She temporarily profited by 
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® to excess exporis in former days. 





t with these resources and invested the proceeds in other lands whose 
irces her capital is now helping to exploit. 
id have been impossibie for her to have attained her present posi- 













t by folowing the Cobden formula, and she can not retain it by 

Gey Great Britain does not profit or add to her wealth by buyin "e 
than she sells. She is simply taking what is due to her, and in the nature of 
t s her capital must shrink, unless she can find means to augment her 
€ rt trade or extend her investments abroad. 


The 
r the delusion that a country must ex 
tain gold is disappearing,and erstwhi 

» rationally discuss the question of **the balance of trade,” 

ich it from the true standpoint—that of debt and credit. Thus we find 
he London Statist, in an article recently published, discussing as follows: 

“thirty years ago or soa very large part of the Government debt of the 

ted States was held in Europe. Now the amount of the debt so held is 
y worth talking of. Ten years ago the amount of industrial securities 

in Europe was enormous. Ten years hence the amount that will still 
ld by Europe will in all probability be quite trifling. The United 
tes in another ten years will be a great ship-owning country, will own its 
ecurities, and send its goods on board its own ships, and we shall not 
ave to pay freight, but insurance and commission likewise. When 


pees more than it imports in order 
6 free-trade editors are beginning 
and now ap- 






ott ot et oe 






| 


no 





Our imports from the United States exceed our exports to the United States 
b 0,000,000 or more, what will become of our money market, and how shall 
we make the payments which somehow or other will have to be made?” 
. » Cobdenite has attempted to answer the question propounded by the 
As n Statist. Any attempt on the part of a free trader to do so would ex- 
the utter folly of the assumption that excess < f imports indicate a 
hy industrial condition. The free-trader’s response, if he tried to make 
his theory fit with the condition which the Statist says confronts England, 
would be: “Go on increasing your imports.” : 
a it the London Times told why this can not be done when it recently 
~ The workingman’s occupation is going,and occupation is income. Capi- 


also going. It has been lost altogether to a large amount by the falling 
in Our industries, and it is further scared into seeking abroad the invest- 
ts which business ceases to offer at home.” 
, ifthe workingman's occupation is going; if capital is going and is being 
‘ by the falling off in British industries, how can the people of Great Brit- 
ain hope to increase their imports? The Times has evidently lost faith in the 
eflicacy of the Cobdenite panacea, for it adds: 
_ That is a serious condition of affairs for all of us, and most of all for the 
Workingman, We can not meet it by cheapening food, we can not even pre- 








curious illusion of the Cobdenites that the modern protectionist is | 


vent food from becoming dearer, and the country is asked to consider wheth 
there are no means of getting more money to buy food with.” 

The young voter who has any doubts about the soundness of the balance- 
of-trade theory as interpreted by protectionists is asked to note that the Lon- 
don Statist and the London Times, both hitherto regarded as exponents of 
the free-trade idea, unconsciously use the terms which would make them 
obnoxious to the charge that “gold and silver are the only real wealth.” The 
Statist wishes to know what will happen tothe British ‘* money’ ] 
Americans cease to be indebted to Br 
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tons and the latter are co1 



















































continue importing n om the United States than they exp i the 
163 ; be asked toconsider ** whether there a1 i} 
of getting more money to buy food with.” 
These queries disclose the true state of affairs. They mak tly 
r that the Cobdenite assumption that free trade is to be cr n 
ish ability to annually import several hundred million dollaz re 4 : 
» exports is erroneous, and they expose the fact that ] why 
t Britain « now do so is because she is receiving 1 1 inv 
3 made in other countries by her people in f 
the returns from these diminish or en 3 
must inevitably decline. That is as plain asa pike ‘ 3 
vyorld will fail to prevent that result. Some n: rich 
ng when other nations consent to be exploite but 
na determination manifests itself in every country ) 
make the best of their resources, then trade becomes wh in 
auxiliary to the work of production—and not a para ‘h 
threatens to smother the producer, as it is under conditions Y 18 
middlk is of more consequence than the one who devotes himself to ] 
ducing things. 
The development of a manufacturing industry in the United St l 









other protectionist countri 
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clearing up the obscurities in which 











































the question of the, balance of trade has been shrou i by 
the admissions of the Times and the Statist. Very ler 
may be able to grasp the idea that production is the prime the 
nation which fails to do its share in the work of producit must go 
backward. 

Then the absurdity of the Cobendite contention that a country row 
rich by letting other countries produce for it will be fully ex] a, ven 
American free traders will be forced to admit that the protectionist licy 
of keeping out of debt is a sound ons 

The statistical tables which sh ice is on the right or 
wrong side of the ledger merely furn 1 L y 
is doing hare in ia l 8 
able to¢ son al { re to do so without dr m 
for I more t i they o them in return, the u at 
the w ad ion for th being is proceeding favorably, a vice 
Vers 

And that is all there is to the balance-of-trade question. 

DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN TRADE. 

The persistent misrepresentation of the protectionist view of the balance- 
‘ade question by free truders has been dwelt upon. It has b wn 
hat the advocates of protection are not so silly as to imagine that a country 
ets rich by selling more than it buys, and that what protectionists really 
s store is the fact that under present conditions so-called f: ple 
trade balances represent a clearing off of indebtedness and an appro toa 

possibility making even exchanges 


rhere is alsoa keen appreciation of the importance of establishing a cr 
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upon which the country may hereafter draw at need. is 

| enjoyed at present by Great Britain. It is because the British hav: cced 

the peoples of other countries under obligations to them that they a w 

enabled to import several hundred million dollars’ worth more of merchan- 
dise annually than they export. When the lited States has squar 























































































obligations to the outside world it will continue to export more tha t im- 
ports, provided it can find peoples to take its surpluses. In tl re it 
wiil | lowing, not the example of a country, but of the thrifty man who 
nves is accumulations so that he may have somethi to fall back upon 
when rainy days come. 

This is the protectionist balance-of-trade theory nutshell; no other 
view of the subject has ever been advanced by adv« of the tive 
sys this cor y; no sensible believer in the pr tion of Ar an 
nd y has lab under the delusion that the c) t ) Ds 
abie trade balance is to draw gold toa country, althoug! ectio ire 
not indifferent tothe danger which r } L na ion 
to be depleted of its stock of money mets intage posse d by 
tl > who thr h the own le 

ihe att t ‘tionis i v 
favorite ep! é 
made that ates of a prot : 
tl t they lesire to bu laChir ] ( l l- 
elves from the comity of nat ie rank absur. a s at 
once made manifest by an examination of the tariff s I d by 
protectioni rhich provide for the free i f ticles 
which we: ‘rapahle of profitably prox 

American protectioni are not opp tly 
encourage its growth, but they expect it to develop along li: h 1 not 
interfere with the deve nt of American industry. They s to pro- 
mote the free interchangs noncompeting products. ‘i'l bel “by 
sens arrangements which will not interrupt our home pr n 
we s! ‘nd the outlet for our increasing surplus.” 

Th ry, under protectionist auspices, has for years been act 1 
this sensible plan. When those who have framed prot é 
found that tar were no longer needed for revenue ort 1 
protect our industries at me, they have been rem 1 
sistent history of Republican tariff legislat dt e a 
constantly increasing volume of imports an 

The imputation of motives to protectionists which they never entertained 
has tended to cloud the minds of professional ecor 3 l r 
for a moment interfered with the tendency of the system to re heir 
assertions. While free traders hay tl c t the 
protection wall reared about the T l States t externa} of 
the country has grown at a rate which makes the growth of Br ade 
seem snail-like. 

In 1870 imports into the United States wore valued at $456,000,000 
they had increased to $903,000,000. During the same period the « 
creased from $376,000,000 to $1,355,000,000. British imports, which w ,259- 
000,000 in 1870, were valued at $2,210,000,000 in 1902, while the exports rose from 
Peto to $1,363,000,000. The total value of the external trade of tho 
Jnited States was $£12,000,000 in_ 1870, and in 1902 it was $2,258,000,000. I 





same period British external trade increased from $2,230,000,000 to $3,573.00 
The foreign trade of the United States increased $1,446,000,000, w 
the United Kingdom showed an enlargement of only $1,243,000,000 








These comparisons will serve toemphasize the denial that protection tends 
to exclusiveness, for they show that the United States. which has repu- 
tation of being a nearly self-sufficing nation, has actually increased leal- 


ings, both absolutely and relatively, with the outside world more 1 






































































654 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 12, 





than Great Britain—a poy dependent country, compelled by lack of 


raw materials and a deficient f supply to draw upon foreigners or go out 
of the business of manufacturing for export. 

Having thus disposed of the stupid assumption that it is the purpose of 
protectionists to make a hermit nation of the United States, it may be judi- 
cious to explain that while they do not desire to discou a rational ex- 
ternal trade, they believe that the swiftest mode of promo’ ung foreign com- 
merce is through the development of internal production and trade. 

Experience has demonstrated that whenever the latter is made the object- 
ive of statesmen foreign commerce expands more rapidly than under laws 
designed to tempt that result. The record of American exports and imports 
shows that 7, attempt to promote them by an opparech to freedom of 
trade has ca them toshrink. Tariff legislation “‘for revénue only” has 
almost invariably been followed by a diminution of our foreign trade; devo- 
tion to the extension of domestic industry has produced the op te result. 

Noone willattempt to dispute this assertion after examining the American 
Economist's gre hic presentation of the “Effects of the free-trade eclipse,” 
published in , which brought out the fact Iam dwelling upon more mark- 
edly than any other. 

t showed that under a tariff levied for the prime geauene of promotions 
dgviestic industry our foreign trade rose from $1,647,139,003 in 1890 to $1,857,- 
350,610 in 1892; that under the menace of an interference with protection it 
fell off to $1,662,331,612 in 1896, and that after that date, owing to the stimu- 
lating influence of the Dingley Act, it steadily increased, reaching $2,244,193,543 
in 1900. And when the presentation is continued, as it doubtless will be next 
ear, the total will probably exceed $2,500,000,000—it was $2,445,889,652 for the 
Hscai year ending June 30, 1903. 

It is not extraordinary that our external trade should act as described. Its 
fluctuations are easily explained. When the emergies of the nation are stimu- 
lated by a protective tariff production in every line of industry is enlarged 
and surpluses are created, for which an outlet is sought in foreign countries. 
At the same time the growing wealth of the country, due to increased pro- 
duction and the feeling which prosperity induces, results in a greater de- 
mand for those products of foreigners which we are not yet able to produce 
and of those we are wholly incapable of producing owing to climatic causes. 
On the other hand, when domestic producers are discouraged by fears of 
foreign competition production shrinks. The needs of the domestic con- 
sumer are accurately pauged and no surpluses are created for shipment 
abroad. Contraction of production breeds depression, and its effect is to cur- 
tail the importation of luxuries and necessaries. 

In the light of the evidence presented no student of the question will be de- 
ceived for a moment by the charge that protectionists oppose the extension 
of foreign trade or that the effect of the policy has been to restrictits growth. 
The more the young voter investigates the subject the more thoroughly he 
will be convinced that it is only by strictattention to the development of our 
resources that we can hope to attain a position in the commercial world 
analogous to that once held by Great Britain. 

The more we vary our prodectivity the greater our wealth and our ability 
to buy the things we desire. Had we devoted ourselves to the prosecution of 
a single aay our wants would have been as simple as our industrial sys- 
tem. No strictly agricultural nation as ever developed a great commerce or 
commercial class to carry on trade. It is only the peoples who have the sa- 
gacity to cultivate many-sidedness who become conspicuous traders and 
accumulators of wealth. 

It is undoubtedly true that history furnishesa few examples of peoples 
flourishing through placing their chief dependence on trade, but even in such 
cases productivity was the basic element of prosperity. The fame of the 
carriers of Tyre was more than rivaled by that of the manufacturers of brass 
andthe makersof Tyrian dyes. Great Britain, the sails of whose ships whiten 
the seas of the world, owes her present supremacy on the ocean to the posi- 
tion she once occupied as a ma turing nation. Had she failed to develop 
her enormous resources of iron and coal it would have been impossible for 
her to have created her unequaled ocean marine. 

It can not be repeated too often nor emphasized too strongly that the true 
way to promote trade, both foreign and domestic, is that which protectionist 
statesmen have adopted. By stimulating the development of resources of all 
kinds and by employing the energies of the population in every practicable 
form of industry there is production on an enormous scale, and it is impossible 
for that to aaoree witbout there being a correspondingly large trade. Things 
when produced in abundance are exchanged. Itisthe sum of these exchan 
that constitutes trade, and this fact should suggest to the most obtuse t 
the only solid foundation A which a t commerce can be erected and 
maintained is domestic productivity. t assured, the rest and prosperity 
follow as a matter of course. 


BUYING IN ORDER TO SELL. 


A phrase once the especial page of free traders, but recently appropri- 
ated by the advocates of what are called “reciprocity treaties,” is frequently 
— nowadays. It runs something like this: “You must buy in order to 


At first blush this assertion sounds all right. It will doubtless appeal to 
the young voter until he puts on his thinking cap and asks what the assertion 
means. 

As soon as he does this he has forced upon his attention the fact that in 
that part of the business world in which he moves there is no attempt to 
live up tosucharule. On the contrary, noone asks the question when mak- 
ing a purchase whether the person he buys from ever bought anything from 
him or is likely to do so in the future. 

Men buy as their ccnvenience dictates, or because they believe that the 
places they patronize sel] the things they cheaply. 

Recip: buying and selling only survives in primitive communities. It 
may be possible nd some places in the United States where the shoemaker 
patronizes the tailor because the latter buys his footwear from him, but they 
must be very small villages and off the beaten line of travel. In cities abso- 
lutely no regard is paid to reciprocal assumptions. When the urban shoe- 
maker desires a suit of clothes, the chances are ninety-nine in a hundred 
that he will seek them in the shop of a man he has no direct business rela- 
tions with other than that involved in the 2 . 

It is the same in international commercial] relations. In thestage of barter 
when ships sailed to the coasts of countries inhabited by barbarous ples 
they carried an = es with which they effected direct ex 
That sort of e ted buying in order to sell. 

But there is little of that kind of done in these days. In some 
parts of the world the reciprocity idea is ac upon, and itis true in such 
cases that men buy in order to sell. The adventurers who penetrate Africa 
in quest of ivory act up to the Conez. seer know they must buy ele- 
phant tusks from natives in order to sell ware. 

But in the highly com de ent known as “‘commerce™ are 

differently ot one in a thousand of the vast number of transac- 
tions that go to make up the volume of ex between different countries 
even remotely resembles barter. In the aggregate and in detail this 


trade is precisely like that which you see carried on in ourcities. The buyers 
in every instance are men who want things and the sellers are those who have 
th‘ngs for sale. In no case do the dealings between these classes have senti- 





ment obtruded intothem. Buyers and sellers alike would laugh at the sug- 
gestion that such a consideration should or does govern. 

The combined external trade of the world in 1901-2 amounted to nearly 
13,000,000,000. In a table prepared by the Treasury Bureau of Statistics this 

e—the imports and exports of merchandise of the principal countries— 
did not balance. The exports in round figuresamoun to $2 ,000.000,000 and 
the imports to $6,864,000,000. If the figures are at all de ble, this would 
indicate that through some means or other some countries sell to foreigners 
more than they buy from them, or, to put it in a more intelligible way, there 
are nations able to buy more merchandise than they sell. 

So, viewing the trade of the world as a whole, we see that there is no 
foundation for the assumption of those who contend that reciprocity in com- 
mercial dealings is essential to continued intercourse between nations. If the 
necessity for balancing imports and exportsexisted it would have manifested 
itself long ago. It ought to be accepted as proof conclusive that there is no 
such necessity when we find that year after year the total of the world’s ex. 
changes of merchandise do not nce by hundreds of millions of dollars. 

When we look into the details of the world’s trade we find still more sig. 
nificant evidence that no such consideration as that urged by reciprocity 
mongers influences international dealings. We find on examining the tables 
of imports and exports of the list of thirty nations, embracing the principal 
comnsetes of the globe, that in not a single instance is there an approach to a 

nce, 

There are countries which, like England, have adverse balances against 
them, and there are others, like the United States, with favorable balances. 
In 1901-2 the United Kingdom paeeeee merchandise to the value of $764,351,- 
071 more than she exported; in the same year the United States exported 
$283, 152,624 more than she imported. India had a favorable balance of $2.- 
253,726; Brazil had an excess of exports over imports amounting to $31,297,955, 
and Canada is credited with $20,595,654 more exports thanimports. Germany 
and the Netherlands are conspicuous, like the United Kingdom, as excess 
= yy former having an adverse balance of $157,979, 000 and the latter 
° 679,182. 

A moment's reflection will suffice to assure anyone that these enormous 
disparities could be avoided only by imitating the simple process of barter. 
These figures testify to the complexity of trade and demonstrate that the 
latter is not based on comity, but is essentially selfish. It disregards courtesy, 
friendship, and everything of that kind and seeks nothing but profit. 

If this were not true, isit conceivable forasingle moment that Great Britain 
would continue to buy hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth moreof merchan- 
dise annually from the people of the United States than the latter buy from 
them? In 1901 the United Kingdom imported merchandise from the United 
States to the value of £141,015,465, and we in return took from that country 
£18,393,883 worth. 

Although the British purchases from the United States exceeded the Amer- 
ican pure of Brit products nearly eightfold, no one will be silly 
enough to assume that the people of Great Britain were injured by this ap- 
parently inequitable trading. They bought eight times as much from us as 
we did from them because they needed and could profitably use the things 
we offered for sale. 

It would be absolutely impossible for us to trade with them reciprocally, 
because they do not produce the thi weneed to buy. The imports of the 
United States are gaining rapidly. ring the fiscal year ending June 3), 
1908, they exceeded a billion do a but our takings from Great Britain have 
relatively declined. The explanation issimple. Although we are supposed 
to be on a more friendly footing with the British than formerly, we buy less 
from them, because most of their productions parallel ours. Like them we 
buy only the things we need, and like them we seek them in the markets 
which offer the most favorable terms. 

The attempt to bring about reciprocal trading is responsible for all sorts 
ofabsurdities. Ita-counts for the unreasonable supposition to which British 
Colonial Secretary Chamberlain gave expression pow ge that if Great Brit- 
ain had been ina position to menace our wheat and other products with a 
tariff we should have consented to continue receiving British tin plate. He 
did not see that we are simply working out our destiny when we enlarge the 
field of our industrial activities, and that under no circumstances would 
the American people submit to any agreement which would set a limit to the 
development of the resources of the country. 

The theory that it is necessary to buy in order to sell received its death 
blow when the Cobdenite idea that some nations are better fitted by nature 
than others to carry on the highly profitable manufacturing business was 
exploded. Solong as economists could succeed in making people believe that 
the world was a sort of industrial checkerboard on which some nations are 
allotted black squares and others white, the assertion that nations must buy 
from each other in order to sell to each other sounded plausible: but when it 
was demonstrated that enterprising peoples may move into any industrial 
square they please, and that nature has not placed some nations on the u 
profitable white agricultural squares and others on the rich black manutfac- 
turing squares, the theory went to pot. Li : 

It is no longer possible to delude the American people into believing that 
they must abandon any occupation they find profitable in order that au 
let may be furnished for the products of another industry. At one tim 


was assumed that disaster would overtake our cotton growers if we shoul 
insist upon creating a manufacturing industry which would interfere w 
foreigners marketing their manufactures in this country. The argum: 
was the same as the recently revived one about buying in order to se!! , 

It was said to us if we do not buy English manufactures we can not | 
to sell our cotton and other products of the soil to the people of EF! 


But we persisted in creating new industries, and now we sel! more of col'o! 
and — products to Great Britain than those who bid us beware creamed 


2. “aT 

Not alone England but other countries continue to buy from us in ier 
ing quantities, and our consumption of cotton and other products of th 

owsyear by year. And it is this fact which justifies the policy of the | 
foctionists who hold that it isthe business of statesmen to legislate so | 
national production will be promoted and to not concern themselves 0! 
trade, because the latter be sure to take care of itself if the former }s 
hampered. 


THE BREAKDOWN OF FREE TRADES. 


The importance of fostering domestic industry has been made appare + 
to the world by the experience of Great Britain. It is not likely that west" 
hear much in the fu from the economists of that country, who oii 
taught that the safest course for a nation to pursue is to throw its mark: . 
wide open to fi ers. They can not further contend that their theory ' 
sound in the face of the breakdown of the English free-trade apetem. + from 

If there had been any virtue in the assumption that buying liberally {" os 
foreigners would tempt them to buy in return, the manufacturing indust1 ; . 
Sean earnpcled ide would be eapendhag thom, ‘he British pore "9 

com: wo m. a dvepl 
bought freely. They have drawn upon the food stuffs and raw prodaew ir 
this and other countries, and have sought to induce them to accep ated 
manufactured products in exchange, But ee nations have seals , 
on providing lves with the facilities for manufacturing instes 
depending upon the workshops of Great Britain for their supplies. 
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The result is overproduction. The hair-splitting coenemntst may proclaim 


loudly as he pleases that such a thing as overproducing is impossible, but 
the stubborn Pt remains that the machinery of the world and the skilled 
men who operate it ma to turn out at times more manufactured articles 
of all kinds than the world can profitably consume. 

It is because this is the case t the twaddle about the markets of the 
world being of more consequence than the domestic market is no longer 
heard. Even in England it is now nning to be seen that it is essential to 
the maintenance of the industries of t country that the domestic producer 
should be protected against the encroachments of the foreigner. ’ 

If the plans advocated by Colonial Secreta mberlain and Premier 
Balfour are carefully examined, it will be found that they carry the admis- 
sion that the free entrance of foreign-manufactured into the United 
Kingdom has seriously affected the domestic producer, and that unless a 
tariff which will render impossible the dumping process is to the 
British manufacturer will have to go out of business. 

It is noteworthy in this connection that Britons who advocate a tariff to 
prevent the evils of dumping — in the belief that under a competitive 
system, conducted upon what they are pleased to call fair lines, they could 
hold their own against all competitors. They have not lost confidence in the 
enterprise of their manufacturers and the skill of their workingmen; the 
simply contend that they are the victims of an unfair competition, whic 
takes the form of selling goods manufactured in the United States and Ger- 
many more cheaply in Great Britain than in the country of their production. 

But it is idle to assume that competition of this kind is new or unfair. It 
has been resorted to M4 British manufacturers in the past and is still prac- 
ticed by them. It will be persisted in so long as opportunity offers. ere 
is only one way of putting a period to the vice, so far as it affects interna- 
tional commerce. The United States discovered the method long ago, and 
has made it serve as an effectual barrier to the encroachments of foreigners, 
and Great Britain is now considering the propriety of copying it to save her 
domestic producers from ruin. 

It is contended by Cobdenites that the dumping evil is due to the protect- 
ive system. They assume that had the world adopted free trade, the evil of 
overproduction would not have manifested itself. But when the idea back 
of this assumption is examined, it is seen that it rests upon the absurdity 
that the world would have been better off had it remained dependent upon 
the United Kingdom for its supplies of manufactured — 

In that event it may be conceded that there would have been no overpro- 
duction, but it is hardly conceivable that anyone will now assent to the 
proposition that the United States and several other countries that were in 
a notoriously backward state a half century ago are not as well fitted to-day 
to manufacture articles of all kinds as Great Britain. 

Being so fitted, it is proper that the people of those once backward coun- 
tries should develop their resources as energetically as possible. They are 
doing so, and the result is periodical overproduction, due-to the inability of 
consumers to make their demands keep pace with the ability to produce. 

‘his ability to qpemace in excess of the ability to consume is by no means 
an absolute evil. It indicates abundance of resources. If the opposite were 
the case—if mankind were constantly demanding more than could be pro- 
duced—there would be want instead of plenty. 

Overproduction can never prove a serious evil so long as the excess prod- 
ucts are kept within the countries of their origin or are shipped to countries 
which need them. In the first case the producer soon receives the warning 
which compels him to curtail his output, and in the latter the export of the 
surplus proves beneficial by filling a want. 

Overproduction becomes a genuine evil only when the surplus is sent to 
countries abundantly able to provide themselves with the articles dumped on 
their shores. In such cases the unloading is invariably affected by selling 
the surplus goods at less than cost of production, or, at least, at prices lower 
oo those which the manufacturers of the invaded countries can afford to 
sell at. 

It was once the fashion of free traders to assert that even such an invasion 
could do no harm, and the belief was persisted in until it was seen that im- 
ha under such circumstances would sap the foundations of ail industry. 

ow, even in Great Britain it is beginning to be recognized that the domestic 

roducers’ interests must receive the first consideration. In other words, 

e British are having it borne in upon them that men must produce to con- 
ome, = that in order to do the latter they must beafforded an opportunity 

produce. 

ft is only by the intervention of a protective tariff that this Coneeinaity 
can be guaranteed. A properly framed set of schedules can be relied upon 
to teckanne Seaaene interference with domestic production. Back of the 
barrier whic well-adjusted duties present to the unfair encroachments of 
foreigners the domestic producer may toil in security, unvexed by the fear 
that he may be made the victim of the deliberate purpose of a foreign com- 
petitor to undo him or of his rival's incapacity to measure demand. 

That has become the prime function of eo At one stage in the 
development of a protective system the first consideration is the promotion 
of industry. Its work, then, is to ward off the attacks of established rivals 
whose experience and accumulated capital, if permitted to be freely meas- 
ured against the inexperience and feeble resources of the beginners, would 
prove fatal to the creation of manufacturing industries in new countries. 

But the utility of protection does not cease when it has assisted in placin 
the industries of a nation on a firm basis. It is still the bulwark back o 
which the working classes of a country may maintain a high standard of liv- 

and hope to further elevate it. 

ot only does it prevent dumping; it also inte obstacles to the intro- 
ductic of competing products produced by workers who do not share the 
aspirations of workers in protected countries. So long as the principle of 
Protection is adhered to the menace of fluid capital n have no terrors for 

eworker. The toilers in free-trade England may be disturbed by the spec- 
tacle of British capitalists operating factories on the Continent, where 
cheaper labor ma: be obtained, but the workingmen of the Uni States 
ear no such it. So lo a protection — ues will never be 
‘oreign countries to su: consumers 
the United States. wey a 


reared by American capital 
A system which affords securities of this kind can not be com with 
one which puts the producing classes of a country at the d vantage of 
iitempting to compete with peoples whose wants are restricted and who 
ve no desire to ap them. It is incomparably superior to free trade, 
ecause it permits a nation to work out its destiny in its own way. It is de- 
sirable because its tendency is to elevate the standard of comfort. While 
Protection endures in this country it will be possible for workingmen to pro- 
tne the toilers in almost very other part of the world deem luxuries; 
t is ever abandoned, the inevitable result will be to 1 sduce the American 
Worker to the common level. 
wert standard of living of the British worker was sone quperter to that of 
© rest of the workers of Europe, because Great Bri for a period hada 
Tactical monopoly of teanutagear! ; but the conversion of the Continent 
= one vast workshop, and the resulting rivalry, is replay bringing him to 
be same level as his continental fellows. It was inevitable that this should 
oe outcome, It would no more be possible for a nation to permanently 
tain free trade and escape that fate than it would be to prevent water 
to its own level if left to follow the natural law w governs it. 





THE TRUSTS AND THE TARIFF. 


It has been urged that international competition is absolutely essential to 

protect the people from the aggressions of what are popularly termed 

‘trusts.” Some so far as to assert that these modern instances of the 
tendency to combine are directly traceable to the protective system. 

This charge is made in absolute disregard of the fact that combinations 
are relatively as numerous in free-trade Great Britain as in this country and 
that their origin must be sought for in a remote antiquity. There is abun- 
dant evidence that the ancient Romans formed syndicates, and toward the 
close of the middle ages Germany produced an instance of organization more 
effective perhaps than any witnessed in these days. 

The only thing which distinguishes the modern 
the magnitude of some of the assembled interests. The American syndicates 
are on a greater scale than those of any other country because the wealth of 
the people of the United States surpasses that of all other people and because 
the resources yet to be developed surpass those of any other nation. 

There is no evidence, however, that te colossal size of these combinations 
makes them a greater menace to consumers than they would be if competi- 
tion were more general or if it were confined wholly toindividuals. Indeed, 
there are conceivable circumstances under which the interests of consumers 
would be more thoroughly conserved by a far-reaching system of organiza- 
tions whose securities are in the hands of a great number of people than 
they could possibly be under a competitive method, which has a tendency to 
restrict the volume of production. Theoretically the great combine can con- 
trol output and prices, but practically it can do nothing of the kind. There 
has been much silly talk on this point during the period of aes re- 
ogntiy capyes by the country which is already being refuted by the ete 
of events. 

Among other things, it was charged that the creation of trusts was re- 
sponsible for the general rise in prices witnessed since 1898; but there is no 
evidence whatever to prove that the rise would not have occurred had the 
tendency to combine not manifested itself. 

There is abundant proof, on the other hand, that the phenomenon was at- 
tributable to precisely the same causes which operated to produce or compel 
advances in prices on former occasions, not only in this country but through- 
out the western world. 

The price lists of the British Iron and Steel Institute reveal the fact that 
at various times in the history of the manufacture of iron and steel rails in 
the United Kingdom the price per ton has been more than doubled. This 
was notably the case in the years when we were dependent upon the British 
for rails. In 1862 rails were £7 lls. a ton; in 1865 they had gone up to £13 2s., 
and in 1872 they sold at £15 l4s. 

Other advances equally striking = be cited, and in every instance in- 
vestigation will develop the fact that they were due to causes which exactly 
parallel those which produced the recent result erroneously attributed to 
trusts. In every case the advance was responsive to an urgent demand; and 
when prices were put down—they were cut in half more than once—that 
action was compelled by the cessation of demand. 

Although there were anderstandings between the British rail makers, 
who were popularly supposed to fix ee they merely served to register 
the decrees of supply and demand. They did not attempt to restrict the 
former and they took full advantage of the latter. 

When American consumption dec , the British rail makers, who 
cha £15 14s. a ton in 1872, cut the price, and in 1878 they were charging 
less than half thatamount. Their combination did not avail to keep up rates 
in the face of a decreasing demand. What the British ironmasters found 
themselves unable to do the American manufacturers can not hope to accom- 


plish. 

If earns doubts this let him investigate the causes that induced the lead- 
ing steel and iron manufacturers of the United States, at a meeting held in 
New York on November 5, 1908, toreduce the price of steel billets from $27 
to $24a ton. A frank inquiry will develop the fact that the so-called trust is 
pepe to keep up prices in the face of a diminishing demand as indi- 
viduals assumedly in active competition with each other would be. 

It iseven doubtful- whether a great concern organized on the lines of a 
modern trust is as potent in the premises as individuals were in the days 
before promotion became the fashion. An enormous stock company must 
meet its obligations, and can only do so by continuing to produce until the 
point of selling at a loss is reached; an individual may suspend operations 
when profits become too small to tempt him. 

The great steel trust has acqui large bodies of iron ore, which, in the 
nature of Lm must become more valuableasthe population of thecountry 
and the world increases. If these mines were in the possession of private 
ownersitis conceivable that they might be permitted to remain unproductive, 
but having been acquired by a company whose existence is dependent upon 
production, they must be worked. 

In the course of the industrial inquiry made by the commission created 
by Congress Mr. Schwab, of the steel trust, expressed the view that the cor- 
poration of which he was a member was not overcapitalized, because it 
owned vast ore bodies which would become extremely valuable in the future. 
He argued that at the rate consumption was increasing the deposits of a 
certain class of ores would be exhausted in less than fifty years. 

This condition of affairs, he assumed, would enable the United States Steel 
Company to anticipate the future by — it to make its charges com- 
mensurate with the approaching scarcity. There is little doubt that his 
opinion of the duration of the supply is sound, but he appears to have over- 
looked the fact that the ge of the ore bodies from the control of a few 

rsons who, like speculators in real estate ina city, might have waited for 

e inc value which comes from a demand created by the expansion 
of ponalation, has frustrated the opportunity to profit in the manner sug- 


y him. 

The dispersal of the securities of the company has made the continuance 
of | pape imperative. The interest on the bonds issued must be paid, 
and an attempt will be made to earn dividends. To accomplish these results 
the ores of the corporation must be utilized, and the consuming public must 
be tempted to buy the products fashioned from them. 

That this view is sound is attested by the fact above quoted—that at the 
first sign of cessation of demand the price of steel is reduced. If the reduc- 
tion resolved upon does not effect its purpose it will have to be followed b 
another. This is precisely the process witnessed before the hubbub rai: 
over the formation of trusts was heard, and it proves that combinations, no 
matter how strong, are subject to the same economic laws as individuals. 

It is not because trusts can exact what they please from the consumer that 

are undesirable. Experience shows that they have no such power. 
Their evil feature is their tendency to draw capital to themselves by fraudu- 
lent methods. But that may be overcome by acting upon the advice of the 
President, who has recommended the passage of laws which will compel pub- 
licity. If such laws are enacted trusts will soon be divested of their power for 
harm within the country in which they are operated; but the inhabitants of 
other countries will be compelled to guard against their encroachments, for 
the nevessity under which they will find themselves of producing and selling 
will cause them to seek out the convenient spots of the earth in which to 
dump their products. 

This is becoming thoroughly understood in Germany and other European 


stem of combination is 
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countries 


In an article recently published in the Reichsbote, of Berlin, the 


statement was made that “if, contrary to expectation, the American trust, 
after flooding the British markets, should make renewed attempts to over- 
flow the German tariff dike, it will be necessary to strengthen the defenses 
of the German market.” 

Compare this sensible attitude with the absurd position taken by Ameri- 
can free traders, who recommend cutting the tariff dike as a remedy for the 





id that this recommendation is made in full knowl- 


When we a 














edge « ct that ‘Germany was able to ease its market during the crisis 
of 1901 by d ping a million tons of iron and steel in Great Britain,” some 
idea of the fatuousness of the free trader's advice may be formed. 

The Brit people are t ning to realize that they are in a trap and are 
endeavoring to escape from it. They recognize their helplessness, and the 
desire to ike down the cause of it is growing rapidly. They know that 
while free trade lasts their ports will continue to be a dumping ground for 
the t nd the knowledge will speedily guide them to the remedy. 

8} commit the blunder of adopting the system which is now menac- 
ing British iz try, or shall we pursue the sensible course of leaving the 
trusts to the p esses of our courts? If we embrace the error which Great 
Britain now ; to retrieve, we shall be at the mercy of all trusts, includ- 
ing our ow1 neclude to abate the evils which attend the trust sys- 
tem by tion, we will accomplish a real reform without menac- 
ing domest m 
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rlION AND JUSTIFICATION OF THE POLICY OF PROMOT- 
ING PRODUCTION. 

of November 4, 1903, Joseph Chamberlain made a speech in 

Woof his fellow-townsmen, in which he quoted Cobden as 
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saying that the d States would eventually abandon manufacturing, 
and that “the w gman would go back to the land and dig and delve for 
us.” Mr. ¢ I n now says: “The Americans had not so conceived 
their national cd and did not believe that they were created by Provi- 
dence to dig, delve, und plow for the benefit of Great Britain.” 

We may fairly assume that the view which the British ex-colonial secre- 
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sto Cobden was once generally entertained by the people of 
and was m closely adhered to by the learned men of that 
eof their own experience and the dictatesof reason, 
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had constructed an economic theory the basic idea of which was the erro- 
neous assu tion thatthe manufacturing and commercial supremacy of the 
British w: to natural causes. 

ling t opinion, it is not strange that Cobden, John Bright, Glad- 
stone a host of other free traders whose names and utterances might be 
r id have made the blunder of predictmg that our efforts to 
esta nufacturing industry would provefruitiess. Hadtheir assump- 
tion be« fied, their predictions must have been realized, for nothing is 
more cé 1 than that it is impossible for a peopie to profitably carry on 
industries to which they can not adapt themselves or to which the country 
in which they are operating is not adapted. 

Bi a thing does not make it so, and no matter how loudly Richard 
Cobd i lowers asserted that protection meant trying to raise pine- 
apples unde uss, it did not provethat such wasthecase. Theonly effectof 
the foolish charge was to deceive those who madeit. It blinded them to what 
we were doing in this country so thoroughly that they did not wake to the 


real condition of affairs until they found us dumping the products of our fac 






) 
tories into their open markets. Then they woke up, rubbed their eyes, and 
asked themselves, *‘ What is the matter?” 

Lor er theoutput of manufactured articlesin this country was greatly 
in excess of that of the United Kingdom, and even up to the time when it be- 
came equal volume to the combined production of Great Britain and Ger- 
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ters for the British pressand authors of books published in England 
stomed to speaking of the United States as an agricultural nation. 
And when they used the term they were still under the domination of Cob- 
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den's i Americans “ were created by Providence to dig, delve, and 
plow for » benefit of Great Britain.” 
hey were confirmed in this remarkable belief by the vast quantity of 
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farm products annually dumped on their shores. They saw so 
products of our soil that they unthinkingly concluded that we 
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devoting ourselves wholly toagriculture. They had been taught by 


















their master that it would be fatal, or at least highly injurious to our true 
interests as cultivators, to divert any of our capital from the soil, and it did 
not oecur to them that it might be possible for us to have several irons in the 
fire at once and keep them ail at a white heat. 

But we did. We made good the protectionist claim that man succeeds 
best when he depends upon his own efforts. We showed that inexperience 
and unaptness are not synonymous terms, and we have conclusively proved 
that there is nota single industry prosecuted in England which we may not 
h arry on with equal or greater success than it is carried on in that 
country. 


it is the glory and triumph of protectionism to have demonstrated that 
the whole world may be made a workshop, and that mankind need not be de- 
pendent upon alittle cornerof it. The greatest achievementof protectionism 


is the fact that it has practically taught the Western World that national 
progress receives its greatest impulse when the people of a country resolve 
to do for themselves. 


It is because the Western World has learned this lesson that the consump- 
tive ability of mankind has been so vastly increased. Had several nations 
which now occupy a foremost position in the industrial world been content 
to await the time when their resources would naturally develop themselves 


there would have been a different story to tell. Had the United States lis- 


tened to the Cobdenites and depended upon agriculture as its main resource 
it would in all probability have occupied to-day as insignificant a position 
commercially as Turkey. 


But it refused to accept counsel which virtually bid it fetter its energies. 
Animated by the spirit of Washington, who advocated industrial independ- 
ence, ‘icans as a political expedient resorted to artificial means to ac- 
complish their ends. What they began as a measure of political security 
they have ‘e continued because it has brought economic gain. 

‘the policy inaugurated by the First Congress has not been adhered to with 
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religious fidelity. There have been several lapses from it, but only for 
periods long enough to emphasize the conviction which has taken possession 
of the American mind that it is essential to safeguard the home market for 
the domestic producer in order to assure to the producing and consuming 


masses the greatest degree of prosperity. 

During the years in which protection has been most rigidly adhered to the 
country has made its greatest gains in productivity. In these years have 
been built up the enormous industries the existence of which refute the vain 
assumption of the free trader that protection proves a hindrance to advance- 
ment. 

Within the past thirty years, while the freo traders of Great Britain and 
the United States have been proclaiming that manufacturing could never 
succeed ina country hampered by protective duties, there has been devel- 
oped an industry the volume of whose output exceeds that of Germany and 
Great Britain combined. 

In 1870 the value of the manufactured products of the United States was 
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| over 17,000,000 tons in 1902; but while the men in the foundries and factories 
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$4,232,825,442; in 1900 the colossal total of $13,039,279,566 was reached. Nor was 
this enormous production attained at the expense of agriculture. The frea 
trader assured us that any artificial stimulus applied to the development of 
manufactures would impede the profitable use of our soil, but we have sex 
concurrently with the growth of our factories such an enlargement of fa) 
ing operations within our borders as was never witnessed before in any « 
try on the globe. F 

Had protection resulted in paralyzing agriculture in the United States as 
free trade did that industry in Great Britain, the American advocates of { 
promotion of production might have hesitated. But when they saw the | 
dictions of the Cobdenites falsified by the event; when they saw American 
agriculture omnaaane year after year, the rate of increase impeded only by 
the inability of the word to consume the products of our farms at a price 
that would pay to raise them, protectionists were profoundly convinces } 
whatever might result from the policy of diversifying resources, it could 
possibly be injury to agriculture. 

That conviction can not be disturbed so long as the census disclo 
tinuous increase in the value of farm property and products as it ha 
after decade since protection has been the nation’s policy. In 1870 the farms 
of the United States were valued at $8,944,857,749, in 1900 at $20,514,001.83e: in 
thc same years theannual value of farm products increased from $1,958,0) 
to $3 764,177,706. 

When we inquire into the details of the American farming industry wo 
find a state of affairs the very reverse of that which the Cobdenites 
dicted and exactly the opposite of that produced by the free-trade p 
the United Kingdom. In the latter country the tiller isabandoning the soi! 
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in the United States the number of farmsand farmers increases stead i! In 
1870 there were 2,659,985 farms in this country; in 1900 the numix 3 
5,735,372. Thirty years ago the United Kingdom had six or seven million 


more sheep than it has now; the number of sheepin the United States 
creased from 40,853,000 to 62,039,091 during the same period. 

In the thirty years during which our manufacturing industry has made 
such enormous progress as to astonish the world, agriculture, too, has kept 
pace. We have increased our output of pig iron from 1,665,179 tons in | 





were acco! 
In 1870 they had 





nplishing this result the farmers also made an equally asto: 
25,484,100 cattle; er was 61,4 
In 1870 the number of horses was 8,248,800; in 1902, despite the int i 

of the trolley. the bicycle, and the automobile, the number of horses had in 
creased to 16,531,224. We now raise enough swine to provide the world with 
bacon and hams, the number increasing from 26,751,400 in 1870 to 56,982,142 in 
1901. Our production of wool during the period increased from 162,000 
pounds to $16,841,082 pounds; of wheat, from 235,884,700 bushels to 670,143,008 
bushels; of corn, from 1,094,255,000 bushels to 2,523,648,312 bushels, and 
ton, from 4,347,006 bales to 10,680,600 bales. 

No other nation can make such a showing as this. Had we hearken: 
the free trader, however, it would not have been made. Our agricult 
development has been stimulated by the utilization of our manifold res 

Had we not endeavored to make use of all the blessings of nature the Ameri- 
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can people would not have conquered their continental area in a little re 
than halfacentury. It is because we have devoted ourselves to the extrac- 
tion of our coal, our iron and our copper ores, and to the work of fashioning 
them into finished products that we have been able to cover our im: ’ 
land with a network of railways which have helped the farmer to bring his 
products to near-by markets. 

Had we not diversified our industries, had we been content to rais rri- 
cultural products for peoples in distant lands, we shou!d not to-day nu r 
our farms by the million. In 1900, as already stated, there were 5.i i2 
farms in the United States. This tremendous increase from 2,659,965 in 1870 
was made possible by the urban growth of the country. And that re is 





directly due to the creation of a manufacturing industry which has dotted 
the country with cities, towns, and villages, whose inhabitants form the 
nearby customers of the American farmer, and save to him the cost of trans- 
portation of his product to distant markefs. 

Itis upon the development of its resources and the attendant result 
the sensible lover of his country should concentrate his attention, : not 
upon the figures of external trade, although, as has already been shown, | 
tectionists may challenge comparisons on that point. The volume of 
we sell to foreigners and those we buy from them is insignificant when 
measured against what we produce for domestic consumption. 

In every field of production the output is mainly for our own u 
most times we are so prosperous that we can afford to consume the 
our own products, although we produce on a scale undreamed of e! 

Four-fifths of the products of our farms are used to feed Am 
provide them with raw : 
seven nmoillionsof the 261,87 
and the 
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aterials for manufacturing purposes; « 





675 tons of coal minedin 1902 were shipp 
e exports were offset in large measure by imports of n 






from nearby countries; we used sixteen-seventeent! f our va 
pig iron and the major part of the 268.000 tons of Dy mined in 
mineral production in the last year was valuedat $1,080. 5 21. Ov 





dollars’ worth of this enormous output stayedat home to contribute 
can comfort andadd to American wealth. 

There is no conceivable test to which protection can be subjec 
not make a triumphant showing for the policy. Even in the pa 
which we were supposed to be most deficient—foreign commerce 
a greater progress than the United Kingdom, the great exem) 
trade, 

Our external commerce has grown both relatively and absol 
rapidly than that of Great Britain. We export more domestic pr 
that country, and it may be confidently predicted that in less than t 
our external commerce will vastly exceed that of any other nation, 
our imports, in the nature of things, are not likely to increase wit 
rapidity as those of dependent nations. 

Our exports of manufactured articles, despite the assertion of f 
that we could never hope to compete in manufacturing, have incre: 
$92,678,814 in 1875 to $408,641,401 in 1902, and our genera! exports, W! 
$10.88 per capita in the first-named year, rose to $17.16 per capita int 
in 1875 our exports of all kinds aggregated $559,237,635; 1902, $1,759 

But it is not exports or imports which tell the story of the well | 
doing of the people of acountry. That is to be searched for in othe! 
and in other testimony. Such facts as these, which are drawn fr 
tistical Abstract, proclaim the truth in trumpet tones. In 1870 the per : 
consumption of our products of raw cotton was 14.10 pounds; in |- . 
25.65 pounds. In 1870 we consumed 4.69 bushels of wheat per capits. > 
the domestic consumption was 6.50 bushels per capita. In 1870 we u 
pounds of sugar per capita; in 1902 it required 72.8 pounds per capita 
our wants. In 1870 our consumption of coffee was 7.91 pounas per ca))'' 
1902, 13.87 pounds. In 1870it took 5.78 pounds of wool per capita to satis!) 
requirements; in 1902 we needed 6.07 pounds per capita, — : e10 Tk 

hirty years ago the amount of money per capita in circulation was >! 


‘ , 


in 1902 it was $32.45, every dollar of it good for its face. In 1s70our pt » . 

debt was $56.81; it was only $12.27 per capita last year. The annual er : 

charge, which was $2.88 in 1870, was only 35 cents per capita in 1902. = : 3 
1ea >i 


spent $5.62 per capita on our schools; in 1902 the expenditures reac 
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per capita. The use of the post-office is a fair index of a people's progress and 
pr sperity. The revenue from this source was 51 cents per capita in 187land 
$1.54 in 1902. In 1870 the deposits of the pou in savings banks aggregated 
$650,745, 442; in 1902 they footed up $2,750,677 290. 
And so the table may be made to run on indefinitely, and its tenor will al- 
ways be the same. But whyspin it out? What need is there to extol our ex- 
ploits when the whole world is pointing the Syger of admiration at them and 
conceding that they are due to protection? hy argue the case when free- 
trade England virtually confesses her error by agitating for a change of her 
fiscal system? Why think it necessary to warn Americans against a course 
which has produced this state of affairs in Great Britain, testified to by the 
London Chronicle, which printed the facts related to impress its readers that 
English workingmen are hovering so clos to the borderland of starvation 
that a slight rise in the price of foodstuffs would 2 t 
Here is the testimony furnished by the London Chronicle in its issue of Oc- 
ober 10, 1908: 
mn In the present controversy concrete instances are more valuable than 
any number of theories. Here isa London workingman’s budget, supplied 
by Mr. Percy Alden, who has known the man for fourteen years, as a tecto- 
taler, a friendly society man, and a trades-unionist. He has a wife and four 
children. His average earnings are 18s. a week, and out of these he pays— 
rent, 4s. 8d.; bread, 2s. 6d.; meat, 1s. 6d.; vegetables, 1s. 5d.; coal, ls. 6d. 
Every farthing is of importance to this man, and to hundreds of thousands 
of laborers in London whose earnings are not more than 18s. a week on the 
average. The dock laborers ae only 12s.a week. Even an addition of 
] penny a day to the food bill would put a strain on these workmen.” 
Compare this statement and the condition of affairs it reveals with that 
disclosed by a bulletin issued by the United States Bureau of Labor on No- 
vember 13, 1908, on the cost of living of workingmen’s families in this coun 
try, in which it was shown that of 2,500 workingmen’'s families in thirty-three 
States from which data were obtained the average income per family was 
$827.19, of which $326.90 was expended for food, the average size of the family 
being 5.31 persons. Ina country in which food of all kinds is much cheaper 
than in the United Kingdom the American workingman spends more money 
upon his tablealone than the bulk of British workers earn. This means that 


rr ~ 


the American worker does not deny himself luxuries utterly unknown to | 


his fellows across the sea, and that, after he has satisfied the disposition to 
live in comfort, he is still able to save a tidy little sum annually, a fact elo- 
quently testified to by the swelling deposits of American savings banks. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. GouLDEN]. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I heartily indorse what the 
gentleman from Brooklyn [Mr. FirzGERALD] has so ably and for- 
cibly stated regarding the accusations made against the fair name 
of the city of New York by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ADAMS]. 

The infamous slanders uttered by the gentleman that the mu- 
nicipal campaign ending in the triumphant election of the Demo- 
cratic ticket in November last was waged on the platform of 
“free rum and free immorality ’’ are maliciously false. 

The statements are unworthy of a Member of this House or of 
any respectable man. 

It makes a native of the State of Pennsylvania, of which I am 
proud, blush for his fellow-citizens of that great Commonwealth. 

 indorse the refutation of the charges made by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The matter under consideration is one of importance to the na- 
tion. Full and free discussion of the subject must tend to asatis- 
factory solution of the questions. I desire to occupy the time of the 
House for a brief space on the Panama Canal matter. 

There is no doubt of the feelings of the great majority of the 
American people on this proposition. Thata canal should be con- 
structed where it can be done the cheapest and quickest goes with- 
out saying. The masses of the people demand it, and the Demo- 
cratic party would welcome its speedy accomplishment, but let 
that result be brought about in a manner befitting the dignity of 
this great and powerful nation and through methods consistent 
with a due observance of the rules of international law as they 
should be applied by one country to another in this age of en- 
lightenment and civilization. 

The consensus of opinion everywhere favors canals as the cheap- 
est method of transporting freight and as competitors of the rail- 
roads of the country. In my own State the people, in November 
last, by a majority of a quarter of a million, decided to expend 


roduce that awful result? | 


$101,000,000 in the improvement and betterment of the canals. | 


In my own district the Government is slowly but surely con- 
structing the Harlem River Ship Canal, connecting the Hudson 
River and Long Island Sound, two great waterways. Whencom- 
pleted, as it should be within five years, it will be one of the most 
important canals in the country. Many of you now within the 
sound of my voice will live to see a great ship canal built from 
New York City to the Lakes. This will become an absolute ne- 
cessity if this nation is to successfully compete with the Canadian 
water transportation. 

New York State is preparing the way in this matter by im- 
proving her system of canals. 
example, and a revival of interest in nature's methods of carrying 
freight cheaply may be confidently expected. 

The rename question is one of the signs of the times of such a 
revival. 

The agitation will tend to kindle anew the interest of the neo- 
ple in the matter of water communication, by restoring the canals 
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Other States should follow her | 
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of the country that have been so long neglected, perhaps through | Stands does not represent t 
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other corporate influences. In many cases these corporations 
have secured control of canals only to abandon or to use them as 
tenders in their carrying trade. The people of the State of New 
York have decided that this kind of business must cease. Hence 
the immense vote in favor of the improvement of the canals. 

A tew words about the Panama Canal, which is now a leading 
question before the people of this country and will form one of 
the principal planks in the platforms of the great political parties 
in the coming national conventions. As a Democrat, with a ma- 
jority of my party, I am heartily in favor of building a canal to 
connect the oceans. The commerce and business interests de- 
mand that it be constructed as speedily as possible. The shorter 
distance and lesser cost makes the Panama Canal seemingly the 
favorite route for the great waterway to be built. 

In my judgment, however, the manner in which the new Re- 
public of Panama was recognized in order to carry out certain 
premature plans was a@ monumental mistake. Why so much 
haste and apparent secrecy? Why was not the law-making power 
of the country consulted? Nothing certainly would have been 
lost by a little diplomacy being practiced toward a sister repub- 
lic. Iam loath to believe that the Chief Executive, whom I es- 
teem as aman and a citizen, based upon a personal acquaintance 
with him for many years, would be guilty of what on the face 
appears to be a violation of the laws of nations, of right, and of 
justice. 

Not only as Democrats, but especially as citizens, do we deplore 
the methods adopted to bring about the results achieved. The 
principle laid down in 1861, and which cost this conntry so much 
blood and treasure to maintain, should not have been so ruthlessly 
and hastily cast aside. If the principle of secession was wrong 
then, it is equally wrong now. 

The question of environment and of the exigencies of the case 
has nothing to do with the right or wrong of the matter, because 
no wtong can make a right. 

Is it right to claim that this is a case where the end justifies the 
means? 

The unparalleled and unprecedented display of unexampled meth- 
ods is open to the sharpest criticism, and the thinking American 
people, regardless of party affiliation, are discussing this matter. 
Most seriously in this connection I predict that it will be longer 
than the present or any hasty canal builder can calculate for the 
permanent completion of the canal to admit the passage of ocean 
shipping. Why, then, such unseemly haste? Why imperil the 
good name of the Republic that in its entire history has stood for 
justice and fair play? Is it not a mistake anyway to attempt to 
build the canal of such magnitude on the lock system? 

Many engineers predict failure for the canal as contemplated 
and urge the sea-level plan, doing away with all artificial means. 

To prove that I am not speaking as a partisan, I quote from 
that stalwart, conservative Republican paper, the New York 
Tribune, under date of December 28, 1903. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PANAMA REVOLUTION—EFFECTED BY A MUNICIPAL COUNCIL—PEOPLE TOOK 
NO PART. 


PANAMA, R. P., December 16, 1908. 

The acre? known to the Colombian Federation as the Department 
of Panama, and now embraced by the Republic, is a long, narrow strip of 
land extending in a generally easterly and westerly direction. It is about 
475 miles long, measured in a straight line, and varies in width from about 47 
miles, between Colon and Panama, to something more than a hundred miles 
at its eastern extremity and along the eighty-first parallel of On 
the west it is bounded by Costa Rica, with which nation there is a long-stand- 
ing boundary dispute, while on the east the Gulf of Darien and the Atrato 
River mark its separation from the South American mainland and the great 
body of the Colombian Republic. 

The coast line, considerably more than 1,000 miles in length, is rough and 
broken. The surface of the country is generally mountainous, although im- 
mense swamps and stretches of treeless upland are frequent. Except along 
the coast, the country is almost entirely uninhabited, all of the towns anc 
cities of any consequence being located next the seaor very near to it. Inthe 
interior are bands of Indians, two or three of the more important tribes of 
which have rarely been communicated with. Vast areas in the extreme east- 
ern and western portion of the country remain wholly unexplored, and the 
knowledge of what the interior holds is most limited. In this territory there 
are supposed to live, including Indians, about 300,000 persons. No attempt 
has ever been made to take a census of the population, so the figure named 
can only be taken as a more or less accurate estimate. 

This territory while it stood in the Colombian Federation as the Depart- 
ment of Panama, and at the time of the secession, was divided into seven 
provinces, Chiriqui, Los Santos, Varaguas, Panama, Colon, Bocas del 
and Cocla. Each of these provinces was governed by a governor, s inate 
to the departmental governor. Each had its council, and each was entitled 
to representation—by senators and representatives—in the two branches of 
the Colombian Congress, which sat at Bogota. It will be seen froin this ex- 
planation that, no matter how corrupt, inefficient, and oppressive the old 
order of things may have be2en, the fabric of the State was complete in all of 
its details, the governmental structure having been carried down as per- 
fectly in theory as it is in our own Union 

It follows from this, asa natural presumption, that in the secessionist move- 
ment all of these provinces should have had a voice. It happens, however, 
that, natural as that presumption may be. itis wholly groundless in this in- 
stance. The natural corollary of the last statement is that the Republic as it 
he people of Panama—speaking now of the entire 
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Department—and snch is actually the case. It may represent them in the 
sense that the sentimentof all the people concursin what has been done: but 
it is an indisputable fact that outside of the city of Panama the people of the 
new Republic had no voice whatever in the establishment of the Republic. 


PEOPLE NOT IN THE SECRET. 


The secessionist movement began with three men and was executed under 
the supervision of those three and four others, the seven working under the 
advice and counsel of four Americans. Before the coup d’état others were, 
perforce, taken into the secret, but so closely were the plans guarded that 
those who were really in the secret and knew definitely the details might be 
counted on the fingers of the two hands. This brings us to the revolution 
itself andintroduces the strangest of all the contradictions discoverable in con- 
nection with the birth of this national infant. The uprising took place on the 
8d day of November, being initiated by the arrest of Generals Tovar and 
Amayaand Governor Obaldia, which took place in the city of Panama. That 
city knew, of course, what had occurred the moment the arrests were ef- 
fected, but Colon was kept in ignorance of the secession until the following 
day. It was on the 4th of the month that the public meeting was held in the 
Cathedral Plaza, Panama, the independence of the Republic proclaimed, and 
the de ‘laration of independence—or manifestation, as they call it here—was 
signed 

Bearing in mind the fact that seven men, aided by the soldiers and others 
whose support for the movement had been purchased with dollars, were alone 
responsible for the sudden revolution in the political status of Panama, one 
may wander away down a stretch of not uninteresting inquiries. Were the 
people of the other provinces consulted as to what it was proposed by the se- 
cessionists to do? They were not. Were the people, speaking in general 
terms, of the provinces of Colon and Panama let into the secret? They were 
not. They knew, by general rumor, that a revolution was on the tapis; but 
they had not been consulted nor their advice asked as to the wisdom or un- 
wisdom of what was contemplated. Wasa provisional congress, composed of 
delegates from the several provinces, held for the purpose of debating the 

yroject and framing a bill of separation? Nothing of the kind was ever 
hought of. How, then, was the affair carried through? In this simple and 
unique manner: . 

The little band of secessionists let the members of the city council of Pan- 
ama into their secret late in October, when it became evident that a blow 
would have to be struck very soon or forever withheld. These city council- 
men—cleven in number—were willing to further the project, so that when 
tho public meeting was held in the cathedral plaza, Panama, on November 
4. they wereall in attendance. They, too, were the first to sign the declara 
tion of independence, and immediately after that formality they adjourned 
across the street to the municipal building and went into session behind 
closed doors. Their first act then was to pass the declaration, which had al- 
ready been engrossed in a book of record, and to append their names to the 
engros-ed copy. This done, the city council appointed the three members of 
the provisional governing junta, authorizing them to take charge of the af- 
fairs of the new Republic. The junta assembled at once and named the mem- 
bers of the provisional cabinet, and the new Republic becamea fact. On the 
same day Porfirio Mollendes had taken charge of affairs at Colon as pro 
visional governor appointed by the junta; but outside of the cities of Panama 
and Colon, and along the line of the Panama Railroad, the people of the new 
Republic were in entire ignorance of the fact that they were no longer sub- 
jects of Colombia. 

DONE BY A MUNICIPAL COUNCIL. 


It seems almost incredible that the municipal council of a city of fewer 
than 25,000 people should take unto themselves the right to create a republic 
out of a territory equal in area to the State of Indiana; but that was what 
was actually done in this case. Instead of a provincial congress, the city 
council of Panama passed the act of independence. Every o_o for- 
mality incident to the creation of this Republic was performed by these city 
councilmen, no portion of the new Republic except the city of Panama hav- 
ing a voice, by representation, in what was done. Nor has any other por- 
tion of the new Republic had such a voice to this day. 

No congress had been called to rntify the secession, nor has any one of the 
seven provinces been requested to assemble, in council or by mass meeting, 
to pass an act of ratification. There might bea parallel for this procedure if 
the municipal council of one of our own cities—Indianapolis, for instance, since 
the area of Indiana is about the sameas that of Panama—should passan ordi- 
nance declaring the State of Indiana a free and independent nation; but the 
average American imagination is impotent to summon such a spectacle as that 
into being. But itwas that very thing which was done here when the munici- 
pal council of Panama legislated for the 300,000 inhabitants of this territory 
in severing all their obligations of fealty to Colombia, making them free and 
independent, and doing these things without consulting any of those 300,000 
inhabitants, save aninsignificant minority, restricted in numbers practically 
to the original band of secessionists. 

It is not intended by the foregoing to impeach or to compromise the exist- 
ence of the new Republic. Such 
Republic is actual. The purpose is merely to show the incongruity of the 

rocedure, although no Panaman can be brought to see that there is anything 
irrational, incongruous, or contradictory in the fact that a Republic has been 
created by an ordinance passed by a city council. The inability of the Pana- 
raans to realize what impresses Americans as little short of ludicrous is 
doubtless due to the fact that measures have been taken, though not by leg- 
islative steps, to bring the whole territory to accept the new form of govern 
ment. Immediately after the creation of the Republic and the appointment 
of the junta by the city council of Panama the junta took steps to this end. 

Emissaries were sent into the different provinces to proclaim the estab- 
lishment of the Republic. These emissaries were effective orators, as are 
nearly all the aie of these southern countries. They toured along both 
coasts, east and west, and stopped at the principal cities. Their coming was 
unannounced in these cities, which, until the arrival of the emissaries, were 
without knowledge of the fact that Panama had seceded from Colombia. 
David, Chiriqui, Santiago, and other cities and towns along and adjacent to 
the Pacific coast, Bocas del Toro, Nombre de Dios, Porto Shello, etc., on the 
Caribbean shores, were visited in this way, and reports have been received 
from all the emissaries, although some of them have not yet returned to 
Panama. 

PROCESS OF PROCLAMATION, 


In each of these cities the emissary would, upon his arrival, employ the 
local band of musicians. Taking a stand in the principal plaza, he weuld 
draw his crowd by the band’s efforts, and when a number sufficient for his 

urpose had assembled he would read the declaration of independence. 

ollowing the reading would come his harangue, the burden of which was 
that the establishment of the Republic meant the construction of the ship 
canal by the United States across the Isthmus, and that the construction of 
this cana] meant that the United States would have to pay to the Republic a 
sum of money sufficient to make all of the people rich and prosperous. This 
was done in every instance, and the orator's argument, being addressed to a 
people among whom poverty in its most vo form prevails, never failed to 
elicit enthusiastic responses in approval of what been done, The busi- 
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| the leaders of the new Republic is that, while there should be no int 
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ness of the emissary was then to report to the junta that the people of that 
town accepted the Republic and gloried in its creation. eo 

This procedure has been followed in treating with all of the people of 
Isthmus. In a more formal manner some of the provinces have comm, 
cated with the junta through their governors. Support has been tend 
in this way of men and arms to support the Republic's independence. ; 
while it is not pretended that anything like all of the people of the Repu 
have been communicated with, the assurances through the emissaries and 
governors have been sufficient in number to carry the conviction that 
poorse of Panama generally approve the severance of their relations 

Jolombia. If they lack patriotism of their own, they certainly have no | 
for Colombia and are glad to escape her dominion, their willingness ext 
ing to ready acceptance after the event of all that was done by the . 
council of Panama, which enjoys the unique distinction of having by 
ple ordinance created a republic, so far as the formal structure of t) 
public is concerned. From this it will appear, and this is the indisput 
fact, that the Republic of Panama exists to-day, in its governmental fea 
because it is unopposed. The junta is governing without oppositi 
while the allegiance of none of the people, except the soldiers and sai! 
been pledged to the new Republic, the junta constitutes a governing b 
jure because there is no dispute as to its authority. 

Into the situation created under and by these contradictory condi 
and methods there enter several elements of danger. The first and m: 
portant of these is delay in giving to the Government the form of mor 
tain acceptability to the people. The people are acquiescent now, | 
the condition is new and novel; but how long they will remain so is ; 
lematical. The conviction is universal among them that the United + 
will begin actual canal operations at once. Everybody is expecting 1 
to flow freely within the next few days, because they have been enco: 
to believe that the establishment of the Republic means the immedia 
ginning of work on the canal. This is seen in divers ways. Hotels 

ars have been closed since the cessation of canal work by the French 
teen years ago—are preparing to open them within a few weeks, 

Owners of renting property in Panama and Colon, who have ac: 
nominal rents from the natives and nondescripts, are turning these | 
out of their premises in the expectation that within a few days there \ 
such an influx of Americans as tosend rents booming. Speculation of 
sort is rife, based upon this belief, and upon every tongue is the slogan 
canal is coming.” To Panamans who saw and participated in the 1 
French extravagance and corruption the fact that “the canal is 
means flush times; and Panama can hardly restrain itself until the mon 
of actual operations arrives. 


REACTION WILL COME. 


From this condition there is certain to be a reaction. The United States 
will not begin canal operations for months, for if the advice of men like Ad 
miral Waiker, Col. illiam Henry Black, the army sanitary expert 
other Americans now here is accepted, months must elapse, even aft 
ratification of the treaty by the United States Senate, before sanitary 

tions can be so improved as to permit the work of canal construction to 

This means that a season of dire disappointment, inviting to dissatis 


, 


a 


| with the Government, is certain to prevail; and facing this prospect th 


ernment lacks proper recognition by the people. 

All thought of creating a government by the formal adoption of a 
tution and the election of administrative officials waits upon Dr. M 
Amador’s return from the States; but the wiser heads believe a seri 
take is being made in thus delaying. The demand that a constitutior 
vention, with representatives from all the provinces, be called is be: 
insistent, the more far-seeing among the Panamans believing that it i 
tial that the republican government be given a more substantial four 
and something upon which it can more certainly claim the adheren 
people than is possible through the mere fact that it exists now, becaus 
without opposition. 

Another disturbing factor, and one bound to assert itself sooner or !ater, is 
the conflict over the relations bet ween church and state. The policy of the Cor 
servatives—who for years governed the country—was that the state sheuld 
The Liberals opposed this, and the sentimen 


with the established religion—the Roman Catholic—the church must 

its communicants and not to the state for support. Among a oo ple 
erty stricken as are the Panamans the ——— of the church wou 

the imposition of a serious burden, and, as the padres are sure to en 
the people, when the new policy shall have been actually instituted, t! 
are Soing imposed upon, the refi ious unrest will assuredly provoke ) 
with which the Government will have to deal. 

Already there are rumors of dissatisfaction. Jealousies are beg 
crop out among those who stood shoulder to shoulder in the creat 
Republic. The er pee a few _~ ago that Dr. Amador 
be the unopposed choice of the people for the first President of the ! 
is beginning to modify,and an Arango party, fostered by pow rfu 
ences, is coming into existence; and when it is remembered that her 
cal campaigns are carried on in the form of revolutions, there i 
necessity for the United States to insist upon immediate action tows 
formation of a suitable government chosen by the people and to w 
the people will give their allegiance. 

The Republic of Panama being nonexistent so far as the people a: 
cerned, and existing only because the provisional junta's authority 
been disputed, it is required, to correct this contradictory condition : 
enable the serious problems which will shortly arise through disapp»! 
and religious unrest to be properly and effectively handled, that 
ment be quickly established upon the consent and free participation 
people. Until that is done the Republic of Panama will continue as«! 
aly, secure only in the fact that the interests of the United States ar 
that that Government will not permit this one to be destroyed, eithe: 
vasion from without or by disturbances within. 


Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, from this it would seem ‘ 
the whole scheme was revolutionary and without justific:' 
Does the fact that there isa goodly portion of $40,000,000 
divided among the schemers in the city of Panama have an) 
ing on the matter? No one fora moment would connect the ' 
Executive of this country with even a suspicion of having 
thing to do with this monetary part of the scheme. B 
manner in which the Chief Magistrate endeavored to secu 
‘anal is one that would set a dangerous precedent, \ 
the golden rule that ought to obtain among the nations 
earth, and subject us to the charge that in our desire to acy 
territory from foreign nations we have departed from the w' 
some law of honesty and fair dealing only to resort to theo” 
gerous and unholy doctrine that ‘‘ might makes right. 
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It would seem unnecessary to employ a large naval force not to 
maintain treaty rights, but to force a sister republic to yield one 
of its important Commonwealths. Other canals of great magni- 
tude, notably the Suez, were built without dishonor, and why not 
the one on the Western Hemisphere? Would this action have 
been taken had the territory been under the jurisdiction of Eng- 
land. France, or Germany? If not, then why was it done to a 
weak nation, entitled to all the rights and courtesies of those 
named? [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having | 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, several messages in writ- | 
ing from the President of the United States were communicated | 
to the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNEs, one of his secre- 
taries. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Tomas]. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I avail my- 
self of the latitude allowed in the debate upon this bill to call the 
attention of the Members of Congress, and especially the attention 
of the members of the Committee on the Library, to the bill which 
I introduced in the Fifty-seventh Congress, and which I have 
again introduced in this Congress, appropriating $10,000 to in- 
inclose and beautify the grounds and repair the monument on the 
Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina. The bill authorizes 
the Secretary of the Treasury to expend the sum of $10,000, | 
through the governor of the State of North Carolina and the 
Moores Creek Monumental Association, for the purpose of repair- | 
ing the monumenterected on Moores Creek battlefield, North Caro- 
lina, and for inclosing and beautifying the grounds around the | 
same. The Committee on the Library made a favorable report | 
upon this bill during the last Congress, reducing the appropria- 
tion, however, from the sum of $10,000 to the sum of $5,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill which we are debating, which is known 
as the great salary bill of the Government, carries the sum total 
of appropriations of more than $28,000,000. While weare making | 
these large appropriations for the salaries of Government officials 
and the expenses of our Government, it seems to me that it would | 
be well for us not to forget the memory of great men and great 
events in our country’s history, and that some small share at | 
least of the large appropriations made by our Government annu- 
ally should be given and used for the purpose of commemorating | 
the distinguished patriots, soldiers, and statesmen of our country, 
and great battles and historical events. The lives of noble pa- 
triots and the memory of decisive battles and events are incentives 
to higher aspirations in our individual and national life. 

Plutarch says it was a custom of the Romans to erect monu- 
ments to the most celebrated and distinguished of Romans, and | 
tocarve upon each monument the record of the illustrious achieve- 
ments of him in whose honor a monument was erected. These 
monuments were set upon a hill and the Roman youth were bid- 
den by their parents to study the lives of their distinguished an- | 
cestors as they saw them carved in enduring marble, and they 
were told that they, too, would have a life monument erected to 
them and the record of their life work carved upon it if they em- 
—< the virtues and practiced the examples of those who had 
gone before. 

All the nations of the world, I think, commemorate by statues | 
and monuments those events in their history which have led to 
independence or marked epochs in their national life. And the 
United States of America, the greatest nation upon earth, in re- 
sources, in wealth, in population, and in everything which goes 
to make a great and free people, should not neglect to honor the 
great men and great events in its history, because, forsooth, it 
may add some little to the sum total of the appropriations of the 
Government. Weare expending millions of dollars for other pur- 
poses, some of them not half so meritorious as the erection of 
monuments and the marking and preservation of battle grounds. | 
North Carolina has always been a modest State. Her mottois, 

‘Esse quam videri,’’ ‘To be, rather than to seem.’”’ Neverthe- | 
less, within the borders of this great State—which I have the 
honor to represent in part in Congress—have been reared some | 
of the nation’s most distinguished men, and there have occurred 4 
Some of the greatest events in our country’s history. I shall en- 
ter upon no encomium upon North Carolina, In the language of 
the immortal Webster, speaking of his State, Massachusetts, 
‘She needs none.” The history of my State, while not so well 
known as the history of New England, is inseparable from the 
Bay etlement of our country and the, history of the war of the 
evolu 10n,. 

It is needless for me to recall to your minds that the first settle- 
ment of the Anglo-Saxon upon the shores of the Western Conti- 
nent was in North Carolina, upon Roanoke Island, in the year 











| 


1584, under Sir Walter Raleigh, after whom the capital of our 
State is named; and there occurred the first Christian baptism in 


the United States. Although one of the last of the colonies to 
ratify the Constitution, not doing so until the first ten amend- 
ments thereto, known as the “ Bill of Rights,’’ had been adopted, 
North Carolina was one of the foremost and stanchest of the 
colonies in the Revolutionary struggle and furnished more than 
her quota of fighting men and eminent commanders, not only in 
that war but in all subsequent wars in which this country has 
been involved. During the Revolution North Carolina was fre- 
quently overrun by British invaders, who, however, were repelled 
with great slaughter whenever an engagement took place. The 
battles of Alamance, Moores Creek, Guilford Court House, and 
Kings Mountain attest the fighting qualities of ‘‘ Tarheels”’ 
the Revolution. 

During the Mexican war the contribution of North Carolina to 
the National Army was largely in excess of the average, both in 
numbers and quality. In the war with Spain one of her sons, 
Worth Bagley, was the first officer killed, giving up his young 
life as a sacrifice to the nation, falling at Cardenas, wrapped in 
the folds of Old Glory. And North Carolina gave also to the na- 
tion that gallant soldier, William E. Shipp, who in that same war 
fought gallantly side by side with your Republican President at 
San Juan Hill. [Applause.] Upon the battlefield in every war 
the record of North Carolina is among the foremost. But I rose, 
Mr. Chairman, not for the purpose of eulogizing North Carolina— 
she needs no eulogy: her deeds, her worthy deeds alone, and the 
name and fame of her sons have rendered her immortal—but I 
rose, in the limited time allotted me, to call especial attention to 


in 


| the battle of Moores Creek, fought during the Revolution upon 


North Carolina soil, and I must not be diverted from this pur- 
pose. All true-hearted Americans take a just pride in the sheet. 
ous achievements of New England and the great battles fought 
upon her soil, and the memory of Concord, Bunker Hill, and 
Lexington— 

Where once the embattl'’d farmers stood 

And fired the shot heard round the world— 
are a part of the glorious heritage of the whole country. What 
the battle of Lexington was to the northern colonies the battle of 
Moores Creek was to the southern colonies. The British were 
preparing to invade the province of North Carolina and suppress 
the spirit of independence, which was more forward in this prov- 
ince than in hersisters. The Tory Highland Scotchmen living at 
Cross Creek, under General MacDonald, were endeavoring to reach 
the Cape Fear for a junction with Sir Henry Clinton and Lord 
William Campbell with a large force, who, with Lord Cornwallis, 
expected every hour, were to begin the subjugation of the prov- 


ince, when, on the 27th of February, 1776, the Tories encountered 


| at Moores Creek, about 18 miles from Wilmington, the American 


forces, under Colonel Caswell and Colonel Lillington. A battle 


| ensued, the Americans being intrenched south of the bridge, and 


the first glorious victory was won in the South. 

General MacDonald was the husband of the celebrated Flora 
MacDonald,a noble and beautiful girl, who saved the life of Charles 
Edward Stuart, ‘‘ Bonnie Prince Charlie,’’ after the defeat at 
Culloden. 

Lossing, in his Pictorial Field Book of the Revolution, says 
that General MacDonald, who lived at Cross Creek, now Fayette- 
ville, N. C., on commission of the royal governor, had gathered 
around the British ensign an army of Tories 1,800 strong. Col. 
James Moore, of New Hanover, being apprised of this gathering 
of Royalists, marched toward Cross Creek and encamped about 
12 miles south of MacDonald’s headquarters. MacDonald, being in- 
formed of the expected arrival of Sir Henry Clinton and Lord 
William Campbell at Cape Fear River, resolved to avoid an en- 
gagement that might prove disastrous and attempted to join Gov- 


| ernor Martin and his friends at Wilmington. 


At midnight he decamped with his followers, crossed the Cape 
Fear River, and pushed on at a rapid pace over swollen streams, 
rough hills, and deep morasses, hotly pursued by Colonel Moore. 


| On the third day of his march he approached Moores Creek, a 


tributary of South River, one of the principal tributaries of the 
Cape Fear River, and came to the camp of Colonels Caswell and 
Lillington, who, with the minutemen of Dobbs, Craven, John- 
ston, and Wake counties, N. C., and battalions from Newbern and 
Wilmington, in all about 1,000 strong, were out in search of the 
Tory army. Says Lossing: 

The minutemen of the Neuse region—the officers wearing silver crescents 
upon their hats inscribed with the stirring words *‘ Liberty or death"’—were 
in front,and Colonel Moore, with his regulars, were close upon his rear. To 
| fly was impossible; to fight was his only alternative. The patriots laid upon 

their arms all night, ready at a signal to meet the foe. At early dawn the 
| Scottish bagpipes were heard, and the notes of a bugle ringing upon the 
| frosty air called the 1,800 Tories to arms. General MacDonald being too ill to 
leave his tent, Captain McLeod led the Tory forces. He was killed at the 


beginning of the battle, and Capt. John Campbell soon fell, mortally wounded. 

jeutenant Slocum, of the patriot army, with a small detachment, forded 
the stream and fell with vigor upon the rear of the Tories, and the Scotch- 
Among the latter was General 


men were routed and many prisoners taken. 
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MacDonald. 
o the field of victory. ) 
abdicated and took refuge on board a British ship, and royal government in 


That evening the united forces of the patriots slept soundly 
Soon after the battle the royal governor, Martin, 


North Carolina ceased forever. The effect of the victory was to give the 
American soldiers boldness and to frustrate the schemes to subjugate the 
southern colonies. It stemmed the tide of British invasion in the colonies in 
the South, gave renewed confidence to the American soldiers, and compelled 
their oppressors to respect their skill and prowess. 

At the battle of Alamance, in advance of all other colonies, 
North Carolina called upon the nation to resist to the bitter end 
British tyranny, and lighted the fires of patriotism which resulted 
in the independence of the country. At the battle of Moores 
Creek North Carolina stemmed the tide of British invasion in the 
southern colonies and gave fresh hope to the patriots in the North. 

Mr. Chairman, this historic spot should be properly preserved. 
The report says the monument was erected by private subscrip- 
tion in the year 1857 by citizens of Wilmington and vicinity. The 
land is owned by the Moores Creek Monumental Association, in- 
corporated under the laws of North Carolina, which has under- 
taken the task entirely as a labor of love and patriotism to rescue 
from decay the monument, which is crumbling, and clear and 
beautify the grounds, which have grown up in trees and shrub- 
bery, that the scene of the battle may be preserved and that the 
monument may be an altar of freedom, where we may reenkindle 
the fires of patriotism should they ever begin to expire. 

And I hope, Mr. Chairman, it will be the policy of Congress 
and of the Committee on the Library of this House, in accordance 
with the traditions of our great nation, to preserve the history not 
only of this important battle, but also of all similar great his- 
torical events. [Applause.] 

By permission of the House, I will incorporate in my remarks 
a copy of my bill, with the report of the Committee thereon made 
at the last Congress. 


A bill (H. R. 2509) to appropriate $10,000 to inclose and beautify the grounds 
and repair the monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized, and 
he is hereby directed, to pay to the governor of the State of North Carolina 
the sum of $10,000, out of any peney in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to be by him transferred tothe Moores Creek Monumental Association, 


incorporated under the laws of North Carolina, for the purpose of repairing | 


the monument already erected on said battlefield and fur inclosing and beau- 
tifying the same. 
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Mr.BAKER. Mr. Chairman, four weeks ago, in a few remarks 
I then made, I inserted a letter which had been published ina 
Youngstown, Ohio, paper, in which the writer complained that 
prosperity, of which we had heard so much, seemed to have flown 
away from that section of Ohio. I will not again inflict the letter 
upon the House. He said, in concluding this letter: 

If you do not do something soon there will be soup houses in this valley. 


This was addressed to the ‘‘ Creator and preserver of prosper- 
ity’’—the leader of the Republican party in Ohio—and was 
prompted undoubtedly by a speech delivered by Senator Hanna 
at Piqua, Ohio, on October 13, 1903, in which he said: 

I want to go on record on this proposition. If by your votes next month 


you serve notice upon the country that you favor casting aside the safe busi- 
ness principles that have brought the present prosperous conditions, by and 


| by, and it will not be very long, you will be eating at the soup houses again. 


I now wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
although but four weeks have elapsed, yet, according to the Cin- 
cinnati Times-Star (owned in part, as I am informed, by Goy- 
ernor Taft, the new Secretary of War) of January 5, soup houses 
have already been established in that city—the second largest city 
in Ohio. That the situation among the unemployed in Cincinnati 
is heartrending is evidenced in the headlines which the Times- 
Star uses. That paper used billboard type across the whole width 
of the page to announce the fact. It says: 

Hundreds on the river front driven by the pangs of hunger to steal bread 
and meat by wholesale to save their lives—Testimony heartrending to the 
last word was given by a veteran police officer in court in pleading for the 
men he had been compelled to arrest, and the judge and prosecutor alike 
were moved to pity. 

We were told upon this floor only a few weeks ago that there 
is labor in every part of this country for every man who wants a 
place to work, and there is a compensating wage for everyone 
who is willing to perform a day’s labor,and yet, according to the 


| Cincinnati Times-Star, which has been copied into many of the 


papers of the country, the judge of the police court there allows 
criminals to escape because they are starving, and he will not sen- 
tence them for stealing bread. 

As though this were not distressing enough, the Times-Star two 


| days later printed on its front page four pictures of what they 


| describe as *‘ Pitiful scenes among the destitute.”’ 


The Committee on the Library, towhom was referred the bill (H. R. 8731) | 


to appropriate $10,000 to inclose and beautify the grounds and repair the 
inonument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina, beg leave to sub- 
mit the following report and recommend that said bill do pass with an 
amendment: 

Strike out in line 5 the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“five.” 

This bill as amended is to appropriate $5,000 for the repair of the Moores 
Creek Monument and to ny yn its grounds. This monument was erected 
by private subscription in the year 1857 by the citizens of Wilmington, N.C., 
an the vicinity. The land is owned by the MooresCreek Monumental Asso- 
ciation, incorporated under the laws of North Carolina, which has under- 
taken the task entirely asa labor of love and patriotism to rescue from decay 
the monument, which is crumbling, and clearand beautify the grounds, which 
have grown up in treesand shrubbery, that the scene of the battle may be pre- 
served, and that the monument may be an altar of freedom where we may 
rekindle the fires of patriotism should they ever begin to expire. 

What the battle of Lexington was to the northern colonies the battle of 
Moores Creek was to the southern colonies. The British were preparing to 
invade the province of North Carolinaand tosuppress the spirit of independ- 
ence, which was more forward in this province than in her sisters. 

The Tory Highland Scotchmen, living at Cross Creek, under General 
MacDonald, were endeavoring to reach the Cape Fear for a junction with Sir 
Henry Clinton and Lord William Campbell with a large force, who, with 
Lord Cornwallis, expected every hour, were to oe the subjugation of the 

yrovince; when, on the 27th of February, 1776, the Tories encountered at 
Sesves Creek bridge, about 18 miles from Wilmington, the American forces 
under Colonels Caswell and Lillington. A battle ensued, the Americans 
being intrenched south of the bridge, and the first glorious victory was won 
in the South. 
computed at 50; 850 prisoners captured, and the trophies of the day being 
1,500 excellent rifles, 350 guns, 150 swords and dirks, 2 medicine chests, 13 
wagons, horses, and harness, and a box of English guineas worth $75,000. 

The effect of the victory was to give to the American soldiers to enter 
upon a seven years’ war military experience and an intelligent confidence in 
themselves. It compelled the Ube red oppressors to respect their skill and 

rrowess. It frustrated the great scheme tosubjugate North Carolina, and em- 
Ccidened the people of this province, who already in Mecklenburg had de- 
clared their independence in mass meeting, to meet in a provincial congress 
on the 12th of April, 1776, and pass a unanimous resolution appointing dele- 
gates to the Continental Congress and instructing them ‘to concur with the 
delegates of the other colonies in declaring independence and forming for- 
eign alliances,’ thus in advance of all other colonies calling upon the nation 
the United Provinces-—-to sanction by their united voice what had already 
been so nobly done by a portion of her citizens. 

Your committee, therefore, believing that this historic spot should be 
property preserved, respectfully recommend the passage of the bill as 
amended. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
mission to extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein the bill and report of the committee. 


The Americans lost but one man, the slain of the enemy being | 


These pictures 
are labeled: ‘‘ Interior of the Silver Moon,”’ ‘‘At the Mullen Soup 
House,”’ ‘At the Hammond Street Station,’’ ‘‘ One of the worst 
cases,”’ 

It then says: 


The old cry for ‘‘ bread” that has been heard in many places, but rarely 
in Cincinnati until this present winter, is no longer sounding out in its weird 
and distressing pathos along the river front. There was bread enough and 
some to spare on Wednesday after several hundred applicants had been 
relieved, and the work of distribution was continued on Thursday under cor 
ditions that made the case-hardened police officers turn their heads away 
The applicants were confined to no particular class or kind There were 
women and children, strong men and weak men, and the story they nearly 
all told was monotonous in its dire want. 

Mark what the Times-Star says: 


The applicants were confined to no particular class, 


We may rest assured, though, that one class was not represented 
among these applicants for bread—the monopolistic class. 

Occasionally the police officers asked the applicants why they did not save 
up so as to have something fora rainy day, and iu nearly every instanct y 
rot a reply that left them speechless for want of further logical argument 

‘he average colored roustabout can earn about $5.50 a week by working hard 
With the present price of provisions it is next to impossible for him to keep 
soul and body together, if he os to have a family, on that sum, and any 
idea of *‘saving up,” as suggested, is, of course, out of the question. 

Is this the prosperity that exists in the State of Ohio and city 
of Cincinnati? The report goes on to state that one of the leadin 
politicians of Cincinnati, Michael Mullen, a councilman, on 
the supporters of George B. Cox, upon whom the latter relies to 
see that the requisite number of votes are ‘‘ found” in his ward, 
whether they are there or not, has opened a soup house. Just 
think, in the Republican city of Cincinnati, a councilman, be 
cause of stress of conditions, feels compelled to open a soup house 
The Democratic candidate was not elected governor of Ohio last 
year, more’s the pity. We were told before the election that 1 
the Republicans were successful prosperity would continue, bu 
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| soup houses would be our portion if Democrats were victorious 


Mr. Chairman, I ask per- | 


if that great Democrat, Tom L. Johnson, was elected governor v! 
that State. One report says: 


Councilman Michael Mullen, of the Eighth Ward, Wednesday morning 
tablished a free soup house at 435 East Front street. It was instantly crow‘ 
by poverty-stricken people with baskets, broken-spout coffee pots, bottles, 


| and tin cans to carry away solid provisions, soup, and coffee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to | 


extend his remarks in the Recorp and to print in connection 
therewith the bill and report referred to. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Baker}. 








Prosperity! Prosperity where men will come with broken soup 
bowls fanghter] and broken coffee pots to get a little food because 
they are starving! And what does the judge say? A man wis 
arrested for stealing a loaf of bread. The policeman who 5 ud 
arrested this man was called, and, in addressing the judge, 8“, 
according to the Times-Star: 

Judge, there are nearly 200 people down there who are starving. 
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Starving in the great city of Cincinnati, where prosperity should 
exist if anywhere in this country! This is a Republican official, 
because everyone knows there is not a Democratic official in that 


whole city of Cincinnati, unless he is a personal henchman of | 


George B. Cox and therefore more dangerous to real Democracy 
than if he were a Republican. This official says: 

This man Jones isa workingman and nota thief. He was going to share 
what he stole with the others. 

He was going to share this loaf of bread, which prosperity com- 
pelled him to steal, with others who were also ready to steal food 
in order to keep their bodies and souls together. 

The policeman says: 

We must arrest these people. A loin of pork was stolen Monday morning 
and the grocer told us not to look for it. ‘*Lord knows they need it,” he 
told us. 

This in spite of this boasted universal prosperity! 

What is the judge’s reply to this policeman’s plea for mercy? 

The stealing of bread under such circumstances is no offense— 
said the judge. 


Charles Stevens, a white man, the night before had gone to the | 


jail and begged to be locked up. The judge says: 

You may go to jal. and when the sun begins to shine warm enough go to 
the jailor and tell him you wish to be released. I will docket you as com- 
mitted for $50 and costs at your own request. 

Later the judge addressed a body of city officials before whom 
he defended these strange decisions, 

Why— 

Said he— 
nearly every morning at 1 or 2 o’clock policemen on their beats find the men 
picking potato peelings out of ash barrels. 


not hesitate to fracture one of the ten commandments if placed in this posi- 
tion. 


special-privilege corporations flooded with money with which to 
defeat a democratic Democrat, Tom L. Johnson. The voters of 
Ohio were assured by the leader of the Republican party there 
that prosperity would continue if they would but bury Johnson | 
politically. 

But somehow Tom L. Johnson does not seem to know when he | 
is defeated. Like Banquo’s ghost, he will not down, for I read in | 
to-day’s Johnstown Democrat that ‘‘ Tom L. wins battle for lower 
fares.”’ 

It says: 

The Cleveland city council has passed the following ordinances: 

Making the rate of fare within the city limits on the Cleveland Electric 
Railway Company’s lines 3 cents. Beyond the city line the fare is to be 5 
cents. The 3-cent fare does not include a transfer; 5 cents does. 

Granting the Woodland avenue and Central avenue franchises to the 
Forest City Street Railway Company, a 3-cent line. 

These franchises, according to the city authorities, expire in September 
and March, 1904 and 1905. The Cleveland Electric Railway Company controls 
the city’s car lines now in operation. 

It is expected that the Cleveland Electric Railway Company will test the | 
legality of to-night’s ordinances before they can be put into effect. 

Of course the Cleveland Electric Railway Company will fight. 
Who ever heard of a monopolistic corporation submitting to the | 
will of the people from whom it obtains its monopolistic privi- | 
leges? Certainly the gentleman who is the largest stockholder, | 
the dominating force of the Cleveland Electric Railway Company, | 
the senior Senator from the State of Ohio, is not going to submit 
to this ‘‘ outrage.’’ He has publicly declared that ‘‘ his business 
is his politics.”’ If this means anything, it means that he is in 
politics to advance his business interests, and how successful he 
has been anyone who has watched Ohio politics and national 
politics during the past eight years must know. 

Perhaps as clear an illustration of his methods and of his entire 
success In making ‘‘ his business his politics’? was shown when, 
upon Tom L. Johnson being elected mayor of the city of Cleve- 
land and appointing officials to investigate what, if any, disparity 
existed in the assessment of property there, and these officials 
having discovered that the homes of 3,000 of the toilers of that | 
city were worth in the aggregate $10,000,000 and were on the tax | 
duplicate atan average of 60 per cent, or $6,000,000, while the street | 
railroad which the senior Senator from Ohio then in large part 
owned was also worth $10,000,000, in fact somewhat more, but | 
they found that the assessing authorities in Cleveland had kindly | 
permitted this $10,000,000 worth of street-railway property to be 
put upon the tax duplicate not at 60 per cent of its value, nor 30 
per cent, nor even 10 per cent, but at $600,000—6 per cent of its 
Vaiue, 

As Tom L. Johnson is an unfaltering supporter of Democratic 
principles in government, having for years, when it was even 
more unpopular than it is now to do so, boldly asserted that the 
Jeffersonian principle of ‘‘ equal rights to all and special privi- 
leges to none’’ should be carried out in governmental affairs in 
city, State, and nation. Naturally enough, officials appointed by 
him, being in harmony with that principle, did their duty, placing 
the $10,000,000 street-railway property upon the tax duplicate at 





Why, gentlemen, even I would | 





ze 
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the same ratio of value as that of the 3,000 small home owners, 
many of whom were employed by this very railroad company. 

What happened? Did the Cleveland Street Railway Company, 
through its officers or through its then president, the senior Sen- 
ator from Ohio, express contrition for having represented their 
$10,000,000 worth of property as only worth $600,000? Did they 
offer to recompense the city of Cleveland for the taxes which they 
had so long evaded? Did they do anything which honorable men 
would do under such circumstances? Did they make any effort 
to do anything to even up their past failure to pay their propor- 
tion of taxes to the city of Cleveland? Oh, no! That would not 
be making your business your politics. Only men having the 
common, ordinary conception of their duty to their fellow-men 
would be guilty of such foolishness as that. The ‘‘ creator and 
preserver of prosperity ’’ acted upon the theory that ‘‘ charity be- 
gins at home,’’ so he rushed down to Columbus, has a law passed 
legislating out of office the officials who had been so rude as to 
assess his street-railroad property at $5,800,000 (less, you will 
note, than the average on the small home owners), and secures the 
enactment of a Jaw creating a State board of appraisement, made 
up, as I remember, of the governor, the secretary of state, and 
the State auditor, upon whom was conferred the power to appoint 
for the city of Cleveland officials to take the place of those legis- 
lated out of office. 

Almost the first act of this newly created board (made up of 
men who could not have been elected to any office by the votes of 
the people of Cleveland) was to change the assessment levied 
against the street-railroad property, reducing it, as I remember, 
to $1,000,000. In graciously consenting to this increase of assess- 
ment from $600,000 to $1,000,000 upon a $10,000,000 property, was 


| not the Senator violating his maxim of making ‘‘ his business his 
— ‘ , ie . | politics?’ 
Remember this is taking place in Ohio, in that State which the | : 


’ 


Surely had his ‘‘ business’’ interests occupied the first 
place in his mind he would have directed his appointees, these 
men who owed their official positions to him, and who were ap- 


| pointed to do his will, he would, I say, have directed them to re- 


store the original assessment—$600,000, i. e., 6 per cent. 
So much has been said from time to time about Tom L. John- 
son’s administration of municipal affairs as mayor of Cleveland, 


| comparisons having been drawn between the cost of government 
| there as against that of Cincinnati, and having some personal 


knowledge of the condition of the streets in the business sections 
of the two cities, and, in order to show the falsity of the claim 
that the cost of municipal government is less in Cincinnati than 
in Cleveland—although I admit the direct tax levy is lower—t 
will insert in the appendix, as a portion of my remarks, an open 
letter of a public accountant, well known in Ohio, analyzing the 
expenditures in the two cities, which proves that the per capita 
expenditures for municipal purposes in Cincinnati are 50 per cent 
greater than in Cleveland. 
BYRON W. HOLT. 

I want to insert here as a part of my remarks a statement pre- 
pared by one of the clearest-headed and best-informed economists 
in the country, Byron W. Holt, on this very subject of the lack 
of ‘a compensating wage”’ to the toilers of this country, while 


| the trusts are reveling in high prices and consequent enormous 


profits. These weekly letters of Mr. Holt’s are worthy of the 
widest circulation, and I trust that my friends on this side at 
least will do what they can to aid in circulating them, so that 


| they may be read not only by workingmen in our large cities, but 





by the millions of farmers throughout the United States: 
Prosperity unmasked—The American Economist makes a confession—1%3 

was not a prosperous year—This high-tariff organ much a t the 

Dingley bill will be blamed for hard times—It blames labor is not a 


h 


word of censure for the protected trusts and their high 


pric 


Throughout the entire year of 1903 the American Economist, the 
organ of the Protective Tariff League (which is composed of 1.000 
protected manufacturers, who pay $100 each in dues) , was boasting 
about the wonderful prosperity then existing. In umns 
everybody was constantly employed at the highest wages ever 
known. There was no let up in prosperity at any time. In the 
index which runs from July to December, 1903, sevents lines 
are devoted to the word “‘prosperity’’ and two m¢ 
perous.’’ Here are some of these index lines: 

Prosperity, evidence of. 

Prosperity, the facts of. 

Prosperity, general, un 

Prosperity, greatest, ever known. 

Prosperity, our unyielding. 

Prosperity rampant. 

Prosperity, solid. 

Prosperity stalks abroad. 

Prosperity, the wave. 

Prosperous Uncle Sam 

Prosperous year, bright future. 

During the last two months of 1903 the industrial conditions 
got so bad that nearly all the leading Republican newspapers had 
admitted that we were in the midst of a depression. Some esti- 
mated that by the end of the year 1,000,000 would be out of work 
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and that wages of most of those still employed would be greatly 
reduced. All the trade papers contained long lists of closed mills 
and of wage reductions. Only the Economist remained to as- 
sert that prosperity was still rampant. 


But now that 1903 is past and gone it is admitted, even by this | 


protective-tariff organ, that it was a year of closed mills, unem- 
ployed labor, adversity, and disaster. Its leading editorial of 
January 1, 1904, devotes four columns to explaining why the 
Dingley bill was not to blame for the hard times of 1903. It is 
entitled ‘‘ Causes for the commercial conditions and results of 
1903.’’ Here are some of the extracts: 

The free-trade orators and editors of this year will point to the adversi- 
ties of 1903 and attempt to prove that they were due to the Dingley tariff. 
The echoes of these assertions will be found reverberating down through 
ages fo half a century; hence the voters of those times will be told that 
protection was a failure because of the calamities of 1903. 

During the year more than 100,000 men have been idle a considerable por- 
tion of the time. * * * 

Fully half a million men have lost time and wages, running from a few 
days to several months, and it is quite likely that the earning capacity and 
purchasing power of the peopleat large have been lessened fully $1,000,000,000 
during the last twelve months, sole ly because of these so-called labor troubles 

That the failures should increase to some extent under the circumstances 
enumerated is not surprising 


Just think of it, a billion dollars of unearned wages! A billion 
and a half dollars, I suppose; this means of wealth not produced. 


The American Economist, being the organ of so many multi- | 


millionaires, protective-tariff barons, is naturally accustomed to 
dealing with big figures, and it is possible that a billion dollars 
may not seem so large a sum to the high-priced editors of that 
paper as it undoubtedly will seem (if the Economist's statement 
is ever spread abroad) to the farmers and workingmen of the 
Dnited States. Ifthe Economist's statement is correct, then the 
wealth which we must assume from its statement would have 
been produced had it not been for the closed mills and wage reduc- 


every family in the country. 

The Economist blames the labor unions, the inflated stocks, 
and high price of cotton, and declares that but for the protective 
tariff—the blessed Dingley law—times would certainly have been 
much worse. It says not a word about the steel and other pro- 
tected trusts, whose excessive greed and high monopoly prices 
have sapped the lifeblood of the people and exhausted their buy- 
ing power. It reserves its censure for labor—greedy, foolish 
labor—utterly ignoring the fact that when the trusts had put 
prices up 40 per cent labor was entitled to a similar advance in 
wages and that wages have not advanced one-third as much as 
has the cost of living. 

DEFYING CORTELYOU—HUNDREDS OF ILLEGAL TRUSTS LAUGH AT THE NEW 
BUREAU—FLAUNT THEMSELVES IN ITS FACE—BUREAU OF INDUSTRIES 
HAS SLEPT ONE YEAR—NO SIGN OF LIFE YET—PLENTY OF TRUSTS BUT 
NO PUBLICITY IN SIGHT—WHERE TO FIND THE TRUSTS—IRON AGE FULL 
OF THEM. 

The Bureau of Industries of the new Department of Commerce, 
which was formed last year by the Republicans to demolish the 
trusts by publishing the facts about them, has slept nearly one 
year,and there are no surface indications that its Rip Van Winkle 
slumbers are nearing anend. The little information about this 
Bureau, published in the annual report of the Department of 
Commerce, indicates that there will be no publicity of trust trans- 
actions until after the Presidential election. 

But the trusts are not asleep. They are having a riotous time 
around this sleeping, dozing Bureau. Hundreds of them are 
openly and daily plundering the public in defiance of all law. 
Pick up almost any trade paper and you will find the details of 
trusts that clearly are illegal both in the eyes of the Sherman 
antitrust act and of the common law. The steel, coal, tobacco, 
and scores of other great trusts are most certainly illegal, but the 
trusts’ Attorney-General refuses to act upon the facts put into his 
hands more than a year ago about these great criminals, although 
eminent lawyers declare that these facts establish the illegality 
of these trusts. Perhaps the Bureau of Industries recognizes 


that it is useless to obtain facts that the Attorney-General does | 


not want and would not use if he had them. To show how easy 
it is to find trusts, unless you are blind as a bat at midday, the 


following extracts are quoted from an article in the Iron Age of | 
d & | of the protected steel plants about the amount of bounty 


January 7, entitled ‘‘ The Pittsburg iron trade in 1903: ”’ 
PRICE AGREEMENTS. 

In 198 there were in existence price agreements of four of the principal 
fixed lines of iron and steel, these being plates, structural material, steel 
bars, and shafting. In addition the rail pool was maintained all through the 
year and the billet pool was revived in July. During the entire year the 
price of beams was maintained steadily on the basis of 1.60 cents up to 15-inch, 
and plates were the same price. 

The price of steel bars was maintained steadily at $1.60, Pittsburg, until 
November, when, owing to the lower prices on pig iron and steel and a very 
light demand, it was deemed advisable by the Steel Bar Association to re- 
duce prices, and accordingly a cut of $6 was made, the price being reduced 
from $1.60 to $1.30. At the same time and for practically the same reasons the 
Shafting Association madea reduction in price of shafting of about 10 per cent. 

These price agreements have been renewed for 1904, and will continue in 
force all through the yee unless some unexpected conditions come up which 
would make it advisable to terminate them, but this is hardly likely. 
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| of production and increase their monopoly profits. 


tions of which it speaks would have amounted to nearly $100 for | Wages. 


| Some employers are said to 
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The Steel Rail Association has maintained the price of standard sections 
all through the year at $28 at mill, and in spite of general expectations of » 


| reduction we understand that the mills have again renewed the price of $28 


for 1904 delivery. 

Owing to the prey in the steel trade which started in the summer 
months the price of steel billets steadily declined and the trade became som. 
what demoralized, some large sales having been made to leading consume; 
at very low figures. Owing to these conditions the billets deemed it advis; 
ble to revive the billet pool for the purpose of steadying the market, and t 
was done in July. The price of Bessemer billets was fixed at $27 and ope. 
hearth at $28. It was very soon demonstrated, and at a meeting of the bi) 
pool in November acut of $4 was made in Bessemer and $5 in open heart 
the price of Bessemer and open-hearth billets being put at $23, Pittsbu 
On December 18 a meeting of the billet pool was held in New York, and t} 
price was renewed for all of 1904. 

Mr. Holt continues: 

What fun the trusts are having. Whata picnic the people would have 
the Bureau of Industries would wake up and “get busy.’’ Will it and t! 
Attorney-General's Office ever be run in the interest of the people and agai) 
the trusts? 

COST OF LIVING STILL GOING UP. 

It may be well to call the attention of hundreds of thousand 
of steel workers, cotton-mill operatives, miners, and others w] 
have humbly accepted reductions in their wages running from 
to 40 per cent or who are now idle because many mills are clos: 
to the fact that while wages are going down the cost of living i 
going up. 

Dun’s index number was $100.142 on January 1, 1904, compare: 
with $98.223 a month ago, and is the highest since last Marc] 
It is within about 2 per cent of the highest known in recent 
years, which was $102.289 on May 1, 1902. It is now about 3) 
per cent above the lowest point, which was on July 1, 1897. 

This means that the trusts have not yet loosened their grip, 
and that they are counting on lower wages to decrease their . 

It is possi! 
that they have buncoed their employees into accepting low 
Are wages now 40 per cent higher than six or seven years 
ago? Are they 10 percent higher? If not, is there now or has 
there been at any time prosperity for the wage-earners? And 


| now, when wages are reduced an average of 15 or 20 per cent 


while the cost of living still goes up, shall we call this prosperity? 
There has been no lowering of our tariff taxes, The Dingle, 
bill is still claimed to “‘ adequately secure American industrial 
products against the competition of foreign labor,’’ but the old 
machine shows signs of wear, and rasps and groans where t! 


labor cogs need filing. Where protection is highest there see: 


| to be the most friction, as in the iron and steel industries. 


The latest to show signs of demoralization is the lumber an: 
logging business, in which wages have declined about 25 per cent 
A dispatch from Ontonagon, Mich., to the Boston Transcript, says 


During the past few weeks there has been a notable change in the la 
situation in logging circles in northern Michigan. At the opening of |! 
season men were so scarce that lumbering concerns could only get a 
portion of the help needed. High wages were no inducement. Now } 


3 per month, including board, to $20 and § 
securing green hands for as low as $! 


| ever, more men are Bb and $8 work than can be employed, and w 


have ——— from $30 and 


month. 


The wood and lumber schedule of the Dingley bill is still pr 
tecting the lumber trusts and combines and allowing them t 
continue the exorbitant profits on lumber and shingles, but 
men in the woods and who run the sawmills are not partaki: 
this prosperity. 

Will my Republican friends please explain this breakdown 
the protectivé theory, which, while evidently protecting the tr 
the combines, and the manufacturers, does not protect the w 
men, the farmers, and the great majority of the people? \ 
the cost of living at the top notch, the many are obliged to « 
omize to make both ends meet, while the few are amassing ! 
tunes. Iask my Republican friends is their programme 
one—to “‘ stand pat’’ under these conditions? The trusts of c 


| indorse the plan of “‘ letting well enough alone,’”’ and the pr 


of the Republicans that ‘‘sometime in the future” the) 
revise the tariff pleases the trusts, for the promise is mere we' 
no deeds will follow it. 
BOUNTIES V8. PROTECTION. 
Over in Canada the government is having trouble with : 


them. It says the manufacturers are not entitled to all 
claim. This shows what a coarse, clumsy system they have 
in comparison with our smooth-working tariff system. The ‘ 
dian manufacturers are only asking for a few millions a ) 
bounties, while one of our steel-manufacturing organizatio! 
year, by means of the tariff system, took $70,000,000 from th: 
ple, and there was no dispute with the Government as t 
amount and only now and then a few trifling kicks fro 
Jlundered victims. A small sum like $3,000,000 or $4,000 
foobe big when taken openly from the Government Treasur) 
turned over to the trusts, but $70,000,000 can be taken s« 
and given to the trusts and not a word will be said. The bou 
system is not ‘‘in it’ with protection. 
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CARNEGIE'S “ PHILANTHROPY ’—LYNCH'S 


The New York Times of December 30 states the assets of the | 
Carnegie Institution amounts to $10,010,500 and recites the uses 


CYNICISM. 


the income is to be devoted to. 
same issue under date of Pittsburg, December 29, reports: 
Thomas Lynch, president of the H. C. Frick Coke Company— 
I will ask the House to note that this is one of the subsidiary 


By a singular coincidence the | 


corporations of the United States Steel Corporation taken over by | 


it as a part of the Carnegie Steel Company— 
as summoned to New York to consult with the officers of the United States 
Steel Corporation. 
The dispatch says ‘‘a representative of the company” (I pre- 
sume it refers to Mr. Lynch) said: 
The Frick Company owns about 17,000 ovens and employs fully 17,000 men, 
a fair estimate of the number of employes is one for each oven. This in- 
ides the coal miners. 
avy decrease in the demand 


jue to the closing of fully 60 per cent of the 
blast furnaces since October 1. 


there is labor in every part of this country for every man who 
wants a place to work, and there is a ‘compensating’ wage for 
every man who will perform a day’s labor.”’ 

T he mam accepted the reduction of 17 per cent in wages and all are anxious 
to work. 

Note what he says: “‘All are anxious to work ’’— 
17 per cent. 
The talk of a strike is nonsense. If the 7,000 men now at work should quit, 
re are 10,000 idle coke workers ready and willing to take their places. 
He says, ‘‘ The talk of a strike is nonsense.”’ 
A gain I ask the gentleman from Iowa which, in his opinion, is 
the “compensating wage’ in this case? Was it the price paid 
prior to October 1 or that which 7,000 of them now receive; 
namely, a reduction of 17 per cent? Kindly note that this official 
of the United States Steel Corporation says ‘‘ that there are 10,000 
idle coke workers,’’ but 7,000 are at work while 10,000 are idle, 
and these, we can believe (despite the assertion of the gentleman 
from Iowa), ‘‘are ready and willing to take their places.’’ For 


at a reduction 


the 


myself, I fear that they are ready and willing to take the places | 


of the 7,000 at a good deal less than a ‘‘ compensating ’’ wage. 

It appears, though, that the coke workers are not the only men 
employed by the United States Steel Corporation who are affected 
by its ‘‘ economies,’’ for we now hear: ‘‘ Dissatisfied steel workers 
find that their wages have been reduced 40 instead of 20 per cent.”’ 

In the statements given to the press by the officials of the cor- 
poration as to the proposed reductions of wages to be made on 
January 1 in their mills it was stated that the reductions ranged 
from 5 to 20 per cent and would average about 10 per cent. Thus, 
on December 15, the newspapers of the country printed the fol- 
lowing dispatch: 

New York, December 1). 


The statement was made to-day by a leading official of the United States 
Steel Corporation that, beginning January 1, 1904, about 90 per cent of the 


Of this number but 7,000 are at work, owing to the | 





employees of the corporation will suffer wage reductions ranging from 5 to | 


)per cent. This reduction will affect about 150,000 workmen in the various 
grades of the subsidiary companies. Theremaining !0 per cent of employces 
are members of the Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel, and Tin Work- 
ers, Whose wage schedule runs to July 1, 1904. 

On December 21 a dispatch from Pittsburg said: 


Semiofficial information was given out to-day that a general reduction in 
Ww s is to be made at all nonunion iron and steel plants in the country that 
Willaverageabout 10 per cent. 

On January 5 it was reported from Pittsburg that the steel 
workers had returned to work after a long idleness, and that, 
though they were willing to accept a reduction, they thought 
that their wages had been cut too much. 

We are told that the men are dissatisfied with the new scale the 
company has put into effect and that they propose a compromise 
scale. If the reductions here shown are fair samples of those 
made 
the workers are dissatisfied. These reductions will average more 
nearly 40 than 10 per cent. The least reduction appears to be 12 
per cent and the largest to exceed 49 per cent. Here are the 
rates for the skilled employees of the Homestead Works. The 
scales show the rate of wage per 100 tons of output: 





Old rates. Company's Workers’ 





} scale. scale. 
Sia ~\-- 
ena ee ee $2. 72 $1.74 $2.00 
NON errr RS Da 272 1.74 2.00 
Ma ulators a 1.97 1.3 1.3 
Cra I ns 1.44 .87 1.23 
Ba Ware es 1.07 97 7 
OI 84 . 65 4 | 
B er a eaten 1.76 1.16 1.50 | 
Bottom makers’ helpers ............--..---- 1.45 87 1.23 
Pit aul 1.44 Te 1.22 
Pit and IN 5 iis ccik cities ecaenablboninicie 1.20 . 65 1.0 
pI 97 .80 . 90 
on... | 65 ‘80 





| 


in other mills, as they probably are, it is not surprising that | 


| Public—assuring them that if ey will only do 


| isfa 


This in spite of the assertion of the gentleman from Iowa that | 


The above rates appear to apply to the 40-inch mill. Those for 


the 48-inch mill are‘in part as follows: 














Old rates mpany's) Workers’ 
scaie sca 
tin. a acedtlindininailiies Hpesaninianeetien $5.50 $2.94 | $3. 87 
a a a de ee eee 4.00 | 2.20 | (?) 2.20 
CS a eee | 2.00 1.10 1.60 
I ee adiewe | 1.63 | 1.28 1.40 
Ingot-yard Cranomen . ...........-cccccceee-} 1. 25 83 1.10 
Ingot-yard foremen..............-..---.----| 1.55 | 1.10 1.3 
TE Cd ica nenedipdnetinn genie Si kaise anit | 90 | .& “81 
I ii aemeiigidl Sintec eeieialiaminanl 2.25 | 1.38 | 1.85 
a a ee } 1.45 93 | 1.2% 
a i acres 1.14 | 1.01 1.10 
i ci aia ts ciel cic cn iene aan elas | 1.56 1.01 | 1.30 
a | 1. 50 | 1.03 | 1. 





In the 30-inch and 35-inch mills, as well as in the — _ dissat- 
‘tion exists and compromise scales are being prep: 

The publication of these scales indicates how peientien and 
false were the statements given out by the officials of the el 
trust a few weeks ago. We can believe nothing that comes from 
trust headquarters. Deception and fraud are a part of the capital 
of the protected trusts. 


ste 


MORE STEEL-TRUST GOLD BRICKS FOR EMPLOYEES. 
Now that the employees of this trust have begun to work with 
many murmurs, but as yet no strikes, at wages about 25 per cent 
lower than those received last year, instead of only 10 per cent as 


announced last month, this great benevolent institution begins to 
talk of improved conditions and to mark up the prices of its 
products. 

On January 11 the leading producer advanced the price on wir 
products $1 per ton beyond former quotations, including wine ) 
nails, barb wire, and smooth fence wire. This represents an ad- 
vance of 5 cents per keg on wire nails. The advance was made 
because of the very heavy tonnage which has been booked during 
the past three weeks, and because of the low stocks in mannu- 
facturers’ hands and their inability to increase them during the 
month of December. The stronger position which other steel 
products have reached within the past week or ten days was also 
taken into consideration. The manufacturers are advising the 
trade to send in specifications as soon as possible on account of 
the prospective shortage of nails for spring delivery. 

This is gold brick No. 1 for this ye ar, the trust having worked 
a big bluff on its employees and frightened them into accepting 
great reductions in wages. 

Gold brick No. 2 was exhibited when the trust announced that 
its profit-sharing scheme of last year would be continued this 
year, the only change being that the employees may now obtain 
preferr rred stock at $55 a share instead of $82.50, as last year. This 
is exactly two-thirds of last year’s price. As the 28,000 employees 
who went in last year have lost about one-third of their invest- 
ments, and therefore have shared losses rather than profits, it is 
not likely that they will this year become customers for another 
supply of *‘ profit-sharing’’ gold bricks. If they are wise and 
judge the future by the past, they will consider that next year 
they may be able to buy stock at one-third of last year’s price. 

It is evident, however, that the trust officials do not this year 
expect to find a market for their gold bricks with their employees. 


It is the ever gullible public that is to furnish customers for the 
shining goods again. 

It is reported that an average of one ‘‘ sucker’’ a minute is born 
in some part of the world. The steel trust has merely changed 
its bait; that’s all. 

“ JUG-HANDLED”™ PROSPERITY. 

Perhaps the best characterization of this much vaunted pros- 
perity, the best in the sense of showing its unequal and one-sided 
diffusion is that of Louis F. Post, of Chicago, who dubs it *‘ jug 
handled ’’ prosperity. 

If my Republican friends are really sincere in their cont mn 
that the past four or five years have been years of unexampled 
prosperity—if they really believe that, like the dew of heaven, its 
benefits have been shared in by al li—by the just as well as the 
unjust—then I can not too strongly urge that they read Mr. Post’s 
comments, week by week, in the columns of his paper —the 


Si) 


they will 


get light on the great problem of the age, why it is that the tre- 


| mendous increases in the power of labor to produce wealth do 


| 
| 
| 


not result in increasing the amount of wealth which labor receives, 
but, on the contrary, seem to make the lot of the mere toiler ever 
harder. 

I do not believe it is possible even for the gentlemen on th: 


| other side of the House to read Mr. Post's weekly editorials on 


current events without finding, as I frequently have, that things 


which heretofore appeared complex,if not inscrutable and mysti- 
fying, have, by reason of his lucid method of discussing them 
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become clear and readily understandable. He shows that so far 
from the dew of this so-called era of prosperity having fallen on 
all alike, upon the just and the unjust, it has fallen almost entirely 
upon the gardens of the unjust; that the result has been not to 
fructify the soil of the farmer, the workingman, and the mer- 
chant, to gladden the heart of all who toil in the production of 
wealth, whether by hand or brain; but in ways of which the 
average man (certainly not the gentlemen on the other side) has 
no comprehension and but little suspicion this dew has been de- 
flected in its descent, so that it has fallen not upon wealth pro- 
ducers, but upon the monopolizers of nature’s storehouse, the land 
in its various forms, and has been largely absorbed by the trusts. 

If my Republican friends really wish to learn the cause of this 
apparently. inexplicable phenomena, aye, if the gentlemen on this 
side of the Chamber wish to know more of the causes which 
create monopoly, of the causes which, as Carlyle said, enables the 
perfumed seigneur to extract the honey from the thistle which 
the peasant woman is picking, without her being conscious of the 
theft, then I can not too highly commend them to invest a dollar 
in a half year’s subscription, or even 10 cents for a four weeks’ 
subscription to the Public, Unity Building, Chicago. 

For Republicans to do this is to be enlightened as they are not 
likely to be enlightened in any other way; for Democrats to do it 
is to be fortified with convincing arguments—effective ammuni- 
tion—for their assault upon that modern form of monopoly, the 
trust. 

[ shall not weary the House by reading a tenth of the extracts 
from this paper which I should like to read, although inmy hum- 
ble judgment it could not be more profitably employed, but will 
content myself with extracts from only a few of these thought- 
clarifying editorials: 


GERMANS EMULATE THE TRICKS OF AMERICAN TARIFF BARONS. 

Having got a monopoly on glass manufacture in Germany, through the 
German protective tariff, the Cologne glass trust has borrowed a trick from 
the American tariff barons. It breaks into foreign markets. where it has no 
protection, with cutthroat prices, and it evens up in the German market, 
where it is protected with balloon prices. The Germans, being patriotic, 
probably rejoice at this opportunity to supply foreigners with German glass 
at enormously lower prices than they can buy itat themselves. If so, they 
must import their patriotism from the United States,where this kind is over- 
pro based. 

ADMIT THEM! WAIT! EMPLOYERS OR EMPLOYEES, WHICH? 

A great strike of textile workers is in progress in Philadelphia. Hosts of 
the strikers are ill-paid women and little children. They sent a small com- 
mittee to Oyster Bay to confer with President Roosevelt. The committee 
made respectful application at the President's business office for an inter- 
view, but, according the Chicago Inter-Ocean, an Administration paper, they 
were politely “turned down.” To this in itself no criticism would be proper. 
It is not the President's duty to adjust strikes, even though in a spectacular 
instance he did once assume that function. But suppose this committee, in 
stead of coming from the poor strikers, had come from their employers 
Does anyone imagine that a committee of employers, representing “the 
great textile industries of Philadelphia,” would have been “turned down” 
without an interview had such a committee sought one with the President? 
That supposition would indeed be something new under the sun, and its reali- 
zation something newer. Yet ‘we must never forget, dear children and fel- 
low-citizens, that in this country there are no classes!" 

HOW TRUSTS ARE FORTIFIED. 

The steel trust is getting its feet more firmly than ever upon the ground 
It was reported on the 20th from New Yorkas having purchased the last 
large single block of ore property on the Mesaba range in Minnesota which 
is forsale. Itisin this way that trusts are fortified. Mere combinations of 
capital without land monopoly are impotent. Capital can be muttiplied; 
but natural resources, including rights of way over land, give tot. u.tsare 
sistless power. 

TAX RIGHTS OF WAY, NOT LOCOMOTIVES. 


Consider what it is that makes railroad stock so valuable. Two things 
railroad land and railroad improvements. The improvements would be ex 
empt under the single tax. Would farmers have them taxed? 
rebound upon the farmers themselves. Tax locomotive values, and you force 
up freight charges; but tax right-of-way values, and you do not force up 
freight charges. In other words, while taxes on railroad improvements are 
not borne by stockholders, taxes on railroad rights of way are borne by 
stockholders. 


- 


| teen-String Jack, and Jack Sheppard. 
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just now’ Mr. HANNA is evidently a good deal of a confidence man in poli- 
tics. But he was not discreet enough on this occasion to speak easy. 

The result of this campaign in Ohio will determine absolutely whether the 
present condition of prosperity is to continue or not. Did MARK HANNAsay 
that? Are yousure? Wiil he guarantee that the conditions under which our 
prosperity labors are to be abolished if he is beaten? For the prosperity was 
all the trusts said it was,and more. The half was never told. The land wal- 
lowed in prosperity. Then the trusts put theirconditionson it. HANNA has 
a condition, for instance, that every one who rides on a street car in Cleve- 
land must pay him toll for use of the streets. Now, that is a condition that 
will beremoved when Johnson wins. But the trusts have imposed conditions 
the tariff and other devices by which they get a quarter of the pros- 
perity the country makes. Will that be eliminated when Johnson wings? 
Glory hallelujah! HANNA islike the fellow who proposedtoa girl. “Ill buy 
you a washboard,” he said, ‘“‘and you can have half what you make.” 
HANNA’S condition of prosperity is that the people shall have a!l they make 
after the trusts have had their rake-off. Boundless, except a limit of $2 a 
day. The amount the workers may earn is boundless; the amount they may 
get is the condition. Andif hecatches them murmuring, he is going to take 
the washboard away. 


¢ 
ol 
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“ CHRISTIAN”? PLUTOCRACY. 

It is reported of the younger Mr. Rockefeller that when some of his bible 
class members recently suggested that certain modern methods of getting 
great fortunes could not be consistently practiced by Christians, he asked if 
the manner in which these men disposed of their wealth did not count for 
something to their advantage. This is the new doctrine of Christian pluto: 
racy. Most of the velvety clergymen are preaching it. Not how you get 
your wealth, but what you do with it, is the test they are fond of apply ing 
The doctrine is not new. It was practiced long ago by Jonathan Wild, Six- 
Perhaps the excellent Mr. Rockefe! 
ler doesn’t know who these worthies were, being unfamiliar with low-bred 
literature. Let him understand, then, that they were highwaymen, who 
soothed their consciences for their un-Christian modes of getting wealth from 
its owners by their Christian habits of bestowing it upon others. 

[Editorial in Chicago Public, December 5, 1908. ] 
PROSPERITY? YES; FOR MONOPOLISTS. 

This country is at the present moment in the midst of an industrial de 
pression. It has, in fact, never escaped that condition since McKinley's first 
election. Monopolists have been prosperous, and bunco steerers on the plane 
of high finance have been prosperous, but the average man has not been 
prosperous. If an independent business man, he may have done more bus 
ness, but with little or no more profit,or maybe less. Ifa hired man, he may 
have had more work, but at little better or no better or even less wages 
And, independent business man or hired man, his living expenses have so 
much increased that his net income has in most instances been reduced. 
This, to be sure, is a kind of prosperity, but it is not a very healthy kind 
But even this malarial kind of prosperity has been receding for months 
Bankers have long been aware of it. Workingmen are finding it out 
Farmers, those “easy marks” of the “‘confidence’? man—whether he runs 
the Republican party or a three-card monte game—will not be long in ign 
rance of it. They may feel it before their newspapers tell them of it, but 


| some way or otber they too will know. 


Such taxes 


Last summer the dividends of life-insurance companies had fallen off sig 
nificantly. For instance, we have before us the history of a policy of t 
Berkshire, on which the maturity value of the dividends was $18 in 1892 and 
1893, rising to $19 in 1894 and 189, and to $20 (the highest point) in 1901, but 
falling to $17 in 1902, and down to $14 in 1903. The explanation of the cor 
pany was that the decrease you have noted for 1902 and the present year is 
principally on account of lower interest rates obtainable on investments 
All companies have during the past ten years been compelled to reduce d 
idends. The Berkshire was the last to do so, the character of its investments 
not being affected until very recently by the depression in interest rat 
Yet the * confidence * operators were all this time entertaining their hopefu 
dupes with “a song and dance” about good times “ everywhere” 
“everybody,” and “if you are not getting the benefit it must be y: 
fault.’ Good times with “depression in interest rates isa phenomen 
unlike “ water, water everywhere, but nota dropto drink.” Itsabsurdit 
only intensified by the explanation of the harder times now upon us w) 
is made by the Engineering News of October 15. ‘The real key tothe situa 
tion,” it sagely explains, ‘‘is that in the market for capital demand has out 
run supply.” Think of it! **‘ Depression in interest rates’’ caused by ex 
sive demand for capital! The next thing we know these “ confidence’ men 
will be accounting for low wages with assurances thatlabor is scarce. 


Two other editorials of Mr. Post, from the Public, those of 
January 2 and January 9, I will append to my remarks as an ap 
pendix. 








on! 


MODERN METHODS OF FLEECING THE PEOPLE. 

One of the modern methods by which the few are enriched at 
the expense of the many, a method which has been won 
effective during the last four or five years, is the capitalization ol 


derfully 


| the great natural ore deposits and the flotation of companies w! 


We find the Ohio State Journal saying that the inevitable result of the | 


would be to lighten the burdens of the rich and to 


single tax in operation “* » to 
This is the reason, probably, why the rich op- 


increase those of the poor.” 
pose it 
of the poor in other ways, but it seems that they draw the line at the single 
tax. 

There are three classes of mind, the conservative, the radical, and the 
lickspittle. The latter usually antagonizes the radical; not because it is con- 
servative, but because radicalism offers few prizesand no comforts to its dey- 
otees. 

Senator HANwaA is a protectionist, yet he isworking with might and main 
for ship subsidies. He says he wants more American ships. But why should 
a consistent protectionist want any ships? 


AN IMPRUDENT FRIEND. 


While Senator HANNA was in Chicago in attendance upon the conference 
of the National Civic Federation, he learned of the ominous closing down of 
factories that had already begun in Ohio. One of the closers down, an Ohio 
manufacturing friend of his, unfolded the news to him. Naturally enough, 
Mr. HANNA wasindignant. Had he not been telling the working people of 
Ohio that industrial disaster would not come so long as he and his party 
friends are keptin office? And here were Ohio captains of industry recklessly 


bringing on industrial disaster in the very middle of an Ohio campaign, 
whereso much depended upon fooling enough of the people yet a little longer 
In his indignation Mr. HANNA turned upon his friend, and, not without some 
bitterness of tone, 
ti] after election? 


—— asked him: ‘“* Why couldn't you have waited un- 
on't you realize that I have some interest in Ohio myself 





They are not slow to lighten their own burdens and increase those | 


stock in very large part, by far the larger part, simply represen‘ 
the monopolization of these natural opportunities and the foistet 
ing of this stock upon a credulous and excited public, whe were 
enamoured by the glamour of the eminent respectability cf the 
men who so kindly permitted the public to take these ‘‘securit 

off their hands. Mr. Henry George, jr., who is a most wor' 
son of the century’s greatest philosopher (the philosopher w 
would not rest content until he had discovered the cause of t! 
persistence of poverty amid advancing wealth), has, in the De- 


rev 


|cember and January issues of Pearson’s Magazine, clearly | 


| 





trayed the method by which these modern financial magica 
turn “ water’ into gold, and also shows how when the bubbl: 
pricked it is found that the “kings of finance’’ who at the t) 
the company was formed through their accredited mouthpieces 
declared that for a long period of years the business which they 
had *‘ combined” and which they then offered toa gullible pu 
was assured of an uninterrupted and increasing harvest of pr 
for many years, but having an inner knowledge, in fact the « 
knowledge, for neither the poor deluded stockholders nor the pu 
lic ever received any information as to the real possessions of te 
company, these financial magnates, controlling all the avenves 0! 











1904. 


information, so soon as they had unloaded their ** securities ’’ upon 
the public permitted 80 much of the real facts to come out that 
that public which had previously been so anxious to acquire the 
securities were now frantic to get rid of them at any price. This 
entirely suited these eminent gentlemen, as they could then buy in 
the op on market these ‘* securities *’ for a mere song. 
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GENERAL DICK AND JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN, 


The gentleman who represents the Nineteenth Ohio district 
General Dick, who was the chairman of the State committee 


, 


in 


| the campaign in that State last year,occupied some sixty pages of 


In the December Pearson’s, Mr. George presents some figures | 


which would indicate that these ‘‘ kings of finance ’’ had cleared up 
the tidy sum of $37,000,000 on an investment of probably nothing! 
He says: 


It should not be supposed that the little band of promoters arranged that 
the Amalgamated Company should buy control of Anaconda at this figure. 
Thev arranged themselves to forestall the Amalgamated Company and to 
buv at this price. But they planned to buy in order to sell to the Amalga- 
mated Company, which they did at a handsome advance, presumably at 
000,000, 


S4 


bs 


The “band of promoters’? whom Mr. George here refers to 
were John D. and William Rockefeller, Henry H. Rogers, James 


| ably amounts to 90,000 words. 


Stillman (president of the National City Bank, the Rockefeller | 


bank), Robert Bacon (then a partner of the firm of J. P. Morgan 
& Co.), Roswell P. Flower, F.-P. Olcott, etc. These constituted 


” 


the ‘ themselves.’ 


That is to say, the 51 per cent of the Anaconda stock which, as promoters, 
they arranged to acquire at about $29,000,000, or something more than $45 a 
share, they arranged to sell to the Amalgamated Company for about $40,000,- 
uoo, or $62 a share. The price of $62 a share for Anaconda stock might have 
looked to some like a ‘‘ watering,’ and might have given the whole Amalga- 
mated project a supicious aspect had not Anaconda stock, immediately after 
transfer was completed, suddenly shot up in the open market to $70 a 

There seemed to be no substantial cause for this rise, and it proved 
to be transitory, sinking rapidly back again. Cynical spectators summed up 
the matter in the single word, ** manipulation.” 

And what was to be the net result of this Anaconda deal? Obviously. if the 
promoters, as promoters, should buy control of that company for $29,000,000 
and then should sell it to themselves, as the Amalgamated Company, for 
$40,000,000, they would clear, as promoters, $11,000,000 by the operation. 

After arranging for this Anaconda purchase, the promoters arranged to 
buy the majority of the stock of the Parrot Silver and Copper Company and 
of the Hennessy Mercantile Company, both of Butte, and the entire stock of 
the Colorado Smelting and Mining Company and of the Washoe Copper Com- 
pany, of Butte; of the Big Black Foot Milling Company, of Bonner, Mont., 
and of the Diamond Coal and Coke Company, of Diamondville, Wyo. 

The Amalgamated Company was to expend the remaining $20,000,000 in its 
treasury for these companies, and, doubtless, the promoters received that 
sum for them. But the promoters had by previous arrangement bought 
them for much less. Indeed, the sum of their individual capitalizations was 
only $13,298,500, and their market value was far below par. It is doubtful if, 
following Wall street usages, the Amalgamated promoters paid for these six 
companies much more than half the sum at which they were capitalized. 





So, therefore, if the promoters bought these companies for $7,000,000 and sold 
them tothe Amalgamated Company for $20,000,000, they cleared $13,000,000 on 
the transaction. 

The supposed return to the promoters up to this point for “putting 


through” the Amalgamated consolidation would stand this way: 


Oe een anbd onan mene ocean enan $11, 000,000 
ee in odea debe kteeaweked rensen 13, 000, 000 
co 15, 000, 000 

a ike etien keke emda wene eeneaenn 39, 000, 000 


But as it was deemed necessary for the appearance of regularity 
and security to have a public “syndicate” finally underwrite 
the Amalgamated stock at $9 a share, the “inner circle” prob- 
ably arranged to give to outsiders an interest amounting per- 
h ips to 


2,000, 000 


37, 000, 000 


s the custom of promoters to work all these profits out on paper before 
take a public step in a promotion project. The Standard Oil people are 
| financiers, so that they saw by this process a way to buy at public 
‘ription more than half the stock of the Amalgamated Company at par 
with money they were to obtain by “ promoting” the consolidation. 
In other words, they were to get control of a $75,000,000 copper consolida- 
tion for not a penny of cost to themselves. 


Leaving as net profit to the “inner circle” ................... 

It 
they 
caref 


sul 


No Dick Turpin or Captain Kidd ever succeeded in transferring 
from the pockets of others to their own so large a proportion of 
their victims’ wealth with so little squealing from their victims. 
This is called ‘‘ haute finance.’’ If the masters of this modern 
method of fleecing the public will only graciously give a million 
to found a univers#y out of the $37,000,000 which this one little 
operation nets them, then their newspapers call upon us all to 
vigorously applaw! their ‘‘ generosity.”’ I regret that space will 
not permit me to insert the entire article on these ‘* Modern 
methods of finance.’ It will no doubt be a revelation to the 
victims, who perhaps deserve little sympathy, but is more im- 
portant as showing the public the evils which always flow from 
the conferring of ‘*snecial privileges;’’ for were it not for the 
special privileges which these companies possess and which under 
our present system bear almost no part of the burden of taxation 
it would not be possible for the Rockefellers, Stillmans, Rogers, 
et al. to scoop $37,000,000 or any other sum out of the public by 
such means. It is not alone that investors—speculators, if you 
will—are thus fleeced; but the whole eighty millions of people 


the REcorD a week ago to-day chiefly in extolling Joseph Cham- 
berlain, who is endeavoring to make protection the tieth- 
century policy of Great Britain. How extensive is the prona- 
ganda that the protectionists in England are carrying on under 
Mr. Chamberlain's leadership is shown in the fact that.if we are 
to credit the ReEcorpD of January 5, the London Daily Telegraph 
of December 10 must have been a bulky document indeed, as 
immediately beneath the headline *‘ Protection is for the benefit 
of the laboring men’’ it states that this remarkable document is 
‘*by the author of Imperial Reciprocity, and that it is condensed 
from the Daily Telegraph of December 10, 1903.’’ As it occupies 
over thirty-two pages of the Recor», all in small type, it prob- 
How many, I wonder, before it 


twen 


was ‘‘condensed?’’ 

For fear that this regular magazine of ammunition should not 
be sufficient to convince us that ‘‘ protection’’ is making great 
headway in England, I find three otherspeeches of Mr. Chamber- 
lain copied from the London Daily Telegraph of October 6, 27, 
and 28. Each of the first two occupy about six pages of the 
RECORD; thethird, however, being, lassume.a condensed speech, 
occupies but three and a quarter pages of the RECORD, or some 
10,000 words. 

But even this did not seem to be sufficient to satisfy the omniv- 
orous appetite for protection literature of the gentleman from the 
Nineteenth Ohio district, as he has also incorporated another 
speech of Mr. Chamberlain’s which appeared in the Scotsman, of 
Edinburgh, under date of November 5, this occupying a little 
over three pages of the REcorp. We also find what purports to 
be the views of the Scottish woolen trade, which appeared, as we 
learn, in the Glasgow Herald of September 2. This occupies but 
two pages of the Recorp. In order to enable us to digest so many 
pages of closely printed matter, General Dick has kindly added 
ten pages of his own, so that we may assume that the demonstra- 
tion for ‘* protection ’’ is now complete. 

In answer to these 60 pages (about 150,000 words, I assume) 
I merely offer in rebuttal two brief editorial paragraphs written 
by Louis F. Post, editor of the Public, Chicago, whose wonderful 


~ 


| power of lucid dissection of the protection humbug, as well as all 


pay tribute to these men in the enhanced price which they are | 


thus enabled to exact for this useful raw material—copper— 
Which the Creator of the universe placed in the hills of Montana 
for the use of mankind, but which a few individuals are allowed 
to monopolize, with the result I have indicated. 








| 
| 


other frauds and humbugs, I commend to my Republican friends, 


PROTECTIONISTS’ WHIRLIGIG LOGIC. 
[Editorial in the Public, January 2, 1904.] 


Protectionist logic is of the whirligig order. Don’t we all rememb 
the free-trade gold of Great Britain used to flood our shores in the interes 





of free-trade politics? So said protectionists. It is the other way now in 
England. Protectionists are claiming that British free trade is being en- 


couraged by protection gold from Germany. ‘* Now you see it and now you 
don't,” is characteristic of protection logic and protection prosperity, as well 
as of the more vulgar thimblerig. 


CHAMBERLAIN’S STRENGTH. 
[From the Public. ] 


The protection movement in Great Britain, which Chamberlain is leadi 
and Balfour is following, draws its strength from the fact that : 
ing alone is not freetrade. Importing into England has been pr 
for two generations, but exporting out of England is met in all 
with tariff walls. Thus while British producers are obstruct 
markets, foreign producers freely enter British markets and 1 
ish producers there. The British producers so affected th 
loudly to the patriotic spirit, and forthwith those millions of Gres 
whom Carlyle denominated as *‘ mostly fools,” rush to the rescue of 
industries. 
Even one-sided free trade is better for the country that maintains it thar 
retaliatory tariffs can possibly be. 
















This has been proved by the experience of Great Britain herself. London 
is the market of the world. London isthe clearing hous« rid. Lon- 
don is the capital of the world. It is toward London that ealth of the 
world flows. All this is because the English policy of free trade has thrown 
down the bars to the commerce of the world. Considered as a whole—asa 
unit—the people of England have been enriched by free trade, one-sided 
though it has been. Only when we come toinvestigate individual itions 
do we disclose British poverty—the poverty of a’ g classes 
Awful, indeed, it is, though no worse than indivi y * ow 
highly-protected country. But the poverty of Englan at ible to 
free trade. 

WHY ENGLAND'S WORKERS ARE NOT ENRICHED. 
[From the Public.] 
If free trade, which has enriched England as a nation, has failed to enri 





her working people, it is not because free trade is prejudicial to la} 
it because the free trade of England is one sided, protection 





prevalin 





where else. It is because the principle of free trade in England rt the 
seaports. Internal free trade is unknown in England. Instead he bless 
ings of internal free trade she is cursed with the blight of land sm, which 
is a phase of protectionism. This is the reason the riches that free trade has 





brought so lavishly into England have not enriched her working clas 
They are grabbed by her protected leisure classes. 


While on this subject I merely wish to add an interview from 
the New York Evening Post of three days ago in which I analyzed 
the result of two recent by-slections in London boroughs which 
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have been widely claimed as proving a strong protection drift in | 


Great Britain: 

[From the New York Evening Post, January 9, 1904.] 
DISASTROUS TO THE VICTORS—REPRESENTATIVE BAKER'S ANALYSIS OF RE- 
SULTS OF RECENT BY-ELECTIONS IN LONDON BOROUGHS. 

WASHINGTON, January 9, 1904. 

“The recent by-clections in Dulwich and Lewisham, both boroughs of 
London, which have been so widely heralded as Chamberlain victories, turn 
out on analysis to be victories of a sort disastrous to the victors,”’ remarked 
Representative BAKER of Brooklyn, to-day. 

“In the former borough the Tory vote in 189% was 5,218. This was in- 
creased to 5,8190n December 15, an increase of 11; per cent. The Liberal 
vote was, in 189, 2,176, which was increased to 4,382, an increase of 101 per 
cent. In the case of Lewisham the Tory vote in 1892—which was the last 
previous contested election in that constituency—was 5,309. This was in- 





creased to 7,708, an increase of 45} per cent, while the Liberal vote increased 
from 2,8% to 5,697, an increase of 97 per cent. 

“Anyone familiar with the constituencies—many being with less than 500 
majority—can see that, if a change should take place at the general election 
proportionate with that which has taken place in the case of these two sub- 


urbs of London, the Liberals would certainly be returned to power. So far 
from these two bye-elections indicating any great drift of popular feeling in 
favor of ‘ protection,’ they indicate that the British people have no present 
intention of abandoning the free-trade policy instituted by Sir Robert Peel 
sixty years ago, and which even the great landlords of the United Kingdom 
have been compelled to acquiesce in. At the same time it must be admitted 
that there is no present indication that the Liberal party intends to carry the 


free-trade policy to its natural and logical conclusion so as to include free | 


production.” 
I am led to do this by the fact that the General, during the Ohio 


campaign last fall, made me an issue in that State for twenty-four | 


2,500-word manifestos being deyoted to an 
T 
° 


hours, one of his daily 
appeal to Tom L. Johnson not to adopt my single-tax views. 


be thus made the issue even for twenty-four hours in a campaign | 


in that State was very flattering, but was entirely undeserved, as 
Tom L. Johnson became a single taxer some three or four years 
before I accepted Mr. George’s philosophy. In fact, during those 
three or more years I was engaged in doing that which the Gen- 
eral himself is now doing—trying to ‘‘ save’ society—being one of 
those who then viewed with alarm what was represented as being 
the possible great calamity to the city of New York that would 
follow the election of Mr. George in his first campaign for mayor 
of New York in i886. 

Aninvestigation of the principles promulgated by Henry George 
having shown me the error of my ways and led me to see that, 
so far from proposing to destroy property rights, the enactment 
into law of the principles he advocated was the only means by 
which those who produced wealth could be protected in its posses- 
sion, I am hopeful that the General will at an early date him- 
self thoroughly investigate this question of taxation, not permit 
ting his mind to be warped by existing prejudices, but in a spirit 
of determination to seek the truth wherever it may lead. If he 
will do this, I have no doubt that he will become a supporter of 
those fundamental principles which Mr. George stood for and 
throngh which alone can *‘ equal rights to all and special privi- 
ileges to none”’ be secured. 

THE CAUSE OF INVOLUNTARY POVERTY. 


I would, Mr. Chairman, that I could put into burning language, 
language that would arrest the attention of every Member of this 


House and of the country, the causes of these deplorable condi- | 


tions, of which such incidents as these Cincinnati soup houses are 
simply the more glaring manifestations. Experience has taught 
me, however, as it has taught everyone else who has attempted 
beneath effects to discover the cause of the persistence of invol- 
untary poverty despite the enormous increase in the capacity of 
mankind to produce wealth, that so soon as one endeavors to 
explain its cause he is almost invariably met with the answer: 


Oh! you fellows are always trying to prove that every maladjust- | 


ment of society is due to one cause. It doesn’t matter, they say, 
whether it is;poverty, drunkenness, and vice, or whether it be the 
possession of vast wealth; you ascribe all these things to land mo- 
nopoly. The crowding of population into our large cities, the un- 
hygienic conditions in which thousands live, the hard life of the 
average farmer, particularly of the farmer's wife, who, living re- 
mot 


bor—all these, they say, you claim are traceable to one cause. 
Priding themselves upon their practicality, they shrug their 
shoulders and pass on, refusing to believe that so many different 
manifestations of the maladjustments of society can be due to 
one common cause. And yet it is not strange that these things 
should have a common cause. That cause is ‘land hunger.” 
To whoever will set himself to study the primary, fundamental 
cause of any of these things; who will ask himself, for instance, 
how it comes that the suspension of river navigation on the Ohio 
for two or three weeks (which we are told is the reason why soup 
houses have been opened in Cincinnati) results in hundreds, if not 
thousands, being reduced to starvation; who will ask himself 
why these men can not in forty-eight or fifty weeks earn enough 
to enable them to feed themselves for fifty-two weeks; who will 
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field; that favors should be granted to none. 


from the cities, finds her life monotonous, barren of almost | 
all that gladdens; aye. even the contests between capital and la- | 
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ask himself why strong, able-bodied farm laborers, even in tho 
home of *‘ protection’? (Pennsylvania), only receive $3 a week for 
eight months in the year and sometimes can not get work ev: 
at that wage; who will ask himself why men will work in t} 
chemical factories, where in a few years they lose much of t] 
semblance of human beings (their teeth and nails rotting and fa 
ing out, losing their hair, and even their eyelashes), for a pittan 
of $8 to $10 a week; who will ask himself why men fight for + 
privilege of engaging in such hazardous occupations as coal n 
ing, where they daily take their lives in their hands, for a w 
that will not keep many men in this House in cigars; who w 
ask himself why tens of thousands of other men’s daughters 
driven every year in our large cities to sell themselves upon t 
streets; whoever will seriously ask himself these questions a: 
sets out determined to find the answer, no matter what may | 
been his previous prejudices—whoever will do this will, [ s; 
find that there is one common cause for these diseased and y 
ered limbs, for these drooping and dying branches upon the 1 

of society. 

The cause was epitomized (although quite unconsciously 
the President of the United States, in a speech eighteen month 
ago. I wish I could so present the matter to this House that it 
would appear in the mind of Members as though arranged in ¢] 
deadly parallel column. The function of government, he says, is 
to see ‘“‘that the cards are not stacked.’’ If these are not n 
words, it means that the people—all the people—should have a ! 
Well, let us se 

This is what he said: 

About all we have a right to ex- 
pect from the Government is that it 
will see that thecardsare notstacked. 


(President Roosevelt, at Concord, 
N. H., August 23, 1902.) 


The Republican party—the G 
ment—enacts laws which enri: @ 
| steel trust and other favored pets, who 
contribute liberally to its can 1 
fund, recouping themselves by 
ing evihanced prices to consumers 
These cards are “ stacked * w his 
potent approval. 

Distant foreign territory is | 
bly acquired so that valuable “ ul 
privileges” can beconferredon greedy 
speculators. The “cardsare stack 
against the helpless natives | 
robbed, as well as against the : 
here who pay the costof the “ b 
lent assimilation.” 

Every grant of special privileges to 
arailroadisa “stacking of the 
against the people who are charged 
all the traffic will bear, regardless 
the cost of the service. 

Every grant toa private corp 
tion to perform governmental |! 
tions, whether it be to operat 
railways or to supply water, : 
electricity, is a “stacking of the ca 
against the people. 

Every child born in theslur 
the cards“ stacked,” being co 
to yieldan ever-increasing tri 
the privilege of living on the | 
that city, so that the Astor 
uriate in “unearned” wealt 


That the Concord speech, so far as he who delivered it i 
cerned, ended there, that it was mere words, that it has: l 
will not be backed up by deeds, is graphically illustrated in an 
editorial which appeared recently in one of the great Dem t 
papers of this country, the owner of which is not here to-da 
who is one of the most modest men on this side [laughter 
Republican side], a paper which supports Democratic pri 
unswervingly and unfalteringly at all times, whose influ 
not confined to the State in which it is published nor to | 
joining State—Iowa. I refer to the Omaha World-Herald 

I shall not take up the time of the House to ask the ‘ 
read the editorial, but I do hope when it appears in the 
in due course my Republican friends will read it, so that t 
appreciate the Doctor Jekyll and Mr. Hyde exhibition th: 
makes of the great exponent of strenuosity. 

The editorial is entitled, ‘‘ Telling the truth and stickin: 


{ World-Herald, Omaha, Nebr.. Sunday, December 27, 1905 
Addressing Yale students, Reverend Doctor Rainsford said: 
“Mr. Roosevelt has earned the thanks of this country for the g™ 

done by his fearlessness in telling the truth. 

“The man who tells the truth and sticks to it does the most lasti! t] 

whether he tells that truth at the dinner table or in public.” : 7 
Did Mr. Roosevelt tell the truth when, in his Life of Thomas H 

he agreed with political economists that protection “is vicious in t 

harmful in practice?” Then did he stick to it when he advocated he 


ive tariff wherein the duty should be * more than” equal to the cost , al 
abroad and at home? ‘ . Pe 

Did he tell the truth when he said that appointments to office * " 
based upon merit? Then did he stick to it when heappointed such 5} , Ca 
as Payne and Clarkson to important offices under his Administrat\ th: 

Did he tell the truth when, in his Cincinnati speech, September > hr 
said that the tariff did not foster trusts and asserted that the an! y vr 
trust was uot protected by tariff duties? Did he stick to it when, 1! . Ags 
sage of December, 1902, he admitted that the tariff can produce ™ ’ por 


and recommended the removal of the tariff on anthracite coal? 
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the tariff might need revision, and when in his message of December, 
he said it was important that a tariff commission be appointed? Did he 
ik to it when he later adopted the “‘stand-pat" policy and showed his 
ntter contempt for the tariff question by ignoring itin his latest message to 


ngress? 


‘id he tell the truth when he rejected the little gift of a silken flag woven | 


by the hands of a patriotic American girl on the ground that the President 
of the United States should not receive gifts? Did he stick to it when he 
ited free of all cost special trains at the hands of railroad magnates? 


™ I 'd he tell the truth when he removed from office the postmistress at 
( nwood, Del, on the ground that it was his duty to do so, because the 
iistress was objectionable to Addicks’s Senator? Did he stick to it in | 
the South Carolina case when he appointed to office a postmaster not only 
; he protests of both the South Carolina Senators, but over the protest | 
( wwerwhelming majority of the patrons of the office? 

d he tell the truth when in his Ranch Life and the Hunting Trail, he 
eqil that the cowboys “are much better fellows and more pleasant compan- 
i han small farmers or agricultural laborers; nor are the mechanics and | 
wo-kmen of the great cities to be mentioned in the same breath?” Did he 
t to it when he came to appeal for the votes of the small farmers, the 


tural laborers, and the mechanics and workmen of the great cities? 
Did he tell the truth when in an article published in the Solow of Re- 
views. September, 1896, he said: “‘The men who object to what they style 
‘ rnment by injunction’ are as respects the essential principles of gov- 
! ent in hearty sympathy with their remote skinclad ancestors who lived 
in caves, fought one another with stone-headed axes, and ate the mammoth 
and woolly rhinoceros. They are interesting as representing geological sur- 
y but they are dangerous whenever there is the least chance of their 
0 ng the principles of this age-buried past living factors in our present 
life. They are notin sympathy with men of good minds and sound civic mo- 
I 
- 


ality. Did he stick to it when he took to his arms John Mitchell and other 
representatives of labor unions and delivered to them preachments indicat- 


ing that in his opinion, after all, they are entirely “in sympathy with men 
of good minds and sound civic morality?” 

Did he tell the truth when in February, 1900, speaking to Albert Shaw 
editor of the Review of Reviews, he said that under no circumstances would 
heaccept the nomination for the Vice-Presidency, thus encouraging a number 
of other Republicans to aspire to that position? Did he stick to it when he 


ig ed down the aisle of Philadelphia’s convention hall, clad in sombrero 
i high boots, and gave impetus to the Vice-Presidential boom that was then 
- operated in his behalf? 


he tell the truth when in his message of December, 1902, advocating 





Cuban reciprocity, he said that “‘we should with ungrudging hand do our 
generous duty by the weak,” and that “the giant Republic of the north 
should make all her sister nations of the American continent feel that, when- 


ever they will permit it, we desire toshow ourselves disinterestedly and effec- 
tively their friend.” Also, “noindependent nation in America need have the 
slightest fear of aggression from the United States. It behooves every one 
to maintain order within its own bordersand eee its just obligations to 
foreigners. When this is done, they can rest assured that, be they strong or 
weak, they have nothing to dread from outside interference.” Did he stick 
to it when he entered upon his Panama filibustering expedition, ignoring our 
Government's duty to the weaker Government of Colombia and prohibiting 
by force of arms the Colombian Government from “maintaining order 
within its own borders?” 

Did he tell the truth when he said that he would be unfit for the duties of 
his hich office if he did notadhere to the principlesof Abraham Lincoln? Did 
he stick to it when in his official actions he deliberately repudiated Lincoln's 


Doll 
inciples? 


Did he tell the truth when he said that because of his conduct as a Repub- | 
lican official Perry S. Heath should be forced to retire from the postof secre- | 
tary to the Republican national committee? Did he stick to it when, in the | 
presence of Mark Hanna's mandate that Heath should not be retired, he had 
nothing more to say on the Heath retirement proposition? 

Did he tell the truth when he said that men who faithfully serve the | 






y 


American people on land and on sea were entitled to know that their services 
were appreciated? Did he stick to it when he charged Schley, the hero of 


Santi: 


vo Bay, with cowardice; insulted Dewey, the hero of Manila, and per- 
i Miles to retire, after forty years of faithful service in the Army, with 
ng more than a formal and cold-blooded order, written by oneof Miles’s 
discredited subordinates? 
Did he tell the truth when he said that men charged with serious offenses 
10uld be required to explain or leave the public service? Did he stick to it | 
ifter having promoted General W«« a above a large numberof officers 
ui served a much longer period than Wood had, he upheld him and 





mitte 








sisted ape rewarding him, in spite of the fact that very serious accusa- | 
tons had been made against him? 

Did he tell the truth when, in his famous speech at Minneapolis, while he | 
was \ President, he said that it might be necessary to “shackle cunning | 
in he future as in the past we had shackled force?” Did he stick to it when 
he confined his shackling process to the cumbersome injunction proceeding 


ed altogether the application of the criminal indictment or an | 
planation of why he failed to employ that formidable weapon? 
i tell the truth when, in his several speeches, he said that there were 
C ts and bad trusts? Did he stick to it when, like all other Republican 
politicians, he dodged the demand that the “good” trusts be named? 

Did he tell the truth when he said that “‘ words are good when backed by 
feds, and only so?’ Aside from his pulpit orations and his platform 
peeches, have we any reason for saying that Mr. Roosevelt has stuck to it 
y backing his words with deeds? On the contrary, do we not now learn 

m the representatives of powerful interests that object to Mr. Roosevelt's 

tion that the fear of what an uncertain and impetuous man might do 
ection, rather than the objection to anything he actually has done, 

s them to prefer some one other than Mr. Roosevelt as the Republican 
ee for President? 





_ The continued reiteration of the prevalence of prosperity—that | 
the re is labor for all at a ‘“‘ compensating wage’’—recalls to my 
mind a poem written a year ago, when prosperity was declared to 
_ ‘niversal. It was written at the time New York celebrated 
‘er two hundred and fifty years of existence, by one of those bright, 
“ert, quick-witted men, the reporters of the metropolitan press, | 
on se favor is eagerly sought by even the most influential, as they 
anhma 


4 e or unmake “ statesmen,” their frown being more dreaded 
than that of any woman. The author of this poem is one of the 
‘rightest of New York’s reporters. Butheismore. Having been | 
“signed years ago to investigate an unusually distressing case of 
poverty, he was shocked and appalled at the demoralizing and de- | 








Did he tell the truth when, in his speech at Logansport, Ind., he admitted | 


| of this boasted prosperty can be found in some 


| such buildings of comparatively recent constructi 
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basing conditions that prevailed over a considerable area on the 

east side of New York. Further investigation compelled him to 
| the conclusion that the poverty which prevailed was involuntary, 
| due to causes beyond the power of these people to remove. He 
| became convinced that the cause was to be found in land monopoly, 
| and from that time has been one of that band of earnest, enthu- 
siastic, self-sacrificing, ever-zealous propagandists who compose 
the Manhattan Single Tax Club, who are working incessantly to 
| bring the people of New York, and particularly of the borough of 


h 


Manhattan, also to realize the cause of involuntary poverty. Too 
Manhattan, also to realize t t f invol yi ty. J 

high tribute can not be paid to their unfaltering devotion to a 
great cause—the cause for which Henry George gave his life. I 


aim proud of the friendship of William Everett Hicks, the author 
of— 


TWO HUNDRED FINTY YEARS AGC, 


[Poem written for New York City’s celebration of its two hundred and fiftieth 
anniversary, January 1, 1908. | 

It wasn't just like this, you know, 

Two hundred fifty years ago. 

No steamships clove the splendid bay 

From early morn till close of day; 

No palaces of trade reared high 

Their cornices to kiss the sky; 

No whizzing trains roared in the air; 

No street cars flittered everywhere; 

No mansions of the great defied 

The scorn for wealth and gilded pride; 

No charities then sought to show 

There was no need for want and woe, 

Two hundred fifty years ago. 


They tell us life was very slow 
Two hundred fifty years ago. 
It didn’t have the rush and speed 
That we have come to think we need 
And yet—and yet I sometimes feel 
A vague suggestion o’er me steal 
That they had things to stir their pride 
That now we find to us denied: 
They had ne slums of dark despair 
For sin and crime to flourish there; 
No human beings faint for bread 
Dropped in the city’s highways dead; 
No souls found all the pain and strife 
So sad a mockery of life 
That, smiling with their latest breath, 
They daily sought the peace of death; 
Their prisons had no murderers’ row, 
Two hundred fifty years ago 
—WILLIAM EVERETT Hicks. 


WHY DOES NOT PROSPERITY EXIST? 


Now, Mr. Chairman, why does not prosperity exist in the United 
States? [Laughter on the Republican side.} Prosperity never 
will exist in the United States until a great economic reform takes 
place. It is because on this side occasionally, I am sorry to say, 
but more particularly and more flagrantly, forty times as often, 


| on the other side of the House, you have voted away special priv- 


ileges; you have voted to give a few men the power to rob their 
fellow-men; you have voted continuously year by year to give into 
the hands of some menthe power to tax othermen. You Repub- 
licans, by these laws, laws which grant special privileges, create 
monopoly; and these so-called good times which at the best are 
poor for the toiler, for even at the best of times there are always 





hundreds of thousands of men out of employment—that condi- 
tion will not and can not bw altered until you strike at the root of 


the evil, which is grounded in monopoly, and you can only uproot 
this evil by abolishing every form of taxation which taxes labor, 


which taxes accumulation, which taxes production, and put the 
tax upon the monopolization of land in all its various forms. 


i 


THE ENORMOUS LAND VALUES IN LARGE CITIES. 


One of the great causes of the unequal diffusion of the benefits 
figures to which I 
desire to call the attention of the House, which I have gleane 
at random from the official list of assessments made by the tax 
commissioners of the city of New York, and which is the basis 
for the assessments levied in that city for 1904, as published in to- 
day’s New York papers. These figures relate to ten office build- 
ings, the structures being ten or more years old; also 





m. iogetner 
they embrace a score of the larger office buildings of t] r 
Contrast two of these properties, both w known. One, the 
Stock Exchange, just completed—the value of the building is fixed 
at $900,000, while the land is officially : ised at $3,800,000, or 


four times as much as the building. The Mills Building, erected 


some twenty years ago, is directly opposite on Broad street. The 
land in this case is appraised at $3,464,000, while the value of the 


| materials and the labor employed in its erection is put at $636,000, 
| less than one-fifth the value of the land. 


Another building known throughout the country is the Equi- 
table Life Assurance Building, the land being appraised 


+ 


a 


$8,365,000, while the value of that magnificent structure is put at 
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$2,580,000, or only 30 per cent of the value of the site. 
pended table embraces these twenty properties: 


The ap- 


Buildings erected within ten years. 


| Value of | Value of 
land. | building. 


$1, 985, 000 $1, 090,000 
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I I SR sso gs 1, 500, 000 1, 200,000 
et chad 8,800,000 | 900, 000 
I eee ain | 1, 350,000 | 650,000 
IRE Sa este bBo i oe. a od | 866, 000 304,000 | 
ARTS Eo a | = 2. 085,000 , 025,000 | 
IS 2, 180, 000 8, 020, 000 
i 1, 332, 000 | 798, 000 
MII Pert ch Ok Be ae 2 se Ne er | 490. 000 180, 000 
SE 2 eee 484, 000 | 176, 000 


Total - 


These are the largest and most recently constructed office and 
banking buildings in the city of New York, and yet only one of 
them—the Broad Exchange—is worth more than the land, sev- 
eral of them being worth less than half what the land is worth. 


Buildings ten years old and over. 











Value of Value of 
land. building. 
| 

ee $1, 795, 000 $395, 000 
I sin din ental lade signee ial 1,695, 000 270, 000 
i sik bench te inminnaniaaaaaitl 1, 685, 000 865, 000 
Dime Savings ............... siciechiaiiisonellamcaniaditaaidiaboaibaiaasaaite 450, 000 | 150, 000 
a ce alan atc el eel 1, 258, 600 | 731, 400 
a iaiain ilk anileiisaciadiin teluiidhedehandiial 8, 464, 000 | 636, 000 
a ee 8,365,000 | 2,580,000 
all 2,410,000 290, 000 
I TT incall nigcRliny icin abana tails 1, 625, 000 145,000 
I 1, 414,000 | 236, 000 

I iiss eicintininchsicp tind kanecndaanta die aiadaalaiainiciaitaale 18, 986, 600 4, 768, 400 











In the case of these ten buildings the land is therefore worth 
four times as much as the buildings, while in the case of nine of 
the leading theaters the disparity is even greater, as the land on 
which they are situated is assessed six times as high as the thea- 
ter buildings—the land at $7,900,000 and the structures at only 
$1.290,000. 

Sixteen of the leading hotels—-excluding the Waldorf-Astoria, 
where the building is worth twice as much as the site—are as- 
sessed at $6,445,000, but the land on which they are built is assessed 
at $20,805,000, 

But when we come to the palaces of the multimillionaires we 
find an even greater disparity between the value of the land and 
the palaces erected thereon. Scores of thousands of people, no 
doubt, have paraded up and down Fifth avenue and viewed—from 
the outside—these stately mansions. Not one of the buildings, it 
will be noted, is assessed at less than $300,000—surely a comfortable 
house, even for a multimillionaire—and yet these extremely costly 
houses are valued by the assessor at less than 38 per cent of the 
value which he places upon the land beneath them. 


| Value of Value of 


land. | building. 
| 

I nici id himiicaeinniulaalibadl | $1, 770,000 | $500, 000 
Cn cuiccaamenn 1, 200,000 | 800, 000 
AL EE ET ESE 2, 350,000 | 650, 000 
ee a Ee 1,175, 000 825, 000 
i 1, 160,000 | 440, 000 
re ee ca bdiidienebaiunedte 1,115, 000 BB5, OOO 
I ke 2,010,000 | 890, 000 
a 775, 000 875,000 
I re 1, 050, 000 | 300, 000 
ey eee nscale tebacien dike aibaeies dads 750, 000 | 400, 000 

OR a Sissies ph tbeascc ened ee | 18,355,000 5, 065, 000 


The aggregate of the assessment of land values in the city of 
New York is placed at $3,697,686,935, while the total value of the 
structures of all descriptions is placed at $1,100,000,000, or about 
23 per cent of the whole assessment. This, it must be remem- 
bered, includes all of the small dwellings in the city, which in the 
suburbs are worth usually two to four times as much as the lots 
upon which they are situated. If we take the borough of Man- 
hattan alone, it will be seen that the land values are almost 
$3,000,000,000, while the cost of all the structures, including all 
the immense office buildings, large hotels, theaters, etc., is less 
than $600,000,000. 

These figures bear out and put the official stamp of approval on 
what the single taxers have for years contended, viz, that the land 
values of a populous community far exceed the aggregate of im- 
provement values. These figures, adduced by unsentimental 
assessors, supposedly based on full valuation of the property, are 
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eloquent in demonstrating how vast fortunes have been accumn- 
lated and added to without effort on the part of their possessors. 
Who will question that these enormous land values of the city of 
New York, paralleled in minor degree in every town and city in 
the country, are the result of communal growth, due to the peo- 
ple congregating there, with the consequent competition for loca- 
tions driving the value ever upward? These land values repre- 
sent an enormous toll which the people must pay to the fortunate 
speculators who had the foresight and craft to anticipate future 
needs. 

The figures here cited give some hint of how pressing a question 
we have to face, and, in my opinion, the day for settlement can 
not long be postponed. The contention I make, Mr. Chairman, 
is that justice requires that these values, concededly created by 
all of the people, should be utilized for their common benefit and 
not be longer permitted toenricha favoredfew. Theonly rational, 
practical way in which this can be done is through the taxing 
power of the government, State or city. By taxing this value 
into the public treasury we would relieve all forms of industry 
from the burdens of taxation which now oppress and discourage 


| it, at the same time restoring to the people that which is their 
| own, because they have created it. 


How great this burden is in the city of New York is indicated 
when I state that competent authorities put the annual rental 
value of the land there at not less than $225,000,000, of which to- 
day very little finds its way into the city treasury, probably four- 
fifths being absorbed by private individuals, thus enabling the 
Astors and others to luxuriate in unearned wealth. 

Yet I suppose even in the face of this demonstration our farmer 
friends will continue to insist that a tax on land values only 
would be a great hardship to them, whereas the fact is that, de- 
ducting the value of the farmers’ houses, his outbuildings and 


| barns, his fencing and drainage, etc., the value of the land would 
| be extremely small, unless adjacent to a large town, in many 








. year. 
nore than three times the value of the structures. | yes ; ; : . . 
| said, he lived immediately adjacent to a large town—he would be 


vases the cost of reproducing the buildings and other improve- 
ments I have enumerated being greater than the total value of 
the whole farm. No; so far from the farmer having his tax bur- 
dens increased by the adoption of the single tax, they would be 


| very much reduced—certainly one-half, in many cases thiree- 


quarters, and in some cases even more. It must be remembered 
that the farmer has to sell his produce in a free-trade market, 
while in the price of almost every article which he purchases (his 
farm implements and clothing in particular) he is carrying the 
‘* white man’s burden,’’ i. e., he is staggering along under a load 
of indirect taxation which amounts to several hundred dollars a 
Whereas if land values alone were taxed—unless, as I have 


called upon to pay a very slight direct tax, while his present 
heavy indirect taxes would be entirely done away with. 

While the beneficial effect upon the workers in cities would, if 
anything, be still greater, as they would notonly also be relieved 
from the present onerous burden of indirect taxation, but ave- 
nues of employment now closed would be opened to them, as it 
would be no longer profitable for anyone to withhold land from 
use. The result would, therefore, be an enormous increase in the 
demand for labor in all forms of productive enterprises. The 
surplus labor market would be wiped out, and instead of two, aye, 
ten men chasing after one job there would be competition among 
employers for every man who desired to perform useful labor. 
Then, indeed, it would be true to state ‘‘that there is work for 
every man who desires to labor in this country at a ‘ compcnsat- 
ing’ wage.’’ [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 





APPENDIX. 
[The Public, Saturday, January 2, 1904.] 


Many explanations of the terrible disaster at the Iroquois thea 
cago will be given by the newspapers and echoed by excited r« und 
much of their scolding of managersand architects and city officia!. pr 
ably be deserved. Soit would seem like “ carrying coals to Ne\ 
to give particular attention to any of the causes for these over-late 

But there is one explanation which is barely likely to be given 
the usual channels of criticism, and to that we invite a little nt 
attention. Werefer to the impossibility of making an auditorium * 
the builders are forced to vole it in among other buildings, a 
builders in large cities are forced todo. This isan explanation w! lies 
back of all others. This is a condition which makes such catastro} iney 
itable, no matter what minor precautions may be taken. s 

Nosuch disaster could occur in the Mormon Tabernacle at Salt Lake City: 
Why? Because an abundance of exits onall sides open immediately 1! poaee 
out doors.” There are no windings and turnings leading into one! 
alley at the rear or one narrow doorway in the front. Let a fire brewk ol 
or an explosion occur in that structure, and unless the structur ve 
a *oyed within three minutes, every person in it could reach a piace’ 
safety. cae 

Of course it may be impracticable to build theaters in large cit! 
the open,” as the Mormon Tabernacle is built; but it is not imprac! ae 
surround them with open alleys, so that numerous exits may mak: ul 
sides of the building a clear way to the street when occasions of da 


tay Chi- 


oe. Nor are architects altogether to blame for not building theat™’ - 
that plan. The Iroquois Theater, for instance, had to be built in the — 
an L, if built at all upon the chosen site, and one stem of the L was “ pi 


as to afford only reasonable rcom for the regulation entrance. 
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Public sentiment in Chicago is being stirred to its depths by a “ citizens’”’ 
movement for thesuppressionofcrime. A large committee has been formed, 
which is bespangled with prominent names. Subcommittees have been 
carved out of the larger committee, a princely fund is being collected by pop- 
ular subscription, and through the local press a hue and cry is raised. 

This is good work. No community can exist inreasonable comfort—much 
less can it flourish—where crime is rampant. Protection for life, liberty,and 
property is the first essential of civilized life; and none of these rights are se- 
cure Where crime holds sway. é € 
dent. It flourishes in many forms, from mere “touching”? and pocket pick- 
ing all the way up, through the various grades of hold up, housebreaking, 
and city hall “graft,” to the tentative traction ordinance now pending before 
the city council, All are criminal, for each kind is in some way a menace to 
the security of some one’s rights of life, liberty, or property. — hy 

The only objection to the “ citizens’? movement against crime in Chicago 
is that it is not directed against crime and criminals on principle. It is di- 
rected against only some kinds of crime and some grades of criminals. Let 
us not be misunderstood, We do not criticise the movement and its patrons 
for confining their present crusade to particular crimes and particular classes. 
Such criticism would be unjust and foolish. Very often it is necessary todo 
only one thing at a time. This is especially true of rooting out crime. It 
‘ The indictment that does lie against the pro- 
jectors of this movement is not that they are assailing only the lower grades 
of crime, but that they are not assailing crime, as crime, at all. 

The movement is animated by no principle of hostility to crime in general. 
It is only against certain species of crime that its projectors are excited and 
valiant. The crime genus does not arouse their hostility. Some of them, in- 
deed, are even vigilant to protect their own favorite species of this genus. 
Boastful as they are about their crusade against crime, what they are really 
fighting is only the ‘other fellow’s game.” They are like the little girl of 
the oft-told but very pertinent_story who prayed, ‘‘O Lord, make Martha 
Smith a good little girl, so that I may take all her playthings away from her 
and she won't make any fuss about it.” 

Let the generous doubter compare the attitude of these crime chasers to- 
ward vulgar “ graft’? and pistol hold-ups with their attitude toward the 
“eraft” and hold up of the Chicago City Railway, for instance, of which 
some of them are expectant beneficiaries. Yet there is really no moral dif- 
ference between the two kinds. The hold-up man relieves you of your 
pocket money and your watch at the ‘point of a pistol. The traction com- 
pany holds = the city officials with threats of unconscionable litigation for 
a prize of at least $200,000,000. 
that kind of crime flourishes? ’ 
pertinent to call upon them, before they expand too much with a sense of 
their virtue, to consider what crime is before they begin to chase criminals, 
and then to ask the guiltless among them to lead in the chase. 

Let us repeat, however, that we are raising no objection tothe suppression 
of vulgar forms of crime. By all meanseradicate them. But eradicate them 
inthe right spirit. Eradicate them, not because they happen to disturb you, 
but because they are a species of the genus crime. Thus you cultivate a dis- 


must be attacked in detail. 


y 


position to eradicate the whole genus, the species of your own household as 
well as the species of the slums. Not only is this the right spirit, but it is the 
only spirit which can crown any movement against the vulgar species of 
crime with success. Crusades against all crime can abolish all crime, step 
by step, if intelligently and sincerely prosecuted; but crusades with cnowdel 
motives, against the crimes of the lower classes of criminals only, can never 
succeed. So long as trespasses upon the life, liberty, and property of the 
massesare permitted under forms of law, so long will the masses breed vulgar 


criminals to defy the law. 


When you commend your 
order to enforce the law,” what are you to expect of men who suffer from 
what seem to be unfair discriminations? When the police forbid lawful 
public meetings of the “lower classes,”’ as they have recently done in Pater- 
son, N. J.,or break them up, as they did in Chicago prior to the anarchist 
episode, what are you to expect of the * lower classes’ who are thus denied 
one of the most fundamental of rights? When prisoners without influential 
friends, arrested without warrant and confined without legal authority, are 
tortured into making confessions (true or false, as may be) in utter defiance 
of law, and this official criminality is publicly approved or condoned as nec- 
essary to successful criminal chasing, what are you to expect of the prisoners 
and their friends as they begin to realize that the sa eguards of the law, 
nominally for the protection of all, are not for the protection of such as they? 

These are but surface suggestions. To go ‘fully into even so much as a 
bare enumeration of the various approved species of crime that tend to pro- 
duce the species that excite the ire and stimulate the civic enthusiasm of 
your polite crime chaser would require much more space than we can spare. 

t would take us back to the traction ordinance hold up and “graft” which 
some of the wealthiest people of Chicago are coercin, th 

mittee intoapproving. It would take us even beyond that. e should have 
to point to the various other sources of unearned incomes of the respectable 
sort, which are extorted under forms of law from the working forces of so- 
ciety. There isa great measure of truth in the general feeling and common 
talk among the proscribed criminals that “all is graft,” and that their pro- 
Seribed practices are ‘in kind the same as those of the respectable gangs 
Who chase them, and in degree milder.” 

{ til the present crusade against crime in Chicago vitalizes itself with a 
etter civic spirit, it will neither deserve nor command success. It can not 
Command even respect, except in the limited class out of which it springs, 
© it represents nothing more than it seems to now. Not even a citizens’ 
committee for the suppression of crime can divide its allegiance and yet be 

; Tt can not be trusted toexterminate the vulgar crimes 
of the poor while condoning the gilded graft of the rich. Crime is crime, be 
the criminal rich or poor, of high station or low, official servant or private 
“iuzen. Nor is it any the less crime for having been legalized or having be- 
“ome respectable. It consists essentially in depriving men of their natural 
‘hicaw ir own life, their own liberty, and their own property. Do the 
the “so Committee agree to this? Then let them declare their purpose. Do 

iey purpose exterminating crime wherever and however it raises its head, 
whether it be sanctioned by law and custom or not? Or are they only 
rismen on a man hunt in the slums? 
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are so inordinately dear in locations appropriate for theaters that the 
e necessary for alleys would create a burden of cost so great as to be in 
if a formidable, if not impossible, commercial obstacle. : 
Therein lies the fundamental cause of such disasters as that of the Ircquois 
Theater. By encouraging investments in sites merely for the purpose of se- 
curing the advantages of higher prices an abnormal scarcity of sites is pro- 

rani Fooncentration results. Itis thisabnormal concentration, 
; re than anything else or all things else together, that makesof what ought 
to be but an accident to a building a calamitous destruction of human life. 
snd this is a condition the fault of which lies at no particular man’s door. 
The responsibility rests upon us all for our persistent and unreasonable igno- 
rance of the natural laws of municipal development. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


[The Public (box 687, Chicago, Ill.), Saturday, January 9, 1904.] 


Without receding from our principal contention of last week, relative to 
the Iroquois Theater fire (p. 609), we are forced by subsequent developments 
toaconsideration of some of the secondary causes of that terrible catastrophe. 

Laws designed for the security of life in Chicago theaters and other struc- 
tures appear to have been wantonly violated. For this the responsibilit 
rests not only upon theater builders and managers and architects, but wit 
even greater weight upon city officials, and with still greater weight upon 
the business classes of Chicago—the same classes that are loud in their denun- 
ciation of crimes of far less magnitude. 

We shall explain our meaning in holding the business classes to this awful 
responsibility. But one stepatatime. First, as to the persons immediatel7 
responsible for this particular calamity—the builders, architects, and mana- 

ers of the Iroquois Theater. Even the commonest precautions seem to have 

een neglected. The asbestos curtain was badly hung and was inflammable 
besides. Exit doors were either locked or rusted fast,and some of them 
swung in such a way as to obstruct instead of facilitate safe egress. No au- 
tomatic sprinklers were in place, and there was not a drop of water within 
reach to extinguish fire. No fire alarm was available. Stairways met so as 
tochurn the converging currents of escaping people like converging currents 
of water. Fire escapes, so narrow at the top as to barely accommodate one 
thin stream of panic-stricken people, were so adjusted to exits as to receive 
different streams at different altitudes, and yet were no wider at the bottom 
than at the top. But why enumerate? Had the theater been expressly con- 
structed and equipped for wholesale and horrible slaughter, it could hardly 
have been aie to the purpose much better than it was. And many of its 
dangerous defects were in conscious and not improbably corrupt violation of 
the safety laws. 

But this particular theater was not peculiar in those respects. Some Chi- 
cago theaters may be safer, but most of them are not, and some are even 
more dangerous. It was only blind fate and not greater negligence or turpi- 
tude that has made the persons connected with the Iroquois Theater so espe 
cially and unenviably conspicuous at this time. Had the fire occurred at al- 
most any other Chicago theater during a performance, the calamity would 
have been similar. Andit would have come from similar causes—wanton 
neglect of reasonable precautions, jaunty indifference to the rights of pa- 
trons, and callous neglect of legal requirements. The whole fraternity of 
theatrical management in Chicago is morally as responsible for the Iroquois 
disaster as are the managers of that ill-fated theater. 

Of the facts upon which this conclusion is based there is but little room for 
dispute. The mayor has now closed allthe theaters. His ordersare so strin- 

ent that he will not allow even the ground floors to be occupied by audiences. 

he necessity is so great that he is as adamant to all appeals, though his ac- 
tion deprives thousands of employment. He will not allow any theater to 
open until it has installed safety devices in strict conformity with the law. 
This seems more like a panic spasm than wise administration, since the result 
could be accomplished without much risk by requiring each theater to con- 
form to the law within a reasonable time on pain of being closed in case of 
neglect. But it testifies most convincingly to the dangerous and lawless con- 
ditions that have heretofore been perpetuated with impunity. 

On the top of this testimony comes an astounding disclosure. It appears 
that the building department reported in detail the unsafe condition of the 
Chicago theaters as much as two months ago, and that the facts in this re- 
port have been practically disregarded by the building department, the 
mayor, and the city council. How is it possible wholiy to exonerate any of 
these authorities? 

That brings us to the responsibility of the business classes, which, we re- 
peat, is the weightiest of all. Why did the building department merely re 
port the universal violation of safety laws by the theaters of Chicago instead 
of also proceeding at once to secure compliance with those laws? 

Because the head of that department was afraid of arousing the hostility 
of the business classes by what he thought, and with reason, they would re- 
gard as a finicky interference with business interests. And not the théatrical 

yusiness classes alone, mind you, but the business classes in general; for not 
only might business in general have been prejudicially affected by enforcing 
the laws against theaters, but office tation. churches, stores, and so on, 
are sinners like the theaters. Why did the mayor merely refer this damning 
report to the city council, instead of also proceeding—more considerately 
than he is doing now, but promptly and energetically—to secure compliance 
with the safety laws? Because he, too, feared the business classes of the city. 
As he now says, he would have been mobbed had he taken that course at that 
time. And so, probably, he would have been; and by a broadcloth mob at 
that. He could not have relied upon any business-class sentiment of respect 
for the law. 

Again, why did the city council merely toss the report over to a committee, 
and why did the committee merely refer it to a printer, and indifferently 
await the printer’s pleasure—why all this piddling over violations of laws so 
vital to the security of human life? The same reason. The city council, too, 
was afraid of the business classes. 

So we may trace responsibility for the Iroquois catastrophe back from the 
Iroquois managers to the managers generally, whose derelictions they fol- 
lowed; and back from the managers to the officials, who winked at these 
derelictions; and back of the officials to the business classes, whose deadened 
conscience has latterly become so characteristic of American business men. 

Among these classes right and wrong have ceased to be distinguishable 
except momentarily as the distinction may happen to be useful for selfish 
ends, while respect for law is something which, though the “lower classes” 
are said toowe it to society, the business classes seem to owe to nobody when- 
ever they are agreed upon its inconvenience or unprofitableness to them- 
selves. With thisspirit prevalent, it is certain that any official who had un- 
dertaken to enforce the fire laws prior to the Iroquois disaster would have 
run counter to a businessclass sentiment, reenforced by local advertising me- 
diums, which would probably have ended his career in public life 

Officials are culpable, of course, for not having Saweaie met that obstacle; 
but the culpability of those who created the obstacle is far the greater of 
the two. One of the manifest lessons of the Iroquois calamity is the im- 
portance of revitalizing public opinion with a conscience capable of distin- 
guishing right from wrong and disposed impartially to respect laws for the 
right regulation of social life. This lesson needs to be learned not merely by 
labor strikers and hold-up men, as your modern pharisee thinks, but it is 
ng by the business class most of all. Nor is it applicable to Chicago 
alone. 

Incidentally, the vice of free passes is brilliantly illuminated by disclosures 
regarding the Iroquois Theater fire. It was by this means that minor officials 
were bribed to be good-natured about infractions of the law that have proved 
so disastrous. For instance, an inspector reported the Iroquois as ‘*O. K.” 
only a few minutes before the audience began a terrible struggle for life in 
this lawlessly equipped theater lawlessly packed with human beings. It is 
just that sort of inspection, just that sort of official oversight, that free 
passes encourage. And the free-pass evil is not confined to theaters nor to 
minor officials. How many members of the Chicago city council are not in 
possession of railroad passes? How often does the mayor travel without a 
pass? How many judges in Chicago reject the proffered passes of railroads 


That crime does hold sway in Chicago is evi- 


Where are these virtuous crime chasers when 
Do they denounce crime then? Surely it is 


licemen for boasting of “‘ violating the law in 





e city council's com- 
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on whose interests they may have to sit in judgment? How many officials | ipal code will tend along the lines of the federal plan, and that the new Stn: 
anywhere are without free passes? That these “courtesies” do not effectthe | school code may follow the general lines of the time-tried and efficient fo4 


bribery of officials with reference to large matters is doubtless true. 

Corrupt officials do not sell themselves so cheap. But it is beyond dispute 
that passes do secure smal] favors, compensating “ courtesies’’—such, for 
instance, as the “O. K.” of a theater's violation of the law in trifies, trifles 
which, however, may precipitate calamities. If free passes do not improp- 
erly influence judges, inspectors, councilmen, legislators, etc., why do rail- 
road officers and theater managers make them the regular perquisites of 

sublic servants with whom they have official relations? Surely not for their 

ealth. The “O. K.”-ing of the Iroquois Theater just before it burned tells 
the story. Passes put public officials in good humor toward law breakers. 
The public official who takes them may not know he is bribed; but the 
theater or railroad manager who gives them, he knows it. 

That is reason enough for this resolution offered in the Chicago city coun- 
cil on the 4th by Alderman Dunn: 

“ Whereas the rec ‘ipt of gratuities, such as free passage or tickets from 
railroads, theaters, or other public utilities or places of amusement by city 
legislators, city officials, and employees, is clearly detrimental to the free 
discharge of official duties: Therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That it is the sense of this council that the asking for or re- 
ceipt of any free pass, ticket, or special favor from railroads or places of 
amusement be condemned: and be it further 

“Resolved, That this asking or accepting such favors be made a ground 
for disqualification from municipal office or employment. 

“Resolved, That the judiciary committee of this council be requested to 
report the necessary order to bring this resolution into full force and effect.” 

And it is rather discouraging to be obliged to report that the ‘reform ”™ 
council of Chicago has buried Mr. Dunn's excellent resolution in committee, 
thus following the example of the Demoératic caucus in Congress (p. 503), 
which made a similar disposition of Congressman BAKER'S resolution pledg- 
ing the party to refuse railroad passes. 


President Roosevelt's special message to Congress is unusually interesting 
: te g > 
for a Presidential message; and, while long, necessarily so because of the mass 


of its detail and the subtlety of its argument, its substance may be boiled | 


’ 


down to Tweed's noted inguiry: * What are you going to do about it?’ 
And, sure enough, what are we going to do about it? 


the right to recognize new governments is vested in the President exclusively 





and absolutely, which is a precedent set by President Cleveland, nothing re- | 


mains to do, for in that case Panama is not only an independent nation, but 
it is one whose sovereignty, if Secretary Hay is right in his theory as to 
treaty covenants ‘running with the land,” we are bound by the old Granada 
treaty to defend. No matter what the American poo may wish, no mat- 
ter what Congress might have been disposed to do, if the President's irre- 
sponsible recognition of this new nation is conclusive, then nothing remains 
for Congress to do but to attend to details. The President himself will have 
done the vital thing without so much as ‘‘By your leave, Messrs. Congress- 
men.” 

It is upon this basis that Mr. Roosevelt virtually demands of Congress that 
it fill in the details of the Panama policy which he of his own unbridled will 
has inaugurated. He has virtually mode himself an absolute monarch as to 
this most important matter, for does he not say: 

“The only question now before us is that of the ratification of the treaty, 
for it is to be remembered that a failure to ratify the treaty will not undo 
what has been done, will not restore Panama to Colombia, and will not alter 
our obligation to keep the transit open across the Isthmus and to prevent any 
outside power from menacing this transit?” 

And bas he not “repeat that the question actually before this Govern- 
ment is not that of the recognition of Panama asan independent republic 
That is already an accomplished fact. The question, and the only question, 
is whether or not we shall build an isthmian canal?” 


If we concede that 


: ; . | 
Take those two admonitions out of his special message and nothing buta 


lea for Panama and the Panama Canal route remains. But there is power 
in those admonitions. They are Rooseveltian for Tweed's less polished but 
not more defiant phrase. 

How did Panama's independence come to be “an accomplished fact?” 
Simply through the favor of Mr. Roosevelt. It was by his orders, as his mes 
sage shows, that Commander Hubbard, United States Navy, “prevented 
either party from attacking the other;" that is, that prevented Colombia 
from coercing a seceding State as we coerced South Carolina in the sixties. 
It was by his recognition of the seceding State, regardless of Congress, that 
this State became a sovereign power, which we are bound by treaty (accord 
ing to the Hay theory that ‘‘the covenant runs with the land") to protect 
from the parent power. So Mr. Roosevelt virtually says to the Senate: “ You 
might as well ratify the treaty, for I have already done everything else, and 
whether you like it or not, what are you going to do about it?” 

Obviously only one of two things can be done. The President's constitu- 
tional authority to put Congress into such a hole Gan be conceded, in which 
case a treaty with Panama must be confirmed whether the confirming power 
likes itor not. The only alternative is to attack this evil at the roots, by con- 
testing the authority of the President to force his own will upon the country 
in a manner involving, as the recognition of new nations does, far-reaching 

nestions of treaty obligations, of national honor, and even of war. If the 
President's recognition of Panama is constitutionally conclusive, he has vir 
tually usurped the war-making authority; for in that case his recognition 
imposes upon Congress the necessity of making war upon Colombia if Colom- 
bia attempts to hold Panama to its repudiated allegiance. 


COMPARISON OF COST OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT IN 
CINCINNATI—CINCINNATI'S IRRESPONSIBLE “BOARD PLAN’’—CLEVE- 
LAND'S RESPONSIBLE “FEDERAL PLAN’’—INDORSED BY CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE—PER CAPITA EXPENDITURE IN CINCINNATI 50 PER CENT 
GREATER THAN IN CLEVELAND. 


[Open letter of Carl H. Nau, public accountant, to Governor Myron T. 
Herrick.] 


CLEVELAND, O10, January 11, 1904. 
Hon. Myron T. Herrick, Columbus, Ohio. 


CLEVELAND AND 


Dear Srr: I take the liberty of addressing you in behalf of myself and | 


my fellow-citizens in order to lay before you certain facts and figures which 
may be useful to you in view of legislation which will be necessary to be en- 
acted by the present general assembly, and in which you, by virtue of your 
high office, will be a powerfui factor. 
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| rate shown to be lower than that of Cleveland, it was supposed to have set} 


| excluding expenditures for educational or county purposes, the cost of r- 
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‘or two years past the Cleveland federal plan of government, both in | 


municipal and school affairs, has been subject to systematic attacks by in- 


terests in other parts of the State, and a vast amount of false and misleading | 


information has been put into the public mind. 


You, as one of Cleveland’s first citizens, must feel the injustice that has | 


been done our city. The Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, of which you are 


municipal and school government in Cleveland isadmirable. It is to be hoped 
that any changes that the general assembly may make in the present munic- 
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eral plan now in operation in Cleveland. : 
It is repeatedly asserted that the * board plan” of Cincinnati has furn 
a more economical administration of the city's affairs than the city of (:) 
land under a sane, logical plan of government under which executive res) 
sibility was centralized. This belief has been fostered by no less an autho: 
than your predecessor in office. On the contrary, census reports and o' 
authorities show that the government of Cincinnati was grossly extrava 
when compared with that of Cleveland, but when the tax rate of Cley 
was pointed to in comparison with the one in Cincinnati, and the Cinci; 


=~. ac 


the = ion of the relative excellence of the plan of government or ef] 
of administration of the two cities. 

It is true that the tax rate of Cincinnati is lower, and for some years 
been lower, than that of Cleveland. How this could be true, and it also ; 
be true, that the expense of operation of the city of Cincinnati was 5 Y 
cent greater per capita than that of Cleveland has always been conside; ) 
ofa mystery. When this matter is carefully examined it ceases to bo a 
tery, and the government of Cincinnati is shown to bagrossly extrava 
when compared with that of Cleveland, and the purpose of this letter 
call seamen to the misrepresentations upon which the above re! 
founded, 

Let us first examine the operating expenses of the two cities. The f Ww 
ing figures are not taken from biased authority, but are the figures ma 
the State bureau of inspection under the uniform municipal accounti: 
passed by the last session of the legislature. The publication of repo 
cording. to the schedules prescribed by this bureau, under this unit 
counting act, make it possible for the first time to make a comparison ot 
things with like things in the reports of the two cities. 

Excluding capital expenditures of either city, or the payment of debt 


ating the city of Cleveland for the year 1902 was $3.684,675.53, while in Vin- 
cinnati it was $5,261,675.01. This expense was divided amoung the va 
items of cost which go to make up the aggregate, as per the following t 


Cleveland. | Ci: 


General government—Conuncil, clerk, mayor, au- 
ditor, treasurer, solicitor, sinking fund, elec- 
tions; police, justice, and other courts (includ- 
ing in Cleveland the tax school) 


57 


00 


Police 

iach iat a i a ss 

Fire and police telephone (included above for | 
Cleveland) dha Dib tiasthan tien ebedebtlinndast damanainmnns 

NI in cacis aishedipieniinebiiné tind oantepeede edienttoeibiie 
ac a 163, 697.26 |... 

Bureau inspection (including smoke inspection) ...).....-..-..-- : 2 10 


890, 479 
601, 958 





1,211,500 


enccete 88 1, 121,008.53 


Total protection, life, health, property 


Public service, general advertising 67 


14, 982 


"150, 740. 04 
9. 050 

60), B04. 
990, 184. : 


I, I A i le itm 
Blind 


Baginsering (including smoke inspector in Cleve- 
DED ppstedtend bath nbbieenenpetareeenesenenetacke 
Street paving and repairing of sidewalks.......... | 


83, 208. ¢ 

129. 895.97 | 
Street cleaning 135, 496. 97 i 
Lighting i) oe ; 
I i la aa a ies ania seen lt anid, citianeeetihiadeale 
Sewers, etc 
a eee } 
Rivers and harbors 


Se ae act a a de 2239) 039. 56 
69, 400. 


50, 12s, ¢ 


SEet te Fate hae ile ate eu Rah ai il 1083/8 
27, 545 
947.55 


837, 589. { 





I sinnsintpquineanscommesenmndia 


Waterworks 264, 602.76 | 
i aaa saa catta cate cls aaierictath he wiitipt eciniainiaeieial 20, 354. * 
I aii ha lt ae ele ein teenie aoe 

i a a ae ca ae alt el 108, 584 
Public buildings and lands 59, 025.53 
a ica ln lice eae 82,141 
Miscellaneous items not classified 24, 342. 6 
Interest 718, 759. § 


Grand total operating expenses. .............-. 8, 684, 675. 53 ) 


Taking the entire operating expenses of the two cities, the: 
apportioning it per capita upon the basis of the census of 10, it 
maintenance of the government of Cleveland to have cost its cit 
per capita, while that of Cincinnati cost $16.15 per capita. : 

In order to make a perfectly fair comparison, however, it ought ' 
that the city of Cincinnati renders some services and performs § 
tions which the city of Cleveland does not perform. Likewise do 
of Cleveland render to its citizens services which are not rence! 
rovernment of the city of Cincinnati. The largest item of expen: 

y the city of Cincinnati, which it would not be fair to consid 
parison between the expenses of the two cities, is the amount 
which the city of Cincinnati pays on the bonds issued by the city 
nati against the steam railroad which it owns (known as the 
Southern). This amounts in the year of 1902 to $1,103,185. 

Likewise does the city of Cincinnati maintain an institution fo: 
known as the * House of Refuge” at a cost of $64.635.71. Cleveland 
ders a similar service, and an offset against the cost of this insti! 
be the expense of maintaining the “ Boys’ Farm,” but this expe! 
yet been incurred in the year 1902. It will certainly be fair to (1 
deduct this also from the total operating expense of Cincinnat 
$4,489.89, which Cincinnati spent for maintenance of docks and w) 


| make a total of $1,172,310.60, which, for purposes of comparison, It “ 
a member, has, without dissenting voice, declared that the federal plan of | 


to deduct from the en expenses of Cincinnati shown abov 
to compare the expenses of like things with like things in the tw = 
Upon the other hand, Cleveland performs some services W4 
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iter into the expenses of operating the city of Cincinnati, among which 
re the following: 


eT 
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Removing night soil....- Oocendewras coed cncees conned esses cocssedocnaes $17, 637.70 | 


ric dame Gon BEETOUR: DAE TIN 6 agence cvtnen impo cipencared coqasnecneses 
Cost of which is borne by private parties in connection with 
repair of streota, where openings are made in the streets, 
| instead of permitting private parties to replace the street in 
yadition in which it was found, Cleveland undertakes to do 
work itself asa matter of precaution against the improper 
ormance of this work, and collects the cost from private in- 
dividuals. This cost, however, has gone into the above total ex- 
se, and hence should be here deducted.) 
I is year the city maintained a quarantine against a smallpox 
epidemble COMIN pccccncapee nnenccsosnescenggseaseenseccen eeacsocecse 
‘(Cincinnati having nosimilar expense this year.) 
( land has a magnificent park system, and the excess cost for 
ks in Cleveland amounts to -..........-----<..-- re 
( and has a multitude of expensive bridges, which Cincinnati 
. not have, and therefore it would be proper, for purposes of 
nparison, to deduct the difference between the cost of mainte- 
of bridges in Cincinnati and Cleveland, amounting to.-.-.... 
Cleyeland spends on rivers and harbors 
\n expense the city of Cincinnati does not have.) 
the city of Cleveland for the care of its cemeteries (Cincin- 
iti has no public cemeteries) ....... sindacs osaieiMisiae hits sedinae pence 82, 141.17 


Taking into account, therefore, only the above items of expense, where 
( and performs a very apparent and considerable service not performed 
by the government of Cincinnati, amounting in total to $420,443.28, and de- 
( , them from the total expenses of operation for the city of Cleveland, 


W 44, 060. 99 


163, 607. 26 


67, 120. 51 


68, 330. 60 


27, 120. 51 


and we arrive at a cost of similar service performed by each city, which in 
Cleveland amounts to $3,264,282.25 and in Cincinnati to $4,089,364.41, or a per 
capita in Cleveland of $8.55 and in Cincinnati of $12.55. 


The above table shows the division of this expense as exhibited by the 
schedules of the State inspection bureau. 
| would call special attention to some of the glaring differences in the cost 
ndering certain servicesin Cincinnati as compared with Cleveland. The 


cost of operating the Cincinnati waterworks was $607,238.46, while in Cleve- 
land it was $264,602.76. The pay rolls of Cincinnati waterworks alone amount 
t »and one-half times the cost of the entire expense of the Cleveland 
waterworks, while Cleveland pumps 40 per cent more water than Cincinnati 
and has 50 per cent more consumers. The average cost of raising 1,000,000 
gal of water 1 foot, which is the recognized unit of comparison at water 


works pumping stations, was 7.15 cents in Cincinnati, while in Cleveland it 


was 2.6 cents. 
\intain its hospitals and infirmaries it cost Cincinnati $252, 168.53, or 
an average per capita cost of the population of these institutions of $199, while 
n Cleveland the cost was $150,740.04, or $182 per capita of institution popula- 
tior 
So much for a comparison of the expenses of the two cities. It has been a 
mystery to some people how Cincinnati could, in view of the gross extrava- 


gance of its government, nevertheless have a lower tax rate than Cleveland 











This ceases to be a mystery when this question isanalyzed. The taxes levied 
in 190] were the funds raised to pay the above expenses, and in that year the 
tax rates in the two cities were as follows: 
Cincin-| Cleve- 
nati. | land. 

. | e . 
CURy DOV . scckacabeahscetssdbsecesctalsnseapenstcniglnewvedis esse 13.78 | 11.45 
ent OF Cs oc tnctsiegimadandeatieneeetaniadeces |} 4.33 | 8.10 
L Fie ete cite hm antecunbnitnisinn sienmedandaeanie aaa | .% 
C OF at hie niet abc eee winebinninibh amin | 3, 82 3.51 
St: OP cr a ial | 2.89 2.89 

F a cabetidlaniiatidiiat 
Deli eee pins ich nnicaes Sntsnsitpnicaninabiinililebinetndnad | 24.82] 26.70 | 
' 

It will be noticed that the lower tax rate of Cincinnati is entirely ac 
counted for by the small levy for educational purposes, and that the levy for 
municipal purposes, the levy out of which the above expenses were paid, 
was higher in Cincinnati for this year than in Cleveland. In addition, Cin- 


cinnati had a duplicate $18,000,000 greater than Cleveland, so that_this levy 
in Cincinnati $2,914,907.70, while the levy in Cleveland raised from the 





taxpayers only $2,264,426.63. But to this mayDe added (to be entirely fair) 
$204,150.76 raised in Cleveland from its sewer-district taxes, making a total 
raised from general property taxes of all kinds $2,468,883.39, or a per capita 
in ( 


icinnati of $8.94 and in Cleveland of $6.46. 
it may also be noted that included in the above levy for city purposes was 
%# cent, to hear out city’s share of cost of paving, while the city of Cincinnati 
bonds to pay its share of the cost of paving. 


In addition to this increased income for municipal purposes from general 
property taxes, the city of Cincinnati has other taxes and income from other 
sources which the city of Cleveland does not have. In this year it raised over 
: 00 from various licenses, which income Cleveland does not have. It 
paised 


$190,000 of income from its street railroad companies, It hasan income 
r $400,000 from the lease of its steam railroad, being the difference be- 


of « 


tween the rent of $1,210,000 per year and the interest on the bonds against 
thi property, amounting since July, 1%, to only $806,000 per year. Hence 
the of Cincinnati hasan income other than general property taxes of 
Hearty $700,000 which the city of Cleveland does not have, 

, Much has been said, however, about Cincinnati tax rates having been re- 
Cucec and Cleveland's tax rate having been increased. The tax rate in 1908 
‘or the expenses of 1904 in Cincinnati, for municipal purposes, is 11.80, and in 
Cleveland 13.04. The reduction of the Cincinnati rate was made possible by 
‘he refunding of certain bonds against its steam railroad from 7.3 per cent to 
°o per cent, these bonds maturing in 1902 and being refunded at the lower 
rate. This enabled the city to reduce its levy for sinking fund and interest 
Purposes from 4.996 to 2.746—a greater difference than the reduction in the 
when ry. This may be an argument for municipal ownership, and be a case 


Where Cleveland can learn a lesson from Cincinnati, but it does not indicate 
“ty reduction in the cost of the operating expenses of the city of Cincinnati. 


n the other hand, Cleveland's rate has been increased, but the increase 





‘n the levy in Cleveland for interest and sinking fund (due to vast public im- 
En vements here made, and to recent questions about the legality of our 
eed woes ausing low sremiums on bonds sold), and the levies made necessary 
ouitieie ithdrawal ef certain revenues from the city for State purposes (ne- 
+) tating a direct ievy for fire, police, and comerz pennies funds), measures 
fo rease in the Cleveland levy. It is true that this latter revenue was also 


trom the city of Cincinnati; but Cincinnati made but a small levy for 
usion funds as compared with Cleveland, evidently preferring to sell 
to take careof current expenses from these pension funds, rather than 
em from current revenues raised by taxation, thus putting into the 


its per 
bonds 
buy th 
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future the problem of providing for the increased pensions necessary as time 
goes on. 

The above analysis therefore shows that on a comparison of operating ex- 
penses of the two cities Cincinnati, under its so-called “boss rule” board 
plan form of government, costs 50 per cent more per capita than Cleveland, 
under the so-called federal plan, costsitscitizens. This after being eminently 
fair and excluding from the expenses of each city those very apparent and 
unusual expenses incurred in the one which were not incurred in the other. 
In making this comparison the benefit of the doubt has always been given 
to Cincinnati, and anyone acquainted with the two cities can easily pick out 
instances where the service rendered in Cleveland is vastly superior to thet 
rendered in Cincinnati, although, in this comparison, only those entirely dif- 
ferent and considerable expenses for functions performed in the one city not 
performed in the other at all have been eliminated from the totals in making 
a comparison of the cost of similar service rendered. 

It abe shows that even on the comparison of tax rates in the two cities 
(even after excluding entirely from consideration the considerable revenue 
from indirect taxes and other sources which Cincinnati raises and the higher 
duplicate of Cincinnati) Cleveland has the advantage in that not only the 
money raised, but even the rate on general property taxes for municipal 
purposes was higher in Cincinnati than in Cleveland, and Cincinnati obtains 


| an advantage in a comparison of rates only when taking into consideration 
| the much lower rate levied for educational purposes. 





In conclusion I will say that I write this open letter to you ina spirit of 
loyalty to Cleveland and to pure, economical, and efficient public service, and 
I place these facts and figures in your hands solely as a voluntary contribu- 
tion, the fruit of long study, which may aid you in the performance of your 


multitude of duties andarm you to defend the schools and 
not only of our own city, but the schools of the whole State. 
Respectfully, 


the good name 


CARL H. Nav. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I think I have fifteen min- 
utes remaining on this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia has twenty 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield fifteen minutes of that to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINEs]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the 
attention of the honorable committee to what is known as a“ clean- 


| money bill’’ (H. R. 5068), which I introduced in Congress Novem- 


27, 


ber 1903. The provisions, in brief, of that bill are these: That 
all national banks, and all other banks that are national deposi- 
tories, are required—not simply allowed or privileged, but are re- 
quired—to send all dirty currency and mutilated paper money 
issued by the Government of the United States to the Treasurer 
of the United States for the purpose of having it reissued in clean 
bills, the cost of transportation both ways to be paid by the Gov- 
ernment. 

The bill permits individuals, corporations, and money establish- 
ments of all sorts to enjoy this privilege. The law at present 
compels the sender of the money to pay the transportation, which 
is so high as to be practically prohibitory, except in the great 
cities, where the people can in person take their dirty money to 
the subtreasuries, of which there are but eight or nine in the 
United States and only one in the South—New Orleans—and get 
it exchanged for clean bills. 

I will give instances of the necessity for a law of this kind. 
Some months ago a man was drowned in the Potomac River. 
Unfortunately, the body remained in the river about four months. 
In the clothing of the deceased money was found. Some one took 
this money to the Treasury Department, and it was reissued in 
clean money; but before that was done the Department had to 
disinfect the money and later disinfect the office. 

Another case [ recall. A box of money was brought by a Goy- 
ernment undertaker from Cuba and carried tothe Treasury office. 
Ido not know who the man was, but I was so informed of this 
fact several times, and, indeed, so late as this nuerning by Treasury 
officials. That money was reissued. It was money which had 
been taken frozn the bodies of soldiers. 

I do not know what became of the money which was reissued, 
but the money taken there in the box was so foul, so reeking as 
it were in microbes and micrococci, and all other sort of germs 
that breed disease, that the Department had to fumigate it with 
great particularity before they would undertake to destroy and 
reissue the money. After this was done they had to fumigate 
the machinery and fumigate the office. 

Only yesterday or the day before some one brought to the 
Treasury some of this foul money and the same thing occurred. 
The odor drove everybody out of the office until it was thoroughly 
fumigated. I speak of the odor, to say nothing of the micr 
and disease-breeding condition of the money itself. 

These are cases which have occurred in the Treasury of the 
United States in Washington. This bill as a sanitary measure 
will be invaluable and timely. Near the Treasury or a subtreas- 
ury the people can and do go in person and get new money for 
old without expense. But away out in the country, out West, in 
the Sonthwest, and in the West until you strike the gold belt, in 
the extreme East, and, in fact, in the Northeastern States, they 
have to send it to the Treasury or subtreasury, if it is sent at all, 
but they pay from 60 to 75 cents per each thousand dollars—an 
exorbitant rate. 

If you can send it by ‘‘ Government rate,”’ it is 60 cents a thou- 
sand each way from the city of Nashville, my home, It is 20 
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cents on the main line of the express company in certain sec- 
tions. 

The regulations as of March 23, 1900, as shown by Department 
Circular No. 32, Treasurer's Office, No. 69, handed me by Treas- 
urer Roberts a few days ago, I will insert here, as follows: 





ag 


oo 


X.—EXPRESS CHARGES. 

25. The Government contract with the United States Express Company 
for the transportation of moneys and securites extends to all points accessible 
through established express lines reached by continuous railway communica- 
tion in all the States and Territories of the United States. excepting Alaska, 
Arizona, California, Idaho, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah,and Washing- 
ton, but does not embrace sea, river, or stage transportation of any kind. 

2%. The contract rates for the transportation of all kinds of paper cur- 
rency to or from Washington are: 

Between Washington and points in the territory of the United States Ex- 
press Company and reached by it, 20 cents per $1,000 or fractional part thereof 





over $500; s ; of $500 or fractional part thereof, 10 cents. 

Between Washington and points in the territory of another express com- | 
many, excepting points in Texas, Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, 
Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, and the Indian and Okla- 





homa Territories, 60 c¢ ee fractional part thereof over $500; sums 
of $500 or fractional part thereof, 40 cents. 

Between Washington and points in Colorado, Kansas, and Nebraska, 75 
cents per $1,000 or fractional part thereof over $500; sums of $500 or fractional 
part there f. 50 cents. 

Between Washington and points in.Texas, Arkansas, Montana, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, and the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, 
$1 per $1,000 or fractional part thereof over $500; sums of $500 or fractional 
part thereof, 65 cents. 

27. Express charges are paid by the Government, at contract rates, on 
standard silver dollars, in sums or multiples of $500, on subsidiary silver 
coin in sums of $200 or more, and on minor coin, sent by the Treasurer or 
assistant treasurers, in sums or multiples of $20, and on national-bank notes 
sent to the Treasurer for redemption in sums or multiples of $500. 

28. On United States notes, Treasury notes of 1890, gold certificates, or sil- 
ver certificates sent for redemption or exchange, or any kind of lawful money 
sent for credit of the 5 per cent redemption fund, and on national-bank notes 
sent for redemption in ether amounts than multiples of $500 the charges, if 
not prepaid, are deducted from the proceeds at contract rates. 

20. On United States notes, Treasury notes of 1890, gold certificates, or sil- 
ver certificates returned for United States currency or national-bank notes 
redeemed or exchanged the charges are deducted at contract rates. 

30. On gold coin, standard silver dollars, subsidiary silver coin, and minor coin 
sent for exchange or redemption the charges must be prepaid by the sender. 

31. On transfers of funds from national-bank depositaries, under letters 
of instruction, the charges must be paid by the depositaries. 

32. Express charges can not be prepaid at Government contract rates. 
The Treasury has no control over rates exacted when the charges are pre- 
paid. or for transportation outside of the territorial limits of the contract. 

33. No charge is made for the amount of express charges inclosed with a 
remittance when separately noted on the wrapper. Packages should always 
be marked with the exact amount of the contents. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I insert here some further rules 
on the subject. We can profitably read them all: 
VI.—REDEMPTION AND EXCHANGE OF PAPER CURRENCY. 


11. United States notes, Treasury notes of 1890, and gold certificates are re- 
deemable in gold coin, and silver certificates in silver dollars, by the Treas- 
urer and assistant treasurers. National-bank notes are redeemable in law- 
ful money of the United States by the Treasurer, but not by the assistant 
treasurers. 

United States notes, Treasury notes of 1890, gold certificates, and silver 
certificates, unfit for circulation, when not mutilated so that less than three- 
fifths of the original proportionsremains, may be presented to the Treasurer 
or any assistant treasurer for exchange, at face value, for new United States 
papercurrency. Fractional currency notes are redeemable in lawful money. 

12. United States notes, Treasury notes of 1890, fractional currency notes, 
gold certificates, silver certificates, and national-bank notes, when mutilated 
so that less than three-fifths, butclearly more than two-fifths, of the original 
proportions remains, are redeemable by the Treasurer only, at one-half the 
face value of the whole note orcertificate. Fragments not clearly more than 
two-fift ~ not redeemed, unless accompanied by the evidence required in 

aragraph 13. 
: 13. Fragments less than three-fifths are redeemed at the face value of the 
whole note when accompanied by an affidavit of the owner or other persons 
having knowledge of the facts that the missing portions have been totally 
destroyed. The affidavit must state the cause and manner of the mutilation, 
and must be sworn and subscribed to before an officer qualified toadminister 
oaths, who must affix his official seal thereto, and the character of the affiant 
must be certified to be good by such officer or some one having an official seal. 

Signatures by mark (X) must be witnessed by two persons who can write, 
and who must give their places of residence. The Treasurer will exercise 
such discretion under this regulation as may seem to him needful to protect 
the United States from fraud. Fragments not redeemable are rejected and 
returned. Paper currency which has been totally destroyed can not be re- 
deemed. The Department does not furnish blank forms for affidavits. 

VII.—RETURNS FOR PAPER CURRENCY. 

14. For remittances received under the Government contract: 

For remittances from a place where there is no subtreasury returns will 
be made in new United States paper currency by express, at the expense of 
the consignee, at Government contract rates; or in subsidiary silver coin, in 
sums of $200 or more, at the expense of the Government for transportation. 

For remittances from a place where there is a subtreasury returns will 
be made in new United States paper currency by express, at the expense of 
the consignee, at Government contract rates; or, subject to the convenience 
of the Treasury, in the Treasurer's transfer checks on the subtreasury in 
the place whence the remittance is received. 

No exchange for remittances of currency to the Treasurer for redemption 
under the Government contract will be furnished either by transfer checks 
or shipments of currency. 

VIII.—REDEMPTION OR EXCHANGE OF SILVER AND MINOR COIN. 

15. Subsidary silver coin and coins of copper, bronze, or copper-nickel may 
be presented in sums or multiples of $20, assorted by denominations in sepa- 
rate packages, to the Treasurer or an assistant treasurer for redemption or 
exchange into lawful money, and standard silver dollars for exchange into 
silver certificates only. When forwarded by express, the charges should be 

prepaid. 

. 16 Depositors of subsidiary silver coin will obtain quicker returns and aid 
the Department in retiring the old issues from circulation if they will pre- 
sent coins of the old designs and the new in separate packages. 
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17. No foreign, mutilated, or defaced silver coins, or coins to which paper 


| or any other substance has been attached as an advertisement, or for any 


other purpose, will be received. 
sidered mutilation. 

18. Minor coin that is so defaced as not to be readily identified. or that is 
punched or clipped will not be redeemed or exchanged. Pieces that are 
stamped, bent, or twisted out of shape, or otherwise imperfect, but showing 
no material loss of metal, will be redeemed. 


Reduction by natural abrasion is not con- 


IX.—TRANSMISSION TO THE TREASURER. 


19. United States notes, Treasury notes of 1890, gold certificates, silver cer. 
tificates, and national-bank notes should be sent in separate remittances 
The notes should be assorted by denominations and inclosed in paper straps. 
not more than 100 notes to each strap, and the siraps should be marked with 
the amount of their contents. Not more than 8,000 notes should be put in one 


| package. 


20. An inventory, giving the amount of each denomination of notes. the 
total amount in the package, the address of the party sending, and the dispo- 
sition to be made of the proceeds, should be inclosed with each package, and 
a letter of advice sent hy mail. A compliance with the foregoing regulations 
will insure prompt returns for remittances. 

21. The package, if it be sent by express, should be sealed up in stout paper 
and addressed to the ‘‘Treasurer of the United States, Washington, D.C.” 
The wrapper should be plainly marked with the owner’s name and address, 
the amount and kind of currency inclosed, and, if the sender desires the ben- 
efitof the Government contract, with the words “under Government contr: 
with the United States Express Company from the nearest point of transfer.” 


22. When gold, silver, or minor coin is shipped for credit of the5 per cent 
redemption fund or as a transfer of funds, it should be so stated on the ship- 
ping tag attached to the bag. . 

23. It is the duty of postmasters to register free of charge all letters on 
which the postage has been fully prepaid, addressed tothe Treasurer, contain- 
ing currency of the United States forredemption. It is recommended that 
all such letters be registered as a protection against loss. 

24. Remittances of money by mail should be addressed to the “ Treasurer 
of the United States, Washington, D. C.” Such remittances and returns 
therefor by mail are invariably at the risk of the owners. All communica- 
tions to the Treasurer in regard so spaages lost in the mail are referred for 
investigation to the chief post-office inspector, Post-Office Department, 
Washington, D. C., to whom any subsequent inquiry on the subject should be 
addressed. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is not your worst trouble in regard 
to the one-dollar notes, the two-dollar notes, and the five-dollar 
notes—not the larger bills? Is not the difficulty in regard to the 
smaller bills? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No. The trouble is the great cost 
of transportation which the sender has to pay to get the money 
sent and returned. Neither the people nor banks will pay these 
rates. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I was going to explain why the 
trouble occurs in regard to the smaller bills particularly. It is 
owing to a mistake in the language of the law, which limited the 
amount of bank notes of the denomination of $5. The five-dollar 
notes are printed on separate plates from the tens and twenties, 
and the banks have declined to issue the five-dollar notes in the 
amounts required, so that where we ought to have at present 
$140,000,000 of these bank notes we have only about sixty million. 
Now, it has been very difficult for the Treasury Department to 
supply the demand for the $1 and $2 silver certificates. 

If the gentleman’s bill went into effect it would not relieve the 
situation verymuch. The trouble is in the inability of the Treas- 
ury Department to supply a sufficient quantity of small bills. I 
valled upon the Treasury Department a few days ago for a state- 
ment of the amount of small bills which it had been unable to 
furnish to its correspondents 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I yielded to the gentleman with 
pleasure; but I do not like the gentleman to occupy so much of 
my time. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will present his 
proposition in another form he may reach the difficulty. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, let me proceed. 

Mr. MACON. Did not my friend say a moment ago that he 
was glad to be interrupted by the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. woe 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; but not to take all my time, 
which is very limited. Iam glad that the gentleman from Con- 
necticut interrupted me, but Iam going to show he is entirely 
wrong. Here is some dirty money that came in this morning to 
the Treasury Department for redemption, and I wish genticmen 
would look at it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will take it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All right; bere itis. I never 
a statesman from the Nutmeg State that would not take moncy. 
[Laughter.] It will be observed that here is some old and » 








new money. There are two one and two five and two ten do 

bills—a dirty and a clean one of each denomination. The «dirty 
bills, you see, have worn out and had to be sent tothe Treasury !0! 
reissuance—at the sender’sexpense. You see these bills stink and 


are revolting. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the trouble is thus stated, as Mr. R: berts, 
the Treasurer, tells me, and I am satisfied that he approv' — 
policy of this bill. Sodothe people and press. The Bankers 
Association of Tennessee favorsit. I ask the committee to 100% at 
this huge bundle of letters addressed to me indorsing this bill 

They are from bankers of Tennessee and some from Indiana 
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Many Members of the House have had similar letters about this 
bill. I have not time to read them, but will insert them here: 


Tue INDIANA BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Indianapolis, December 22, 1903. 
Hon. J. W. GATNES, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: We were very much pleased to receive a communication from 
the secretary of the Tennessee Bankers’ Association regarding your clean- 
oney bill (iomes bill 5068). 

' Wesincerely hope that you will be able to pass the same through Congress, 
we regard it a splendid measure. We have written to our Representative 





it Congress, Hon. JESSE OVERSTREET, and urged him to support the measure. 
It will certainly bea great boon to western bankers to have nice clean money 
for their patrons instead of the dirty rags which we are now compelled to 
hand le : 
Wishing the bill success, we remain, yours, very truly, 
ANDREW SMITH, Secretary. 
NASHVILLE TRUST COMPANY, 

Nashville, Tenn., December 2, 1903. 

Hon. Joun WESLEY GAINES, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: I have seen through the papers something of your introducing 
a bill the object of which was to give the poome who live in the interior 
towns the benefit of having new and clean bills issued by the Government in 
place of the mutilated and filthy bills that we, especially in this part of the 
country, have to contend so much with. 

Have just received from you this a. m. copy of the bill which you have in- 
troduced, and I trust that you will use every effort to see that same is passed, 
as it will be of very great benefit to everybody in your district, and Iam sure 
that the bankers and everyone else who handles money will be deeply in- 
debted to you if successful, and whether so or not I can assure you that we 
will appreciate your efforts in this matter. 

Again thanking you for looking after our wants, I am, 
Yours, very truly, 
Jos. H. THOMPSON, President. 


First NATIONAL BANK, 
Nashville, Tenn., December 2, 1908. 
Hon. J. W. GAINES, 
Washington, D. C. 
My DEAR MR. GAINEs: I am in receipt of a copy of the bill recently intro- 
duced by you, providing for the redemtion of mutilated United States notes. 
You will please accept my thanks for remembering me in mailing out 
these bills, and my congratulations upon the effort you are making in that 
lirection, which Iam sure every bank man as well as every citizen who isa 
‘requent handler of currency will appreciate. 
Yours, truly, F. O. WATTS, President, 
THOMAS W. WRENNE & Co., BANKERS AND BROKERS, 
No. 407 Union street, Nashville, Tenn., December 2, 1903. 


Hon. Joun WESLEY GAINES, M. C., 
Washington, .D. C. 

DEAR Sir: We are to-day in receipt of the copy of the bill introduced by 
you to further provide for the redemption of mutilated United States notes 
and to maintain the cleanliness of the circulation, and thank you for favor- 
ing us with a copy. 

Che proposed measure should be passed without a dissenting vote. It is 
full of merit,and aside from its many other advantages as a Federal sanitary 
measure the act would be second only to the National Board of Health in the 
excellence of the results obtained therefrom. 

In this connection we desire to call your attention to the fact that north 
of the Ohio River new, clean paper currency is kept in constant circulation, 
while generally over the Sonthwe have about the most ragged, worn, frayed, 
and unsanitary paper currency and the greatest quantity of silver money 
that can be found in the United States. By all means endeavor to have the 
bill enacted into a law. 

With best wishes, we are, yours truly, 








T. W. WRENNE, President. 


THE AMERICAN NATIONAL BANK, 
Nashville, Tenn., December 8, 1908. 
Hon. Jonn WESLEY GAINES, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Str: We want to congratulate you; also express our thanks for 
the w ms meqaure which you have offered in Congress in the name of a * clean- 
money bill.” 

We certainly think that the people of this 
come a law, will rise up and call you “ blessed. 

Trusting it may soon become a law, we remain, 

Yours, truly, 


country, if it should ever be- 


N. P. Lesvewr, Cashier. 


THE MERCHANTS’ NATIONAL BANK 
OF THE Criry OF NASHVILLE, 
Nashville, Tenn., December 10, 1908. 
Hon. Joun W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. 


DeAR Str: We write to thank you personally for introducing the bill for | 
the purpose of securing clean money for the interior. Every banker in the | 
hitea States understands the advantage of this bill. 
With best wishes, yours, very truly, 
E. A. Linpstry, Cashier. 


Tue FourtH NATIONAL BANK, 
Nashville, Tenn., December 10, 1903. 
Hon. J. W, GAINES, Washington, D. C. 
_ DE AR Str: We have seen notice of the introduction by you of House bill 
;\0. 0068, known as the “clean-money bill,” and wish to express our hearty 
indorsement of the measure. 
- Ve are in full accord with your ideas on the subject, being convinced that 
mething should be done to relieve the interior of the necessity of using 
a money which is unfit for circulation, especially in view of the fact that 
wad results can now be gained only at considerable cost on the part of the 
hder to Washington of mutilated money. 


XXX VILI—13 
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Asis well known, currency which has become very much soiled by handling 
isa constant menace to health, and something certainly should be done along 
the lines you have taken up. 

My recollection is that your bill contemplates handling the currency by 
express at the expense of the Government. Could it not be done at less ex- 
pense if the money were carried by the United States registered mail, insured? 

There are several companies in the United States thoroughly solvent 
whose business it is to insure currency, bonds,and other valuables sent by 
registered mail, and the cost is much less than for the same service by the 
express companies. 

I merely mention this as a suggestion, though doubtless it has already oc- 
curred to you. 

Very truly, J.T. HOWELL, Cashier. 


City SAVINGS BANK, OF NASHVILLE, 
Nashville, Tenn., December 10, 1 
JOHN WESLEY GAINES, Esq., Washington, D. C. 
My DEAR SIR: We are heartily in sympathy with your new bill to giveus 
clean currency in the South. 
lease accept our best wishes for your success therein, and let us add, too, 
our hope that you may spend a merry Christmas. 
Very truly, 
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EDGAR MAGNESS, Cashier. 
NASHVILLE Hosiery MILLS COMPANY, 
Nashville, Tenn., December 30, 1903. 
Hon. JOHN WESLEY GAINES, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sir: We wish to express our unqualified indorsement of your bill 
introduced into the present Congress for the purpose of securing some im- 
provement in the cleanliness of our circulating currency 

We think and believe that the bill would be approved by all of the other 
manufacturers of the United States if the matter was brought to their atten- 
tion. Wealso believe that contagion is more often transmitted by means of 
filthy currency than any other way. 

We beg to remain, yours, very respectfully, 
NASHVILLE HosteRY MILLS COMPANY, 
J. A. BisHop, Secretarv. 





NATIONAL BANK OF FRANKLIN, 
Franklin, Tenn., December 15, 1903. 
Hon. J. WESLEY GAINES, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: My attention has been called to House bill No. 5068, introduced 
by you on November 27 last, and, joining heartily in the purpose contained 
therein, I wish to congratulate you on being the author of so important and 
beneficial a measure to the interests of not only the banks, but the citizens of 
this country who are so remote from the metropolis as to be denied the ad- 
vantages the more favored sections of our country have heretofore enjoyed 
at no expense to them other than that in which we all bear our part. 

Trusting the bill will become a law, and thereby advance your present 
high position in the hearts of your constituency, I am, 

fery truly, etc., 
J. L. PARKES, Cashier. 


First NATIONAL BANK, 
Fayetteville, Tenn., December 17, 1903. 
Hon. JOHN WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Srr: It is my pleasure to write you, saying that the bill lately intro- 
duced in Congress by_yourself known as the ‘‘clean-money bill,” has my 
hearty approval, and I have written the Hon. JAMges D. RICHARDSON, the 
Representative of this, the Fifth Congressional district, expressing a hope 
that he would give it his meee. 

Wishing you success, lam, yours, truly, 


J. R. FEENEY, Cashier. 


UNION BANK AND TrusT COMPANY, 
Chattanooga, Tenn., December 17, 1908. 
Hon. J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sik: We are heartily in favor of your bill, No. 5058, known as the 
“*clean-money bill,’ and trust that you may secure its passage 
Very truly, yours, 
F. F. Smiru, Cashier. 


BANK OF BLouNT Counry, 
Maryville, Tenn., December 17, 1908. 
Hon. JOHN W. GAINES, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Stir: We are heartily in favor of your “ clean-money bill 

it will be passed without delay 
We have written our Representative, the Hon. Henry R. Grbson, asking 
his support of the measure, 

fours, very truly, 


* and hope 


BANK OF BLOUNT CounNTY. 
JNO. M. CLARK, Cashier 


First NATIONAL BANK, 
Tullahoma, Tenn, Dee er 1s S. 
Hon. J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Str: We are heartily in accord with you on your House bill No 
5068, known as the ‘“‘clean-money bill,” and hope that you will ible to se- 


cure its passage, and will say the other Members of Congress have 1 
ten toinits behalf. Weare, 


Yours, truly, F. A. RANT, Preside 


THE GREENFIELD BANK, 


Greenfield, Ten a ver 19, I R. 
Hon. J. W. GAINES, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: Please pardon us for presuming to write 
express our thanks to you for introducing in the House 
is termed the * clean-money bill.” 

We beg to say that we heartily approve the measure and trus 
able to make it a law. 

Wishing youcontinued success, we be 


you. but we do so to 
bill No. 5068.or what 


t you will be 


g to remain, yours, very truly, 
R. L. GOOLSBY, Cashier, 
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Tur BANK OF GAINESBORO, 
Gainesboro, Tenn., December 11, 1908. 
Hon. Jonn W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: Your bill known as the clean money bill, No. 5068, we heartily 
—s and hope you may be able to secure an early passage of the same | 
that we may get rid of the defaced, ragged, worn-out bills. 

Respectfully, 


J. A. WILLIAMS, 
Cashier Bank of Gainesboro. 


RIPLEY BANK, 
Ripley, Tenn., December 11, 1903. 
Hon. J. W. GArnes, Washington, D. C. 

Srr: Our attention has been directed to House bill No. 5068, and known as 
the “clean-money bill,” and we want to commend you very highly for your 
course, and hope you will be able to push it through right away. 

Yours, truly, 
C. R. BARBEE, Cashier. 
BANK OF GORDONSVILLE, 
Gordonsville, Tenn., Dec. 11, 1908. | 
Hon. Jonn W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. | 

DEAR Str: We notice that you have introduced a bill known as the “clean- | 
money bill.” i 

We think the passage of such a bill will be to the interest of all classes 
with but little expense to any. 

Respectfully Wa. GWALTNEY. 


MELTON’s BANK, 
Gassaway, Tenn., December 12, 1903. 
Hon. Mr. GAtnes, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Srr: In regard toa bill you introduced in Congress November 29. 
known as House bill No. 5068, as clean-money bill, I think it would be a grand 
thing to have nice and clean currency, as some of our currency is very sorry 
that is now in circulation. . 

I now ask you to do all you can in securing the passage of said bill. 

Yours, truly, 
JOHN H. MELTON, 
Cashier Meiton’s Bank, Gassaway, Cannon County, Tenn. 


PEOPLE'S BANK OF MILAN, 
Milan, Tenn., December 10, 1908. 
Hon. J. W. GAINEs, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: I feel that I express the feelings of all bankers when I say that 
Weare very much gratified at the bill you have recently introduced to get 
clean new currency for all banks, and through them for the people. 

I have just written our Representative, Hon. Rice A. Pierce, asking his 
help in this matter. If you will urge this bill with your usual energy we can | 
not see why it should not become a law. It seems to us that in this progres- | 
sive age it is a public necessity. 

With best wishes, we are, yours, very truly, 
J. R. HARRISON, Cashier. 


THE BANK OF MONTEREY, 
Monterey, Tenn., December 10, 1908. 
Hon. Jonn WESLEY GAINES, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Srr: I take pleasure in indorsing the measure you have intro- | 
duced in the House of Representatives known as “the clean-money bill.”’ 

lam constrained to say I think this one of the most sanitary measures ever 
introduced, as well as a measure that will take out of circulation all the rags 
now circulating as a medium of exchange among the people of this the great 
est country on earth. I heartily congratulate you, and see no reason why 
the bill should not carry without opposition. 

Yours, very truly, O. H. ANDERSON, Cashier 


BANK OF WATERTOWN, 
Watertown, Tenn., Decefiber 10, 1903. 


Hon. Jonn WESLEY GAryEs, Washington, D.C. 


DEAR Srp: It is with great pleasure that we notice House bill No. 5068, | 
known as the “clean-money bill,” which has been introduced by you, and we 
take this opportunity of notifying you of our appreciation of your remem 
brance of us as bankers having to handle so much nasty, filthy, dirty money 

We sincerely hope it will pass, and will be under many obligations to you 
for your efforts in our ; 

edo most heartily indorse the bill and do sincerely thank you for the | 
introduction of same. | 

With best wishes and a hope that we may at some time do something for 
you for your efforts in our behalf, Iam, 

Yours, truly, J.N. Youna, Cashier. 

a= } 

THE KNOXVILLE BANKING COMPANY, | 

Knoxville, Tenn., December 10, 1908. | 
Hon. Jonn W. Garnes, Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR Sir: I beg to congratulate you on the introduction of House bill 
No. 5068 (clean-money Bill). e bankers in the interior appreciate especially 

a ee to better the condition of the currency that we are compelled to 
ndle. 

We have been very much handicapped under the existing law since it 
incurred tial expense to keep the currency in presentable shape, while 
the more fortunate bankers in towns os the facility of treasuries and 
subtreasuries have enjoyed it. We trust that you will have no trouble in 

utting the matter through, and we believe every fair-minded Representa- 
ve and Senator will cooperate with you in the same. 

Yours, very truly, | 

W. H. Goss, President. | 


Tue BANK OF CHATTANOOGA, 
Chattanooga, Tenn., December 10, 1903. 
Hon. Jonw Wesiry GaArnes, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: We notice you have introduced a “clean-currency” bill into 
Congress, and we are glad to know that you are making an effort to relieve | 
the public of the old germ collectors and ragged eurrency which is now in 
circulation, and it would bea great satisfaction to us to know that the bill | 
had passed. 

Very truly, Frank A. NELSON, Cashier, 


Hon. JoHn WESLEY GAINzEs, M. C., 





First NATIONAL BANK, 
South Pittsburg, Tenn., December 10, 1903. 
Hon. J. W. GAtnes, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Srr: I write to thank you for the introduction of your billin Con; 
known as “clean-money bill,” and hope you may be successful in havi 
passed, as the expense of keeping decent bills in circulation ought to lx 
the expense of the General Government. 

I heartily approve of your course and think all others that understand jt 
will do the same. 

Yours, truly, T. G. GARRETT, Preside! 


_ BANK OF MAntin, 
Martin, Tenn., December 10, | 


Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SrrR: I note with pleasure that you have introduced in Congr 
“‘clean-money bill.” I trust that you will succeed in getting this mea 
passed. 


Most respectfully, T. J. TAYLOR, Cas) 


Tok NATIONAL BANK OF MCMINNVILLE, 
McMinnville, Tenn., December 10, 
Hon. J. Westry GAINES, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sir: We notice the introduction of your “clean-money | 
Congress, November 27, 1908, and wish to say that we heartily approve 
We have just written Mr. Moon to do all he can for the support ar 


| sage of your bill, and hope you will have no trouble in procuring its passa 


by which it may become a law. 
Very truly yours, H. R. WALLING, Cas! 


Tuk BANK OF PETERSBU! 
Petersburg, Tenn., December 10, 


Hon. JOHN WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Srr: Thisis toinform you we certainly approve of the “ clear 


| bill,” and lam writing our Congressman to that effect in to-day’s ma 


It seems to me that this bill is certainly desirable and necessary) 
above party prejudices, aud I certainly trust it will pass. 
Very truly, y. Z. DOZIER, Ci 
THE BANK OF VIOLA, 
Viola, Tenn., December 10, 
Hon. J. W. GATNES, M. C. 


DEAR Srp: I wish to assure you of my approval of bill No. 5068 and | 


| upon you the necessity of the passage of same. 


Yours, truly, A. J. BREWER, ( 


PEOPLE'S NATIONAL BANK 
McMinnville, Tenn., Decembei 
Hon. Jno. W. GAINEs, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: We note with pride and pleasure that you have taken t 
itiative in the matter of “clean money” and have introduced a b 
gress to remedy the evil and get rid of the filthy, ragged money now i 
in all the country except the East and large cities, 

The banking fraternity generally and all handlers of money will be under 
lasting obligations to you if you push the matter toa successful co: 

We are writing our Member, Mr. Moon, and commend the proposed | 
lation as most meritorious. 

Yours, truly, FRANK COLVILLE, Cashier 


THk PEOPLE's BANK 
Sparta, Tenn., December 11, 
Hon. JoHN W. GAINES, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: We heartily indorse the bill introduced in Congress b 


| November 27, identified as bill No. 5068, and known as the “clean- 


bill.” 
I trust you will have no difficulty in securing its passage. 
Yours, truly, 
T. K. WILLIAMS, ( 


THE FARMERS AND MERCHANTS’ BANK 
Henderson, Tenn., December 11, 
Hon. J. W. GATNES, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


DEAR Str: Asa banker and citizen of Tennessee, I most heartily appr 


| of your bill known as the “clean-money bill,” and trust that you : 


able to have the bill enacted into law. Y 
The filthy rags that we have to handle as money in the interior ar 
grace to decency, and I am sure that not only your constituency, ! 


| citizens of the entire State heartily approve the measure and will ap] 


your efforts in the matter. : 
Yours, truly, R. E. McK1n> 


THE HOLSTON NATIONAL BANK OF KNOXVILL! 
Knoxville, Tenn., December 1!, 
Hon. JoHN W. GAINES, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Srr: We wish to indorse the House bill No. 5068, known 
“clean money bill,” which was introduced by you on November 2, ! 
It seems to us that this bill ought to be passed strictly upon its « 

its, and we hope you will not lose an opportunity to get it passed ir 
We are writing our Representative, the Hon. HENRY R. GIBSON 
urging him to use his best efforts in securing the passage of this bil 
Very truly, 
, JosrernH P. Gaut, Pr 


Beprorp County BANK 
Wartrace, Tenn., December 1!, 
Hon. J. W. Garnes, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: As interested parties, wish to thank you for your efforts '0 UY" 
ing to secure House bill No. 5068, known as the “clean-money bill,” ena '°¢ 
intolaw. We trust that you will be successful in this, for we believe ' W 
would be of great benefit to our section. 
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Have written to Mr. J. D. RICHARDSON, our Representative in Congress, 
soliciting his support for your measure. 
With best wishes, I am, yours, respectfully, 
E. L. BLACKMAN, Cashier. 
THe BANK OF PARSONS, 
Parsons, Tenn., December 11, 1903. 
Hon. Joun W. GArnes, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SiR: We hope you will be successful in getting your “ clean-money 
pill” through the House, and have asked Mr. Sims to kindly aid you in push- 
ing the matter through. 

~ Very truly, L. H. Burke, President. 
L. A. RAINS, Cashier. 


PrOPLe’s BANK, 
Smithville, Tenn., December 11, 1908. 
Hon. JoHN WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: We desire to make known to you our hearty approval of the 
billintroduced by you in Congress known as House bill No. 5068, or “ clean- 
money bill,” and earnestly ask you to do all in your power to secure its pas- 

=a Yours, very truly, 
PEOPLE'S BANK. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have lost a strong letter from 
the bank of Goodlettsville, Tenn. 

Mr. Chairman, people in the country districts, people away from 
subtreasuries (as a gentleman in the Treasury Department said 
tome this morning), the people away out on the hills or cities 
anywhere—away from the subtreasuries of the United States— 
are obliged to continue transacting business with this revolting 
and horrible money because of the rates they must pay to get 
their money sent to and returned from the Treasury of the 

United States. 


Think of our people handling and circulating money found on | 


the bodies of dead people. Thinkof thatmoney going into circu- 
lation and spreading disease. Then again, the money goes into 
the pockets of the negroes and whites of the South, where the 
weather is hot. 

Then think, too, of the sources of contamination which this 
money passes through when used by the laborers in our mines 
and manufactories and by the laborers in the cornfields and in 
the woods, where much of the business of the country is pros- 
ecuted. 

This money is stuck into their nasty, sweaty clothes. This 
money which they carry in their pockets carries disease-breeding 
germs. The physicians of Philadelphia, Pa., so declared recently, 


after a searching and scientific investigation, and it holds to | 


reason. 


It goes to and returns from far Cuba, Porto Rico, the Philip- | 


pines, and to miserable and unfortunate Panama, and we siill 
use it, soaked with disease germs. 


The paying tellers in the banks of my city tell me that they | 


have to use an antiseptic wash constantly in order to protect 
their hands and their eyes from becoming diseased by the han- 
dling of this dirty money. 
There is no question in the world but what this is a proper bill. 
It does nothing except to compel the national banks, at the ex- 
pense of the Government, and to allow other banks that are 
national depositors to send in to the Treasury of the United States 


this money packed up in a certain way in accordance with the | 


present regulations of the Department. When it comes here the 
Government pays the transportation and reissues the clean money 
and destroys the dirty money. 

The national banks are now required to do that, but the charge 
for the transportation is so great that it is practically not required 
of them. The dirty national-bank notes are in circulation, the 
dirty silver certificates that do the principal money work of this 
country are in circulation, the dirty greenbacks and gold certifi- 


cates are in circulation, and the people in the country prefer the | 


metallic money because cleaner. ‘ 

They will take clean silver money, because not so liable to carry 
disease. Now, behold for a moment the amount of dirty and dis- 
ease-carrying money that there is in the country! I have here 
some specimens of money that should be immediately destroyed, 
as England destroys her bank notes after once issuing and receiv- 
ing them. She never allows a bill to go out a second time. 

Now let us get down to the moral obligation of this matter and 
to the duty that is imposed upon the American Congress. Con- 
gress has the right to coin money, to regulate the value thereof, 
and of foreign coin. That power belongs to the great sovereign 
of this country. It belongs to no private individual. 

It is the duty of the Government to issue that money and main- 
tain it in its integrity. It is-the duty of the national banks to 
issue their paper money, and the law requires them to deposit so 
much money for the reissuance of those notes. How about the 
other paper money? Whose business is it? The people do not 
issue that money or any money. . 

The Government issues it. The Government helps to dirty it. 
It takes it to Cuba, it takes it to the Philippines, it takes it to 
Panama, I am sorry to say, and all around the world. It takes 


it to a great many dirty places, and yet the Government wears 
out and befouls this money and turns it over to the people to put 
their hands on and to put into their pockets, to breed and carry 
disease wherever the American flag floats. 

It isthe duty of the Government to see that this money is clean. 
It is not the duty of an individual. Before the adoption of our 
Constitution, away back in the colonial days in the early history 
of our country, there were private individuals who had the right 
| and who did coin money. It was their business to keep it exactly 
| as they coined it, but we surrendered these money rights to the 
| Government by the people of the United States when we framed 
our Constitution. 





The coining and emitting of money is a governmental function, 
| so that it is perfectly right and proper under the circumstances, 
and it is the duty of the Government to furnish the people clean 
money and keep it clean. Whenthe Government helps to befoul 
our money it certainly has a moral duty, and we ought to make 
it a legal duty upon the Government of the United States, to 
keep that money as clean as it was when it was first emitted. 
Now, for Heaven's sake, look at this money. I hold up a bill 
that I got from the Treasury this morning. I now hold up an- 
other that I got where it was being redeemed this morning. I 
will hold up a new ten-dollar bill that I received this morning 
from the Treasury Department. 
Now, look at that. That came, I might say, from ‘‘ Dayton, 
Ohio,’’ showing that at least sometimes from the great and good 
State of Ohio, that I am glad to say is to be Democratic next year, 
there does come this unclean thing. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 


| consent to place in the Recorp the letters to which I alluded a 


while ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent to extend in the RecorpD his remarks by inserting 
the letters to which he refers. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wish I could put a picture of 
these dirty bills in the REcorD also. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Will the Chair inform me how much time 

| remains to this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
| BINGHAM] has twenty-six minutes remaining and the gentleman 
from Georgia {[Mr. Livineston] five minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Connecticut 
| [Mr. Hir1.] ten minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, there is a good deal 

| to be said in behalf of the proposition which the gentleman from 
Tennessee {Mr. Garngs] has just brought before the House. 
There is no question about the fact that much of the paper money 
of the country is filthy and vile and ought to be redeemed. The 
trouble, however, will not be overcome by the bill which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has introduced. At least, that is my 
opinion. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think the banks 
ought to pay for having this clean money transported for reissu- 
ance? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I know of no more reason why the 
| Government of the United States should transport moneys than 
| it should transport the overcoats of gentlemen or the potatoes of 
| the country. The trouble is under the system of redemption 
which we have, so far as the national banks are concerned. 

A study of the system of redemption will convince the gentle- 
man that it takes two years to redeem the circulation of the na- 
| tional banks, so that the bills will remain outstanding for at least 


a year. I started to say to the gentleman that he'will find the 
| greater portion of the trouble is with the small money, the one, 
two, and five dollar bills. 
| The mistake in regard to the five-dollar bills was that the act of 
| March 14, 1900, provided that one-third of the circulation shall be 
| limited to five-dollar notes. Many of the small banks which have 
since organized, wishing to save the expense of one of the two 
| plates from which the notes are printed, have declined to issue 
any five-dollar notes. Hence the five-dollar note is kept in circu- 
lation far beyond the time in which it should be taken up. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think it is 
| right to charge that little bank, or whether it is a rich individual 
| or a big bank, 60 cents a thousand for sending dirty money back 
| here and having it reissued? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The express charge for sending it 
back is nothing compared with the interest that the banks will 
| lose for the time the money is out of their possession when it 

goes to the Treasury Department for redemption and return. 

If the gentleman will stop for a moment and think, he will find 
| that it is not the express charge, but it is the loss of interest on 
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the money from the time that they send it away until they get it 
back again. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 





This may not work a very great 
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injury to a bank in New York City, but it might injure a bank | 
in the smaller places, far removed from subtreasuries or the | 


Treasury. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. We do not have any trouble about 
dirty money in New England, because we are right accessible to 


| on it 


the subtreasury, where it can be exchanged at any time, and it is | 
the loss of time and not the cost of transportation charges that | 


makes this trouble. 

Then there is another thing, and it is the inability of the Treas- 
ury Department to furnish ones and twos. 

I called upon the Treasury Department a few days ago to fur- 
nish me the amount of money, of ones, twos, and fives, silver cer- 
tificates and bank notes, that they were unable to furnish during 
the months of November and December in response to their calls. 

Treasurer Roberts has given me a letter, which I propose to 
use in another place, showing that during the month of Novem- 
ber they were unable to fill their orders for ones, twos, and fives 
by 30 per cent of the entire amount called for, and for the month of 
December by 39 per cent, and the aggregate of the money which 
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nust be cash in their vaults. 


I 
tion—— 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where is the trouble—in the ques- 
tion of the people having to bear the burden of the transportation? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it has very little bearing 


The trouble is in another direc- 








Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think if the gentleman will go 
into the matter as far as I have he will find that the trouble is in 
the minds of the people and not the banks. 

The bankers in Nashville said they could not and would not 
pay the 60 or 75 cents a thousand both ways to have the Govern- 
ment send them clean money for the transaction of the business 


| of the Government and of the people; that it was not their busi- 


they were asked to furnish and unable to furnish during this | 


month was $18,000,000. 

Now, that practically means a retention in circulation in the re- 
motest parts of the country of eighteen millions of small money 
which ought to have been canceled and destroyed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not my friend want to see 
clean money used in the country? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Ido. I propose to give the Treas- 
ury Department, in a bill which is now before the Committee on 

3anking and Currency, unlimited authority to issue this money, 
both greenbacks and silver currency, in any denominations that 
the people call for. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who pays the transportation? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The man who wants the circulation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you think it the duty of the 
citizen to give the Government clean money? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is not the Government's but the 
bank’s duty to keep the clean money. If the gentleman will look 
at the question for a moment, he will see that the trouble is in the 
persons being kept out of the use of the money more than the cost 
of transportation. 

Now, then, so far as the banks are concerned, we must get down 
to the system of redemption, and when you shall have your re- 
demption agencies in a commercial center, in the city of New 
York, instead of in the city of Washington, where no business 
transaction is carried on, you will find great relief. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman know the 
law is now that the Government shall issue new money for all 
this dirty money that the people may send in? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If they are able to do it—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly; but the people are not 
able to pay 60 or 75 cents per $1,000 for sending it to be reissued. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In case the Government was called 
upon to do it little relief would be given, because the law is re- 
strictive and ought to be repealed and changed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We had a law in 1881 or 1882 or 
thereabout whereby we appropriated about $50,000 one year 
and the next year $40,000 to provide for this dirty money, but it 
dropped out of the appropriation bill, and hence I introduced it 
in this bill. If you have a better one, I will vote for it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I simply wish to add that the gen- 
tleman is working with a right purpose, but in the wrong way, 
and he will have a great deal better result than now if he will 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The difference between the gen- 
tleman and myself is that he wants the people to pay 60 or 75 
cents a thousand for keeping the Government's own money clean, 
and I believe that the Government ought to do it. 

Mr. STANLEY. I believe the gentleman objects to Mr. 
GAINEs’s bill on the ground that the banks hold this dirty money 
rather than lose the use, or interest, which is the same thing, they 
would gain by keeping it in their banks. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. To some extent. 
reasons. 

Mr. STANLEY. This isthe question I want to ask: Does not 
the law require all your national banks, and I believe all other 
banks, to keep a certain per cent—15 per cent—on hand of the 
amount of money that they have to loan? 

Mr. HILL of ‘‘onnecticut. Fifteen per cent in country banks 
and 25 per cent in others. 

Mr. STANLEY. That this amount must be kept on deposit. 





There are other 


I mean that this old dirty money is not sent to the Treasury, but 
is kept in the hands of the bank on account of this law which 
requires them to keep a certain amount on deposit? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


ness or their duty to do so. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no more requests for time on this 
side, and therefore I will ask for the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Office of the Vice-President: For secretary to the Vice-President, $2,220; 
nee $1,440; telegraph operator, $1,500; telegraph page, $600; in all, 

d,4 . 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania a question. Why is it that an appro- 
priation is made here for employees in the office of the Vice- 
President for one year, when presumably there are no employees 
in the office of the Vice-President at the present time, because it 
is vacant? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say that the appropriation for the 
next fiscal year is identical with that of the current year. These 
clerks are now employed in that office. The presiding officer of 
the Senate, although a Senator, acts as Vice-President and has 
the use of these subordinate officers, and this force will continue 
for the next year. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Under Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds: For chief en 
gineer, $1,700; three assistant engineers, at $1,200 each; six conductors of el 
vators, at $1,100 each, who shall be under the supervision and direction of the 
Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds; laborer, $320; six fire 
men, at $900 each; electrician, $1,200; laborer, $1,000; four laborers, at $720 cach; 
three cabinetmakers, who shall be skilled in their trade, one at $1,200 and two 
at $900 each; and for the following for service in old library portion of the 


Capitol: Two attendants, at $1,200 each, and two watchmen, at $900 each; in 
all, $30,400. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this para 
graph in line 16, page 13, by striking out the word ‘‘six’’ and in- 
serting the word *‘ seven,’’ so that it will read ‘‘seven conductors 
of elevators.’’ I do that, Mr. Chairman, for the reason that there 
ought to be 

Mr. BINGHAM, I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. For the reason that there ought to be an ad- 
ditional conductor. The conductors that we have now are most 
efficient men, but as soon as the House adjourns they adjourn. 
They are always adjourned on holidays and on Sundays. 

Now, there are a good many Members of this House, and a 
good many officers of this House, whose duties require them to be 
here, and who are here on these holidays and on Sundays, and at 
times after the House has adjourned. I am one of those. | 
know that on very many occasions, very many, I have to climb 
these stairs. 

I do not want to do it, and I think that it is only right and 
proper that an elevator should be run on these occasions, and | 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania not to make the point 0! 
order, which I would have to concede if he does, but to let the 
House vote on this proposition. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Let me suggest to the gen- 
tleman if it would not be well, if that is the purpose, to put it in 
his motion, because I am afraid that if we had the extra con 
ductor he might adjourn with the others. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought of that, but I thought also that 
the Clerk of the House, or some person having control of the em- 
ployees, after this discussion would require that some one person 
be here at all times when there are Members or officers of the 
House here. 

Mr. PALMER. Why can not you require one of the present 
conductors to be here at those times? 

Mr. HEPBURN. We could, but it would make difficulty and 
add to their labors. ae 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say, as I understand the proposition, 
there are six conductors now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; and eight on the Senate side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are annual clerks, or messengers, OT 
whatever you may call them. They receive $1,100 annually, and 
a large portion of their time is not used. It seems to me, as they 
are under the control of the Superintendent of the Capitol, their 











| hours can be fixed to obviate this amendment. 


Not at all; a certain proportion | 





for 


Their compensation is large; their employment is only 
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about twelve or fourteen months in the two years, continuously. | year we paid out a great deal more money than we ought to have 


| feel that the number of conductors is large enough now and | paid out for the services of stenographers called in just tempora- 


that their compensation is ample. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania sees fit 
to make the point of order, I shall have to submit to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order because I feel that 


rily, and we concluded that it was better and safer for us to in- 
crease this force of stenographers. so that all of the committees of 


| the House might have the services of an official stenographer and 


in the line of employment these conductors receive a large com- | 


pensation for the services they render, and that the disposition of 
their hours can be arranged by the Superintendent of the Capitol 
so as to obviate any objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. 


that we now have as to meet the suggestion made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa? Certainly, all of us who have duties that occupy 
us here until 5 o’clock and later have frequently been put to great 
inconvenience on account of the absence of conductors, and I see 
no reason why they should desert their posts at any hour that 
the House may adjourn. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would the gentleman from Pennsylvania be 
willing to modify the language so as to require the service of one 
of these men or the operation of one elevator at all times up to 6 
o'clock in the evening and on holidays and Sundays? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We will arrange it so that it will be accept- 
able to the gentleman. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to pass this paragraph and go back to it later to change the ver- 
biage to that extent. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 

Mr. BINGHAM. For that sole purpose, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen asks unanimous consent 
that this paragraph may be passed and returned to for the pur- 
pose stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And for that sole purpose? 


Stenographers to committees: For three stenographers to committees, at 
$5,000 each; assistant stenographer to committees, $3,500; assistant stenogra- 
pher to committees, $1,600; in all, $20,100, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following commit- 
tee amendment, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 20, line 18, strike out the words ‘thirty-five hundred” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ five thousand;” and in line 20 strike out the words 


“twenty thousand one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“twenty-one thousand six hundred.” 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question in regard to this matter. How are stenogra- 
phers to committees paid? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There are nostenographers to committees in 
the sense of committee stenographers. 

Mr. HEPBURN, But there are stenographers who serve com- 
mittees. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the character of this appointment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then there are other stenographers than 
those three or those six? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman mean those here? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Those that are named in this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are paid as provided for in this bill, 
$5,000 each, 

Mr. HEPBURN. The official reporters are, but I am speaking 
of those gentlemen who from time to time serve committees 
when there are hearings. - 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thoseare the stenographers indicated in this 
paragraph that we are now upon. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask for this reason: The other day the 
committee over which I preside had the services of a stenogra- 
pher. He was present at one session. We were in session one 
hour and ten minutes, so I am told by the clerk of the committee. 

He presented to me a bill, which he desired me to approve, of 
$43 for his services on that occasion. I declined to certify it. He 


told me that under the rule they were paid, as I understood him, | 


out of the contingent fund at a rate that justified that charge of $43. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the 
gentleman that Iam more familiar with this matter than is the 
gentleman in charge of the bill. 
short for the last two years on committee stenographers, and 
there have been two provided for in this bill, as reported from 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Different committees of the House require the services of a 


We were short and have been | 


Does not the gentleman think that the distribu- | 
tion can be arranged to such an extent now with the employees | 


| from Iowa | Mr. Heppurn]. 


not have to pick up some one from outside. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not criticising that. I approve of that 
method, but what I wanted to know is whether there is such a 
number now provided for in this bill as will do away with this 
temporary employment at these extravagant figures. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We hope so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the theory of the increased number. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident that that will 
not do away with it on all occasions. It is impossible now to get 
a stenographer for any of the committees that do not regularly 
have stenographers. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, it is very evident that there are times 
when we will have to call in an extra stenographer, but we have 
business enough continuously to keep at work the two extra ste- 
nographers that are put on now. As the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations I would say that I have continuous 
trouble, because the chairmen of other committees, who are 
equally entitled to a stenographer, complain that the committee 
of which I am the chairman takes up too much of the time of the 
official stenographers. 

The present Speaker of the House has had that trouble. The 
committees of the House are entitled to have official stenographers 
to take hearings when they want them taken, and the Members 
of the House are entitled to have the hearings reported when 
they desire it, and it is for the benefit of the House. 

Now, I have no doubt that even with this addition we shall oc- 
sasionally have to callin an extra man todo committee report- 
ing work. For instance, when the Committees on Elections are 
at work they may often require stenographers—— 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And may at certain times require them 
continuously. But those committees are only at work a short 
time, and it would not pay to have an official man on hand at all 
times to meet such calls. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Permit me to make this suggestion: Is it not 
practicable to so arrange the terms of this bill that the six stenog- 
raphers now provided for at $5,000 a year, and who, I understand, 
render comparatively little service for that large sum, may, when 
not engaged in taking the debates of the House, serve as stenog- 
raphers for the committees? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. They do it now when called upon, as they 
very often are 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not know that. 

Mr. MANN. Will the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations inform us by what process we can call upon them? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. By simply sending down word that you 
want a stenographer, and if they have one there they will send 
him. 

Mr. MANN. 
of the House? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The official reporters aid in getting out 
the work after the committee stenographers take it down; it 
would take all the time of the committee stenographers to do 
this work if they did not have such help. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to make asuggestion. Take the 
morning hours. At that time the stenographers of the House, if I 
understand the matter, are not. engaged—say up to 12 o'clock. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Sometimes not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Those hours of the morning are when the 
committees are most frequently in need of stenographers. Now, 
I want to know whether, without impertinence, I can make a rea- 
uisition upon those stenographers for services in my committee 
in the morning. if necessary? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I should think so; but if there is any 
doubt about it, I certainly should have no objection to putting 
such a provision in this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then let this be passed over for the present. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Allow me to say a word to the gentleman 
Provision was made by a resolution 
reported from the Committee on Accounts at this session of Con- 
gress for an additional stenographer to the five of the regular 
force and an additional stenographer for the exclusive purpose of 
doing extra work before the committees, at a salary of $3,500. 
From my investigation of the matter before the Committee on 


Is the gentleman speaking of the official reporters 


| Accounts I did not think that was an improper increase of force. 


stenographer, and the corps that we have had here was not large | 


enough, so some had to be employed, and when they were em- 
ployed they were paid as the gentleman suggests. All of their 
accounts have to pass the Committee on Accounts. 





I thought that probably this assistance was necessary. But the 
gentleman from Iowa ought now at least to be able to get his 
committee reporting done because of the reporting and adoption 


| of that resolution; and provision for the officer contemplated by 


Now, the Committee on Appropriations ascertained that last ' 


that resolution is now embraced in this legislative bill 


oa of 
L 


a stenog- 


rapher in addition to the regular force of the House, at $5,000 a 










678 


year, and also an assistant reporter to aid in the committee work, 
as will be found provided for in the next paragraph of this bill. 

As a member of the Committee on Accounts, one of the objects 
which I had in view in voting for and advocating the resolution 
reported by that committee and adopted by the House was to aid 
the gentlemen who require the services of stenographers in work 
before the committees—in securing the services of an additional 
stenographer when they needed one. 

It was shown that last year we paid out, in addition to the sal- 
aries of the regular force, nearly $6.000 for extra stenographic 
work for committees. We believed that with this addition to the 
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force of committee reporters we had furnished to the committees | 


of the House the necessary provision in this respect. I did not 
know but that the gentleman from Iowa had overlooked this fact. 
Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 


mittee this question: Who has the right toemploy stenographers | 


at the rate of $43 an hour. and how is that charge made up? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. All those accounts are passed on by the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. PALMER. That does not answer my question. 
the right to employ a stenographer at the rate of $43 an hour? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Noone. I have just explained that no 
account of that kind can be paid without being approved by the 
Committee on Accounts. 
that shall be paid per hour. 

Mr. PALMER. 
amount had been paid. 


| man from Pennsylvania has not yet been adopted. 


JANUARY 12, 


shorthand reporters in the city of Washington is 25 cents per 
folio, and that is what the Government is in the habit of paying 
when other stenographers besides the regular force of committ; 
stenographers are employed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think I can cover the difficulty of the ox 
tleman from Iowa. I offer this amendment: 

On page 20, line 11, after the word “each,” insert “ whoshall also, when 
required, perform duties as stenographers to committees.” 

I ask for the adoption of that amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It ought to be after the word “ dollars,” | 
think, in the next line, so as to include the assistant official re- 
porter. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Theassistant official reporter is a reporter 
to committees. 

The CHAIRMAN, Theamendment first offered by the gent 
The question 


is on the adoption of that amendment. 


Who has | 


That committee determines the amount | 


But I understood it to be stated here that that | 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman who referred to that mat- 


ter simply stated that some one suggested to him that that sum 
had got to be paid. 

Mr. PALMER. No; he brought in a bill, and said he was en- 
titled to $43 for the hour’s work. 

Mr. HEPBURN. About an hour and ten minutes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. As I understand, the gentleman from 
Iowa did not certify that he was entitled to that. 

Mr. PALMER. He did not certify to the bill. 
certify to it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know of any such pay ever hav- 
ing been granted to anyone. I suppose that if the gentleman 
will investigate he will find that no one has ever been paid such 
a sum per hour for his services. 

Mr. PALMER. Who has the right to call in these extra ste- 
nographers? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. They areemployed by the different chair- 
men of committees, and then the Committee on Accounts deter- 
mines whether or not they shall be paid for their services. 

Mr. PALMER. When anybody wants a stenographer he has 
the right to hire him, and if he can get the bill through the Com- 
mittee on Accounts that is all right. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If he can. 

Mr. PALMER. And he generally can. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no; I think if the gentleman will in- 
vestigate he will find that the Committee on Accounts have per- 
formed their duties with a great deal of care. 

Mr. MANN. I think I can satisfy the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania as to the procedure. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not ask the gentleman from [linois. 

Mr. MANN. I have just been up against the method of pro- 
cedure in an endeavor to get a stenographer for the Committee 
on Elections. I am informed by the official committee stenog- 
raphers that when they have no stenographer who is available, 
all the official stenographers to committees being engaged, they 
send an outside stenographer to the committee and certify sub- 
sequently that they were all engaged. The outside stenographer 
charges the same fees to the House of Representatives that he 
would to John Jones—no more and no less. He brings in his bill 
when his transcript of the hearing is prepared, and that bill is 
presented to the chairman of the committee, who makes a proper 
certificate, and then it is passed upon by the Committee on Ac- 
counts, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am obliged to the gentleman for the 
very clear statement he has made. 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. PALMER. 
pay $43 for an hour and ten minutes’ work? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has been one of the most eminent 


He refused to 


the principal cost of steno 
Mr. PALMER. But it 
Mr. MANN. 


phic work is having it written out. 
oes not cost so much as that. 


It is the ordinary procedure of any business man. | 
Did you ever hear of John Jones having to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on the amendment 
just offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 20, in line 11, after the word “each,” insert ‘‘ who shall also, whe: 
so required, perform duties as stenographers to committees.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Increase of Library of Congress: For purchase of books for the Libr 
and for freight, commissions, and traveling expenses incidental to the a 
sition of books by purchase, gift, or exchange, $90,000. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill if the amount provided for the purchas: 
new books for the Library of Congress is the entire amount asked 
for in the estimate? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that we ¢ 
the Librarian the current law, giving him for the next year tly 
same as he has had for this. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fuel, lights, repairs, and miscellaneous supplies, electric and 
apparatus, reference books, stationery, and all incidental expenses i: 
nection with the custody, care, and maintenance of said building and g1 
$32,500. 

For furniture, including partitions, screens, shelving, and electrical 
pertaining thereto, $40,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gent! 
having the bill in charge a question, if he pleases. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsyl\ 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa? . 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman state to the com 
the total cost of the Library of Congress? 

Mr. BINGHAM. When the gentleman speaks of the tota! 
he includes not only the Library proper, I presume, but the 1 
tenance of the building, together with the publication fund 

Mr. HEPBURN. Everything connected with it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state, taking the estimate for t 
bill as the basis, because I have the figures here, it amounts t 
$823,510. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the annual cost of this Library 

Mr. BINGHAM. Twenty-five thousand dollars included | 
in one item which the committee has omitted. In other w 
I can state to the gentleman it will cost about $800,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Everything for the Library. How m 
it, if the gentleman pleases, is devoted to the purchase of ! 

Mr. BINGHAM, Ninety thousand dollars is recommen 
this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. So that there is over $700,000 annually 
to maintain that building and to provide for the distribut'o 
use of the books. 

Mr. BINGHAM. For the gentleman’s information I w 
state that the amount carried on the sundry civil bill is $150 
for printing and binding. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That has been gradually increasing. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is! 


| taken about that. 
practitioners at the Pennsylvania bar, and he must know that | 


Mr. HEPBURN. Exclusive of the $800,000. The gentleman's 


| statement is that $800,000 in round numbers is recommende:! 1! 
| this bill or under it. 


If the gentleman has never paid any stenogra- | 


Mr. BINGHAM. No; that is the total expense of the Library 


pher’s bill that paralyzed him, then I am very much astounded. | Does that cover the point of the gentleman’s inquiry? 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 
to pay $43 an hour? 

Mr. PALMER. No; that is why Iam amazed at the statement 
of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. MANN. Iam informed that the regular rate charged by 


I want to ask if the gentleman ever had 


Now, before I conclude I will ask the privilege of going }ick 
to-morrow to this paragraph at the conclusion of the Lilrar) 
items, in order that a gentleman whois not present, but who wen! 
away because not feeling very strong, may have an opportun!'y 
to offer an amendment. The gentleman from Tennessee |. 
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RICHARDSON] has an amendment which he desires to submit, and 
desires at the same time to make some remarks. 

if there is no objection on the part of the House, I will ask 
leave to recur to that paragraph, which is the concluding para- 
vraph, in order that he may submit his amendment. 
~ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the committee return to this paragraph 
to-morrow for the purpose of offering an amendment. Is there 
< ybjection? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
tleman understands. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
permit another inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How many employees are there required to 
care for the Library—the total number? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman of course means the Library 
force, as well as their salaries? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The number of salaries, 428. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Four hundred and twenty-eight; and the 
amount of salaries? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Five «hundred and eighty-seven thousand 
six hundred and forty-five dollars is the sum total of the appro- 

riation. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BOTANIC GARDEN. 
For superintendent, $1,800. 


Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last word. I would like 
to inquire, Mr. Chairman, of the gentleman in charge of the bill 
how vigorously he would oppose an amendment increasing the 
salary of the superintendent of the Botanic Gardens from $1,800 
to $2000? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman 

Mr. MANN. I recognize it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that the bene- 
ficiary has never requested your committee to make the increase. 

Mr. MANN. The beneficiary has never requested the chair- 
man and his committee to make the increase— 

Mr. BINGHAM. And he has lived many years contented and 
happy at this salary. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). He is a man who never requests 
anything from anybody, and that is one reason why it would be 
proper to increase his salary. Further, he is one of the most 
eminent men in his profession in this country or in any other 
country. 

I suppose there is no man in the country who has stood on so 
high a plane in botanical matters as Mr. Smith, who does not live 
for himself, but lives for the Botanical Garden and the memory 
of Bobby Burns; and it seems to me that for all that he does he is 
one nan who ought to have a slight increase in salary as a recog- 
nition of his worth. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
sition, 

Mr.MANN. ThenI willnot press it. The gentleman was kind 
enough last year not to insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


For three Commissioners, at $3,500 each; chief examiner, $3,000; secretary, 
$2.250; assistant chief examiner, $2,250; law clerk, $2,000; two chiefs of divi- 


I reserve the point of order, which the gen- 











I make the point of order against the propo- 


sion, at $2,000 each; eight clerks of class 4; thirteen clerks of class 3; sixteen | 


clerks of class 2; thirty-two clerks of class 1; twenty clerks, at $1,000 each; 


ten clerks, at $900 each; eight clerks, at $840 each; one messenger; engineer, 
$440; two firemen; two watchmen; one elevator conductor, $720; three labor- 
ers; and three messenger boys, at $360 each; in all, $164,060. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
who has charge of the bill if this paragraph that has just been 
read covers all the expenses of the Civil Service Commission for 
employments? 

Mr. BINGHAM. So far as we can legislate; yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Are there not details from other Departments 
serving now under the Civil Service Commission? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman doubtless knows under the 
organic act of the Civil Service Commission they have the right 
to ask the Departments to detail them such clerks as they may 
desire and need for their work. 

One year ago, in this bill, we took up that question and gave 
the Civil Service Commission every clerk additional to their then 
force that they required, with the distinct understanding that all 
the detailed men on on duty with the Civil Service Commission 
should be returned to the respective Departments. That, we were 
informed, has been duly carried out, and we gave the Commission 
current law for this line of work. 


Now, to go a little further with the gentleman’s inquiry. In 
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the great cities there are boards of examiners, and I can best 
illustrate that by my own city, where they have a committee to 
| make the examinations, I will say, for clerks in the post-office, 
| customs, and carrier force for the Post-Office Department. They 
have on that board one official and clerk paid on the roll of the 
custom-house. 

They have also a secretary on that board paid on the roll of one 
of the Philadelphia offices. They are detailed to do this work for 
the Commission in examinations, and they do nothing as to work 
in the custom-honuse, or nothing as to work in the post-office. 

The other members of that committee are detailed, one from 
the mint, one from the post-office, and one from the custom- 
house, I think. They, however, do other work in their respective 
lines of employment. I do not know, but I presume that that 
line of operation runs to all the large cities of the country. 

Of that we have no exhibit in this bill, and no knowledge as to 
what extent that iscarried. I have drafted an inquiry—I do not 
| know whether it has been sent, but I have made inquiry—I have 

forgotten the verbiage now—asking the Civil Service Commission 
| to send me alist of the several examining boards outside of Wash- 
| ington, where the members of the boards are carried on the rolls 
| either of post-offices or custom-houses or other Government of- 
fices, and their compensation. I will send that if it has not been 
sent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, I have seen 
a list of places where civil-service examinations were to be had, 
a large list—a number of cities, I think seven or eight—in the 
State in which I live. There are boards, I understand, in each 
one of those places. Can the gentleman give the committee any 
information as tothe permanence of these boards, whether they 
are performing any other service? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam disposed to think in the smaller com- 
munities they do as they did until recently in cities like Philadel- 
phia and other large cities—other services. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now,can the gentleman give to the commit- 
tee any idea of the number of persons who are absorbed from 
other branches of service by this Civil Service Commission—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. ThatI could not say. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And under their control for a 
greater or less period of time, in addition to the force you allow 
them directly? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The force we allow them is wholly here. 
They send from this office occasionally—it comes in their travel- 
ing expenses, and wholly so, $8,500 allowed in this bill—to the 
various sections of the country their examiners or such officials 
as will organize these boards. 

A few years ago all of these boards came from the subordinate 
force of the various Departments of the Government, as located 
in the respective cities where they had their examining board. 
To what extent their recent order has gone I can not state, or in 
a reliable way, the amount of money, but I know thatin my city, 
which is the third largest, they have a board detailed; but as to 
the rest I have no information. 

Should I get the information, which I have stated to the gen- 
tleman I will ask for, I will give it to him, of course, with pleasure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It will perhaps be too late for my purpose. 
Will the gentleman give his best estimate of the cost of this fad 





and foible we call the civil service to the Government of the 
| United States as it is now organized and being conducted and 


| illustrated? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ican give the gentleman only 
they are in this bill, together, of course, with all that runs to 
their rentals and matters of that kind. , 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman think it will cost as 
much as a half a million dollars? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh. no. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say to the gentleman from lowa 
that in his State perhaps they have seven or eight boards, an it 
may be a dozen. A board is constituted of United States officials 
detailed to make these examinations. The same is true in my 
State and in other States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They are adding to the cost of this service 
while engaged in making these examinations and serving upon 
| these boards, and swelling the aggregate amount that we are 
paying for this amusement. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill state to the gentleman that this bill 
carries $172,750. What the sum total will be of the details car- 
ried on custom rolls and post-office rolls, and perhaps on othe 
rolls in other large cities, I can not tell. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Has the gentleman any estimate or any idea 
that he could give to the committee of the pecuniary benefit to 
| the United States resulting from the existence of the Civil Service 
| Commission? [Laughter. ] 
| Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say 
that in 1883, when the civil-service bill was before the House to 

be enacted into law, I voted for the legislation. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I will state that I was one of the same hope- | Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 


ful idiots. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me further say that joining him six or 
seven years ago, when the question was under general discussion, 
I made the unqualified statement, and I have no qualification to 
make to that statement to-day, that it was clearly declared in the 
limited debate in the House that the civilservice in its operation 
would reach 10,000 subordinate clerks of the Government. 


I further stated that the act literally, as then understood, as well | 
as the spirit of the legislation, had been long since departed from, | 


and had I the opportunity to-day to cast my vote I would cast it 
against the civil service as it now exists. [Applause. ] 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, every time that I have a vision 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania he grows upon my admira- 
tion. |Laughter and applause.] Now. if the gentleman will 
permit me, I would like to move, Mr. Chairman, to strike out 
this paragraph. Mr. Chairman, I know that no result will fol- 
low the adoption of this motion. 

I know that the bill will come back to us with it reinserted. 
I know that we would have to pay these salaries, but I believe it 
is the deliberate judgment of every Member of this House, save 
perhaps a score, that we are wasting the public money and that 
we are in pursuit of a phantom when we attempt to improve the 
civil service through the instrumentality of that which we call 
the Civil Service Commission. [Applause. } 

L believe it to be the judgment, the deliberate judgment, of 
every man who has given serious attention to it, who is really fa- 
miliar with the legislation and the operation of this scheme of so- 
called improvement, I believe it is their judgment that as we 
have civil service it is a failure. 

In these twenty I shall have to enlarge it so as to include the 
amiable gentleman from Massachusetts, that gentleman who 
has been so assiduous for the last six or eight years in preventing, 
under the rules, the House from acting upon the question. The 
Committee on Civil Service Reform has never dared to come to 
this House with any proposition that by amendment or otherwise 
could give the House an opportunity to express itself upon this 
question. 

It is utterly impossible to do it, and there is no other way in 
which we’can express our condemnation of this fad and this folly 
other than in voting it out, knowing that it will come back; but 
I hope the House will have the courage to do it. 

For, with the utmost respect to all the gentlemen now before 
me, I have no hesitation in saying that it is their timidity—I was 
about to say cowardice—their timidity, their deference to a sup 
posed existing public opinion, that prevents them from asserting 
themselves and wiping out this fraud upon the public. 

{ perhaps ought not to use so harsh a word as that, but you 
will remember, Mr. Chairman, that it is in the mouth of all of 
these reformers that we who do not follow them in their pursuit 
of this will-o’-the-wisp are ‘‘ spoilsmen;’’ that we are trying to 
get back to the ** spoils’’ system; that we have an ulterior purpose 
in view,and they alone are the purists who would redeem the 
public service from all the evils that it has undergone or suffered 
since civilization began. 

I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that if there is a ‘‘ spoils” 
system, a system thus to be reprobated by harsh words, it is a so- 
called civil service—‘*‘ merit system’’—that we have now, with 
its expenditures of the public money from which no good result 
comes. 

I have lived here in this capital under both the systems—the 
so-called spoils system of twenty years ago and the so-called merit 
system of to-day—and I would invite a comparison of those em- 
ployees who were appdinted twenty years ago and those that 
crept through the intricacies of civil service into the public serv- 
ice now. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
gentleman yielded more time. 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to have the gentleman yielded more 
time. Ithinkthatis the best speech he has made since he has 
been here. {| Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I shall expect my honored friend from 
Missouri to vote with me. 

Mr. CLARK. You bet I will. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, there is no better illustra- 
tion of the truthfulness and correctness of the statement made by 
my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] than is con- 
tainedin a letter from the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General 
giving an account of the alleged frauds in the Post-Office De- 
partment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 


Will the gentleman yield to a 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman name one of 
the persons mentioned in that who are guilty of corruption? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know who they are or whether they 
are guilty. Ido not say they are guilty. Some of them are now 
being tried and their guilt will be determined by the courts. I 
say that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General—— 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, name Machen. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, Machen was a Democrat, 
appointed—not under the civil service. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; he was appointed under 
| the civil service and kept there under the civil service. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He never went through under 
civil-service rules at all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, yes; he did. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, have I the floor or have I 
not the floor? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ido not know the political faith of the va- 
rious men in the Post-Office Department who have been indicted 
for frauds in that Department, some of them by the courts and a 
number of them by this communication I hold in my hand from 
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. Thereisa list of them, 
covering some two pages of the memorandum of the President, 
attached to this report, thirty-five in number, and out of that 
number all of them except four were appointed and entered the 
Government service under a Republican Administration. 

I did not arise fer the purpose of discussing the politics of these 
officials who are charged with a violation of the law, but I desire 
at this time to call the attention of this House and of the country 
to the conduct and actions of the Civil Service Commission in 
permitting a man to be appointed as a chief of the division of 
supplies in the Post-Office Department, and in turning out a 
man who was then under the civil-service law, and with their 
action in allowing to be appointed, in an irregular way, contrary 
to law and the civil-service rules, a man who is charged with 
having violated and defrauded the Government and, it is alleged, 
who was appointed for the purpose of giving him control of the 
division of supplies during the letting of contracts. I refer to the 
case contained in the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General, of Michael W. Louis, chief of division of supplies. 

Here is what Mr. Bristow says with reference toit and how the 
civil-service law was violated, and how that violation was not 
only permitted but winked at by the Civil Service Commission; 
how the papers which showed it and were of record in the office 
of the Civil Service Commission disappeared from the files of 
that commission when inquiry was instituted seeking to bring 
out the fact as to the manner of his appointment. Mr. Burwell 
had been appointed in 1896 and was then the chief of the division. 
No complaints were made against him, but his resignation was 
demanded and he was forced out. The following is the portion 
of that report to which [have reference: 


APPOINTMENT OF MICHAEL W. LOUIS. 


It has been stated that Louis's appointment was made in an irregular way 
for the purpose of giving him control of the division of supplies during the 
letting of contracts for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1897. 

Mr. W. A. Burwell was appointed superintendent of this division on Feb 
ruary 4, 1896. The position is within the classified service, and it does not 
appear that any complaints were ever filed against him. On April 15. 180", 
he was requested to resign by the First Assistant Postmaster-General, b 
was not accused of inefficiency or misconduct. He submitted his resigna 
tion, to take effect in thirty days (Exhibit A-1), and was given leave of ab 
sence for that period. 

In relation to the appointment of Louis, I beg to submit the following let- 
ter (Exhibit A-2): 


In your reply please refer to initials. 
Subject: Cashier. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE First ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 
Washington, D, C., April 17, 1 
PosTMASTER, Kansas City, Mo. 

Sir: Certain exigencies have arisen which make it necessary to employ an 
expert in the Post-Office Department for a short period. As the Departn 
has no appropriation available for this purpose, I have decided to create t 
position of cashier in the Kansas City office, ata salary of $2,000 per annum, 
effective this date, Saturday, April 17, 1897. 

You will therefore carry upon your roster Mr. Michael W. Louis as cashier 
of your office, at a salary of $2,000 per annum, Mr. Louis to be assigned 
work in this Department under my direction until otherwise advised 

You will forward on the Ist and 15th of each month a check to Mr. Louis to 
cover his semimonthly salary, accompanied by a voucher which will be 
turned to you for file with your pay roll in lieu of his signature upon s 

To provide for the position your clerk hire allowance has been increas 
to-day to $90,544. 

Very respectfully, 


(Signed) Perry 8. HEATH, 
First Assistant Postmaster-Generat. 
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In your rep)7 please refer to initials and number. A. 5S. 140. 
ubject: Appointment of Michael W. Louis. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 
Washington, D. C., April 17, 1897. 
Personal, 
Homer REED, Esq., . 
Postmaster, Kansas City, Mo. 
sir: As the appointment of Mr. Michael W. Louis has been fully explained 
to the members of the Civil Service Commission, it will not be necessary for 
you to make a report of the appointment to the Civil Service Commission. 
; Very respectfully, se 
(Signed) __—«- Perry S. HEATH, 
COL.) First Assistant Postmaster-General. 


On the same day that Louis was appointed cashier in the Kansas City post- 
office he was assigned as acting superintendent of the division of supplies in 
the Department at Washington, D. C. He never visited Kansas City and 
never performs any work of any character in connection with the Kansas 

‘ity post-office. 
, Ate r Louis had been installed as acting superintendent the First Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General requested that the position of superintendent be ex- 
cepted from the classified service, but the Civil Service Commission refused 
to recommend such exception. They did, however, consent to give a special 
examination for that position. 
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This examination was held in July, and Louis was allowed a rating of 50 | 


points because of his alleged experience, he having then been in charge of 
the division about three months. The examination papers can not now be 
found, having disappeared from the files of the Civil Service Commission 
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April 17 and had 
This unusual procee 
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moe ormed all of the duties of superintendent. 
ding in the appointment of Louis as cashier of the Kan- 


Exhibit A-3). Asa result of the special rating, Louis received the highest 
rade of any of those examined and was given a permanent appointment. | 
the meantime, however, he had been in charge of the division of supplies 


sas City post-office and his immediate assignment as acting superintendent of | 


cial interest in having Louis placed in charge of that division before the let- 
ting of contracts, advertised for May 6. It would have been much more cred- 
itable, at least, for Louis to have come into possession of the office in a regu- 
lar manner, after he had passed the examination prescribed by the Civil 
Service Commission, since there does not appear to have been any pressing 
necessity for a change of superintendent. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, this report says that the First Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General appointed an officer as cashier of the 
Kansas City (Mo.) post-office and by the direction of the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General he was carried upon the rolls of 
that post-office, though he never did one particle of work in con- 
nection with that post-office. 

In compliance with the request that was made the Civil Service 
Commission permitted him to be appointed. When he came to 
stand his examination, having been appointed and having been in 
charge of this office only three mouths, after he had been installed 
as superintendent, what did they do? The Civil Service Commis- 
sion were asked that he be excepted from the classified service. 

This the Civil Service Commission refused to recommend, but 
they did, however, consent to give a special examination for that 
position. This examination was held, and he was allowed 50 points 
because of his alleged experience, he having been in charge of the 
division about three months, and by reason of this special rating 
he was given a permanent appointment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that he may have five minutes more. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwas about to move that the committee rise, 
as it is after 5 o’clock. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire 
to go on to-night? 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
from Pennsylvania, whatever that is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
who desire to be heard on this paragraph, and if the gentleman 
will yield I will make a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly, I will yield. I will inquire of 
the chairman whether I shall have the floor when the committee 
resumes its sitting? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Che committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TAWNEY, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 9840, the leg- 
islative appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

SNOW AND ICE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, by direction of 
the Committee on Appropriations, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 


mous consent for the consideration of a bill which the Clerk will 
report. 


ivision of supplies gives color to the allegation that there was some spe- | 


I will suit the pleasure of the gentleman | 


I think there are a number of gentlemen 


The bill (H. R. 9866) making appropriations for clearing the | 





68! 
Potomac River of ice and for the removal of snow and ice in the 
District of Columbia was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are hereby appropriated, pay- 
able from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and from 
the revenues of the District of Columbia, in e — parts, namely: 


For clearing the Potomac River of ice within the District 
$5,000. 

For cleaning snow and ice from cross walks and gutters under the act ap- 
proved March 2, 1895, $5,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the request is to consider 
the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; that is therequest. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCLeary of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


f Columbia, 


GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY (LIMITED), OF CANADA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit a report by the Acting Secretary of State, with the accompany- 
ing papers, in regard to the application of the British embassy in behalf of 
Messrs. Gordon, Ironsides & Fares Company (Limited), of Canada, for reim- 
bursement of $7,626.08, which they allege the United States customs authori- 


| ties improperly exacted of them in November, 1902, as duties on certain sheep 


and cattle. 

In view of the facts as recited by the Acting Secretary of State and shown 
in the correspondence, I recommend that provision be made for the company’s 
reimbursement. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WHITE HovwssE, January 12, 1904. 


The message and accompanying documents were referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BUST OF WASHINGTON BY DAVID D’ANGERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secretary of State, with in- 
closere from the ambassador of the French Republic, relative to the desire 
of certain French citizens to present to this Government a reproduction of 
the bust of Washington by David d’Angers, which the donors wish to have 
placed in the Capitol. ae ; 

[I recommend that Congress accept this gift by joint resolutior 
suitable provision be made for its ceremonial installation. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


1 and that 


WHITE Hovskg, January 12, 1904. 
The message and accompanying documents were referred to 
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9323) to amend so much of an act approved March 
3, 1903, as authorized the erection and completion of new build- 
ings for the accommodation of the United States Naval Hospital, 
Washington, D. C., as concerns the location ther and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce was discharged from further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 2536) to suppress and prevent unfair and dishonest 
competition in trade, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


¢ 
eor, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
of absence indefinitely,‘on account of a death in his family. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BINGHAM (at 5 o'clock and 15 min- 
utes p.m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commn- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting a list 
of judgments rendered against the Government by the circuit and 
district courts of the United States—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for construction of an army general 
hospital—to the Committee on Military Affairs,and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


ge 


Nathan H. Cloyes v. The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND | 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6293) to revise 
and codify the criminal and penal laws of the United States, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 225); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9597) authorizing the 
Secretary of State to reimburse the Compagnie Francaise des 
Cables Télégraphiques for expenses incurred in repairing its 
cables and property which were cut and damaged by forces of the 
United States in Cuba during the Spanish-American war, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 292); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, to which was referred H. C. Res. 26, reported in lieu 
thereof a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) for the transportation 
of Porto Rican teachers to the United States and return, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 294); which said joint resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2529) to set apart 
certain lands in the Territory of Arizona as a public park, to be 
known as the Petrified Forest National Park, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 296); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8326) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for 
the payment of all claims presented on behalf of churches, schools, 
libraries, hospitals, and establishments conducted for the benefit 
of churches, or for charitable purposes, arising from the occu- 
pation and use of the buildings, grounds, and other property of 
various kinds occupied, used, taken away, injured, consumed, or 
destroyed by the United States or its Army during the civil war, 
or for its benefit in any way, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 282); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7287) 
to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama Railroad Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Tombigbee River be- 
tween the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, Ala., in section 7, 
township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephens meridian, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 283); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL. from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1924) authorizing 
the recorder of the General Land Office to issue certified copies of 
patents, records, books, and papers, reported the same withont 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 284); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 


Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 833) 
for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, United States Revennue- 
Cutter Service (retired), reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 226); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 744) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Stephen Gascoigne, reported the | 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 227); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 745) granting a pension to John Swenson, 
—— the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 228); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the Senate (S. 930) granting an increase of pensio: 
Ferdinand Wiedemann, reported the same without amendn 


| accompanied by a report (No. 229); which said bill and r 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio) 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4365) granti, 
pension to Barney L. Brookins, reported the same with am 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 230); which said bill , 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid ] 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1543) o 
ing an increase of pension to William W. Jackson, reporte 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. : 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Ca!e1 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pension 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 547) granting a) 
crease of pension to Irving W. Coombs, reported the same wit . 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 232); which said })j]] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7682) granting ay 
increase of pension to William H. Howard, reported the sa 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 233); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 471) granting a: 
crease of pension to Silas Meserve, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 234); which said | 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 134) granting 
pension to Wilhelmina Miller, reported the same with amend) 
accompanied by a report (No. 235); which said bill ani 1 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensi: 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1491) granti: 
increase of pension to James A. Hoover, reported the same \ 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 236); which ; 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 929) grant 
increase of pension to Charles Stermer, reported the same w 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 237); which sa 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refer 
bill of the House (H. R. 5699) granting an increase of pen 
James P. Johnson, reported the same with amendment, « 
panied by a report (No. 238); which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1334) grant 
pension to Amy C. Bosworthy, reported the same with ame1 
accompanied by a report (No. 239); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pe 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 182) grantir 
crease of pension to Charles F. Holt, reported the same \ 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 240); which sa 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4457) = 


an increase of pension to Mary E. Meldrum, reported t! 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 241); whi 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1826) grant 
increase of pension to Mary E. Cutts, reported the same v 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 242); which 


| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4045) gran! 


| pension to Minnie Gusler, reported the same with amen: 


accompanied by a report (No. 243); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ee 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid ! 


| sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1429) ©" a" 


ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. Paquin, reporte’ 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal: 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pens. 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1335) granting 
crease of pension to Calvin Daws, reported the same wit)" 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 245); which said ' 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, '° 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8815) grau''"s 














an increase of pension to Hester E. Mooney, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 246); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘ons, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1437) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clarence E. Bullard, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 247); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 959) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew C. Ranard, reported the same without amendment. accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 248); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4276) granting an increase of pension to 
H. E. Burritt, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by areport (No. 249); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1259) granting an 


increase of pension to Jolin M. Stanyan, reported the same with- | 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 250); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1402) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Paul, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 251); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3037) granting a 


pension to William Bieber, reported the same with amendment, | 


accompanied by a report (No. 252); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 814) granting a pen- | 


sion to Mamie Thayer, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 253); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1487) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to D. T. Drake, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 254); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2183) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph A. Soule, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 255); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1497) granting 
an increase of pension to Dana Cook, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 256); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 821) granting an in- 
crease of pension to W. Neil Dennison, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 257); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5199) granting a 


pension to Tracy M. Johnson, reported the same with amendment, | 


or 


accompanied by a report (No. 258); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 847) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. Beveridge, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 259); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2923) granting 
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ing an increase of pension to George W. McMullen, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 263); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8187) granting 
an increase of pension to George Jeffrey. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 264); which said bil 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 898) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B. Carter, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 265); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 681) granting an 
increase of pension to Ella P. Kerstetter. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 266); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4114) grantingan 
increase of pension to Robert Carns, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 267); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4251) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Hinkle, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 268); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 587) granting an 
increase of pension to Anson P. Williamson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 269); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 484) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy S. Marsh, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 270); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 565) granting an 


| increase of pension to James E. Barnard, reported the same with- 


»~ 


1); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2111) granting a 
pension to Henry D. Tousley, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 272); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Olive 
J. Bailey, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 273); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 473) granting an increase of pension to 

3yron D. Babcock, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 274); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4325) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Amer Sills, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 275); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3298) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Pennock, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 276); which said bill and report 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. ‘ 


~é 


~ 


| were referred to the Private Calendar. 


an increase of pension to John G. Fairchild, reported the same | 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 260); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 865) granting an 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. ‘ 


increase of pension to Charles C. Chase, reported the same with | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 261); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 798) granting an in- 


Crease of pension to James A. Templeton, reported the same with- | 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 262); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 589) grant- | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1316) granting an 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6036) granting 
an increase of pension to John Shafer, reported the same with 
277); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6701) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Reeds, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 278); which said bill 


| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5634) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert L. Miles, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 279); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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increase of pension to George W. 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


same with 
which said bill 


Day, reported the 
280): 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3032) granting 
an increase of pension to William Pittenger, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 281); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8743) for the relief of 
Thomas W. Higgins, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 285); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4944) for the relief of 
Sarah A. Clapp, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by areport (No. 286); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1009) for the relief of 
Isaac Davenport and others, citizens of Virginia, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 287); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1696) for the relief of 

the Methodist Church South, at Newhaven, Ky., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 288); which 
said billand report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9261) for the relief of 
Gallatly, Hankey & Co., reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 289); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8411) for the relief of John 
A. Meroney, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 290); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DENNY, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8748) for the relief of 
Serenus Kilbourne, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 291); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9548) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 293); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 2305, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill (H. R. 9675) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Joseph H. Maddox, deceased, accompanied ‘by a report (No. 295); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff and her 
five children—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting an increase of pension to Corinne 
Tolman—Committee on Invalid Pension discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7826) granting an increase of pension to Wiley H. 
Jackson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 9458) granting an increase of pension to Martha A. | 


Harper—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 195) granting 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 

Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1623) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Reed—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


a pension to Michael J. Landy— | 


| to the Committee on Public Buildings 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9635) to consolidate the duties of ' 





certain staff departments of the Army, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. MCGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 9636) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through 
Indian lands—to the Committee on Indian a S. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 9637) to provide for the 
improvement of the road between Baxter ccinet Kans., and the 
Baxter Springs (Kans.) National Cemetery—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 9638) to adjust the rank and 
pay of certain officers of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9639) to purchase a painting of the several 
ships of the United States Navy, known as the ‘‘ Squadron of Eyo- 
lution ’’ and entitled ** Peace ’’—to the Committee on the Library, 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 9640) to amend an act granting 
to the Keokuk and Hamilton Water Power Company right to con- 
struct and maintain a dam, and so forth, approved February 8, 
eae the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 9641) to increase and fix the 
compensation of the appraisers of merclrandise at the port of New 
York, State of New York—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 9642) to provide for 
the contest of elections in the Territory of Hawaii—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9643) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act 
duly enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, to au- 
thorize and provide for the maintenance and supply of fuel and 
illuminating gas and its by-products in Honolulu—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9644) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Honoluln, island 
of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9645) providing for the construction of a 

vessel of the first class for the Revenue-Cutter Service, to be sta- 
tioned with headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9646) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Hilo, island of 
Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9647) to provide a 
site and erect a public building at Troy, Ala.—to the Committe 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9648) to amend the first section of an act 
providing that the circuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial 
circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said 
court annually in the city of Montgomery, in the State of Ala- 


bama, approved January 30, 1903—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9649) to provide a site and erect a publ 


building at Greenville, Ala.—to the Committee on Publ 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9650) for 
the improvement of New River, North Carolina—to the Commit- 
tee,on Rivers and Harbors. 

3y Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9651) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the 
public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees 
purchase money, and commissions paid on void entries of pub! 
lands *’—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 9652) to establish in the Depa 
ment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau of 
Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the imp 
ment of such highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. METC ALF: A bill (H. R. 9653) to appoint an addi 
tional district judge for the northern judicial district of Cal 
nia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 9654) to provide for site and 
public building at Meadville, Pa.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9655 
authorize and direct the Secretary of War to cause a survey t 
made of Big Swift Creek, Craven County, N. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 9656) for the erection of 4 
Federal building for the United States courts at Texarkana, Te. 
;and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9657) fora topogr: uphic and geologic survey 


ic Build- 


of the iron-ore region of northeast Texas—to the Committee on 


Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 9658) to provide for the 
drawal, free of duty under bond, for incorporated institutions 
established for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, oT 
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literary purposes, of articles and materials exhibited at the Louisi- 
ani . Purchase Exposition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


vy Mr. NEEDH AM: A bill (H. R. 9659) to divide the State of 
Pa ‘fornia into three judicial districts—to the Committee on the 
_— a ; 
“KEH( YE: A bill (H. R. 9660) for the construction of a 
lock o~ dam in the Ohio River, below mouth of Big Sandy 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 9661) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase an additional site for pub- 
lic building at George town, 8. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 9662) to establish four permanent 
military camp grounds, in the vicinity of Fort Sam ara Tex 
Camp Douglas, Wis.; in the Conew: ago Valley, Pennsylvania, and 
at r near Nacimiento Ranch, California—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9663) to provide 
for an additional judge of the district court of the United States 
for the eastern district of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on the 
Judic iary. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. 
of a public building at the cit y of Aiken, S. C.—to the Committee 

1 Public Buildings and Grounds. 

yn a bill (H. R. 9665) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Beaufort, 8. C.—to the Committee on Pub- 
ms suildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 9666) to provide allot- 
ments to Indians on White Earth Reservation, in Minnesota—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9667) to ainend chapter 109, approved Jan- | 


uary 30, 1897, relating to the sale of intoxicating drinks to Indians, 
providing penalties therefor, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9668) to 
provide suitable medals for the officers and crew of the United 
States vessel of war Kearsarge—to the Committee on Naval 
+ Lil's. 

iy Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 9669) to prevent the adultera- 
tion of blue grass, orchard grass, and clover seed—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9670) for the extension of 
Wyoming avenue to Twenty-third street west—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 9671) for the erection of a Federal 
jail at Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 9672) to amend section 5480, 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
= iary. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 9673) to provide for a macadam- 
ized approach and roadway to the national cemetery at Little 
Rock, Ark., and fora suitable wall or iron fence around said ceme- 
tery, and other improvements therein—to the Committee on Mili- 
— Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 9674) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to inquire into the past 
and present condition of the American merchant marine, espe- 
cially into its relation to promotion of the commerce and increase 
of the foreign trade of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 9676) to confirm a lease made 


by the Seneca Nation of New York Indians for mining purposes— | 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 76) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for a life- 
size statue of Gen. He nry Leavenworth, at Leavenworth, Kans.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) for the 
resurvey of the waterway between Jefferson, Tex., and Shreve- 


port, La., and for asc ertainment of probable cost of digging out 
falls below Little Pass and of improving channel from mouth of 
Little Pass to stream proper below the falls—to the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. MINOR: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 78) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey and exam- 
ination to be made of the harbor at Oconto, Wis.. with a view 
to securing a depth of 18 feet of water, and the necessity for pro- 
viding an interior basin at the mouth of the river—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) for the tran<portation 
ot Porto Rican teachers to the United States and return—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. LOUD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 30) author- 
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%. 9664) to provide for the erection | 


| the findings of the C 


| O’Hagan—to the Committee on Invalid Ps 
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izing the Secretary of War to cause survey to be made near Rogers 
City, Presque Isle County, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A concurrent resolution (H. ¢ 
29) providing foi survey of Little River, 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A resolution (H. Res. 135) calling on the 
Secretary of War for certain information—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A resolution (H. Res. 136) requiring 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to report on a system of 
labor insurance—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 137) 
defining the word ‘‘ days’’ when leave to print is granted by the 
House—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A resolution (H. Res. 138) providing for 
Committee on the Territories—to the Com- 


’. Res. 
South Carolina—to the 


mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Memorial of the legislature of the 
Territory of Hawaii, asking for the amendment of n 44 of 
the act to provide a government for said Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the Territory of 
asking legislation for the deepening of Honolulu Harbor 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
against legislation for retransporting of lepers to the island of 
Molokai—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial from the legislature of Hawaii, asking for state- 
hood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
asking for gppropriation of $250,000 for benefit of department of 
education in the said Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, 


secti 


Hawaii, 
to the 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill (H. R. 


9675) for the relief of the legal repre sentatives of Joseph H. Mad- 
dox, deceased, in lieu of H. R. 2305—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 9677) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Wise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9678) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $679) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Gaston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $680) granting an increase of pension to Gil- 
bert L. Eberhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9681) granting an increase of pension to 
George Castor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Philip Loney—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 9683) granting a pension to 
Henry Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to 
Anna L. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9685) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9586) granting an increase of pension t 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9687) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander S. Hempstead and giving him the rank of major from 
July 30, 1864—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9688) granting an increase of pension to A 
Pindell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9689) for the relief of Robert W. 
First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9690) to carry into effect 

ourt of Claims in the matter of the claim of 
Hardin P. Cochrane, Louisa Cochrane, and William G. Coch- 
rane—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9691) for the relief of 
jr., administrator of Thomas J. Naugher, 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension 


Og ors in 
JOS.) granting 


Is 


»C. H. 


.C, 


Caldwell, 
Artillery—to the Com- 


Thomas J. Naugher, 


deceased—to the Com- 


to James 
‘nsions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9693) granting an incr: 
liam W. Wharton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9994) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark N. Luce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


mto Wil- 


ase O[ pens 
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By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Frank M. Spears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 
Henry S. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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field, of Fairmont, Marion County, W. Va.—to the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions. 


. . . . j 
9696) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9697) granting an increase of pension to | 


Reuben Nightingale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 9698) granting a pension to John 
J. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9699) granting a pension to W. J. Cleveland— | Harrison C. Dunham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


| 
| 


Also,a bill (H. R. 9700) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 9701) granting an increase of pension to T. B. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9702) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 


rick H. Hurley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9703) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles E. Tipton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
5100S. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9704) to authorize the President to appoint 
Maj. Gen. John R. Brooke to the grade of Lieutenant-General in 
the United States Army and place him on the retired list—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill 
of Alvin F. Clark-—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 9706) granting an honorable 
discharge to John P. Webber—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9707) granting a pension to Sarah A. Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 9708) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of those civilian emplgyees of the 


William W. Newton— 
(H. R. 9705) to correct the muster 


Government who were killed by the explosion of gunpowder and | 


13-inch shell at the United States naval magazine 
New York—to the Committee on Claims. 


, Jona Island, 


Louis De Witt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9710) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: 
Henry Arnold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9712) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Titus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9713) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9714) to pay $110 attorney’s fees to 
Trogdon, . Paris, 01l1.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 9715) granting a pension to 
Mary Gembe —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 9716) for the relief of Charles 
E. Danner & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 9717) granting an increase of 
— to Frederick R. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of Patrick 
Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9719) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Darling—to the Committe © on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9720) granting a pension to Nehemiah 
Gunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9721) granting a 
Janes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9722) granting a pension to Robert Ken- 
nish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9723) to correct the military record of James 
M. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 9724) granting an increase 
of pension to William O. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9725) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
lison M. Munn—to the Committee on Inv a Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 972 
to John McEliece—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A. Y. 


A bill (H. R. 9711) for the relief of | William A. Henderson—to the 


By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 9732) for the relief of Adoe- 
laide E. Grant and Alice Adelaide Grant—to the Committee 
Claims. 

3y Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9733) granting an increase of 
pension to Milo W. Seeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9734) granting an increase of pension t 


on 


By Mr. EMERICH: A bill (H. R. 9735) granting an increase of 
pension to Harry Bachrach—to the Committee on Invalid | 
51008. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9736) to remove the charge of dese1 
against Patrick Cassidy—to the Committee on Military Affa 


By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 9737) granting an increase of | 
sion to Electa FE. Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 9738) granting a pensi to 


Rebecca Simpson—to the Committee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9739) granting 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9740) granting an increase of pensio1 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9741) granting an increase of pensi 
Sarah E. Dale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 9742 
lief of John H. Fralick—to the Committee on ( ‘laims, 

Also. a bill (H. R. 9743) to remove the charge of desertion fr 
the military record of Gilbert Moore—to the Committee on 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9741) granting an honorable discharg 
Charles J. Chatfield, jr., deceased—to the Committee on Milit 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: 


on Invalid Pensions. 
a pension to Lizzie M. \ 


) for +} 


m 


A bill (H. R. 


45) granting 


| crease of pension to Ida J. Peixotto—to the Committee ou Pen 
| sions, 


By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 9709) granting a pension to | 


| Thomas E. 


By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9746) granting a pensi:n to 
James F. Mace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9747) granting a pension to Thomas L. Hol 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 9748) granting an increase of pensio' 
Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9749) for the relief of D. C. Cunningha 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9750) to correct the military record o! 
A. Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 9751) to correct the military record of Thomas 
McKee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 9752) for the relief of 
Streeter—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pens 


Sarah J. ae to the ¢ neaities on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 9754) for the relief of the | 


| Baptist Church, of Springfield, Mo.—to the Committee on War 
| Claims. 


pension to Ashbell G. F. | 


| Mary J 


) granting a pension 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9727) granting a pension to Palmetto Dod- 


son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 9728) to extend for ten years | 
from May 1, 1905, United States patent No. 381972, granted to 
George W. Tooker—to the Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 9755) granting an i: 
of pension to N. B. Meade—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 

, Also, a bill (H. R. 9756) granting an increase of pension to «Jess 
T. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9757) granting an increase of pension to 1 
M. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9758) for the relief of the heirs of G: 
McGhehey for services rendered as mail contractor—to t! 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9759) for the relief of James H. 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 9760) granting a pen 
ane Crane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 9761) granting an increase of pension t 
liam Nolan—to the Committee on Pensions. ie 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 9762) for the relief of Da: I 
Shirk—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 9763) granting an increase 
sion to George Beckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pe1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9764) granting an increase of pe! 
George W. Haney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensie! 

By “Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 9765) placing the nai 
R. Mann, of Salyersville, Ky., on the muster rolls of th: 
States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9766) granting an increase of pension t 


Wil 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 9729) granting an increase of | J. McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
eee to Frank W. 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9730) granting a pension to Adam Minear— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9781) for the relief of Thornton A. Merri- 


Fretwell—to the Committee on Invalid 





Also, a bill (H. R. 9767) granting a pension to Jasper r W! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 9768) granting an increas 
sion to Samuel E, Cormany—to the Committee on Inv ali 
sions, 











1904. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9769) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Pershing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9770) for 
the relief of the heirs of William Hunt, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9771) grant- 
jing an increase of pension to Mary E. Weaver—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso,a bill (H. R. 9772) granting an increase of pension to Z. T. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9773) granting an increase of pension to 
solom Shiltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9774) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Prince—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9775) granting an increase of 
pension to Anna 8. Christopherson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Yensions. 
by Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H.R. 9776) for the relief of Michael 

Ryan, son and administrator de bonus non of John S. Ryan, 
ased, or to his legal representative—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


> 
By 


A 





1 
} 
i 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9804) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Oren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9805) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan E. Armitage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9806) to quiet the titles of certain lands in 
the State of Mississippi, and for the relief of the estate of Eli 
Ayers, deceased—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H.R. 9807) granting an increase of 





| pension to Hugh 8S. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9808) for the relief of laborersand mechanics 
injured, and the families of those killed, while employed at navy- 
yards or naval stations, through negligence on the part of other 
persons in the service of the United States—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9809) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James E. Speake—to the Committee on In- 


| valid Pensions. 


Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9777) granting | 


to the city of Port Angeles, State of Washington, for park pur- | 


poses, certain portions of the Government reserve in said city— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9778) granting a pension to Lauriston W. 
Adkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 9779) granting an increase of 


pension to Louisa Jane Simon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9780) for the relief of Robert Galbreath—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9781) for the relief of Silas Maggard—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 9782) to correct the military 
record of L. L. Bedell, alias Latero Degroat—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 9783) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
H. Poe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9784) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom B. Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R..9785) granting an increase of 
pension to Philip Bessor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 9786) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 9787) granting an increase of 
pension to William Bargy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9788) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9789) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 9790) granting a pension to Ada 
L. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Clay- 
pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9792) granting a pension to 
Fanny Tracy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9810) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9811) granting a pension to Felix Hendrick- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9812) to increase the 
pension of Henry N. McLane—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 9813) granting an increase of 
pension to William Lukens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9814) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim M. Boltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9815) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim O. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9816) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9817) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9818) granting a pension to Lucetta C. Graf- 


| fius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 9793) toremove the charge | 


of desertion against Edwin F.. Vinton—tothe Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9794) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert . McCurdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 9795) for the relief of Jacob 
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 9796) granting an increase 
_ pension to William Berkley—to the Committee on Invalid 
-ensions, 


By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 9797) granting an increase of pen- 





sion to Thomas Langridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9798) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac W. Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 9799) to remove charge of 


desertion from military record of John Dorsey—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 9800) to pay James Caniff $5,000 for personal 
ee erent in service of the United States—to the Commit- 
ee on Claims. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 9802) granting an increase 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9819) granting a pension to Silas W. Rank— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 9820) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Vint Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 9821) for the relief of the 
estate of William Johnson, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9822) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin 
Bolton, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9823) to pension William R. Miller—to the 
Comunittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9824) granting a pension to William Hayes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9825) to 
authorize the President to appoint John J. Washburn assistant 
quartermaster with rank of captain and to place him on the 
retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 9826) granting an increase of 
pension to George H. Knight—to the Commitee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

3y Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9827) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Wil- 
liam Viers Bouic, acdiministrator of the estate of Elijah Thompson, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9828) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Allen Nelson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9829) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen J. Saddler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. REID: A bfil (H. R. 9830) for the relief of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Clarksville, Johnson County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9831) for the relief of certain Arkansas sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 9832) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin M. Alden—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 9833) granting a pension to Adda 


| Tubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9801) granting a pension to Jane McNeil— 


By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 9834) granting an increase of 


| pension to Elizabeth McL. Haughey—to the Committee on Inva- 
| lid Pensions. 


of pension to Edwin K. Lamson—to the Committee on Invalid | 


ensions, S 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9803) granting an increase of pension to | 


George Hutchings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 9835) to pension Maggie E. 
Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9836) granting a pension to Henry T. Ma- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9837) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Archibald Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9838) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Jasper—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9839) granting an increase of pension to J. 
Kemp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9840) granting a pension to Enoch Kessin- 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9841) granting a pension to Lloyd Clark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9842) for the relief of David L. Terry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


A. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9843) for the relief of James | 


Clark Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 9844) granting an 


increase of pension to James H. Parks—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 9845) granting a pension to 
Celia Spitsnale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 9846) granting a pension to 
Mary Kirk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 9847) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Julia Adele Bainbridge-Hoff—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 9848) granting a pension to 
Rebecca J. H. Rupe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9849) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Grose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





| 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9850) to carry | 


into effect the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of 
the claim of Mrs. Harriett Miles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9851) for the relief of William T. Ratliff, 
administrator of the estate of Sarah G. Clark, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9852) for the relief of Harriett Miles—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
trator of estate of Ann Lum, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

3y Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 9854) granting a pension 
to Rosa Lee Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9855) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert M. Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9856) for the relief of E. C. Hatch—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9857) for the relief of Sophia M. Pettit—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BADGER: Resolution of Franklin Lodge, No. 628, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Columbus, Ohio, in favor 
of bills H. R. 89 and 7040, to limit the meaning of the word ‘“‘ con- 
spiracy,’’ etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of J. M. Wells Post, No. 451, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Ohio, favoring passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Papers to accompany bill to carry into 
effect the findings of the Court of Claims in claim of Hardin P, 
Cochrane et al—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Thomas J, 
Naugher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange. favoring arbitration treaties between United States 
and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. BISHOP: Resolution of N. H. Ferry Post, No. 3, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, and Murray 
Post, No. 168, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Mich- 


| igan, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Merchants 
and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, indorsing pro- 
posed post-check currency bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Milwaukee, favoring the reorganization of the consular 
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Industrial and Mercantile 
Association, indorsing the establishment of a naval training 
station on the shores of Lake Michigan within the State of Wis- 


| consin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Bates Post, No. 58, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Maine, favoring passage of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Western Retail 
Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, suggesting an amend- 


| ment to Senate bill 1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9853) for the relief of E. L. Brien, adminis- | 


Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Henry Arnold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Sons of Herman and 101 
similar associations of German-Americans, protesting against the 
enactment of legislation to subject articles of commerce in the 


| original packages to State sumptuary legislation—to the Commit- 


tee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of A. Y. Trogdon, of Paris, [ll., for payment of 


| certain pension claims—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9858) for the relief of Mary A. Coleman—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9859) for the relief of the heirs of Moses | 


Cunningham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9860) granting an increase of 
vension to Augustus Colvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10nS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9861) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Horning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Mary Yaw—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 9863) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H, R. 9864) to remove the charge | 


of desertion from the military record of Willett Pierce and grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9865) granting an honorable discharge to 
Dewitt C. Robbins—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to George Castor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to grant an increase of pension 
to Gilbert L. Everhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadelphia 
Maritime Exchange, favoring arbitration treaties between the 
United States and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Thomas W. Alexander and 68 
others, fishermen of Orrs Island, Maine, for legislation to prevent 
the destruction of edible ocean fish by schools of dogfish, etc.—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


! 





Also, petition and statement asking for an increase of pension 
to James W. Hudson; also, petition asking for an increase of 
pension to Daniel Titus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. L. Schaffer, remonstrating against legisla- 
tion for establishing a parcels post—to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the State Federation of Labor of California, 
praying that the people of Colorado may be granted the protection 
of the Federal Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post, No. 457, Coggon, Iowa; Grand Army of the Republic Post, 
No. 467, Liscomb, Iowa; Grand Army of the Republic Post, No 
261, Dysart, Iowa; Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 1 
Clarence, lowa, and Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 3 
Reinbeck, Iowa, favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of J. G. Safley Post, No. 125, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of lowa; Dennison Post, No. 244, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, and West Branch 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Lowa, favoring 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Clement Brown and other res!- 
dents of the District of Columbia, protesting against a railroad on 
M street NW.—to the Committee on the District of Colum)ia. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of Greenleaf Post, No, 154, Gra id 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, urging the passage 
of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. Ae 

Also, petition of soldiers and sailors of the National Military 
Home, Kansas, in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 7878, granting 
pensions to officers and enlisted men of the military and nava 
service of the United States, etc.—to the Committee on Inva! 
Pensions. s 

Also, resolution of certain settlers of the Indian Pasture Re: 
serve No, 5, Comanche County, Okla., asking for the openins °° 
the lands within said pasture to settlement under the homesteae 
laws—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


the 


Nh 


=~ 
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a e of ee the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Ry Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring arbitration treaties between the United States 


- ign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolutionsof A. E. Welch Post, 
Gu ey \rmy of the Republic, 


( Kinley Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Cannon Falls, 
Minn., urging passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee 
01 lid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of independent tobacco manufac- 


{ rs, against bills H. R. 6 and 97, relating to tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. DRISCOLL: Resolution of Knowlton Post, No. 160, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, favor- 
ing passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


y Mr. DOVENER: Petition of Thornton A. Merrifield, for an | John M. Barrere Post, Grand Army of the Republic 


Red Wing, Minn., = resolutions | 








No. 205 

| Hillsboro, Ohio; L. W. Frazier Post, Grand Army of the Repub- 

lic, No. 271, Bethel, Ohio; Lewis Post, Grand Army of the Re- 

public, No. 347, of Xenia, Ohio, and Zeno H. Scott Px Grand 

Army of the Republic, No. 479, Moscow, Ohio, urging p ice of 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolution of Captain A. F. Knight Pest. No. 
460, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Tlinois, favoring 
passage of as ‘rvice-pension bill to the Committee « n Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of merchants ar nd business men of 
Rico, Dolores Cou nty, Colo., against the passage of the parcels- 
post en the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Post No. 35, Grand y bomen the Rept ablic 
Dagastenent of Colorado and Wyoming, and of Post No. 106, 


Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Colorado and Wyo- 
ming, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Resolution of Chamber of Com- 

merce, Honolulu, Hawaii, asking that foreign vessels be permitted 

| to carry passengers to and from Honolulu and Pacific « -to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

Also, petition of Builders and Traders’ Exchange of Honolulu, 

Hawaii, for dredging Honolulu Harbor, a breakwater at Hilo, 


Also, petition of Cary W. Miner Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Departme mt of New York, and petition of citizens of 
Georgetown, N. Y., urging passage of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Manlius, N. Y., demanding | 
a parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 
Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to 
El. cta E. Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of I. W. Earll Post, of Colley, Wis., Grand 
Army of the Republic, urging passage of service-pension bill—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. |! 
ing a pension to Mary A. Sands—to the C 
Pensi 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petitions of the citizens of Moscow, Idaho, 
and of citizens of Bonners Ferry, Idaho, against the parcels-post 


Committee on Invalid 


ms. 


bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Somonauk, Il, in 


opposition to parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, affidavits to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah E. Dale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Rebecca 
Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to William W. Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7719, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hiram B. Cozine—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6592, granting an increase of 


pension to Sarah C. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 7382, granting a pension 
to Ellen A. Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Lizzie M. 
Worster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of Tom Talbot Post, No 
143, Grand Army of the Republic, of Somerset, Ohio, and of R. 
Marshall Post, No. 684, of South Perry, Ohio, in favor of the pas- 
sage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolutions of Interlake Yachting Association of Ohio, in 
favor of establishment of a naval training station on Lake Erie— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
James A. Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of Carter Post, No. 96, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Union, Mich., favoring passage of a serv- 
ice pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. HASKINS: Petition of the Universalist Church, Wood- 
stock, Vt., asking the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of C. L. Alexander and others 
of Evansville, Ind., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Boon Post, No, 202, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Indiana, and A. O. Buchanan Post, No. 
“6, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, favor- 


ing passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
-ensic ms, 


By Mr 
Bay, 


. HERMANN: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce, Coos 
Oreg., for survey and estimate for enlarged project for im- 
proved nz \vigation at entrance and inner bay—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

by Mr. HILDEBRANT: Resolutions of Kilpatrick Post, Grand 
Army of the Re public, No. 189, of Goshen, Ohio; Carr B. White 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 282, Georgetown, Ohio; 


ad 


XXXVUI——44 


8354, grant- | 


etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Bar Association of Honolulu, Hawaii, sug- 
gesting an amendment to the act providing a government for the 
Territory of Hawaii, increasing the number of justices for the 
supreme court from three to five—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce, 
against passage of Senate bill 289—to the 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany House bill to increase 


Honolulu, 
Committ 


Hawaii, 
eon Insular 


| the pension of George W. Blanchard—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill granting increase of pen- 
sion to William Bargy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of citizens of Gre 
in support of bill H. R. 3574—to the ¢ 
Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Phil Kearny Post, Grat 
of the Republic, Oskaloosa, lowa; Townsend Post. Grand Army of 
the Republic, Bloomfield, Iowa; What Cheer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, What Cheer, Iowa; and Eldon Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Eldon, Iowa, favoring passage of service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Papers to accompany bill granting an incr 
of pension to William Berkley—to the Committ 
sions. 

By Mr. LINDS AY: Resolutions of Harry Lee Post, No. 21 
Mansfield Post, No. 35, and of Abel Smith-First Long Island Post, 
No, 435, of Brooklyn, N. Y., Grand Army of the Republic. favor- 
ing the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Boston Chamber of Commercs 
favor of continuing the rebate of duty on bituminous coal 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: 
No. 10, Grand Army of the Republic, 
ing passage of a 
valid Pensions. 

Also, letter of Prof. Harry Snyder, of the University of Minne- 
sota, and an article on the work of the Division of Soils of the 
Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


nup County. Ky., 
sYommittee on Ways and 


1d Army 


ase 


-on Invalid Pen- 


: of 


>in 
to the 


Resolution of Sully Post, 
Blue Earth, Minn., favor- 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 


By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of W. H. Cox and other citi- 
zens and business men of Fairmount, N. Dak., in opposition to 


the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of pastors of Presbyterian, Baptist, and Metho- 
dist Episcopal churches of Langdon, N. Dak., for investigation of 
charges against Senator Smoot; in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bills 
and the McCumber bill; in favor of the Gillett bill, the Allen bill, 
and for amendment of Lewis and Clark Exposition bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


3y Mr. MARTIN: Petition of the citizens of Spearfish, S. Dak., 
in favor of the McCumber bill and the Hepburn-Dolliver bills—to 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Speaks—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition of heirs of Caroline Hin- 
yard, praying reference of war claim to Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 
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Henry N. McLane, of Maryville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill to pension Wil- 
liam: Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of William John- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Benjamin 
Bolton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Julia Gailey, heir, praying reference of claim 
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Al petition of W. S. Fogg, praying reference of claim of 
the estate of D. C. Kimbrough, deceased, to Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change. favoring arbitration treaties between United States and 
foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. POWERS of Maine: Petition of Charles K. Fulton and 
others, asking for removal of charge of desertion in case of Allen 
G. Nelson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Stephen J. Saddler, asking for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: 


,IS0 


Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petitionof J. H. Renfroe and 39 other citizens 
of Fredericktown, Mo., against the army canteen and sale of 
liquor in Government buildings, etc.—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin M. Alden—to the Commitiee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of W.T. Fo:ter and 68 
other citizens of Kendallville, Ind., in opposition to the parcels- 
post biil—to the Commiitee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Memorial of independent tobacco manufactur- 
ers, against passage of bills H. R. 6 and 97, amending section 3394 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, urging a continuance of the improvement of the channels 
in the harbor of the Brooklyn water front—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolutions of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 


relative to the inspection of grain at terminal points by the Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on Interstate and Forcign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: Petition of citizens of Little River, 
S. C., fora survey of Little River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

3y Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of the Western Retail Implement 
and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, against passage of Senate bill 
1261—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
against the supervision of inspection of grain at terminal mar- 
kets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to James A. Kemp—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Charles H. 
Jasper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Lloyd 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of David L. Terry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers granting an increase of pension to Peter P. Rob- 
erts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1848—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7507—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Eliza Ferguson, asking for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolutions of A. Linnabary Post, No. 621; 
Hiram Loudon Post, No. 155; Theodore G. Marchant Post, No. 
683, and Weiser Post. No. 98, Grand Army of the Repubiic, De- 
partment of Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Celia Spitsnale, of Dupont, Ohio, asking for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of citizens of Lyle, Minn., and of 
citizens of Mower County, Minn., against the passage of the par- 
cels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, memorial of residents of Lake City, Minn., for the per- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Also, papers to accompany a bill to increase the pension of 


Petition of citizens of Rockport, I1., protest- 
ing against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- | 


manent improvement of the upper Mississippi River between ' 









JANUARY 1° 


3) 
) 
’ 


St. Anthonys Falls and the mouth of the Ohio River—to | 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of J. B. Harvey 
and others, favoring the improvement of Swift Creek, Nurti 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Papers to accompany bill for the reli, 
Irene E. Johnson, administratrix of the estate of Leo L. Joh 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADE: Petitions of members of the German Met} 
Episcopal Church of Victor, Iowa. and of the Baptist Young Peo- 
ple’s Union of Clinton, Iowa, in favor of the McCumber and 
Hepburn-Dolliver bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of Templeton committee and 
Margarita committee, of Templeton and Santa Margarita, ‘ 
requesting an examination of Nacimiento and other sites 
permanent military camp on the Pacific coast—to the Com: 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 3533, granting an in 
of pension to Capt. R. H. Mcllroy—to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 








SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 138, 1904, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Harr. 

The Secretary pre weeded to read the Journal of yesterd L\ 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. PENROSE, and by una 
consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand 
proved. 


RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitti: 
response to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement of 
ings rented for the use of the several bureaus under the Depart 
ment of the Interior in the District of Columbia and the $ 
and Territories; which was referred to the Committee on Pu 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pas: 
a bill (H. R. 9866) making appropriations for clearing the Poto 
mac River of ice, and for the removal of snow and ice 
District of Columbia; in which it requested the concurrence 
Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of t) 
Verein of Grand Rapids; of the Schwaben Verein of Gra 
Rapids; of the Germania Aid Society, of Grand Rapids, an 
Germania Club, of Saginaw, all in the State of Michigan: 
German-American Executive Board of the German-An 
Alliance of Ohio; of Lodge No. 27, of Marion; of the Gen 
Sick Relief Society, of Youngstown; of Lodge No. 41, of N: 
of the Goethe Lodge, of Youngstown; of the German Bet 
Society, of Newark; of the German Beneficial Society, of P 
mouth; of the Singing Society of Chillicothe; of Lodge No. |* 
Tiffin; of the Maennerchor of Youngstown; of the Kesser bo 
lent Association, of Toledo; of the Beneficial Society of 5) 
field, and of the Arbeiter Saengerbund, of Toledo, all in the >t 
of Ohio; of Lodge No, 113, of St. Killian; of the Harmonic ‘ 
Appleton; of the Germania Maennerchor, of Fond du Lac; « 
German Soldier Aid Society, of La Crosse; of the Frohsinn > 
Society,of La Crosse; of the German Veteran Society,of Gree! 
all in the State of Wisconsin; of the St. John’s Society, of A 
of Victoria Lodge, No. 455, of Albany; of the Maenner Qua 
Singing Society, of Albany: of the German Young Men's ‘ 
Union, of Albany; of Court Schiller Lodge, No. 373, of Tro) 
German-American Society of Rochester; of the Turn V: 
Troy; of the St. Anthony Society of Albany; of the Deutscher ! 
of Utica; of the Caecilia Singing Society, of Albany; of the © 
Benevolent Society, of Clarkstown; of the German Legal A 
sociation, of Brooklyn; of the Baden Sick Aid Association, 0! | 
of the German Veteran Society, of Troy; of the Rhein P! 
Benevolent Association, of Buffalo; of the John Hahn 
Order, of Utica; of Lodge No. 15, of Albany; of the Ba 
Volks Verein, of Albany; of the Singing Society, Saeng 
Harmonia, of Albany; of Lodge No. 1778, of Buffalo 
Deutscher Soldaten Bund, of Buffalo; of the Maenner 
Buffalo; of the German-American Benevolent Society, of ! . 
of the Swiss Maennerchor, of Rochester; of the Bavarien Sacise"” 


| 
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bund, of Rochester; of the Inspector Brasig Benevolent Associa- 
ciation, of Buffalo; of the German Reading Socie ty. of Utica; of 
. Germania Industrial and Mutual Assistance Association. of 
Ttica: of the St. Joseph’s Society, of Troy; of Lodge No. 2993, of 
Troy; of the Turn Verein of Schenectady; of the Turn Verein of 
any: of the Cascaskia Tribe, No. 63, of Buffalo: of Rhein 
Lodge, No. 248, of Troy; of the Germania Turn Verein, of Troy; 
of Legion No. 2, of Buffalo; of the Bavarian Sick Aid Soc iety, of 
No. 4, of Buffalo, all in the State 


Al} 


Utica; of Washington Lodge, 
of New York; of Arminius Lodge, No. 14, of Henderson: of Steuben 
Lodge, No, 23, of Minneapolis; of the Order of Hermann, Sons of 


Jordan: of Harmonia Lodge, No. 45, of St. Paul: of Harmonia 
Ps . No. 2, of St. Paul; of the Turn Verein of New Ulm; of 
Am vr Lodge, No. 2, of Nas Rome; of the German Society of 
Fairmont; of Lodge No. 12, of Minneapolis; of West St. Paul 
Lodge, No, 24, of St. Paul, and of Lodge No. 32, of Duluth. all in the 
State of Minnesota; of the Concordia Gesang Verein. of Galv 
ton: of the Turn Verein of Dallas: of the Swiss Singing Society, 
of Dallas; of the Arbeiter Verein, of Fredericksburg; of Teutonia 
Lodge, of Dallas: of Lodge No. 209, of Schertz; of ‘Lodge No. 81, 
of Si blime; of Vorwiirts. Lodge, No. 6, of Brenham; of Goethe 
Lodge, No. 18, of Yoakum; of Lodge No. 84, of Armeckeville: of 
t] M vennerchor of Marion: of Paige Lodge, No. 154, of Paige; 
of Ulrich von Hutten Lodge, No. 146, of Austin Hill; of Wade 
Lodge, No, 188, of Wade; of Lodge No. 68, of York Creek: of 
Wunder Lodge, No. 189, of Otta; of Lodge No. 210, of Waldeck: 
of Werder Lodge, No. 80, of San Antonio: of Lodge No. 208, of 
Giddings; of Gloria Lodge, No. 200, of Ledbetter: of Salado Lodge, 
No. 189, of Lookout: of Frohsinn Society, of Dallas; of Lodge No. 
9 of Weimar; of Prairie Lodge, No. 97, of Hockley; of the 
German Christian Mothers’ Society, of Muenster; of the Turn 
Verein of Cat Spring; of Fortima Lodge, No. 119, of Dallas; 
of Lodge No. 29, of Cedar; of Lodge No. 155, of Cistern; of 
Turn Verein of Denison; of the Truck Growers’ Associa- 
tion, of Giddings; of Mozart Lodge, No. 59, of Moulton; of Rio 


Grande Lodge, No. 201, of Del Rio; of the Turn Verein of Muen- 


ster. and of the German St. Mary’s Young Ladies’ Society, of 
Muenster, all in the State of Texas: of Koerner Lodge, No. 466, 
of Chicago; of the Turn Verein of Chicago; of the Turn Verein of 
Ottawa; of the Turn Verein of Decatur: of ay Turn Verein and 
Ma aa rchor of Alton; of Germania Lodge, No. 6, of Rock Island: 
of the Maennerchor of Moline: of Schiller Lodge. No. 1050. of Rock 
ral ind; of the Turn Verein of Mount Olive; of Koerner Lodge, No. 


Chicago: of Lodge No. 457, of Alton: of Lodge No. 188, of 
‘aro: of the Turn Verein of Aurora; of the St. James Aid Soci- 
ety. of Decatur; of the Germania Benevolent Society, of Aurora; of 
the Vorwaerts Turn Verein, of Chicago; of Humboldt Court, No 
45, of Chicago; of the Almira Turn Verein, of Chicago; of Goethe 
Lodge, No, 422, of Chicago; of Lodge No. 15, of Chicago, and of 
the Nordwest Turn Verein, of Chicago, all in the State of Dlinois; 
of Harmonie Lodge, No. 333, of Holyoke; of the Lyra Singing So- 


Chi 


ge 


ciety, of Lawrence; of the Turn Verein of Lawrence; of the Ger- 
mania Turn Verein, of Pittsfield; of Steuben Lodge, No. 227, of 


Vorthamageens of the German-American Citizens’ Association of 

Northampton, and of the Schuetzen Turn Verein of Northampton, 
all i in the State of Massachusetts; of the Court Germania Lodge, 
No. 111, of Los Angeles; of the Schwaben Turn Verein, of Los 
Angeles; of Lodge No. 11, of Sacramento; of the Turn Verein of 
Sacramento; of the Turn Verein of Oakland, and of the Germania 
Turn Verein, of Los Angeles, all in the State of California; of the 
Deutscher Krieger Verein, of Dubuque, of the Turn Verein of 
Davenport; of the German Benevolent Society, of Dubuque; of 
the German Society of Marshalltown; of the Turn Verein of Ida 
Grove; of the Social Turn Verein, of Dubuque; of the Maenner- 
chor of Muscatine: of the Turn Verein of Durant; of the German 
Veterans and Soldiers’ Society, of Denison; of the Turn Verein of 
Sioux City; of the Germania Verein, of Sioux City, and of the 
Germania Maennerchor, of Dubuque, all in the State of Iowa; of 
the C e ordia Society, of Bridgeport; of the German Rifle Com- 
pany, of Ansonia; of the Turn Verein of Waterbury; of Lodge 
No. 340, of New Haven; of the Turn Verein of Waterbury; of the 
Germania Benevolent Society, of Danbury: of the Singing Society 
of New Britain: of the Turn Verein of Derby: of the Rifle Club 
of Hartford, all in the State of Connecticut; the Swiss Benevolent 
So " ty, of Scranton: 


the Leiderkranz, of Lancaster; of the Fritz Reuter Lodge, No. 560, 


the Turn and Schul Verein, of Philadelphia; | 


of Erie; the Nord Deutschen Verein, of Philadelphia: the German- | 


American Alliance. of Reading; the Sick and Death Benefit So- 
ciety, of Philadelphia; the Germania Verein, No. 2, of Philadelphia; 
the Deutscher Harmonie Verein, of Philadelphia; ‘the Turn Verein 
of Johnstown: the General Shafter Beneficial Association, of Phila- 
delphia; the Walhall Beneficial Association, of Philadelphia; of 
Spring Garden Lodge, No. 179, of Philadelphia; the Bavarien Asso- 
ciation of Reading: the Schiller Death Beneficial Society, of Lancas- 
ter; the St. Joseph Roman Catholic Beneficial Society, of Philadel- 


phia; of Beneficial Society No. 1, of Philadelphia; 
Workingmen’s Beneficial Society, of Philadelphia: the Gischler 
Unterstitzungs Verein, of Philadelphia: the Germania Beneficial 
Society, of Scranton; the Maennerchor of Daisytown: the German- 
Austrian Music and Beneficial Society, of Johnstown: of Ak xander 
Lodge, No. 55, of Erie: the German-Ameri | Associa- 


the Franklin 


an Benefi 


tion. of Philadelphia; the Friehofer Pleasure Club. of | Phi ilaade iphia; 
the Frohsinn Singing Society. of Johnstown; the Journeymen Con- 
fectioners and Cake Bakers’ Beneficial Association hilade!phia: 


of Schopper Lodge, No. 464, Knichts of Pythias, of Philadelphia: 
Bicentennial Beneficial Society. No. 1 
Gesang Verein of Erie: the Class and Na 


.of Philadelphia: the Arb r 


thod Beneficial 





of Philadelphia: the St. Benedictus Society, of Philadelphia: 
Maennerchor of Lancaster; of Turn Verein No. 1. of Ph - 
phia; the Germania Maennerchor, of Philadelphia: t St. Pe 
German Roman Catholic Society. of Lancaster: the Euphonia 
Tranken Verein, of Philadelphia; the Old Buffalo Beneficial Asso- 
ciation, of Philadelphia: the Young Bnuifalo Beneficial Associa- 
tion, of Philadelphia: the Lehigh Artunter Verein, of Philadel- 
phia; the Deutscher Turn Verein, of Phil idelphia; the Geo1 
Esslinger & Son Beneficial Society, of Philadelp! in; the Badi- 
scher Verein, of Philadelphia; the Pennsylvania Beneficial Soci- 
ety, No. 2, of Philadelphia; the Deutscher Krieger Neca of 


Philadelphia: of Hebel Lodge, No. 


559, Independent Order of Odd 


Fellows, of Lancaster; the Columbia Gesang V+ rein, of Phila- 
delphia; the Germania Maennerchor Verein, of Philadelphia; the 
West Philadelphia Humboldt Be neficial Society, of | hi adelphia; 


the South Erie Turn Verein, of Erie: the W: ashingto1 
of Lancaster; the Fulton Death Beneficial Association, 


i Conclave, 
of Lancas- 


ter: the Barbarossa Castle, No. 85,of Johnstown: the Red Jacket 
Tribe, No. 44, Improved Order of Red Men, of Lancaster; the Ger- 


ber Verein, of Philadelphia; the Krieger Verein Barbarossa, of 
Philadelphia; the German Military Society of Lancaster: the Kran- 


ken Verein, of Lancaster. and the Turners’ Association of Alle- 
gheny, all in the State of Pennsylvania. and of Manor Lodge, Sons 


of Hermann, of Manor, Tex., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the int transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON presented petitions of J. W. McKenzie 


erstate 


Post. No. 


781. of Hampton: of ( ‘olonel Garrick Post, No. 117. of Odebolt 
of J. G. Safely Post. No. 125, of Traer; of Hyde Clark Post. of 
Dubuque, and of Alfscofield Post, No. 164. of Miles, all of the 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State 
of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac of Sioux City, Iowa, praying for the establishment of a 
national park at Fredericksburg, Va.; which was referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented a memorial of the Claus Groth Gilde. of 
Davenport. Iowa, remonstrating against the a 


enactment ¢ 1eQ1s- 


—A 


lation to regulate the interstate transportation o: intoxic: o 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Juaiciary. 
He also presented memorials of P. Kilmartin, of Maivern; of 


Alva Humeston, of Humeston;: of W.N. Buffington of Glenwood; 


of C. F. Currier, of Prescott, and of Rankin & Cowden, 0° River- 
ton, all in the State of lowa, and of the Grain Dealers’ National 
Association, remonstratjng against the enactmen legislation 


providing for the inspection of grain by the National Goves ment 
at terminal markets: which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
United Presbyterian Church of Indianola; of tae congrevation 
of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Morning Sun; of sun- 
dry citizens of Cherokee County: of the congrevations of the 
First Presbyterian, the First Christian, and the ): vtaocist Evis- 
copal churches, of West Liberty; of the Woman's Chrisiian Tem- 
perance Union of Bangor; of the Woman's Missionary Soc etr of 
Johnson County; of the Woman's Missionary Society of Tincie 
of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Hawarcen: t 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church K t 
the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Sac City: 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Le Mars: o 
the Woman's Home and Foreign Missionary Society oc Hartiey 
of the congregation of the Evangelical Association of Hartley; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Tabor: of the 


Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Hartley: of the 


| man’s Club of Spencer: of the congregation of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Cedar Rapids; of the congregation of the Con- 


gregational Church of Davenport; of the congregation of th 
Lutheran Church of Burlington; of the congregation of the W: 
nut Street Baptist Church, of Burlington; of the Methodist Epis- 


copal Church Sunday School of Lebanon; of the Presbyterian 
Society of Des Moines, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian 




















and of 


10n Oo! 


7 . ; +4 
mvous Jun 


ion, all 
1 


f Mothers, 


of Iowa, 
investigat 


in the State 
praying for an 





ivTress O 


t} i filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
! S f Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
] ilews i } tiol 

Mr. PENROSE p d petitions of the Woman’s Chri in 
7 rance Union of ens; of the congregation of the Metho 
dist ] 1 Church of Forty Fort; of the Woman’s Christian 
l Am Union « Fortv F u; - the Woman’s Chri lan 
Tey nce T) Lancaster the Woman’s Christian Tem 

Inion of § of tl dn y We 1an’s Christian Asso 
‘ 1 of L sundry < ns of Damascus; of the 
( ion dist I] opal Church of Philadelphia; 
of » W n’s ‘eign Missionary Society of the Forty-third 
¢ { t J pal Churs h, ¢ ees of the con 

! t Ss e § et Ban Church, of Philadelphia; 
‘ I i the Methodi t Eni pal C hure h of Pres- 

the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Philadel- 
1 of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of West 
P} lelphia, and of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the 
atl le Presbyt n Church, of Philadelphia, all in the Stat 
of Fennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. RkEED Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Ut which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Flections 

Mr. FOSTER of Washing on. me ‘sented a petition of the Glob 
Navigation C ompany, of Se: Wash., praying for, the enact 
ment « rislation coubdent ‘the empl yyment of United States 
vessels for public purposes in transporting supplies, etc., for tl 
Government, and also regulating shipping between ports of thi 
8) ‘a States and places in the Philippines; which was referr 
to the C ommittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of John O. Duer Post, No. 
399, of Hanover; of Colonel James A. Mulligan Post, No. 306, of 
Chicago; of Mattoon Post, No. 404, of Mattoon; of Eugene Lyford 
Post, No. 603, of Port Byron; of Captain A. F. Knight Post, No. 
460, of Alt wl of Swain Post, No. 660, of Tiskilwa; of John L. 
Hast tter Post, No. 785, of Chadwick: of Local Post No. 461, of 
Edwa faville of Local Post No. 292, of Rutland; of John H. 
Johnson Post, No. 769, of Connell; of Samuel Akins Post, No. 566, 
of Cowden; of John Huffer Post, No. 633, of Stewardson, and of 
T. T. Dow Post, No. 290. of Annawan, all of the Department of 


Ulinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the Stat 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
ferred to the Committee on Pensi 
Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the Epworth League of Hope; 
the Young People’s Society of Kingdom Workers, of Montclair, 
of William C. Stevens, of Riverton, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 


of Illinois, pray 
which were re- 
ms. 





against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist, the I ‘irst Presbyterian, the West Baptist, and the First Bap- 
tist churches, all of Vineland, in the State of New Jersey, and of 
B. Frank Lie eds, of Philadeiphia, Pa., praying for the enactment 

' legislation ‘to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 


liquors; which were ref 
Judiciary. 


BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the congregations of 


ferred to the Committee on the 


Mir 
i 


» Presbyterian, Baptist, Methodist, and Friends churches, all 
of f Pao n the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 


w wink h was referred to the Committes on the Judiciary. 


also pre ented a petition of sundry citizens of New Albany, 
Ind., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec 


tio 
Mr. DUBOIS presented petitions 
Bethany Presbyterian Church, of 
the Second Presbyterian Church of 
the Presbyterian Church of Bi ‘llevue ,and of the Woman's Chri 
tian Temperance Union of Idaho Falls, all in the State Idaho 
praying for an investigation of the charg and filed 
Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah: wv 
referred to the Committee on Privil: and Ele 
Mr. BURTON presented a memorial of the 


1s. 
of the c 
Boise; 


3o1se: 


mgregation of the 
the congregation of 
rregati 


of the u 


of 


»~con mot 





s made 


res Lions 


board of d 


of the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ 
tion, of Abilene, Kans., remonstrating against the enac 
legislation relative to the suppression of frandulent insuran 
companies: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offic 


and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Stockton, 


Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
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iterstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the ee 
He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
rian Church of Frankfort, Kans., s ing for the enactment < 
legislation to protect prohibition States and districts agair 
* ori iginal-pacl cage’’ tricks; which was referred to the Commit 
l Ju diciary. 
He ulso presented petitions of tl congregation of the Cong 


gation of the Method 


ypal Church of Smith Center, and of the Ladies’ Sh 
5 re Club of Topeka, all in the State of Kansas, and of t W 


t Seana MissionaryS ciety of the Methodist Episcopal Church 


of Cincinn Ohio, praying for an investigation of the ch 
made _ filed against H REED SMOOT, a Senator from 
> of Utah: which were referred to the Committee on Pr 
leges ae + ‘tions. 

ir. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of 30 citi 
of Afton, Tn : T., praying for the enactment of legislation al 


a day of rest and Sabbath 
rred to the Committee on Indian 


observan 
Affairs. 


ees 


ing railroad employ 


which was ref 






He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the Indian 
Territory, praying for the enactment of legislation providing con- 
tinued protection against the sale of intoxicating hquors, and also 
praying for a separate statehood for the Indian Tx rritory; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of Henry B. Wh 
Post. No. 10, Department of Florida, Grand Army of the R 
ic, of Orlando, Fla., praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which was referred to the Committee on Pension ' 

He also presented a petition of 20 citizens of Eustis, Fla., p 

x fc r the ratification of the Panama Canal treaty; which was 
r ‘ed to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of the Hamline Fortnig] 


Club and Hamline Mothers’ Club, of St. Paul; of the Presbyterian 
Church of Knox and Warrendale, and of the Woman’s Chri n 
Temperance Union of St. Paul, all in the State 


of Mim ta 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed a t 
Hon. ReEep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; whi 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citi 
Washington, D. C., praying that an appropriation be ma 
the widening of Eleventh street SE. from Pennsylvania : 
to Virginia avenue SE.: which was referred to the Comn 
he District of Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of W. T. Wickham Post 
655. of Otto: of Burnside Post. No. 237. of Rossburg: of Frar 


Norton Post, No. 116, Schuylerville; of Hiram Clark P 


\ 


ot 


154. of Marathon; of B. Frank Maxson Post, No. 428, of A 
D. F. Schenck Post, No. 271, of Fulton; of William E. A 
Post. No. 486; of G. L. Willard Post, No. 34 f Troy; of A 


oO”s 


ham Vosburg Post, No. 25. of Peekskill; of L. O. Norris Po 

121, of Albany; of Otis H. Tillinghast Post. No. 548, of M 
ville; of Philip H. Sheridan Post, No. 630, of Waterford; of Gor- 
don Granger Post, No. 7, of Clifton Springs; A. A, Curt 
Post, No. 392, of Geneseo; of John B. Burrud Post, No. 44 
Marion; of B. F. Middl ~_ Post, No. 500; of Swift Post, N 
‘Geneva; of W illiam , A. Jackson Post, No. 644, of All 
Charles P. Sprout Post, No. 76, of Lockport; of Grover P 

98, of Cortland; of Chapin Post, No. 2, of Buffalo; of Fra: 


0 


Pierce Post, No. 455, of Rochester; of Wallace B. Ransom P 
No. 4382, of Clarence: of Ketcham te No. 495; of M 
Odell Post. No. 4 418. of Brooklyn: of G. Meade Post. No 


New York City; of Root Post. No. Bt. of 
Tefft Post, No. 355, of Brooklyn; of N. 
Cohoes; of G. K. Warren Post, No. 28 
Gibson Post, No. 4 


Syracuse; of E 
. Lyon Post, N: 

of Brook lyn; of C: 
21, of Winthrop: of Hartwell T. Martyn 


{ >. 


No. 346, of Canton; of Cushing Post, No. 231, of Brookly: 
Gibbs Post, No. 130, of Warsaw; of Mark L. Scoville p 
159, of Mount Morris; of George Huntsman Post, No 
Flushing; of Local Post No. 202, of Angola, and of U. 58. G 
Post, No. 327, of Brooklyn, all of the Department of New ‘ 
Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of New York, | 
for the enactment of a servic ‘e-pension law; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 
He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home Mi 
Society of Washington He rhts; of the North Presbyterian Chur 
f New York City: of sur ary citizens of Ancram Lead Mines 
Presbyterian Ch _— of. Ballston; of St. Paul’s Chu 
Valley: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance | ! 
f Phoenix; of the Young Woman’s Christian Temperance | 
f Linoleumville: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance | 
Bath: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
of the Willing Aid Society of Brooklyn: of the Third } 
dist Episcopal Church of Sodus; of the First Presbyterian C 
of Wilson; of the Baptist Church of Port Jefferson; of suncr) 
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ty Presbyterian Church of C ‘al mbridge; 
cpression, of New York City; of the 

ian Endeavor Wallkill; of the Seoend Sictote. 
h of Cortlandt; of the Congregational Church of Wells- 
‘irst Methodist Episcopal Church of Wellsville; of 


en of Rochester; of 
the Warven School ¢ 


Soc a of 


iry citizens of Onondaga County; of the First United Presby- 
Church of Newburgh; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 

Union of Whitestone; of sundry citizens of Troy; of sundry 

if Dolgeville; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Brook- 


iry citizens of Glens Falls, all in the State of New 
ving for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


‘red to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


LABOR TROUBLES 


-ATTERSON. Mr. President, I received a telegram yes- 
in the nature of a petition to the Senate, which I 
I have had it typewritten and attached to the 
ram for easier reading. I ask that, when read, it with the 
tion to which it refers, which has already been presented 
now on the table, may be referred to the Cominittee 
the Judiciary. 


PRE ‘SIDE NT pro tempore. 


IN COLORADO, 


[r. ] 
LV ¢ vening 
» have read. 


on 


The Senator from Colorado 
for the reading of a petition which he sends to the desk. Is 
ion? The Chair hears none, and it will be read. 

tary read as follows: 


onrecti 


The Secr 


Telegram 





DENVER, COLO., Janu , 
C TM. PA’ ' Nw 
( iver, Washington, D. C 
\ ay tion « te Feder m of Labor a Goptes l following to-day: 
\ s this I representing 35,0001 rs of « d labo 
Colorad sb ‘ ed to ts ke cognizance of industrial con 
( ort irsce slowed by Governor Peabody, 
That t situati n state is rave that t fact hould 
et on in an aut! tative 1 ! >t] we WI 
pa by the United States § 8 rT. M.PATT? 
! lu n direct yx the Senate Committee on the J c Vv. or b 
» thereof, to com » Colorado and mal earching inquiry 
; exist r inthis State. O1 rized labor courts an investiva 
e feel re that we are V ing the iment every labor 
n in the State when we promise the Senate committes r he 


*auon 


JOHN 
What 


Sul Pv esident 


of the 


LIVAN 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Lest 


Senator from Colorado? 
PATTERSO 


is the reg 


with the resolu- 
" be referred to 


Task that the petition, 
tion to which it velirs, which is now on the table 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
( mittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SCOTT. In con nection with the petition just read, 
sire to offer a re ply from the mine owners and the property 


They will be referred to the 


I de- 


own- 


e! Col lo in oPP sition to tho re ao ion offered by the 
ss ia nCol | Mr. PATTER: |. lLask that it be printed 
as nate docu ak: onl referred to the ¢ minittee on the Ju- 
} 
ul 


PATTERSON. I suppose the Senator from West Virginia 
wil admit that he is one of the mine owners? 

COTT. Most assuredly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
m West Virginia is that th 
hy + ntead as 


T) e re jae ST of the 
memorial which he 
document Isthere objecti 


will be referred to the 


Senator 

pr nts may 
n? The Chair 
Committee on the Judi- 


3a Senat 
none. It 


The Chair has received a large number of petitions directed to 
u sident pro tempore of th« in regard to this same 
nm. and will a little later on ask that they may all be re- 


» Senate 


i to the Committee on the Judiciary instead of being read 
PATTERSON. Why not now? Then let the order go 
x them all to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PRESIDENT en If there be no obj ection, the 
pe s and the memorial which are in the hands ¢ of ‘the Presid- 
r of the nate will be referred to the same committee. 
petitions and memorial presented by the President pro 
tempore and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary are as 
follows: 
ions of the State Federation of Labor of Fresno, Cal:; of 
: citizens of Cripple Creek; oi Min rs’ Union No. 6, West- 
‘ leration of Mins rs. of Aspen: of Woman’s Auxiliary No. 2, 
7 of J ames H., mayVv, ¢ | i of ] i i ns’ Al- 
: { Victor; of sur dry ci ns of. Denve Citizens’ 
. nee of Denver: or the Cit ens’ Alliance ple Cre k: 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Cripple Creek, a the Tra 





: 
Colorado, 
to the pe yple of 


Assembly of Cripple Creek, all 
for the enactment of 1 


. 
0] I ado 


the > < 
ranting 


and 


el slatio £1 
protection against Federal meer 18; 





Labon 
praying 
( 
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A memorial of the District Citizens’ 
Colo., remonstrat } 
son resolution relative 1 é 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask thatthe reply tot! 
tor from Colorado be read to 
the C i e on the Judici ry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
that the memori 
It is a very long memorial. 

Mr. SCOTT. I under 
nes I think it is a very in 
to have 1 \ ] tor l \ 
the « ers of property in the State of Colorado to his reso 
off l 1e time ago. 


1 
TO th 


finla a 








Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Pr ! I wish to »t ‘ 
tor from West Vir inia an Ltot et la ] 
with every step th: 1t has been taken a ho wi 
resolution I heret fe reoffered. Whenli 
I had no qu stion in the world but that it \ bri? t 
very expressions which are dout 5 ntained t 
Senator from West Vi nia has offered 

l only want to say that the organization which I 
orp n represents is more directly respo t 

f the gov r of Color » thane vth ‘ W 

now that the mine owners’ organization is 


ys the troops that are being used for t! L 


ibor ul s in Colorado, and the troops are bein | for tha 
mury and not for the purpose of suppressing violence or } 
ecti and pr perty. As a matter of cour rom s 
ody as that the resoluti« t introduced, containing t 
l t it peaiaien: VOReS preci ly wl 1S ted 11 
, i 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I have been an em] 
i for thirty-th ’ 3 ve! r | 
the Senator from Colorado will listen to what I 

PATTERSON. Yes; certainly 


Mr aeons Ti have been an employer 
\ inther 
My relations wi ae 
friendly « ant 
In 1894.asa partowner ofan i »in Cripple Creek, Colo. ,thi 
State Federation of Miners, 
comes before us through 
our property by blowing 
way that it ’ 


Sanize 


er. 





the Sena m 
up our mine 
for them 
had to be st 


was possibl to do, imprisoning three n 





ing against the adoption of t P ~. 


— 


and injuring us in every 


in a mine, one of whom nt to an i 1 in 
consequence of the suffering endured while he was imprisoned 
there 350 feet below the surface of the eart! 

An ‘r was taken to Bull Hill, and, having 1 } ? p by 
the k, was tortured in every way that a nian possibly could be. 
Yet the Senator from Colorado com« 3 he re and « t 
cause of these very same men. 

This paper is a § t of the owners of property in Colorado 
to show wl } n and disay ¢ 
Sen: : éred in tl ody against o Gove I ly, 
of Colorado 

Mr. P1 lent. there never has been a more tyraz il. a ire 
despotic orga non the face of the earth than this sa r- 
ganization the Senator from Colorado is chami led 
as it is by a few unscrupulous leaders. Left 

f this ors ion. no such « is 7 hay 


But all was done at 
The organization of lab 


right to organize that capital has. But it has no right to 
the life and pro] rty of o rs 
Only a few weeks ago a mine in Cripple Creek—the Vi 
by the connivance and, as has been p ‘ 
the same leaders, was destroyed and th 
one oe il © mine ‘ 
1 e \ h ] 1 ] 1 ( 
simply ? use they v t members 
= . \ 
E y man hasat I No t 
na $a fri ] y 
not suit hin » has 1 
live people who a I ed to it or 
I ask for the reading of the paper | sent 
case 
The PI DENT pro Is 
t} . 
M Pp TERSON. My 
T ae 
Mr. P SON. I] t 
~ i 1 W ‘ 
1 m t i i -_ l T 4 Ti? > 


ir a short 


time in reply. 
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The PRESIDENT pi 
tor from Colorado pro 
Mr. HALE. 


» tempi here ‘tion to the Sen 


eding? 


This is consuming thi 
tT 


— 
re, objet 


a 
morning hour and is against 


the rule. I will simply say that after the Senat6r from Colorado 
is through with his remarks, which he says will be brief, I shall 
be constrained to call for the regular order, because if upon peti- 
tions extended debate takes place here we will never get through 
with the business of the morning hour. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iask the Senator from Colorado to do me the jus- 
tice to have oe paper read. I aid not object to the reading of 
the petiti ) pre nted from the State Federation of Miner 

Mr. P AT mn RSON. Mr. President, I am not objecting, not for 


amoment. I danty ask the favor to make a short reply to what 


RECORD 


| 
| 


| it was impossible to det 


| an all 


the Senator from West Virginia has said. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado | 


will proceed, in the absence of obje —. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I desire 
to say that Iam championing no side of the 
existed in Colorado since 


at the very outse 
troubles which have 
last September and that yet ina 


exist 


very aggravated condition. The resolution that lintroduced had 
reference to most extraordinary procedure by the governor of the 
State, a procedure which deprived a large number of peaceful and 


law-abiding citizens of the State of the most coz nmon and or ‘dinary 
rights American citizenship, the writ of habeas corpus sus 
pended, men arrested, domiciliary visits by the military, men car- 
kness of the night and confined in a bull pen that 


ried in the dar 
was created by the military authorities, the right of trial denied, 


o! 


no charges preferred, the decrees of a competent jurisdiction 
louted, and to crown it all in th yuthwestern part of the State 
a proclamation by the military declaring everybody who is not at 
work to be a vagabond and to be expelled from the limits of the 


county. 
I will not enlarge at all upon that proposition, but will refer to 


some of the statements made by the Senator from West Virgi1 
To such an extent has the governor’s line of conduct been carried 
that now whenever the Denver papers publish news from the 


country to which the Senator from West Virginia ref¢ 
only publish censored dispatches. 
pers you find stated that 


‘rs they can 
At the head of the Denver pa- 
‘** the following dispatches have been cen- 
sored, and we know not whether the statements they contain are 
true or not.’’ 

The Senator from West Virginia felt compelled to go back to 
an unfortunate strike which occurred in 1894 in the same district. 
He referred to acase of gross and outrageous violence against the 
mine of which he is a part owner, in which the lives of men were 
endangered and the utmost indignity was imposed upon their per- 
sons. I have no defense, not for a moment, of a single thing con- 
nected with that most reprehensible transaction, but I want to 
say that two men were arrested, tried, and convicted in the county 
in which the transaction occurred, the trial occurring during : 
per.od of most intense excitement. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask if the county 
since that time has not been divided and a new county made. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Since then; but at that time the strike 
was in the county in which Cripple Creek is situated. Withina 
short period after the conviction a Republicam governor pardoned 
the two men who were convicted, and gave as his reason that 
evidence had come to him that convinced him they were not 
guilty. They were sentenced foralong period. They served but 
a short time and were pardoned, as I have said, by a Republican 
governor. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow me, there is no doubt 
but that the property was destroyed and destroyed by the State 
Federation of the Miners’ Union. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, it is hardly fair for the 
Senator from West Virginia to make that statement, because the 


miners’ union, as an organization, disclaimed all knowledge of 
and participation in the outrage. What they insisted upon was 
that it could not have been done by any union whatever; that if 
a union man was connected with it, it was but an individual act 
and without the approval or knowledge of the union. I am not 
here to defend that transaction, but to make a simple statement, 
so far as it is concerned. 

The Senator refers now to an unfortunate accident or crime, I 
do not know which, that occurred in Cripple Creek this last sum- 
mer in a mine called the ‘* Vindicator.’’ The superintendent of 
the mine and one of his workmen went down, and when they had 
been in the mine some little time, as I understand the fact 
explosion occurred below, and both lost their lives. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow me, the fact, as [ under- 
stand it. is that when they were going down in the mine, in the 
shaft. the action of the crib or cage exploded an infernal machine 
which some one had placed there for the purpose of destroying 
the mine and killing these two men. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, that is the most extreme 
view of that unfortunate affair. That view is taken by the men 


Ss, an 


' enough to shock humanity. 
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who seem determined to charge every violation of law or 
accident that occurs by violence, the origin or sour 
can not be determined, upon the miners’ union. 


evi 
‘e of wh 


The facts, Mr. President, so far as time is concerned, ar 
think, as I have stated them. We do know that a coroner's j 
was summoned and made a most careful investigation into 


occurrence and that the unanimous verdict of that 
ermine the cause of 

Under those circumstances it see? - to mi 
the Senator from West Virginia should | 
charges he does in the broad terms he 
union of that mining district. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, that that 
ration that some union man loosened the spikes in a 
road track, comprises about the sum of violence since the « 
mencement of the strike in that unfo rtunate district. “hes 
been taken as the excuse for w: war of extermination ag 
the Western Federation of Miners, a federation strong not o1 
that district, but in every ve 4 district in the West. 

The Senator from West Virginia should hesitate to thus 1 
a great organization when but a few weeks ago the Presid 
the United States did that organization the honor of publi 
viting a number of its representative officers to lunch wit] 
at the White 


jury was 

the explosion. 

1, Mr. President, 1 
hesitate to mak: 

uses against the mi 


incident, together 


agingay 


House. 


AsI said, I defend no organization at this time, whet! 
organization of miners or the organization of mine own 
my resolution I simply attempted to bring to the attention 

nate, for the specific purpose of investigati n,a most lam 


audition of thin gsanda most indefensible one from th 
point of law and constitutional obligation. 

[I had intended to make remarks in extenso on thi : resol 
but from anxiety to bring the matter speedily before I 
tee on the Judiciary I have decided to ask that all papers |} 
ferred to that committee. Whatever the State Federa 
Labor may say and whatever the committee of mine owne! 
say for or against me in connection with my attitude up 
question, if an investigation is ordered, the truth will becom 
parent; and that is all I ask. 

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Mai 
HaALk] has gone out of the Chamber. If the Senate 
having the rule enforced that there shall be no debate whe 
tions are presented it lies with the Senateto do it. The Chai 
not doit. The Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, in view of the fact that t) 
submitted by the Senator from Colorado was read, I as 
reading of the paper that I sent to the desk. Otherwise I s 
not now ask for the reading of it. I simply asked that it 
ferred to the committee and printed asa document. It 
objection, of course it goes over. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not object to the reading of the pa; 
course, but I do object to any further debate on the petiti 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairsimply callsth: 
tionof the Senatetotherule. Itisdangerousto violate therul 
regard to petitions. The Chair hears no objection to th 
of the Senator from West Virginia, and the Secretary wi 
the paper which he sent to the desk. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the paper. 

Mr. SCOTT. Out of deference to the wishes of a nm 
Senators, I will withdraw my request to have the paper r 
ask that it be printed, following the paper presented by my 
the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no ob 
and it will be printed in the Recorp. It will be also print 
document. 

Mr. SCOTT. 

The PRESIDEN 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

[Senate Document No. - 

Statement pertaining to matter containedin Senate resolution N« 

session Fifty-eighth Cong January 13, 1904, referred to the ¢ 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


the 3 


is desir 


I want to have it also printed as a docun 
INT protempore. Isthereobjection? Tie 


, Fifty-eighth Congress, second ses 
ress. 


To fully understand and appreciate the conditions referred to 





resolution No. 50, relating to a strike of the metalliferous min 
Cripple Creek district, Teller ¢ Coa» Alem in San Miguel County, ( 
conditions have neces pated the interv« m of tl go yvernor of ¢ 
through the State Militia, for the preserv: Atl m of peace and ord 
tection of life and prop rty, a1 d of the t of every man to purs 


srence. a brief review 
metal iif erous mines ol 


ful vocation without molestation or intert 
troubles of the past twelve years in the 
Mountain region is necessary 
During all these years an alle 
Federation of Miners, has been ende: me ng, with considerable suc 
tain a hold on this particular industry throt ag h the unioni 
mines, and the history of this c me» i m. as its record of mu 
dynamiting, and riot, to say nothing of more petty crimes 
saults, intimidation, threats, and persons r abe ise all committed 
pose of intimidating and coercing men engage d in earning a liv: 


ged labor or pons ‘cation, known ast! 





tor 


























1904. 


No parallel can be found for it in the labor history of the world unless it 
the Molly Maguire organization, which mé 1intained a reign of terror in 
Pennsylvania coal fields prior to 1877. During times of comparative 
the career of this organization has been marked by nocturnal assaults 
-ecret assassinations, while now and again they have broken out into open 
fare amounting to insurrection. Whenever a mine owner has assumed 
nd against their aggressions or to employ as laborers men not mem- 

f th is OTgas 1ization, his life and his property has been the forfeit. Crim- 
el, untiring, militant, political parties have obeyed their behest, hon- 

e judges have beenr inod to pr ivate life for decisions to them obnoxious, 
-tshave yielded to th: tate s,and sheriffs and other peace officers.often 
, have been their willing agents. When an 





ird 1¢ 

i from their own number 

itive has been found iieonenenh and brave enough and patriotic enough 

se ubove political expediency and take a firm stand in favor of law and 

r and the preservation of those rights ge geway by the Constitution, 

i Governor Steunenberg, in Idaho, in 1899, and as Governor Peabody is 

in Colorado to-day, protests such as that embodied in the resolution 

r consideration have gone up from certain quarters, either inspired by 

ithy with the acts and purposes of this organization or with the hope 

1ing some political advantages through them or, as we trust is the 

with the present resolution, by ignorance of the facts which have 

iered the condition. 

count of the machinations and methods of the Western Fede 

rs the metalliferous mining industry of the West has been in a chaotic 

fora long period of years. Thata person was operating his prop arty 

day under satisfactory conditions was no guaranty that he would be able 

thenext. To make a contract with the federation has always been a 

form, for this organization knows nothing of the sanctity of such an 

tion. Continual aggressions have been supplemented by open out- 

s of alarming frequency. 

r to this time the most notable of these outbreaks were the Cripple Creek 

of 1894, important in this discussion, as it was but the preface and fore- 

rof present difficulties; the Coeur d’ Alene riots of 1892 and 1899, brought 

particular prominence by the Congressional investigation which followed 

the 4 eadville strike of 1896; the Smuggler-Union riot at Telluride 

and the strike at Idaho Springs, Colo., in the early part of the present 

' Outside of the mines numerous strikes have occurred at various mills. 

ters, and reduction plants (for the Western Federation has not confined 

j ld of ac oe to mine workers), the most important of which w { 

( ado City, Colo., in May of the present year. This strike has a di 
} i a present trouble at Cripple Creek. 

$1 ot necessary tomake more than passing mention of the labor troubles 

Coeur d’Alenes, which for over ten years kept that rich district in con- 

tturmoil. During all this time life and property were but pawns in the 

of the Western Federation, and a veritable reign of terror existed. 

conditions werecarefully and conscientiously investigated by the Mili- 

Committee of the House of Representatives, under House resolution No. 

Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, being a resolution **on the conduct of 

nited States Army andits officersin Idaho.”’ Thisinvestigation and the 

-s of the committee were a complete vindication of the action of Gov- 

r Steunenberg in calling on the United States for aid and of all that was 

by the Army in connection with the riots of 1899, in whichan armed 

of nearly 1,000 union miners had attacked the Bunker Hill and Sulli van 

l destroyed several lives, and demolished with dynamite about $250,000 

' of property. Anyone who wishes to be adv ived as to the methods and 





On ac ration 
Min 















purposes of the Western Federation should read this report in full, for the 
col ons which exist in Colorado to-day are the reflection and counterpart 
f se which paralyzed the mining industry of northern Idaho during ten 
years of riot and bloodshed. 
lhe history of the Coeur d’Alenes was repeated in Leadville, Colo., in 1896. 
For months business was paralyzed and the entire community terrorized 
The sheriff’s office and the district court were the strikers’ most able lieu- 


tenants. Thenumber of lives sacrificed in this struggle will never be known. 

trouble finally culminated in the destruction of the Coronado mine by 
ynamite and the loss of a number of lives. It was then that the governor 
of the State tardily called the troops, and after some months order was agaia 














In iM) the Smuggler-Union mine, at Telluride, Colo., became involved in 
trouble with the Western Federation. The mine was using what is known 
as the contract system, i. e., the miners were paid according to the amount 

id broken instead of by the day. It was admitted that aman whuv 
WAS | ing to do a fair day’s work could earn the union scale, which me — 
al mum of $3 per day for eight hours’ work, bi it nevertheless the fede 
t anded that this system be discontinued. The management refuse: vd 
toa m the contract system and a strike followed. Some nonunion men 
were put at work, and on July 3 an armed body of union men attacked the 
mine, killed and wounded several persons, dislodged the aa ym men, and 
t possession of the property. The nonunion men were driven into the 
h 1 with their wounded were compelled to find the ir way on foot to 
} 3 of safety. 

union miners maintained possession of the mine until a settlemen 
was fit illy forced. In connection with this riot one of the most remarkable 
t ims that ever went over the wire was sent to the gevernor by a mem- 
i the State senate and a confidant of the governor, for the purpose of 

g the latter as to conditions. It was as follows: 
is EXCELLENCY JAMES M. ORMAN, 
Governor of Colorado, Denver, Colo.: 

Situation unchanged. Miners have peaceable possession of mine. Man- 

ager Collins here, Life not in danger. 
W.S. BUCKLEY. 
governor, to his credit, immediately demanded that the possession of 
t ine be delivered back to the owners, and threatened to send the troops 
ifthiswasnot done. Hesent, however, a commission to investigate and to en- 
ae r to make a settlement. On this committee was Mr. Coates, the head 
ol state Federation of Labor, and Hon. Theron Stevens, judge of the dis- 
t irtat Telluride, whose union sympathies are notorious. A settlemen 
V ‘ted, and then, and not till then, did the miners surrender po: 
c mine to the owners. Ever since this trouble the Telluride district has 
t kept ina state of constant terrorism. There is scarcely a prominent 
n or mine operator whose life has not been threatened and in constant 
( r. Manager Collins, of the Smuggler-Union, mentioned in the above 
G 1, paid the penalty for his opposition to the Western Federation. He 
\ hot in the back and killed as he sat at his library table in the evening 
W me friends 
number of arrests were made for this murder, among them Vincent St. 
John, president of the Telluride Union. A grand jury was impaneled—a pro- 
cecure resorted to only in extreme cases in Golorado—and indictments found 
These indic tments were quashed on some technicality by the above-mentioned 


Judge Stevens and the judicial procedure so arranged that on being dis- 
charged from custody St. John and his colleagues had a chance to escape, and 
they are now fugitives from justice. In addition to the murder of Collins, a 
humber of men have mysteriously disappeared since the riot of 1901. Such was 
the condition at Telluride when the present strike was called; such is the 
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reach of their cont 





legitimate labor organization 




























by D N < 

ator Patterson's paper—which t itor 
to resist; such are t the law-abid rig 
tion are being interfered with by the m ry. 

After the Smuggler-U nion riot an agreement was ente1 nto 
the Telluride operators and the Western F : M 
wages, hours, and conditions of lab n tl ‘ellu i 
ment was for a definite per udac 1 
present diffic ulti es arose e of this d ‘ 
faction with working conditions or HI ‘ ploy 
in the mills not covered by the agreo v "} lav a 
the fede ance led that their w rs bet It 
thed the fed ration to have wrok discontinued 3 forthe pui 

ys millw andatthesame timeavo liumofa 



















5 gation. The method vy i eff 
Owing to the topog phy of the country all th smines of this district, 
one or twoezceptions, have to board their men in boarding | 3s locat 
pa bana The help in th se boarding houses was not « red by the a 
nN but was afiiliated with the Western Federa 1. This help w 
e ed out in sympathy with thestriking mill men, and u 1 men int 
mines, looking for an excuse to qu 1 the face of their yu 
did so on the ground that the mines could not victual the: The I 
3ell mine, however, owing to a more advanta 1s loca was still able t 
operate, and later on the men on this mine we l 
The Federation thereby openly and flagran \ i solemn contract 





a thing, however, which is in no way new toit. All the T ! 
























mained shut down for some months, for n i 
were adopted and men to wo r | . 
mine operators, and mi ading cit ‘ ed vern 
protection in caring fé i operating their properties, and afte me ¢ ‘ 
the troops were sent that time the mines have | l 
and affairs are rapidly assuming normal proport s 

At Idaho Springs a strike was called by the Federation a tt 
the year. The methods invoked at other places were br t into play he 
and the affair culminated in the destruction of a portion of t and M 
plant by dynamite. One of the perpetrators was k lin the ylosion 
carried a card of the Western Federation. A number of per n 





the 


prominent union leaders, were arrested for this crime and 
ials are 


several of 
F now in pr 


the 





zress 





































































































So it will be seen that in all these strikes the Western I I 3 not 
only indulged in coercion, picketing, threats, and intiz ut , but have re 
sorted to riot, arson, bloodsh 1d general disorder as w ind in all of 
these localities in times of ov ard quiet assaults 1 : 
murder have been committed for the purpose of f 4 ) ul . 
There can be noindividual freedom where thisorganizati s a foot 

During the past few months the Cripple Creek district has b the center 
of the disorders generated by the Western Federation, b e ite 
ploys more labor than any other mining camp in the St 
Fr ration looked upon it as one of its stro1 lds, it st pla 
a decisive blow. To fully understand the situat t ; 
have some knowledge of the st rike of 1894, with the circun ‘ 3 surr 
ing it and the settlement reached 

In 1893 Cripple Creek was s but 2 years old: it was ren from tl t 
districts of the State, and operators found difficulty in I r 
miners. As a result each operator did the best he co ’ I Ss « ~ 
neighbors, and there was no uniformity either as to w r to hour 
labor. Most of the mines were working nine hours t 
eight. Late in this year the eight-hour operators trie place their 1 4 
on the nine-hour basis, which, generally speaking, was 
the State. In the meantime a union had been forn 
about the time of the effort to increase hours this union afijliated w 
Western Federation of Miners. 

At first the strike involved only the mines which were attempting 
change, but soon the strikers demanded an eight-hour day on all the mines, 

1a minimum wage of $3 per day, and with one or two exceptions a 
mines were drawn into the difficulty. The miners took possession of B 
Hill, the highest eminence in the district, fortified it, and completed an 
ganization with military precision. From their sti irsions were 
made throughout the district. Houses and stores we1 oken into, m > 
yosed to be antagonistic to them were taken from their homes and beaten 
up, powder and supplies were stolen, and a state of rrorism inaugurated 
Early in the year Mr. Locke, superintende: f the Isa ] es, Was 
waited on by an armed mob and taken to » outs ( ct and 
warned to leave and never return. He lied wi ! g. W 
rants were sworn out against some of th aders of th I l a bar f 
special deputies was swornin to serve them. These deputies were: ish 
captured, and taken to the strikers’ headquarters on Bull H ‘et 
were held as pris rs for some time and then released on t promise that 
they would not return. 

David H. Waite was then governor of the State After this lawlessn« 
nae been going on for some time and the sher l he i CO} 

ith ome » situation, he ed on the governor yps to ai vila 
th rit The govern rT sent the troops into rict, and 1 A 
juts unt General Tarsney as his personal representative. General Tars 
feemnodiing: ‘ly on his arrival, went to the headquarters of the strikers on Bu 1 
Hill and consulted with the leaders. After th nN i he it d V 
advised the governor that the troops were ur s y latter with 
drew them They were in the district o1 ( 

After the departure of the troops in Jan his sang i est went 
on with renewed vigor. Th e sher1 ff was powerless and the cers had 
control of the situation. Many valuable properties were é ysolate p 
session of the mob, and some of them w worked to yt Q 
war. Some men disappeared, many were beaten up. an LW ess reig 
supreme. This condition of affairs continued unt rbout May 1, 1894 
that time a band of about 100 deputy sheriffs, w] ’ s I ! 
at the outskirts of the district and went into camp 

The m ners prepared to attack t sw v t 
some les distant. As the miners ws 
saw S McDonald going toward the } - 
super tof the Strong and Gold ’ t 
mity » on Previot hat t 4 t 
O'Connell, had waited on i it e] 8 
working, for the purpose of d iL é 
McDor it come Suh of the haft and he crowd <« I v2 
with two six shooters. When the unio1 saw McDona oing t 
the Strong, they started in pursuit, firing at him as they can Mel 
ran into the Strong iaft house and aroused the two men—.J: ‘¢Goodhu i 
Chark Rol ison—who were watching there. T) atte 
but found themselves surrounded; so McDonald od off 
had now reached the shaft house, while his companions went v} } 

He then followed them, taking his Winchester with him. T tl went 


to the third level, the lowest in the mine 
The strikers then dro pesdos uantity of dynamite l d 
tached down the shaft, but Mc Donald, as he went down, closed the tra 
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;admitted by Mr. Hayward, secretary and treasurer | acters have recently come into t} 
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is Labor Day speech, delivered soon after the strike Crip ( I 
can only bet 
a nof r t he mine owner al 1x 1{ 
: . Tl et the ex l ; 
Mine Owners’ A of « , ‘ 
the latter might | ld b x { ‘ $y hw { 
nt to w ; and! yr" i ! b { t 
» to d i I ing | 1 
un, and the whole n showed I i ( ‘ 
;in that direction. heriff of | « hat } is V lly g ’ 
rin good st: ng und ‘ 
i for} Dp tion on that ac int nto | ling the tr« : tha we #43 C ‘ 
he had issued deputies’ commissions J ! d labor r-ofG ( and 
the district. investigate to t I ty therefor litw g 
h ut on ut two regular deputy sheriffs were ap- | t it troop ly sont. |] 
a n to thet ‘oe. From the attitude of the sheriff it | to gointoallt : itter I fully, | f 
] vdequt protection co ud bs expected from ource ti I tiv Zt Mir Owl ni W } 
r inmore than two or three deputies, who were to be mere | er nof M i the con vhich a ed I 
16 properties, and with only this limited protection it would | out the militia 
} y futile to have endeavored to resumes operations, and men The mine « rators claimed from th: t that t men wl 
1 red to go to work, feeling that their lives were in danger employment \ ‘ec not In sympathy Ww I 
- ascertaining that nosuch protection would be offered by th protect tor n to ¥ I I 
would enable them to secure men for the work in hand, the opera 3; | militia fu v ted t r content t \ 3 
d to take care of this phase of the situation themselves, and on after the de to open t I ‘ 
of August 0 armed men, as guards. and enough miners to continue | d red to ¥ k was run iz with its full p ! ee l 
son the tunnel were thrown into the El Paso mine and operations | were not rted str ) 3, b lal I 
mmediately resumed. The sheriff sought advice as t 1ether or not | union men as were in t tand 1 n1 ‘ 
within his power to disarm these guards, and w i med that h 1s of the Feder: mn. Outof ) ‘ 
not doso. The work on the tunnel progressed ra ly, and, assured of 1 r thea sof the Mine Ow \ n t ! ti 
t nen were not only secured to complete same but to man the E] | fro e outside. 
ine, which is ad mnt thereto, as well. r fight of the Mine Owners’ Association aga t e W rn Fe ra 
r the work on the tunnel was well under way the operators took | of Miners is not ac st against labor I we 
to open other properties, but it was impossible to doso under the sar tic rganization, which the mine ow be to be 1dc1 
tions as prevailed at the El] Paso, both because of the immense expense | 2 ce, not only to their interests, but to the interes {the men w! 
1 would hoes been attendant upon such a course and because the con d hout molestation 
‘ is surrounding other mines were not such that workmen and guards this opposition are tersely set forth in an interview 
i be housed and provisioned within the limits of the property. It was | out y of the association on October 17. In thi v tl 
re decided to endeayor to open the Golden Cycle mine with a limited J S: 
the workmen going to and from their homes the past six mont} illed out over 4,000 men 
Yo sooner was this attempt made than a system of picketing was estab n +t, not one of whom had 1int to make as 
at this property, the pickets being in charge of union leaders, who cat tot 18 Workl is in the Cripple 
deputy sheriffs’ commissions. Not only were intimidations and threa Cree! : 3 lou tr 
b arms were broughtinto play to prevent men from going to work 2. n t ) whers a 
about September 1 one J. T. Hawkins, a justice of the peace, was a witho consul! er « r I 
saulted in the town of Altman in broad daylight and brutally be ten up, the | . Wi labo I l in 
n for this assault being a decision made by him which was obnoxious to | hands of a fev I he wis 
t iT n. I nupers Of tl a ss i 
n the same night a Mr. Stewart, a man nearly 60 years of age, who had | | an organi y as rep lL be by capita 
been working on the Golden Cycle mine as a nonunion carpenter, was ta and labor 
1 his house by five masked men, was brutally beaten up, and w v a re a political than a or O1 
shotinthe back. Although he recovered, his life at the time was de 1 oO ly i I $ that the er 
heriff took no measures to apprehend the perpetrators of these dee pio ural « lies. Wel ut thee ye! 
or to prevent union pickets from interfering with workmen. Ti igh the | the I ee are natural f nds and ld work together for t l 








efforts of the superintendent of the Golden Cycle mine, one Ed Minster was ivantage, and that any organiz m which endeavors to engender stl , 
ul ted for the crime of shooting old man Stewart and assaulting Hawkins hatred, and opposition between the employer and the worker is the enemy 
He was placed in charge of the sheriff in the county jail. The district at of both. 
t y was out of town, but returned that evening, and the next morning AS TO LAB 
t ned the sheriff's office that he was preparing information agains 




















) ter for assault with intent to kill. and that the mittimus would be placed “4. The Western Federation of following on its wi 
hands of the sheriff within fifteen minutes. Before the mittin “ards: ‘Labor produces all v he produ eof 
| be issued, Minster was released and has never since been apprehended, | ] ~ his p ! Ly that ( 
rh it was generally understood he was about the district for some d ( } p, and tl is into the hundreds « 
after his release. The only excuse given for the release of Mi1 “was t thousar it dolla 
it of the deputy sheriff who said he did not ** want to offend a whole “5. The W n l 1 is not only vicious in its principles, but crim 
I people.’ Minster is still a fugitive from justice I 1 its met} = tand the thetic str ur ] 
was after these occurrences that the mine owners, realizing that their | least pernici the 1 ted by it ve é 
| erty and the lives of their men were in jeopardy, and t men ¢ I is, r had to t le gamut of crit from ~ 
I ) ured to go to work under these circumstan t l to ca ‘ n to ¢ ! d nof prop \ rica 





vernor for troops unless the sheriff could of l lL} i I a { 
eof assistance. The sheriff was asked to meet the executive com a consti f tl leré n provides, among other tl 3: ‘We 






























t fthe Mine Owners’ Association, and did so with some rel am a re ¢ ally tobe * ° 
tld give them no assurance of protection, and in effect admitted that =a t ’ conspiracy laws thatinany way abridg 
ld not control the situation. He however agreed to look over tl LA f labor orga \ ns to promote the g ‘al wv I t r 
nand to meet the executive committee later in tl Several ef 
re made to bring al t this meeting, and the she ngth flatly ] ision speaks foritself. It can only mean that t! ry organiza 
ito keep his engagement. It was then that repre 3 of tl s- | t the 1 : i y fr I ‘ 
§ mn were sent to him and a demand made that he as ver rf ir hs l t re t $ n ha 
t ps. This he flatly refused to do, and the request w: Asa ed, as soon as the m Lé tl 
Mine Owners’ Association. by the Citizens’ Allian pple ¢ men d k the ] t on necessar matters i ‘ in to 
the mayor of Victor The telegram sent the governor the asso assume t ‘normal conditio1 
ation discloses the grounds upon which this request was predi il Prior to Li of el tia tl rict had b the 1 rt f 
therefore copy it in extenso, criminal characte ut whe n : é i : I 
* SEPTEMBER 2, 1908. had been made, this class of people beg t e 
, xcellency JAMES H. PEARODY, I ted and r ned for able t 
* (hover r of Colorado, Denver, Colo. - y . Shermal -» 4 ‘ T) t | N 1 
; +} ( \ 3 ( 
A condition hasarisen within theC leCreek mining di twhi Laf Wi I wer 
us to call upon you for the Stat ps for the pres noft 
peace, and good order of the di ct. Eversince the present st 
‘ 4 ‘ y 
I gz V i 
‘ v r - ~ 
, W \ ‘ 
La a i i 
( 
Y . 1 t } ) ? Y 
( , ‘ \ y 
He \ ! 
fit ‘ ( 
f l \ ( i ‘ 
‘ of the guards at the El P : while pursuing his duty ir t \ > wet ne 
tion of t] it proy ex \ red upon by 9 nown m who n sete ‘ 1 ’ : We 4 ¥ 
t e«. For all these offenses but 1 ar t has b 1 made, that being I 1 I 1 t r red ¢ ns iter } 


irty who displayed the gunat the Golden Cycle mine yesterday morning Wa nat mimitted hv 
We have certain information that a large number of desp« 


rate char one who ha ivestigated the circumsta 3 sur: 






CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JANUARY 13 





sination, are as fol- | order and maintain quiet by the administration of military authority. T 
military district commander, therefore, will cause the county to be gove r? 
‘ator mine blown | until the restoration of mut 1icipal authority and his further orders, by n 
em to make cer tary authority, as a measure for which it would seem the previous recital 
nishes —_ ient precedent. 
“All persons in possession of arms, equipments, and munitions of way 
ny descr ~ ition are required to surrender the same on or bef 2 
Tuesday, December &, 1908, to the military district comm: . te 
1 ipt for same, Any person or perso failing to surrender th: 
arms, equipments, and munitions of war will be arrested and confin 
military prison, and further punished as occasion may re >. 
‘*All persons well disposed toward the good government of the count 
State will receive the safeguard and protection in their personsand pr 
vati ol the military forces of the State of Colorado andl wit be yrotected in 
oth r sai cplo persons and property as heretofore under the laws of the United State 
the State of Colorado. 
: by a coroner's jury, bu ‘‘All persons who may heretofore have given aid and solicitation to a 
inner as other official acts by the civil | the heretofore-mentioned organizations, or aos been in their servi 
lor It was well known before th shall return to peaceful occupation and preserve quiet and order, hold 
t the union in their inves further correspondence nor giving ‘aid nor sonaiee’ to the heretofor: 
portion of them were union | tioned eee will not be disturbed either in person or _pr« pert 
f them) and the others wer cept so far, under the orders of the military district commander, as t 
vith such a jury the verdict was of | igencies of the public service may render necessary. All rights of p 
as follows of whatever kind will be held inviolate, subject only to the laws of the U 
rmick and Melvin Beck came to | Statesand the State of Colorado. All inhabitants are enjoined to | 
r, 1903, at ll a. m., from the effects of | their usual vocations; all shopsand places of business are to keep open 
el of the Vindicator mine, located | accustomed manner, as in times of profound pe ace. Keepers of all } 
rom the examination made at the | houses ahd drinking saloons will be held responsible for all disorder am 
ry is unable to determine the exact urbance of the peace arising in their respective places. 
A sufficient force will be kept in the country to preserve order and 1 
CHAS. KETTELSON, Foreman.” ta the laws. All disorders and disturbances of the peace, done by 
iry was one Dan Griffith. who ha jinations and numbers, and crimes of an aggravating nature, inter! 
cretary of Victor Miners’ Unio th the military forces or the laws of the State of Colorado, will be ref 
nost active labor agitators in tl to a proper authority for ane punishment; other misdemeanors w 
ition this instance te show what Subject to the municipal authority, if it chooses to act. Civil causes b 
ation really was. Even the sheriff arty and party will be referred to the ordinary tribunals 
“6 well known. in his testimon ‘No publication, either by newspaper, pamphlet or handbill, refle 
inion that the killing of the any way upon the United States and the State of Colorado, or its offi 
nation. Att that the coroner’ ry 1ding in any way to influence the public mind against the Govern: 
and on the same evidence. Lyman White. the the United States and the State of Colorado, will be permitted; a 
erous mines, made an investigation and reached cles of news or editorial comments or correspondence making 
on was a deliberate design to destroy life and upon the action or actions of the milit iry forces of the State of Colora 
ot a circumstance surrounding this calamity | the organizations above referred to will not be tolerated. 
t and deliberate assassination of McCormick and “The m itary forces of the State of Colorado came here not to dest 
— coroner's jury, noncommittal as it was. created | to make good, ‘estore order and the government of laws in plac: 
nost as much indignation as did the assassination itself. passions of 3 ‘1 » this end, therefore, the efforts of all well-dispo s 
Another crime which wasattempted, but which was not carried into effect 90S are in ited to have every species of disorder quelled, and if an 
and which the resolution referred to fails to mention, was attempted abot He Lit rary i 


forces of the State of Colorado should so far forget 
this time. On Saturday night, the 14th day of November, 1903, Charles M or his obligation as to commit any outrage upon any person or prope! 
Kinney and one Foster attempted to wreck a train on the Florence and Cr military district commander aor sts that his name be instantly repo1 
ple Creek road about 3o’clock inthe morning. This was the train which | him, so that he may be punished and his wrongful act redre sssed 
gathers up the men from the night shift throughout the district and carri “All assemblages of persons in the street, either by day or night, t 
them into Cripple Creek. On the night mentioned, however, there was a lisorder and are forbidden _ . 
ball at Victor, and in addition to its usual load of nonunion men there wer: “And, finally, it may be sufficient to add, without further enume 
probably 100 men, women, and children returning from this ball. The piace that all the re » agg ments of or der and g good government will be imp 
where the attempt was made was on asharp curve and overa precipice down | long as in the Judgment of the ¢ olorado authorities it may be ne 
hich the train would have been thrown at least 200 feet. The tools used by “And while it is the desire of these authorities to exercise 
the train wreckers did not work properly, and on this occasion they failed ent mildly, it must not be supposed that it will not be vigoro 
to accomplish their purpose firmly adn istered as occasion calls 
A second attempt of the same character was made on the night of the 16t] By command of Colonel Verdeckberg 
but the plot was discovered, an ter McKinney and his companion had (Signed) ee H. M. Lrspy, 
succeeded in removing all the spikes and plates from the rail, warning was ite ‘First Lieutenant and Adjutant, 
given to the train, and later the culprits were arrested. McKinney has con First Infantry, First Brigade, N. G. ¢ 
fessed to this attempt at train wrecking and saysin his confession he was “ Adjutant of the D 
offered $500 by Sherman Parker, the president of the executive committee of | 
the strikers, for so doing. Parker gave McKinney's companion money with | i y . 
which to leave the district. In this attempt at train wrecking Mr. Davis, an HEADQUARTERS TELLER CouNTY MILITARY DISTRICT, 
otheractive union leader, isimplicated. Had thisattempt been successful from s “Camp GOLDFIEI 
100 to 200 persons would have _ their lives. It was these crimes an l a gen  Vietor, Colo., Decemb 
eral condition of lawlessness in the district and the presence of a larg -n wn “GENERAL ORDERS, NO. 2. 
ber of criminal characters, which could only have resulted in further blood 
shed and loss of property, that indu ed the gove rnor to declare Teller County | per 5, 1903, on which all arms, equipments, and munitions of war a1 
tate of insurrection and thereby suspend the writ of habeas c rpus. | surrendered to the military district commander at 12 o'clock noon, 1 
ffect upon the district and upon the lawless characters has been most | Pech ab ‘r 8, 1908, is modified and extended to read 12 o'clock noon, Sat 
— . . . December 12, 1908. 
’ resolution above referred to gives certain statements attributed to “By comeneel of Colonel Verdeckberg 
jutant-General Bell and says that they were “issued by him for the gov * (Signed) H. M. Lipsy. 
ernment of the militia in the field in said Teller County rhis is entirely “ First Lieutenant and Adjutant 
erroneous. General Bell did indulge in certain statements, among then “ First Infantry, First Brigade, N. G 
those attributed to him in the resolution, but they were not issued as a pr ped * 4d utant of the D 
) Adj ant of the l 
lamation, and were not issued forthe government of the military in the : 
in Teller County, and, as he afterwards stated, were not given for publicat This proclamation, moderate in its utterances, has been administ 
They merely embodied his conception of what constitutes military law and “jual moderation. The number of arrests made under it have been ! 
had no bearing upon the Cripple Creek situation whatsoever. Asa matterof | and ina very large majority of cases where arrests have been mad 
fact, ever since the governor's proclamation was issued, Colonel Verdeckberg | tions have been filed against the parties arrested in the district court 
has been in charge of the militia, and the only proclamation ever issued for | prisoners turned over to the civil authorities, 
the government of the military forces in Teller Countyin connection with We believe that a careful investigation of all the facts will show 
the governor's proclamation was issued by him. This proclamation was as | sively that Governor Peabody not only acted properly in sending th: 
follows: into the field, but that the conduct of the troops while in the field | 
PROCLAMATION. above reproach. Too much credit can not be given to Governor P« 
his brave and patriotic stand in connection with these matters 
HEADQUARTERS TELLER County MriLiTAry Distri T, were trying and the conditions critical, and had not the gove 
CAMP GOLDFIELD, VicTOR, COLO., December 5, ; promptly it is hard to conceive what the result would have been. 
The district of Cripple Creek, in Teller County, State of Colorado, now If the military has been guilty of any indiscretions they have 1 
being in possession of the military forces of the State of Colorado, who have | as reflect upon the personal rights and privileges of citizens, an: 
come to restore order, maintain public tranquillity, enforce peace and quiet | regretted that the real controversy should be hidden by sensationa 
under the law sand C mnstitution of the United States and the State of Colorado ism, which has brought to the fore matters that were in no way gern 
the colonel commanding the military forces o State of Colorado in the the real issue. 
Teller County milit ry district, by order and authority of the governor and The conditions surrounding the c ripple Creek and Telluride n 
commander in chief of the State « t Colorado and the National Guard of Cok tricts and the action of the governor in sending the troops ee 
rado, makes known and proc ‘laims the objectand purposes of the government ;s been examined into by Maj den J.C. Bates, of the United St ut 
of the State of Colors ado in thus tak ig ssession of the Teller County militar’ ut ie instance of President Roosevelt _ = to Lieutenant 
district and the oo sand regulations by which the lawsof the United Stat g, Chief of Staff of the Army, is as follo 
and the State of Colorado will be, for the present and during a state of i: “ 1d that the disturbances at Cripple Creek and Telluride am 
surrection and re bel ion, maintained for the plain guidance of all good citi isurrection against the State of ¢ tohen ado in eet mining, m 
zens of the United States and the State of Colorado, as well as others who usiness was suspended there by reason of intimidation, thr 
may have been in a state of insurrection and rebellion against its authority and that the civil officers were not able to, or did not, maintain or« 
“There exists in Teller County, State of Colorado, one or more organiza The militia of the State has been employed and is now employ 
tions controlled by desperate men, who are intimidating the civil authorities | ple Creek and Telluride. I think the employment of the State tr 
and who are setting at defiance the constitution and laws of the State of Colo- | sary at both these points, and that they are now giving proper prot 
rado, so that the citizens of said county of Teller, by reason of th eats, intim life and property. At Cripple Creek work has been resumed at U 
dations, and crimes committed by certain lawless persons in said county,are | and at Telluride one mine has resumed operations, and owners 
unable to enjoy their civil rights, in the judgment of the commander of the | they propose to open other mines as rapidly as they can secure W' 
military forces holding it, and it is now found to be necessary to preserve | It is probable that military guards will have to be maintained at the j 


‘The date mentioned in proclamation dated these headquart« 








1904. 
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ntio 1ed for some time, but 
r ; rapidly as circumstances will warrant, though in my opinion no ma- 
! Mh reduction can safely be made for some months. At this aan United 
ites troops & are not needed. 
“There is an unsettled condition at the coal mines both in the Trin i lad, or 
thern, district and in the New, or northern, district which may dev 
euch disorde ras to require the use of troops. Should this occur while 
je available force of State tr ope is employed at Cripple Creek and 





lop 








wh 

luri le , Which is now the case, I think Federal troops will re n be needed. 
present I understand no vi lence is be ing offered in the coal districts. 
‘little coal is now being mined in the Trinidad district ‘and none in the 
rthern district. Efforts are being made to increase the output from the 


ier and to open up the northern mines. 

I enna of no conditions, such as interfere with the United States 
ls, , that would make it the duty of the Federal Government to inter- 

with out application from State authorities.” 
This independent investigation fully vindicat 
vel or Peabody. 


; the course adopted by 


Che invest = proposed by the above resolution is for the purpose of 
rtaining * wl eth er or not there is at presenta republican form of gov- 
nt in this State (C olorado) an lin thes rare counties thereof.’ 


rurated, would be found that for a 
3 State the re has not been an indepen 

vernment, not becaus se of any action of the governor of Colorado or of 
m2 1 of the Sts but because these sections have been dominated and 
rolled by the Weste ‘rn Federation of Miners. Peace officers, and some 
irts, have been under their sway; the fundamental rights of | 
y, and the pursuit of happine 6s h ave been by them denied 

man who contended for the privile working and of sell 
oO the best advantage possible, unless he did so under the dictat« 
1, has had no rights which the union felt bound to respect. 


If such an investi gati m were inaus 
» past in many s actions of th 





ing his 
sof the 


ge ot 





n the Coeur d’Alenes to the San Juan this organization has left a trail 
oe, See on, violence, and bloodshed. But these conditions are 
‘way to be medied. And when peace shall have been finally re 


nC vole yrado, wh ‘n law and order again prevail in every mining ; dis- 

this State, and when every man aby all feel safe to pursue his vocation 

ut fear of assault and assassination, then, and not till then, will this 

$ enjoy a republican form of government in the fullest and broadest 


hat term But this result is ina fair way of ac« 
is accomplished it will be due, almost entirely, to the fearless and 
tl this State in upholding the suprem- 


‘omplishment, and 
and taken b3 toe Zove rnor of 

f the law. 
C. HAMLIN, 
fine Owners and Operators’ Ass« 
Cripple Creek, Ce 


Secretary 3 wiation. 


lo 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. BERRY. from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett, 
in the State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. 
Francis River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county 
and State, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 703) setting apart a tract of land to be used 
as a conuaee by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of Cen- 
tral C Colo., reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
ar nail ‘ thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2382) providing for the resurvey 
of certain townships in Routt and Rio Blanco counties, in the 
State of Colorado, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill 1487) creating an additional land office in the State of 

rth Dakota, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 
DUBOIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1635) for the extension of M 
street east of Bladensburg road, and for other purposes, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2559) granting a pension to James Graham, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 

rred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 

ent, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 1858) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
sackey; 

\ bill (S. 1856) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; and 

hill (S, 2576) granting an increase of pension to James Red- 


r. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
nents, and submitted reports thereon: 


\ bill (S. 88) granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 
Adams; and 
\ bill (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 


voberts, 
BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
in H. Barlow, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


al ee thereon. 

. FULTON, from the Select Committee on Industrial Expo- 
8 , to whom was referred the bill (S. 276) to provide for the 
Cel ration of the one hundredth anniversary of the exploration 


o1 the Oregon country by Capts. Meriwether Lewis and Willi 
Clark during 


am 
their expedition from the Mississippi River to the 





I understand it is the intention ao oi duce the | 


1805, and 1806: and to anthorize 


ited States to hold at the city 


Pacific Ocean in the years 1804, 
a commission representing the U? 


of Portland, in the State of Oregon, a national, int itional, and 
oriental exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the 
products of the rivers, soil, mine, forest, and sea, in said § : 
and to provide and assist in the erection of a memorial bt g 
in said city of Portland to be known as the Lewis and Clark Me 
morial Building; and to authorize an appropriation for id 

} itted 1 





purposes, reported it with amendments, and submit 
thereon. 
COTTON-BOLL 


Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee on Appropriations 
a small deficiency bill, a House bill, which I ask may now be con- 
sidered and passed. It is the bill (H. R. 9160 nd the act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904,’ approved 
March 3, 1993. 


The Secrs tary read the 


WEEVIL AND DISEASES OF IMALS. 


7 


+ . 
LO allt 


bill, 


as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the act entitled makinga 
priations *the Department of Agriculture for the f ! lune 
30. 1904." approved March 3. Bs 























to enable the Secretary of a | » l 
and-mou £na disease and ot! ue ntagiou s r no 
other purpose, be, and the » is here t 

**Emergency propria To ¢ ire to 
stamp out licate tO ar ! Ss tag s 
diseases of mals, and to meet the emer i} ! e 
Mexi mn-boll weevil and other in 
and fo other purposes, $500,000, which : 
close of the fiscal ve ~ 1905: Provided r i s ¥) 
may be e: pe ended | e Secretary of ) ‘ as | ill 
deem bes i enmanee m wit th State e I ISana a i ) n 
growers if the Secretary of Agricultu i “m it adv le, to meet t 
emergency caused by the ravages of t ican cotton und ot! 
insect i diseases affecting c n ms ri $500,000 1 1 
appropriated (not less than $& 250,000, i er) s be 1 é ely to 
stamp out and eradicate foot- and-mouth disease and other contagious diseases 
of animals.” 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 


bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HEARING COMMITTEE 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Auditand Con 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referr 
tion submitted by Mr. HEYBURN on the 11th instant 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


BEFORE THE ON MANUFACTI 

trol the Con- 

d the resolu- 
Y 


re orted 






Resolv That the stenographer em ! ] b 
the Committee on Manufactur n 9 ° 
teration, misbrand ing, and imitation of “is, rages i s,and 
condiments in the ct of | « olumbia and the Territories for rulat 
ing interstate traffic the rein, and for other purposes, be paid from t 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. BEVE RIDG E introduced the » followil r bills: which were 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pens 


A bill (8S. 


ms: 
3366) granting an increase 
(with an accompanying paper 

A bill granting an 
3aker (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. ing an increas I 
Little (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3369) granting an increase of pensi 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3370) for the relief 
Mollie E. Amende and Mattie Knott, heirs of Adaliza Sn 
deceased, late of Cynthiana, Ky.; which was read 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY 
linquish to the State of 
tion lying outside the 
which was read twice 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3372) granting a pension 
to Mary O’Brien; which was read twice by its titl d, with tl 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pens 


of pei 


to Isabel Hyde 


S. 3367) increase of pension to Jonathan 


. of 


8368) grant ‘illiam H. 


ym t 


(by request) introduced a bill (S. 3371) to re- 
Flori to all 
walls of the navy-yard on Peose«#ola I 


by its title, and referred to the C 


of the naval res 


He also introduced a bill (S. S378 granting a pensi t a 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the ¢ ee ) Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 3374) ran increas 
of pension to Henry Frazier; which was ae babes by its titlh 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3375) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to William H. 
referred to the ¢ 
Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 


Boyer; which was read twice by its title, and 


‘ommittee on Pensions. 
3376) to authorize 


the Secret 
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of the h ior to acquire for the Government, by exchanges 


of p , the ownership of the private lands within certain 
in the State of California; which was read twice b‘ 
to the Ci ee on Public Lands. . 
iced a bill (S. 3377) granting an increase of 
1 n M. Tyre which was read twice by its title, and 
’ 1 to 4 ( i ( j ns 
i | 5 i a bill (S. 3378) granting an it 
‘ ‘ J ee sc; whieh was read twice by it 
t] paper, ref l to the Commit 
‘ I 
l la bill (S. 3379) to amend sex ( 
of t] el led *‘An act to revise, consoli 
a i x to the Post-Office Department; ’ 
‘ y its title, and, with the accompa ig 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-R 

HH roduced a bill (S. 3380) to amend section 3893 of the 
R Stat . % hy ead twice by its title, and referred 
1 e@ | ? ee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (5S. 3381) granting a pension to Mar 
G } which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Co1 { on Pe l 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3382) granting an increase of pen 
ion to ( e W. Smith: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred t Cor ee on Pensions , 


Mr. D iW “dd a bill (S. 8883) for the re lief of Ade 

laide E. Grant and Alice Adelaide Grant; which was read twic¢ 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3384) for the relief of the heirs and 
gal representatives of those civilian employees of the Govern 
ment who were killed by the explosion of gunpowder and 13-inch 
shell at the United States naval magazine, Iona Island, New 
York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3385) granting an increase of pen 
sion to John A. Blair; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions 
fr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 3386) for the 
relief of Charles Seymour; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


le 


Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3387) for the relief of the 
f F. Z. Tucker, deceased; which was read twice by its 
itle, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3888) to remove the charge of di 
sertion from the military record of John Gibbons; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3389) granting an increase of pen 
sion to Joel V. Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced the following bills; which were sey 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committe 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3390) granting a pension to Emily E. Cram; 

A bill (S. 3891) granting a pension to Effie Sullivan; 

A bill (S. 3392) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus N., 
Bradley; 

A bill (S. 3398) granting ar 

A bill (S. 3394) granting : 
Crawford: 

A bill (S. 3395) granting a pension to A. O. Doolittle; 

A bill (S. 3396) granting a pension to Halle W. Dale: 

\ bill (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Christy; 


A bill (S. 3398) granting an increase of pension to Alexander R 


estate ol 





increase of pension to Joseph Porter; 
n increase of pension to Joseph B. 





A bill (by request) (S. 3399) granting a pension to Esther M. 


the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
i] 


pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,’’ approved February 25, 1899 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3401) for the relief of Flor 
ence Lambert: w h was read twice by its title, and referred to 
th 7 t on ( ] im ; 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3462) for the relief of Oak 


Grove Methodist Church, at Reams Station, in Dinwidd'g Count 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 


+ ¢ 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3403) granting an increase of per 

sion to Augustus C. Paul; which was read twice by its title, az 

Pr e on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 3404) granting a pension 

to Michael Handlin; which was read twice by its title, ar With 

the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3405) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to Mary F. Pentzer; which was read twice 1 
its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the pet 
tion of Mary F. Pentzer, widow of Patrick H. Pentzer, late c 
tain of Company C, Ninety-seventh Regiment Illinois Infar 


together with the affidavits of Dr. N. F. Terry, David M: 
Mrs. Kate R. Little, and R. B.& cer. I movethatthe bill 
mpanying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensi 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a 
rease of pension to Amanda D. Penick, and for other pur] 
which was read tavic Vy its ti le, 
Mr. COCKRELL. To acc mpany the bill I presen the } 
l j AR Pe 


; ; ! 
1 for increase oO 


ill (S. 8406) granting an 


~+ 


rf 4 


t ension of Mrs. Aman 


et f nick, toget] 

with the affidavits of Drs. 8S. F. Carpenter and Jacob Geiger, J 

Brown, E. E. Loan, and H. K. White, also letters from the \ 

partment and Pension Office. I move thatthe bill anda 

papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions 

| 1iotion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3407) granting an 
ion to James H. Karr; which was read twice b: 


‘ 
sion of James H. Karr, together, with tl 
vits of Dr. E. P. Vaugltan and Elisha Darby, and a c 
itary record. I move that the bill and accompanying pay 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (8. 3408) granting a pen 
to Lizzie Breen; which was read twice by its title, and r 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 3409) to empower the § 
tary of War to allow burial of wives of deceased enlisted n 
the national cemeteries in the same burial lot as deceased s 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comm 
m Military Affairs. 


‘ir. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the peti 





AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment authorizing the ( 
pewa Indians of the State of Minnesota to dispose of the tin 
on their respective allotments, intended to be proposed by hit 
the Indian appropriation bill: which was referred to the C 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CARE OF DELINQUENT AND DEPENDENT CHILDREN, 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 

Ordered, That House of Representatives Document No. 355, Fift 
Congress, second session, ‘*‘Care of delinguent and dependent childr 
District of Columbia,” be printed as a Senate document, and that 5 

ypies be printed for the use of the Committee on the District of Colu 

CALIFORNIA STATE CLAIMS, 

Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the bill (S. 32938) entitled “*A bill toref 
Court of Claims the war claims of the State of California,’ now pe! 

Ser together with all the papers which in any wise relate th 
nd the same are hereby. referred to the Court of Claims in pursua 

‘ovisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringit 

rainst the Government of the United States,” appr yved March 
5. Stats., 505); and the said court shall proceed with the same i! 

vith the provisions of said act and report to the Senate in a 












tLEVOLUTION IN PANAMA, 

Mr. STONE. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read 
then that it lie on the table, subject to my call. I shall s 
some remarks upon it hereafter. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 





Reso 1, That the Committee on F< rn Relations be, : rr 
l l diz ed t e inquiry the f relating to t 
Panama of November 3, 1903, w h re lted in establish 

Panama, and particularly to inquire with reference t 
* part taken in said revol mand the ors ization of tl I 
he ¢ rnment of the U S by ul, 
{ i Sta i that pen ti m byt 
y for the co ru m of the Panama C l, known 
] iu-Varilla treaty i nmit ll pr i i 
y pon tl reot, 4 1 or b et 
‘ epor to tl! Sy 1 t} testimo 
’ and pap = 
t t ta 1 m y 
L box pay and a iments that may 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
asks that the resolution may lie on the table subject to 
Is there objection? The Chair hears nor 
Mr. CULLOM. The resolut will have to go to the ¢ 

on Contingent Exp nses at some tin 


uri asks that it lie on the table for the present sub} 
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Mr. ¢ CULLOM. Sol 
e PRI SIDE NT ee tanta, 


jues 





The Chair hears no objection 

REMOVAL OF SNOW 

(H. R. 9 making appropriations for clk 

nac River of ice, and for the removal of snow and ice in the 
t of Columbia was read twice by it 3 title. 


AND ICE. 


bill ‘ring the 


Hf} ) 















LISON. This isa bill of emergency as respects the sit- 
n here in the District. Ihave cons sulted with members of 
ommittee on Ap ropriations, and we think it ought to pass 
\ it delay. Therefore I ask unanimous consent for its im- 
sideration 
retary read the bill, as follows: 
ted, etc., That the following sums are hereby appr« priated, pay- 
in any mon S r ot otherwise appropriated and from 
enu of the Dis f Co ia. in equal parts, nar 
tring the Pote mac River of ice within the District of Columbia, 
cleaning snow and ice from cross walks and gutters, under the act ap 
pr | March 2, 1895, $5,000. 
The Senate, by nnanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
} 
lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


hird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALLISON. ITask that the letters from the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia may be printed in the REcorp in con- 


n with ae i ae 


toat 





























PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
‘ request of 7 the Senator from Iowa 
Che letters referred to are as follows: 
EXECUTIVE OFFICF. 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE District OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 7, 1904. 
H WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
( man of Co tte » Anpropriations, United States Senate 
tn: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor tosul 
I herewith a draft of a bill making an appropriation for clearing the Po- 
t River of 1 and recommend its immediate enactment 
bstruc 1 of the river by ice not only entails great loss and hardship 
1 extensive business interests. as shown in the accompanying petition, 
} nection with the snow on its watershed and those of its tributary 
makes the Commissioners and the community in general appre- 
} » that the moderation of the weather, with rain, would resnlt in a 
t which would cause the jamming of the ice in front of and immedi- 
ow the city, and involve the flooding of the lower portions of the 
snd injury 2 the bridges and other public works, as weil as to private 
ty. The Commissioners believe that the danger may be material 
i by the on ympt use of tug boats and other appliances for breaking up 
t ind epening gorges for the release of the accumulated ice and wat« 
crease in the amount requested over that provided in former yea 
i on the probability that e earliness in the season of the presen 
of the ice in the river renders it probable that it may be necessa 
toegain open the ice in the harbor before the approach of spring. A furt) 
re 1 for the desired increase in the appropriation over the LoOunt previ 


is that « ‘xp r 
‘e farther below the city, 


> been done. 





unted for the purpose 
ize of attacking the i 
tflow, than has heretofore 


Very respectfully, 


e nas sugg 


in orde 


the great 
r to facilitate 





HENRY B 


rsioners of the 


MACFARLAND, 


mm i District of Columbia. 


Preside nt of the Board of ( 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
THe District oF COoLUMBTA, 


Washington, January 11, 190%. 


COMMITSSIONERS OF 
Hon. WItitaAM B. ALLISON, 
( man Committee on Appropriations, Unite 
DEAR The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the h 
to trar t here with a draft of a “ joint resolution for the 
I treets, cr ss wa ks, and gutters of 
actment of this resolution 
ze act making apy ms to provide for the expenses of 
f Columbia fe r the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, includes an 
: priat fom of $1,000 for cleaning snow and ice from cross walks and gut 
ters. This appropr n is exh m to which the Commission 
‘ re to call th I to the fact that the act of March 
lich first authorized thisappropriation. provided, in substance, that 
ld be on aaty of th » Commissic mers, immediately after every fall of 
to clear the cross walks to a width of 10 feet and the gutters to the 


St thee S, ate 
; Sir: mor 
removai of snow 
re District of Columbia.” 
is regarded by the Com1 
7 





LISSIOI 





ropriati 











13243 
aaaltlk 





ittention of 
xy ? 
» W i 

















\ I ot 
| winter of 192 the question whether this appropriation was ayail 
ale for the removal of snow and ice from the streets was submitted to th: 
‘ ler of the » Treasury, who decided the question in the negative, hold 
tas the ro of the appropriation act did not include the word 
‘the money could - med only for the removal of snow and i 
cross walks and ; rutte 
perience in past years has that snowstorms are more preva 
January and February than during any other winter months, and for that 
rea the amount eaked in the inclosed draft of resolution is deemed to be 
a nable one. 


Very respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
f Comn 8 of the District of Columbia. 


ADJUSTMENT OF POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES. 


BURROWS (by request) submitted the following resolu- 

which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and 

] Roads: 
solved by the 


| to report to the Sk 
various States and 


SSO Pe 


President of the Board 


+ 


That the Pos tinaster General be, and hereby is, di 
nate the amounts of salaries of all postmasters in 
Territories, adjusted under the act of IS}, and the 


Senate, 





SSIONAL I 





unt of salary of each such postmaster adjusted and paid under the act of 












































































INATE. 


1864. so that the excess of 10 per cent or more of each 4 — 
the act of 1854 over ti aiar paid l r a ft ish4 er i rdered 
paid by the act of 1883 ll appear in each « l 1 was 
made to tl bosthia p 


SAFETY PPLIANCES ON RAI ‘ 

Mr. PATTERS« IN. L ife r the resolution wl his | the 
desk, and ask unanimous c ent for its = 

The PRESIDENT pro mpore. The 1 l L 
the Senator from Colorado will be read. 

L} » \ ada I ow 

R ed, That the Int tate Cor » 
directed t nd to the $ t vie f all pet } | i 
yr taken by it relative to relievir ! al 
te! iz the time in W t 
the safet ppliance sa approved M h 2 
copies of all orders made by the C nission with res} t 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there obje¢ n to the pres- 
ent consid ion of the resolation? 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. ] ident, 1 that 1 m 2 


Mr. | 
should like to examine it 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection 1 r made, the 
lution will s ] 


fro over uncer 


CHANGES IN RAILWAY TARIFF RA’ 


Mr. QUARLES. I offer the resolution which I sen 














7 L , . — s+ £ - , } 
desk, and ask unanimous consent for its pres tT cons a n. 
rl PD wa »~wTy > = YP . 1) 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will ead. 
rm — > } ‘sll . 
The secretary read as follows 
Resolved. That the Interstate Commerce Commission is —— acted to 
furnish the Senate, as speedily as may be practica -eport = ving tl 
] "incipal hanges in railway tarif whether 1 "0 n 
lew rat rthea ndment of ht class ind nate of 
the effect of such changes upon ti nues of 1 r 1 the 
{ ed States during « f the fiscal years endi June 30, 1900, 1901, 190R, 
] 3 I iy ! Ww j ? 
em the r s and f rht classifications it ‘ vl 
I } l ) \ l ( t c i 
report t ite as! T cabie tI res in 
3 a I , las cn Ipo , 3 ora. 
ns d f 1 the tra 1 é ng mi L ’ 
te i “le val grain, flour, hay, and suga iring the 
per is above mentioned 


Mr. G AL LINGER and Mr. 
The PRESIDENT pro 
resolution goes over under the rule. 


KE 
temp re 


AN. Let that go over 


Objection being mad 


TES 





TS OF SUBMARINE B 


Ni £ 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitt 





tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and ‘eed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, a her ed to 
transmit to the Senate all reports and information of record in e Navy 
reparti wit respect tf t it have b aon 
h of 81 ats »t pl [ Ss, iL 

L Ince y ita ernm 

THOMAS KENNEDY. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted the following resolution: which was re- 

ferred to the Committee to Audit and Con l the C i 





‘ . 1, a+ ° 
Expenses of the Senate: 
hes I ts mas Kh = ’ \ 3 
ate folding mm. a t f ss r rid 
expenses of t me e, tn I ak 
i ) Mit 
COMPILED STATI TES, 1 1. WITH SUPP! Tr 


Mr. CLAP P submitic i the foll wing resolution: which was re- 
ferred to the Commit li ’ 1 ti ‘ 
Expenses of the Senate: 








} 41 + ¢ha Cc ratar +) g -. 
ized to re ithe W I x 
piled S ut of 1901, with the supp el Lo l 
<_< said s ites be supplied to the various Senate commit 
ny remain , r tl ise of t Sena 

NESS 

The P . Is t] her m« } Si- 
ness? If n si re the Senate the v: 3; resolu- 
tions and amendments thereto relative in investig nof the 
Post-Office Department 

Mr. PENROSE. Iask unanimousconsent for the consid n 
at this time of the bill (S. 255 for the r ief of t I rs and 
Mechanics’ National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. MORGAN. l ask t] penator to al WV tl it tot Pp St- 
poned fora moment. I think the order of morning bus has 
not beencompleted. On the 1lith of this month I offered a reso- 
lution, numbered ‘ rich was ordered to lie over and be printed. 





m called since that time. Yesterday morning 
ao was occupied by the morning business. I 
have the right to ask that that 1 
the Senate. 


It has never bes 
entire morni! 
think I now 
laid before 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


} 
TreSOLUTION May VD 


By unanimous consent it was 


me) 
(U2 


CONGRESSIONAL 


agreed that after the conclusion of the routine morning business 
the resolutions known as the Post-Office investigation resolutions 
should be taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask, then, whether my resolution, in 
consequence of that unanimous consent, goes to the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; that resolution lies on 
the table. The recollection of the Chair is that the Senator, when 
he offered the resolution, asked that it lie upon the table subject to 
his « all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh. no; that is a mistake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is well 
that the Senate should understand the position which the present 
Presiding Officer will take in reference to the resolutions, which 
are accumulating so rapidly on the table. A former Presiding 
Officer of the Senate ruled that resolutions were entitled to their 
hour in court, and under his ruling they were permitted to lie on 
the table until such time as an opportunity was afforded to lay 
them before the Senate. While the Chair sees in the rule noth- 
ing which perhaps might justify such a decision, yet, under all 
the circumstances, the Chair will hold that these resolutions are 
entitled to an hour in court and that they will lie on the table 
until the opportunity is afforded for a hearing upon them, each 
taking its turn in the order it has been offered. 

Several Senators. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What does the Chair mean by 
such resolutions having ‘**an hourincourt?’? Does he mean sixty 
minutes or until 2 o’clock? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair used the expression 
‘‘an hour in court’? as a mere technical phrase, only meaning 
thereby that if in any one morning during the morning hour a 
resolution had been considered and not completed, on the next 
day it would go to the Calendar. 


FARMERS AND MECHANICS’ NATIONAL BANK OF PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. PENROSE. Now, Mr. President, I renew my request that 
he Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 255. 

Mr. LODGE. What has become of the Post-Office resolutions? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has laid the Post- 
Office resolutions before the Senate. They being before the Sen- 
ate, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] was recog- 
nized and asked unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. It is a short bill, and I should like to have 
the Senate consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
which will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 255) for the relief of the Farmers 
and Mechanics’ National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa., and, there be- 
ing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. It directsthe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue tothe Farmers and Mechanics’ National Bank, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., a duplicate in lieu of United States gold certificate 
of the act of March 14, 1900, series of 1900, No. 16454, for $10,000, 
issued by the assistant treasurer of the United States, Philadel- 
phia, Pa., on July 18, 1903, payable to the order of the Farmers 
and Mechanics’ National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa., and alleged 
to have been lost, but the Farmers and Mechanics’ National Bank 
‘shall first file in the Treasury a bond in the penal sum of double 
the amount of the principal of the said certificate, with good and 
sufficient sureties to be approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, with condition to indemnify and save harmless the United 
States from any claim because of the lost certificate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. LODGE. I ask for the regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the regular order, being the various resolutions and amend- 
ments thereto relative to an investigation of the Post-Office De- 
partment, on which the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] has the 
fic 0r. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I was going to call the attention of the Senator 
from Maryland, who was not here yesterday, to the fact that I 
then stated that before the resolutions went to the committee I 
had some remarks to make—not extended—and I asked that the 
resolutions go over until to-day, holding their same place, to come 
up after the routine morning business. The debate on other mat- 
ters consumed the whole time yesterday, and so I did not have an 
opportunity to get my figures into proper shape. I should like 
very much—I do not want to delay the reference of the resolu- 
tions—to have the resolutions go over until to-morrow morning, 
to keep their same place, to come up after the routine morning 
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business, and I promise the Senate there will be no further delay 
so far as I am concerned. . 

Mr. GORMAN, I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine as! 
unanimous consent that the pending resolutions go over until {o- 
morrow morning, to be taken up immediately after the rout 
morning business. Is there objection? The Chair hears y 
and that order is made, 


Ss 


A. R. CRUZEN, 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair lays before 
Senate a resolution heretofore submitted by the Senator 
Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Car 
on the 15th of December, 1903, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inforn 
Senate whether any report has been made to the Treasury Depart: 

L. Cullom, special agent of the Treasury, with respect to the cond 
A. R. Cruzen, collector of customs in Porto Rico; and. if so, to transn 
same to the Senate with a statement of what action, if any, has been t 
thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inthe absence of the Senator from Tennessee 
I ask that that resolution may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to have the resolution again 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa a 
that the resolution may go over, retaining its place. 

Mr. CARMACK entered the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tenn 
[Mr. CARMACK] is now here. 

Mr. CARMACK. What is the resolution, Mr. President 
one I offered in relation to the collector of customs in Porto Ri 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the resolution. 

Mr. CARMACK, Has that resolution gone over, Mr. P1 
dent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; it has not. In the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Tennessee, the Senator from low: 
asked that it might go over and retain its place. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I do not care to make any 
address to the Senate on that resolution. I wish simply to sa 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will not object to the 
resolution going over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CARMACK. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. I make that request, inasmuch as perhap 
pertains to a matter which is within the jurisdiction of the co 
mittee of which Iam chairman, I should like to have it go 01 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. CARMACK. Very well, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go 01 
then, by unanimous consent, retaining its place. 


il 


The Secretary will again read 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA, 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that 1 may now—1 
any action—offer a substitute for the resolution of the Sena 
from Georgia [Mr. BAcon] which was offered and debated 
terday, in order that the substitute may be printed and co! 
with that resolution when it comes up. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the proposed substitute be read. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; let it be read. I simply ask to have it 
and go over with the resolution of the Senator from Georg 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Main 
HALE] offers an amendment in the nature of a substitute fo 
resolution yesterday submitted by the Senator from Georgia 
Bacon]. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas the State of Panama, formerly a part of the Republic of 
bia, has seceded from that Republic and has set up a government repu 
in form under the name of the Republic of Panama; and 

Whereas the independence of said Republic of Panama has been re 
by the United States and by many other nations; and 

Whereas a treaty is now pending before the Senate between th 
States and the oe of Panama, the ratification of which will ins 
speedy building of the interocveanic canal by the United States acros 
ritory of said Republic of Panama: Therefore, ee 

Resolved, That in any claim which the Republic of Colombia in a1 
may make against the said Republic of Panama for indemnification 0! 
territory or increased burden of the debt of said Republic of Color 
President is requested to tender his best offices toward the peaceful 
mentof all controversies that have arisen or may arise between said | 
of Colombia and the Republic of Panama. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, is the resolution of the Se! 
from Georgia now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itisnot. The amendment !!- 
tended to be proposed by the Senator from Maine will be print 

' and go over with the resolution of the Senator from Georgia. 
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Mr. BACON. I understand that the only action taken is to 
offer the proposed substitute, and that it is to accompany the 
original resolution, whatever disposition may be made of it. 

Mr. HALE. That is precisely what I intend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will 
be regarded as the pending amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not desire, in view of what passed yester- 
day, to be understood as consenting to that as a substitute. 


INTERVENTION IN COLOMBIA, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GoRMAN], coming over from a previons day, The resolution will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GoRMAN on 
the 5th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if notin his judgment incom- 
patible with the yublic interest, to inform the Senate: — 

1. The date when and the circumstances under which the United States 
intervened for the first time and each succeeding time with a military force 
in the internal affairs of New Granada or Colombia under the treaty of 1846; 
whether such intervention was on the initiative of the United States or by 
the request of New Granada or Colombia, or in consequence of any official 
representation of either, and also to transmit to the Senate copies of the let- 
ters or notes in the Department of State, and of the orders by the Navy 
Department relating to such intervention. 

» Also to inform the Senate whether or not the United States has been 
asked by New Granada or Colombia or any official representative of either 
to execute by armed force either the guaranty of the neutrality of the Isth- 
mus or of the sovereignty of New Granada or Colombia over the same, and 

the United States has been so asked, then the dates and circumstances 
thereof, and to send to the Senate copies of the letters or notes in each case 
( eying the application and what was done thereunder by the United 
States 

; And also to inform the Senate in which, if any, of the disturbances on 
the Isthmus of Panama referred to by the President in his last annual mes- 
sage the United States intervened by the employment of military force solely 
on its own initiative and uninvited by the Government owning the Isthmus, 
and also to inform the Senate of the circumstances in each case which re- 
quired such intervention, and transmit copies of the orders issued by the 
Navy Department for such purpose. 

1. And also that he will inform the Senate of the dates when and circum- 
stances under which the United States has intervened in the internal affairs 
of New Granada or Colombia by military force in aid of a revolt or rebellion 
or disturbance of the peace therein, or to suppress such revolt, rebellion, or 
Tur bance, 


ate 


als 

». And also to inform the Senate which words, if any, in the treaty of 1846 
auihorized the United States, in the opinion of the President, to enter by 
military force and uninvited into the territorial jurisdiction of New Gran- 
ada or Colombia in order to prevent .the interruption or embarrassment of 


free traffic across the Isthmus, 


Mr. CULLOM. Unless it is desired that the resolution be 
now debated, I will move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CARMACK, 
resolution, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CuLLOM] moves the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me 
first to move an amendment? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee allows me to 
move an amendment before he addresses the Senate. I move to 
strike out the fifth division of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
moves an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the fifth clause of 
the resolution, as follows: 

Fifth. And also to inform the Senate which words, if any, in the treaty of 
1846 authorized the United States, in the opinion of the President, to enter 
by military force, and uninvited, into the territorial jurisdiction of New 


Granada, or Colombia, in order to prevent the interruption or embarrass- 
ment of free traffic across the Isthmus. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner}. 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 
Tennessee {Mr. CARMACK] desires to be heard on the main propo- 
sition, 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is recognized. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President,I heard the other day with 
pleased attention the lecture on true statesmanship with which 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] favored the Dem- 
ocratic side of the Chamber. It is always a blessed event when 
the Senator from Massachusetts descends from Boston to the 
earth with a revelation to mankind. [Laughter.] I was suit- 
ably impressed by the Senator’s appeal that we disburden our- 
8elves of partisan considerations and rise to the height of this 
great argument. I should have been very much more impressed, 

owever, if the evidences of the Senator’s own intense and blind- 


Mr. President, I desire to be heard on that 


The Senator from Tennessee 


ing partisanship had not exuded from him in every word that he | t 
| session. 


uttered, 


The question is on the amend- | ’ 
| letter headlines for the yellow newspapers. 


The Senator from Wisconsin | 
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If the Senator himself were not possessed by a spirit of partisan- 
ship that dominates his every act and word, some things might be 
plain to the Senator which in his present condition he can neither 
appreciate nor understand. He might be able to understand that a 
man may oppose a flagrant violation of the Constitution and statute 
laws of the United States, to say nothing of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of international law and the obligations of a solemn treaty, 


| without being actuated by motives as bad as the act he condemns, 


The Senator might even come to understand that a Republican 
Senator may honestly feel that he owes higher obligations to his 
country and to its laws than he does to the head of his own party. 

The Senator spoke with truth and spirit of the rules that should 
limit the conduct of the opposition to the party in power. I wish 
the Senator could also understand that there should be some limits 
to the zeal and fidelity of Administration supporters in Congress 
and that these limits are reached when they are called upon to ap- 
plaud it for treating with indignity their own most solemn legisla- 
tive acts and for trampling upon the laws which they themselves 
have made. 

I wish the Senator could understand that even a partisan Con- 
gress, whose lawful acts have been treated with contempt by a 
partisan Executive, has as much right to assert its privileges as 
had an English Parliament in the days of the Stuarts, and that it 
is not bound to do everything in its power to deserve the contempt 
it hasreceived. I wish it could be understood here, Mr. President. 
that the spirit of the English peasant who boasted that he had 
once been kicked by a duke has no proper place on the floor of 
this American Senate. 

If the Senator were less of a partisan than he is, he would not 
try to make it appear that a simple demand that the President 
proceed with the construction of a canal, as positively required 
by law, is an attempt to obstruct the building of a canal. If the 
Senator were less of a partisan he would be standing here de- 
nouncing the acts of this Administration as a usurpation of power, 
precisely as he would be doing if the same acts had been done by 
a Democratic President. 

Nobody here, Mr. President, is trying to make an issue of the 
Panama Canal or to make an issue of the canal at all. The issue 
that arises out of this matter is the simple question of whether 
the President of the United States can substitute his own will for 
the law of the land. There has been partisanship in this matter, 
Mr. President. but it has not been with the Democratic party, 
We voted for the Nicaragua route. When that was defeated we 
voted for the route preferred by Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber, but we did so in full faith that if the President 
should fail within a reasonable time to negotiate a treaty with 
Colombia he would obey the plain mandate of the law by going 
to the Nicaragua route. 

The partisanship that has been exhibited in this matter has 
been in the refusal of the President to obey the law rather than 
construct acanal along the route favored by the Democratic party. 
That is partisanship, Mr. President, in its worst and most vicious 
form. <A partisanship which opposes everything offered by the 
other party, whether right or wrong, is indeed contemptible; but 
a partisanship which violates the plain letter of the law, rather 
than give an apparent advantage to the other party, is too danger- 
ous to be called contemptible. 

The Senator had some things to say of the stupidity of the 
Democratic party. There are many things, Mr. President, that 
must always seem stupid to this sensation-loving Administra- 
tion. The Democratic party is not trying to make the business 


| of government interesting and diverting by turning it into a 





theatrical performance or by making fireworks of the Constitu- 
tion and laws. It is simply trying to do its part in the dull and 
prosaic task of governing the country in a lawful and constitu- 
tional way. That sort of thing must always seem stupid to those 
who believe that the chief end of government is to furnish red- 


I do not intend to discuss the details of the Panama treaty, 
though I believe it ought to be considered in open Senate and that 
every word of the debate ought to be in the hearing of the Ameri- 
can people. We have the example of the utmost freedom—I had 
almost said the utmost license—of discussion enjoyed by the State 
Department and by the defenders of this Administration, a license 
which permits a mercurial French adventurer. masquerading as 
the comic-opera representative of a comic-opera Republic, to dis- 
cuss the course and politics of the United States. to discuss its 
treaties and interpret its laws, and to lecture the members of this 
honorable body upon the performance of their public duties, and 
it seems to me that something of the freedom enjoyed by these 
shirt-sleeve diplomatists might come within the privileges of the 
Senate. 

It has even been suggested that we should not discuss the con- 
duct of the President in the Panama matter except in executive 
I do not see why we should get behind barred doors and 
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bated breath and whispered humbleness when dealing 

of executive power. I intend ak with all due 

high office of President, but I hold that we do not 
for that office by respecting the 

may happen to wield its power. It is due to truth 

ple to say that every act of the Presid in this 
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tatively in- 
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the United States down to 


and includi ley, can you find anything to justify 
the swift and sudden recognition of this hideous abortion of night 
and dark ithe Panama Republic? What constitutes 
a state i . of international law and justifies its rec- 
ogniti , as ligerent power? It must be possessed of a 
defined territory. and it must have demonstrated its ability to 
hold that territory for an indefinite time against all the efforts of 
the power with which it is contending. It must be equipped with 
all the machinery of government. It must be prepared to admin- 
ister justice throughout the length and breadth of its territory, 
to protect the rights of gliens, and to discharge its obligations to 
foreign nations. 

This so-called Panama Republic, Mr. President, had not even 
the form or semblance of a republic and hardly any of the at- 
tributes of anation. It had no army or navy, except such as 
were regarded as a source of danger rather than as a means of de- 
It had no constitution, no legislature, no courts, no laws, 
no form or system of government. Without violating all the 
precedents to which we have scrupulously adhered throughout 
all our history, we could not have recognized it even as a bellig 
erent power. We hastened to recognize it as a sovereign and in- 
dependent nation before it had given the slightest evidences of 
stability or even of popular support. 

The Senator from Massachusetts {[Mr. LopGr]. it seemed to me, 
expended a great deal of useless labor in attempting to show that 
the recognition of new states belongs exclusively to the Executive 
I am not concerned, for the purpose of this argument, to dispute 
that proposition. Admitting it to be true, it does not mean that 
there is no law to govern this matter except the President’s will. 
it does not mean that the law of recognition is to be governed by 
the length of the President’s foot or even by the size of his hat. 
The rule, Mr. President, is a plain and simple one, arid we have 
adhered to it throughout all our history, sometimes under the 
strongest temptations, from self-interest and other causes, to de- 
part from it. 

That rule is that the independence of a new state must exist as 
an undoubted fact before it can be recognized as a fact. When 
the new state shall have firmly established itsindependence, after 
it has successfully repelled every effort to subjugate it, after all 
efforts have been practically abandoned or become manifestly 
hopeless, then, and not until then, can other nations deal with it 
as a sovereign and independent power. 

That was the rule we took for our guidance in dealing with the 
revolted colonies of Spain. The sympathies of this country and 
of the Government were strongly with those revolting colonies. 
That sympathy was due not simply to sentiment, but to a feeling 
that our own peace and security would be promoted by the disap- 
pearance of Spanish power from this hemisphere. 

Yet, Mr. President, in spite of that strong temptation and with 
that great national interest in the struggle, we adhered to this 
principle. We waited until these colonies had established their 
independence, until Spain herseif had virtually abandoned the 
struggle, before we recognized them as members of the family of 
nations. 

The same rule was laid down by President Grant and repeated 
by President McKinley with reference to the recognition of Cuba. 
It was the rule laid down by President Andrew Jackson in deal- 
ing with the case of Texas. I desire toinsert herein the RECORD, 
without reading, an extract from Jackson’s message on that ques- 
tion: 

[From the message of President Jackson to Congress, December 21, 1836.] 

But there are circumstances in the relations of the two countries which 
require us to act on this occasion with even more than our wonted caution. 
Texas was once claimed as a part of our property, and there are those among 
our citizens who, always reluctant to abandon that claim, can not but regard 
with solicitude the prospect of the reunion of the territory to this country. 
A large pri —— of its civilized inhabitants are emigrants from the { nited 

<the same language with ourselves, cherish the same principles, 

yolitical and religious, and are bound to many of our citizens by ties of 
riendship and kindred blood; and, more than ail, it is known that the peo- 
ple of that country have instituted the same form of government with our 
own, and have since the close of your last session openly resolved, on the ac- 
knowledgment by usof their independence, to seek admission into the Union 
as one of the Federal States. This last circumstance is a matter of peculiar 
delicacy, and forces upon us considerations of the gravest character. The 
title of Texas to the territory she claims is identified with her independence. 
She asks us to acknowledge that title to the territory, with an avowed de- 
sign to treat immediately of its transfer to the United States. It becomes 
us to beware of a too early movement, as it might subject us, however un- 
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Compare Jackson's action with that of the present occuna 
the White House. whole soul was no doubt on 
with sympathy for the struggling patriots of Texas. Thei 
was the heroic Sam Houston, from his own State of Te 
Another great Tennessean, David Crockett, had made 
Thermopyle at the Alamo—a Thermopylz that had no mx 
of defeat. 

But in addition to that, the State of Texas had already 
its intention and desire to seek admission into the Ameri 
Union. It meant a vast increase to the territorial empire of 
United States; it meant a vast increase of our wealth and | 
and population. Yet President Jackson said because of thx 
fact that we had so great an interest in the issue of this 
gle we should be unusually careful in adhering to the 
principles of international law, that no taint or suspicion 
attach to the conduct of the United States. 

So, Mr. President, we waited until Texas had achieved her 
independence, until Mexico itself had abandoned the stri 
and when Texas came into this Union she brought with | 
stain of dishonor on American diplomacy or American a 
W hat a contrast, Mr. President! Compare that act with th 
of the President of the United States, not to secure a cai 
cause that was already secure by the law, not to hasten tli 
struction of a canal, because the Canal Commission had told 
that the canal could be constructed more quickly by tl 
route, not for these reasons, but simply to obtain the d 
and disputed advantage of one route over the other. 

Mr. President, I shall take Andrew Jackson and not T) 
Roosevelt for my guide. When my conduct is questione 
my own people I do not doubt what answer will be given 
proud old State in whose bosom sleep the ashes of Old H 
and among whose people his spirit is abroad. 

But the President himself has abandoned this line of 4 
Although one of the ablest Republicans in Congress 
forward to make an ingenious and fallacious defense to show 
the President was acting in line with precedents, they have been 
routed and driven from this untenable position, and now 1 
President in his message admits that he was not acting in 
cordance with the principles that govern the recognit 
states or with the precedents of this country or the usages 
nations in that regard. 

His plea now is that he was under the compulsion of ar 
perious necessity—that necessity that knows no law and ca 
none. The assumption is obtruded upon us again and a 
his message that Colombia controlled the whole Isthmus 
every practicable or possible route for a canal; that Colom! 
and Colombia alone stood there barring the pathway of civil 
tion and commerce between the Atlantic and the Pacific 0 
He would have us believe that he was confronted by some « 
dinary condition, by some unforeseen contingency, that 1 
of him prompt and heroic action. The answer is, Mr. Pr 
that the very contingency that had arisen, the very conditi 
confronted him, had been foreseen and provided for by law 
his duty laid down 

fe tells us with a vague magnificence of language tl 
received a ‘“‘mandate from civilization ’’ to construct 1 
along the Panama route and nowhere else. The Presiden! 
sworn to execute any vague and undefined mandate of ci 
tion. He is sworn to obey the Constitution and to execu! 
laws of the United States. He has no right to set thei a 
the behest of some imaginary mandate of civilization that m®) 
happen to rise in his fertile and ingenious mind. 

The President was acting under a law. under the s0-~ 
Spooner Act. That act required him to negotiate, if po 
treaty with the Republic of Colombia for a strip of land | 
her dominions and to construct thereon this canal. But 11 
ther provided that if he should fail within a reasonable time to 
secure those rights from Colombia he should proceed to the \1 
ragua route. That was the plain letter of the law. the 
thing necessary to secure this canal and to secure it wifaout | 
lay was for the President to obey that law. 

The President makes it plain in his message that he never 
tended under any circumstances to execute the provisions of U 
law. I read a passage from page 6 of his message: 

A second alternative was that by the close of the session on the last day 
October. without the ratification of the treaty by Colombia and without: 
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November would beconfronted with a situation in which there had been a fail- 
: to come to termsas to building the canal along the Paname route, and 
there had not been a lapse of a reasonable time—using the word reason- 


n any proper sense—such as would justify the Administration going to 





the Nicaragua route. 
Now, what does he say should be done under those circum- 
stances? 


intention was to consult the Congress as to whether under such cir 
it would not be proper t ») announce that the canal was to be dug r 


"mY 
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vith; that we would give the te perms that we had offered and no others. 
and that if such terms were not a d to we would enter into an arrange- 
1 with Panama direct, or take whe ut other steps were needful in order to 


the enterprise, 

In the name of common sense, what does the Administration 

in when it says that in such case there had been no lapse of 
easonable time? The President has stated a case in which the 
reaty had been definitely and finally and conclusively rejected, 
n which all further negotiations had been abandoned, in which 
felt he was driven to some other course, that of making a 
ity with a dependent province of Colombia, and yet he says 
here had not been a lapse of reasonable time. 

1 The President seems to consider that this law gave him a rea- 
sonable time to obtain this territory by any method he might see 
fit to employ. The Spooner Act simply gave the President a 
reasonable time within which to make a treaty with Colombia; 
and upon the lapse of that reasonable time without any treaty 


ie 
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being negotiated, it was his duty under the law to go to the Nica- 
ragua route. It was so understood by every Senator upon this 
floor when that law was being considered. I do not believe any 


Senator will stand here and say that he now understands it other- 


wise. It was considered so by the Administration itself when 
this treaty was being negotiated; and I beg leave here to read a 


itement from Secretary Hay. 
State construed that law: 


The President is bound by the isthmian canal statute, commonly called 
“the Spooner law.’ By its provisions he is givena reasonable time to arrange 
a sat ctory treaty with Colombia. When,in his judgment,the reasonable 
time has expired and he has not been able to makea satisfactory arrange- 
ment as to the Panama route, he will then proceed to carry into effect the 
lternative of the statute. 


Gal 


Here is how the Secretary of 


eee 


A reasonable time to arrange a satisfactory treaty with Colom- | 


bia. Thatisthelaw. That was the measure of the President’s 
duty. It was the limit of his discretion inthis matter. It was 
so understood by every Senator when the law was passed, and it 
was so understood by the Administration itself when the treaty 
was being negotiated. 

There had not been a lapse of reasonable time! 
there occur a lapse of reasonable time within which to arrange 
a treaty if it does not occur after every effort to secure a treaty 
has failed and all further efforts have been abandoned? 

Mr. President, the action of the Administration in this matter 
has been defended on the very ground of the unreasonable delay 
on the part of Colombia. Her conduct in delaying this treaty has 
been characterized as so outrageous and unreasonable as to justify 
the President i in taking this high-handed action. 

1 we ask why it is the President took this extreme and 


r { ionary course we are answered that it was because of the 
unr nable delay. When we ask “ Why, then, did you not go 
to Nicaragua, as provided by law?” the answeris, ‘There had not 
been a lapse of reasonable time.” So it seems, according to the 


¢ 


singular logic of this Administration, that there may be an un- 
reasonable delay in accomplishing an object, but without a lapse 
of reasonable time. 

The » President says in his message that he had two alternatives 
of action in his mind upon the lapse of a reasonable time without 
the ne naan of a treaty with Colombia, but neither of those 


alternatives was what Secretary Hay calls the alternative of the 
statute. One was to go and dig the canal anyhow, treaty or no 
treaty. The other was to take advantage of an insurrection in 
Panama and to make a treaty with that country. Never for one 
moment did he consider anything that had in it so little of the 


str naows and the sensational and the spectacular as the plain and 
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We learn from this statement that the Administration was pro- 


ceeding upon the assumption that the Nicaragua route was im- 
| practicable and that it had been so decided by the American 
people. ; 
This speech comes right from the bosom of the Administration, 
IT saw in the papers that the President wrote a letter to Mr. 
Loomis thanking him for his able and correct exposition of 
the Administration’s conduct. We may assume, therefore, that 
these utterances were inspired, that they came hot from the 
| throne, and that they express the views of the Administration. 
I beg leave to unite with the President in thanking Mr. Loomis 
for his frank statement that the President, of his own motion 
had set aside the Nicaragua route as impracticable, and that he 
never intended to execute this provision of the law 
But, Mr. President, I should be glad to know } v1 what authority 
Mr. Loomis makes his statement t] - all the great engineers of the 
United States have decided and declared that the Nicaragua route 
is impracticable. A more unfounded statement never escaped 
from the lips of any human being. It has been declared pr: - 
ble again and again by the greatest engineers of the United States 
and of the whole world. Our engineers, select: d for that very 
purpose, have again and again declared the practicability of the 
Nicaragua route, and the very last Canal ( oamelé sion, upon whose 
report the Spooner law was founded, declared wit h reference to 
the two routes—I quote the very language of the report—*‘ both 


| 


simple plan of executing the law. 

Mr. Loomis, of the State Department, made a speech in New 
York a few days ago in which he spoke of the “* grave possibilities 
which confronted this Government as it peered into the future 
and sought to provide intelligently for the many serious compli- | 
cations and contingencies which the President foresaw.” I will 


p to remark that if instead of peering into the future the 
resident had simply peered into the law, he would have f 


easy way out of all his troubles. Mr. Loomis continues: 
lf the revolution in Panama had not occurred; if the Americgn people, 
guced by the opinions of its most learned, efficient, and highly trusted en- 
fihecrs, continued to think the Nicaragua route an impracticeble one; if the 
po and Congress of this country had insisted that we wait fora year, or un- 
- i time as the politicians at Bogota were ready to negotiate a new canal 
eaty, ete. 
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found an | 


are entirely feasible and practicable.”’ 

Here we have a report of the Commission selected by the Presi- 
dent to advise him upon this matter, which tells him that this 
route is entirely practicable; that it is entirely feasible; and Con- 
gress, acting upon that report, enacts a law which instructs him 
under certain conditions to proceed to construct the canal by the 
Nicaragua route. The President takes it upon himself to say: 
«This route is impracticable, and I will not do it.”” He sets hisown 
judgment above that of the greatest engineers in this country and 
in the world, and he sets his own will above the law of the United 
States. Noeminent engineer of whom I have ever heard has 
pronounced the Nicaragua route impracticable, unless it be the 
one who engineered the Panama revolution. 

The President seeks to derive from the treaty of 1846 an argu- 
ment in favor of his action in this matter. He admits that there 
is no express provision in that treaty which gives him a right to 
go there and construct acanal whether orno. But, without there 
being any express provision, he says that is what the treaty was 
intended tomean. The answer is that if it is not there, it is not 
there. Sovereign powers, when making solemn treaties, do not 
write anything between the lines. They do not surrender any 
portion of their sovereignty by implication. 

Our rights and Colombia’s obligations are to be found in the 
plain words of the law, and there is absolutely nothing in the 
language of that treaty which justifies any man for a moment 
assuming that either of the parties everintended that there should 
be a treaty to zive this country the right to go there and construct 
a canal whenever it pleased, without any further negotiations 
with Colombia. We have never considered ourselves bound to 
construct a canal along the Panama route. 


Nc 


We have always considered ourselves free, without any regard 
to the treat> of 1846, to go and build a canal anywhere we pleased. 
Colombia Las much right under that treaty as we had. and the 
very law uwniler which the President was acting expt r recog- 
nized the right of Colombia to reject this treaty by prov idion that 
the President should go elsewhere if she did reject it. 

It seems to me that the President was singularly unfortunate 
in _—— ting to justify his course in this maiter by appealing to 
= » right of interventic n, W hich is recognized in ce n extreme 

.d exceptional cas s. Here there was no right of interventi 


m 





naaretiaes, but under no possible circums tances c uid that ri 
belong to him. Even if he had gone no further than the mere 
fact of recognition, that being done avowedly for the purp of 
giving support and strength to an insurrectionary mov nt, I 
say a proper regard for the spirit of the Constitution would | 
required him to have the consent of Congress in advat 
President Jackson laid down the principle that w r tl 

act of recognition is likely to lead to war, then the President, w 





proper respect for the Constitution, ought first to have the consen 
of Congress before acting in the matter. Here the act ofr o- 
nition was avowedly for the purpose of giving aid and comfort to 
the insurrection. It was accompanied by words of contempt and 
scorn. It was preceded and accompa! uied and followed by acts of 
abst lute violence against Colombia 

gut the President did not stop with the act of recnenition. He 
actually intervened. He sent the war ships of the United States 
there to drive the troops of Colombia from her own territ iry, to 
keep them from suppressing an insurrection against her own 


authority. 
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I say here there was no cause for intervention by anybody, but 
under no circumstances could that right belong to the President 
of the United States intervention is war, and the right 
to declare war, belongs to Congress and not to the 
P resident. 

Hiis acis in this matter were not 
not offensive, they were not simply a cause of war, but 
they war. The use of the military power of a country ex- 
erted directly upon another nation is war, no matter whether a 
single gun is fired or not. It is the use of military force, that is 
the of war. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President. there never was any real 
insure nin P Phere never was anything that deserved 
to be considered or spoken of as an uprising of the people. There 
has been a great deal of rhetoric about the people rising up as one 
man against their oppressors. To all intents and purposes there 
was but one man in that insurrection, and that man was the Presi 
dent of the United States. 

There never was an uprising there which could not have been 
quelled by a squad of resolute policemen if the power of the 
United States Government had not been behind it. There never 
was any government there and is not now that could stand for a 
day or an hour without the support of the United States. The 
Republic recognized by the President was a purely fictitious one, 
a sort of a Doe re} invented for the convenience of this 
military ion in e: 

An overw rhelming majority of the people never knew that any 

revolutionary movement was afoot until the whole thing was 
over and the so-called Republic had been proclaimed. I havea 
statement here from Mr. Merril A. Teague, a gentleman of the 
highest character and standing, chosen by one of the leading 
newspavers, an Administration organ, the New York Tribune, as 
their staff correspondent in Panama. He gives a plain unvar- 
nished statement of the conditionsthere. He does not deal in gen- 
eralities. He gives names and dates and specific facts. 

The facts are, Mr. President, that this conspiracy was organ- 
ized by a little lotof seven men taking into their confidence four 
Americans, one of whom was Colonel Black, of the United States 
Army. What was the manifestation of this unexampled una- 
nimity and zeal? 
throughout the State of Panama voicing their protest against Co- 
lombian oppression and their demand for independence? Was 
there my congress assembled of the representatives of that State? 
There was none. 

This ‘little band of conspirators—seven men—finally took into 
their confidence the members of the municipal council of the litt] 
town of Panama, of about 20,000 people, and when the time was 
ripe foraction this little council of eleven men, under the control 
of those conspirators and with the American war ships conven- 
iently at hand, proceeded to pass an ordinance of secession for a 
state as large as the State of Indiana. 

It is said that the people of Panama rose asoneman. They 
rose, Mr. President, simply as eleven men. The same thing was 
enacted at Colon laterin theday. I have here an American news- 
paper published at Colon, given me by a colleague in the House, 
Mr. 
uncolored account of the great uprising of the people in Colon. 
The people were never permitted to know that they were engaged 
in a revolution. This story is as follows: 

When the inhabitants awoke in the morning— 


bec atuse 
to begin war, 
simply unfriendly, they were 
simply 


were 


essence 


anvauia. 
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That is, the morning of this great popular insurrection— 


When the inhabitants awoke in the morning after a night of undisturbed 
slumber, they little dreamt that their tranquillity would have been dis- 
turbed ere the setting of the sun. 

On the very verge of a terrible insurrection, little did they dream 
that their tranquillity was going to be disturbed—the very people 
who were rising as one man! 

But it is the unexpected that often occurs. 

This revolution which occurred there was not expected by the 

people. 
It was so in the present case. With the assurance of peace in the country 
there was nothing known yesterday morning to the public of Colon to have 
aroused any misappre hension. But disquieting news which had been flashed 
across the wire from Panama had leaked out, and in a very short time it had 
sped throughout the whole town. The news was to the effect that Panama 

That is, the town of Panama— 
had declared its independence on the afternoon of the 3d instant. To one 
and all the news came like a bolt from a clear sky. No one cared to talk or 
express any opinion. Such was the gravity of the situation. 

That was the condition of the people who were rising there with 
unexampled unanimity, rising as one man against the terrible 
tyranny of Colombia. The news that they were conducting a 
revolution came to that people like a bolt from a clear sky. No 
inhabitant dared to express an opinion about the revolution. 
They rose as one man, Mr. President, but the one man was in the 
White House. 


Were there any great assemblages of the people ' 


Gaines of Tennessee, which gives a contemporaneous and | 
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Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator will permit me, what sort of 
headline has that remarkable story given to it? 

Mr.CARMACK. The headline is simply as follows 
TH* SITUATION IN COLON—GREAT EXCITEMENT RAILROAD 

EMPLOYE®S CALLED TO ARMS—AMERICAN MARINES LANDED 

TOTALLY SUSPENDED—CONFERENCE AT PREFPRCTURA, 

The statement continues: 

The going backward and forward of Government officials and moven 
of the troops which had arrived the previous day, anda strong guard 
placed at tae prefectura, gave color to the report, and a paDic s00n seized t 
whoie Colmmubity. 


a 
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The people wereina panic. This revolution dumbfounded them. 
[tspread consternationamongthem. They had not dreamed when 
they got up in the morning that there was going to be are volut 
that day, and when the revolution came it very nearly scare: 
people to death. The account further says that they rose as one 

man and fied to another part of the city to get out of the way of 
the revolution. 

Then, Mr. President, the municipal officials in Colon assembled. 
as they did in Panama. and proceeded to indorse the secession 
movement and to declare the independence of the whole State of 
Panama. Then somebody read a written speech carefully | 
pared in advance. Then, a number of United States officers being 
present and participating in these proceedings, Colonel Bla 
this same Colonel Black of the United States Army—was selected 
to raise the flag of the new Republic. 

I wish to maxe a few remars on that incident, Mr. Presid 


n 


re- 


Here was an officer in the Army of the United States who. fr 


the very first, was in a plot against the peace of a republic wit 
which we were then on friendly terms, and with which 
were at the very time conducting friendly negotiations, continu 
ing in that plot until the time for action came, then activ 
and openly participating with the insurgents, and with his oy 
hand raising the flag of rebellion. We know what would hap) 
if an officer of the United States Army anywhere else in th @W 
should be found plotting with the enemi ies of acountry with whi 
we were at peac e and rai sing the standard of insurrection aga 
it. His commission would not last an hour. He would be 
jected to the most severe and condign punishment. 

But if the President has not approved this act of Colonel Bla 
so far as I know he has never condemned it. I do not 
that this officer, a distinguished officer in the American An 
would have pudlic ly and openly engaged in a plot for the dis- 
memberment of Colombia if he had not had good reason to believe 
that he was doing the will of this Administration. That is what 
I think about it, Mr. President, and if Colonel Black is never pun- 
ished for this act I shall know it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
will please suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate, w 
the rule, the Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. BATE. li ask unanimous consent that my colleagu: 

allowed to proceed and finish his speech. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The senior Senator from Te! 
nessee asks unanimous consent that the junior Senator 
Tennessee may conclude his speech. Is there objection 

Mr. BATE. And that the regular order be laid asice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no obj: 

Mr. CARMACK. The President says that nobody conn 
with this Government had anything to do with that insurr 
Here is the fact stated by an impartial witness that oficers 
United States Army were participating in it and that one 0 
was in the p'ot from the very beginning, and so far as fe 
the contrary, Mr. President, his act is approved by the « 
tration. 

That is what occurred at Panama. 
shameful transaction? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fro! 
nessee yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CARMACK, Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator inform us, if he ha 
fact, as to what business Colonel Black had there? What w 
doing? 

Mr. CARMACK, He was an engineer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know, but what was his relation 
Government? What was his official capacity? 

Mr. CARMACK, He was anengineer officer 
nection with the canal there. 

Mr. PATTERSON. He was the assigned representative 
Government in the great Culebra Cut as an engineer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But as we had nothing to do with t! 
as we lrad not bought anything, as we had no contract Ww! 
body, as there was no treaty complet ted, I want to kno 
errand he had there. By what authority was he there? | 
what law was he there? 

Mr. CARMACK. I can not tell the Senator that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to locate him. 


What was our part int 


t 


and had so! 
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CARMACK. The President admits that he was looking | 


forward to an insurrection in Panama as a possible outcome of 
situation and as a possible means of relief. 


Mr Loomis said that they were looking forward toit as expected 
and inevitable. Here, th en, we have the fact that the President 
\ looking forward eagerly, expectantly to an insurrection in 
Panama as @ means of extricating himself from complications 
that would never have existed if he had obeyed the law. 


But, Mr. President, an insurrection in Panama could not pos- 
sibly have helped the President unless it was successful and un- 
less it was promptly successful. The able Mr. Loomis has told 
of the awful consequences that would have ensued from a few 


u 
months’ delay. 

[his insurrection, to accomplish the President’s purpose, must 
be successful, and immediately successful. The President knew 
all the chances were that if left alone the insurrection would 


have been suppressed in the very hour of its birth, and at any 
rae, even if there could have been a hope of succeeding, they 

id only have succeeded at the end of a long and terrible war, 

h would have destroyed the very opportunity for the con- 
struction of the canal. He knew then in advance that the only 
hope of success was a prompt intervention on the part of the 
United States Government, and these alleged patriots in Panama 
knew it. Evenif they actually felt and hoped that they could 
achieve their independence, they knew they could not do it except 


wh 


after a long struggle, and that in the meanwhile their object of 
securing the canal through that territory would have been de- 
feated. 


So the President knew that there must be intervention in be- 
half -anama to carry out that scheme. The conspirators in 
Panama also knew it. It was absolutely necessary not only that 
there should be intervention, and prompt intervention, in behalf 
of Panama, but that the conspirators in Panama should know in 
advance that there would be intervention, because they would 
have known an insurrection would have been hopeless and abso- 
lutely useless without assistance from the United States. 

There was that fact, Mr. President, and then the fact that an 
ofticer of the United States Army, unreproved, was openly par- 
ticipating in the plot and aiding in the insurrection. There was 


OL 


the fact that the conspirators there believed all the time that they 
would have American war ships on the scene to assist them when 
the insurrection occurred. There was the fact that they came 


jest 3 as they were expected. 


The less discreet | 


Th » P resident says the war ships were sent there to protect the | 


transit. They were sent there, Mr. President, to do what they 
act ll did; that was to keep the troops of Colombia from land- 
ing on her own soil to suppress an insurrection against her own 
auth rity. Thatis what they did. That is what they were sent 
there to do. 


We have protected the transit again and again, but never before 


was the claim made that we had a right to exclude Colombia from 
her 0 a dominions. Never before was the claim made that we 
had the right under the treaty of 1846 to support an insurrection 
against the authority of Colombia. You do not have to read the 
treaty of 1846 to know that it contains no such preposterous pro- 
vision. No nation on earth ever surrendered the right to protect 
its own soil and the integrity of its own domain with its own 
troops or surrendered to another government the right to sup- 
ey an insurrection against its authority. No such thing can 
e found in the treaty of 1846. 

On = » contrary, Colombia in that treaty guarantees the safety 
and freedom of the transit. She undertakes herself to protect it. 
She has a right and obligation under that treaty herself to protect 
the transit, and Secretary Hay recognized that in his dispatch to 
Consul Ehrman, telling him that Panama had succeeded to the 
rights and obligations of Colombia under the treaty of 1846, and 
uncer that treaty she was bound to protect the transit. 

Colombia not only had a right—that belongs to every nation, 
which is never surrendered—to hs ind her own troops there to sup- 
press an insurrection, but she had a right under the very treaty 


of iSi6 to land them there to protect that transit. They were 
excluded from the Isthmus. They were not permitted to land on 
that t ‘ritory for the purpose of defending her own rights. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] said the other day that 
these war ships were sent there to prevent war. Of course they 
were, 


They were sent there to prevent Colombia from exercising 
her war power to suppress an insurrection. That is exactly what 
they were sent there todo. That was an act of war, Mr. Presi- 
dent. It was war on the part of the United States against Colom- 


bia, ; ing if Colombia did not accept it as such it was simply be- 
Cause of her weakness. 

Th S mator from Maine [Mr. HAtr] said the other day that 
Colombia did not accept it as an act of war. I suppose that, ac 
cording to that reasoning, if a large man should strike a weak 
and decrepit man and the latter did not resent it, but held up his 


hands in appeal to his assailant, the Senator from Maine would 
say that that was not an assault and battery. 

They were sent there to prevent war. Mr. President, the war 
ships were there on both sidesof the Isthmus before the outbreak 
of the insurrection, and they were there wit a ers to prevent 
the troops of Colombia from landing on the Isthmus 


The Senator from Ohio said the other day that they were only 
denied the right to land at a particular point. The purpose was 
understood to prevent their landing on the Isthmus, and it was 
so stated by Secretary Hay himself. If I can find it I wi ill read 
his aan +h to Minister Be saupré. This is a reply to the appeal 
made by the Colombian Government to know whether or not 


their war ships, which were then at Colon and Panama, would be 


permitted to land. Here isthe reply: 

It is not thought desirable to permit landing of Colombian troops on the 
Isthmus, as such a course wouk { precipitate civil war and d’sturb for an in- 
definite period the free transit which we are pledged to protect 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is the date of that dispatch? 

Mr. CARMACK, The ilth day of November. 

Mr. BURTON. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. CARMACK. Document No. 51. 

Mr. BACON. Whom is it signed by? 

Mr. CARMACK. By Mr. Hay, Secretary of State. Mr. Hay 
said: ‘‘ Such a course would precipitate civil war.’’ Mr. Presiden 


t, 
insurrec tion. 
allowed to 
Mr. Hay says: 
ir. President, 
that Colombia shall 


there was already civil war. Thera was seni 
The only question was whether Colombia should 1} 
fight the insurgents to support her own authority. 
** No; there shall be no civil war.’’ In other words, 
that Colombia shall not be allowed to fight; 
not be allowed to suppress the insurr-ction. 

The Senator from Maine said yesterday that it was fair to both 
sides. It was said to Colombia, you shall not bring any troops 
from the outside and land them here on the Isthmus: and it was 
said to the people of Panama, you shail not bring any troops from 
the outside and land them on the Isthmus. me of the 
great nations of Europe had come to «n agreement, and had been 
able to enforce it, and had laid down an order that the United 
States should not be allowed to land any troops w ithin the ter Ti- 
tory of the seceding or Confederate States, and suppose in order 
to make the thing perfectly fair they had also said t ‘hat the C on- 
federate States should not bring any troops from anywhere else 
and land them within the limits of tae Confederacy. 

Why, Mr. President, the Confederacy would have su 
an hour. All they wanted wasto ke: »p troops of the United States 
out of their territory. If they could have done that, they would 
not have needed any troops themsel\es. That is the way it was 
there at Panama. They did not need any soldiers if there was 
nobody there to fight. Oh, yes. it was perfectly fair! 

The President has denied with some heat that he had any com- 
plicity in this business. He does not conceal the fact that he de- 
sired this insurrection. He does not conceal the fact that he in- 
tended to aid itif it occurred, and he can not conceal the fact that 
he did aid it. 

What constitutes complicity, Mr. President? I have no doubt 
it is true that the President never bad any conference or corre- 
spondence with any of these conspirators, but if they were per- 


Suppose si 


ceeded in 


mitted to know in advance that if they did get up an insurrection 
they would have the support of the United States Government and 
of its military power, then this Government became a party to 


the conspiracy, and. indeed, the principal party. 

The President said he did not encourage the insurrection, 
What more did he need do to encourage the insurrection than 
let Bunau-Varilla anda few other choice spirits know that if they 
did get up any sort of an insurrectionary movement it would have 


to 


behind it the military power of the United States and that the 
conspirators would get $10,000,000 of good American money to pay 
them for doing it? 

I could get up ten insurrections anywhere in South America 
with $10,000,000 and the power of the United States Government 
behind me. I say the important question is whether the Panama 
conspirators were allowed to know in advance that they would 
have the help of this Government. And, Mr. President, t! lid 
know. 

Here is the statement of Mr. Teague. 

Mr. BURTON. What is the name? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Teague. He is a correspondent of the 
New York Tribune, a Republican paper. will read the state- 


ment of Mr. Teague. He had this statem: 









nt irom the ct nspira- 
tors themselves: : 

President Roosevelt has assured the Amer Congress that his Adminis- 
tration was not privy to the scheme to establish an in lepen lent republic on 
theIsthmus. There isabsolutely noevidence discove ral le she to cont t 
that statement in the slightest degree. Yet it isan ble fa ’ 
the conspirators for independence at Panama beliey y, b 
they — a single open move for independence, that advance assuran f 

' support had been given by the Government at W ashing gton. This belief is 
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in the conspiracy do not hesitate to say that the first 


e had it not been believed that Washin 


move 
gton had 


w minister from that Republic. was here 
rith the conspirators m Panama, and 
assurances thatif they got up that insurrection 
» support of the United States. ot when 
not satisfied with these oral assurar , Doct tor 
17 man in that conspiracy, cabled Bunanu-Varilla 
im in case they started the in I ion if 

port of the U 
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‘an war ship to ear 
v1 .’ The answer c: n 
ad. rican war ships will oon either side of 
rty- a ght hou .” And, Mr. President, they were 
ad ] rophesied. 

the President's veracity in this matter. I do 

I that wy P resident himself had any improper dealings 
Ww conspirators; but, Mr. President, there must have 
been others who knew what was the purpose of this Administra- 
t] 
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ion. Bunau-Varilla knew it and he mformed these « onspirators 
ere, and but for that there would have been no insurrection in 
Th nt 
ese plain facts can not be answered by any violent attack 

» honor and integrity of the Colombian Government. 

1 had intend d to say something in reply to the statement made 

y the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe], in which he read 

n selected telegrams and partial telegrams to show that the 
Executive Government of Colombia was acting in bad faith all 
the way through. As that Senator is absent, I shall not go into 
that question further than to say—I shall be glad to take it up with 
him atany future time—thatif he had read those telegrams fairly, 
if he had not omitted certain important telegrams, and if he had 
not omitted certain parts of the very telegrams he did read, they 
would have shown the very contrary to that which he uttered. 
They would have shown that the Executive Government of Colom- 
bia, President Marroquin and the others, were doing everything 
they could be expected to do or could do against an overwhelm- 
ing tide of adverse public opinion. 

‘The treaty was unpopular in Colombia from the very beginning, 
and the Executive Government of Colombia had to contend, as 
Mr. Beaupré himself declared, with an overwhelming tide of 
adverse public opinion. The people were against it, the Congress 
were against it, and President Marroquin acted just as a good 
many other Presidents would have acted—just as the present oc- 
cupant of the White Honse has acted when he finds himself with 
= unpopular treaty on his hands. 

But, Mr. President, that is all beside the question. No matter 

what Colombia did or what she failed to do, it can not justify the 
President in violating the laws of the United States. He has no 
ri ht wo become infuriated with Colombia and wreak his ven- 
rcance upon the Constitution and the statute laws of his own 
comtry. Everything said in denunciation of Colombia, every- 
thing said of her prolonged and unreasonable delay, of her bad 
faith, of her nonintention to have this treaty ratified, makes a 
stronger case against the Administration, for, Mr. President, the 
la” nad looked forward to that, had foreseen it, had provided for 
it. ©». Loomis said the other night that it had become manifest 
last June that there was no intention of ratifying this treaty on 
the part of Colombia. 

[f that is so, Mr. President, then since last June the President 
of the United States has been violating this law or refusing to ex- 
ecute it. Whenever it became manifest that the treaty would 
not be ratified, then and there the President came under obliga 
tion to execnte the alternative of the statute; and Mr. Loomis 
tells us that the time c: last June. Since all that time the 
President has been refusing to execute this law. 

Mr. President, I do not know that we are in a position to say so 
much about Colombia's lack of honor in this matter. 

The President said in his message that Colombia had been fore 
warned. How was she forewarned, Mr. President? The Secre 
tary of State had me vague and terrible threat of what he 
would do if Colombi fail d to ratify the treaty. The terms were 
vague and indefinite, and our minister communicated to the Sex 
retary of State that ‘the minister of foreign affairs in Colombia 
had called —_ on him for an explanation of that threat and had 
asked him definitely whether he meant that we would simply exe- 
cute the alternative proposition of the Spooner law and go to the 
Nic aragua route, or whether he meant that the United States 
would take some action against Colombia. Mr. Beaupré was un- 
able to explain and reported to the Secretary of State. 

Some time after the Secretary of State sent another communica- 
tion, in which he told the Government of Colombia exactly what 
this Government would do if Colombia did not ratify that treaty; 
and that was go tothe Nicaragua route. What was the forewarn- 
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ing? The people of Colombia and the Government of Colom. 
bia did not understand the terrible threat. They anxiously ap. 
led to know what this Government meant: what it intended 
** Do you mean simply to execute section 4 of the 
t, or do you mean to take some violent action against ( 
bia?” Finally, the reply comes from Se ‘retary Hay, ‘‘N 
do not mean to do that; we do not mean iolence ag 
Colombia; we donot mean to seize any of your territ: TY: We 
ply mean to leave you in peace and security, and to go to Ni 
agua for the construction of this canal.” , 
That is ' thi swe ning y offici ed by the Adminis? 
If. it was a promise; it w; 

a e to ‘the C —— ian G yvernment: ** You need not 
any extreme action on the part of this Government, because y 
do not mean to do anything except to execute this law and go t 
Nicaragua if you will not let us build the canal through 
territory.” Then, relying upon that assurance, they failed 
ratify the treaty, and you suddenly claim that you have th: 
to go there, raise an insurrection against that Government. a; 
take that territory away from her by force of arms. Then y 
talk of the honor of Colombia. You ought to be ashamed to tal 
the word upon your lips; you onght to blush when it is utt: 
in your presence. 

Mr. President, suppose it is trne—and it is true—that we ha 
been subjected to long and vexatious delays on the part of 
lombia; suppose they have acted foolishly, as they have donc, } 
much precious time have we wasted on this great project? W: 
been made the dupe of British diplomacy and for fifty y 
barred from taking the actual initiative in this great bu : 
Year after year and Congress after Congress we have seen can: 
legislation delayed, obstructed, and defeated by one device or 
other until “hope deferred ’’ hath made “the heart on.” 

If this great nation, with all its power, all its wisdom, : 
its tremendous interests in this great enterprise, must c: 
such a record of folly and stupidity and indeci ision and dela: 

hould we fly into a fury because of the weakness and fo! 
another nation? 

The Administration has been very generous in its deal 
this French canal company, whose malodorous record is a : 
in the nostrils of the world. Christianity itself might ta 
example from the Christian meekness and patience with w 
we have dickered through weary weeks and months with th 
rupt concern while they were attempting to extort from u: 
preposterous sum of $109,000,000. 

The Administration has been very sensitive concern 1s the 
alleged rights of this convict corporation. What were its ri ? 
It had a concession, Mr. President, that would have expi od 1 
believe, on the 28d day of next October. An alleged extens f 
six years was ascured from the President of the Republic of Co- 
lombia; but av the Congress had expressly refused the conc 
it had no constitutional validity whatever, and the stron; 
porters of this Administration admit that it had none. 

Colombia was under no legal or moral obligation to renew 
concession to a company which, instead of improving its 
tunity to construct the canal, had wasted its money in 1 
living and ended its inglorious career in the penitentiar 
which has emerged in the form of this new canal company, 
$13,000,000 in its treasury with which to complete the c I 
tion of a canal two-fifths of which has already cost $260,000 
company which has neither the power nor the purpose t 
struct any canal. 

Such, then, was the condition. 
canal company had an expiring « 
would have expired in a few months, and 
have reverted to Colombia. It had nothing to sell out 
Panama Railroad, except a dying concession, and it c 
have found a purchaser, except the United States, anyw 
the world. 

You say that ( “olombia 4 is guilty of extortion and gree 
honesty becaus 3 to get more than $10,000,000 
thing which you claim is worth thousands of milhions f 
nobody has anything to say of the greed and ext 
penitentiary concern which has tried to extort $100, 
the United States, and which, under the pending tr 
ceive $40,000,000 for what no other purchaser on ea 
have given $10,000,000 

It may be true, Mr. President, that there are people in C 
who felt that the United States would deal as generou 
patiently with an American republic as it had 
corrupt and infamous French corporation. 

But, sir, all this is beside the question. 
the President’s duty to execute this law; I repeat th 
ing that Colombia did, or failed to do, has any bearing ™ 
question, except to make it the more imperative upon him | 

eed to the alternative of the statute. ; 

There never was before the President any question 0! 
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should do this or have no canal. He only had to execute the 
He violated the law without any necessity 


he 
law to have a canal. 


to violate it; he trampled upon the Constitution, upon the funda- 
I tal principles of inte rnational law, and the obligations of a 
solemn tre: ity when the object to be achieved could have been ob- 
tained lawfully and constitutionally and in accordance with the 
} r of the nation. 


. President, there has come to be an idea more or less preva- | 


ent among the people that no question of morals or of law should 
stand between this militant and strenuous Republic and any 
desirable object, but never before has the doctrine been pro- 
claimed that where an object can be achieved by methods that 
are lawful and right, or by methods that are unlawful and 
ng, it is a matter of indifference which methods shall be pur- 


— 


wi 
gue 


press of the country that the people of this country want the canal, 
and they do not care whether they get it by lawful or unlawful 
means. That is the substance of what they say. 


dominating the great body of the American people; but if so, it 
is a lawless spirit; it is a spirit of mob violence; it is a spirit of 
anarchy, and no brave and honest man can afford to yield to such 
asentiment. What avails it that the President thunders against 
mob violence and against the growing irreverence for law and for 
government, when, from the highest eminence in this land or upon 
this earth, he sets an example of that contempt for law which is 

at the root of all anarchy, all mob violence, and of every form of 
social disorder? 

It is commonly said that the character of a government reflects 
the character of the people. Itis just as true, Mr. President, that 
the character of a government has a reflex action upon the char- 
acter of the people. 
that will ensue from giving the sanction of a great name and a 
great office to the idea of obtaining whatever you want by force 
if you can not obtain it by law. I say that a mob of infuriated 
citizens has as much right to hang a murderer because of the 
law’s delay; I say that a crowd of hungry and discontented 
workingmen have as much right to resort to sticks and stones 
to accom plish what they believe to be their just rights; that 
even an anarchist has as much right to throw a bomb at a police- 
man as the President of the United States has to violate the Con- 
stitution and the law to obtain any object, however desirable it 
may be. 

No man in the quietude of his study can frame nobler precepts 
or rules of conduct than can President Roosevelt, but the; seem 
to take flight from his memory the moment he gets into action 
and the blood begins to flow to his brain. °*Tis much he dares. 
but he lacks that essential quality of Banquo which teaches valor 


to act in re 
Mr. SPOONER. Whose quality? 
Mr. CARMAC K. Banguo’s quality. I will tell you about 


Banquo some time. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


{ Laughter. | 
His ghost was too thin to have any quality. 


Mr. TILLMAN. He was a man before he was a ghost. 
Mr. SPOONER. But it was the ghost the Senator from Ten- 


nessee was talking about, not the man. 
Mr. CARMACK. I was talking about the man and not the 


The President is not inc apable of coherent thought or intelli- 
gent judgment with respect to the past actions of other men, but 
he seems to be utte rly incapable of deliberation with respect to 
hisown. He seems to lose the power of reasoning and his moral 
sense the moment his pe ‘rsonality becomes involved in a transac- 
tion, and his passions always overmaster his judgment when he 
finds an obstruction in his path. 

* ¢ * And blest are those 
Whose blood and judgment are so well commingled 
That they are not a pipe for Fortune's finger 
To sound what stop she please. 

Into what dangers and difficulties, Mr. President, may we not 
be led by this headlong President of ours? His honesty is no 
protection, because an honest man, filled with foolish zeal, with 
the blood in his head, and thinking with his blood instead of his 


brain, is about as dangerous a man as you can have in the 
country. 
It has been said that the President would not have dared to 


col t such an outrage upon a stronger nation. I do not agree 
With this opinion. I set no such limits to the strennosity of this 
iministration, I believe that the President would really have 
felt a sterner joy if Colombia had been-a foeman more wor thy of 


is steel. 
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proposal to destroy the Spanish fleet while we were yet at pe Pace 


with Spain, an act that would have branded us as an outlaw before 

the world, shows that morbid craving for war and f ir t her excite- 

ment of action which is the dominant trait of hischaracter. His 

temperament is such that where there are two pos ible courses of 

action he must inevitably, by the very law of his nature, take that 
| which is more full of action and ex ment. 

Thus, Mr. President, he makes history as he would : » the 
movement of a melodrama. Events are order a a with a 
view to dramatic effects, care always being had t he star per- 
former shall be the center of every situation and the hero of e+ ery 


| have seen it stated again and again ina a section of the | 


c lin lax. 


The safe man in the Pre sidential office, Mr. President, is not 

he man who is always looking for excitement. I know it is very 
monotonous just to go along and do right, to walk in the eaten 
path, to keep to the old ways in safety and honor. A mzan does 
not get his name “‘ writ rubric on the walls” simply by fulfilling 

| his obligations and obeying the law; but neither, Mr. President, 


| does he disturb the peace of his own country or of the world. 
I do not believe, Mr. President, that there is any such spirit | 


| the 


The President’s course in this matter was not simply 
was a policy. I have here an article from a leading Republican 
newspaper, the New York Press. The proprietor of that paper, 
I have understood, was a very close and confidential friend of 1 the 
President. He said: 

It is natural that President Marroquin should find sy mpathiz zers 

presidents of many South and Central American republics. Ar 
tion that the U nited States is at last weary of the constant state of 
which prevails in a large part of Latin America—that t 


an act; it 





his Govern hel 


no longer permit peoples sliding back into barbarism to stand in the way of 
| the march of civilization, etc. 
And, again, he says: 
The action of the United States in regard to Panama they take as a warn- 


No man can estimate the evil consequences | 


| have never believed that cowardice was one of the faults of | 


the present occupant of the White House. I believe that he 


Would be glad of an opportunity to pluck the beard of a mighty 
His 


bation and to provoke a conflict that would shake the earth. 


ing to them to set their house in order. 
This great Republican news 


2 


paper understands that this act of 
the President is but the 1 egin ning of a systematic policy of ag- 
gression toward the Ce ntral and Si uth Am er] It is 
not meant for Colombia alone; it is the beginni — ‘of ay y of 
nt and constant interference and intermeddling 
internal affairs of those countries. 

Mr. President, such a policy must involve us in all manner of 
difficulties and complications, and, sooner or later, in war. It 
will not only alienate the sympathies of those countries from t 
United States and extend the influence of European countries 
there, but it will bind them together in a hostile confederatioxz 


et 


tog 
PWALES. 





ot 


Wwita ‘th 8 


persist 








against this country. 

Secretary Shaw advises subsidies to ext nd ou ir trade with South 
America. Mr. President, it will be vain to vote subsidies ¢ am 
ships while this country « oe such an attitude of host and 
of meddling and interference with the affairs of those countries. 

If the President an lend the Navy of the United States to ssist 
a gang of Fre ne h adventurers to dismember an American repub- 
lic, when may he not do the same thing els where? Germany has 
large interests ie South America. What opportunities are pre- 
sented by this fact for strenuous action on the pari of this Adz 
istration! He may lend the navy and army fa rees of th 

States to assist a syndicate of German adventurers to J lunder 
Br: szil, just as he has le nt the naval force to these French adven- 
turers to despoil Colombia. Or he may take the other tack and 
involve us in war with Germany. 

Mr. President, if th 1e Executive wis! hes to put to the test the 


one man is higher than the Constitution an 





a stion whether 


eater than the law, he has taken ‘the proper course to do it. 
Sur forefathers, under a monarchy three hundred years ago, 
would not tolerate the assumption of royal power to sus} the 





operation of a statute. They would not tolerate the as tion 
that an act of Parliament was of inferior authority to the will of 


aking. Are we,in the beginning of the twentieth century, ready 


to admit that the President of the Republic is greater and higher 
than the laws which we ourselves have made: 

One of the members of the Constitutional Convent xpressed 
his disgust with the Constitution because of the con ptible 
weakness of the Executive. It remains to be seen w! 
real fault is not in the contemptible weakness and subservience 
of Congress. 

I stand here for the canal; but I stand here for thelaw. I can 
not vote for the ratification of the Panama treaty. I | > no 
criticism to make upon those who, while they condemn the ac- 


tion of the President, feel that it is their duty under the c m- 


stances to support the treaty. I say with my view of this ques- 
tion I can not do it. 

I can not support this treaty because I can not suq 1 in- 
dorse the lawless acts of which it is the frnit; and if the Senate 
is ready, not only to excuse, but to applauc the Pre side! ant for vio- 


lating the laws which we ourselves have made, then t 


tion of this treaty ought to be followed by a re asletie he 
President shall take care that the Republic suffers 1 m. and 
then we should end an existence that is as useless as that of the 
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1 senate in the days of the Ceesars and go to our homes and 

arn our living in an honest way. 
\LDRICH. Mr. ident, I listened with interest to the 
arraigninent of the President and the Secretary of State by 
m Tenn Mr. Carmack]. I should have been 
that 5 tor had suggested some remedy for the 
says have been imposed upon this country and this 
Senator desire to do in a practical way? 

ject this treaty. 

rat then’ 


breac 


itor Ti ssee 


W hat does the 
MACK, R 
H. W 

K (0 


TT} 


Nicarazua Canal, 


_ 1 
md dig t! 
is the se 


( 
y. 
’ : 
I i gs f »secrTr 


It isto de 


et of the whole 
eat any practical attempt to build 


opposition to 


la trea 


ARMACK. 
LDRICH. 7 


ony ts to 
Py 


N ‘ute the law. 

first frank statement we have had 
treaty. The P has said to 
ticable to build a canal anywhere 


ye it is to ex 
his is the 
this 


yO resident 


s now impra 


t had he 
W hat 


that? 
ht has he to say any- 


to say 


» says that he has not finished with the first 
proposes that the canal shall be built 

s made a treaty to build a canal. 

TILLMAN. Not with Colombia, ; 
1 indepencent Republic that he himself created. 
DRICH. But the law provided that the canal should 

Panama, if within a reasonable time, etc. The first 
mai The President has accepted that, and 
1 CAT here. 

R or wrong. 

No: right. 

ALDRICH. Richt, under the law, in accordance with the 

blizations of the United States. 

‘he Senator from Tennessee himself, if he means anything by 
his statement, means that no canal shall be built atall. If the 
President is guilty of the things which have been charged by the 
Senator from Tennessee. he ought to be impeached. If we have 
done the to Colombia which the Senator charges, 
ought to right them by placing Colombia in possession again of 
the territory of Panama. There is no other logical result to be 
deduced from the Sen:tor’s speech. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Can the Senate prepare articles of impeach- 
ment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
do its duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Butthe Senator from South Carolina and the 
Senator from Tennessee, instead of finding fault with everything 
that has been done in this matter, might say what they would 
do now. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would the Senator from Rhode Island vote for 
a bill which instructed the President to go on with the construc- 
tion of the Nicaragua Canal if he did not succeed in negotiating ¢ 
treaty with Colombia? 

Mr. SPOONER. He has not failed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He has not failed. 

Mr. DANIEL. One question at a time. 
answer. I will be content with one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will tell the Senator what I will vote for, if 
he will allow me. 

Mr. DANIEL. All right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill vote for the ratification of the treaty 
to build the canal at Panama. or I will vote for an act, if any fur- 
ther legislative action is necessary, which shall provide for build- 
ing the canal at Panama 

I am in favor of building this canal, and building it at once, 
and all this criticism which we hear from the other side, when it 
comes down to its last analysis, will be found to be just what the 
Senator from Tennessee now says itis. It is opposition to build 
ing a canal at Panama and in favor of building it where it can 
not be built and where there is no possibility that it may be built. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Rhode Island knows I did 
not say what he says I did. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I said the Senator was opposed to building 
the canal at Panama, but in favor of building it where it could 

| not be built—at Nicaragua. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator said that the Senator fr 
Tennessee had admitted that he was opposed to the buildir 
canal - 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. CARMACK. 


5 ‘ 


At Panama. 
He did not say at Panama. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; the Recorp will show thatIs 
Mr. CARMACK. I heard the Senator say, as I was al 
ave the Chamber, that my remarks showed that I was op 
the canal anywhere where it was practicable to bui 
ALDRICH. That is right. 

\RMACK. That is not true. Mr. President. I w 

pposed to the building of the canal along the Panama ro 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is not ppose d to it now 

Mr. CARMACK. I never had any great choice bet 
two routes. I was not a very strenuous advocate of the 
rua route over the Panama route. I had very little cl 

een the two. 1 voted for the Nicaragua route, but v 
ailed I voted cheerfully for the Panama route; and if 
ould have been constructed according to law I would h 
ntirely pleased. I have no objections now to the Pana 

[ have simply stood here demanding that the Presider 

he plain provisions of that law, which he has failed and r 
to execute. That is what I mean, and that is all I mear 
Senator has no right to attribute to me any other pw 

hat which I have asserted to be my purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I did not mean to do the Senator fr 
injustice, and I do not think Ido when I 
the Senator is opposed to buildinm the canal at Panama 
bases his opposition upon his desire to have a canal built at 

rua, which, I say, under present conditions and at the 
time, is utterly impossible and impracticable. So the net 

; that he is opposed to the canal. 

Mr. CARMACK. When I say that I insist on the Pr 
going to Nicaragua, I simply insist on his doing it becau 
law makes it his duty todoit. Thatisall. Itis not di 
particular preference for the Nicaragua route over the ot! 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. There has been one before the Senate. Is1 
the same question pending? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis not. By unanimous 
sent the Senator from Tennessee {Mr. CARMACK] was pe 
toconclude his speech, and the unanimous consent went no { 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that I may 
mitted to begin a speech. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from W 
asks unanimous consent that he may be permitted to 
speech. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and t! 
ator from Wisconsin is allowed to begin. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope he will be allowed to finish som: 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from \ 
consin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to make an inquiry. 
what is the order of business? 

» The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar of Regular Orders. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What has become of the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution, unles 
thing is done with it, will, by unanimous consent, go to t 
endar. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the ‘ 
from Wisconsin may be permitted to discuss it, and that it 
fore the Senate until we get through with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from W 
has mace a request, which has been granted. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to interfere with the 
from Wisconsin, but I do not believe that is the proper t! 
Ido not want to admit in this way that the S 

Wisconsin has to get the unanimous consent of this body 

a speech if he wants to. He is entitled to make it under t 
eral rules. If the resolution has gone, then the Calend 
order, and the first bill is before the Senate, and on it 
make any speech he sees fit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
himself asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. I know he did; but I do not want it to 
up to be the understanding that whenever I want to ! 
speech I have to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

' not intend to do it. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that yester- 
dav illustrated the fact that Senators can speak, if they desire to, 
when there is nothing before the Senate. [Laughter.] 

_TELLER. Iam glad it did. 

r. CULLOM. I hope it will not be taken as a precedent. 

r. SPOONER. I regret very inuch that I made the request 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish you had gone on and made your speech 
v hont 16. 

r,. SPOONER. I could not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Wis- 

( , suspend for a moment? 
OK INER. Yes. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is the desire of the Sen- 


{ this resolution should remain on the table, holding its 
; nnething should be done to that end. 
. r. BACON. Task that that may be the direction given to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object. 

Mr. BACON. I make that st because certain Senators de- 
‘ address the Senate upon it. "7 have never known objection 
t meade under such circumstances 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
q of the Senator from Georvia? The Chair hears none, and 
t lution will be on the table to-morrow morniig. 


ULLOM. May we not dispose of it to-day if we have the 
Oo rey itv? 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senate 


I 
CULLOM. The resolution is now before the Senate for 
a ; mn. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No 
‘| Ba I pro tempore. [It is not before the Senate 
Mr. CULLOM. I thought that by unanimous consent it was. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from South Carolina as -ed 
nnanimous consent that the resolution shou!d e athens before the 
Senat I think those were his words—until it was disposed 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the 
S rsrequest. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Recorp will so show. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I made that re quest. 
The PRESIDENT protempore._ The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that this resolution may continue 
before the Senate until its final disposition. 


Mr. BACON. Dol understand that that makes it the regular 
orver of fr 8? 

The PRESIDENT pro te a The Chair thinks that such 
unanimous consent would make it the regular order of business. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think that is the design of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want it to be the regular order of business 
until the Senator from Wisconsin gets through, and then we can 
dispo e of it later in ny way we see fit. 

Mr. BEVERIDG That was not the request, 
Ir. BACON. It was not the request. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I shot farther than I intended. 

Mr. BACON. TheSenatorwillpardonme. The resolution was 
introduced by the junior Senator from Maryland | Mr. GorRMAN]}. 
He is necessarily absent from the Chamber on official business, 
and on leaving he asked me, if the Senator finished his speech 
aud no other Senator then desired to address the Senate upon it, 
to make the request I have made—that it lie on the table subject 
to call, in order that other Senators, including himself, might 
address the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent that this resolution may retain its place 
on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BACON. Ido not mean to be understood as interfering 
With that in any way. 

SPOONER. I think this resolution should be disposed of 
in acc dance with the wish, under the circumstances, of the 
Sen ‘from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

3ACON. Yes. 

SPO YNER. And the consent should be given that it go 


a: 


Over, 

_ Permit me to say, which I trust I need not say to the Senate, 
that | would not address this body under unanimous consent 
grat a upon my own request. That was jocular. I hope, for I 
Wish to address the Senate briefly on this resolution, that the re- 


quest made by the Senator from Georgia will be granted and that 
the resolution will go over. 

r) PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Ge vorgia? The Chair hears none, and 
the resolution will take its place on the table without prejudice. 

7 CULLOM. With the motion to refer pending. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar of General 
Orders is now before the 8 nate. 


Mr. PLATT of Conn cat. Mr. President, I suppose this res- 
olution has t ch nica lly ‘anid from the considera of the Sen- 
ate, but before it passes actually from the « tion of the 
Senate I should like tosay a word. It seems to 1 » tin \- 
day may be improved by considering the resolution, having it un- 
derstood that the resolution is under consid : i ] ; 
this debate has been proceeding by unanimous iseut we should 
have unanimous consent that itmaycontinue. I think tha Le 


better way to disposs of it. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think this is a very unusual 


the second day now when a resolution has gone over, and then 
Senators desire to talk about it all the rest of the day 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. hy suggestion ls thai it shall 1 
brought back-—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And he brought before the Sen- 
ate, that it can be debated to-day. Ithink the deb we have had 
this way this morning, cutting it in two, with 1 lea thatit is to 
be continued at some future time, does not fi liate tue busi 3 
of the Senate at all We may as well go on with it day as to 
go on with the general orders on the Calendar, which are not 
pressing. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know whether the Se ror from ( n- 
necticut understood the statement which I made on behalf o 


Senator from Maryland. 

fr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did. 
Mr. BACON. It wasthatther 
enator then — i to address the Senate upon it 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is what I undor 1. 
Mr. BACON. Tf there is any § nator—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam free to say I should like t ) 
speak for five or ten minuies, if tl ite will giv st 
ree Vy. 


- BACON. The Senator will remember that thatis the con- 


. y : . 7 ; , 7 . 
egues be m > II is no ther 


TN 


dition 1 upon which the request was made. I was as to ma‘xe 
that request of the Senat . in case no other § nator ired 
dress the Senate to-day. If any Senator did, « ir request 
was mace subject to the oc upation of the ox ir by such ator. 

Mr. DEPEW. I desite to make some remarks upon this reso- 


lution to-morrow. Will the resolution bein a position where i 
may be called up for that purpose? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is on the table and can be called up at any 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be; or uneni s con- 
sent may be asked that the discussion of the resolution continue 
to-day 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I make that request 

Mr. BACON. There is no ciinable n to that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And if it is 1 
that it shall retain its place and come up on the table to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be done without any 
difficulty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent to that 
effec . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut 
asks that the discussion of the resolution may continue to-day, 
and that if no disposition is made of the resolution it shall take 


disposed of 








its place on the table without prejudice. Is there ion? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am somewhat « rrassed 
by the request I made jocularly to the Senate to be perm i to 


speak. I have no set speech to make to the Senate at this time. 
I listened to the speech of the Senator from Tennessee | Mr 
CARMACK] with great interest. some admiration, and much re- 


gret. The President of the United States has registered an oath 
in heaven to discharge his duty to take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed; and we have registered one, each of us, in 


heaven to discharge faithfully the duties of a Senator. 

The Senator from Tennessee made a sinister and unsupported 
statement—I say it with due deference to him—when he drew fro 
anything which has occurred in this country in connection with 
this great transaction an inference which warranted any Senator 
in sending from this high forum a message to the South American 
republics that we had begun the systematic oppression of them 
and outrage of their rights. 

If there be in the history of this Republic in all the years one 
man who as President of the United States has stood bravely in 
defense of the South American republics against any possible ag- 
gression, that man is the President who has been so vigorously 
denounced here to-day. If out ofa de licate, dang erous, and im- 
mensely difficult situation he did not by his loyalty to the Monroe 
| doc trine, to our traditional care for the South American rep ablics, 
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bring about a transference of the Venezuelan trouble from the States that the canal joining the oceans should be built at Panama 
theater of war tothe tri — of the peaceful administration of | instead of at Nicaragua 
justice—the arbitrams nt of the law instead of the arbitrament of Congress sent word to the President of the U nit ed States, ‘‘ Th 
the cannon—what President of the United States ever did? | route is our preference in the public interest.’’ That was not 
I say in unpreme titate d speech that no President in our ae trifling preference, either. It was based upon long d 
has stood more vigorously, more alertly by the traditions of our | was supported by the un — gus report of the Commiesi 
Government, the Monroe doctrine, and our natural care ie the | was not a mere matter of dollars. It rested wpon a solid f 
South American republics than has the President of the United | tion: first, the shortness = the e, its practicability 
States now in that office. History makes it too plain for need of | established, the ability of ships of all de erees to pass thro 
any defense of him against partisan aspersions. I hope, Mr. Presi- | betwe: — time the sun came bounding out from itscham! 
dent, the South American republics will turn a deaf ear to any | the I intil he sank to sleep beyond the western hills. 
pronunciamento of an individual sort from this Chamber that! It was a it that a route which could be travers 
the United States Government can ever do other than protect | daylight was a route preferable to one which required two ni 
them from foreign invasion and carefully cherish their interests | and a day to traverse. 
as between them and ve 1, | That was not all, and I will not take the time to go thro 
Che Senator from Tennessee and many others—it has gone over | that subject. I will doit briefly later. There was another 
he intry—havearraigned the President of the United States as | sideration which had great infinence with the Congress. If it 
having will lin rly, wantonly, in “the spirit of a king, violated the | not, it is not to the credit of the Congress, and no man here 
law of the United States cared about route except in the public interest. What was 
Mr. PL 7 T of Connecticut. And the Constitution. was that, by the concurrent and unanimons testimony, as 
Mr. SPOONER. Of course; the Constitution must get into it | member it—and I have it collated but not here—of the c 
in order to make the proposition complete. Ifa bill of particu- | sioners and the experts, the Panama Canal is susceptible of 
lars is asked as to the violation of the Constitution, everyone vs a sea-level canal, a mere question of money, while the : 
knows it would not be forthcoming. What law of the United | never can be made a sea-level canal. 
States has President Roosevelt violated? The only enemies he I donot know howit impresses otherSenators. I haveno] 
has in the United States to-day in his own party, Mr. President, | edge of engineering, but it seemed to me, a layman, that : 
have grown out of his obedience to law and his enforcement of law. | level canal from every standpoint was infinitely prefer ab) 
When I say *‘ enemies’? I mean in the political sense. I have | relation to expense of maintenance, to all manner of dan; 
not known an Executive more sensitive to that part of his oath | obstruction and destruction, toa lock canal. So I thought, s 
which requires him to take care that the laws be faithfully exe- | Commission thought, so a majority of the Senate thought, 
cuted than he. He has not stopped, in the matter of enforcing | House thought, and I believe so the people thought, t) 
the laws of the United States, to think of himself, of his persona! | should select a route, if we could obtain it, which, when 
destiny. He has remembered only his oath: and he has declared | national safety demanded it or the commercial interest of t 
in messages, he has declared from the rostrnm, he has declared | world demanded it, could be made a sea-level canal instead 
in conversation, it has been the rule of his life, that if the law | lock canal. 
should be changed the lawmaking body must change it; but that This legislative preference of the Panama route was no mere 
until changed it is his sworn duty to enforce it. He has recog- | matter of etiquette. It was not a light thing, Mr. Presid: 
ized no class in this country strong enough, rich enough, to be | wasa solemnenactment, based upon due and long deliberat 
above its mandate; no class too lowly not to be within its pro- | the Congress of the United States. The Senator from Ala) 
tection. He has said again and again, speaking of the delicate | [Mr. MorGaNn] made an utterance the other day whic! 
and difficult association of capital and labor inits relation to com- | heard before from one of the ablest and most farsighted In 
bination (and his statement is as substantial in its foundation as | men inthe United States, an old friend of mine, Mr. H. H 
the granite which underlies this continent, and in observance of | of Chicago, that in the reach of time, and perhaps not a lon 
it alone is to be found the conservation of the social fabric), that | of time, the commerce of the world would demand two 
* capital has a right to combine; labor hasan equal right to com- | Who from the standpoint of to-day can forecast the nec 
bine; but both must keep within the law.’’ If there is any other | of the future in this respect? 
platform upon this subject than that to be framed by any party I can remember, and so can the — Senator from New \ 
for the good of our Republic and all the people of it, Ido not know | [Mr. Deprw], the time when the transcontinental railrca: 
what it is. The President may safely stand upon it, as he has | considered a wonderful achieveme nt in its construction. | 
phrased it. one think then of its duplication? But the time came, Mr 
[ regret that this great matter which is before the Senate and dent, when the development of our industries, the s increas 
before the country can not be dissociated from politics. commerce, the multiplication of our cities created a comm 
I wish with all my heart, Mr. President, that it had been pre- | demand which one transcontinental railroad could not even 
sented to us in some other year than 1904. It is higher than | to satisfy. 
jlitics. It is degraded by intermingling with it partisanship. Nor was that all, Mr. President. The time came when t! 
Ko transaction or subject ever made a stronger appeal to the pa- | ness and commercial development of the region along t! 
triotism, to the loftier and higher purposes of a Senate or of the | and the commerce between the termini was such in volur 
country, than does this question which in one way has been it was not any longer to be tolerated—and I appeal to my 
talked about to-day. from Colorado [Mr. Triurr] if I am wrong—that there 
Now, Mr. President, has the President of the United States | be only one transcontinental railroad, at liberty to fix char 
oo mpled upon an ac tof Congress in anything he has done incon- a commerce which had grown beyond its capacity. 
ction with this isthmian canal transaction? Has he forgotten One reason. as the debate shows, which led to the grant | 
his ath as to it? Has he pursued a course which justly subjects gress to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, a cor} 
him to oriti ism from any party in this land? I deny it. If I | created by the Congress of the United States, was tha 
know myself, Mr. President, and we do not always know our- | might be a competitive line of transcontinental railway. in 
selves, if | were not in political harmony with him, f would make | that the transcontinental business might not be locked u 
the same denial. single corporate grasp. Am I wrong? And so to-day, 2 
He was elected by the Republican party, but he is President of | not many years which have gone by, we have several tr 
all parties, just as my friend from Colorado [Mr. TeLLEeR], who | tinental lines of railway, all prospering, with more in pr 
nods his assent, is a Senator from Colorado, but a Senator of all | Is it not so? 
the United States. The President is entitled, as the President of Mr. DEPEW. Five. 
all the country, to fair and decent treatment in this transaction, Mr. SPOONER. Five,and moreto come. Ionly refe 
and. for that matter, in all others. He does not receive it. Mr. President, to illustrate what I meant when I said that 1 
Wherein has the President violated an act of Congress? Ihad dare to set a limit to the growth of the commerce of the U 
the honor, if there be any honor in it, to draw and offer the bill States and the commerce of the world which is to utilize an 
which was in part enacted into law, under which the President | oceanic canal constructed by us, and upon that predic: 
has been acting. I recognize that the Senator from Alabama |[Mr. | press my agreement with the utterance of the Senator fr 
Morcan] has done more through all the years than any other one bama { Mr. “Mora AN] that the time will come when this c 
man to bring about the construction—keeping it always before the | and the world (because in this respect we are not acting s 
Senate and before the country—of an isthmian cana il. for ourselves, we are acting for the world, because we will ! 
All the pride that I might otherwise have had in the association | any other nation in the world obtain a foothold there to : 
of my name with this measure I was robbed of because of my re- | the world or for us) will need and demand, in all human 
gret that it bore not his name instead of mine. bility, not only this canal, but another. 
What did the law provide? First, it was settled by that law 3ut I mention it for another reason. It is to base upon th 
that the Congress of the United States, representing the people of | uation or predicate the assertion, which had great weight 
the United States, deemed it for the best interest of the United ! thatin constructing the first line of canal to be built by the | 


i 
















1904. 


States, owned by the United States, controlled by the United 
States, we should not permit our vision to be limited by to-day or 
to-morrow, but should look forward, taking lessons from the 
past, to the day, and it will not be far away, when not only the 
commercial interests of the United States but possibly—God save 
the mark—the defense of the United States will demand, no mat- 
ter what expenditure of money may be involved, a canal through 
which our war ships may quickly pass without the delay incident 
to locks. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Well—— 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I havea recollection of the ac- 
tion of the Senate in that case, because I had a speech in there 
myself. [Langhter. ] - 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. DEPEW. The Senate passed a resolution permitting the 


Senator from Alabama |Mr. MorGaAn] to print in the Recorp his 
speeches against the treaty. Then the Senate passed a resolution 
| interring’’ the other speeches in the custody of the Secretary of 
the Senate, to be released after the treaty was ratified by Colombia. 


There is no danger, Mr. President, of blowing up with dyna- | 


mite a sea-level canal. There is every reason in the world to my 
apprehension, expressed with the deference which becomes a lay- 
man, that itis of infinite importance to the United States, that 
we choose a ronte which can be made a sea-level route when our 
interest demands it. 

And so I deprecate the attitude of Senators who treat this law, 
so far as it relates to the Panama route, as a matter of no par- 
ticular consequence; that the Commission had reported that the 
Nicaragua route was feasible and that the Panama route was 
feasible, but that the Panama route was ‘‘ somewhat’ better, and 
the President was instructed to secure the Panama route if he 
could, but if he could not on schedule time he was instructed to 
settle this great question strenuously, impetuously—not that he 
was filled with impetuosity, but that the law is impetuous—to turn 
his back on Panama and go to the Nicaragua route. That is not 
the law. That was not its purpose, and every Senator here who 
does not stick in the bark knows it, Mr. President. 


I have said no word in any debate against the feasibility of the | 


Nicaragua route. 


The Commission had reported the Nicaragua | 


route to bea feasible route. Ifithad made no supplemental report, | 


I would have voted for the Nicaragua route. It made a supple- 
mental report unanimously recommending the Panama route, and 
the report created not simply the plain inference but the unmis- 
takable deduction that but for the enormous and unreasonable 
price demanded by the New Panama Canal Company for its prop- 
erty, $109.000,000, it would have reported in the first instance in 
favor of the Panama route upon the merits. 

I was sorry any foreign company was involved in it; but it was 
so, and as a Senator of the United States, believing that it was the 
best route for the country, I was not willing, nor were my associ- 
ates on this side of the Chamber, who mostly voted for that propo- 
sition, to turn our backs on what we deemed the public interest, 
on what the Commission reported to be for the public interest, if 
we could secure the title to the Panama Canal property and req- 
uisite concessions from Colombia, because, forsooth, in the history 
of the French operations on the Isthmus there had been scandal 
and frand and felony. 

Mr. President, what was the duty of the President of the United 
States? He was required to proceed with the construction of the 
Panama Canal if, first, he could secure a satisfactory title to the 


property of the New Panama Canal Company for a price not ex- | 


ceeding $40,000,000; second, and coincidently—for we were not 
to pay any money until we had first the title to the property and 
the concession from Colombia—a treaty with Colombia of the 
requisite concession from that Government. 

It is my recollection that I moved an amendment to the original 
bill, inserting the provision that it be done by treaty, because I 
was not willing, with the utmost confidence in the President of 
the United States, that the terms upon which we were to expend 
hundreds of millions of dollars and control this great public 
work, constructed by us, should be fixed by the Executive with- 
out the intervention of the Senate. 

After long negotiation the President sent to the Senate a treaty 
with Colombia. I have noright torefer to that treaty. The Sen- 
ate saw fit to make public what was said against it, but what was 
said for it rests in the confidence of the Senate, in the vaults of 
the Senate. It was ratified 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
e es the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 

olorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if the whole 
proceedings were not made public? I so understood. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; they were not. The speeches of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] were published. 

Mr. TELLER. I think they were all made public. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TELLER. Very likely. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, it is not very likely, for the Senator is 
not often mistaken. = 

Mr. TELLER. I thought we had made them all public. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, wedidnot. Wemade public the speeches 





Which were against the treaty and we kept secret the speeches 
which were made for it. 
That was rather remarkable. 


Mr. TELLER. 


Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. DEPEW. Or rejected. They were never released. 

Mr. SPOONER, They have never been released; and so far as 
the speech I made is concerned,I hope it never will be released. 
I do not want the trouble of revising it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to get some information. 
trust my memory these days. 


Or rejected. 


I do not 


Mr. SPOONER. Why not? 
Mr. TILLMAN, Because it is simply treacherous. 


Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
lets go of others. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
get. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; and the Senator from Wisconsin is in 
the same fix,I judge. I was trying to recall a vague remem- 
brance I have that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] made 
an explanation in the Senate in defense of that treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was published. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; and then in the hurry and anxiety to 
get a vote, a unanimous-consent agreement I will say, ora trade 
or whatever other thing you may term it—I hope Iam not 
closing any Senatorial secrets—— 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator is. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, we always have unanimons consent 
here when we want it, do we not? Anyhow, an understanding 
was had, I will say—and I will try to speak enphemistically and 
vaguely, as is the custom here of some people [langht that if 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] should be allowed to 
publish to the country his objections to the treaty and his reasons 
for opposing it, then a vote would be permitted. 

That is how certain set speeches were published, and everybody 
concluded to keep their speeches bottled up, including the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Depew], provided the Senator from 
Alabama would let us vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think the Senator from New York 
ever concluded to keep his speech bottled up [laughter]: but the 
Senate concluded to keep his speech bottled up, and the same 
thing is true as to the rest of us. 


Oh, no. [Laughter. | 
It remembers some things very acutely, and 


It remembers possibly what it ought to for- 


- ’ 
dis- 








tir 
27 | 





Mr. President, the President of the United States was to go to 
Nicaragua if he could not within ‘‘a reasonable time’’ obtain a 


satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany and the requisite concessions from Colombia. That is a fair 
statement of it. 

This proposed treaty, negotiated by the President of the United 


States in the exercise of his constitutional power, in harmony with 
this law, was, after a long time spent in this Senate, ratified and 


transmitted to Colombia for ratification. It was discussed per- 
haps—I do not know—but it was before the Colombian Congress 
until what time? 

Mr. LODGE. Until the 31st of October, I think. 

Mr. SPOONER. Until some time in October of last year, the 
Senator from Massachusetts says, when it was rejected. No man 
who cares anything for justice or for his own respect can impute 
any failure of duty to the President of the United States under 
this law up to the rejection of that treaty by Colombia. 

What happened then? Ido notintend to discuss Colombia now 
in her relations to that treaty,or the grounds upon which it is al- 
leged to have been antagonized in the Colombian Senate; but, Mr. 
President, after its rejection a bill was introduced in the Colom- 
bian Senate proposing to authorize the President of Colombia to 
enter into a treaty for the requisite concession to the United 


| Statesof the easements necessary to enable us to construct, main- 


tain, and operate the Panama Canal. 
Will any Senator on the other side say that under this act, the 
treaty being rejected and a bill being introduced authorizing the 


| President of Colombia along certain lines to make a treaty propo- 


sition to the United States granting us the concessions we 
needed, the President would have been authorized to turn away 
from Panama and commit this country forever to the construc- 
tion of a canal upon that route which the Congress of the United 









714 


States had decided was, in its judgment, although a practicable 

route, the inferior route? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 
Mr. SPOONER. Let us be fair 
SIDENT ipore. 


i 4 ‘ 
LO 2 +> 


about this matter. 
Does the Senator from Wis- 
froin South Carolina? 


pro tel 
I 
nator 
Yes, 
Has the Senato 


hearsa 


admiissi! 


—I mean actual 
s—but any evi 
law to sustain that 
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Then, Mr. P nt. if the Senator will allow 
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SPOONE 


Does the Senator from Wis- 
n South Carolina? 


pro ten 

mator 
t. Always. 
Mr. TILLMAN, If that was the moving cause. or if that 
ext r the contention that a reasonable time has not elapsed, 
would it not have been in accord with international obligations 
and—I hate to use a word to offend—decency that we should give 
Colombia an opportunity to make her pr and let her 
Government submit to ours its contention or desire or offer, and 
not step forward and inaugurate vession in Panama? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, there would be pertinency 
inthe Senator’ servations if they had any foundation whatever 
in truth. It is not in any respect whateve ra que stion of inter 
national law. I resent the word ‘“‘ pretext’? which the Senator 
uses in connection with the action of the President in this mat 
ter. There has heen no pretext. This is not a ‘‘ cow case.”’ 

** Reasonable time,’’ Mr. President, is not defined bylaw. What 
the courts hold to be ‘*‘ reasonable time ”’ as to one transaction and 
under one set of circumstances they do not to be ‘* reasonable 
time’’ as to another transaction under other circumstances. I 
have not the time to read authorities, but they ought not to be 
necessary. 

The President in construing the phrase “‘ reasonable time’ 
and it was for him to construe, Mr. President—was bound under 
his oath to keep in his mind the magnitude of the transaction, 
the fact that it involved negotiations and agreements with an- 
otherGovernment. When Senatorstal kabout*‘ reasonable time ”’ 
upon the theory that under this law it was the duty of the Presi- 
dent the moment the Colombian Senate rejected that treaty to 
turn his back on Panama and go to Nicaragua, they argue, Mr. 
President, far, far away from the purpose of the law, from the 
language of the law, from the definition of ‘‘reasonable time’’ 
afforded by the law and by the common sense of the transaction. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

nsin yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will allow me to call his attention 
to what I know he is aware of, that the Colombian Senate rejected 
the treaty on the 14th of August. Shortly after a bill was intro- 
duced in that body to renew negotiations. They indefinitely 
postponed that on the 14th of October. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator, but I put this question 
to Senators on the other side: Forgetting that there is any side in 
this Chamber, reading that law, remembering the preference of 
Congress, keeping in mind the obligation put upon the President, 
is there a Senator here who will say if he had been President of 
the United States, obeying this law, he would have turned his 
back on the preferred route, the route which Congress put first, 
and bound the country irrevocably to the other route so long as 
there was a proposition pending in the Congress of Colombia 
looking to the granting of the requisite concessions to us for the 
Panama route? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. What would the Senator from North 
lina have done in this case had he been President? 

Mr. TILLMAN. As TI do not have the honor to represent 
North Carolina, I will have to ask one of the Senators from that 
State to answer. 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean South Carolina. 
South Carolina, of North Carolina, and of the Senator. 
ter.}] Iasked the Senator a question, Mr. President. 
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Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


Ir. SPOONER. No; not until the Senator 
que sti m. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not a Yankee. [Laughter.] 
ask a question in order to answer other questions. 
Mr. SPOONER. [ama Yankee, and I asked the question, an 
hould like to have it answered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will allow me, 
it by asking him one. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is no answer at all, and I ex 
nator from answering t] 


the question. 
Mr. TILLMAN, I will answer it after I get through with 


has answered my 


I do not 


I will ww 


use 


Q 


Ui e 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. TILLMAN, 
vere President? 
Mr. SPOONER. 
. TILLMAN, Yes. 
NER. I asked the Senator whether. 
the United States, 
ferred the Panama 


No 
You want to ask me what I would do 


The Senator will answer it now? 


Mr. 


SPO 


had he | 
operating under this law w 
route, he would have turned his 
ma route and irrevocably bound this Governm 
‘agua route as there was pending in the Cong 
ae a bill looking to the granting to us of the rey 


President of 
had pre 
mthne rani 
} XT 


1 . 
: Nic 80 iong 


rit J MAN. Now, 
deal of pleasure. 
fr. "SI OONER. Well. 
r. TILLM, AN. If I had been President—— 
r. 
r. 


Mr. President, I will answer that vy 


SPOONER. I assume that. 
TILLMAN. I have been gove 
cecutive work, 

NER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I would have thought this 

Mr. SPCCNER. What would you have done? [Langhter 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I would have done this. The Se: 
knows that I am not going to dodge, and, if I do, he is too a 
a fencer to let me off. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not think the Senator will dodge if I 
prevent him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Perhaps you may get in that interestin; 
uation yourself before I get through. 

Mr. SPOONER, Probably. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I say, if I had been President, I would 
taken this ground, and this view of it, and this action: The 1 
letter of the law I would not have disobeyed, but I would 
entered into negotiation with Costa Rica and Nicaragua to see 
kind of a trade I could have gotten there, and I would have 
ready toreport to Congress when it assembled just what the a 
native proposition was in regard to Nicaragua, not that I w 
have bound this Government, for I would not—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean, if he will permit 
to interject a question—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does he mean to say that he would | 
abandoned Colombia? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Not at all. JI just said I would not 
bound this Government by any treaty. Of course, any new t1 
vr have to besubmitted to us anyway; but I would hav: 

gained and I would have found out the position of Nicaragua 
Costa Rica as to what they would have to offer in the wa) 
interoceanic canal. 

Then I would have reported back to the representatives 
people, the masters of the President in one s just wha 
situation was: and then, if this Congress had authorized 1 
it might have done, I believe I would have preferred that 
to the one that was taken and have said to Colombia: ‘* You 
mangy lot; you are dickering with us and attempting to r 
and obstructing the p ogress of civilization and commerce; g 
of the face of the earth; we will take the Isthmus and bu 
canal and own the country.”” That is what [ would have: 
{ Laughter. } 

Mr. SPOONER. Asa Republican, while not at all app! 
the language of the Senator from South Carolina, I am grat 
for his eamnenee indorsement of the action of the Presi 
{ Laughter. 

Mr. TIL OM. AN. Mr. President, it has taken the Senator ! 
Wisconsin several seconds to gather that idea. 

Mr. SPOONER, I will tell the Senator why I was waiting 

Mr. TILLMAN, I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. I will tell him. The Senator recited wha' 
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and I 


rnor of my State, 


had 


BULLIC ¢ 


Mr. SPOK 


nse. 


SPOONER. 
| would have said to Colombia had he been President, and | 
waiting a few minutes to thank God in my own heart that 
have a President who would not say any such thing in thal 
| way to any government under the bending sky. 
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Now will the Senator allow me? 
Certainly. 
Would you not prefer—and I speak person- 


Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 


allv now; 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, personally. 

Mr. LILLMAN. Yes; to the man, not to the Senator. Would 
you not prefer that we should have a President who would go as 


the advance agent of civilization, as you call it, as a spokesman 
of civilization and of progress, and say to those people, *‘ Get out 
way!” rather than for a President to mix up in a disrepu- 
le, dishonorable creation of a so-called republic in a back room 
id make a treaty with it within forty-eight hours after the 

: has been born somewhere by a basiard process that no- 
et understands? . 
SPOONER. Well, I suppose everything that is born has 
[Laughter]. 


1 


t to be born somewhere. 
Mr. TILLMAN. There are Cvesarean operations sometimes. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I will not take the time now, 

because it does not meet the purpose of my argument, to charac- 

terize the Senator's statement as to the action of the President in 
itter. He asserts that the President has had complicity in 
the revolt of Panama from Colombia. 

The President of the United States, who is entitled to the 
respect of the people of the United States, has in a formal mes- 
save to Congress repudiated that suggestion, but his denial with 
right-thinking men was not necessary. 


this m 


| ta-e the time, in departing from what I wanted to say, to 
make the further observation that on another occasion I shall 
underiake to show to the Senate that in what the President has 
done on the Isthmus of Panama he has violated no principle of 
international law. 


le is justified by every principle of international law, and the 
Senator will find before he gets through with it, Mr. President, 


that a platform in a political campaign, under the circumstances 
v ) surround this transaction, which imputes dishonor to the 
Administration and to the brave, fearless, frank man who sits in 
the White House will find no sympathy with the people of the 


11 States in the South or in the North. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin vield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Replying to the last part of the Senator’s ut- 
terances, I want to say that I have no authority, and I do not 
assume any, to speak for anyone here but myself. Ihave no de- 
sire or intention of reflecting on the honor of Theodore Roosevelt, 
or on his honesty; but the circumstances, the facts, are very un- 
fortunate for the contention of the Senator from Wisconsin, and 
I want to ask him before he gets through-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Ask it now. 

Mr TILLMAN. Oh, I am going to ask it now, but I want to 
ask the Senator, before he gets through with the defense of the 
action of the President in this instance, to explain to us under 
what authority of law the President of the United States has used 
the Army and Navy of this country to warn Colombia from re- 
conquering her rebellious province, if she saw fit to attempt it. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Excuse me one minute. I know the Senator 

will say that it was our right under the treaty and our obliga- 
tion to preserve the isthmian transit. If the President had con- 
fined himself to that, I would be the last man to criticise his action; 
but he has gone far afield from any such pretense. He is now 
the only sponsor, the only godfather and protector of this Panama 
Republic, with which he has entered into a treaty, which he asks 
us to ratify. Now, let the Senator explain, if he will, where the 
President got the authority to use the Army and Navy to warn 
Colombia off her own territory. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, it does not accord with my 
purpose to-day to enter into a discussion of that question. I rose 
only for the purpose of addressing myself in an entirely im- 
promptu speech to the charge that the President of the United 
States had, in his relations to the canal transaction, violated an 
act of Congress. I rose for the purpose of demonstrating, if I 
can—and I can—that, so far from having violated it, he has scru- 
pulously obeyed it. 

But I depart just far enough here to say, in answer to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, that, in my judgment—and it is sus- 
ceptible of demonstration—if the President of the United States, 
after the recognition of the Republic of Panama, had confined 
himself to protecting merely the railway transit he would have 
Violated a treaty of the United States.and an honorable obliga- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. PATTE® SON. What treaty? 

Mr. SPOONER. I undertake to say, in addition to what I said 


yesterday, that as to his action as to what transpired before the | 


| revolt or before the declaration of independence of Panama no 
| man here or anywhere else can successfully impeach his right. 

With those two suggestions—which I assure my friend I do not 
mean to forget; and I will attempt to deal with them later. on a 
more auspicious occasion—I come back to the question which I 
put to the Senator from South Carolina, and which he did not 
answer. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I certainly tried to. I was very clear. 
Everybody conld understand me. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator from South Carolina could an- 
swer it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Possibly the Senator will su st how. 

Mr. SPOONER. By forgetting politics; by forgetting every- 
thing except the merits of this situation; bv reading a n this act; 
by addressing bis mind to the purpose of Congress a e mean- 
ing of the words ‘‘reasonable time” in this eas or 
would have no difticulty, I think. My thought is a compliment 
to the Senator from South Carolina in my heart and m to be 
on my lips, for I recognize his ability and his gener unknes 

i think the Senator from South Carolina, between mana man, 
for that is the test, ought to be willing to say 1 while a propo- 
sition was pending in the Colombian Congress to authorize a 
treaty with the United States granting to us the concessions wt 
required for this route which Congress preferred it wa 


of the President of the United States to await the issue of that 
proposed legislation. 
Mr. TILLMAN. If it will do the Senator any 
knowledgethatinaminute. [thoughtl haddonesoamomentago., 
Mr. SPOONER, No: you did not. 


rood. I will ac- 


Mr. TILLMAN. I intended to. It was simply an omi m, 
because there was in prospect— 
Mr. SPOONER, diy friend, I thank you. 
There is no need to thank me for being hon- 


Mr. TILLMAN. 
est, because I try to be that under all circumstances and every- 
where, and to tell the truth as I know it. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I thought; but I thank the Sen- 
ator for vindicating my faith in him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am obliged to the Senator for the compnli- 
ment. What I contend, if the Senator will permit me, is that 
after the Colombian Congress had rejected the treaty and then 
postponed indefinitely the bill authorizing additional or new nego- 
tiations, then the reasonable time had expired. Now it is aques- 
tion of common sense 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina has admit- 
ted—my question was no trap; I sought only the truth—that 
long as there was pending, after the rejection of the treaty, a bill in 
the Colombian Congress to authorize a treaty conferring upon the 
United States the rights which we desired, the President would not 
have been justified in turning his back upon the preferred route 
and binding the country to the secondary route, although a practi- 
cable route. That bill was not disposed of until the 16th day of 
October. Before that time. I think. the extra session of our Con- 
gress had been called. Was it not before that time that the extra 
session was called? 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 
that it was before. 

Mr. SPOONER. I care. My friend the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] says, and I do not know that I have ever known 
him to be mistaken—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be mistaken in this matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. That the call for the extra session of Con- 
gress, to meet on November 9, was issued about the middle of Oc- 
tober. Iam informed that it was issued the 20th day of October; 
in other words, Mr. President, about the time the Colombian Sen- 
ate indefinitely postponed this bill. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Wis: 
me a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to ask you whether, in your judg- 
ment, the rejection of the proposed treaty by Colombia in August 
of last year, and subsequently in October the indefinite postpons 
ment of a bill providing for a reconsideration, constituted a 
ance on the part of the United States against Co 
either a breach of contract of the previous treaty 
international law? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Nevada puts to me a ques- 
tion which, of course, he will admit has no relevancy whatever to 
the matter which I. in an unmethodical way, am attempting to 
But I have not the slightest objection to answering the 
question of the Senator from Nevada. Under all the circum- 
stances, I feel bound to say, since Colombia had sought the treaty 


so 
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and sit had been so 


the Unit States was its generosity to Colombia and its injustice 
to ¢] nited States, that the United States had a moral griev- 
ance. When the Senator as! > whether it was an act of war 
ora lm h of contract in i national law, I can not say to him 
that I think it was e Tr. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. ‘et. if the 

Mr. SPOONER. C% 

Mr ] EW LA N 


S in 


rmit me-—— 


Senator will px 


DS. dent of the United States holt 
that it was a breach of I of the convention of 1846, which 
was a treaty to maintain the free transit across the Isthmus, and 
which, accordi his contention, imphed the grant of every 
kind of accommodation in the future that was essential for th 


urpose 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that if we had a grievance against Colombia for a breach of the 
conti act of 1846, either in its letter or in its spirit, the treaty of 
1846 provided that the offended party having any grievance should 
make clearly and unequivocally its statement of the grievance 
before declaring war. 

Mr. SPO NE R. Oh, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
comphed wit h? 

Mr. SPOON! “R 7 1at refers to a breach of the treaty stipula- 
tions for which one party—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is what I think, but the President 
contends oth erwise, that the spirit of that treaty was broken. 

Mr. SPOONER. The President is not making my speech. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ve ry well. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the President is right, in my opinion, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Right in what? 

Mr. SPOONER. Right in this. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. In contending 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will let me— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Is he right in contending 
breach of the treaty? 

Mr. SPOONER. He was right in this: He was not right in 

contending, nor does he contend. that the failure to ratify the 
treaty was a breach of the treaty of 1846. Hesaysit was a breach 
of the spirit of it, the motive of it, for Colombia songht the treaty 
of 1846, and she sought it because she asked the United States by 
meal it to agree to protect her against 
sions .. England and France. 

Mr. PAT TERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NI EWLANDS. Will the Senator allow me another question? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have hardly ever in my life here objected to 
interruption. I will make a speech some time—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to correct the Senator from Wis- 
corsin in a grave error. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. PATTERSON. He says that New Granada sought the 
treaty of 1816. If the Senator will read _ correspondenc e that 
was mitted to Congress by President Polk, he will find that 
it was the United States whi th songht the he aty, and the reason 
it sought the treaty was to get rid of the grave discrimimating 
duties that had been ch: ucted by New Granada against the United 


States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President - 

Mr. PATTERSON. And let me suggest this further: The Sen- 
ator will find it by reading the correspondence. New Granada 
would not grant the prayer of the United States unless it entered 
into this stipulation im section 35 of the treaty, and it is that sec 
tion which is the subject of contention now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course New Granada wanted section 35. 


Mr. President. that—— 
And Il ask the Senator whether that was 


that it was a 


iS Oi 


trans 


Iam not prepared at this time to permit the Senator from Colo- | 
If, when I have | 


*t me as having fallen into error. 
discnssed—I know his purposes are sincere, and he believes —— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, it is plain from the correspondence. 

Mr. SPOONER. Possibly it is plaim from the correspondence 
the Senator has read. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. SPOONER. Bat—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one moment. The correspondence I 
read was all the correspondence that was sent to the Senate by 
President Polk and printed under the order of this body. It is 
now a public document, ac ble to any Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be, but I prefer that the Senato 
if it would be equally agreeable to him, would reserve bixeamec 
tion of my error until he has Sieaemaal whether I am in error or 
he isin error. I myself have looked somewhat into this subject. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit 
me another qzestion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
that Colombia, 


rado to corre 


Well, Mr. President—— 


Cessi 


by its act in rejecting this treaty, 
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| fact that the Pr 
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I understand that the Senator now admits | 
did not violate ! 


JANUARY 13 


the treaty of 1846, though, : 


*». 

as he says,it violated itsspirit. I then 
assume that he does not consider that by reason of that acti 
the Unit ad Sti ites had a grievance which it ¢ ald state under t! 
terms of the treaty. Now, then, I ask wl the Unit a St 
bad, under the pri vip! sof international law, a grievance arair 
Colombia and what remedy it had under the well-established 
ral law? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Presid: 
national law, and the question which the Senator a ti n 
so far: ys Concerns the matter I am endeavoring to d 
abstraction. The t nit d States has as ‘erted no ahatnn e 
international law against Colombia that Iam aware of. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 7 eall the a sttention of the Senator 
nt of the United States has declared tl 
inte rvene . ‘* Intervention *’ means a declaration of war : 
an offending state—taking sides in a controversy. If he did in 
tervene, clare war by ah novement ac: j 


nt, I am not a lecturer on int 


° = 
SIC 


or it he did d 
Colombia, I ask upon what principle of international law h« 
as to the statement of his grievance? 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, if he did ‘*imtervene” and if he cid “‘de- 
it would be one thing. But he did not do either. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Then I understand the Senator from Wis- 
consin to insist that when on the 2d day of November, before { 
Repubtic of Panama was created, when the Republic of Colom) 
was in existence, a Republic with which we had treaty relat 
when that Republic was in the undisputed sovereignty of 
Panama, an instruction was given to the naval fi 
of the United States warning Colombia off her own territory, re- 
fusing to permit her troops to land upon her own territory with 
a view to suppressing an anticipated, not an existing, insurrection, 
it was not an act of war. 

Mr. SPOONER. 1 think the Senator from Nevada is in 


situation of the gentleman spoken of by James Russell Low 


+ 
vail 


| who knew too many things that were not so. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I: 
Mr. SPOONER. I 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 


ask the Senator to state what is not s 
say it is not true 
That he intervened with the naval f 
Mr. SPO‘ NER. I say it is not trne that the Republic « 
lombia, prior to the recognition of the Republic of Panama 
prevented from landing troops on the Isthinus of Pana 
repress disorder 


Mr. NEWI 


} . 
Her 


NEWLANDS. Let me read 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not let you read— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The absolute 

Mr. SPOONSR. I respectfully dechime to yield now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsi 
declines to vield. 

Mr. SPOONER. = here will be abundant time to discuss t 
whole subject. W i am after now—and lam going tos 
only a few more moments on it—is the question whether the 
dent of the United States has put his heel upon the act of C 
gress. It has heen admitted, and it could not be denied, t! 
long as that bill was pending in the Congress of Colombia i 
the duty of the resi - of the United States to withhold 
action as to the a'te ive route. 

When he learn a th » rejection of that bill I do not k» 

It takes a long tin hear ‘from Colombia. But I do 
this, and it, from this point on, is the crucial question whic! 
Senators must face m their onslaught upon the President 
Dnited States. It had been determined to summon the Co? 
of the United States to meet im extraordimary session on t! 
day of November, not more than three weeks oft. Istherean 
discretion anywhere, so situated as the President of the | 
States was, who, pending the assembling of Congress, would h 
acted, because his act would have been irrevocable. so far as 
could make it irrevocable? What would a man who knew 
duty and was anxious to doit do? He would have waited 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will not interrupt the Sen ator. 

Mr. SPOONER. He would 


| sembled and presented this vital question for its consider: 


the new circumstances. 
Mr. FORAKER. I wish to call the Senator’sattention to \ 
the record befor loses as to what information was | 
the President with respect to the rejection of that act and 
what was being done, subsequent to the rejection of that a 
the official anthorities of Colombia. 
If the Senator wil! give me his attention, on page 85 of 
locument No. 51. Fifty th Congress. second session, i 
the report made by the majority of the canal commiite« 
Colombian Congress, rejecting the proposed statute that hi 
pending until that time. 
Mr. SPOONER. What date? 
Mr. FORAKER. October 16, 1903. That is the date wh: 
was rejected. Immediately following the rejection of t] 


Us ¢ 


re} eh 
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October 17, Mr. Beaupré, our minister, wired the State Depart- | 


ment as follows: 


Have received information, confidentially, that there was a me 
t yesterday to discuss the question of renewing 


tin P of the 


anal nevotiations with 





c a “ee : 
the United States and that the adjournment of Congress will be followed by 
the mission of special envoy to Washington for that purpose. 


That is printed on page 85. 
with me a moment—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator from Ohio. , 

Mr. FORAKER. There is the following: Under date of Bogota, 
October 21. 1903, Mr. Beaupré sends a long dispatch to the State 
Department, in the course of which he says: 

The report of the committee on the canal question, which was read in the 
the 4th instant, has not yet been called up for discussion. Asa 
r of fact, the Government and Congress are playing a waiting game. 

Then, after passing over a few lines, he says: 


Asa matter of fact, the Government and the Congress have waited and 


At page 86, if the Senator will bear 


© te on 


H aiting to ascertain, if possible, the final attitude of the Government of 
United States concerning the canal matter before the life of this Congress 
nded. 


Then, on page 89, under date of October 23—— 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. After the special session was 
| 
called. 
Mr. FORAKER. Icall the Senator’s attention to this. 
as October 23, Mr. Beauprs sends the following: 


As late 


The report of the committee not yet discussed. It appears to me the Con- 
gr is playing a waiting game, evident y with the object of ascertaining at- 
titnde of the President of the United States in his message to the extra ses- 
sion of Congress and of that body. It is said that Congress will not adjourn 


until 4th proximo. Minister for foreign affairs gives me private informa- 
tion that at the next meeting the cabinet will again discuss canal question, 
it being proposed to send an envey extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary and also a commission of three prominent men to Washington to renew 
neyzouations. 

That was not received here until 5.23 p.m., October 24. There 
are other telegrams following that, showing that as late as the 
29th of October the State Department was receiving from its rep- 
resentative at Bogota information of the same general character— 
information to the effect that the Colombian authorities had not 
abandoned the project of some kind of a negotiation, but that 
they were constantly keeping that in mind and giving him as- 
surances that they would take further steps looking to an agree- 
ment between the United States and Colombia for the construc- 
tion of the Panama Canal. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator from Ohio. I did not 
expect, when I came in, to address the Senate at all. I had 
marked the same parts of these papers for an argument later on 
in this matter. I have been intending to rely upon this proposi- 
tion, that until the adjournment of the Colombian Congress be- 
yond any possibility the President of the United States would 
not have been justified in taking any action which would involve 
the adoption of the alternative of the canal act. 

Now, what happened? Congress was soon to meet. I do not 
know how it would be with others, but I can hardly conceive of a 
discreet, sensible President who, with the Congress of Colombia 
adjourning October 31 and the Congress of the United States to 
assemble on November 9, with a Congressional preference ex- 
pressed in law for the Panama route, would have taken the sub- 
ject into the Executive hand and attempted to foreclose it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Excuse me. I will finish, if the Senator will 
permit me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
declines to yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 

Mr. SPOONER. I will yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish toask the Senator would not a dis- 
creet President, such as he has described, have waited those nine 
days, from the time of the adjournment of the Colombian Con- 
gress until the assembling of the American Congress, to consult 

vith us, and whether or not we wanted to warn Colombia off her 
own preserves, and whether we were going to recognize this so- 
called bastard Republic, as I will persist in terming it, and so 
forth and so on? Would not a discreet man have taken the time 
to consult the lawmakers of the country? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President. A President of the 
United States who understood the Constitution of the United 
States and was man enough to do his duty as President of the 
United States, under the law of nations, and to conserve the in- 
terests of the United States and the safety of the United States, 
Would have done just what Theodore Roosevelt did. He would 
ecognized, when the time came, the Republic of Panama, 
and all the observations of the Senator from South Carolina are 


The Senator from Wisconsin 


Mr. President—— 





} ed upon an assumption of both law and facts, none of 
Wi !, a8 I understand, are correct. The President of the United 
nf . I will say to the Senator from South Carolina—and he 
does not need that information from me—is not obliged, under 
th mstitution, to consult Congress or the Senate as to whether he 
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will recognize the fact of independence anywh: No 


President has ever done it in the last anal 


re on earth. 


The Articles of Confederation rave Coner the power to ac- 
knowledge the independence of foreign governments by r iving 


ministers and ambassadors - 





Mr. TILLMAN. You mean the Pr 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Congress; and } ng ther But it 
was so cumbersome, so weak, so far removed { » legislative 
function, that it became of the supremest embar & It 
was il ible, wl r happened, whatever 1 ssity there 
was to recognize the independence of a country. to enter into dip- 
lomatic re! ns with it in order to conserve the inter f the 
United States and to watch its safety, for the President to a 
or for any action to be taken when ¢ ‘ess Was not i sion. 

That was one of the weaknesses of the articles of confederation. 
Wi! the Constitution of the United States was framed, follow- 
ing the rule in England, following the rule in every government 
of consequence in the world, it was treated by the convention as an 
l utive function, being the mere ascertain f and ion 
upon a fact, and the fact it may be to-day one wv and a month 

om now another way. The Constitution gave the President the 
power to receive ambassadors, ministers, etc.. and that is by all 
the principles of international law a recognition of independence. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. The Constitution did not shackle all 
power of the President in that respect by associating with it 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Sonth Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin can n 
to use the word ‘‘ dodge,”’ but it appears to me that he 
shunning the crucial point. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did not the Senator put the question to me, 
“Why did the President do something without consulting Con- 
gress?’’ 

Mr. TILLMAN, You were speaking abot 
dent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did not the Senator put the 
why the President of the United States, who I say has acted with 
the utmost discretion, did not consult the Senate or the Congress 
before he recognized the Republic of Panama. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is dealing with the question of 
recognition. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
dodging—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
no President of 


at the 
41 
t 


a 


t—I hate 


is rather 


it a discreet 


Pre -si- 


auestion to me, 


Then the Senator ought not to refer to me as 


I take it back. 
When I answer his question by saying that 
the United States who knows the Const T 


ution or 
with the self-respect which becomes the President would cousult 
the Congress or the Senate whether he would receive a minister. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator permit me? I apolo- 
gize for any intimation that the Senator was dodging, because he 
is a brave fighter, and he is so adroit in his fencing that I always 
dread to meet him. But when I have got the truth— 

Mr. SPOONER. Why do you not keep ont of 
{Langhter. } 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isay when Ihave got the truth as a bucklerI 
fear nothing that walks the earth. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yon have not got it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let us see whether I have gotitornot. Tha 
Senator’s contention is that the President has the right under the 
Constitution to recognize countries and receive ministers. 
it. Ido not dispute that. The point I want the Senator to tonch 


it, 


% = 
nen? 


Grant 


on and illuminate is where the President gets any right to use the 
Army and Navy of the United States to protect a republic which 
he himself has created. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Lord! 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ah, it is ‘*Oh, Lord!” and somebody will cry 
** Oh, Lord!”’ very often before that questionis answered. [Laugh- 


ter. | 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Carolina. 


I was not referring to the Senator from South 
{Laughter.] I hope he will not ta hat remark as 


being in any degree personal. The Senator's assertion has been 
made before. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It has not been answered, and it can not be 
answered. 

Mr. SPOONE It has been answered and it will be answered 


again, and I answer it now by an: rtion. I will answer it in 


detail on another occasion. 
Mr. TILLMAN. When the case comes to trial? 
Mr. SPOONER. When what case is tried? 


7 


Mr. case before the American people. 

Mr. SPOONER. This case is before the Senate. I int 
debate it fully when the time comes, and’I will answer it. 
repeat what I said before—I would not say itif I did not think it 


This 


nd to 
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IT would not utter a word in this body, based upon a principle of 
international law, except justified by my mind and my conscience 
and on in judgment the President has 
taken 1 ep inall this business that was not justified by the Con 
1, by treaty obligation,and by an honorable effort on his 
» in a patriotic way the int Unite 
ind to obey this law of the United States. 
TILLMAN. Mr. President - 
SPOONER. Now, if the Senator will permit me to pro 


basis I say that 


that 


my 


ost 


‘rests of the 


TILLMAN. The Senator is evidently so disinclined to any 
fu interruption that I will not bother him any more. But I 
did want to im some questions. I will sit down, though. I 
will not insist on it. 
SPOONER. The Senator embarrasses me. 
tremely to decline to permit an interruption. 

Mr. TILLMAN. AsI amakind of an interrogation point to- 
night, I will accept the Senator's kindness in the spirit in which 
he tenders it. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
limit on this business? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, you are too provoking, my dear sir, 
for me to sit here and hear you dish out sophistries and all this 
special pleading and other—well, assertions, that are contrary to 
iy knowledge of the facts, and I can not promise to remain quiet. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam talking about the law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You Cyclops undertake to knock me over be 
cause I am an ignorant farmer, with no knowledge of the law. It 
is pitiful for youto doit. But I have some little recollection of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. A man might read the Constitution and com- 
mit it to memory and yet not understand it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, undoubtedly. Wesee that every day all 
around us; and I sometimes think, if the Senator will pardon me, 
that you lawyers who make your living by splitting hairs can not 
understand law as well as one of us fellows who depend on common 
Bense. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; if we allow you to determine what is 
common sense the Senator is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, let us get back to the question. If the 
Senator will permit me, the point I want to ask is this: Granting 
that the President has conserved the interest of the United States, 
as he understands it, that he is looking out solely for the benefit 
of this country, and that he has been very unscrupulous in his 
method, if the Senator will go so far 

Mr. SPOONER. Do you ask me to grant that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If I have granted the other, I think you might 
grant alittle. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. I deny it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will not put any words in the Senator's 
mouth. The point that I am afteris this: How many people were 
engaged in this so-called revolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, that is absurd. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, you can not pooh-pooh it away, my 
dear sir. When there were four and a half or five million people 
down there in Colombia, it is not worth while to say that fifteen 
or twenty thousand could meet and organize a republic. I have 
here a newspaper published in Colon which gives an account of 
how this revolution, so called, occurred, and the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] has told us all about it. 

But the point I want to make is that the President’s message 
convicts him of preknowledge that something was going to occur 
there. He has stated in his message to us that he had reason to 
believe that a great many things were going to transpire; that 
the Dixie was ordered there and the other ship, and general 
orders were issued to this naval officer and that. 

The point I am trying to get the Senator to answer when he 
comes later on to discuss this thing exhaustively, as I have no 
doubt he will, is to tell us what constitutes a reputable govern- 
ment which a President can recognize. That country has not had 
any election yet. It has nocongress. It has nothing except a 
junta, or a hunta, or some other thing down there that was organ- 
ized in some back room, and the evidence is pretty clear, I think, 
that our consul furnished the money to bribe Colonel Torres and 
his 500 men to withdraw without a fight. I will withdraw now 
and leave the Senator, but we will have it out again in the future 
to a certainty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 
tend to terrorize me. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was only about to ask the Senator—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. That was my final subsidence. I have qui- 
eted down for to-night and will not say another word, I do not 
care how provoking the Senator may be. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator asked when I expected to get at 


ther 


ask 


Mr I dislike ex- 


Will the Senator adopt a schedule and put a 


I hope the Senator does not in- 


Oh! 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 13, 


; ——EE——E Se 


his question. I will satisfy him about that. If the President had 
not informed himself of conditions on the Isthmus he would have 
been derelict. I was saying that the President has, under the 
Constitution, the right and the duty to acknowledge, in my judg 
ment. the indenendence of the Renublic of Panama, and | was 
saying to the Senator from South Carolina that as one member 
of this body I resent the suggestion from this place that a Pre; 
dent—not only this President, but any President—has been u 
scrupulous in a great public transaction or in any official transa 
tion. It is not befitting a coordinate branch of the Government 

Now, Mr. President, to go back. I will take up these ot! 
questions later. I am coming back tothe point I was after. ‘J 
President waited, and ought to have waited, until the Congr 
met in extraordinary session. But in the meantime events moved 
rapidly on the Isthmus. Panama revolted, declared her inde; 
dence, and without bloodshed attained it. So that the Repu! 
of Panama came to be, in fact, the only authority or sovereignt 
upon the Isthmus. The power of Colombia had been utterly « 
pelled. What did he do? In this situation he promptly rec 
nized the Republic of Panama. He negotiated with the Republic 
of Panama a treaty granting to the United States what? First, 
its consent to the sale by the New Panama Canal Company of t 
very property named in this canal act of Congress as to be bou 
at a price not exceeding $40,000,000. 

That treaty embodied the concessions and more than the con- 
cessions which were indicated by this canal act as the concessions 
which, by the decree of Congress, must be obtained from the Re- 
public of Colombia before the President could buy the canal 
property or begin the construction of the canal. He has pr 
sented the matter to Congress. He has neither ignored nor al 
gated the canal act. It is first for the Senate to say whether it 
will ratify that treaty. It is for the Congress to say whether 
it still prefers the Panama route. 

The President has done nothing save in strict compliance wit! 
the ‘‘ canal act’ passed by the Congress. To say that his act 
violates that law because he has secured by treaty all that th 
contemplat.d and required,and much more, but from a nw } 
prietor, the ‘‘ Republic of Panama,”’ instead of from the old and 

| dispossessed sovereign, the ‘* United States of Colombia,”’ is to 
technical and superiicial to be other than childish. 

The act of Congress contemplated as to the ** preferred rout 
two things: First, a satisfactory title to the property of 
New Panama Canal Company, including the canal, two-fifths « 
pleted, and, second, the requisite concessions to enable the United 
States to construct, maintain, and control the canal and the canal 
strip or zone. I need not now consider the title to be made by 
the canal company. 

But as to the concessions, the President has sent to the Senate 
a treaty entered into with the successor Government in ownership 
and sovereignty, recognized as such and as independent by t 
United States, Great Britain, France, Germany, and other great 
governments ‘‘over sea,’’ and by Cuba, Peru, Nicaragua, and 
Costa Rica, assenting to the transfer by the canal company to this 
Government of the canal property, and all the canal act cont 
plated and more in the way of concessions. 

To say that this is not in harmony with the act, notwithst 
ing it is the property provided to be purchased, over th 
contemplated, and the precise concessions demanded by th 
the place indicated by the act for the price authorized, is a 
gestion utterly unworthy of one moment's debate. 

Under the law of nations the Republic of Panama stands a 
this as fully the successor in sovereignty and proprietorship 
Isthmus of Panama as if at the passage of the canal act s! 
never lost her ‘* first estate’? and Colombia had never existe 

The route was the real thing. The title and concessions 
what the act provided for, and it matters nothing, save for g 
of carping, that the owner is Panama, not Colombia. 

It might be claimed, with just as much sense, Mr. Pri 
that if the Congress should pass an act authorizing the Se: 
of the Treasury to buy a certain block in the city of Wash 
for a Hall of Records from John Jones, the owner, at a cost 
ceeding $500,000, when the time came John Jones had sold 
James Smith, who was willing to sell it for the price and | 
perfect title to the United States, there would be no author 
the Secretary of the Treasury to buy it, although it is the p) 
Congress described and purchasable at the price Congress ! 

The United States would get a perfect title to it at th« 
fixed by the act of Congress, but pending the passage of t! 
and the consummation of the transaction it had passed fro! 
owner to another, who was perfectly willing to sell it to the (0 
ernment. I doubt if any Secretary of the Treasury would 
tate to consummate it; I doubt if any Comptroller of the 1 
ury would hesitate to audit the account forthe payment. ! 

| event. in the substance of it the executive act contracting ! 
| in order to save the right to the Government to take it su 
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to 
tary of the Treasury. 
When you come to this particular transaction, the President 
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the removal of. a technical objection by Congress, would be a | the Atlantic and Pacific waters dated N 
‘rict and faithful and literal performance of duty by the Secre- | 


has entered tentatively into a contract to buy the property named 


in the first and second sections of the act, the right to control it, 
absolute sovereignty over it, perpetual in its character, and the 
only » oon Senators can make against it is the purely technical 
point that it is bought of the Republic of Panama, which now 
owns it, instead of the Republic of Colombia, which has ceased to 
own it. 

lhat is the sort of argument, Mr. President, which would “ rail 
the sal from off the bond.”’ An attack upon the President of the 
United States upon a ground like that is so virulent and inexcus- 
able as to find no possible explanation, except upon the hypothesis 
of partisanship of the bitterest sort. We can not test the wish of 
Congress upon this if we choose. It is ‘up to us.’’ You have 
a resolution pending here directing the President of the United 
States to turn his lack on Panama, to leave it to a French fleet to 
rotect the interests of the French people on that Isthmus, and to 
urn to Nicaragua and build thecanalthere. That can be brought 
avote. I should like to vote upon it to-morrow. 

» Senators line up on it. 

tion. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what 
resolution he refers to? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
duced here within a day or two. 


pr 

t 

t 
to 
ac 





Mr. TELLER. The Senator does not, then, refer to the one we 
are supp sed to be discussing? 


Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; but that is the way to raise that issue. 


troversy down to a point. 


Mr. TELLER. Suppose the Senator introduces such a resolu- 
tion then. 
Mr. SPOONER. I would introduce it if it were not for the fact 


that I hate to introduce a thing which I will not vote for. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let them introduce it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It ought to be introduced. I challenge you 
to introduce it. If there is anything but partisanship in this at- 
tack upon the President, based upon the slimmest, thinnest tech- 
nicality that ever was imported into debate, it ought to be in- 
troduced by some Senator virulent in attack, full of insinuation 
and suggestion of dishonor, who is willing to vote for it after he 
has introduced it. The people then will see—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. If I had not promised to say nothing, I could 
not remain silent after that; but I shall have to go out of the 
Chamber while the Senator is discussing any such wild vagaries as 
those or I shall fail to keep my pledge. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I never thought 

Mr. TILLMAN. I intended that remark in no sense a dis- 
courtesy to the Senator [leaving the Chamber], but the Senator is 
just like a disordered { Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the only absolutely successful contro- 
versy I have ever had with the Senator from South Carolina. 
[Laughter.] Ihave been surprised a good many times in my life, 
but I never looked forward to the time when, in the presence of 
the people of the United States, I would be rebuked by the Sen- 
ator ~_ South Carolina for indulging in wild vagaries. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said, and it has taken a long time 
because of interruptions, all I desire to say about this particular 
phase of this case. The President of the United States, I know, 
needs no defense here from anyone. He is a law-abiding Presi- 
dent, if we have ever had one; and I only wish to say in con- 
clusion that if, when he found he could secure an adequate title 
for the canal which Congress preferred, he had failed to avail him- 
self of the opportunity because of this technical point on the law, 
in my judgment he would have lost something of the respect and 
admiration which the people of this country justly entertain for 

im as a brave, patriotic, frank man, who tries to do in substance 
as well as in letter what the law commands. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin questioned the ac curacy of my statement regarding certain 
instructions which I claimed had been given by the Executive 
prior to the creation of the Republic of Panama, amounting, in 
effect, to a declaration of war. 

The Republic of Panama was created, according to the state- 
ment of those who assisted in its creation, at 6 o'clock in the 
evening of November 8, and on the 4th day of November notice 
Was given to our Government by a telegram addressed to it by 
the ** junta,” so called. I have in my hand telegrams addressed 
by the Acting Secretary of the Navy to our naval vessels both in 








I understand that such a resolution was intro- | 


I should like | 
That would involve not speech, but | 





| Nevada does not desire to proceed further 


It is like the common law pleading, it brings the matter of con- | think it would be better to adjourn. 
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Yovember 2, from twenty- 
four to thirty-six hours prior to the creation of the Republic, as 
follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washin D. C., Novenrber 2, 1908. 


American Consul, Colon: 


gton, 
NASHVILLE, care 


Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened by 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent lan z of any armed 
force with hostile tent, either Government or insurgent, either at Colon, 
Porto Bello, or other point. Send copy of instructions to the senior officer 
present at Panama upon arrival of buston. Have sent copy of instructions 
and have telegraphed Dixie to proceed with all possil dispat from Kings 
ton to Colon. Government force reported approaching the Isthmus in ves- 


sels. Prevent their yuld 


conflict. 


landing if in your 
Acknowledgment is required. 


judgment this w« precipitate a 


y Secre ta ry. 


DARLING, Acti? 
And then another, addressed to the commander of the 
Marblehead on the Pacific coast, as follows: 


NAVY DEPAR! MENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1903. 


steamer 


GLASS, Marblehead, Acapulco: 


Proceed with all possible dispatch to Panama. Telegraph in cipher your 


departure. Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption is 
threatened by armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of 
any armed force, either Government or insurgent, with hostile intent at any 
point within Wmilesof Panama. If doubtfulas to the intention of any armed 
| force, occupy Ancon Hill strongly with artillery. If the Wyoming would de- 
lay Concord and Marblehead, her disposition must be left to your discretion. 


in vessels. Prevent 
ipitate a conflict 
DARLING, Acting. 
So I insist that I was justified in my assertion that before the 
Republic of Panama was created, at a time when Colombia was 
in undisputed possession of the Isthmus and exercised undisputed 


toree 


Government . reported approaching the Isthmus 
their landing if in your judgment landing would pre« 


| sovereignty over it, a dispatch was sent to the armed vessels of the 


United States in Pacific and Atlantic waters instructing them to 
prevent the Government of Colombia from landing her troops 
upon her own territory. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 
to-night, and I should 
I should, however, like to 
make an inguiry, which is, What is the status of the pending 
resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, if the 
resolution was not disposed of to-day, it was agreed that it should 
retain its place without prejudice; but under another unanimous- 
consent agreement the resolutions in relation to the Post-Office 
Department investigation would be first laid before the Senate in 
the morning, and then the resolution now pending. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ido not believe the Post-Office 
resolutions are likely to take a great deal of time. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to Senators who have the Senate in 
charge that it is late, and probably we had better adjourn. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. [Iinquire, Mr. President, what will be my 
status, then, to-morrow? 

Mr. CULLOM. Has the Senator from Nevada concluded his 
remarks? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whenever the resolution again 
comes up the Chair will recognize the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 
14, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 13, 1904. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On yesterday, during the gener ebate 

upon the appropriation bill, I was duly recognized by the Chair 


] 
’ 


iu 





man upon an assignment of ten minutes accorded me by 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] in charge of 
bill, and I proceeded to occupy those ten minutes in making 
some—perhaps I may say able—remarks upon one or two topics 


to which I addressed myself. 


3efore leaving the Capitol to go to my boarding house I noti- 
fied the Recorp messenger of the House of Representatives, who 
usually brings to Members the manuscript of their speeches, to 
bring that document to me last night as early as half past 7 
o'clock; but I told him if anything should happen to him so 
that he could not get there that early, to come back between 11 
and 12 o’clock and I would hand him themanuscript. This morn- 
ing I find no evidence by the ReEcoRD—no trace or suggestion— 


I am a little in doubt, therefore. as to 
I am told 


that I made any speech. 


what my mental condition may have been yesterday. 
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AL D. I think th: 


rine how the gentleman’: 

th the matter. 

it what has occurred is the 
‘standing or unfamiliarity on the part of my 
method of procedure in these matters. I kn 

ing to do with keeping the speech from the Rx 
hope the gentleman from Ohio will give hith the oppor- 

to explain the matter. That was his purpose when he 

iterrupt the gentleman. 

] LARK (to Mr. FitzGkRa.p). 

the : ; L? 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I requested the reporters 
that I be furnished with a carbon copy of my remarks, h aving 
been informed that it is customary here for two copies to be fur- 
nished by the Official Reporters when such arequestismade. The 
same was delivered to me at my house last evening. On perusing 
my remarks I was surprised to find that only one copy had been 
sent, but that with my remarks was a copy of the remarks of th« 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. Having asked for two 
copigs of my remarks and only one being sent, I supposed that the 
ge entieman from Ohio had also been furnished with a c opy of my 
remarks, so that he had a copy of mine as well as his own, as | 
had of his as well as my own. I had no idea that I was in posses- 
sion of the original copy ( as I may call it) of the gentleman's 
speech. I shall be gratified indeed to turn the speech over to the 
gentleman. ~ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, this is a noval situa- 
tion. 
that carbon copies should be furnished to anybody; and why I 
should not have had a call upon the telephone or some suggestion 
that my speech was straying about the town somewhere is some- 
thing that I can not understand. 

Mr. BAKER. I have already said, Mr. Speaker, that I asked 
that two copies, one a carbon copy, be made of my speech, and I 
was told that this would be done; and I assumed that the copy 


I 
Ly 


c 
hi 


with the 
had 1 th 


Has your colleague got 


i 


of the gentleman’s speech which I received was one of two copies | 


made by the Official Reporters of the House. 

Th ntleman has spoken of an attempt to suppress his speech. 
IT hardly think a gentleman of his experience will assume that a 
new Member, entirely unfamiliar with methods of procedure 


here, would even think of such a thing as attempting to suppress } 


the gentleman, considering his standing in this House. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 

suppress my speech. 
[La ugh ter. ] 

. BAKER. So faras I know, there has been no suppression. 
caine copy was supplied to me, and I assume that another 
in the possession of the Official Reporters of the House. 
of which 


I said that somebody had suppressed it. 


A 
copy was 
Mr. Speaker, I was told that two copies would be made, 
only one was sent to me. 

The SPEAKER. Without obje 
plied with the copy. 

Mr. BAKER. May I have just : 
tinue for one te ne. I did not 
copy of the speech of the gentlem 
why it was sent tome with my remarks. 
in error. 

» following was omitted from the Recoap of January 12. It 
should have appeared in the RmcorpD at page 736, after the state 
me - ‘‘ Mr. Baker addressed the committee,”’ etc. ] 

. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes’ 
ens gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman. 
either of the distinguished Representatives from the 


‘tion, the Recorp will be sup- 
a —— t, Mr. Speaker, toc 
ask that I be furnished wit 
an from Ohio, and have no idea 
It was undoubtedly sent 


se! 


|Lh 
to 


time 


city of Cin- 


cinnati, and yet I do not feel that the challenge of the gentleman | 


from New York ought to go entirely unanswered. I admit that 


to some Member of 


| full wag 


| ment he read is from the 
| evider 
| paper writer, 
| Associated Press has put afloat such a statement as that I do n 
believe. 


; ! | in wages 
I did not think my speech was of such vital importance | 
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is experience in Cincinnati politics is of a very much later d 
an mine, and much more interesting to the particul: ir 
lf. He took part in that campaign of 1903 in favor 
at Democrat, Tom Johnson,” as he calls him. He m 
r of ling to the people there and te] 
lem how poor r they were and how much they 
having accom] all that 
urea great Demo: ‘ratic victory in Cincinnati, there w: 
ity not far away which was a matter of a great deal 
nt to the two parties because of its very close characte 
ull, 
The county of Highland had gone Democratic for the 1 
ars, and in the emergency of the hour the Macedoni 
up from the Democrats to send the gentleman fr 
up there to make that victory also as assured as the 
‘incinnati. The result of the election was that the n 
inst Tom Johnson in the city of Cin ati and H 
ty approximated 29,000, and for the first time in man: 
a clean sweep was made for the Republican ticket in ] 
County. [Applause on <1) Re] ublican side.] Therefore 
not wonder that my friend } nal ill feeling 1 
th m in Cincinnati tT political situ: 
that he should enjoy and f so happy over the su 
ys that the descrip 


ple of that city. Hes 
x of these people, the fact that they are resortin; 
courts have suspended sentence in ree: 
‘**so good’’ he wants to 


venti 


num} speeches appet 
P] 


were su 
Vay 
ntiy ne 


ished WAS ap? 


{ . 
( 1 


Some NeTr 


an the 


™m 


re 
and that the 
that that news is 
oRD. [Laughter. ] 
Will the gentleman yield to me for a « 


houses, 
petty larceny, 
all into the Rr 
Mr. BAKER. 
Mr. GROSVE} NOR. No. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentler 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I am sorry 
feel thus, and jollify over suffering. I am sorry that he { 
s that the laboring men at Youngstown are not to hb 
It may be that some good may come out of that 
is true, ‘which I do not believe; nor do I believe that the 
Associated Press. I shall have to ha 
ice of it before I believe it. I dothinkit is from som 
and no doubt the gentleman has it; but that 


jt 


an from Ohio declines to 


that the gentleman 


YX OICE 


res, 


New 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I will undertake to say to the gentlem 
from New York that the pay rolls of the manufacturing ind 


| tries of the city of Cincinnati are to-day double what they wer 


the day McKinley was elected President of the United Stat 
[Applause on the Republican side.] This both in numbers 
paid. I will undertake to say that theamount of suffer 
ing for food in the city of Cincinnati does not number one to-da 
where ten were numbered then. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield for a qui 


| tion on that point? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I will not. 
tion of this newspaper article from Cincinnati. The city of 
cinnati is bordered by the Ohio River. Front street and t 
| streets to which the gentleman has referred in that arti 
crowded with laborers connected with the Ohio River transpor 
| tation—roustabouts, workers on steamboats, handlers of f1 
| brought together by the enormous traffic that goes out and 
into Cincinnati from the river. For the last three weeks o 


Let me state in exp! 





I did not say that anybody attempted to | 


I do not see about me | 


| the Ohio River has been barred by the presence of ice. G 
above the city and gorges below the city have entirely sus) 
| navigation in the Ohio River, and consequently, and nex 
iporarily, a few people have doubtless been ti wown 
employment and thrown out of their usual supply of food. 
Beyond that any citizen of the city of Cincinnati will a 
man who undertakes to say that there are soup houses in t 
of Cincinnati made necessary by the condition of hard tim 
refers to Mike Mullen. I believe Mike Mullen is now a Kk 
lican. There was a time when he was an infiuential Den 
| and not so very long ago,either. Heis not soinfluential1 
he has got into a class of Pp -ople in the city of Cincinnat! 
lonbtless belong toan organization headed, for political pur) 
-, George B. C Inasmuch as a Member of Congr 
ly does not aaow the man, probably never saw | 
takes rumor for it, unless somebody should be m 
I want to say what I do not hesitate to say, that t 
er, more public-spi irited, upright citizen of Cincinn: 
than George B. Cox. He is at the head of a great In 
ern, and his word in politics and in business is good a1 
iis neighbors. That may sound strange to some gentle me n 
does anybody suppose that in a city of the intelligence an dw 
of Cincinnati, with the public schools and colleges of Cinc 
a bad man can inflict 


r} 


a bad government upon that city fort 
| years on a stretch without once being overthrown by the po 
vote of the city? 


i govern 
' Let me say, Mr. Chairman, again, there is not a city 2 
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ment in the United States of America that can produce the evi- Mr. TALBOTT. It is absolutely necessary to have an expert. 
dence of good government, absolutely good government, that can The SPEAKER. The qrestion is upon agreeing to the resolu- 
compare with the city of Cincinnati. It has a mayor of high | tion. 

character, a gentleman, popular, strong, efficient, and able; a board The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

of public affairs of the highest character in the city of Cincinnati; On motion of Mr. OLMSTED, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
the judges on the bench are the very ablest men at the bar in | which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 
Hamilton County; a tax rate in the city only about half of the 
tax rate of Cleveland—— LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield for a ques- 
tion on that point? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill not. The city improvements are 
carried on in the very best possible and economical manner, and 
the great body - “ an meg approve of the local government. LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Two years ago last spring this same cry went up, and the result i 
of it was a sweeping victory for the present eerie of Cincinnati. |, Mr, BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
Last spring again the same cry went up, and yet with a tremen- inself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
dous vote Mr. Fleischman was again reelected mayor of the city Union for the consideration of House bill 9480, being the legisla- 
bya large majority. Itisacity representing wealth, intelligence, tive, executive, and jadicial appropriation bill. , 
patriotism, vi tue; and because Mr. Cox manages local politicsis | ,, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
no reason why he should be assailed here, and an indirect attack | that the House resolve itself into Commitiee of the Whole House 
made upon all the people of the city of Cincinnati. I do not be- | °® the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
lieve in these assaults upon the great cities of my country. I do | H, R. 9180, the legislative appropriation bill. 
not justify any assault upon the city of New York. Icertainlydo | The motion was agreed to. , : 
not justify any assault upon the new and young and bright mayor | _!he House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
of the city of wy York, who is respected and beloved by us all. oe House on the state of the Union, Mr. Tawnry in the 

Applause on the Democratic side.] And by that simple spirit of | ©@*'- Pe. ; Z 
ADP antoon and patriotism, I Tein ‘coin wae aula the |__The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
city of Cincinnati and its officers. [Applause. ] | House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 

. “ . ia the House bill 9480, the legislative appropriation bill. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BONYNGE ,y8S. SHAFROTH. | Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask what was the 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, by direction of Committee on | pending motion? 

Elections No. 2, I offer for present consideration the privileged | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. for five minutes’ time, being yielded to him yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to 

The Clerk read as follows: me for a moment? 

Resolved, That Committee on Elections No. 2 shall be, and is hereby, au- Mr. BARTLETT. TI yield. 


thorized to employ an expert in handwriting to pass upon such matters or | Mr. BINGHAM. Not to come out of his time, so that I may 
questions as shall be submitted to him by said committee or any subcommit- | ask unanimous consent. 


tee thereof in the contested-election case of Bonynge v. Shafroth, from the r r . ‘ a ' — . 
First Congressional district of Colorado, the expense of employing such ex- Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly, I yield to the gentleman, but do 


pert to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. not yield the floor. 

: : | Mr. BINGHAM. Inordertoaid in perhaps necessary informa- 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say just a word. In | ,.~~: =i hed sain ea a aie 

the contested-election case referred toin the resolution, and which | ——— - Tester fame the Oivil Horcice’ Pomnindn th at vil 
has been referred to Committee on Elections No. 2, a question =p h : “si “gettomn ee Se hla 0s ae ee ver 
arises concerning the handwriting on a large number of the bal- | _— . it x at tele tat pc sd agen in : ry _ pe ange . oe 
lots. Under the law of Colorado each voter is required to do cer- | Sie ee ee ee ee ee eee a 
tain writing on his own ballot, in his own hand, in the privacy | ~"s | +4 
of the election booth. It is alleged that, in violation of that law, = cists F oe eth hen Agel for the reading of 
some of the official ballots were improperly secured and prepared the 1 ethene. ea a 
in advance by other parties and found their way into the ballot OH ? : bits ce a ‘ 
boxes. The ballots were secured and impounded by the parties cae . oe AN. em cujton? [After a peme.) The 
to the contest in Colorado, but were not examined there. They Th : Ck k sf a follows: 
were brought to our committee in sealed packages. There state- i asc armen 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Nerpu aM, for two days, on account of sickness in family. 
To Mr. DICKERMAN, indefinitely, on account of sicknessin family. 





ments were made by the parties to the contest as to what would UNITED STATES Civit SERVICE COMMISSION, 
probably be disclosed by those ballots. The ballots were brought | 4... Hexry H. Brxanaw Washington, D. C., January 13, 180%. 
before the full committee. The package containing those from | °°" *" ’” Washington, D. C. 


one precinct was opened. We saw at once that it was impossible | yy Dear GENERAL BINGHAM: Mr. Courts, clerk of your committee, has 
for the full committee to compare the handwriting upon several | just telephoned me asking for a statement as to the number of employees 
thousand ballots. and a subcommittee was appointed. corres om the a = > her = —— ee ereramem =~ either 
That subcommittee have unanimously reported to the full com- | a > = sesiy f her to onbens the Litooriner caine ee 
mittee that they need an expert. Asto some matters the subcom- 
mittee have no difficulty whatever, but as to others they do not like 
to risk their own judgment, and they insist that such an expert is 
necessary to enable them to determine the questions involved as 
to the handwriting upon some of these ballots and possibly in 


| 

There are at present sixteen who, although carried on the rolls of other 
| Departments, are working exclusively for the Commission. Of this number, 
| six are in Boston, five in New York, two in Philadelphia, two in Chicago, and 











one in San Francisco. The Boston board handles applications, makes certifi- 
cations, and is charged with the actual conduct of the examinations for all of 
New England. The New York board is organized for the purpose of doing 
| the same work for a large section of New York State and a part of New Jer 








some of the poll books. | sey. I mightalso add that for convenience two counties in Connecticut have 
Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- | been detached from the New England district and put under the jurisdiction 
tion? of oor wernety = sow York. a ow 3 
. | The Philadelphia district covers the portion of New Jersey not cared for 
Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 4 : from New York, the State of Delaware, and over half of the State of Penn- 
Mr. CLARK. How long would it take this expert to get | sylvania. The Chicago district includes all Federal offices in the city of Chi- 
through with this business? a8 clin at tess” Basteron ee coe - offic s in and 
r ‘ . . . . . arounc ec . ancisco. .oyees Delonging to otLher bra nes of 
Mr. OLMSTED. The subcommittee think it might take him a | }},, public service have fora number of years been assigned exclusively to tho 
week or ten days. | work of the Commission in the cities named, but it was only recently that 
Mr. CLARK. How much is it going to cost? | the Commission found it hecessary to consolidate a number of civil- ervice 





Q ~ 5 boards into districts, so as to save officials at a distance the necessity of com- 

Mr. OLMSTED. ‘ I do not know. Iam told that some of these | municatin directiy with the Commission in connection with civil-service 
experts are high priced; others are not so costly. | work which can as well be done by representatives of the Commission con- 
Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa | wegieey ere = omen te ot biiitalllaia ial 
rag : iat Andina ; ‘ y this plan the Commission expects to secure closer supervision an 
yesterday, if I understood him correctly, said that a stenographer | greater dispatch in the work and a more effective administration of the civil 


wanted him to certify a bill for $43 for an hour and ten minutes’ | service law and rules. 
work. Now, if anybody is to be paid that sort of price, I object. There are about 3,500 members of local boards at post-offices, custom-houses, 


av, Sanbiny abl. and other offices throughout the country, whose work for the Commission 
T have no objection toa reasonable pay. is merely incidental to their other duties. The chief of our application di- 


Mr. SHAFROTH. As I understand, everybody in the com- | vision, under whose direct supervision this work is carried on, estimates 


mittee was perfectly unanimous for this. So far asI am con- | that the average time given by such employees would amount to less than a 
‘ | day a year for each man. 





cerned, I am perfectly willing to have it ‘Geary ren , — i 
’ J re. - . ery respectfully, ALFORD W. CooLey, 
Mr. CLARK. Then let it go on. Commissioner. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
| 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
Was requested: 

S. 2842. An act to amend an act entitled “‘An act to authorize 
the Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, | 
Ala..’’ approved March 1, 1893; 

S. R. 31. Joint resolution authorizing the erection and mainte- 
nance of a statue in memory of the late President Benjamin Har- 
rison upon land owned by the United States in the city of Indian- 
apolis, State of Indiana; 

S. R. 32. Joint resolution to fill vacancies in the Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution; 

S. 2820. An act for the relief of Hamilton D. South; and 

S. 1753. An act for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United 
States Navy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 9160. An act to amend the act entitled “‘An act making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904,”’ approved March 38, 1903; and 

H. R. 9866. An act making appropriations for clearing the Po- | 
tomac River of ice and for the removal of snow and ice in the | 
District of Columbia. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the let- 
ter just read contains, because I did not hear it and could not 
hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know that it had any reference to 
the particular subject to which I undertook yesterday afternoon 
to call the attention of the House, and that was the violation 
of the law by the Civil Service Commission in the matter of the | 
appointment of Michael W. Louis to the position of superintendent 
of the division of supplies in the Post-Office Department, as is set 
out in the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General and 
transmitted to Congress by the President, with his memorandum 
upon it containing his most cordial approval of what the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General had done, and what he had said to 
the President, and what the President through him says to the 
Congress. 

I had no sooner taken the floor, Mr. Chairman, than my friend | 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] asked me a ques- 
tion which injected politics imto the discussion. The gentleman | 
asked me to point out one man mentioned in this report who was | 
guilty of fraud and corruption. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
man permit me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman insists, yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I was interrupted when I reached 
that point, and my question was this—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have that question here. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understand, but you will see 
by what follows that I had not completed my question. My fur- 
ther question was this, Was one of the indicted persons appointed | 
under the civil-service law or how monet That is the question. | 

e 








Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 


Mr. BARTLETT. I donot know. know when the civil 
service was put in force. 

The President in his memorandum, Mr. Chairman, on pages 7 | 
and 8 of this document which I hold in my hand, being the report | 
of the Postmaster-General in the investigation of the Post-Office | 
Department, transmitted here on December 5, sets forth a list 
of the men in the Post-Office Department who had been indicted, 
accused, and discharged from the post-office service on account of | 
alleged offenses—and I use the word “‘ alleged’’ because I do not 
stand here on the floor of this House to charge that any man is | 
guilty of crime, especially when those men must undergo trial 
in the courts. 

I do not undertake to say, nor deem it to be my place—what- 
ever I may believe the P r conclusion to draw from the evi- 
dence furnished from the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General’s 
report, who is a good Republican and a high official in the coun- 
cils of the Republican party—I do not deem it proper that I, as a | 
Representative here, whatever may be my belief, especially when | 
some of these men are now on trial in the courts of this city and 
charged with many violations of the law, should say they are | 
guilty of the offenses charged. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do say that these frauds, so characterized 


| vacancy? There had been a man filling this position in the «' 
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by the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, and called by the 
President ‘‘ corrupt practices,”’ some of them, at least. would not 
have occurred (in one particular, at least, the case of the appoint- 
ment of the chief of the supply division in the Post-Office Depart. 
ment), might not have been perpetrated, unless the Civil Service 
Commission had permitted the irregular and unlawful appoint- 
ment of this official. The Fourth Assistant Postmaster-Genera| 
in this report ascribes the violations of the laws to the fact tha 

the Civil Service Commission had violated the law. 

The rules and the regulations which they themselves had pre 
sented were and the law upon the statute books as to this appoint 
ment was undoubtedly violated. That is what I desire to presen( 
to this House. I did not intend to call any attention to the poli- 
tics of the men said to have been engaged in these great fraud 
The matter is not whether a man is a Democrat, or a Republican, 
or a Populist, but it is a matter of concern whether he has de- 
frauded the Government, or whether the party in power and tlio 
officials under whom he works have been guilty of negligence in 
not discovering the frauds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CLARK. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman's 
time be extended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Georgia }e 
extended ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I say that the Presid 
called attention to the number of men who were implicated in the 


| wrongdoing and frauds committed in the Post-Office Department 


next, those who have been indicted by the courts and those w} 


| have been discharged, or who have not been indicted; and, up 

| investigation, out of that thirty-four or thirty-five—I do not un 
| dertake to be quite accurate—I find that there are only four wh: 
| were appointed either under the civil-service law or otherwise 


while the Democratic party was in control of the Governm 
The other thirty or thirty-one went into office either as appoint 


| of Republican officials or under the civil service while the Repu! 


lican party was in charge of the administration of the Gov: 


| ment. 


Now, I did not intend to made any suggestion of this kind, but 


| my friend the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper} hard 


permitted me to utter three words after I took the floor befor 
came in with the inquiry with reference to politics, Now 


gentlemen may make all you want to out of this list. It is not a 


| list prepared by a Democrat; it is not a charge made by a De1 
| crat; it is not a charge made by Democratic officials. 


It is a 
charge made by an earnest Republican from the State of Kansas, 
who stands high in the councilsof the present Administration 
whose work has been indorsed and approved by the Preside 
the United States, and whose conclusions are said by the IP) 
dent to have been fully justified by the facts. 

Now, as a part of the case, I desire to call attention to the | 


| of the report which I put into the Recorp of this one insta 

| I have not time to call attention to more, but I call attentio: 
| this because it is on the very threshold of this report. 
| you at the start, at the very door, and stands out as a bold, | 


It n 


violation of the law; and the man who violated the law, the 1 


who encouraged it, the man who started it, the man who 2 

——- : : _ 
| it, isa former First Assistant Postmaster-General, Perry 8. 
| now secretary of the national Republican committee. 


I have put it into the Recorp. It showed a violation of 
law, and that violation of law was known to and permitt: 
the Civil Service Commission. There was appointed a cash 
the post-office in Kansas City, Mo. By a letter, which | pu' 
the Recorp, dated April 17, 1897, when Mr. Heath had ha: 
got accustomed to his new duties, he asked that this man |. 
be appointed cashier in the post-office at Kansas City, Mo 
carried there on the pay roll of that post-office, and that his v: 
ers would not be signed there, but would be sent from here. 

Immediately upon his appointment, never having gone to 
sas City, never having performed a minute’s work in tha 
what was done with him? Why, he was appointed chief o! ' 
division of supplies in the Post-Office; and how did they m 
for over a year. His position was in the classified service, | 
does not appear, says the report, that any complaint was ‘ 
filed against him; he was not charged with inefficiency or m1 
duct. On April 15 he was requested to resign by the Fir: 


| sistant Postmaster-General, but submitted his resignation t 


effect after thirty days, and he was given leave of absence vt 
that period. : e 
Two days after that the place was filled by pretending to 
the man in the office at Kansas City, Mo., and then immedi 
almost with the same stroke of the pen, on the same date, app ; 
ing him to this office made vacant by the First Assistant Postwas 
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ter-General; and what does this officer making this report say 
with reference to it? 

On the same day he was appointed; he never had visited Kansas City; never 
performed any work of any character in connection with the Kansas City 
post-office. 

After he had been appointed superintendent in that position he 
was asked to be excepted from the provision of the rules of the 
civil-service law. Right here I will say that I intended to secure 
a report of the Civil Service Commission for last year, but I have 
not been able to get it. I wanted to see how many more excep- 
tions there may be from the law governing this great Commission 
that is to protect the Government from the spoils system at the 
instance of high officials. I understand that if the inquiry could 
be made and an answer procured, they would be more numerous 
in the past year than they have been under the Administration 
of any other former Republican or Democratic President. I do 
not know the truth of it—I am simply informed that such is the 
fact. 

Here is what the Civil Service Commission did: They gave him 
a special examination, and when he came to be examined, to 
show why he was competent above everybody else, simply because 
by this illegal appointment he had had three months’ service in 
the Post-Office Department the Civil Service Commission said 
that they would give him a rating of 50 out of 100 in order that 
he might get the position. That is to say, they gave him the posi- 
tion on account of the proficiency he had acquired because of 
three months’ service in this Department of the Government. 

Of course this was given to him asa mere gratuity, given to 
him by this Commission, which stands guard over the interests of 
the people and their rights in order that the ‘‘spoilsmen,’’ the 
representatives of the people, who are said to be the Members of 
Congress, elected by the people, the ‘‘spoilsmen”’ of the coun- 
try, may not put their friends in office. I say, Mr. Chairman, 
that this Commission rated this official, who had never performed 
any service for the Government beyond three months, at fifty— 
granting him a bonus of fifty—in his marking in order that he 
might secure this appointment. This was because of a three- 
months’ service, 

He was recommended over everybody else, and as a matter of 
course, as says the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, he re- 
ceived the highest grade of anyone examined and was given a 
permanent appointment. When it was noised about that this was 
a peculiar case, one that the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
had inaugurated, one that the Civil Service Commission had 
winked at and had indorsed, when some one instigated an inves- 
tigation, when President Roosevelt said no matter who was guilty 
he should be found out and prosecuted—and I certainly give him 
my approval for that and doubt not that he was honest in that 
tatement, for whatever clse may be said about him, I do not 
believe that he at least intends to cover up frauds in the Govern- 
ment service—when this investigation was about to be made, and 
inquiry was had how this Civil Service Commission, these watch- 
dogs of the rights of the people and of applicants for office, had 
permitted this irregular and illegal transfer and appointment, 
what was the result? 

‘The examination papers of this man who had been promoted 
into service over and against the rules can not be found, but con- 
veniently disappeared from the files of the Civil Service Commis- 
§10n, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Georgia have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Georgia may have his time 
extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

_Mr. BARTLETT. I thank the gentleman from Missouri. 
Now, I have here a rule of this Commission with reference to 
transfers and the appointment of men, something that stood in 
the way of this matter. I read from the report of the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission made on June 30, 1902, which is the latest one 
upon which I have been able to lay my hands, there being none 
later in the document room or anywhere else that I could find. 
Rule IV, with reference to classification of temporary employees 
and their transfers, reads as follows: 


Such persons shall not be eligible for transfer to positions in the Depart- 
ments at Washington, except after service of six months and under the con- 
Gitions preseri in civil-service Rule X, and upon a statement by the head 
of the Department requesting the transfer that the conditions of good ad- 
Miuistration demand the appointment of the person nominated, because of 
Some special requirement of the place or qualifications of the person for the 
Pisce which can not otherwise be reasonably met. 


Here is a rule of this Commission under which was permitted 
the temporary employment when the man had not been employed 
for a day or an hour in the service. Here is a Civil Service Com- 
mission which permitted him to be transferred instanter into the 
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Department of the Post-Office in charge of one of its great divisions. 
As suggested by the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General in his 
report, he was appointed in order that he might aid those who 
desired to defrand the Government, or rather to have the Goy- 
ernment pay extravagant prices for material to be furnished it. 

Ido not use my own language, but I use that of the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General. So that, Mr. Chairman, to con- 
clude the proposition npon which I started, and started solely to 
call to the attention of this House, I would say that if this isa 
sample of what the Civil Service Commission permits to be done 
in the administration of its office—and that it is a correct example 
does not depend upon my assertion, but is such an example as is 
stated to be taken from the proofs and the records of the Govern- 
ment, furnished by its officers—then it is time that we had achange. 

I should like to ask whether this is an example of the way the 
Government is protected from spoilsmen? I doubt not there can 
be found many examples of like character of the evasion, the sus- 
pension, the violation of the civil-service law. If thisisan example 
of the administration of the Government under the civil-service 
law, I think the people would welcome the day when the old sys- 
tem of “spoils” (if you choose to call it so) might return, when at 
the suggestion or on the recommendation of their Representatives 
in Congress they secured far abler, far more efficient service at 
the hands of the Government employees than they have received 
from those appointed and carried upon the rolls in the service of 
the Government under this pretended system of civil service. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I have no speech 
to deliver on this occasion. I did not think of saying anything 
at all on the pending amendment until this morning after calling 
at the office of the Civil Service Commission to see whether the 
gentleman from Mississippi or I was correct last night in our 
respective contentions as to how certain former officials of the 
Post-Office Department now under indictment were appointed. 
Nor did I intend last evening to inject politics into this discussion. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Just one word, if the gentleman will 
permit me. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. After the gentleman’s question of yester- 
day I am quoted in the REcorD as saying that Mr. Machen came 
regularly through the civil service into his position. I have a 
letter from the Civil Service Commission and I desire to say that 
if the statement of the Civil Service Commission this morning is 
correct he was covered by the blanket order of the President and 
did not go through in the regular way. 

Mr. LANDIS. I should like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have the data concerning this 
matter and will put it in the Recor». 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman will remember that I had 
made no statement in reference to Mr. Machen being in office un- 
der the civil-service law, or anyone else. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If gentlemen will allow me to 
proceed, I think that there will be no trouble about anybody being 
misrepresented. 

Last evening the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] in one 
of his very forceful speeches inveighed powerfully against the 
principle of the civil-service law and especially against the man- 
ner of its enforcement. He, in effect, asserted that conditions 
under the old system were better than the conditions of to-day. 
That statement has just been reiterated by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BarTLETT]. Last evening the gentleman from 
Georgia declared that nothing could better show the truth of 
what the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn} had said than the 
report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, giving an 
account of the alleged frauds in the Post-Office Department. 

What does that mean? The only conclusion to be drawn from 
this statement of the gentleman from Georgia was that the men 
in the Post-Office Department who have been charged with frauds 
were appointed under the civil-service law, which the gentleman 
from Iowa had condemned. There is no other interpretation to 
be put upon it. Thereupon I interrupted the gentleman from 
Georgia to ask him to tell who of the men charged with these 
frauds had been appointed under the civil-service law, but was 
myself interrupted before finishing my question. Both the re- 

rter and the gentleman from Georgia misunderstood what I 

ad in mind, and, in fact, what I did say. 

But the gentleman from Mississippi understood what I asked, 
and he answered my question, as appears by the Recorp. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know whether they are guilty. I do not say they 
are guilty. Someof them are now being tried and their guilt will be deter- 
mined by the courts. I say that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General—— 

Mr. WILL1IAMs of Mississippi. Oh, name Machen. 

From this remark of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WIL.iaMs], the leader of the Democratic minority, it is perfectly 


I can not yield except for a 
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clear that he understood me to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. BarTLeTT] to name, not the men mentioned in the Bristow 
report who were * guilty,” but which of them had been appointed 
under the civil-service law. Andthe gentleman from Mississippi 
suggested the name of Mr. Machen. He understood my question 
as | intended it and as it ought to appear in the Recorp. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman says that the remark ought 
to be in the Recorp. I hope he does not mean to say that any- 
thing has been taken out of the REcoRD. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, no; the reporter misunder- 
stood, as the gentleman from Georgia evidently does now. Then 
I said in reply to the gentleman from Mississippi: 

Oh, Machen was a Democrat, not app yinted under the civil service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Cooper] has expired. 

Mfr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask for ten minutes more. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask that the gentleman's time be extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. HULL. Iask that the extension be for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Wisconsin will be extended ten minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I said [reading]: 

Oh, Machen wasa Democrat. appointed—not under the civil service. 

Mr. Wi..i1ams of Mississippi. No; he was appointed under the civil serv- 
ice and kept there under the civil service. 

er. i of Wisconsin. He never went through under civil-service 

©S at ail. 

"Mr Livixcstoy. Oh, yes; he did. 

Now, I have here a complete, authentic statement as to how Mr. 
Machen wasappointed. lsay nothing as to his guilt or innocence. 
He went into the Post-Office Departmentas a Democrat, appointed 
three years before his particular position was put under the civil- 
service law. He was appointed Superintendent of Free Delivery, 
at $3,000 per annum, in the office of the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, August 22, 1898, without examination. This position 
passed from the excepted to the competitive class on May 6, 1896, 
three years after his appointment. He was promoted to General 
Superintendent of Free Delivery, at $3,500 per annum, on April 
29, 1901, to take effect July 1, 1901. He was removed from the 
service on May 27, 1903. 

Mr. Beavers was appointed to the service in 1890, years before 
this position was placed under the civil-service law. Every one of 
the officials of the Post-Office Department now under indictment 
for peculations and frauds went in under the spoils system, ex- 
cepting only one man, Mr. Louis, late superintendent of post-office 
supplies. Every one was appointed by the request of a politician. 

And now I will answer the statement read by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BarTLETT] concerning Mr. Louis, the sole 
civil-service appointee now under indictment, and the manner of 
hisappointment. This statement is from the report of the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General, and somewhat criticises the Civil- 
Service Commission. 

The late Mr. John R. Procter, former president of the Civil 
Service Commission. a Democrat, and a very superior public of- 
ficial, wrote an answer to this statement in the report of the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. By the way, I myself have 
nothing to say in criticism of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General 
Bristow. In my judgment, he has successfully accomplished one 
of the most thoroughly difficult tasks undertaken by an executive 
officer of this Government in a century. 

John R. Procter saw the report of the Fourth Assistant Post- 
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If there be no objection, the time of the | 


| Ohio is going to make. 


master-General, and he wrote a letter to the Postmaster-General | 


in reply to the allegations in that report, to which the gentleman 
from Georgia has referred. This letter was dated on December 
1, 1903, a little time before he died. 
DECEMBER 1, 1903. 
The honorable the PosTMASTER-G2NERAL. 
Str. The Commission invites your attention to the following quotation 


from the abstract of the report of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General | 


Bristow on the investigation in the Post-Office Department which has been 
furnished the press: 


General Bristow’s report: 


On April 17, 1897, Michael W. Louis, of Cincinnati, was appointed cashier 
in the Kansas City, Mo., post-office, and was detailed to the Department as 


| 1870: 


acting superintendent of the supply division. The Civil Service Commission 


was asked to except the position from the classified service. This the Com- 
mission declined; but in July following it did give a special examination, 
allowing Louis a rating of 50 points for experience acquired during the three 
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however, reflect somewhat upon the accuracy of my eloquent 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who has been so severe in 
denunciation of the Civil Service Commission, presided over by 
John R. Procter, that he did not stop to inquire into the facts 
and see whether Mr. Procter and the Commission had made a 
defense. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I can not yield now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman is very courteous—very 
courteous. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This is what Mr. Procter said in 
reply: 

In reply, you are advised that the statement that a special examination 
was given and that Louis was allowed a rating of } points for experience 
acquired during the three months he had been in charge of the division is 
misleading and incorrect. The facts in the case are these: A request was 
received from the Post-Office Department— 


Not from a Member of this House, not from a Senator, but 
from an executive officer in the Post-Office Department—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. The First Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (reading): 
that the position of superintendent of post-office supplies be excepted from ex- 
amination, with a view to the appointment of Louis, special attention b 
called to his long experience and superior qualifications for the position. 
The Commission declined to except the position and announced an open com- 
petitive examination—— 


Mr.CHARLESB.LANDIS. And thenthey gave him 50 points. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (reading): 


An open competitive examination consisting of two subjects—first, expe 
rience and qualifications, and, secondly, practical questions. Each of these 
subjects was weighted 50 per cent, and competitors were rated according to 
the value of their experience and their knowledge of the practica! questions 
Louis was given no rating for experience in the position to which he was 
temporarily appointed, but was given a high rating for the evidence sub- 
mitted by him showing his experience in various positions, covering a period 
of many years, as tending to qualify him for the position of superintendent 
of post-oflice supplies. 

_ It appeared that he was employed for several years as foreman in a pub- 
lishing house in Cincinnati and for several years in a supervisory capacity in 
the press room of the Government Printing Office. It was regarded that in 
each of these positions he was enabled in the discharge of his duties to ac- 
quire a knowledge of the quality of inks, paper, etc., which knowledge was 
considered essential in the discharge of the duties of the position of superin 
tendent of post-office supplies. In answer to the practical questions Lou 3 
also showed a knowledge of the requirements of the position. There were 
fourteen competitors in the examination. 

Not a special examination for the benefit of Louis alone, but 
an open examination in which participated fourteen competitors. 

Louis received the highest rating, which rating was regarded as indicat- 
ing his relative qualifications for the position. 

As the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General has been given 
wide publicity, the Commission requests that the facts in regard to the ex- 
amination and appointment of Louis be correctly stated. 

By direction of the Commission: 

(Signed) JOHN R. ProcrTer, President 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have not time to yield. The 
gentleman from Iowa said that conditions are worse to-day than 
they were before the law was enacted, worse than under the old 
spoils system. Let me read what James A. Garfield said in an 
article in the Atlantic Monthly in 1877. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I wish the gentleman would correct in the 
notes the statement of what ‘* the gentleman from Ohio said.” | 
have not said anything yet. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iowa! But I do not think that I 
would have erred if I had said ‘ the remarks the gentleman from 
* [Laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Here is what Garfield said: 

One-third of the working hours of Senators and Representatives is hardly 
sufficient to meet the demands made upon them in reference toappointments 
in office, * *. * 

_ Thepresentsystem * * * impairs the efficiency of the legislators; 
it degrades the civil service; * * * itrepels from the service thos ! 
and manly qualities which are so necessary to a pure and efficient ad 
tration; and, finally, it debauches the public mind by holding up public 
as the reward of mere party zeal. 

To reform this service is one of the highest and most imperative duties of 
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15 
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And this is the quotation from Fourth Assistant Postmaster- | BETES A 


In a speech on this floor Mr. Garfield said, on the 4th of March, 


We press such appointments upon the Departments; we crowd the doors; 
we fill the corridors; Senators and Representatives throng the oilices i 
bureaus until the public business is obstructed; the patience of ofl cers 5 
worn out, and sometimes, for fear of losing their places by our influence 


| they at last give way and appoint men, not because they are fit for ther 


months he had been in charge of the division. As a result of this rating | 


Louis passed a successful examination and was appointed. 


General Bristow is a most excellent officer. I do not wonder 
that in the turmoil that has been around General Bristow, in the 
perfect whirlpool into which he has been 
erred slightly in some minor details. But it does not touch his 
integrity, his honor as a man, or his patriotism as a public offi- 
cial that he has made a slight and unimportant error. It does, 


plunged, he may have | 


positions, but because we ask it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask that my time may be ¢%- 
tended ten minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman what doc 


| ument he is reading from? 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


EE ) I am reading from a Senate re 
port on the civil service, 1882. 












Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. é ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended ten minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. / 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Garfield continues further: 

There, Mr. Chairman, is, in my judgment, the true field for retrenchment 
and reform. 

President Grant, speaking of the great evils in 1870 of the spoils 
system, says: 

There is no auty which so much embarrasses the Executive and heads of 
Departments as that of —— nor is there an 
imposed on Senators and Representatives as that of finding places for con- 
stituents. The present system does not secure the best men, and often not 
even fit men, for the public places. The elevation and purification of the 
civil service of the Government will be hailed with approval by the whole 
people of the United States. 

I call the attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarxk] 
to what Senator Vest said: 

When I entered the Senate I became chairman of the Committee to Exam- 
ine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, and for two years I was en- 
gaged with the rest of that committee in taking testimony upon the subject 
of civil-service reform. That very great evils exist there can be no sort of 
question—evils so monstrous, so deadly in their effects, that men of all polit- 


ical parties have come to the conclusion that some remedy must be applied. 
* * * * * * « 


That evils exist there can be no sort of question. Money has become the 
great factor in the politics of the United States. 

Senator Bayard said: 

No man obtained an office except he was a violent partisan, and the office 
was given to him as a reward for party services; and so things went on until 
the offices generally were filled under that system, which was false and dan- 
gerous in the extreme—a system which, as my friend from Ohio said, is 
absolutely fatal to the integrity of republican institutions, I care not what 
party or under what name it may be organized and carried on. 

I regret that I have not time to read extracts which I have here 
from the report of a committee of which John C. Calhoun and 
Daniel Webster were members—two men who represented as 
much of intellectual power and unsullied patriotism as any leg- 
islative body ever knew. This great committee united in saying 
that unless the spoils system, which a few years before had been 
inaugurated, were destroyed, it would ultimately lead to the 
breaking down of republican institutions. 

The present civil-service law. honestly administered, allows any- 
body, the hod carrier’s son and the son of the millionaire, if they 
wish to enter the service of the Government, to go before the 
Commission.on equal terms to be examined; and if upon the ex- 
amination the hod carrier’s son proves to be the better fitted of the 
two, the law declares him entitled to the appointment. 
ought to have it. 

That is the civil-service law. It is based upon the principle 
that the office belongs to the people, not to the officeholder, and 
that the people are entitled to the best possible trained service of 
employees in the business departments of the Government, just 
as the stockholders of a corporation engaged in manufacturing 
are entitled to the best trained service of its employees. Now, it 
is not claimed that the law is always perfectly administered. 
The Civil Service Commission, on page 27 of their seventeenth 
annual report, say: 

The Commission does not wish it understood ‘by anything that has been 
said under this topic that there is an absence of irregularities and violation 
of the civil-service laws and rules— 

We do not say that there is no burglary simply because we have 
a statute against burglary, but we do not propose to repeal the 
law because some men violate it— 


or that the system is yet working with entire satisfaction, for such is far 
from being the case; but the foregoing is set out to indicate the steady and 
gratifying improvement in this direction. 


Iregret I have not time to elaborate upon this. 
Rule 12, clause 2, says: 


2. No person shall be removed from a competitive position except for such 
cause as will promote the efficiency of the public service, and for reasons 
given in writing, and the person whose removal is sought shall have notice 
and be furnished a copy thereof, and be allowed a reasonable time for per- 
sonally answering the same in wees: but no examination of witnesses nor 
any trial or hearing shall be required except in the discretion of the officer 
making the removal. Copy of such reasons, notice, and answer, and of the 
order of removal shall be made a part of the records of the peer depart- 
ment or office, as shall also the reasons for 7 oe in rank or compensa- 
tion, and the Commission shall upon request be furnished with copies or the 
originals thereof. 


_ The reason is plain why these copies are required to be filed. It 
is in order that the head of an Executive Department or one of the 
bureau chiefs can not corruptly or unlawfully under any pre- 
tense put in practice the old spoils system. The record ‘must be 
there to justify the removal. Now, the President of the United 
States has interpreted that clause. President Roosevelt says: 
Whereas said misunderstandings have existed, etc. Now, for the purpose 
of preventing all such misunderstandings and improper constructions of said 
section, it is hereby declared that the term “ just cause,"’ as used in section 8 
of civil-service rule 2, is intended to mean any cause, other than one merely 
political or religious, which will promote the efficiency of the service; and 
nothing contained in said ruteshall be construed to require the examination 


of witnesses or any trial or hearing, except in the discretion of the officer 
taking the removal. 


such thankless labor . 


And he | 
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| ways been denied. 


That gives that discretion to the bureau chief which he ought 
to have, and no honest man in the enforcement of that law can 
ask for more. He ought not to be allowed upon the mere request 
of a Member of Congress to put outa faithful employee. The 
administration of the law to-day is not perfect, but as the Com- 
mission say, the law itself is a long step toward the doing away 
forever with the serious evils depicted by Grant, Garfield, Cai- 
houn, Webster, and the other statesmen who during their great 
careers saw and denounced the spoils system in politics. [Ap- 
ree 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if the advocates of this 
system of purveying the public patronage of the United States 
Government would treat gentlemen who are opposed to the pres- 
ent administration of the system with decent respect and give to 
their judgment the meed of being at least patriotic, we could dis- 
cuss these questions in a better spirit than that manifested by the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat. - To call the critics of the 
present administration of the civil-service law ‘‘ spoilsmen’”’ is an 
offensive and opprobrious epithet, unfair and unjust. I have just 
as good a right in my representative capacity to point out the 
defects of this system and ask for their improvement, as the gen- 
tleman has to go back ten years prior to the enactment of this 
law and read the rainbow encomiums of theorists upon a condi- 
tion that has never been. I have no doubt that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin believes that he is better than we are. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. During the whole of my remarks 
I abstained absolutely from using the word ‘‘ spoilsmen.’’ I spoke 
of the spoils system. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman will find the statement in 
the notes, where he said that such an appointment was made upon 
the recommendation of spoilsmen. That was the language. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have not used those words in 
any statement I have made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentleman will find it there. 
I am glad to hear him say that he does not condemn everybody as 
a pirate who does not sail on the same ship that he does. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am assured by 
the gentleman who sits in front of me [Mr. Pearre} that I did not 
use that expression. He says that I used the word “ politicians.”’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the gentleman from Iowa [| Mr. Hep- 
BURN], who sits near me, assures me that the gentleman used the 
word ‘“‘spoilsmen.”’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ii did not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then we are all right on that branch of 
it. Now, let us see what happened in the matter of this system. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin has not been here during the en- 





| tire career of this pure-in-heart system, this angelic system, that 


is just now being tested pretty fully in this Government. 

A bill was introduced in the Senate of the United States by a 
Senator from Ohio, a Democrat, a man of high character, a man 
who would not debauch the public service any more than Mr. 
Garfield would. He introduced the bill and confessed openly— 
I refer to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—that he did it in order to 
wrest some of the offices from the hands of the Republican party 
and put some few Democrats into office. ; 

Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts, in speaking of the bill, stated 
that he wasin doubt about the propriety of the act, but he thought 
it might be a good plan to try the experiment. I do not use his 
exact language, but he said it was a tentative measure which 
could undoubtedly be made beneficial by amendment and perfec- 
tion afterwards. That was twenty years ago. It was a new sys- 
tem, a novel system, a system that I am willing to say was sug- 
gested by some of the reasons given by General Garfield. 

I do not deny that there was room for reform, a necessity for 
reform, and I will try to point out, if my time can be extended, 
how anxiously men upon this floor have sought to present their 
views of what would be a reformatory process, but they have al- 
That tentative measure stands on the stat- 
ute books to-day without the dotting of an ‘*i’’ or the crossing of a 
‘*¢”? from the one that came from the Senate and was passed in the 
House twenty years ago. It was anew system absolutely, acom- 
plete revolution of the old system, and yet it stands there as the 
perfection of wisdom. To-day a man might just as well attempt 
to reform the Ten Commandments as to attempt to change a 
word in that law. If you were to rise here and move to strike 
out a word from the Ten Commandments or from Christ’s Ser- 
mon on the Mount, you would not be denounced any more bitterly 
than you would if you dared to say that this was not the perfec- 
tion of human wisdom in any respect. It stands par excellence 


with the Declaration of Independence and the great enactments 
to which I have referred. 
Mr. CLARK. 


Inasmuch as anybody who suggests a change in 
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' Se | 
this system gets skinned anyway to the utmost limit, as the gen- | 


tleman says, why does not somebody get a bill reported here 


repealing the whole thing, and then let us have fair and square | 


debate on it? 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
not directly. 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to know now, because that has 
been bothering my mind ever since I have been here. 

Mr. GROSV ENOR. 
man from Missouri that he can immortalize himself if by any 
possibility he can get a bill before this House to amend, to alter, 


And we can not be skinned any worse anyhow. 


I will show the gentleman why you can 


to enlarge, or in any other wise affect that old law—that per- | 


fection of human wisdom to which I have referred. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, the gentleman is on the Committee on 
Rules, and I would ask him why he does not report such a bill? 
[Prolonged laughter. ] 


Mr.GROSVENOR. For twenty years bill after bill has been in- | 


troducedinthis House. Iam told something like five hundred bills 
in all have been introduced. I do not know the number. Ever 
since I have been a Member of this House all kinds of bills have 
been introduced; bills to repeal the law; bills to enlarge the provi- 
sions of the law and make them more stringent; bills to confer the 
power upon this board that they have usurped from time to time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman be extended for fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be extended 
fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Bills of every 
amendments, and even bills to enlarge the power, the prerogative 
of the soldier in holding office, have been introduced into this 
House, and now I state here that there has never been a bill re- 
ported back from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice upon which there could have been engrafted an amendment 
affecting this law, either forits repeal or itsimprovement. So the 
Committee on Rules has no power to act,and the gentleman from 


Missouri [Mr. CLarx] fires a blank cartridge when he fires at me | 


on that subject. Why have they sat upon that safety valve? 
Why has it been that for twenty years this committee has sat per- 


sistently on the safety valve and prevented a bill from coming in | 


here? Because everybody knows, that knows anything about 


Congress, that by a majority of three to one, probably four to one, | 


this Civil Service Commission would be stripped of a vast per- 
centage of its power, and the experience of twenty years would 


be injected into this law, and a system—not a ‘‘ spoils” system, | 


but a system of intelligent administration of the departments of 
this Government would be the result. But the same cry is 


heard—denounce everybody as *‘ spoilsmen,’’ call them ‘‘ corrup- | 


tionists,”’ lay at their door every irregularity that happens in the 
administration of the Government, and cry out against the right 
of the House to be heard. 

In the Fifty-sixth Congress a meeting was held by 100 Mem- 
bers of this House, a round hundred Members on the Republi- 


can side of this House, and a bill setting forth our views upon | 


the subject of civil service was introduced by the distinguished 
gentleman from Kentucky, now a judge of the United States 
courts. That bill was swallowed up in the vortex that has swal- 
lowed up all the attempted legislation for twenty years. That 
bill was not a bill for the benefit of the ‘‘spoilsmen.’”’ It was a 
bill fixing a tenure of office, providing for an examination of 
every applicant in the particular Department to which be sought 


admission, a competitive examination if it was desired, and then | 


an appointment, first, as a temporary appointment, and after- 
wards as a permanent appointment for four years. That bill was 
not allowed to get into this House, for if it had come into this 
House it would have been passed by more than a two-thirds ma- 
jority. 
ing one of these measures from that committee by force of a mo- 
tion. Whether that could be done or not I do not know. We 
have never yet, since I have been a Member of this House, resorted 
to any such process as that in a case like that. 

Now, it is suggested that the men who are indicted are the re- 
sult of the “‘spoils’’ system. 
guishing over here in the jail on- the Eastern Branch who, it is 
said, passed a civil-service examination in this city and stood the 
highest—far the highest of those examined—and he is now in 
jail awaiting his trial for embezzlement; and it has been discov- 
ered that prior to his great achievement before the Civil Service 
Commission he had served a term either in a reformatory or a 
penitentiary for forgery. 

But I do not care for that. There is no system of appointment 
that will preserve the public service from debauchery by bad 


I commend tothe genius of the able gentle- | 


ssible form suggesting | 


You may say that there might be a possibility of wrest- | 


There is a young gentleman lan- | 
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men; that is impossible. So the fact that one or more men now 
indicted or whoever else was appointed or not appointed under the 
civil-service law is not material. It isenough for me to know that 
the system itself is holding in office and preventing the removal 
from office of the men who are now charged with these crimes, 

Why, sir, I remember when a gentleman came here from Ken- 
tucky—brought here by Mr. Carlisle—and it was not very long 
after he arrived until upward of 3,000 employees of the Depart- 
ments were turned out because they were Republicans. That 
was in 1885, before the gentleman from Wisconsin understood 
| what was going on here. And when they had cleared the decks 
|} and turned out three or four thousand officeholders, then this 
same gentleman drew an order of the President covering per- 
| manently and forever every one of those employees who had taken 
the place of the Republicans turned out; and that order has held 
them in office from that day to this. To-day they are still hold- 
ing office. 

More than one-fourth of the clerks in the Departments here in 
Washington to-day were brought here under circumstances of 
practically a similar character and were blanketed into office un- 
der the ‘‘ merit’’ system and branded “‘ merit,’’ while the men 
who went out were branded ‘“‘spoilsmen:’’ and this gentleman 
continued to purvey the patronage of this Government from that 
day until very recently. 

We all understand that. The history of those times is not un- 
familiar to us. And during that time effort after effort Was made 
to amend this statute, utterly without effect. If these gentlemen 


| will bring into this House any bill upon which an amendment will 


be germane to affect the conditions of this law, I will see to it 
that no tacking of such an amendment as this is attempted upon 


| an appropriation bill. 


But there is no reason why the Representatives of the people of 
this country may not have an opportunity to be heard upon their 
view of this question. Weare just as much interested in the 
purity of this Government as is the Civil Service Commission 
itself—appointed under a system that to me smacks very strongly 
of the “spoils”? system. 1 ask the gentleman from ieeatn 
What is the difference between a Representative of the people 
| recommending a worthy young man of his district for appoint- 
ment as a clerk or a messenger in one of the Departments and the 
President of the United States selecting a collector, or Civil Service 
Commissioner, or somebody else to be a purveyor of all these of- 
fices? One is the “‘spoils’’ system, if you please, upon a mighty 
small margin; the other has now become a “‘ spoils’’ system that 
requires nearly $30,000,000 to pay the salaries for a single year. 
When this law went into effect the expenditures under this bil! 
now pending here amounted to about $20,000,000. To-day it 
amounts to nearly $30,000,000, and we are told that the reason 
for that is that 16 per cent of this amount—that is the esti- 
mate given to me yesterday—is paid to men absolutely worthless 
to the public service, absolutely worthless. So that we have prac- 
tically a civil pension. And the advocates of this civil-servi: 
| system are already advocating such a pension. Whenever one of 

these great civil-service reform conventions meets, somebody dur- 
| ing its progress will make a speech declaring that we must have 
; @ Civil-pension list. You know, gentlemen, and I know that is 
what is coming. We have it by indirection now to the extent « 
30 per cent added to the cost of running the Government in t! 
city alone, and we shall have it as long as this system lasts. 

It is not worth while to tell me that men can be turned out 
office here without any trial and withoutanysuggestion. The law 
| that says to the people of the United States that A shall not 
turned out of office except for cause—such a provision, taken 
connection with a system that permits somebody to send the n 
out without any explanation, without any trial, without any h« 
ing, is an outrage against the common judgment of mankind 
the matter of decent administration of power. Far better w: 
it be if they would stand by the original proposition that Mck 
ley made—that a man should not be turned out of office wi 
charges preferred against him and without having the oppc1.u 
nity to be heard. 

The gentleman reads with a great deal of satisfaction an ord! 
from the President saying that the heads of these Departn 
| under a law that says the officeholders shall not be turned 
| except for cause, may say to such, *‘ Take your traps and : 

Then the public understands that he has been turned out jor 
cause, and he has no opportunity to know what the cause is. 

When did it happen that the destinies of this country wer 
sailed by the lack of virtue in the representatives of the p 
Are Congressmen so utterly unfit for the high duty of citizen 
that they are not permitted even to suggest that in their town 
in their county there lives John Smith, who has a good horse anc 
a good wagon, and is a bright, intelligent young man, who knows 
all the roads on the route of the rural free delivery, and that 1 
would be a good idea to give him employment for the benefit ©! 

‘his family and himself? Are we so corrupt that we dare not g0 
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to this inspector when he comes around and even say to him, 
‘There is a good ‘fellow and capable man?” If you do it you 


violate the law, and if you do it I defy you to get an appointment | already been before the committee. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire a 
few moments to express certain views upon a subject that has 
I heard with much pleasure 


made that you have thus O. K.’d. Tt has gone on step by step | the remarks just made by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
until an oligarchy is formed, nominally of three men, up to a| [Mr. Grosvenor], and I only regret that he did not go some- 


very recent date consisting of one man, that simply makes the 
terms and conditions upon which men may be appointed to office. 

Only a short time ago it was permissible, under this rural free- 
delivery carrier system, that the inspector might put into the 
paper that had the answers that were sent to the Civil Service 
Commission here an expression of opinion as to the intelligence, 
good looks, and cleanly habits of the applicant. That is now cut 
off. Why? So that there may be no man living who shall dic- 
tate anything connected with the office, or suggest anything, ex- 
cept this board of men here in the capital of the country. You | 
have no capacity, you do not know when a man isfit to carry the 
mail 25 miles every day. You can not tell that. You are not | 
capable of it, but there is a board sitting here who can detail a | 
chief, and he can take a written examination and tell all about | 
the man. 

It is enough to say that the expendittres under this system 
have increased 30 percent. It is enough to say that ander this 
system the wrongs and outrages and irregularities and crimes 
that are charged to-day, if they did not originate under the civil- 
service administration, have been covered through the adminis- 
tration of that system up to date. [Applause. ] 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I believe the civil-service law | 
has come, and come to stay. These attacks and attempts to repeal 
the law by cutting off supplies have been grimly characterized 
by one of the Civil Service Commission as ‘the annual joke of | 
the House;”’ but, nevertheless, there ought to be some remedy. 
When an attempt is made to rectify, to modify, to modernize, | 


| 
| 
} 
j 


and improve this law, those who make the effort are called 
‘‘spoilsmen,’’ and the law is spoken of as the ‘‘ merit system.”’ 
In other words, this one law is looked upon as specially sanctified. 
and one which can not and should not beimproved. On the other 
hand, it is assailed as being a law that interferes with appoint- | 
ment to office through the representatives of the people, and one | 
that ought to be swept away. The test defect of the present | 
system is the difficulty in getting rid of the inefficient. 

Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress I prepared a bill upon the 
theory that there ought to be every five years, or at some other | 
stated period, a reexamination, and that the Departments should 
then have an opportunity to drop anyone they wanted to, with or 
without cause, making each employee eligible to reappointment | 
by being examined in the line of the work that he was perform- | 
ing. Under this method each clerk would look forward to his 
stated turn of reexamination and reappointment. 

Having introduced this bill, my mail was flooded with anony- | 
mous letters, with appeals from various persons, who seemed to 
feel that it was an attack upon some of their privileges, and that | 
an examination of this kind would deprive them of office; and | 
from the number of missives of that kind that came in my mail I 
became convinced that there were many who would undoubtedly | 
be dropped atsuch periods. Incasesucha bill as that was passed, | 
there would be no temptation upon the part of the officials in 
power to drop employees simply because of a wish to appoint 
somebody else, because those to be appointed must come through 
the civil-service channels, and they would not know who they | 

vould get to fill the vacant places, thus preventing dropping of | 
names, except for the good of the service, and at the same time 
putting all the employees upon their merit and subject to fre- 
quent examinations. This would be an evolution from the pres- 
ent system, and would improve the service without any return to 
the old method, which was so severely condemned in its day. 

The best civil service we have to-day in the Government of the 
United States is the Railway Mail Service. The postal clerks are 
examined repeatedly. They have to stand examinations very 
often, and the result has been that the service has been improved 


from time totime, andisconstantly improving. Thesame meth rd 
applied to the other branches of the Government, coupled with 
periodical times when the Government could relieve itself of the 


ineflicients, would bring this system up to a real merit system. 
It is not repeal, but improvement in existing law that is needed. 
It is not a true “‘ merit system ’’ that we have now. ; 

The service in general, Mr, Chairman, is good. There is no 
doubt about that. But it could be improved, and the fact that 
it is good has caused the officials in the Departments to tolerate 
its many faults for fear that in attempting to improve it they 
might get something worse. If we could have the aid of the Civil 
Service Commission along these lines it would be much better. 
But that Commission has usually assumed that whenever an 
amendment of the law was proposed it was evidence of hostility 
upon the part of the Congress. . : 

The Commission should aid the Congress by the suggestion of 
amendments needed to improve the service. 


what further in the views that he expressed on the subject of 
giving every man a fair trial and an honest hearing before impar- 
tial jurors of his country before he is condemned and pronounced 
guilty byanyone. I have been taught, Mr. Chairman, by the pro- 
fession that [ have followed and honor—like all other lawyers on 
this floor have been taught—that prejudice is like the breath of a 
human being upon a pure, unblurred pane of glass on a frosty 


~ 


morning; and, [ think, of all men in this great Republic of ours 
that the high officers of our Government should see to it that in 
the administration of our laws the humblest as well! as the highest 
citizen should have a fair, impartial, and unbiased trial before 
his peers—an unprejudiced jury. No influence or expression 


should come from one in authority calculated to do prejudice ox 
harm to a citizen on trial for an alleged offense. 

I have, Mr. Chairman, no apologies to make and no explana- 
tions to give as to any of the men who are alleged to have been 
guilty of the post-office frauds. They are each and every one 
entitled to a full and fair hearing before conviction. If guilty, 
then punish them; if innocent, free them. I was glad to hear the 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTuert] say that 
they were entitled to a fair trial and ought to have it. Every 
man would agree with him. What I desire to call the attention 
of the committee specially to is a matter that which I do not 
think the American Congress ought to pass silently by without 
@ protest. We ought not, Mr. Chairman, to allow a precedent 
to be made and passed in this country without an honest, impar- 
tial, dispassionate, nonpolitical protest which tends to obstruct 
and hinder a fair and just administration of the law. I refer, 
Mr. Chairman, to the ‘* Memorandum of the President” of the 
United States and attached to Mr. Bristow’s report. I dare say 
that no snch memorandum from one so high in authority can be 
found and will ever occur again in the history of this great Re- 
public of ours against citizens under indictment, charged with 
grave crimes, as that which I now read. It is this: 

Memorandum upon the various papers submitted from the Department of 
Justice and the Post-Office Department concerning the investigation into the 
corrupt practices obtaining in the Post-Office Department, notably in the 
office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General and in the office of the Assist- 
ant Attorney-General for that Department. All the documents in the case 
are herewith forwarded to the Post-Office Department, and gill be held 
ready for submission to the Congress whenever it may choose to ask for them. 

The President of the United States ought to have simply re- 
turned the papers to the proper Department without comment, 
and there stopped. Certainly there can be no difference among 
us as tothat opinion. He occupies the greatest office in the world 
to-day. Whenever the occupant of that office pronounces an 
opinion for or against a man it has a powerful weight and an in- 
fluence that no man wants to confront on his trial. It matters 
not how guilty the parties may be, it was not becoming in the 
President of the United States to pronounce them guilty before 
trial. What does the President say about these men that were 
then under indictment-—were awaiting a trial? It was indeed an 
extraordinary indiscretion and thoughtlessness, and a precedent 
that the conservative, law-abiding people of this country will not 
uphold. 

I say distinctly that I am not here as the apologist for Machen 
or Tyner or anyone else charged with frauds in the Post-Office 
Department, but I am here, as you are, to see that the prece- 
dents of our country, made by the President of the United States, 
should conform to the law and not be unfairtoanycitizen. What 


| does he say? 


Tho investigation made by Mr. Bristow discloses a condition of gr r- 
ruption in the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General and in that of 
the Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that declaration by the President is a 
solemn declaration that these parties are guilty—guilty before a 
jury of their countrymen has pronounced them so. 

Did you read the appeal that General Tyner made? I never saw 
him. Ido not know him. I could not tell you to-day in v 
State he lives. But his appeal for a fair trial and justice against 





| the denunciation of the President of the United States was one 


a ; 


of the most powerful and pathetic appeals that I have ever read. 
He said that for forty-one yearsand more he had served his country 
in official positions without a blot or a stain on hischaracter,and the 
struggle with him to-day is whether paralysis, which has aftlicted 
his body. will carry him to the grave before he can have tho 
opportunity he desires to establish and vindicate his honor and 
his integrity against the denunciation so publicly and recklessly 
made against him by the President of the United States. What 
a spectacle is here presented to the American people—an old 
man 78 years old praying that his life may be spared long enough 
| to defend his name and transmit it untarnished to his family. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks that 
his time may be extended for five minutes, Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I say, Mr. Chairman, we 
ought to be careful and never even as private citizens pronounce 
our fellow-man guilty of crime until so declared by a jury. The 
President was too strenuous, and so it is through this whole re- 
port, when he truly pronounces all of these men guilty. I say 
to you as lawyers, and many of you ae, that we have been schooled 
and taught from our early manhood as lawyers to look upon this 
as a government of law; that the law applies to and governs the 
President of the United States as it does to the humblest citizen 
of this great Republic. And when a position of that kind is taken, 
I do not care who it comes from, it ought not to be passed silently 
by this House without some protest. Iadmit that a Democrat on 
this side of the House is more likely to enter that protest than a 
Republican on the other side, not because there are not many Re- 
publicans who are with me in the views here expressed, but we 
are all but human. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not here to discuss the civil-service 
allowance orappropriations. Ileavethat duty to other gentlemen. 
For myself I am perfectly willing to sustain any theory of any 
government that makes officers or offices more honest and honor- 
able in our Government. 

But one thing more about what the President has said in his 
‘memorandum.’ ‘In ail that is said,’’ says the President, ‘‘ by 
the report of Mr. Bristow I cordially concur.’’ Mr. Bristow un- 
conditionally pronounced these men guilty. Now, I am always 
for fair play. I believe a man ought to have a fair trial; abso- 
lutely fair. If there is anything in the world that I hate and de- 
spise it is a prejudice that gathers around a court-house when the 
whole people are aroused in their prejudices and passion, and it 
is then that the lawyer and the law should stand firmest and 
strongest. With this excitement that arises sometimes about 
public offices, how easy it is to appeal to popular prejudice and 
popular passion and ingratiate ourselves for political preferment 
by being active and strenuons, it would seem, in the denunciation 
of criminals. Ah, whenever that is resorted to by high officials 
of our Government in any way it is woe to our Republic and to 
just, fair, and unbiased trials before a jury. Itis that that I pro- 
pose to protest against, and nothing more than that, Mr. Chair- 
inan, and I hope I do so in an absolutely polite and courteous and 
respectful manner. Ido not think that this unauthorized and 
unjust act on the part of the President should be allowed to pass 
without such a protest being made. [Applause. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, it is with no 


tittle embarrass- 
ment and some hesitancy that I undertake to say a word or two 
in favor of the Civil Service Commission and the civil-service law. 
I have listened with a great deal of interest to the arguments that 
have been made by the eminent gentlemen on both sides of this 


House, and I confess that Iam surprised and impressed greatly 
with the unanimity with which the leaders on both sides of the 
House concur in opposition to the civil-service law. I will admit 
that their ability, that their long experience here entitles their 
testimony to a great deal of weight and consideration, but never- 
theless, Mr. Chairman, I am so thoroughly imbued with the idea 
of the righteousness of civil service and the Civil Service Commis- 
sion that I am impelled to raise my voice, weak though it may be, 
in defense of that law. 


To my mind it is not an argument against the Civil Service | 


Commission and the civil-service law that there are those who are 
holding offices by virtue of that law who are dishonest or corrupt. 


Ido not believe it is a good argument against the civil service | 


that men who have been appointed under its provisions have been 
found dishonest and wanting and derelict in public duty. Mr. 
Chairman, I do not belie.e because it is an expensive piece of 
machinery that that alone should be sufficient why we should 
refuse to appropriate money under this bill for the continuance 
of the Commission in office. We have upon all the statute books, 
I presume, in our States a law against murder, and yet every day 
we hear and know of men who maliciously and unlawfully take 
buman life. Will we, because the law is violated, clean our stat- 
ates of everything that may make murder a crime? 

It has been charged eloquently by the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. BARTLETT] that the law has not been properly administered; 
that there have been acts done and performed by those in author- 
ity which are contrary to law and against good government and 
honest government. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that is a 
valid objection to the lawitself. I do not believe that that should 
be considered, except in so far as we might want to remedy the 
evils—if there are evils, and I believe there are—that exist. I am 
in favor of civil-service law, because it takes from partisan poli- 
tics, and from all the evils that come from that, the appointments 
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to office. I believe that is the theory, and I am in favor of it for 
that reason, because it takes away a great many reasons why in- 
efficient and incompetent men could get into office if it were not 
for that law. F 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I ask that the time of the 
gentleman be extended for three minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
that the time of the gentleman from Nebraska be extended for 
three minutes. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 
Mr. NORRIS. Iam in favor of the law not only for the good 
it does directly, but for the evilit prevents indirectly. Why, sir, 
you repeal this law and you put on the bargain counter of parti- 
san politics the appointment of all the officers under the Govern- 
ment. In thelimited time I have at my disposal I can not go into 
the question, though I should like to do so; but I want to say if 
these evils exist in the law it strikes me that the thing we should 
do is to remedy the defects by amending the law. 
If there are those who are administering the law and are not 
doing it according to law, let us not repeal the law on that ac- 
count, but compel those who are holding their positions to do 
their duty the same as we do in any other law. t us consider 
it in a businesslike manner, upon a patriotic and open basis, 
above the range of all partisanship and politics of every kind. 
{[Applause. } 
Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire the repeal of the civil- 
service law for the protection, among other things, of the morals 
of Members of Congress. [Laughter.] I want to protect those 
gentlemen who at home are in favor of the repeal of this law 
and here are civil-service zealots; the fe!’ »ws who are at home say- 
ing, ‘‘Ah, Bill, I would like to get you a place, and I would do it 
if it was not for this civil-service law.”” [Laughter.] Here they 
are purists. 
I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, if there is not the same 
measure of corruption in a Member of Congress goigg to-day to 
the head of a Department and asking for the retention of one of 
those old and decrepid men who are utterly incapable of render- 
ing a day’s service to the Government in a year. I am advised 
that before one of the great committees of this House officers of 
the Government said that they could not get rid of the deadwood 
in their offices because of the importunities of Members of Con. 
gress. I wonder if they are civil-service reformers. [Laughter. ] 
._ Mr. Chairman, I want again to resent this idea that because I 
want the repeal of this law I amaspoilsman. I have never ad- 
vocated or recommended the appointment of any man to office 
who was not, in my judgment,a worthy man. Ido not do as the 
gentleman, if he is correct in his reading, who makes one of the 
eminent men of this country say that he did—urge the appoint- 
ment of improper and impure men because of their persistent so- 
| licitation. And right here let me say that Iam sorry that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin failed to make an argument himself 
in favor of thissystem. He contented himself with reading from 
the speeches of men who spoke six years before this system had 
its birth; who spoke of another and ideal system, possibly, for 
; something in which there might be merit, and something that 
might entitle itself to his approval. He read from a report of a 
Senate committee, made a year before the enactment of this law, 
and made when they had nothing to discuss except the English 
system, one entirely different from our own. 
Now, what were they—the English Parliament—trying to 
remedy? Inthe business of forty years ago, when this question 
was yife in the English Parliament, the evil complained of was 
that the younger sons of the nobility filled all of the civil offices, 
| and that because of their station, because of their rank, and be- 
cause of their power they were above the control of those who 
| were charged with seeing to the proper conduct of the service. 
And they would neither work or permit others to do it, and it 
was to relieve that evil that the movement in favor of civil serv- 
ice began. 

| It was from examples of that kind and from literature of that 


| kind that the gentlemen thirty years ago drew their imaginative 


pictures. 

The  eeanamen The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the as from Iowa may be permitted to conclude his re- 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Iowa be permitted to con- 
clude his remarks, Is there objection? [After a pause.) The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in what I say here in this dis- 
cussion, I desire to make no animadversion upon the gentlemen 
who are charged with the conduct of this business—the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission. I have nodoubt they are gentlemen of integrity, 
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fully impressed with the value of the work they are engaged in, | of placing in office an improper and inefficient man, a dishonest 


and doing the very best they can. I want to say further that I 
ain not opposed toa propercivil service. I am opposed to that we 
have, because it is a fraud and a humbug, and because it does not 
do what it pretends todo. [Applause. } 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
vield to me for a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Surely. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did the gentleman from Iowa at 
the last session introduce a bill to amend this law? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did he ever introduce such a bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why did he not do it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Because there were bills pending that met 


my views, that were pending before the committee, and upon | 


which we could not get reports. Simply because I knew that 
under the rules of this House, to secure action, and the gentleman 
from Wisconsin knows it. Why does he ask me that question? 
He knows the fact. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me to 
answer the question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman know 
that the rules were adopted at the opening of this session. upon 


the express statement of members of the Committee on Rules, | 
that any bill which the majority of the House wanted to get be- | 


fore the House could be got before it, regardless of the rules? The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeELL], the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne], and others have so declared, and 
the House by a majority sustained that action. If the gentleman 
wanted, he could. have introduced a bill and got it before the 
House of his own volition. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, do you believe thatis true? [Laughter.] 
Why does the gentleman make that kind of an argument? It is 
like his argument on this bastard reform, and perhaps not any 
more sincere. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I have said that I was in favor of civil service, 
andIam. If I could introduce a bill that would go before the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and if I could compel 
the gentlemen to report it to the Honse. I would not care in what 
shape they might return it. The bill that I would introduce 
would have the following features: ‘‘ That all clerks and other 
civil employees of the Government now selected through the aid 
of the Civil Service Commission shall hereafter be appointed by 
the head of the Department in which they are to serve; that such 
appointment shall be after the applicant has, through a careful 
examination, shown his fitness to discharge efficiently the duties 
of the position for which heapplies, and shall be for the period of 
six months; that at the expiration of said term, if such appointee 
shows fitness, diligence, industry, intelligence, integrity, and the 
other necessary qualifications, he shall be appointed for a period 
of seven years, but shall at any time be subject to dismissal for 
causes other than political by the head of the Department, who 


and who shall certify in his letter of dismissal that the removal 
is not for political reasons; that such employee shall be eligible 
to reappointment.”’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that that would be a civil service 
that would have value. I have heard gentlemen inveigh against 
the difficulties that they would be subjected to through the im- 
portunities of men who might want office. I would like to know 
from some such gentlemen who these men are that they now fear 
would disturb the equilibrium of their nerves because of their im- 
portunity for office. Are they the chairmen of your committees? 
Are they the men who are at the polls onelection day? Are they 
the men that are your friends through the thick and thin of a po- 
litical campaign? Are they the men to whom, morally at least, 


you owe something because of the position that you now occupy, | 
You speak for the 


While you are turning your backs on them? 
integrity of Members of Congress. I speak for the integrity of 


Members of Congress who make pledges during the campaign { : . 
| to make selections I would undertake to perform all the duties 


and are deaf to them here in the House. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that there is corruption in the | 


appointment of political friends to office. I believe that when the 
Republican party is in power every officer that can influence in 
any degree the efficiency of that Administration ought to be Re- 
publican. [Applause.] I believe that when the Democratic 
party is in power it should have the aid of its friendsin all of the 
positions that may influence the efficiency, the respectability of 
the party [applause], and I think that the man who comes to 
Congress through a political contest is a dastard when he goes 

‘k on these implied obligations. [Applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I say all of this, and yet Iam not a “ spoilsman.”’ 
at man is a spoilsman who will use his power for the purpose 








man, and he may do that as a commissioner of the civil service 


| just as well as he may through his influence as a Member of Con- 


gress. What does the Civil Service Commission know of the 
fitness of men for office that they from time to time ceriify in re- 
sponse to requisitions? All they can know is that measure of in- 
formation that comes to them through the reports that are made 
from time to time by these commissions over the country. Gen- 
tlemen say that they want to maintain this system because Mem- 
bers of Congress can not be trusted. ‘ 

Can these gentlemen, of whom you know nothing, who consti- 
tute these commissions all over the country, be trusted? I would 
rather risk the man who has something at stake; I would rather 
risk the man that has achieved distinction, that has done some- 
thing, that has secured the approval of his people, than the man 
utterly unknown to me; and I would rather trust mv brother 


t no! y ‘ | Members here with this great responsibility, if you choose to call 
under the organization of that committee it would be impossible, | 


it such, than those that are utterly unknown. Still, suppose that 
you are to adopt the plan I suggest, it does not necessarily follow 
that the duty of selection or of aiding in selection would fall 
upon Members of Congress. Probably they would assist, but 
what one of you would dare to select a scalawag from among his 
neighbors who know him and put him here in an official position? 
Your people at home would have something to say about that. 
If you selected an unworthy man, if you gave him the benefit of 
your indorsement, you would hear from that in the next caucus 
or in the next election. 

I am not afraid of results of that kind, nor am I afraid of the 
great importunities for office. I undertake to say there is more 
of that now than there was when I first became a Member of this 
House. There is the same measure of importunity. but the dif- 
ference is this—then you could aid in the selection of proper men, 
now you can not. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is a wonderful difference between 
now and then. Here in my hand is the second report made by 
the Civil Service Commission. It covers 14,000 people, To-day 
under the civil service there are 125.000 officers of the United 
States. Can anybody suggest any advance in the direction of 
good that has resulted? 

W hat man claims that the service of the United States in the 
clerical departments, in the city of Washington, for example, is 
better to-day than it was twenty-two years ago? No man dares 
tosayit. It is not the truth; and the older men who have been 
here and are familiar with both periods will tell you s®. Look 
at the expenditure. See how the expense has increased. See 
hoy the number of clerks has multiplied. See how, with all that 
multiplication, the condition of the public business requires that 
there should be one-half hour additional time added to the hours 
of labor heretofore given. That means something. What does 
it mean? It means that in all this increase of numbers the busi- 
ness is lagging; the business is behind; and this half hour must 
be added to the other thirteen half hours that the clerks work. 
Is this because there has been such a wonderful growth in ths 
aggregate of business, or is it because there is not as much labor 
per capita performed by each one of the clerks now as of old? 
W hat is probable? 

Vhat better spur is there to diligence and zeal and industry 
than the fear that a lucrative position may be lost? Why are 
you gentlemen diligent in the performance of your duty, solici- 
tous about the will of your constituents, more than are others 
that I might name? The reason is, because each two years you 
must render an account of your stewardship. Every two years 
your constituents have the power to deny you a further lease of 
political power if your conduct has not suited them. You are 
diligent. So will the man be who sees before him every day of 
his life the possible termination of his relation to his office, rather 
than the man who knows that through these civil-service intrica- 
cies he is so hedged about that his removal is practically an im- 
possibility. 

I remember off¥e a prominent officer of this Government in this 
city telling me that in the Bureau of the Sixth Auditor he had 
470 clerks. ‘‘ Fifty of them,”’ he said, ‘* can not reach their desks 
when the elevator is out of repair; and if I could be permitted 


of that great Bureau with 200 clerks.”’ 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why could he not make 
such a selection under the present law? 

Mr. HEPBURN. You know why as well as I. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I know that he could. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I undertake to say that it would be an utter 
impossibility for him to do it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


May I ask why? 


Simply because he has not the power; simply 
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becanse, while the law may give it to him, the gentleman knows | Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 


that practically it can not be done. The gentleman knows that 
through the union of clerks they sustain one another, and that 
under the system as we have it now charges, unless of the grossest 
character, can not be sustained. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. Lacry] has said that this 
motion is the joke of the season. Heisright. The fact is, he is 
nearly always right. It is only by a mistake when he fails to be 
right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman misunderstood me. I said that 
the Civil Service Commissioners had characterized this as a 
**joke.”’ I was quoting from them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
the gentleman than on the Commission. 
commission created by this House would have the impudence to 
60 characterize the deliberate action of this House, especially 
when it bore upon themselves, and while I did hear my friend say 
that the Commission so said, I thought possibly he was mistaken 
and that it was better that I should put it upon him than to 
charge the indecency upon the Commission. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I know that in a sense this is a joke. 
that probably no direct result will come in keeping from these 
worthy Commissioners their pay. We will paythem. But there 
is this in it: This is the only opportunity that we have to express 
ourselves upon this proposition. And I think that it will result 
in the creation of such a sentiment as may penetrate even as far 


ists of Boston who trammel us in this way, and who are standing, 
as I think, in the way of progress amd in the way of good govern- 
ment. [Applause.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am some- 
what encouraged by the debate this morning. I am glad to hear 
the gentleman from Iowa |[Mr. HEPBURN] say that he believes in 
@ proper civil service. That, I believe, was his limitation. I 
always thought the gentleman could not really prefer the other 
alternative. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. - Why, of course. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Simply to suggest to you that in two preced- 
ing Congresses I submitted substantially the same views. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


mained in my mind, and not that. 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] began his remarks | 
by saying he hoped this matter would be discussed in a temper- | 


ate manner. If I recollect in the past, in the little circle where 
he sits, the temperature has been rather high when this subject 
has been up; but I will acknowledge that to my surprise the gen- 


tleman from Ohio heeded his own admonition, and I shall try to | 


do the same. I think the matter ought to be discussed temper- 
ately. I was quite edified yesterday to hear those two veterans of 
the House, the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 
from Iowa, both of whom we all so much admire, exchanging re- 
grets with each other because they originally voted for this law, 
and looking back apparently with fond regrets to the old halcyon 
days when there was no civil service. 


i could but think how happy it would be for them if there was | 
With their long service and ability and influence, | 


none to-day. 
what is there in the way of offices which they could not to-day 
expect? 
the bread out of our mouths. I do not profess to have any less 
fondness for bread than anyone else, and naturally Members of 
Congress can not help feeling some personal regret, perhaps, that 
we no longer have that patronage which they had in the days the 
gentleman spoke of. I confess I thought possibly their opinions 
were tempered a little by that peculiarity of human nature which 
is said always to make us, as we grow older, look back upon the 
days of our youth as the happy days and the present as degenerate. 
I really think if the gentlemen’s sober judgment could impartially 
be applied to it, they would admit that the civil service to-day is 
vastly better than it was before this law. 

For myself, I long ago came to the conclusion that there was one 


I thought I had better put the remark on | 
I did not think that any | 


If the gentlemen did, they | 
were so beclouded by other remarks that the other sentiment re- | 
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| ally want some sort of merit system. 
I know 


' am notsure whether I understood him. 
| tleman to say that in order to maintain this lawit has been neces- 

sary for the Speakers of this House to pack the committee again 
ee 


| the civil-service law. 


There is no doubt about it, the passage of that law took | 


principle which I beheved in and which I should stand by, no | 
matter what others did, and that was the principlethat the merit | 1 C 
| criticism of him would not only apply to him, but to the M: 


system is better than the old patronage system. I believe that 
the people generally have come to believe that. I believe that the 
people generally would rather trust almost any impartial test to 
decide what clerks shall be selected than to leave it to the Con- 
gressmen to appoint their friends. 
are our personal friends, who, perhaps, may make more noise than 
others and directly influence us, may not feel so; but the sober, 
reficctive, fireside opinion of the United States, in my judgment, 
believes in that system, and would bring defeat upon any party 


The men who want office, who | Departments. 


} 
| 
| 
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me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman know any Member of 
Congress who advocates the appointment of men to office upon the 
recommendation of Members? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. May not this law be repealed by the suly- 
stitution of a better plan? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Possibly. I am very glad 
that the gentleman does not favor the repeal of this law. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Idonot. I neverdid; but lam only want 
ing to get rid of a great central power in a free government that 
purveys the offices of the Government just exactly as an arbitrary 
power in an ancient serfdom does in that kind of a country. : 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I am glad the gentleman 
feels so, and I am very glad if the Members of this House gener- 
I for one do not pretend 
that the present service is perfect. The gentleman criticises t)e 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service by saying that for th, 
last twenty years it has never allowed any amendment to vet 
into the House. But does the gentleman consider why that 


The repeal of this law means 


|The reason why that committee has been the defender of tho 
| civil service, in my opinion, is because the Speakers of this House 
as Massachusetts, and may have some influence upon those pur- | 


for at least twenty years, no matter to what party they belonged, 


| and both parties have been in power, no matter what their indi- 
| vidual opinions might be on this question of the civil service, but 
| acting as great party leaders, as Speakers ought to act—for that 


is his greatest function—every Speaker has seen to it that that com- 
mittee was framed to defend and not to overthrow the civil serv- 
ice law. It seems that the Speaker of the House, with a sense of 
responsibility for his party, has always believed that it should not 
be overthrown. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permitmean inquiry’ | 
Do I understand the gen- 


St 


it: 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why,the Speaker of this 
House has, I imagine, in one sense, always packed his committevs 

Mr. HEPBURN. Against his political friends? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Packed them with his friends 
for a certain policy. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Oh! Then you mean to say, in other words, 


| that this committee has been packed, and that it has been ne 


sary in order to maintain this unwholesome law. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It is not necessary to us 


| pleasant verbs or adjectives, or to say that they packed it i 


offensive sense, or for political advantage; but when the Speak: 
has made up the committee he always saw that it was friendly ' 
If youcall that “‘ packing ’”’ it, I think they 
I do not think, however, that is a pleasant ve! 
to apply to the Speakers’ positipns. I think they have dou 
for the best interests of the country and their party. If th 
tleman considers that packing the committee, it has been do 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I would like five mi 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that his time be extended for five minutes. 
[2 = a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, just a word as t 
gentleman's claim that the old service is better than the! 
This is the only place I think of where the old system is in f: 
this Capitol, in this House and at the other end of the C: 
There is no civil service here. What is the result? Our p! 
Speaker told us two or three Congresses ago that we had fr 
half to a third more employees than was necessary, an 
Simply because each Member insisted that he should hay: 
body on the force: not because it is needed, but because the) 
the patronage. Under this service the superintendent of : 
ployee can not discharge him or properly control him, be: 


have packed it. 


The gentleman fom Massachusetts 
Is there obj: 


who had appointed him. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman leaves an impression ' 

there was no place where there was not civil service in an) 

I remind the gentleman of the Congress! 

brary and the District buildings. I would like you to 

the efficiency there with any other bureau of the Departme! 

the Government. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why, Mr. Chairman. t! 


which should overthrow it. It was originally passed under the | brary is not under the civil-service law. We all know, - 
lash of public opinion and I think that opinion is now far more | gentleman as well asanybody,that theLibrarian acts upon t 


decided in its favor. 


service principles in refusing to recognize itas a patronage bur’ 














1904. 





the civil service, we all know that the heads of Departments would 
be influenced by us and that we would be influenced by them. 


If all the bureaus in all of the Departments were not protected by 
If it were not for the fact that the civil-service system exists, if 


and they would be influenced in their appointments by us? That, 
I think, would be a great detriment to the public service, and pre- 
nting that is one of the great advantages of the present system. 
| want to say now that at the first meeting of the committee 
this vear the subject was taken up, and it was determined that | 
uuld have an investigation of the whole subject of super- 


we should go to the Departments and ask an appointment and at 
the same time they wanted some legislation of us, does not that 
unfairly affect both them and us? Would not they, by appoint- 
ing the man we wanted, put us in the position that when they 
wanted some resolution or law we would be influenced by them, 

| 


vi 


we sli 

annuation, and I hope that the committee may report some bill. 
I certainly think we will if we can agree upon it. I shall not be | 
one opposed to its coming before this House. 


| am perfectly willing that it may come before this House. I | 
do not believe that the House would now annihilate the service, | 
although I very much fear that the House could not agree upon 
anything that would improve it, but, rather, that any legislation | 
would be a detriment toit. But this amendment which is sug- 
gested now is not action that the House ought to take. The 
gentleman who makes the motion to strike out the appropriation 
The members of | 


allows that it does not accomplish anything. 

the Commission can get their salaries, but I think it is a little un- 
kind just as three new Commissioners are entering office to greet 
them with such action on the part of this House, which is simply 


a kick at the Commission and does not accomplish anything. I 
think the proper thing to do is, as the House can do if it really 
wishes, to bring up a resolution. I hope myself some proposition | 
will come from the Committee, although I make no pledges. 

The only point where I think amendment is needed is in the su- | 
perannuation. The gentleman says the officers have not the power 
now to dismiss incompetent clerks. They have, in my opinion, 
ample power. Under the present law any officer can discharge 
any person, and he ought to do it if the clerk is incompetent, and 
the trouble is notin the law, but in the Department officers. Who 
they do not do it I do not know. I suspect there are three rea- | 
sons—first, the natural sympathy they have for theold men, who | 
probably tell them, and very likely truthfully, that they have | 
nothing to live on, and they hate to put them out in the cold world | 
and be responsible for it. I think another reason is that a great 
many are old soldiers, and that still further intensifies the un- 
willingness, and thirdly, there are cases where Members of this 
and the other House go and protest against their dismissal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I may ask that the gentleman may have 
further time if he so desires. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to state to the | 
House that I feel that there has been a fair discussion upon this | 
paragraph in the bill, and after the gentleman has the minutes he 
desires I shall ask the regular order, a vote on the proposition of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will yield | 
about three minutes to me to put three questions to the chairman 
of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, the spoils system may be bad, but 
th respect to the Departments here in Washington I do not be- | 
that any system can be much worse than the one now in 
orce. We are told that there are some 27,000 employees in 
Washington. They soon become practically professional office- | 





I do not care for further | 


wi 
li 


iorce 


holders. Washington is getting to be an educational center of | 
vast importance. There are great universities and colleges here, | 


and there are thousands of young mer and women all over the 
country who would be glad of an opportunity to come here, 
hold a Government position for a while, and have the benefit of | 
these institutions of learning, and I believe that the solution of 
“is whole question is involved in an amendment to the present 
law providing for a term of office as to the employees who hold 
cee in Washington. I know of no reason why a person who | 
‘(8 a clerical position here might not hold that position for a | 
€rm of years as a Member of Congress does. 

There are thousands of young men all over this country who 
Would be proud of the opportunity to come here and hold one of 
these positions, say, for three or four or five years. The advantage 
of that, Mr. Chairman, would be that at the end of the term of | 
Ollice the person holding the position would then retire to the 
tanks of private life and be of service to his community; but 
While & person holds a position for life he generally soon becomes | 
Unitted for any other position, and I believe the Government | 
Would get better service if the employee knew he would hold the | 
Place for a term of years only. We will soon be confronted 


-— 
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| or woman to apply for a position here. 
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with the proposition to pension the officials who become incapaci- 
tated to work, and it seems to me that the distinguished chair- 
man of the Civil Service Committee could well devote his energies 
and utilize his large knowledge with respect to this question in 
the preparation of a bill carrying out the suggestions which I am 
making. 

I believe, with respect to the offices outside of the city of Wash- 
ington, that the old policy is the best—that is, to put the entire 
responsibility upon the party in power. When the Republicans 
are in power let them have the places and let them shoulder the 
entire responsibility of government. And when the Democrats 
come into power next year we will do likewise. A Member of 
Congress has to fight for his seat every two years. The position 
he holds is certainly as important as that of the employee in the 
various Departments here. What possible objection can there be 
to this change? Let the applicant stand an examination,as he 
does now, but let him understand that at the expiration of his 





| term of office he must stand his chance for reappointment just as 


if he had never held a place under the Government. 

Under the present system it is almost useless for a young man 
All the places are filled, 
and filled for life almost. The only vacancies are those caused 
by death. 

I submit it is against the spirit of our institutions to confer ap- 


| pointment and power for life upon a preferred list of persons to 


the exclusion of everybody else. Washingtonis a beautiful city. 
It is an education to anyone to live here. The very opportunity 
of living here for a while would be an incentive to endeavor to 
boys and girls in every State in the Union, but, under this Re- 
publican law, to them the door of hope is closed. 

This proposed change in the law could easily be surrounded 
with safeguards which would guarantee the very best service to 
the Government. For instance, persons required to do technical 
or expert work might be exempted from the provisions of this 
amendment. 

One thing is very certain. The present law is not giving sat- 
isfaction, and recent developments in the Post-Office Department 
indicate that the present law does not guarantee either efficiency 
or honesty in the administration here. [Applause. | 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the 
attention of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GuLLetTT}, 
chairman of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, I 
would like to ask him a question. He spoke of the sentiment 
throughout the country in favor of the civil-service or merit sys- 
tem. I want to ask him if he does not think that the confidence 
of the people is becoming shaken in that system by reason of the 
arrears of work in the Executive Departments in Washington, 
by reason of the constant pressure of the clerks for a civil-pension 
list, and by reason of their protest against the enforcement of the 
law requiring seven hours of service from them? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, it never oc- 
curred to me that there was any feeling in the country against 
the clerks because of the civil-service system. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; I said sentiment in the coun- 
try against the civil-service system caused by the action of the 
clerks here in the Executive Departments. Is not that confidence 
being shaken? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As I understand it, the gen- 
tleman asks me if the confidence of the public is not shaken by 
the fact that the clerks are eager to get a civil-pension list 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is one proposition. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No, I donot. Idon 
the country has seen any sign that such a proposition will 
cessful. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. As to the arrears of the Depart- 
ments in work, and the constant request by the Departments for 
more clerks and appropriations in order to get proper service? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not suppose th 
fact is very well known throughout the country. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How as to the protest of the em- 
ployees against working seven hours a day, as by law require: 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I never heard that there was 
any rebellion against it. 


t think 
] Th. 
be su 


‘ hat 
it tNAat 


Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. Not until withina few days, but 
the gentleman has read the papers and knows what is in the 


papers. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes, unfortunate 


, 
o far uw 
Ly LOT my- 


} self, I do. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, as to the suggestior 
gentleman in relation to the employees incapacitated from p 
forming the service required. This bill provides that the em- 
ployees who are disabled from the performance of service shall 
receive none of the appropriations made by this bill. Will not 
that correct radically any evil in the system in reference to em- 
ployees unable to perform the services required? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, it ought to 


of the 
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correct the whole evil. AsIsaid to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HepsurN], it isin the power of the Department to-day to 
correct this evil which, I think, isacrying one. The trouble is 
the heads of the Departments will not enforce the law. Similar 
provision was put in the appropriation bill three or four years 
ago, commanding the heads of Departments to discharge all in- 
competent clerks, and yet the heads of the Departments came 
before the committee and admitted that they did not discharge 
them. They will not discharge them. The trouble is not in the 
law. but in the enforcement of the law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would the gentleman from Massachusetts 
es under the same circumstances, discharge these old and 

elpless men? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
to decide that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of course he would not. You can not 
remedy this law in this way, because, thank God, you have to 
= human agency. You have to have men, and they will not 

oO it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
from Iowa get rid of the superannuated clerks? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would limit the term of office so that the 
passage of time would do what men will not do. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That isa suggestion often 
made; the trouble is that it comes back to the same point. The 


Iam not in a position now 
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to another and of the truth of the facts, stated that I had ag- 
saulted and slandered the Commission, one of whom was dead. 

If a slander has been made, if something that is not true hag 
been promulgated to the public and solemnly communicated to 
this House by the President with his indorsement—not only that, 
but with his ‘‘ cordial’’ indorsement—I say if a slander has been 
spoken, then the President of the United States and the officials of 
the Government selected by him to make this investigation and 
report, and not myself, have assaulted and slandered the Commis- 
sion. The facts upon which I have based my statements made 
here are in the records and archives of this Government, and 
whether true or false they will remain there. If they are not the 
truth, the President and his officials are responsible for it, not I. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
paragraph and pending amendment be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the motion agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 33 strike out all of the pasegren beginning with line 5, “ Civil 
Service Commission,” down to and including line 20. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


| by the gentleman from Iowa. 


suggestion that he makes is that at the end of a certain number | 


of years they shall go out, but may be reappointed by the appoint- 
ing power. Is it not probable that the same appointing power 
which to-day refuses to obey the law to discharge them when they 


ought to will perfunctorily reappoint them and simply sign a list | 


and keep them right there? 


I do not see why it is any more difii- | 


cult for the head of a Department to discharge a superannuated | 


clerk than it is for him to refuse to reappoint him. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts a question. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Iwould like to ask the gentleman what would 
be the objection to an age limit? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I will say to the gentleman 
from New York that I have introduced a bill for a number of 
Congresses for an age limit. I am in favor of that measure. 

Mr.BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, during the discussion of this 
question, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper], proceed- 
ing on an extension of time granted at my request, was so incon- 
siderate of my request that he would not permit me to interrupt 
him when he stated that I had vehemently attacked not only 
the system of the civil-service law, but a Commissioner who was 
dead. . 

Now, Mr. Chairman,I did not know where the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. CoorEer] procured the letter he read purporting 
to be a letter from former Commissioner Procter. He did not 
state where he got the letter. I had never seen it before or heard 
of it. I have never seen it in the records of the investigations had 
and transmitted to the House by the Postmaster-General. 
Mr. Chairman, I do find this in this report here in regard to this 


twenty-fourth page of this communication, after detailing the 
many and various violations of law and misconduct by this ap- 
pointee, Louis, says in conclusion: 

From the foregoing it appears that the appointment of M. W. Louis as 


cashier of the Kansas City post-office, when it was notintended that he should 
perform any service whatever in that office, was irregular, and that his as- 


signment as acting superintendent of the division of supplies while carried 


on the rolls and paid as an employee of the Kansas 
unlawful— , 
and recommends that he be summarily removed from office. 
And Louis was removed October 21, 1903, after having been in 
office under this illegal and unlawful appointment for six years 
and more. 

In the memorandum submitted to us by the President with this 


ity post-office was 


rte and Conrad, special counsel retained by the President to aid 
in the prosecution of the violators of the law in these matters, 
speaking of the Bristow report, say: 

We heartily commend the report and deem its conclusions a justified 
by the facts it sets forth: and while regretting in common with all patriotic 
citizens that the grave abuses of long standing which it reveals should have 
grown up in the Bost-Oftice Department, we consider the exposure of these 
abuses and the attempts made to punish those responsible for them a work 
of the highest public utility, quickly and ably performed. 

Following that, here is what the President himself has said: 

In all that is thus said of the report of Mr. Bristow I cordially agree. 


Yet the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper], so far for- 
getful both of the courtesies due from one Member of this House 


| der the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examinati 


But, | 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
HILLETT of Massachusetts) the Chair announced that there were 
75 voting in the affirmative and 56 in the negative. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts were appointed 
tellers. 

The question was again taken; and the tellersreported 78 in the 
affirmative and 65 in the negative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,I desire to give notice that 
when this paragraph comes before the House in the consideration 
of the bill that with reference to the paragraph I shall demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania or any Member of the House has the right to 
demand the yeas and nayson this amendment inthe House. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners acting a 
DS aD 
investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $8,500. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it is entirely proper to move 
at this point that this paragraph should be struck out. I therefore 
move to strike out the paragraph beginning with line 21 and end- 
ing with line 25. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa. ; 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 


| ury, $8,000; three Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; clerk 
ne 





- A | to the Secretary, $2,500; stenographer, $1,800; three private secretaries 
transaction: The Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, upon the | 


to each Assistant Secretary, at $1,800 each; Government actuary, under . 
trol of the Treasury, $2,250; one clerk of class 4, who shall be a physician; 
one clerk of class 2; two clerks of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; four messengers; 


three assistant messengers; and one laborer; in all, $46,230. 


Mr. RUSSELL. I observe that in line 4, on page 36, provision 
is made for ‘‘one clerk of class 4, who shall be a physician.” I 
should like to know something about the reason for this provision. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is a new employment in connection 
with the subordinate force. 

It has been the experience of the Department as well as of great 
Government offices like the post-office in our cities, where there 
is a large subordinate force entitled to a qualified sick leave, that 
there should be some supervision, because it has been found very 
many persons can without difficulty secure a physician’s certill- 


A t | cate setting forth incapacity for work, when upon investigation it 
document when it was transmitted to us, I find that Messrs. Bona- | 


is found that the clerk or subordinate is qualified and p!ysically 
fit to report for duty. 


This provision has been made in the interest of economy and 


| expedition of work, for the reason that clerks, upon the approval 
| of their chief, are entitled to their thirty days’ sick leave. and it 


has been found that very many try to avail themselves of this pro 

vision improperly, perhaps at times when their services ‘\re most 

necessary to the work of the Department, and thus practically ge 

thirty days’ leave of absence to which they are not entitic’. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of chief clerk and superintendent: For chief clerk, including $300 “ 
superintendent of Treasury building, $3,000; assistant superintea lent © 
Treasury building, $2,500; inspector of electric-light plants, gas, 49° - 
tures for all public buildings under control of the Treasury Departme 
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$2,000; assistant inspector of electric-light plants and draftsman, $1,600; five 
clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk of class 4, as bookkeeper, 100; three 
clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 4; four clerks of class! (one as libra- 
rian); one clerk, $1,000; one messenger; two assistant messengers; store- 
koeper, $1,200; telegraph operator, $1,200; telephone operator and assistant 
telegraph operator, $1,200; chief engineer, $1,200; three assistant engineers, 
at $1,000 each; six elevator conductors, at $720 each; three firemen; five fire- 
men, at $660 each; coal passer, $500; locksmith and electrician, $1,400; captain 
of the watch, $1,400; two lieutenants of the wath, at $900 each; fifty-eight 
waichmen; six special watchmen, at $720 each; foreman of laborers, $1,000; 
skilled laborer, male, $840; wireman, $900; two skilled laborers, male, at $720 
each: twenty-six laborers; ten laborers,at $500 each; laborer, $480; two labor- 
ers, at $360 each; eighty-seven charwomen; foreman of cabinet shop, $1,500; 
draftsman, $1,200; ten cabinetmakers, at $1,000 each; cabinetmaker, $720; car- 
penter, $1,000; carpenter's helper, $660. For the Winder Building: Engineer, 
¢].000; three firemen; conductor of elevator, $720; four watchmen; three lab- 
orers, one of whom, when necessary, shallassist and relieve the conductor of 
the elevator; laborer, $480; and six charwomen. For the Cox Building, 1709 
New York avenue: Three watchmen-firemen, at $720 each; and one laborer; 
in all, $181,220. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. I wish to ask my distinguished colleague [Mr. BINGHAM] a 
question. In hisable and comprehensive report I find enumerated 
on page 3 among the increased officers ‘‘one wireman,’’ and that 
is provided for in the paragraph just read. Now, as we have 
already provided for electrical wiremen and telephone operators 
and telegraph operators, I merely want to ask what parficular 
wires this wireman is to operate or pull? eo: ) 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is simply an assistant to the electrician— 
found necessary by the experience in connection with that very 
large building, the Treasury Department. It was the judgment 
of the committee that the appointment of this officer would facil- 
itate good administration of the physical conditions of the Depart- 
ment. That is the governing reason. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand this is an appointee of a 
“snoilsman,’’ to pull the wires. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM, The gentleman may know more about that 
than I do. 

Mr.OLMSTED. I bow to the wisdom of my colleague as 
evinced in the statement he has just made, and withdraw the pro 
forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Auditor for Navy Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy Audi- 
tor, $2,500; law clerk, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; nine clerks 
of class 4; seventeen clerks of class 3; thirteen clerks of class 2; sixteen 
clerks of class 1; twelve clerks, at $1,000 each; eight clerks, at each; one 
clerk, $800; one messenger; one assistant messenger, and two laborers; in all, 
$118,180. 

Mr. LIND. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 25 on page 44 the following: 

“The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and di- 
rected to allow, in the settlement of the accounts of the disbursing officers of 
the Navy involved, credit for amounts paid to enlisted men of the Navy, at 
$9 per month each, in lieu of quarters and rations while on recruiting duty.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I will briefly state the facts that 
prompt me to offer this amendment, which I will say has been 
suggested by Secretary Moody, of the Navy Department. 

_ On November 5, 1901, a young man by the name of Harley, who 
is in the service of the Navy—an enlisted man—was detailed for 
recruiting duty at Buffalo, N. Y., with others. Thete are about 
twenty-five enlisted men in the same position that he is. In the 
order detailing him for the service and under which he was sent to 


been transferred to the navy-yard in this city, came to me before 
the holidays with tearsin hiseyes. He had not received one penny 
from the Government since last July. I went to see the account- 
ing officer of the Treasury, the Auditor for the Navy, and asked 
him how he could tolerate such a condition of affairs. I asked him 
whether he was surprised that there were desertions from the Navy 
and from the Army when red tape was carried to that extent. ‘‘Oh, 
well,’’ he said, ‘‘ men of this class do not desert.”’ 

Now, I want the House to understand the ridiculous technicality 
that the Treasury ogee nt has resorted to in this matter. I 
put this question to the Anditor: 

‘** You concede, Mr. Auditor, that it was within the province of 
the Navy Department to fix the allowances of these men while 
they were performing this duty?”’ 

a) Yes.’’ 

‘If it had been fixed in one sum, as has been done subsequently, 
at a dollar a day, you would have allowed it?” 

* Yaar.” 

‘*You also concede that the Department allowed it at $29 a 
month, but in two items, one itemof $9 being the regular commu- 
tation to a private when he is away from his vessel, and the other 
$5 a week in addition to make $29 a month?”’’ 

“ Yes.’ 

**Then,”’ said I, ‘‘ the reason that you refuse to pass this in the 
accounts is because the Department has made two items of that 
which, in your judgment, should have been allowed in one item?’”’ 

‘* Yes, sir; that is the reason.’’ 

That was the conversation I had with him. 

Now I will send to the desk a letter from Secretary Moody, who 
asks that an amendment of this character be made. By the way, 
the amendment was drafted in his office. He apparently despairs 


| of getting any sense of justice in the Treasury Department. 


' 


Buffalo the Navy Department directed that the detailed men | 


should be allowed the usual commutation of rations, $9 a month. 
That being apparently insufficient for maintenance at Buffalo, 
the officer directing the detail added another clause—that in ad- 
dition to the ordinary allowance of $9 a month these men should 
have an allowance of $5 a week, aggregating $29 a month. 
Under this order they have served for nearly two years. When 


the paymasters’ accounts reached the accounting officers the | 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Navy Department held that inas- | 


much as the Navy Department had made the allowance in two 
items, one of $9 and the other of $20 a month, they could not be 
allowed. Jt is the law, and it is conceded that it is within the 
power and province of the Navy Department to fix the allowances 
tomen on detail. There is no question about that. It is not fixed 
by statute; it is fixed by regulation. And since this controversy 
has come up the Secretary of the Navy has fixed it in a lump sum 
at a dollar a day. 

These young men drew the $9 commutation of rations and the 
special allowance of $20 per month for nearly two years. When, 
as I said, the accounts came in for settlement the Auditor 
checked the amount of the $9 per month against their accounts, 
and we have this condition of affairs, that twenty-five young men, 
including this young man from St. Paul, in my State, of good 
family and who is a young man of excellent character, have 

n in the service of the United States since last July, perform- 
ing every duty, executing every order that has been given them, 
failing in nothing, without receiving one dollar of their pay. It 
has been withheld since last July. This young man, who has now 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 4, 190h. 


Sir: Referring to the matter of the checkage of the $9a month paid in lieu 
of quarters and rations while on recruiting di ‘y in the case of Ernest Harold 
Harley, a apprentice, first class, in which you have interested yourself, 
and other like cases, the Department finds, after a conference with the office 
of the Auditor for the Navy Department, that it is unable to afford any re- 
lief in the premises. It appears, therefore, to be a matter requiring Congres- 
sional action, and to this end I have prepared and submit herewith a form of 
amendment which itis suggested may inserted in the urgent deficiency 
bill. The amount involved is not large, there being about twenty-five sweh 
cases. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 
Hon. Jonn LIND, House of Representatives. 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

Mr. LIND. I ask that I may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIND. If any Member of the House has any question to 
ask about this matter, I shall be very glad to answer it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no disposition on my part, after the 
facts the gentleman has stated, to question the justice of his prop- 
osition, but its relevancy is not to this bill. Even the suggestion 
of the Secretary of the Navy is thatit goto the deficiency bill, but 
in my opinion you should go to the Naval Committee of the House. 

Mr. LIND. But, General, if you will bear with me just one 
moment 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. LIND. These young men are virtually starving in the 
sense that they have not had one red penny of their salaries since 
last July, and this without any fault of their own. They have 
been referred from the Navy Department tothe Treasury Depart- 
ment, from the Treasury Department to the Navy Department, 
and again to the Treasury Department; and now the Navy De- 
partment sends thém here to ask relief on a bill that has not yet 
been reported. These young men are inwant. The Government 
is doing its utmost to make vagabonds of them, and all because of 
red tape. If this involved new legislation I should not ask it, but 
the amendment is simply to cut a knot of red tape in the Audi- 
tor’s office; that is all. The law is so plain that the Secretary of 
the Navy had the right to make these allowances that there can 
be no question about it. He madethe order in good faith. I will 
have one of the orders read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman, for his infor- 
mation, that immediately following this bill from the Committee 
on Appropriations will come the urgent deficiency Lill, and I 
think that the gentleman can get his amendment upon that bill. 
It has no relation to this bill. 

Mr. LIND. I understand that. 





Mr. BINGHAM. And while I have full sympathy with these 
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young men, just as much as my friend has, I should be inconsist- 
ent if I did not make my point of order against the amendment 
if offered to this bill. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask the gentleman this question—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would suggest to the gentleman that he 
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reached $20,000,000, whose measured ore bodies are now repro. 
sented at $100,000,000, and whose possible output may rival that 
onopah, and I venture the as. 


| sertion that there is not a Member upon this floor whose constit- 


withdraw his appeal here, and let it go to the bill that follows | 


this. It will follow this immediately. 
Mr. LIND. 
likely to be acted on first in the Senate? 
Mr. BINGHAM. The urgent deficiency bill will pass this 


House, go to the Senate,and come back. This bill will doubtless | 


not be considered by the Senate fora month. The urgent defi- 


ciency bill will pass the two Houses, and you will get your legis- | 


lation quicker. 
Mr. LIND. Under the circumstances, I will withdraw the 


amendment; but I will ask the Clerk to read the indorsement | 


which I sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

{Second indorsement.] 
BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
February 5, 1903. 

—Relative to increase of subsistence allowed recruiting parties. 
ctfully returned to the office in charge of the United States naval 
recruiting station, Buffalo, N. Y. 

The chief of bureau directs me to return this communication and to state 
that the correction recently issued relative to “Instructions for recruiting 
officers” has been erroneously construed by the recruiting staff. 

Fnl sted men who are not berthed and subsisted on board a receiving ship 
and who are members of @ permanent recruiting party receive five ($5) dol- 
lars per week for expenses and nine ($9) dollars per month for subsistence. 

ALEX. SHARP, 

Lieutenant-Commander, United States Navy. 
Mr. LIND. I withdraw the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For wages of workmen and watchmen and not exceeding $540 for other em- 
yees, $4,200. 
Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DFS. 


Subject 


Resj 


pl 


On pawe 64, lines 2and 24, strike out the words “ four thousand two hun- | 


Gred”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “five thousand six hundred.” 
Mr. BINGHAM. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr. Chairman, in looking over the items 
submitted in the bill now before the House I find that the appro- 


I will ask this question: Which of the two bills is | 


priation for the wages of watchmen and workmen has been re- | 


duced from $5,600 to $4,200, and as the actual conditions in 


Nevada do not justify this reduction I simply desire to state the | 


facts, which I believe should influence the House in restoring the 
amount to $5,600 instead of $4,200, as provided for this year. 


I desire to call the attention of the members of the committee | Carson City assay office make it eminently fit and necessary that 


to the facts regarding the mineral conditions of the State of 


uents are not more or less interested in this wonderful camp, 
which contains the largest and richest mine in the world. : 
I only refer to the Comstock and to Tonopah, two camps whi 
will have produced more than the combined output of man 
Western States. Iwill not now take up your time by saying 
there are a dozen other camps in Nevada springing into wonder! 
life, with untold possibilities. Instead of offering an amendmen 
| to raise a paltry wage allowance, I ought to offer an amendn 
rehabilitating and reestablishing the Carson mint [applause]. }e- 
| cause Carson City is the natural gateway to this entire revicn, 
which promises to tax the capacities of all the coinage mints in 
the country. 

Carson City is located within 20 miles of Virginia City, generally 
| better known as the Comstock, which has produced during the past 
year a million in gold and silver bullion. Carson is but 200 miles 
from Tonopah, and the wealth of Tonopah must pass her doors to 
be minted in San Francisco or some other city. Carson City to- 
| day is the natural center of an area of country the most richly 
| mineralized in the world. Nocity in the world is tributary to 

more actual mineral wealth. 

Within three years gentlemen from the city of Philadelp! 

the city from which the distinguished gentleman in charge of t! 


a 
bill comes—have made investments in the State of Nevada and 
t 


h 


+ 
u 
ul 
+ 
U 
ut 


| 
| 


have opened up a mining camp that promises to rival the gr 
Comstock mine at Virginia City. Only within the past th 
months I visited my home, Tonopah, and in going through the 
Tonopah mines I walked underground for 10 miles through con- 
tinuous workings and in solid ore, the walls of the drifts and tun- 
nels fairly sparkling with mineral richness. It is estimated by 
eminent engineers in this country, men who have had experience 
in South Africa, and one a gentleman who is enjoying a salary 
of $25,000 a year, that there are over $75,000,000 worth of ore in 
sight in that one mine. 

There are in the city of Philadelphia over twenty-two mini 
companies organized for the operating of minesat Tonopah. To- 
nopah is situated 200 miles from Carson City, and all her gold and 
silver bullion and assaying that is required to be passed upon in 
| the mints of the United States must pass through Carson City. 

I wish further to say that Carson City, where there was 
merly a United States mint, now reduced to an assay offi 
so situated that it is tributary to a greater mineral output than 
any single city in the United States to-day. So I say to the mem- 


oO 
) 


| bers of this committee that the demands which will be made upon 


Nevada, which should make this amendment of more than pass- | 


ing interest to the Members of this House. 


000,000 in gold and silver bullion, not to include lead and copper, 
an output exceeding that of any equal area in the world. 
number of years the production of mineral wealth declined in 


again unlocked the riches hidden in our mountains. 
which has conquered the subtle electrical fluid, which has yielded 
up to metallurgists the secrets of chemistry, and which has 
cheapened and invented new machinery—has enabled the famous 


Comstock, the greatest mining camp the world has ever known, | 


ra 
ga 


to again work the lower levels of her mines, open up new bodies 
of ore hitherto inaccessible, to explore to depths hitherto re- 
garded but as the dreams of sanguine mining men, and to work 
the millions of tons of low-grade ores known to exist in the upper 
levels of her mines. 


The Comstock has preduced in her day a sum variously esti- | 
Magnificent, amazing, beyond the | 


mated at about $560,000,000. 
computation of the ordinarymind. Theinfluence of that amount 
of wealth thrown into the channels of commerce, into the life of 
business, giving as it has inspiration to art and stimulating the 
energies and ambitions of mankind, has had a deeper, wider, and 
more far-reaching effect on modern civilization than the effect of 
any great battle in modern times. And yet to-day there lies 
within the grasp of man bodies of ore which we can not now com- 
pute, of a richness which only the assayer can determine, beneath 
the crown of Old Mount Davidson, which covers the wealth of 
the Comstock. 

I predict that when other mining camps whose reputations 
have dazzled financiers and stirred up the and avarice of 
ara eee have been forgotten Virginia City will still be yielding 

er stores of wealth to influence our civilization and contribute to 
the happiness of mankind. This is what science has done for the 
mines of Nevada. 

Discovery but three years ago uncovered in the heart of a Ne- 
vada desert a deposit of ore whose actual production has already 


the appropriation, which has been cut down from the sum o! 
$5,600 to $4,200, be raised. Mining history in Nevada is rapidly 


: " ) | demonstrating that the abolition of the Carson mint was not 
‘The State of Nevada since her discovery has produced $1,544,- | 


For a | 





n : ’ : | duce more than many mints could handle—the dies destr0) 
Nevada, but during the last three years science and discovery have | 


Science— | 


a legislative error but a political crime. 

Think of it! A mint situated in the heart of a mining dis' 
not only that, but in a section which has produced and wi!! pro 
the machinéry removed. If the object of government is : 
modation to its citizens and economy in administration, t! 
tion of the Carson mint is certainly a striking example of a 
mismanaged government. 

The fact of the matter is, gentlemen of the committee, i! 
of having a reduction there ought to be a raising up t 
in workmen’s wages. Now I wish to say to the gentleu 
have charge of this bill, and particularly to the distinguis! 


| tlemen from the city of Philadelphia, that the Director 


Mint in making the recommendation possibly was not c' 
of the facts which go to prove that within the next twelve 
the output from the town of Tonopah, in Nevada, a'o! 
amount to between fifteen and twenty million dollars; th. 
is now being built into Tonopah a railroad at a cost of on 
million dollars, and there will be erected large reduction \ 
So I say the necessity for raising this appropriation 
which will make it necessary for the mint at Carson Cit 
able to handle the necessary work which will be broug):' 
through the renewed mining industry in the State of Neva: 
Virginia City, and particularly at Tonopah, not to speak 0! | 
dozen camps which are now being placed upon the basis 
large operation in the southern portion of the State. Ton 
the greatest mining camp of recent years. Already t 
bodies have been opened up for 1,100 feet in depth. Alrea 
mines have begun to pay dividends. Already the sweet m" 
the stamp is heard where but a short time ago was the si: 
the desert. 
The people of the East have looked upon Nevada as a des' tate 
desert; they have looked upon her, in fact, as a State whic) ws 
given up, as gentlemen have said, to coyotes and sage hens. 40 
I want to say to the gentlemen of this committee that the 51a? 
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of Nevada has poured into the lap of this nation enough money, 
were it now withdrawn from circulation, to bankrupt this nation. 
[Ap lause.] The State of Nevada was brought into this nation 
circumstances 





naer 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. I would ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent to continue for five minutes more, Is there objec- 
tion? 


Vir. BINGHAM. I have no objection, 
There was no objection. 


Mr. VAN DUZER. I was stating the circumstances under 
which the State of Nevada was brought into this Union, and they 
are more interesting than those surrounding the birth of any 


other State in this Union. 


The + tate of Nevada was admitted on the 5ist day of October, 
184, and the constitution of the State had to be telegraphed to 
Washington in order to have the State admitted, because it re- 


guired two votes in the United States Senate for the 
the thirteenth amendment, and it was necessary that the State of 
Nevada be admitted at that time—— 

Mr. RODEY. 
least we do not find it so. 

Mr. VAN DUZER (eontinuing). Andthat distinguished Amer- 
ican, Abraham Lincoln, at that time the President of the United 
States, said to the first Member of Congress from the State of 





point with pride to her history, though short in time, yet one 
magnificent in achievement. 

Brought into the Union under circumstances the most dramatic 
in history, having given to the nation her golden and silver stores, 
with her wealth so widely and generously distributed that art, 
science, literature, and commerce have alike benefited by her, 
proud that her riches have created the fortunes which to-day in- 
fluence modern business life, proud that the wealth of her mines 
enabled John W. Mackay to circle the globe with the electricity 
of intelligence which makes the whole world kin in thought, senti- 
ment, and ambition, she stands no longer a suppliant for charity, 


| but justly demands that which the magnificence of her undevel- 


oped resources entitle her to—no longer the rotten borough, but 
the future home of farmers, miners, a manufacturing population, 


| and a State to which commerce must look for her money metals 


assage of | ; 
| the gentleman’s amendment applies, is $5,600. 


They do not admit them so rapidly now; at | 


Nevada, afterwards—as he placed his hands upon the shoulders | 3 é i ‘ 
| of seeing reduced estimates, I assure you, is most agreeable to the 


of that gentleman, in the homely way so characteristic of Lin- 
colu—'* Thank God, the State of Nevada has been admitted, be- 


cause we will now have a source from which we can get sufficient | 


metallic money to supply the business of this nation.”’ 

Those were the conditions of our birth. For twenty years Ne- 

yada has languished; but to-day, as a result of the Newlands irri- 
gation bill, which should stamp its author as an empire builder 
along with Jefferson and Benton, we are going to have a popula- 
tion of one-half million people. Tonapah will sustain our agri- 
cultural population. We are the young giant of the West, and 
the next 
rapidly growing city in the West. [Applause.] 
Now, coming back to the point in question, I simply wish to 
say to the members of this committee, in justice to the State, in 
justice to the facts which I have stated—and I have stated them 
accurately and correctly—that the mining output of the State of 
Nevada to-day is going to be doubled and trebled and quadrupled, 
possibly, in the next five years. 

There never was sufficient reason why the mint at Carson 
should have been reduced to an assay office, because if upon the 
theory that governments are constituted to reduce the expenses 
of the government generally by putting these institutions in places 
where the business of the country can be most economically 
managed, there igs no reason to-day why the Carson assay office 
should not be restored to a mint as it formerly was, the mint 
capacity having been taken away from it. But all I ask. this 
col 


appropriated for the wages of workmen and watchmen shall be 


ninittee to do is simply that the original sum which has been | 


| no wise submitted to our committee. 


and the nation, when she needs them, for brave and courageous 
American citizens. [Loud applause. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the current law for the mint 
at Carson City for wages of workmen, to which, as I understand, 
The estimate sub- 
mitted by the Department was $4,200. The bill carries $4,200. 
Therefore a point of order does not run against the gentleman's 
proposition. 

As to the merits, Ihave no doubt the gentleman’s remarks have 
made an impression on the House. With due respect to all the 
officials of the Government who make up the estimates in the 
book submitted to the Committee on Appropriations, the pleasure 


committee. 
The details, as given by the gentleman from Nevada, were in 
We simply accepted the 


| judgment of the Director of tho Mint in the estimate of the con- 


| men, that it could be carried on at the lesser figure. I le 


census will show that Reno, Nev., has been the most | 


restored to what it was last year, namely, $5,600, feeling assured | 


that the rapidly growing output of Nevada bullion will neces- 


sitate the reestablishment of the mint. 
Now, I do not know why this amount has been reduced from 
$5,600 to $4,200, and I do wish to say to the members of this com- 


mittee that if you are going to do a simple act of justice, this item | 


should be restored, because I have stated to you that as far as the 
State of Nevada and her mineral future are concerned she to-day 
ison the upgrade and will make a reputation for the output of 
gold and silver unequaled by any like area in the world. 

California, which to-day has the reputation of being the Golden 

State, has not produced as much gold as the State of Nevada—as 
Nevada has produced in gold and silver. The State of Nevada 
has produced more than Arizona, Idaho, Washington, Oregon, 
and Utah. More than Alaska. More than Australia. 
The State of Nevada has produced more gold and silver than 
South Africa has produced in her mining history. The State of 
Nevada has produced more than Montana, Utah, and Colorado 
combined. And yet, I say, as magnificent as these figures are of 
the presentation I make, Nevada in her condition to-day as a min- 
ing State is in her infancy. 

The surface of that State has hardly been scratched from the 
standpoint of mining, and so I say there is no necessity, no rea- 
80n, why the appropriations should be reduced in reference to the 
workmen in the mint from fifty-six hundred to forty-two hun- 
dre ddollars. I will ask the gentlemen of the committee to stand 
by the amendment I have offered. (Apres) 

There is no necessity for the people of the East ever again to 
Teler in terms of scorn and contempt tomy State, Nevada. While 
here are no monuments to mark historic battlefields, no pages of 





history made illustrious by deeds of soldier and sailor, yet I ! lar. 


| cause it is on the question of the payment of salaries. 


of work- 
ive the 


duct of the mint at Carson City in the matter of wage: 


whole question to the judgment of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nevada. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territory of Arizona: For covernor, $3,000; chief justice and three asso- 
ciate judges, at $3,000 each; secretary, $1,800; interpreter and translator in 
the executive office, $500; in all, $17,300. 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 71, line 15, after the word “ governor” strike out the words “three 
thousand” and insert in lieu thereof “throe thousand five hundred.” 

Also, on page 71, line 17, after the word “secretary,” strike out the words 
“one thousand eight hundred” and insert the words “two thousand five 
hundred.” = 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, the object of this 
amendment is to pay these officers the salaries fixed bylaw. I 

| call the attention of the committee to section 1845 of the Revised 
Statutes, which is the organic act on this subject for the Terri- 
tory of Arizona and other Territories, and it reads as follows: 

From and after the Ist day of July, 1873, the annual salaries he gover- 
nors of the several Territories shall be $3,500. The salary of the secretaries 

| shall be $2,500. 

Now, I say that is the law which fixes the salary to be paid to 


these officers, and it has been so for years. This appropriation 
is not sufficient to pay the salaries at all; it is cutting them down. 
I submit, as a fair consideration of the matter, that when a salary 
is fixed by law it should be paid, and that unless the appropria- 


| tion is sufficient it can not be done. 


Now, it is certainly, Mr. Chairman, germane to the sub*ect be- 
This pro- 
vision is not in compliance with the salary fixed by the law itself. 
Therefore I make the motion to amend that particular subject of 
which the bill speaks, and upon the particular point for which 
the law provides a fixed salary an amendment must necessarily 
be germane to an appropriation that does not coverit. It is un- 
fair to the officer that fills the position. I know well the duties 
of the governor of my Territory, and that they go to the extent 
of requiring such an amount of his time, in fact all of it, that less 
than that amount he can not live upon at all. I know that the 
governor in the execution of his duties necessarily must pay his 
expenses and must necessarily draw his support to a considerable 
extent from his own private purse outside of his salary. Isubmit 
that, that being the law by the organic act (which is the consti- 
tution of the Territory), it should be covered by the appropria- 
tion in this bill. 

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will pre- 
vail, and I hope that a similar amendment, which I will shortly 
offer with reference to New Mexico, willalso prevail. New Mex- 
ico and Arizona have been treated quite unfairly in this particu- 
If you glance at the bill you will see that the governor of 





al 


Hawaii gets what amounts practically to $8,000 a year, when you 
count up all the perquisites; the governor of Porto Rico gets 
$5,000, and the judges of Oklahoma get $4,000 per annum, while 


both the governors and judges of Arizona and New Mexico get | 


but $3,000. 

You will see that Arizona has not been treated fairly when the 
appropriation for the governor's salary in both New Mexico and 
Arizona is only $3,000. Certainly it ought to be $6,000 to pay 
them any sort of reasonable compensation. Respecting the sec- 
retary of so vast a territory as Arizona or New Mexico, the work 
of that office is tremendous. There is hardly a clerk in the 


Territory that does not get $1,800 ayear and it is certainly wrong | 


to make the salary of the secretary of the Territory, who some- 
times acts as governor, only $1,800. 
law fixes it. I believe the chairman having this bill in charge 
will concede that a point of order does not lie against this amend- 


ment at this time, because there is a statute requiring this to be | 


paid, and nothing but the action of the committee cuts it down 
lower than that. 

I submit that it is fair to the Territories to have this amend- 
ment passed; that the Government takes the revenues of the Ter- 
ritories year after year,and has done so for forty years in Arizona 
and for fifty-five years in New Mexico. I submit that it is just 


that we should get some little portion of it back even in the way | 


of the payment of the governor's salary. The salary is small 
enough even at $3,500, and of course is so much more so at $3,000. 


I hope the House will grant this amendment, and I will offer a | 


similar amendment in respect to New Mexico. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
by the gentleman from Arizona. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, of course the point of order 


does not stand against the amendment offered by the gentleman | 


from Arizona [Mr. WILSON]. However, it is proper for me to 
state to the House that some twenty-eight years ago under what 


on Appropriations, the committee reduced upward of 200 statu- 


tory compensations all along the line of the Departments, as well | 


as in the Territories. 

trom that day to this that reduced compensation has been 
given. Appropriation bill after appropriation bill has continued 
the same practice with reference to the items considered by the 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Arizona, and the | 


House has been consistent in holding these allowances to the 
figures contained in the bill. 
[am free tosay that the House in after action in many cases has 


the cases of the governor of New Mexico and the governor of 
Arizona, where there is a reduction of $500. Your committee 
is of the opinion that it would be wise action on the part of the 


House to let the bill stand as reported, with the salaries as fixed. | 


As to the compensation given the secretary of the Territory, I 
think the gentlemen representing the two Territories will concur 
with me when I make the statement to the House that the secre- 
taryship of a Territory, so far as his compensation runs, is the 
least consideration in the possession of that office. 
common report that the office of secretary of a Territory with 


fees and allowances in some form receives a compensation run- | s ‘ f ; 
| in the executive office, $500; in all, $20,300. 


ning into thousands of dollars. 
‘ Mr. RODEY. That has been done away with in New Mexico 
y statute. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam glad to hear the gentleman make that 
statement, but I make the statement that as a rule the office of 
secretary of a Territory was and is regarded as a valuable appoint- 
ment. The matter rests with the judgment of the committee. 
The action of Congress with reference to the newest of the Territo- 
ries, Oklahoma, is along this same line, allowing the governor 
$3,000. 

Mr. RODEY. How about Hawaii and Porto Rico? 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, the law gives the 
salary to the governor, as has been stated by the chairman of the 
committee and as is stated by the amendment, and the action of 
the committee is but retaining from him that which the law gives 
him. I submit in all fairness that that is not just, and simply 
because it has not been resented heretofore, because the matter 
has not been called before the House for consideration heretofore, 
is no reason why this House or this committee should not deal 
fairly with that official now. The idea of this rule having been 
established in times gone by, and perhaps not resented at the time, 
I can not take as an answer to the fairness presented by the prop- 
osition that when the law gives a salary it is unfair for the power 
of this House to withhold it in the form of an appropriation bill. 

When the act creating the Territory gives it, it ought to be met 
by the appropriation, as others are met, and because unfairness 
has been done in the past it can not be an answer that it ought to 
be done now. Two wrongs do not make a right. 
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It ought to be left at what the | 


The question is on the amendment offered | 





I think it is | 





JANUARY 13, 


Now, as to the salary of the secretary, the gentleman is correct 


| that the perquisites of the office of secretary have heretofore been 


extremely high in that Territory. 


They have gone up into the 
thousands of dollars. 


3ut the last legislature took them away — 


| took the duties of the secretary away which went to make up this 


mammoth pile of coin for him, and those duties have been im- 
posed upon another officer and through him the fees are now 
turned into the treasury. 

So it is not so prolific now. I believe the perquisites of that 
office may be about the amount you appropriate for salaries— 
about $1,500 or $1,800. But the services performed by the secre- 
tary of the Territory are many. He does all the Federal! duty; 
he does all the Territorial duty pertaining to the Territory. He 
keeps all the records, both national and Territorial. Avd the 


|} amount that he receives, together with the Territorial allow- 


ances, is not sufficient to afford him more than a decent living, 
unless the salary which the law gives him be allowed. The law 
gives him this amount; why should the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, with the law staring them in the face, take it away? I sub- 
mit that the amendment ought to prevail. I ask in all fairness 
that it be adopied. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I think we 
may well consider in this connection that the salary proposed in 
the bill is certainly as much as a great many of the States pay, 
For instance, I understand the great State of Nebraska, near 
these Territories, pays a salary of $2,500; yet we propose to give 
to this still unformed Territory $3,000. I know that ina number 
of the New Engiand States small salaries are paid to governors, 
some much smaller than this; and in a great many of the Western 
States, if I am not misinformed, the salary is not as large as that 
provided for this Territory in the bill. 

Inasmuch as it has been the practice of Congress for twenty 
years to make this appropriation, and inasmuch as this allowance 


| 1s certainly quite as large as a great many of the States allow to 
was called the Holman rule, at a trme when I believe Mr. Ran- | 
dall cn that side of the House was chairman of the Committee 


officers of a similar class, I think the salary appropriated in the 
bill might be allowed to remain as it has continued year after 
year, with no material change, whichever side had conirol of 
Congress. 

The question having been taken on the amendment of Mr. WIL- 
son of Arizona, 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 50, noes 37. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. Binguam and Mr. WILSson of 


| Arizona were appointed. 
gone back to the statutory provisions, but these have remained in | 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, 
noes 47. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. I desire to offer an amendmen 
changing the total of this appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 19, page 71, after the words “in all,” strike out ‘ $17,300" and insert 
**$18,500."" 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Territory of New Mexico: For governor, $3,000; chief justice, and four a 
sociate judges, at $3,000 each; secretary, $1,800, and interpreter and transiat 


Mr. RODEY. I move to amend by inserting, after the word 
‘“‘thousand,”’ in line 6, page 72, the words ‘‘ five hundred;”’ 80 as 
to make the salary of the governor of New Mexico $3,500; and to 
strike out in lines 7 and 8, on the same page, the words "one 
thousand eight hundred dollars ’’ and insert ‘* $2,500.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, this is exactly the same amendment just adopted 
with reference to the other Territory. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropria 
tions Cesires to be wholly consistent with the action it has taken 
in i nce to the other Territories. Without going into discus 
sion further, the matter may be left to the action of this com- 
mittee. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Robey, 
there were on a division (called for by Mr. Binauam)—ayes *, 
noes 34, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RODEY. I ask unanimous consent that the total amount 
of the paragraph be corrected in accordance with the vote just 
taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Record and Pension Office: For chief clerk, $2,000; 5 chiefs of divis! a, 
$2,000 each; 34 clerks of class 4; 53 clerks of class 3; 83 clerks of class ~; ™ 
clerks of classl; 48 clerks, at $1,000 each; engineer, $1,400; assistant cos ."'"") 
$900; 2 firemen; skilled mechanic, $1,000; 6 messengers; 38 assistant messehe’ vt 
meesenger boy, $360; 5 watchmen; superintendent of building, $v; 8»° 


In the absence of objection, that change 











1904. 


laborers; in all, $601,570; and all emnplorece 


L rovided for by this paragraph 
for the Record and Pension Office of the War Department shall be exclusively 
engaged on the work of this office for the fiscal year 1906. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
striking out in line 2 of page 77 the word “ thirty-four’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘ thirty-six.’”” The purpose of this amendment is simply 
to correct a misprint, the sum total of the appropriation remain- 
ing the same. 

The amendment of Mr. BINGHAM was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

So much of the naval appropriation act for the fiscal year 1888 as author- 
izes the Secretary of the Navy to employ, and pay out of the appropriations 
for new ships, such civilian expert aids, additional draftsmen, writers, copy- 
ists, and model makers on the designs therefor as may be necessary, is re- 
pealed, to take effect on and after July 1, 1904. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com- 
mittee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers a 
committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 23, 24, and 25 on page 85, and lines 1, 2, 3, and 4 on page 86, | 


and insert in lieuthereof the following: 

“On and after July 1, 1904, it shall not be lawful for the Secretary of the 
Navy to employ in the Navy Department at Washington, D. C., and pay out 
of the appropriations for new ships, any civilian expert aids, additional 
draftsman, writers, copyists, and model makers, except as herein or as may 
hereafter be specifically authorized.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The services of draftsmen and such other technical services as the Secre- 
tary of the Navy may deem necessary may be employed in the Bureaus of 
Construction and Repair and Steam Engineering to carry into effect the 
various appropriations for “Increase of the Navy,” to be paid from such ap- 
propriations: Provided, That the expenditures on this account for the fiscal 
year 1905 shall not exceed $120,000; a statement of the persons employed here- 
under and the compensation paid to each shall be made to Congress each year 
in the annual estimates. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, a committee amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 96, in line 13, after the word “of,” insert the words “ ordnance, 
equipment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the following in lieu of employees now authorized and paid from ap- 
propriations for ‘new ships:” For one clerk, at $1,100; five clerks, at $1,000 
each; three messenger boys, at $600 each; in all, $7,900. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, a committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers a 
committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

On page 99, in line 7, strike out the words “new ships” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ public works.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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Therefore we take up these clerks in the several paragraphs 
that we have passed, and make them a part of the establishment 
of the nayal administration in the Department, in order first that 
there shail be an exhibit of what the real subordinate force costs 
the Navy Department in administration, as well as an annual con- 
trol of that force in this bill, the same as we have control of every 
other department of the Navy. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All of these clerks, then, that are authorized 
under these two paragraphs—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Under all the paragraphs running to the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). 
nent force? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Become a part of the permanent force, as 
they virtually noware. The only variable force are the draftsmen. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But instead of being paid directly- 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are being paid directly by this appro- 
priation, and we take them up in our annual budget. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But you diminish, do you not, the appropri- 
ation that is made for new ships to the amount that is authorized 
to be paid to these clerks? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have heretofore. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Soitisan indirect way of doing this, is it not? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; this is the direct way. The other 
was the indirect way. The Secretary had authority under exist- 
ing law to draw upon the fund for the increase of the Navy for 
any unlimited subordinate force he desired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, has he that power now? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He has at this moment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ought he to have it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now we propose to stop it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does that stop it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itstopsit absolutely, and is recommended by 
the Secretary. 

I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 





Become a part of the perma- 





| sumed the chair, Mr. TAWNEY, Chairman of the Committee of the 


“Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 


mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 9480, the leg- 
islative appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the bill (S. 2300) to supplement and amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at or near Grays Point, Mo.,’’ approved January 


26, 1901; when the Speaker signed the same. 


The services of skilled draftsmen and such other technical services as the | 
Secretary of the Navy may deem necessary may be employed in the Bureau | 
of Yards and Docks to carry into effect the various appropriations for “‘ pub- | 


lic works” to be paid from such appropriations: Provided, That the expendi- 


tureson this account for the fiscal year 1905 shall not exceed $30,000; astatement | 


of the persons employed hereunder and the compensation paid to each shall 
be made to Congress each year in the annual estimates. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill the reason why these appropriations 
take this form? Why do you authorize an expenditure out of an 
sa for another use, rather than makean appropriation 

irect for it? 


Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that it comes | 


under the action of Congress a year ago, when the question was 
before the Committee on Appropriations as to the money expended 
by the Navy Department in the employment of subordinate force, 
and drawing from the general fund ‘‘ Increase of the Navy.”’ 

The gentleman, of course, is not familiar with the hearings, but 
it developed that the Secretary stated to the committee a year 
ago that he had uncontrollable authority under the law to draw 
upon the fund for the increase of the Navy, which runs to the 


millions of dollars for new ships, for the subordinate force in his | 


Department. 
the Congress, and submits to us his clerical force, under recognized 
assignments and salaries, now employed upon the per diem roll 
and paid from the allowances under the ‘‘ Increase of the Navy.”’ 

We called before us the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs and submitted to him the whole proposition, the general 
repeal of the law, the transfer of the clerks now employed under 
that appropriation, ‘‘ Increase of the Navy,’ as well as an addi- 
tional appropriation from the fund of the increase of the Navy of 
$120,000, in order that the Secretary might employ that variable 
quantity in employment called ‘‘draftsmen”’ and subordinates nec- 
essary to aid the draftsman force; and for the public-works appro- 
Priation $30,000. 


XXXVIII——47 


He comes to the committee, under the injunction of | 


' 





SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 32. Joint resolution to fill vacancies in the Board of Re- 
— of the Smithsonian Institution—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

S. 1753. An act for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2820. An act for the relief of Hamilton D. South—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Knapp, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Puso, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Davey of Louisiana, for two weeks, on account of im- 
portant business. 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
reprint of the bill (H. R. 4) entitled ‘‘A bill to prevent discrimi- 
nation against members of Indian tribes attending religious or 
private schools,’’ for the purpose of correcting the title on the 
back J bill, in which the word ‘ prevent’’ has been printed 
** permit.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, consent will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


APPOINTMENT OF CUSTOMS APPRAISER AT PITTSBURG, PA, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state cf the 
Union from the further consideration of the bill H. R. 6804 and 
to put it on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. RB. 6804) providing for the appointment of a customs appraiser at 
Pittsburg, Pa. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the customs collection district of 
Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, an appraiser, to be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and with com- 
pensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like the gentleman to make an explanation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman why it is 


necessary that the appointment of this man should be made with | 


the consent of the Senate? 
strike out those words. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I would rather not, I think that would 
be very unusual and would imperil the passage of the bill. This 
is a 'Tieasury bill, which is reported unanimously from:the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and there is quite a lengthy explana- 
tion of it in a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury addressed 
to the committee and embodied in the report. Sometwenty years 
ago, under a section of the Revised Statutes, the Secretary of the 
Treasury abolished the office of appraiser at the port of Pittsburg, 
and from that time on the duties of appraiser have been per- 
formed by various parties, first one and then the other, assigned 
to that duty by the collector of the port. This is an exceedingly 
bad practice, according to the officials of the Treasury. But the 
more especial and the most substantial reason for the appoint- 
ment of this officer now is that during the last five years the busi- 
ness of the port of Pittsburg has increased 300 per cent. Every 


other port of the country that has an amount of business corre- | 


sponding with that done at Pittsburg has its appraiser. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for.a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move you that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 4 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

Message from the President, transmitting a report by the Act- 
ing Secretary of State in regard to application of British embassy 
in behalf of Messrs. Gordon, Ironsides & Fares Company (Lim- 


ited), of Canada, for reimbursement of $7,626.08, alléged that the | 


United States customs authorities improperly exacted as duties on 
certain sheep and cattle in November, 1902. 

Message eth the President, transmitting a report from the 
Acting Secretary of State, with inclosure from the ambassador of 
the French Republic, relative to the desire of certain French cit- 


izens to present to this Government a reproduction of the bust of | 


Washington by David d@’Angers, which the donors wish to have 
ge in the Capitol, with recommendations that Congress accept 
the gift. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. transmitting the 
resignation of eee G. Cooke as manager—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report on projects of improvement 


of Warroad Harbor and Warroad River, Minnesota—to the Com- | 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with 
accompanying illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting official re- 
ports of the claim of the Imperial Coal Company, of Gibraltar— 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriations for public printing and bind- 
ing for the Interior Department—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 


of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submit- | 


ting an estimate of appropriation for Indian school, Truxton 
Canyon, Arizona—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for improvement at Ellis 


If he will consent, I will move to | 
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Island immigration station, New York—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Winthrops 
Cove, New London Harbor, Conne@ticut—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
| A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation 

relating to the pay for gunners of field artillery and inclosing th: 
draft of a bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
| to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Georgetown Harbor, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
| and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with accompanying illus- 





| trations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Mississippi River at Moline, Ill.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with accompanying illustra 
tions, 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a reply to the 
resolution of the House inquiring as to the expenditures in the 
enforcement of antitrust laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


| Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
| ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
| the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 
Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 2° 
| providing for the transfer of certain military rolls and recori 
from the Interior and other Departments to the War Department, 
| reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a repor' 
(No. 298); which said joint resolution and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 
Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6804) providing 
for the appointment of a customs appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa., ™ 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re} 
(No. 299); which said bill and report were referred to the ‘ 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tlic 
bill of the Senate (S, 652) making Chester, Pa., asubport of entry, 
and a bill of the House (H. R. 6808) on the~same subject, re- 
ported the Senate bill without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 300); which said bill and report were referred to 
House Calendar. The House bill accompanying the report wa 
ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 5767, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 9891) giving the consent.of Congress to 
the removal of the restrictions on the sale of Puyallup al! 
lands, and confirming and legalizing sales thereof since Marc 

| 1903, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 301); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delive: 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole Hou 
| as follows: 

Mr. GREGG, from the Committtee on War Claims, to whic) 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8817) for the relic! of 
the legal representatives of Alexander F. Butler, late of Lou's 
County, Va., reported the same without amendment, accompan'«( 
by a report (No. 297); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged fro™ 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were the 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Fred B. Willis—€ 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the (01: 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4941) granting a pension to Mary J. Wilson — 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to th 

Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 754) granting a pension to John M. Lawton—Col 
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mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2536) to suppress and prevent unfair and dishonest 
competition in trade—Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (H. R. 3810) granting an increase of pension to Susie G. 
Seabury—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7868) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9323) to amend so much of an act approved March 
8. 1903, as authorized the erection and completion of new build- 
ings for the accommodation of the United States naval hospital, 
Washington, D. C., as concerns the location thereof—Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 9585) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
McIntosh—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9616) granting a pension to Thomas Dagnon— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


follows: 


By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 9867) to provide for the purchase | 


a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Para- 


oO 
gould, in the State of Arkansas—to the Committee on Public | 
J 


suildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 9868) to establish a fish-hatching 
and fish station in the city of Sheboygan, Sheboygan County, 
State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Merchant Marne 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9869) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Beaverdam, in 
the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 9870) for the relief of farmers | 


and tobacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9871) to authorize the Buck- 
hannon and Northern Railroad Company, a corporation under the | 
laws of the State of West Virginia, to build a bridge across the | 
Monongahela River near the town of Rivesville, in the State of | 


West Virginia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 9872) providing for | 
the licensing of custom-house brokers—to the Committee on Ways | 


and Means. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 9873) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
San Diego, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9874) for an additional judge 
in the fourth judicial circuit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 9875) granting to the Davenport 
Water Power Company rights to construct and maintain wing 
dam, canal, and power station in the Mississippi River at Daven- 
port, lowa—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9876) making State historical societies desig- 
setae depositories of public documents—to the Committee on 

-rinting. P 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9877) to provide an 
eight-hour workday for post-office clerks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9878) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act making further provision for a civil govern- 
ment for Alaska, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 6, 1900— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9879) to in- 
crease the compensation of rural free-delivery carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 9880) toauthorize 


the maintenance of actions for negligence causing death in mari- | 


time cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 9881) providing for the adjust- 
ment and payment of accounts of laborers and mechanics arising 
under the e' ght-hour law—to.the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 9882) allowing 


two months’ extra pay to enlisted mén of the United States Navy | 


during the war with Spain who served outside the United States, 
and one month's extra pay to such as served within the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 





By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 9883) to fix the compensa- 
tion of light-house keepers and to provide for their retirement on 
half pay—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
| _Also,a bill (H. R. 9884) providing for the purchase of the Tem- 
| ple Farm, at Yorktown, Va., and for other purposes—to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9885) to provide for the erection of a public 
| building in the town of Suffolk, in the State of Virginia—to the 
| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
| Also (by request); a bill (H. R. 9886) granting Gould P. Austin, 
| of Phoebus, Va., permission to erect a building upon the Govern- 
| meht reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9887) to provide for acquirement, by condem- 

| nation, of lands at Cape Henry, Virginia, for the purpose of forti- 

| fication and coast defense—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

| By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 9888) appropriating $4,500,000 
for the purchase of submarine torpedo boats—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 9889) granting Gould P. 
| Austin, of Phoebus, Va., permission to erect a building upon the 
| Government reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va,—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 9890) to pension the Nebraska 
Territorial Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 9891) giving the consent of Congress to the removal 
| of the restrictions on the sale of Puyallup allotted lands, and 
confirming and legalizing sales thereof since March 3, 1903—to 
the House Calendar. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9892) giving the consent of Congress to the 
removal of the restrictions on the sale of Puyallup allotted lands— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 9898) to amend an act entitled 
**An act to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United States,’ approved July 24, 1897—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 9894) to in- 
| corporate the American Academy in Rome—to the Committee on 

the Library. 
3y Mr. VANDIVEER: A bill (H. R. 9895) providing for the erec- 
| tion of a public building at Cape Girardeau, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A resolution (H. Res. 140) for appoint- 
ment by the Secretary of War of a board of survey to determine 
the value of the Hygeia Hotel—to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 
| By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 141) authorizing 
chairman of the Committee on Kgrolled Bills to appoint addi- 
tional clerk—to the Committee on Accounts. 

3y Mr. WILLIAMSON: Memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Oregon, requesting Congress to pass a law increasing 
compensation of certain rural letter carriers of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the State of Oregon, con- 
cerning the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition—to the Com- 
miitee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 9896) granting a pension to 
Jane Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 9897) granting a pension to William New- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 9898) granting an increase of 
pension to Orsen Hauser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 9899) granting a pension 
to Frances Marilla Buell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9900) granting a pension to Charles B. Mont- 
gomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 9901) granting a pension 
to John M. Stoner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 9902) for the relief of Sam- 
uel T. King—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9903) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Harlan—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 9904) for the relief of Faxon, 
Horton & Gallagher and other parties—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 9905) granting an increase of 
| pension to Peter Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 9906) granting an increase 

of pension to Thomas P. Dunn—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9907) granting an increase of 
pension to John C. Dearing —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 9908) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Alden—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9909) granting a pension to George P. Bal- 
lough--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 9910) for the relief of Hugh 
O’Reilly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a vill (Hl. R. 9911) granting an increase of pension to 
Esther Skellie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

tls », a bill (H. R. 9 12) eri nting an inc rease of pension to Sinfon 


“B sy Mr. DW 1G HT: A bill (H. R. 991 3) for the relief of Joel 
Townsend—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9914) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence Mahoney—to the Committee on Invalid Pi nsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9915) granting an increase of pension to Irvin 
F. Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9916) granting a pension to Catharine A. Os- 


born—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 9917). granting a pension to Ger- 
trude Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 
estate of F. Z. Tucker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 9919) to amend the military 
record of Henry Keeler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9920) ‘for the | 
relief of the heirs of Nancy Montgomery—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 


Virginia Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 9922) granting an increase of 


pension to William J. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 9923) granting an increase of | 


pension to James C. Daly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS 
pension to Nathaniel Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9925) for the relief of A. T. Pieratt—to the | 


Committee on Claims 


sion to [ra Waldo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9927) for the relief of Alden K. Riley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 9928 
oo tz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 9922) granting 
a ncrease of pension to Frederick K. Bryan—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9930) granting a pension to Alfred Melvin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9931) authorizing the appointment and re- 
tirement of Charles Chaille-Long with the rank of colonel, United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 9932) granting a pension to 
Li'burn E. Taber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 9933) granting a pension to 
Marvin Coshun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Germaine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9935) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph Wiley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9936) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Peter O. Wellington—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9937) granting an increase of pension to Oli- 
ver J. Conant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 9938) granting an increase 
of pension to Manning D. Birge—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 9939) granting a pension to 
Martha Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9940) granting a pension to Marie Ferguson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 9941) to place Dr. Henry 
Smith on the retired list of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9942) granting a pension to Emma V. Sim- 
monds—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 9948) granting a pension to Thomas Allen— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9944) granting a pensivun to Frances A. | 
Almy—to the Committee on Pensions. 





| the ¢ 
FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 9918) for the relief of the | 


) granting apension to Jacob | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9945) granting a pension to Mrs. J. MéDon- 
ald Armistead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9946) for therelief of Mary Cornick—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9947) for the relief of Charles Candy—to 


| the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9948) for the relief of the widow of Joseph 
Culley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Mary L. Bernard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9950) for the relief of William Edward 
Bailey—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9951) for the relief of Louisa S. Guthrie, 


| widow and executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased—to the Com- 
| mittee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9952) for the relief of Martha Louisa Whit- 


| taker—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9953) for the relief of the Western Branch 
japtist Church, Virginia—to the Committee on War Clainis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9951) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas G. 
Vright—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9955) for the relief of George W. Wood—to 
JSommittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9956) for the relisf of Mrs. Mary Lowe and 
Mrs. Angelina L. Thorpe, daughters of the late Isaac Murphy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9957) for the relief of E. J. Seeds—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9958) for the relief of the First Baptist 


| Church, Suffolk, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9959) for the relief of Mary E. O. Dashiell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9960) for the relief of Charles Cox—to the 


| Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9961) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Augustus Thomas—to the Commit- 


| tee on Military Affairs. 
: A bill (H. R. 9924) granting an increase of | 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9962) for 


| the relief of the Primitive Baptist Church, colored, of Huntsville, 


Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 9963) granting a pension to 


| Grace Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9926) granting am increase of pen- | 


3y Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9964) for the relief of Ar- 
lington C. Denike—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 9965) for the relief of R. R. Aycock— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9966) for the relief of W. T. Newbiil—to the 


| Committee on War Claims. 


3y Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9967) for the relief of 
Mrs. Elizabeth M. Brickel), late widow of John P. Law, as special 
agent of the thirteenth district of Mlinois provost-marshal-gen- 
eral’s office, United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9968) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter P. Roberts—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9969) granting 
an increase of pension to James Frederick-—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9970) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 9 071) to place 
David Robertson, sergeant, first class, Hospital Corps, on the re- 
tired list of the United States Army—to the Commitee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 9972) forthe relief of Wil- 
liam A. Clark—to the Committee on Claims. 

Alo,a bill (H. R. 9973) granting a pension to Augusta D. Mur- 
dock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9274) granting a pension toJuha J. Hubbie— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Amelia Perkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9976) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9977) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Hibbord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 9978) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Iverson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9979) granting an increase of pension to Ezra 
Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9980) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
A. Haradon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9981) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall—to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 9982) granting an increase of pen- 


' sion toGeorgeR. Roraback—to the Committee on Invalid P: wanes. 
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By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 9983) to correct the military 
record of Wade H. Newman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 9984) granting a pension to 
Joseph Osthelder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9985) providing for do- 
pation of lots A, B, K, and L, in block 89, in Fort Dalles military 
addition to The Dalles, Oreg., as shown on the plat of the city of 
The Dalles and surroundings, and filed in the local land office at 
The Dalles, Oreg., to the Oregon Historical Society—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9986) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael McKenna—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 9987) granting an increase 
of pension to Jones Adler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9988) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9989) granting a pension to William C. Kin- 
yon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

“ Also, a bill (H. R. 9990) granting a pension to John Bartmann— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9991) to correct the military record of Addi- 
son Tennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS:’A bill (H. R. 9992) for the relief of B. L. 
Davis—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9993) granting a pension to Absolem Hobbs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9994) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Combs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 9995) granting an increase 
of pension to Amanda Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 9996) granting a pension to Henry 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 9997) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William A. Duncan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 9998) for the 
relief of James S. McDonogh, Harry A. Hegarty, and James A. 
Toomey, for professional services rendered and costs expended in 
case of United States against Robert West—to the Committee on 

Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8903, grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah F’. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 
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No. 178, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of New York Produce Exchange, 
favoring deepening the Harlem channel—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing arbitration of international questions—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill granting a pension to 
Gertrude Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange, favoring arbitration treaties between the United States 
and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of New York Produce Exchange, urging legis- 
lation to deepen the Harlem or Bronx Kills to 18 feet—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill to correct military 
record of Henry Keeler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Denver Chamber of Commerce, in relation to 
ship subsidies—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Grain Dealers’ National Association, in re- 
lation to inspection of grain at terminal markets—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Grocers’ Association of Rockford, Il., in re- 





| lation to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate 
, and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolution of Rutland Post, No. 293, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Illinois, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petition of pastor and con- 
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Vineland, N. J.; 
also, petition of pastor and congregation of the West Baptist 
Church; also, petition of pastor and congregation of First Baptist 
Church, favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: Petition of the Northern Cali- 
fornia Indian Association, praying for the relief of the landless 
Indians of northern California—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolution of the New York Produce 
Exchange, in opposition to the inspection of grain by the Govern- 
ment at terminal markets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 


| ing arbitration treaties between United States and foreign coun- 


tries—to the Committee on Foreign Afffirs. 
Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring 
the deepening of the Harlem or Bronx Kills—to the Committee on 


By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Baltimore | Rivers and Harbors. 


Chamber of Commerce, relating to reorganization of the consular 
seryice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 6823, grant- 
ing increase of pension to S. R. Pollard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7307, granting increase of 
pension to Mary Tichenor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Sam Montieth Post, No. 172, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Fennimore, Wis., in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolution of Robert Anderson Post, No. 
68, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waterloo, Iowa; J. W. 
McKenzie Post, No. 81, Grand Army of the Republic, of Hamp- 
ton, lowa, and James Roller Post, No. 220, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Clarksville, Iowa, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of the Western Retail Im- 
plement Dealers’ Association, favoring amendment to Senate bill 
1261 so as to exempt inter and mutual insurance companies—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Letter of M. E. Smith & Co., against pas- 
sage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill to correct mili- 
tary record of Samuel T. King—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Charles A. Clark Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Ridgefarm, Ill., and Gilman Post, Grand 


Army of the Republic, Gilman, Ill., favoring passage of a service- | 


Pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Los Angeles, Cal., approving construction of a trail up Mount 
Whitney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolutions of William D. Wilkins Post, 
No. 91; Genera] Wool Post, No. 164, and Julius T. Barrett Post, 











Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Supervisors’ 
Highway Convention, at Albany, N. Y..in favorof the Brownlow 
bill relative to road improvement—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favoring improvement in the harbor channels of the port 


| of New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. GOULDEN: Papers to accompany bill to pension Vir- 


ginia Boyd--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GREENE: Resolution of the Citizens’ Trade Association 
of Cambridge, Mass., favoring arbitration treaties between 
United States and foreign countries—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Massachusetts State Board of Trade, against 
discrimination in freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Boston Fruit Commerce Exchange, favoring 
enactment of law prohibiting alteration of published tariff rates of 
freight—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
amendment to laws requiring inspection of sailing vessels—to the 
| Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisherics. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of A. B. Sturges Post, No. 
| 738, Grand Army of the Republic, of Sturgis, Mich., in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Resolutions of Todd Post, No. 115, and Bel- 
knap Post, No. 515, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Iowa, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


271, Grand Army of the Republic, Bethel, Ohio, against placing 
a statue of Gen. Robert E. Lee in Statuary Hall, in the Capitol 
building, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of Kilpatrick Post, No. 189. Grand Army of 


By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Resolution of L. W. Frazier Post, No. 
the Republic, Goshen, Ohio, against placing statue of Gen. Robert 
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E. Lee in Statuary Hall, Capitol building, Washington, D. C.—to | 4 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolution of the Baltimore Chamber of Com- | 
merce, in favor of consular reform-—to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Holden Putman Post, No. 646, Grand Army | 
of the Republic, of Shannon, I1.; William H. Thompson Post, No. | 
308, Grand Army of the Republic, of Paw Paw, il.; John L. Hos- | 
tetter Post, No. 785, Grand Army 
Ill., and Amboy Post, No 572, Grand Army of the Republic, of | 
Amboy, Ill., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Resolution of the Chamber al 
Commerce of Honolulu, Hawaii, against passage of Senate bill | 
289—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Bar Association of Honolulu, Hawaii, ask- 
ing increase of justices for supreme court from three to five—to 
the Committve on the Territories. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of General Wilson Post, No. 482, | 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Kellogg, Iowa, in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. LITTLE: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 9594, for the 
relief of William A. Denton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolution of Berneman Post, ‘No. 79; 
Harry Rust Post, No. 54,.and William K. Kimball Post, No. 148, | 
Grand Army ofthe Republic, Department of Maine; and Twenty- 
third Regiment Association,of Maine, in favor of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of ae Resolutions of La Grange | 
Post, No. 97, Grand Army of the Republic, of Windom, Minn., 
and of Stephen Miller Post, No. 139, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Woodstock, Minn., in favor of a service-pension law—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 1150, for | 
the relief of Hiram Lodge, No. 7, Free and Accepted Masons, of 
Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of business men and citizens of Penn | 
Yan, N. Y., in opposition to parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Paper to accompany bill providing for a pub- | 
lic building at Kewanee, Henry County, Ill.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of the Retail Merchants’ Association, Geneseo, | 
Ill., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of T. T. Dow Post, No. 290, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Dlinois, in favor of a service-pension | 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of Knights of Maccabees of Galesburg, [ll., against | 

ssage of Dryden bill—to the Committee on the Post- Office and | 

-ost-Roads. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of business people of Beardstown, 
Il... against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the | 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Downing Post, No. 321, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Virginia, Ill., in favor of a service-pension bill—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
for the relief of the Primitive Baptist Church, of Huntsville, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. ~° 

By Mr. RIDER: Petition of Charles Houghton, in favor of the | 
construction of the Harlem Kill section of the Harlem Ship 
Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the New York Preachers’ Meeting, in rela- 
tion to the treatment of naval chaplains—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Papers to accompany claim | 
of John Lacotts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions adopted by the board of man- 
agers of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring the deepening 
of the Harlem (Bronx) Kills to 18 feet—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing arbitration treaties between the United States and foreign | 
countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted by representatives of grain exchanges, 
declaring against Government inspection of grain at terminal | 
markets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade | 
and Transportation, favoring passage of bill to improve the Bronx 
Kills, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ei. resolutions of the Paint, as and a a a 

or. ing against trade-mark patent laws ba—to t 

— 





| 
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| ing an increase of mar to George B. Fairhead—to the Com. 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolution of the America; 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, in opposition to 
bill H. R. 3573—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Supervisors’ 
| Highway Convention, in favor of the Brownlow bill, relating to 
road improvement—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club of New 
York, in relation to trade-marks, patents, labels, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, resolution of the New York Préachers’ Meeting, in re), 
tion to the treatment of naval chaplains—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association. in 
relation to the inspection of in at terminal markets—to ! 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favoring the improvement of the harbor channels of the 
Brooklyn water front—to the Committee on Rivers and Harb«: 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the New Haven and Coast: 
wise Lumber Dealers’ Association, in favor of a bill to establish 
a forest reserve in the White Mountains—to the Committee on 


| Agriculture. 


By Mr. REID: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Little Roc 


| Ark., relative to the improvement of the Mississippi River—tv the 8 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions adopted by representatives of 
grain exchanges, declaring against Government inspection of 
grain at terminal markets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions favoring arbitration treaties between the 
pee States and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of New York Produce Exchange, favoring pas- 
sage of bill to improve the Bronx Kills, New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolutions of Concord Post, No. a 
| Scott Post, No. 43; Lucius Taylor Post, No. 274, and Morg 


| Parker Post, No. 281, Grand Army of the Republic, enactment 


of Michigan, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committe: 


| on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WACHTER: Resolutions of Dushane Post, No. 3, and 
| of Guys Post, No. 16,Grand Army of the Republic, of Baltin 
Md., favoring the passage of a service-pension law—to the U: 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Baltimore Federation of Labor, in opposition 
to Senate bill providing for the payment of advanced wages in the 
coastwise trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Eastor 


| Md., for passage of bill to forbid nullification of State liquor law: 


also, from same organization, petition in favor ofa bill to fo. 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in buildings owned or used by ' 
United States Government—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liq 
uor Traffic. 

By Mr. WADE: Resolutions of Shelby Norman Post. No. 25! 
and Henry Seibert Post, No. 250, Grand Army of the Repu! 
Department of Iowa, in favor of a service-pension bill—to | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Claus Groth Gilde, of Davenport, Iowa, pr 


| testing against —— of Hepburn bill relating to interstate liquor 


traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of citizens of Urbana, MI11., pro‘ 
ing against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Comu1\' 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


ce 
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THURSDAY, January 14, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everert Ha er. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday * 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand @p 
proved, 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 


_ tempore laid before the Senate 4: 

tary of the Navy, transmitting, 11" 
sponse to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement concer! ing 
buildings and quarters rented by the Navy 1ent in the 
District of Columbia and the States and Territories; which - 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, an¢ 


The PRESIDENT 


By Mr. SHERMAN: Paper toaccompany bill H. R. 8410, grant- | ordered to be printed. 














LABOR TROUBLES IN COLORADO. 


Mr. SCOTT. The memorial I presented yesterday from the 
mine owners of Colorado was not signed. I am authorized to 
have it signed by C. C. Hamlin, secretary of the Mine Owners 
and Operators’ Association of Colorado. I ask unanimous consent 
that it —— 80 signed. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia asks that a correction may be made; that the paper pre- 
sented by him and ordered to be printed in the Recorp and also 
as a Senate document may receive the signature of the secretary 
ef the Mine Owners and Operators’ Association of Colorado. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


e MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 6804) providing for the appointment of a customs 
appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa.; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2300) to supplement and amend an act 
entitled ““An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Grays Point, Mo,” approved Jan- 
uary 26, 1901; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Phil Kearny Post, No. 


7, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of | 


Muskegon, Mich., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. SCOTT mted a 
artment of 


law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a memorial of the 
Sailors’ Union of the Pacific of Aberdeen, Wash., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation relative to the payment of 


allotment in the coastwise trade; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Spokane Lumbermen’s As- 
sociation and the Western Pine Shippers’ Association, of Spokane, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of General Harney | 
rand Army of the Republic, | 
of Sanford, Fla., praying for the enactment of a service-pension | 
| Temperance Union of Beverly; of the congregation of the Wesley 


Post, No. 16, Department of Florida, 


law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CULLOM 
Bellflower; of Jo 


petition of Philippi Post, No. 106, De- | 
est Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of | 
Vest Virginia, praying for the enactment of a service-pension | 
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—— petitions of Stark Post, No. 760, of | 
n Thompson Post, No. 748, of Caseyville; of | 


Luke Mayfield Post, No. 516, of Girard; of A. J. Smith Post, No. | 
779, of Hanna City; of McIiwain Post, No. 273, of Vandalia; of | 


Joseph Shaw Post, No. 235, of Annapolis; of Caulterville Post, 


No. 259, of Caulterville; of Amboy Post, No. 572, of Amboy: of | 


Viola Post, No. 440, of Viola; of West Salem Post, No. 222, of 
West Salem; of Brown Culley Post, No. 571,of Thebes; of Colonel 
Ellsworth Post, No. 669, of Columbus; of A. C. Harding Post, No. 
127, of Roseville; of N. B. Buford Post, No. 246, of Piasa; of 
Jacob Fry Post, No. 193, of Roodhouse; of Cooling Post, No. 316. 
of Byron; of William H. Thompson Post, No. 308, of Pawpaw: of 
Holder Putman Post, No. 646. of Shannon; of Burrell Post, No. 
744, of Plainfield; of General T. W. Sweeny Post, No. 275, of Bar- 
rington; of David Hill Post, No. 532, of Elizabeth; of Charleston 
Post, No. 271, of Charleston; of McKane Smythe Post, No. 673, 


of Brownstown; of Ed Kitchell Post, No. 159, of Elliottstown; of | 


Anna Post, No. 548, of Anna; of Sedgwick Post, No. 305, of Gard- 
ner; of Samuel McAdams Post, No. 497, of Sorento; of J. J. An- 
derson Post, No. 488, of Wayne City; of Colonel Raith Post, No. 


587, of O’Fallon; of Tom Smith Post, No. 345, of Metropolis; of | 
Burden Post, No. 494, of Charmahon; of Simeon Walker Post, No. | 
629, of Richview; of S. H. Saunders Post, No. 393, of Arcola; of | 
Gilman Post, No. 186, of Gilman; of Charles A. Clark Post, No. | 


184, of Ridgefarm; of W. S. Hancock Post, No. 560, of Chicago, 
and of Nauvoo Post, No. 207, of Nauvoo, all of the Department of 
Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of James B. Steadman Post, 
No. 198, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, 
and a petition of Milton Williams Post, No. 304, Department of 
Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Michigan, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





Anti-Saloon League, of Concord, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prevent the giving of tax-receipt stamps for 
the sale of intoxicating liquor in prohibition States, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also nted a petition of the New Hampshire Anti-Saloon 
League, of Concord, N. H., and the petition of J. M. Durrell, of 
Dover, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE P esented a petition of the Anti-Saloon 
League of Ladoga, Ind., and a petition of the congregations of 
the Baptist, Methodist E iepenccandl Presbyterian churches of 
Goodland, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal, Memorial Presbyterian, and Christian churches, 
all of Rockville, in the State of Indiana, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rezp Smoor. a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Northfield, Vt., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings and also to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chittenden County Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Burlington, Vt.. ;raying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the American Lead Pen- 
cil Company, of Hoboken, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the annexation of Santo Domingo to the 


| United States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the First 
Presbyterian, Methodist Episcopal, First Baptist, and West Bap- 
tist churches, all of Vineland, in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Morristown; of the Young Men’s Christian Asso- 
ciation of Madison; of the Woman's Foreign Missionary Society 
of Beverly; of the congregation 7 Presbyterian Church of 
Beverly; of the Paragraph Club™of Beverly; of the Woman’s 
Home Missionary Society of Beverly; of the Woman’s Christian 


Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pleasantville; of the St. John’s 
Methodist Protestant Church, of Pleasantville; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Pleasantville; of the con- 
gregation of the Baptist Church of Pleasantville; of the congre- 
gation of the Salem Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pleasantville, 
and of the Ladies’ Auxiliary of Lincoln Post, No. 11, Department 
of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, of Newark, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoor, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented a memorial of the board of directors of 
the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, 
of Abilene, Rans., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation relative to the suppression of fraudulent insurance com- 
panies; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pratt County, of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winfield, of the Ministerial Union of Newton. and 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Glen- 
elder, all in the State of Kansas, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Rezp Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. ; 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Alden, Horton, 
Stockton, and Windom, all in the State of Kansas, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of Levi Whitney Post, No. 29, 
of Appleton; of MM. L. Deveraux Post, No. 43, of Janesville. and 


| of Stephen Miller Post, No. 139, of Woodstock, all of the Depart- 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the New Hampshire ' which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ment of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of 
Minnesota, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
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He also presented a memorial of the Sailors’ Union of the Pa- 
cific, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation relative to 
the payment of allotment in the coastwise trade; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a memorial of the Bay and River Steam- 
boatmens’ Union of San Francisco, Cal., and a memorial ot the 
Sailors’ Union of the Pacific of San Francisco, Cal., remo.strat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation relative to the payment 
of allotment in the coastwise trade; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Bailey Post, No. 4, Department of 
West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of Huntington, 
W. Va., anda petition of Kendall Post, No. 86, Department of 
West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of West Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of River- 
side, Los Angeles, Vacaville, Pomona, Villa Park, Covina, Santa 
Barbara, Fresno, Gilroy, and Plaquemine, all in the State of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; 
nes were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oacs. 


He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | 


ance Union of Media; of the congregations of the Reformed 
Episcopal and Grace United Episcopal churches, of Lancaster; of 
the Ladies’ Foreign Missionary Society of Mifflinburg; of the 


Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Salem; of the Metho- | 
dist Episcopal Sunday School of Fortyfort; of the Home Mission- | 


ary Society of Fortyfort; of the Civic Club of Harrisburg; of the 
congregation of the Christian Church of Fortyfort; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Equinunk; of the congregation of 
the United Presbyterian Church of New Bedford; of the cengre- 
gation of the Central Presbyterian Church, of Newcastle; of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Neshannock; of the First United 
Presbyterian Church of New Wilmington; of the congregation of 
the Lutheran Church of Newcastle; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Newcastle; of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Camp Run; of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Westfield; of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Oak Grove; of the congregation 
of the Third United Presbyterian Church of Newcastle; of the 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Rich Hill; of the con- 
gregation of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Newcastle; of 
the congregation of the Second Presbyterian Church of Newcastie; 


of the congregation of the Park Christian Church, of Newcastle; | 
of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Bethel; | 


of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of New- 


castle, and of the congregation of Mahoningtown Presbyterian | 


Church, of Newcastle, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Tucson, Ariz., remonstrating against the union of Arizona and 


New Mexico as one State; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Clima. Me., 
and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lisbon, Ohio. praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

STATE CLAIMS FOR REIMBURSEMENT. 

Mr. PETTUS. From the Committee on Military Affairs I re- 
port back with an amendment the bill (S. 1348) to amend an act 
approved March 3, 1899, entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to reimburse the governors of States and Territories for 
expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States to raise 


and organize, and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of the | 


United States in the existing war with Spain,’ approved July 8, 
1898,”’ etc., and for other purposes; and I submit a report thereon. 

I ask leave to say that this bill is the same in substance as one 
which was passed by the Senate in the last Congress. 

Congress authorized the payment to the States of certain ex- 
penses incurred by them during the Spanish war. Some States 
neglected to make presentation. 
in part only. Then there was a conflict of ruling in the Audi- 
tor’s office of the Treasury Department. There was a limitation 
on the act. The only effect of this proposed act as it is now pre- 
sented is to extend the limitation until 1906, and also to allow the 
Secretary of the Treasury to review his rulings or the rulings in 
his Department in reference to these claims. 

I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 


The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the 


Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. The first section proposes to amend section 6 of the act ap- 


Other States made presentation | 
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roved March 8, 1899, by striking therefrom the words ‘‘ nineteen 
undred and two’’ and inserting in Keu thereof the words ‘ nine- 
teen hundred and six;’’ so that tke same shall read: 

Sxo. 6. That all claims for reimbursement under this act or the act ap- 
proved July 8, 1898, shall be presented in itemized form to the Treasury De- 
partment on or before January 1, 1906, or be forever barred. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was to 
strike out all of section 2 and to substitute a new section 2, to 
read as follows: 

Src. 2. That any claim or any item of a claim heretofore 
the provisions of said acts, aoarerss July 8, 1898, and Marc 
tively, and disallowed by any Auditor, the Comptroller, or any other officog 
of the Treasury Department, shall, on application of the governer or other 
duly authorized officer or agent of the State or Territory made on or before 
the Ist day of January, 1906, be reopened, considered, audited, and settled 

| anew by said officers of the Treasury Department in accordance with the 
provisions of said acts. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

| ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 

| the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALGER. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 968) to grant an honorable discharge 

| from the military service to Robert C. Gregg, reported it without 
| amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2870) granting an honorable 
discharge to John W. Tiffany, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 
| Mr. FULTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
| whom was referred the bill (S. 1501) for the relief of James F. 
| McIndoe, to report it favorably without amendment, and I submit 
_areport thereon. I ask for its immediate consideration. 
| Mr. HALE. Let us get through with the regular order of 
| business first before considering any bill. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
| bill goes to the Calendar. 
Mr. LODGE. from the Committe2 on Foreign Relations,to whom 
| was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 12th 
| instant, proposing to appropriate $55,000 to provide at a number 

of the principal consulates fifty clerks, who shall be American 
| citizens and shall receive not more than $1,200 a year in any one 
| case, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Re'ations, 
reported an amendment proposilig to appropriate $4,000 for con- 
sul-general at Mukden, China, and $4,000 for consul at Antung, 
China, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
, tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro- 

| posing to fix the salary of the consul at Turks Island at $1,200 per 
annum, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and. consular 
appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro- 
posing to appropriate $3,500 for consul at Dalny, China, intended 
to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 8410) to extend to citizens 
of the United States who were owners, charterers. masters, offi- 
cers, and crews of certain vessels registered under the laws of the 
United States, and to citizens of the United States whose claims 
were rejected because of the American citizenship of the claim- 
ants, or of one or more of the owners, by the international com- 
mission appointed pursuant to the convention of February 8, 1896, 
between the United States and Great Britain, the relief heretofore 
granted to and received by British subjects in respect of damages 
for unlawful seizures of vessels or cargoes, or both, or for dam- 
nifying interference with the vessels or the voyages of vessels en- 
gaged in sealing beyond the 8-mile limit and beyond the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, in accordance with the judgment of 
the fur-seal arbitration at Paris, in its award of August 15, 1893, 
and so that justice shall not be denied to American citisens which 
has been so freely meted out to British subjects; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 8411) for the relief of Andrew 
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


resented under 
8, 1899, respec- 


third reading, read 











1904. 


-_ 





Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3412) granting an increase 
of pension to John Crandall; which was read twice by its title. 
\‘r. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of John Crandall for an increase of pension, together with the 
affidavits of Dr. David Wise, I. Y. Byers, N. E. Wade, Bert Webb, 
and William H. Waters. I move that the bill and accompanying 

papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 3413) granting a pension 
to Henry P. Howard; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3414) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Wheeler; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; whieh were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8415) granting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 

eynolds; 
= bill (S. 8416) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 

llen; and 
pee pill (S. 8417) granting a pension to Garrett V. Chamberlin. 


Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (8. 3418) to provide for the | 
payment of medical expenses of sick officers and enlisted men of | 


the Army while absent from duty with leave or on furlough; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 3419) to reimburse John W. 


Moffit for loss suffered by Indian depredation in the county of | 


Klamath, in the State of California, in the year 1863; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 3420) authorizing the Secre- 


tary of War to adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Der- | 


rick and Wrecking Company, and making an appropriation to 
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He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 3432) granting an increase of pension to Rosaline V. 
Campbell; 

A bill (S. 3433) granting a pension to Daniel M. Yeager; 

A bill (S. 3484) granting a pension to Edgar Travis; and 

A bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to Mazilla Lester (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3486) for the relief of Joseph Loudermilk; 

A bill (S. 3487) for the relief of Elijah M. Hart; 

A bill (S. 3488) for relief of Alice M. Stafford, administratrix 
of the estate of Capt. Stephen R. Stafford; and 

A bill (S. 3489) providing for the payment of the amounts due 
the employees in and the contractors who furnished castings to 
the United States armory at Harpers Ferry, Va., from January 
1, 1861, to April 19, 1861, inclusive (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3440) to revoke sentence 
and establish the military record of Capt. George G. Lovett, 
Company K, One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, war of the rebellion of 1861 to 1865; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8441) granting a pension to Harriet Shroeter: 

A bill (S. 8442) granting an increase of pension to William S, 


| Underdown; and 


satisfy such claim of $237.86, or so much thereof as may be nec- | 


essary; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8421) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Derrick and 
Wrecking Company, and making an appropriation of $1,800, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to satisfy such claim; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3422) granting an increase 
of pension to Ransom M. Fillmore; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 3423) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph H. Ottey; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3424) to authorize the removal 
of structures from Indian allotments in Minnesota; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 8425) for the relief of the 
estate of James H. Hardesty, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3426) for the relief of the estate of 
Henry Gannon, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3427) to authorize the Williamson 
Coal Company (Incorporated) to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big 
Sandy River near Williamson, W. Va., where the same forms 
the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Ken- 
tucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 3428) to provide for the im- 
provement and enlargement of the Fort Scott (Kans.) National 
Cemetery, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 8429) for the relief of the 
heirs of Benjamin F. Ball, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
miitee on Claims, 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 8430) to authorize the Buck- 
hannon and Northern Railroad Company, a corporation under the 
laws of the State of West Virginia, to build a bridge across the 
Monongahela River near the town of Rivesville, in the State of 

Vest Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8431) to amend the act of February 
8, 1897, entitled “‘An act to prevent the carrying of obscene liter- 
ature and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from 
che State or Territory into another State or Territory,”’ so as to 
Prevent the importation and exportation of the same; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


A bill (S. 3448) granting an increase of pension to John Linn 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3444) for the relief of 
Philip Loney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 3445) for the relief of 
James Boro, Mary Boro, and the estate of James Boro, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3446) for the relief of James E. 
Meacham; which was read twice byits title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 3447) for the relief of Mi- 
chael B. Ryan, son and administrator de bonis non of John S. 
Ryan, deceased, late of Charleston, S. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the various Post-Office resolutions 
are by order of the Senate to come up directly after the routine 
morning businessis disposed of to-day. I had intended to take the 
floor for a short time upon those resolutions, and so announced 
yesterday. But the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. LaTm™er}] 
desires at the conclusion of the routine business to-day to submit 
some remarks, and he has given notice to that effect. 

Other Senators have requested me not to be in the way, as they 
desire to debate other matters which have been before the Senate 
for the last day or two. I see the force of that, and while I want 
these resolutions out of the way, I ask that they be postponed 
until Monday morning, giving room for all Senators to discuss 
other matters, and that then they shall be taken up immediately 
after the routine morning business. It gets me out of the way of 
other Senators who desire to speak upon other matters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the various resolutions touching the 
Post-Office Department investigation be postponed until Monday 
morning immediately after the routine morning business. Is 
there Objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 
EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON THE PHILIP- 

PINES. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Philippines be authorized to emplo 5 


a stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary,-to report such ‘testi- 
mony as may be taken by said committee and its subcommittees in connection 


| with Senate bill 2257, such stenographer to be paid from the contingent fund 
| of the Senate. 


REPORT ON AFFAIRS IN ALASKA. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I should like to occupy the 


| Senate just abouta minute to makea correction that I think 


| 


ought to be made. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 


The Senator from Colorado. 
On Tuesday the junior Senator from In- 


| diana |Mr. BEVERIDGE] presented the report of the subcummittee 
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appointed to visit Alaska, and in the course of his remarks he 
made a statement with reference to myself which is not altogether 
accurate. I was not here when the report was presented. I 
know the Senator from Indiana was in error, through mistake or 
inadvertence, and I simply wish to correct that error. The part 
of his remarks I call attention to is as follows: 


I direct the particular attention of the Senate to the feature of this report 
upon transportation, which is of immense value. Indeed every line of this 
valuable document is weighty with facts and sound judgment. 


Then— 


The recommendations are the recommendations of the entire subcom- 


mittee, with the exception of one concerning the Delegate, from which the | 


junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrrrson) dissents. 

That would create the impression that I objected to the appoint- 
ment of a Delegate from the district of Alaska. The only differ- 
ence between myself and the rest of the committee is that I believe 
a Territorial form of government is entirely feasible for the dis- 
trict of Alaska; that it should be erected into a Territory and 
have its own legislature, and as a Territory send its Delegate, so 
= it may be represented in Washington and on the floor of the 

ouse. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the remarks of the junior 
Senator from Colorado are both accurate and appropriate. He 
was not here at the time I presented the report of the subcommit- 
tee and made my remarks upon it. 

I had understood that the entire report of the subcommittee 
was agreed toand was the reportas to facts of the whole subcom- 
mittee, and that as to recommendations it was the unanimous re- 
port of the subcommittee with the single exception of the recom- 


mendation for a Delegate, to which I had understood the Senator | 
from Colorado dissents. That was inaccurate in the respect the | 
He is not against a Delegate from the Territory, | 
of government in addition | 


Senator states. 
_ he insists on a Territorial form 
thereto. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is right. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Since having been apprised of this I have 
taken the liberty, which sometimes prevails in the Senate, of 
amending my remarks so as to show the correct attitude of the 
Senator from Colorado as he privately explaimed it to me. 


INTERVENTION IN COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 78, by Mr. GorMAN, calling 
upon the President for certain information touching former ne- 
gotiations of the United States with the Government of New 
Granada or Colombia, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Latimer] desires to address the Senate on another 
matter this morning, I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may go over until to-morrow morning, not losing its place. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There was another agreement made yes- 
terday in regard to the resolution. 

Mr. BURTON. We can not hear the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that previous notice has been 
given by the junior Senator from South Carolina, who desires to 
address the Senate on an entirely different matter this morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that; and I suppose this resolu- 
tion will not be taken up for consideration until after the Senator 
from South Carolina has made his speech on the other question. 
After that there are two or three Senators who desire to speak on 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr.GORMAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Mary- 
land allow the Chair to make a suggestion? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is that he ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution may be taken up immediately after 
the conclusion of the speech of the Senator from Sonth Carolina. 
6 Mr. GORMAN. I am giad to adopt the suggestion of the 

hair. 

The PRESIDENT _ tempore. To that request the Chair 
hears no objection. That order is made. 

SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I desire to make an inquiry. 
I introduced a resolution yesterday, and asked for the considera- 
tion of the same, calling for certain papers from the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. I should like to know what the status 
ofthat resolution will be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the ruling of the Chair 
made yesterday, on account of a former ruling of the presiding 
officer of this body, the resolutions will retain their place on the 
table until they have had one day in court. 

Mr. PATTE N. All resolutions? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Sothe Senator's resolution will 
come up whenever we get to it. 
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Mr. KEAN. What resolution is that? 
Mr. PATTERSON. The one the Senator spoke to me abou! 
little while ago. 
Mr. KEAN. I propose to move to refer it to the Committes o» 
| Interstate Commerce. 


ROADS AND ROAD BUILDING. 


Mr. LATIMER. I ask that the resolution which I submit{« 

| may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before th, 

| Senate a resolution, which will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Latimer oy 
| the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby. direc 
to furnish the Senate such information as he may have relative to the 
constructing public roads in the United States and in foreign countries. 47;j 
such other information on the subject of roads and road building as ma 
of use in considering the subject of highway improvement, 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. President, the question that I present to 
the Senate to-day is not anewone. It has agitated the minds not 
only of the common people, but of the greatest statesmen in a]! 

|'ages. From the earliest time road building has been among the 
first improvements that received attention from associated }odivs 
| of people. It is not a new question in our own country. In this 
| body it has received the attention of many of our leading states- 
men, and I may say that with few exceptions all of them who 
| have left a record upon this subject took the position that the reve- 
nues of the Federal Government could not used to better pur- 
pose than for the improvement of the common roads. While 
| they did not always agree as to the power of the General Govern- 
ment to undertake the work, most of them thought that it should 
be done by the Government or under its supervision, even if a 
constitutional amendment were necessary. 
INJUSTICE OF PRESENT SYSTEM. 

About one-third of our people, at the present time, bear the 
total responsibility and cost of the construction and improvement 
of the common roads. They are the people who live in th: n- 
try districts, and who constitute the mud sill upon which is built 
the political and industrial development of which we are so justly 
proud. To them, inalarger degree than to any other class 1 
people, we are indebted for the magnitude of the position to 
which we have attained along all lines. Upon them the heavy 
hand of taxation has fallen relentlessly. ney bear the largest 
proportion of the burdens of government, considering 
means, and receive the minimum of its benefits. 

The construction and improvement of the common roads of 
country, over which the necessaries of life and raw ma 
must pass to sustain the life and promote the health, : 
and prosperity of the whole people, is a burden which ha 
solely on the people of the rural districts. 

Mr. President, this is an unjust and unequal distribut 
burdens and benefits of government, and any proposed 
should receive the earnest consideration of every patriotic cit 

REASONS FOR NATIONAL AID. 

Why should the Federal Government aid in improv! 
common roads? 

First. Because the history of road building demonstrat 
a complete system of public roads has mever been construct 
any country except by the aid of the general government of t 
country, and during the one hhndred years of our natio! 
the United States has not proven an exception to this rul 

Second. Because the revenues of the Government a1 
largely upon articles consumed by all the people, thereby « 
uting taxation equally, and as all the people should cont: 
the construction and improvement of the roads, it is on!) 
eral aid that this can be accomplished. 

Third. Because it is the duty of the Federal Govern 
bear its just proportion of the expense for the constr: 
improvement of the roads which it uses for the deliver 
mails and for military purposes in time of war, and w! 
the arteries of interstate commerce. 

Fourth. Because better roads are a national necessi!) 
closely concern the general welfare of the nation, and : 
fore a proper object of national aid. 

Fifth. Because a surplus of about $260,000,000 is lying 
the Treasury, which Sdlenae to the people and should be ex] 
for their benefit in a manner which will accomplish the « 
good to the largest number, and because the power to \' 
money at low rates of interest, if it be found necessary to 
the money in this way, enables the General Government t) 

| dertake this improvement with greater advantage than the >‘a'cs 
| or the people. 


a 


THE ROADS OF EUROPE. : ns 

The Romans built a system of roads which extended into 0" 7 

part of that Empire, witha double purpose of conquest and ci’ 

union. It was from these ancient roads, which furnished a 
ples of the necessity and benefits of road building by the gener 
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government, that the magnificent roads of Europe developed. 
France had no improved roads of consequence previous to the 
time of Napoleon the First. With the funds of the General Gov- 
ernment he undertook the construction of improved roads, and 
since that time the Government of France has aided and fostered 
them, with the result that they are now pointed to as models of 
road building. And, undoubtedly, it is largely to their common 
roads that the people of that country owe their characteristic 
thrift and contentment. 

Macaulay, writing of the condition of the public roads of Eng- 
land previous to 1835, says: 

The fruits of the earth were sometimes snffgred to rot in one place, while 
a few miles distant the supplies fell short of fhe demand. One chief cause 
of the badness of the — — ne — ot a See — 
ae dioraes often compelled to caniotein highwa =o bebwesn 
rich and populous towns. 

When the population of England grew denser, the absolute 
necessity for better roads caused Parliament to do away with the 


old system and place the whole matter of road improvement under | 


the care and direction of the General Government. This policy 
has resulted in making English roads among the finest in Europe. 

The development of European roads can not be more fittingly 
described than by a quotation from an article in the Engineering 
Magazine of August, 1891, by Isaac B. Potter, C. E.: 

The Roman legacy has in late years multiplied its value, and in nearly all 
of the countries of Europe systems of high-class roads are maintained. In 
Ireland they add not a little to the delights of the _eeapenane Killarney dis- 
trict, and are everywhere found by the tourist and traveler who visits that 
beautiful country. France you may drivefrom Paris to Orleans, to Bour- 
ges, to Nevers, and across the Jura Mountains into Switzerland. You may 
journey through Switzerland, beholding ail her marvels of scenery,and you 
may continue on into Germany and follow the Rhine and its valley of legends 
till you reach the shoals of the North Sea. You may vary this journey in 
whatever way your inclination may urge; you may travel the roads of Scot- 
land, Italy, Austria, Belgium, Baden. Spain, or ndinavia, and you will 
everywhere find that the public hand has ' 
care and keeping of the common roads. Each of these countries has estab- 
lished, within its civil government, a department having exclusive control of 
the more important highways, and in most cases alsoa supervisory manage- 
ment of ——— and branch roads which connect the smaller towns and 
serve as f to the main line. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator will permit a question 
there. Iam mouch interested in his address. 


Mr. LATIMER. Certainly. 





been industriously directed to the | 


but even if they had, the money to give it practical effect would 
be lacking. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to contribute a 
fact right in this connection? 

Mr. LATIMER. Giadly. 

Mr. STEWART. When I was at college they gave me a com- 
position to write on the mail system of Rome. In investigating 
that system I found that the Roman Empire had constructed 
paved roads nearly all over the vast country constituting the Em- 
pire. The mails werecarried over these roads with great rapidity. 
Between the most important points the letter mails were carried 
as fast as 15 miles per hour by changing horses every 5 miles. 
The mail system over these roads was almost as effective as mod- 
ern systems over railroads. Some of these roads were wide 
enough for four chariots to travel abreast. They were made in 
the most substantial manner, the ruins of which in many places 
still remain. From Constantinople around the Mediterranean to 


| Rome, thence to Paris, and to all the principal points that vast 


region was accessible by means of the magnificent highways con- 
structed for military and postal service. These roads were the 
foundation of the strength of the Empire. They enabled Rome 
to march her armies and dominate nearly all of Europe. With- 
out such roads the Roman Empire would have been confined to 
the country surrounding Rome, and Roman enterprise, power, 
and domination could never have reached the proud eminence 
which history records. 

Mr. LATIMER. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Nevada. 

GOVERNMENT AID [IN THE EARLY PART OF THE LAST CENTURY. 

Mr. President, many attempts have been made to secure the aid 
of the Federal Government in improving theseconditions, but, with 
the exception of the old Cumberland road and other like projects 
in which the Government became interested in the early part of 
last century, practically nothing has been done. In the exercise 
of the power of appropriation by Congress some $14,000,000 were 
expended by the General Government for the improvement of the 
roads; but partly on account of constitutional objections and 
partly because other improvements absorbed the public mind, 
these appropriations ceased about 1825, and nothing has since 


| been done except in the Territories, the District of Columbia, and 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Do I understand that in each of the coun- | 
tries which he names the general government has exclusive charge | 
of the highways; that in England, for instance, all the highways 


are cared for by the General Government and not by the parishes: 
thatin France they are cared for by the General Government.and 
not by the arrondissements, and so forth? I am deeply interested 
in the Senator’s address, and I ask him tostate that information. 

Mr. LATIMER. In answer tothe question of the Senator from 
Indiana, I desire to say that there is a difference in the laws of the 
different countries with regard to this question, but there is not 
a civilized nation on earth that enjoys the benefits of good roads. 
macadam roads, except where the government has taken a hand 
in it and taken control. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The general government? 

Mr. LATIMER. The general government. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Andif the local divisions of the govern- 
ment have anything to do with it they have to do it under the 
supervision of the general government? 

Mr. LATIMER. Yes,sir. Mr. Potter continues: 

Varying, of course,in some degree as to details of management, there is 


stilla practical unanimit 


of governmental control. It began with the popular recognition of two 


facts: (1) That the public road, like the public post-office and thecourt-house, part. in less wealthy States. 


had been | 


is public property, established by law for the use of all the jeaple; and (2) 
that the extravagant waste of time, labor, and property, whic 
for centuries imposed the use of mud roads, could only be checked and 
the true resources of country brought out by the construction and 
maintenance of good roads under an intelligent head. 
of Tresagnet and his English disciples, Telford and McAdam, and events 
have verified it. An exhaustive examination by the writer of reports and 
Statistics collected in twenty-three European states shows that in each case 
the quality and condition of a public road are raised or lowered in about the 
ne meaeeEe that the general government bestows or withholds its official 
clrection, 

What is the commercial value of these high-class roads? It is difficult to 
estimate it, and when we are told we can scarcely believe. The nimble-witted 
Frenchman spends $18,000,000 a year to keep his reads in good repair. He will 
tell you the reason for this in two words: “It pays.’ He knows that a horse 
can draw twice as much load on the surface of a macadamized road as upon 
“ dirt road in its best condition, four times as much when the dirt road is in 
its ave state, and ten times as much when the dirt road is turned to mud 
by the of fall and : . Hewill tell you that roads will increase 
the value of your farm, shor the distance to market, save time, wagons, 
harness, horses; enlarge the territory which contributes to the home market: 


among the great nations of Europe in this policy | 


This was a doctrine | 


| 
| 


quicken social communication, and add to the wealth of the individual and | 


— state. The American farmer will doubt, but the Frenchman knows; he 
1as tried both ways. 

Practically the same system of constructing and improving the 
roads of our is in operation to-day that existed in Eng- 
land prior to 1885. "With few exceptions the whole matter is left 
in the hands of our county, parish, or district officers, who have 
little or no knowledge of improved methods of road construction; 


for military purposes. 
ROAD IMPROVEMENT BY STATE TAXATION. 

Some of the States have passed highway laws providing for a 
levy of a road tax on their taxable wealth, but such laws are con- 
fined to the wealthier States, whose taxable property is sufficient 
to raise a large sum of money from a low rate of taxation. For 
instance, a tax of 1 mill levied by the State of New York would 
raise more money than a tax of 50 mills by South Carolina, 
although I venture the assertion that there are more miles of 
road in South Carolina that need improvement than in New York. 
The reason that all the States do not pass highway laws is not on 
account of a lack of interest in good reads or of thrift or energy, 
but because the taxable wealth of most of the States is so small 
that an enormous rate of taxation would be necessary to raise a 


sufficient sum of money to accomplish practical results. The 
wealthier States have not grown rich by greater thrift or energy 
altogether, but partly on account of advantage of location and 


natural facilities for handling the trade of the country, and for the 
further reason that the capital which controls the great industrial 
enterprises of the country is located in them. 

All of these enterprises have their headquarters in these centers 
of wealth, but draw their riches from industries located, in large 
Still another reason for the greater 
wealth of certain sections over others is that the war left a large 
part of our country prostrate and impoverished, from which con- 
dition it has not yet recovered. The other sections have had no 
such setback, and, if anything, have grown richer on account of 
the war. 

I draw attention to these facts here in order to meet any argu- 
ment which may bemade on the ground that if certain States are 
improving their roads all of them can do the same, and that it is 
only because of lack of interest and enterprise that they are not 
doingso. Itisnot lack of interest or enterprise, but lack of money, 
and there is no just reason why wealth which South Carolina has 

oduced, but which has been absorbed by New York, should not 
. taxed there for the benefit of the roads of South Carolina. 

With the exception of what the wealthier States are doing, our 
common roads are subject to practically the same law, the same 
antiquated system, that prevailed when the Union was formed. 

Mr. President, while the country has not ceased to advance in 
area, population, and wealth, and along all the lines of science, 
trade, and industry, it must be remembered that this advance- 
ment has been made not by the aid of good roads, but in spite of 
bad ones. If the people, with all their energy, zeal, and public 


spirit. had been aided by a system of good roads, enabling them 
to realize earlier our tremendous possibilities and to avoid the 
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enormous loss occasioned by the bad condition of the roads, who 
can estimate what our advancement would have been? 


A BILL FOR NATIONAL AID—ITS PROVISIONS. 


The bill which I have introduced, known as Senate bill No. 
2958, provides for a plan of cooperation between the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the various States and Territories of the United 
States for the construction and improvement of the public roads. 
It provides for a bureau of highways, to be composed of three 
commissioners—one to be appointed from the political party in 
power, one from the largest minority political party, and the third 
to be an army officer from the Engineer Corps, with rank not. be- 
low that of captain. My idea in providing for a commission is to 
free the management and prosecution of the work from political 
influences as far as possible, and also on account of the vast 
amount of labor which will be necessary to put the plan in opera- 
tion. The bill leaves all the details of perfecting the plan of 
cooperation to the commission, and simply provides for an appro- 
priation of $24,000,000 to be available as a fund for road construc- 
tion and improvement, to be distributed among the States and 
Territories according to population. 

Before the States or Territories can receive the benefits of the 
act they must provide for one-half of the cost of any construc- 
tion of improvements that may be undertaken and secure the 
necessary right of way. They must then do the work under the 


rules and regulations of the Bureau and maintain the roads in | 


good repair after the work has been done. Nothing in the bill 
prevents the States or Territories from distributing their portion 
of the cost among their civil subdivisions. 
showing what the various States and Territories would receive 


under the provisions of this bill, which I will ask leave to insert | 


with my remarks without reading. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURR, 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC ROAD INQUIRIES, 
Washington, D. C., January 12, 1904. 


Population of the various States of the United States, according to the census | 


of 1900, and amount to be appropriated for the construction of public roads 
in each State, apportioned according to population. 


j ; Appro- 

Populeticn.| priation 
1900 for public 

; roads. 

588, 264 
1 ,910 
477,719 
173,613 
292, 225 
59, 426 
170, 024 
712, 960 
62,040 
1,551,019 
809, 507 


1,828, 697 
1,811, 564 

1, 485, 053 
539, 700° 
908, 420 

184, 735 
528, 542 
2,216, 331 
161, 772 

4, 821, 550 
2,516, 462 
Iowa 2, 231, 853 
ID visa ic nimimikan Ga i * 1,470, 495 
Kent 2,147,174 
sian 1,381, 625 


California 

ID er etl 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

Fiorida 

Georgia ‘ 

SITTIN dialisoin teicenesteebitasindtieaines teigiiee lita Deis lecntaten bce satianiea tiie | 


473, 038 
690,713 
444, 448 
2238, 599 
882,175 
902, 437 
778, 793 

53, 397 
499, 020 
999, 366 


78, 275 


Michigan..... ' 
Minnesota ..-_. 
Mississippi --- 
Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
13,618 
122, 401 
605, 047 
2, 388, 202 
609, 210 
102, 664 
1,837,418 


New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New York 
North Carolina 
—— Dakota 


Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 


South Dakota 
Tennessee 


2,027; 294 
137, 860 
431, 159 
129, 179 
650; 001 
980, 723 


89, 026 | 


110,544 
596, 463 
166, 666 
808, 431 


665, 579 | 
29, 766 | 


Total States 
Territories (including Alaska and Hawaii), District | 
of Columbia, military and naval | 


ee ae ND Bac civndondabascestscctocdied 


74, 607, 225 


Nore.--The appropriation contemplated, $24,000,000, is equal to 32.16846626 | 


cents for each of the 74,607,225 persons residing in the various States, as enu- 
merated in the census of 1900. The a indicated for each State is 
equal to its population multiplied by the average appropriation per capita. 


I have here a table | 


717,953 | 


843,012 | 


133,028 | 


| 76,808,387 | 24,000,000 | 


JANUARY 14, 


POPULAR DEMAND FOR THIS LEGISLATION. 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. President, this bill is simply intended to 
broaden the scope of the Office of Public Road Inquiries alread y 
existing in the Department of Agriculture. That Office has done a 
great work in arousing the people to the necessity of road improve- 
ment. From its efficient work a strong movement has grown up, 
having for its object the betterment of road conditions, and in al- 
most every State organizations are being formed. While interest 
has been aroused and the people awakened to the need of improved 
roads, they realize that it isonly by the aid of the Federal Govern- 
ment that this end can be accomplished. Road conventions, na- 
tional and State granges, and many of the State legislatures have 
passed resolutions indorsing the plan of Federal aid proposed in 
this bill. It is in obedience to this general demand of the people 
and in accordance with my own views on this great subject that I 
have introduced this bill, in the hope that it may receive early 
consideration at the hands of Congress and become alaw. I want 
to state here that I am not wedded to any particular plan. All I 
desire is to see the work begin, and any means that will accom- 
plish that end will command my support. 

Mr. President, the power of Congress to appropriate the money 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this bill seems to me to 
be clearly established. I am nota lawyer and do not propose to 
attempt a lengthy discussion of the constitutional powers of Con- 
gress, but simply desire to state the grounds on which I claim 
ample power for all the purposes of this bill. 

Ig IT UNCONSTITUTIONAL? 

In the first place, the bill is not subject to the constitutional ob- 
jections discussed by the Presidents in their veto messages from 
Madison to Arthur, when the question of the authority of Con- 
gress to enter upon a general system of internal improvements was 
| before them. They held that Congress did not have the rights of 

eminent domain and — power necessary to enable it to go into 
the several States and undertake internal improvements. 

This bill is not subject to that objection, for the reason that 
under its provision the States are required to furnish the necessary 
right of way and to protect and maintain the roads after they 
| are constructed. None of the powers of the States are interfered’ 
with, but the bill simply deals with the right of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to appropriate money to aid in constructing public roads 
| forthe goodofallthe people. Most ofthe Presidents have held that 
| Congress had unlimited power to levy and collect taxes, under a 
uniform system, and that the power to appropriate money is co- 
equal with the power to levy taxes, being restricted only by the 
duty to appropriate it for objects which will benefit all the people. 

Mr. Monroe, considering this subject, said: 

My idea is that Congress has unlimited power to raise money, and in its 
appropriation they havea discretionary power, restricted only by the duty to 
appropriate it to purposes of common defense and general, not local, national, 
| not State, benefit. 
| In 1871 John C. Calhoun, then a Member of the House, intro- 
| duced a bill setting aside a fund for roads and canals, and sup- 
| ported it in an able speech, both as being constitutional and in 

line with the duty of the Government. He claimed ample con- 

stitutionality for the measure under the power of appropriation. 
| The bill was also supported by Mr. Clay and passed both Houses 
of Congress, but was vetoed by President Madison because it had 
been so amended as to give the General Government power to 
apply the money to the objects of the bill without regard to the 
rights of the States. 

An appropriation is all that is asked for in this bill. The Gov- 
ernment is not asked to undertake the absolute construction or 
improvement of the roads. That is left to the States, and none 
of their rights are in any way infringed. There is no reason, in 
my judgment, why this power of appropriation should not be 
used for this purpose. This is a question which affects the wel- 
fare of all the ple. Every man, woman, and child of the %e- 
public would te ceniiiy benefited by improved roads, and the 
money raised by taxation could not be used for any purpose more 
consistent with the general welfare. 

WHAT CONGRESS HAS DONE IN OTHER DIRECTIONS. . 

But, Mr. President, the strict letter of the Constitution, which 
was invoked by the Presidents against the expenditure of money 
for internal improvements, has been disregarded by Congress for 
many years in enacting laws for the improvement of rivers and 
| harbors. Roads, canals, rivers, and harbors were always consit- 
ered as one class by those who held that the Constitution did not 
give Congress any authority over internal improvements. The 
doors have been opened to rivers and harbors, and I see no reason 
| why Congress can not enter upon the improvement of the public 

roads with as much authority as they have for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors. 

Under the power of appropriation Congress has passed many 

acts carrying large sums of money. Examples of the exercise 0° 

| this power are the appropriation of $15,000,000 for the purchase 

' of Louisiana; $20,000,000 for the purchase of the Philippine Islands; 
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the relief of the distressed in this and foreign countries, among 
them being, in recent years, the appropriation of $50,000 for the 
relief of Cuba and $3,000,000 for the relief of the Philippine Islands; 
appropriations for scientific investigations, stamping out diseases, 
for expositions. and for educational purposes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. LATIMER. Ido. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator might even further add that 
Congress made an appropriation of $200,000 for the relief of the 
sufferers in the disaster at Martinique, a colony of France. Con- 
gress also, I think, some years ago made an appropriation for 
sending shiploads of provisions to the sufferers in Ireland, a part 
of the British Empire. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. LATIMER. I thank the Senator from Indiana, Mr. Presi- 
dent. for the additional evidence he has given. But I might mul- 
tiply innumerable evidences of liberal appropriations by the Fed- 
eral Government along these lines. I thought, however, the few 
instances I have mentioned sufficient to prove the position I am 
taking. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to ask the Senator from Indiana a 
question. Might not the sending of relief to Ireland have a very 
important influence in our foreign relations? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It might. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would it not naturally? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think it would. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then is there not warrant for it in the Con- 
stitution? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In response to that I want to ask the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin a question. I ask whether he thinks that 
the improvement of our foreign relations with the British Empire 
influenced us in sending provisions to suffering Ireland? 

Mr. SPOONER. No: I would not say that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the motive and purpose were human- 
itarian. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now I wish to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin whether he thinks there is any distinct provision in the 
Constitution authorizing the appropriation of money for the relief 
of the colony of another country outside of the general power to 
appropriate money? Is not the power to appropriate money for 
such purposes a power inherent in sovereignty? That is an idea 
I got from the Senator himself. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not certain that the Senator has got the 
right idea. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, I got the idea. 

Mr. LATIMER. I should like to yield to the distinguished 
Senators, but 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Carolina yield? 

Mr. LATIMER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator got that idea from me, he got 
something from me I never had. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am sorry the idea does not have the 
added weight of the illustrious parentage which I thought it had; 
but, even if it has not, it is a good idea; and one is always glad to 
accept ideas from whatever source they come. 

I beg to say with reference to the speech the Senator from South 
Carolina is making that, coming as it does from a Senator from 
South Carolina, it may be called nothing short of a milestone in 
the progress of constitutional thinking. We have an assertion 
here of the right of the General Government, not only to make 
appropriations for internal improvements, such as rivers and har- 
bors, but also to make appropriations for the improvement of 
highways. The constitutional phase of the argument is even 
larger than the practical consequences of the contention. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. President, I am very much obliged to the 
Senators for the information they have given, but I am again re- 
minded that Senators seem to fail here, as they have e!sewhere 
and on other occasions, to agree as to the power of Congress un- 
der the Constitution to appropriate money for objects of this 
kind. Itonly strengthens the position I have taken as a layman. 
W hen these great statesmen, these lawyers who have studied the 
Constitution so thoroughly, failed to agree, then there is an ex- 
cuse for a layman to come in and assert his opinion in regard to 
the Constitution made by the fathers. Mr. President, about 
$450,000,000 has been appropriated and spent for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors under the power to regulate commerce among 
the several States. Eighteen million dollars of this amount has 

n expended in building levees on the Mississippi River under a 
plan of cooperation very similar to that contained in this bill, and 
the balance has been expended in opening up and improving the 
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rivers and harbors of the country. Every inland harbor and re- 
mote river has received a share. 

One hundred and ninety-six million acres of land were given 
to the Pacific railroads, besides guaranteeing their bonded in- 
debtedness, amounting to $138,000,000, principal and interest. 

In view of these facts, will anyone stand upon any refined argu- 
ment as to the power of Congress to make this appropriation? 
Are not the people more entitled to Government aid in improving 
the roads than the special classes who have received the benefits 
of the appropriations enumerated above? Can any just reason 
be advanced why all of these favored objects of improvement 
should receive ample appropriation and the roads, the most im- 
portant of all, should not? To my mind no adequate reason can 
be advanced. 

THE QUESTION OF TRANSPORTATION. 


The question of transportation is so intimately connected with 
the existence and well-being of every class of our people as to 
make it the most important factor of our national and indi- 
vidual life. All the people are, to a large extent, absolutely 
dependent for life upon means of transportation. Those who pro- 
duce the necessaries of life are less dependent upon them than any 
other class, because they have the means of existence at hand. 
But it is not so with the millions who live incities and towns, or 
who are engaged in mechanics, trades, or the professions. No 
matter how remunerative their employment may be, where they 
are employed, or by whom, they are equally dependent upon the 
necessaries of life which must come to them from those engaged 
in their production. The millionaire and his family in their pala- 
tial home are, in this respect, upon an exact equality with the in- 
habitants of the crowded alleys of our cities. Our system of 
railroads, together with our common roads, are undoubtedly suf- 
ficient for transporting the actual necessaries of life. But when 
you admit that means of transportation are essential, you are 
forced to the conclusion that we ought to have the best, 


WHAT GOOD ROADS WOULD SAVE. 


It may be suggested that the railroads have decreased the need 
for improved country roads. But when you consider that the cost 
of transporting the products of the farm, mine, and forest over the 
dirt roads to the shipping point in the year 1896 cost $1 ,000,000,000, 
while only $700,000,000 was received by all the railroads from 
every source, it is readily seen that our railroad system does not 
supply all the needs of the people. 

rom careful investigation, the average cost of transporting a 
ton over a mile of dirt road in the United States has been found 
to be 25 cents. From statistics gathered by our consuls in twenty- 
three European countries, the cost over theimproved roads of Eu- 
rope has been found to be from 10 to 12 cents# Taking into con- 
sideration the higher wages and higher cost of living in this coun- 
try, it is a fair estimate that under a system of improved roads 
the cost in this country would be reduced to 124 cents per ton per 
mile. Thus it will be seen that a saving of $500,000,000 would 
have been made if we had had improved roads in 1896. 

The $700,000,000 received by the railroads in 1896 was returned 
to the people. Seventy percent of it was paid out for betterment, 
labor, and material, and the balance in taxes and dividends. All 
of this vast return benefited the whole country. It gave employ- 
ment to labor, produced a demand for material, added to the 
wealth of the people, and aided the revenues of the States and 
nation. On the other hand, the $1,000,000,000 consumed in cost 
of transportation over the dirt roads paid not a cent in dividends, 
nor for the labor employed in maintaining the roads, nor for the 
excessive wear and tear of animals and wagons which passed over 
them. On the contrary, the condition was a source of loss to pro- 
ducer and consumer. 

The census shows that there are about 16.000,000 horses and 
mules on the farms in the United States, and at a modest esti- 
mate 2,000,000 of them could be done away with under a system 
of improved roads. The cost of maintaining the 2,000,000 ani- 
mals would be approximately $115,000,000 a year, and their value 
$140.000,000, which makes a total of $265,000,000 that would be 
saved the first year in this item alone. 

From these twoillustrations itwill be seen that about $700,000.000 
would be saved to the people in one year under a system of im- 
proved roads, and I consider the estimates below the real condi- 
tion. Statistics of estimated savings under an improved road sys- 
tem could be multiplied indefinitely, but I take it that this phase 
of the question must be so apparent to any thinking man that it 
will not be necessary to dwell upon it. 

MORAL AND SOCTAL ADVANTAGES OF GOOD ROADS, 

But, Mr. President, there are other elements of advantage 

which recommend the improvement of our roads, far more im- 


portant and demanding far more serious consideration than any 
financial advantage that we may gain by it. 
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More than one-third of our people are engaged in agricultural 
pursuits and live away from the centers of population. For the 
most part they live on their farms at a distance of from 1 to 25 
miles from the nearest town or city. Upon this class of our peo- 
ple depends, in a large measure, the bodily comfort of the whole 
country, and the wealth of the country is primarily drawn largely 
from their labor. They are the producers of the food products 
and many of the raw materials upon which the world lives and 
grows fat in body and finance. It is a self-evident proposition, 
then, that the advancement of our egricultural classes should be 
the prime concern of every statesman and patriotic citizen. The 
necessity of their education in mind, and in improved methods 
and means of production, and of their contentment in their avoca- 
tion can not be overestimated. 

W hat can tend more to the accomplishment of these ends than 
a better system of our common roads? Good roads will bring 
them in closet touch with the centers of progress and activity 
and aid them in securing the enlarged ideas and improved ma- 
chinery so necessary in order that they may keep abreast of the 
march of progress in all other lines. As they advance, so will 
the country advance, permanently and in equal ratio. With the 
roads in the present condition, millions of our agricultural classes 
are so cut off from all the influences of progress that they have 
become isolated, do not keep up with the developments in other 
lines, use the same methods of business that their fathers used, 
merely eke out their existence, and neither participate in nor add 
their share to the general wealth and comfort. 

But a more serious consideration still is the increasing tend- 
ency of the people to leave the farm and go to the cities. This 
results in taking from the farm the bone and sinew and brain 
essential to the successful carrying on of our agriculture and 
leaves them in the hands of illiterate and thriftless people. But 
can anything else be expected? Are the ambitious young men 
and women who have been raised on the farm, have lived close 
to nature and caught the great principle of all progress and de- 
velopment from the movings of the universe, and who feel their 





hearts and minds yearn for the fellowship and learning, the | 


chances and hopes and ambitions of the world from which they 
are so remote and cut off, with no seeming hope of improve- 
ment—I say, can they be expected to remain content with their 
lot, thereby forfeiting every aspiration that is dear to them? If 
we would do away with this evil, some means must be devised 
to make farm life attractive and pleasant and to give to that 
class of our people some of the benefits and advantages enjoyed 
by the other classes. The solation of the problem is the im- 
provement of our roads. 


THE ONLY WAY TO SECURE GOOD ROADS. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. President, I am convinced that it is only by Federal aid | 


that we will ever have good roads uniformly throughout the 
country. The Government must stimulate and aid the people in 
the work. Itis the history of road development in every country. 
Small sections of roads may be built in various sections, but we 
can never advance in this respect in proportion to the needs of 
the people unless we can secure Government aid. 

It must be apparent to anyone that the real cause of the poor 
condition of our roads is the exemption of about two-thirds of 
our population from any taxation whatever for this purpose. It 


can not be said that all the people are not equally dependent upon | 


them or that they would not all reap the benefit of any improve- 
ment made in our road system. It is likewise true that the bur- 


| 
} 


| 


den of building and maintaining the roads ought to be distributed | 


equally among all the people. 
total burden falls upon those who are already taxed to a greater 
extent, considering their means, than any other class. 
not able to raise the money necessary to improve the roads. 

To build an improved road along modern lines costs from $100 
to $400 per mile where sand and clay are used, and from $3,000 to 
$9,000 per mile for macadamized roads, depending on the distance 
the material has to be brought. I have found, after a careful 
estimate, that the amount of money expended each year under 
the present system averages about $12 per mile. It is impossible, 
with this amount of money, to construct or even improve the 
public roads. The money is scarcely sufficient to keep them in 

sable condition. Where is the balance of the money to build 
improved roads to come from? It must be raised in two ways: 

First. The States must levy a tax for this purpose on their total 
wealth large enough to raise one-half of the cost. 
range from 1 to 10 mills, according to the taxable wealth of the 
State, and, in my judgment, would have tocontinne for five years. 

Second. The Federal Government ought to appropriate the 
other half out of the General Treasury. 

The question will naturally be asked, If the people who are 
taxed for road purposes now are not able to be taxed to any 


They are | 


Under the present system the | 
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appropriation, the people will then be willing to be taxed suff- 
ciently to raise their half, because the money to dothe work, com- 
ing not only from the corporations and cities of the States but from 
the Government, will be spent in the local communities, giving 
employment to labor, teams, and wagons, enhancing the value of 
products, cheapening the cost of production and transportation 
raising the valuation of land, and putting money in circulation.’ 
HOW IT WILL AFFECT THE FARMER. 

Take, for instance, the farmer who owns 100 acres of land. 
valued at $30 per acre, and who has farm animals, farm im) 
ments, and other property amounting to $1,000, making his tot,] 
taxable property $4,000. Levy a 5-mill tax, as I propose, on this 
property, and it will raise $20. I hold that under the provisions 
of this bill there are three ways by which he would make 100 per 
cent and pay his taxes. This farmer will haul at least 50 tons 
over the roads in a year, 8 miles being the average haul and 25 
cents per ton per mile the cost under the present state of tle 
roads, making the total cost $100. Reduce the cost of transpor 
tation one-half, by reason of improved roads, and he could move 
this 50 tons for $50. He could then pay his $20 tax and have $3) 
profit in that transaction. j 

Again, on account of the increased demand for labor, he would 


have at least fifty-two days, when not engaged in his crop, that 
he might devote to hauling material to go into the construction 
of the roads, for which he would receive $2.50 per day for his man 
and team, which would make him $130. Take off half for wear 
and tear and use of team and he would have $65 profit. Out of 
this he could pay his tax and have $45 left. Besides, the increase 
of the value of his land, under a system of improved roads, would 
be at least $5 per acre, making a total of $500. Take off $100 for 
the five years this tax would exist, and you Leve a gain of $400 in 


that transaction. 
THE NATION'S DUTY. 

The argument may be advanced, and doubtless will be, that if 
these advantages are to follow to the taxpayers, why not let tho 
States levy a sufficient tax to meet the whole expense, and thus 
relieve the General Government? 

My answer to that is that the burden of improving the roads 
should be distributed equally among all the people. A tax | l 
by the States would only reach a portion of them. Only t 
people whose property is visible could be reached. The tax would 
fall most heavily upon the very class who already bear the cost 
of building and maintaining the roads. Their property co! 3 
of land, domestic animals, farm implements, household furnit 
and other visible property. The result would be that the tax 


levied would reach every farthing they possess. Bat it would not 
be so with a large class of our people, whose money and property 
are secure from taxation by being in stocks, bonds, shares in cor 
porations, and other like securities, all of which are capable of 


being removed from place to place, thus avoiding taxation. 
On the other hand, the revenues of the Government are ra 


largely from duties laid on consumption, thus distributing the 
burden equally among all the people. Anappropriation, therefore, 
out of the money in the Treasury for the purpose of improving 


the roads would make every consumer bear a portion of the 
But the Government is not asked to bear the whole cost. If it 
will appropriate one-half of the first cost of improving the roads, 
nothing more, in my judgment, will be necessary. - 
Another reason why the General Government should make tls 
appropriation is that it uses the roads for the delivery o! 
mails. Can it be said that it should not bear a portion of the ex- 
pense of improving these roads? The Government has ass i 
the obligation of delivering the mails, and it should give the peo 
ple the best service possible. 


‘ 


The people not only have ' 


| for their mail privileges, but in addition are compelled to pro 

vide roads over which the mails travel and keep them in proper 

repair. The rapid development of the rural free-delivery system 

| will in a short time compel the Government to make use 0: ever) 

road on which people live, and it is but just and in line w) 3 

plain duty that the Government should aid the people in min- 
taining them. 

WHAT SHALL BE DONE WITH THE SURPLUS? 

3ut, Mr. President, the most potential reason why the |: ul 


This tax will | 


greater exterit, how will they pay the additional tax which will | 


be necessary to raise the State’s half of the cost of improved roads? 
The answer is simple. When the Government has made this 


Government should aid in the improvement of the roads !s one 
resting both upon duty and policy. 

Under existing revenue laws an enormous surplus has 
into the Tréasury. I will not enter into a discussion of the | 
by means of which this large surplus has accumulated. It !s 5"! 
ficient to say that the heavy taxes laid upon the people have ! 
sufficient not only to meet the current expenses of the Gov! 
ment, but also to accumulate a large surplus. That surplus D& 
longs to the people. To allow it to remain in the vaults 0! ¢ 
Treasury will be injurious in many ways. It will take that !"¢° 
sum from the volume of the circulating medium—all of w! 
needed in the business of the country—and make it unproduct fe 
It will add to the difficulties and rate of obtaining money, there) 
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enabling moneyed interests to make heavier exactions from the 
people. This being true, the important question is: In what 
manner can the surplus be used so as to most generally serve the 
whole people? 

The idea of depositing it in national banks without interest is 
unjustifiable upon any grounds of morals or business. The 
¢158,000,000 that they have received in this way will enable them 
to double it in ten or twelva years, thereby adding a like amount 
to their already overflowing treasuries. ill any Democrat aid 
and assist this policy by a vote against this measure, which seeks 
to distribute the surplus among all the people, that they may in 
some measure be reimbursed for the heavy taxation by which it 
was raised? Will any Republican be willing for his people to 
know that he stands for depositing this money in the banks with- 
out interest when he has an opportunity to cast his vote for its 
expenditure in a manner that will repay them many fold? 

What, then, will you do with the surplus? The public debt 
will not need it before 1907, The current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment are provided for, and any temporary deficit can be met 
in many ways that will not touch the surplus. Will you use it 
for the canal? It can not be completed within ten or fifteen years, 
if ever, and only a small portion of the surplus will be necessary 
to provide for the work as it progresses, while in the meantime 
the surplus will continue to grow under present law. What, 
then, will you do with it? The policy of the Government in the 
past has been to appropriate it for various purposes which bene- 
fited only a part of the people. It has been spent in pensions, for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors, public buildings, the relief 
of the distressed and suffering, and other like objects which only 
indirectly benefit all the people. The uses to which it has been 
put embrace an infinite variety of objects, none of which can be 
mentioned that were directly beneficial to the whole people. 

The proposition contained in this bill furnishes the most just 
and equitable means of using this surplus. No 6ne will deny the | 
importance of the subject. To do so would be a confession of | 
ignorance. It affects every class of our people. The money will 
go in equal proportions into all of the States to be used in every 
community, increasing prosperity, thrift, and contentment. Can | 
any other object of legislation be mentioned which will compare | 
favorably withit? Could the money of the people be put to a more 
patri tic and general use? Why then should it not be done? We 
I 
I 





| 
| 


1ave the power—the Constitution offers no barrier. We have the | 
noney, not needed forany other purpose, or if it be claimed other- | 
wise, certainly none half so meritorious as this. Why should it 
I used thus? Mr. President. I can conceive of no proposition 
that more completely involves the duty and patriotism of Con- 
iCSS. 
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CHARACTER OF OUR RURAL POPULATION. | 

The country people, Mr. President, cherish within their bosoms 
the highest patriotism to be found in the nation. They have 
borne unmurmuringly all the Government has demanded of them. 
When the military and naval forces have needed them they have re- 
sponded, and on a hundred fields have yielded their lives, their | 
health, and their property as an offering to the most disinterested 
ena tism of which the annals of the world afford example. They | 
lave asked less of the Government than any other class. Giving | 
themselves up to their pursuits, they have ‘‘ made brick without | 
straw,”’ but her have not forgotten the duties of citizenship, and 
have kept themselves pure for their exercise, 

They have never ceased to love their country and to look upon it | 
as the idealof human liberty. And it must not be forgotten that it | 
is to them that the nation must always look for support and main- 
tenance. The Secretary of Agriculture in a recent report states 
“that the farm products during the last fourteen years, no year 
excepted, aggregated $4,806,000,000in products. Other than farm 
products during the same period the balance of trade was adverse 
to this country to the extent of $865,000,000. Onur farmers not | 
only canceled this immense obligation, but placed $3,940,000,000 
to the credit of the nation when the books of the international | 
exchange were balanced. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCreary in the chair), | 
er the Senator from Sough Carolina yield to the Senator from 
ndiana? 

Mr. LATIMER. Certainly. 

_it. BEVERIDGE. The Senator does not mean to say, I hope, | 
that the balance of trade for the year he names was against us? 

Mr, LATIMER. Less the farm products. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ah, less the farm products! 

Mr. Pe The farmers not only paid the $865,000,000, 
ut left a surplus 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the farm products and with all the 
other exports the balance of trade was enormously in our favor. 

Mr. LATIMER. The point I am making is that the farmers 
They are the men who have 
tought this great credit to the American Republic, and it is for 


y 





— made this balance of trace. 
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their interest and in their interest that I appeal now for aid by 
the Federal Government to improve the roads, so that their pros- 
perity may continue to increase. The position Iam taking and 
the point Iam making is very clear, that if you would exclude 
the farm products from the exports the balance of trade would 
have been against us to the amount of $865,000,000. If you in- 
clude the exports which came from the farm, the adverse balance 
is not only wiped out, but we have a surplus to the amount of 
$3,940,000,000. That isthe pointlam making. It is the farmers, 
then, that have paid the foreign bondholders. 

Do they not, then, deserve for all this some recognition? Will 
you longer suffer them to bear an unequal burden and not give 
them at least equal benefits? 

Look atit, if you please, from the basest standpoint possible, that 
of self-interest. Willit pay? As the power of consumption isin- 
creased, so will the revenues grow. As you enable the people to 
consume, so you will secure corresponding returns. To put ont 
this money in this way would be the best investment that could 
possibly be made. The plane of living and of doing business 
would be advanced and expanded, so that the needs and desires of 
the people would be increased. Development in all lines of busi- 
ness would call for greater expenditures, and the consequence 
would be that the Government would receive a return of more 
than a hundredfold. 


THE CHARGE OF PATERNALISM. 


It has been said that the proposition of Federal aid to improve 
the roads is paternalistic; that its tendency will be to cause the 
people to rely on the General Government too largely, and not 
exercise their own resources and energies. But, Mr. President, 
this argument has no basis in fact. Why is this plan paternalis- 
tic? Does it give to the people a sum of money out of the Treasury 
of the General Government to aid them in their private busi- 
ness? If it does, it is paternalistic; if it does not, it is not pater- 
nalistic. Are we to give a new meaning to the term ‘‘ paternal- 
ism?’ Is it to mean from this time forth that any appropriation 
for a strictly public purpose, in line with the duty of the Govern- 
ment and for the incidental benefit of the whole people as well 
as the State and General Government, is paternalism? Does this 
bill do more than that? If it is paternalistic, then upon what 
reasoning do you defend appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
for removing obstructions in rivers within States, for destroying 
pests and diseases, and irrigating jand against the same objection? 
Are they not all more suscepiable of being called paternalistic 
than this bill? 

Can any Democrat who voted fora bounty on sugar, or believed 
in the principle, or who believes in the protection of the raw ma 
terial of his State, consistently call this measurg paternalistic? 
Can any Republican who believes in the doctrine of protection 
oppose it on that ground? Letus be frank. Mr. President, upon 
many other questions paternalistic tendencies may have appeared; 
and no one will deny that the people ought to rely in the first 
instance upon themselves in their private affairs, otherwise their 
independence, manhood, and ability for self-government would 
inevitably be sapped and finally destroyed; but this is the first 
time that the evils of paternalism have been seriously invoked 
against a strictly public improvement, affecting the whole body 
of the people equally, distributing the burdens and benefits 
equally, and that is in line with the duty and within the means 
of the Government. It must fall to the ground as being without 
the shadow of force or consistency. 

WILL IT BANKRUPT THE GOVERNMENT? 

It may be said that to undertake to pay one-half of the cost of 
improving the roads of the country will bankrupt the Govern- 
ment. If that be so, how can the States or people be expected to 
pay all the cost? Does not the argument bring us to the conclu- 
sion, if it be true, that the roads must forever remain in theil 
present condition? But, Mr. President, the argument has no 
merit. It has been estimated by the Office of Public Road In- 
quiries that one billion dollars would put all the main roads of 
the country in good condition. Assuming that this is the nearest 
estimate that we can make of the total cost, the Government, 
under this bill, would be required to raise 500 million dollars. It 
has also been estimated that it will require at least ten years to 
effect the improvement of the roads. Does any one think that to 
raise 500 million dollars during ten years will bankrupt the Gov- 
ernment? But if we need facts, let us take an example: Since 
the Spanish war the Government of the United States has ex- 
pended about 700 million dollars in the Philippine Islands, a period 
of about five years. Hasthat bankrupted the Government? We 
have also appropriated in the past ten years over 176 million dol- 
lars for the improvement of rivers and harbors. Notwithstand- 
ing these, and many other millions of expenditures, we have a 
surplus of 266 millions in the Treasury. 

If it be granted that the appropriation asked for in this bill 
would prove a good investment, the argument that it will inaugu- 
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rate a policy which will bankrupt the Government is absolutely 
without force. That argument, Mr. President, is made whenever 
any proposition comes up that involves large expenditures. It 
was made when the idea of delivering the mail to the country 
people was before Congress. The Recorp was full of dire predic- 
tions of disaster. It was said that the Government could never 
stand the expenditure that would be necessary, but the idea pre- 
vailed and the cutting off of the expense of the old country post- 
office and star-route service, with the increased amount of postage 
canceled, has brought this service to the point of bearing a higher 
percentage of its own cost than any other branch of the postal 
system. It is always wise to be careful in the expenditure of 
public money, but it is a shortsighted policy to become panic- 
stricken simply because the proposition is extensive. This isa 
great country, Mr. President, and any proposition for the benefit 
of the whole, as this is, must be extensive, but the same sound 
rinciplesof Government, wise economy, and general good under- 
ie it that underlie any simple business proposition. It must be 
dealt with in a broad-minded, comprehensive, and public-spirited 
way and be subjectcd to the plain tests of ordinary business. 
CONCLUSION. 

Having dealt with this subject at greater length than I expected, 
and having given many of my reasons for advocating this meas- 
ure, it only remains to add, in behalf of the rural people of the 
State that I in part represent, and of the country at large, whose 
interests and prosperity are the mainspring of my public life and 
ambition, that we are expecting the best at the hands of Congress. 
With each succeeding day the sentiment for national aid is 
growing stronger. 
time and, in my opinion, within the near future. Should it be 
defeated now it must ever be the hope of the people until it is 
accomplished. The call is from every farmhouse and country 
home in this broad land. It is the cry from Macedonia. Will 
we fail to heed it when nothing prevents? With all other good 
citizens of this great Republic I have an abiding faith in the jus- 
tice and patriotism of the Congress of the United States; and 
from its exalted character the best wisdom of the nation may be 
confidently expected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
South Caroiina wish done with his resolution? 

Mr. LATIMER. I ask that it may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lina asks that the'resolution may continue to lie on the table. 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6804) providing for the appointment of a cus- 
toms appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa., was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

INTERVENTION IN COLOMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution, which will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution No. 73, by Mr. Gorman, 
calling upon the President for certain information touching for- 
mer negotiations of the United States with the Government of 
New Granada, or Colombia, etc. 


Is 


sr 


on 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, at the adjournment of the | 
Senate last evening I was engaged in defending the statement | 


made by me to the Senator from Wisconsin, the accuracy of 
which he questioned, that the President of the United States had 
prior to the creation of the Republic of Panama issued instruc- 


tions to our naval forces preventing Colombia from landing her | 


troops upon her own soil for the purpose of suppressing a threat- 
ened domestic insurrection. I proved this by telegrams addressed 
by the Navy Department to the commanders of our fieets in At- 
lantic and Pacific waters, notifying them that the Colombian 
Goverrment was about to land troops and instructing them to 
prevent their landing. 

This action was subsequently followed by the refusal to permit 
the Colombian Government to move its troops upon the railroad 
from Colon to Panama for the purpose of suppressing domestic 
disorder, and was followed later on by a dispatch of Mr. Hay to 
Mr. Peaupré, our chargé d'affaires at Bogota, informing him, in 
reply to a query from the Colombian Government, that the United 
States could not permit Colombia to land troops upon the Isthmus. 

I shall now take up the general question as to the action of the 
President in October and November last and the relation of that 
action to our treaty obligations, to international law, and to the 
Constitution of the United States. In taking up this subject I 
shall not enter into the field of contention as tofacts. I shall take 
the facts as the President has stated them. 

I shall assume for the purpose of the argument that he is cor- 
rect in his insistence that a reasonable time for carrying out the 
construction of the cana! across the Isthmus of Panama had not 
elapsed; that he was not bound by the terms of the Spooner Act 
te commence the Nicaragua project or to take steps toward its 


Itis a reform that is bound to take place in | 





The Senator from South Caro- | 





commencement so long as there was a reasonable prospect of in- 
augurating the Panama project. 

I shall assume as correct his statement that the United States 
had a real grievance against Colombia arising out of the rejection 
of the Hay-Herran treaty, and I shall assume that the civilized 
world—collective civilization, to use a term employed by the 
President—had a real grievance against Colombia for obstructing 
and delaying the march of civilization and the advance of progress, 
I shall assume that the United States stood as the trustee of civ). 
ization in voicing the protest of the civilized world against the 
action of Colombia. 

And, admitting all this, I shall claim that the action of the 
President constituted a clear violation of the treaty of 1846, 
entered into between the United States and New Granada, now 
Colombia; that his premature recognition of the Panama Repub- 
lic before it demonstrated its ability to stand alone and to main- 
tain international obligations was a violation of international 
law, and that his movement with the armed forces of the United 
States to prevent Colombia from landing upon her own territory 
for the purpose of suppressing domestic disorder was a declara- 
tion of war, made in violation of the Constitution of the United 
States, which gives to Congress alone the power of declaring war, 

Now, Mr. President, as to the treaty of 1846, under which the 
United States secured all the rights it has upon the Isthmus of 

-anama, section 35 of that treaty contains two guaranties—one a 
guaranty of Colombia to the United States, the other a guaranty 
of the United States to Colombia. The guaranty of Colombia 
to the United States was that of the free and uninterrupted tran- 
sit across the Isthmusof Panama to the citizens and the products 
of the United States. 

The language is: 

The Government of New Granada (now Colombia) guarantees to the Goy- 
ernment of the United States that the right of way or transit across the Isth- 
mus of Panama upon any modes of communication that now exist or that 
may be hereafter constructed shall be open and free to the Government and 
citizens of the United States, etc. 

The guaranty of the United States to Colombia was the guar- 
anty of the neutrality of the Isthmus, and the rights of sover- 


| eignty and property of New Granada, now Colombia, over the 
What does the Senator from | 


Isthmus. 

The language is: 

The United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to New Granada, 
by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the beforementioned Isth- 
mus, With the view that the free transit from the one to the other sea may 
not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty ex- 
ists; and in consequence the United States also guarantee, in the same man- 
ner, the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada has and 
possesses over the said territory. 


The guaranty of sovereignty upon the part of the United States 
was sufficiently broad in its terms to cover not only foreign inva- 





| sion but domestic insurrection, for thereis no limitation whatever 


| upon the guaranty. 








| bia was to be asserted over every inch of the isthmian terr 


| rupted transit to the citizens and products of the United Stats 


' the treaty of 1846? 


But I shall assume as correct the interpre- 
tation put upon it by our Secretaries of State and our Attorneys- 
General, that this guaranty was only against foreign invasion; 
that the Isthmus was to be neutral territory; that it was not to be 
the scene of foreign contention, and that the obligation of the 
United States was to resist any attempt of any foreign power to 
land upon the Isthmus and make it the scene of contention. 

If this be so, if it be true that the guaranty of sovereignty 


upon the part of the United States extended only against foreign 
| invasion, then it must also be true that the sovereignty of Colom- 
tory 


in the maintenance of civil government and public order, in the 
suppression of domestic disorder. 

Now, the treaty of 1846 simply provided for free and uninter- 
ss by 
modes of communication then existing or thereafter to be con- 
structed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President- 

Mr. MORGAN. Does not the treaty-—— a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne 
vada yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Alabama was about 
propound an inquiry. ‘ 

Mr. MORGAN. Does not the treaty of 1846 include the right 
of transit to citizens of the United States on the same terms as if 
they were citizens of Colombia? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Nevada contend that 
we have no treaty right now to protect the freedom of transit 
across the Isthmus? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does the Senator mean treaty rights ander 

















_— 


Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Nevada deny that the 
United States has to-day the treaty right to protect the freedom 
of transit across the Isthmus? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is nothing in the treaty of 1846 
which gives that right. The United States Government has the 
right to protect its citizens and the property of its citizens; but 
it is only by reason of that general right that it can exercise any 


powers within the sovereignty of Colombia. If the United States 
can not exercise that right outside of this treaty, then it has no 
such right under this treaty. 

Mr.SPOONER. IftheSenator will permit me, the Government 
of New Granada, under that treaty, as I read it, guaranteed to 
the United States Government, as well as to its citizens, the right 
of way or transit across the Isthmus. In consideration of that 
we made certain guaranties, which we have kept through many 
years. Does the Senator from Nevada contend that a failure of 
the Government of Colombia to maintain its guaranty deprived 
us of our right to uninterrupted transit across the Isthmus? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. Then I recur to the question—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The only question is as to the method by 
which we could assert that right. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I am dealing now with the right, not 
with the method. I recur to the question which I put to the 
Senator. Does he deny that under the treaty of 1846, by which, 
in article 35, Colombia guaranteed to the United States the right 
of way or transit for the Government and its citizens across the 
Isthmus, we still have that treaty right to freedom of transit | 
across the Isthmus? I confine my question merely to the freedom | 
of transit, and I should like to have the Senator answer. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iwill answer theSenator. Colombia conld 
not deprive this Government or its citizens of the right of transit. | 

Mr. SPOONER. That, then, is because we have the right of | 
transit. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; we hav’ the right of transit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I understand tre Senator to admit (and | 
my proposition is a narrow one) that we possess as 2 Government, | 
for the Government and for our people, under the treaty of 1846, 
the right of way or transit across “he Isthmus, The Senator ad- 
mits that? — 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. But I do not admit the Sena- | 
tor’s contention that by reason of the existence of that right we 
have the right and the power to land our troops upon Colombian 
soil and usurp her sovereignty and exercise her powers of sup- 
pressing domestic disorder. 

Mr. SPOONER. _ That is entirely another thing. 

: Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | 
on? 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 








Mr. DANIEL. The right of our troops and citizens of tran- 


sit across the territory of Colombia they accorded to us in a treaty 
in consideration of a provision in that treaty that we should guar- 
antee the sovereignty of Colombia. 

Mr. SPOONER. Seneswer yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. I supposed that would be the reply. I ask the 
Senator from Nevada whether or not in his judgment the method 
taken by the United States to prevent Colombian troops from going 
to the transit was a recognition of the sovereignty of that country 
or an insult to it and an invasion of it? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Clearly the latter. I will say in response 
to the Senator from Virginia that the treaty does not give the 
right to the Government of the United States in express terms to 
land its troops upon the Isthmus of Panama or to move its troops 
upon the Isthmus of Panama or to use its troops upon the Isthmus 
of Panama. 

_ The right of transit was given both to the Government and to 
its citizens. I assume that under that right the Government of 
,the United States could move its troops across that line of transit 
on the way to California, for instance, and with a peaceful pur- 
pose, so far as Colombia was concerned. But certainly no right 
was given to the Government of the United States to land upon 


and for the purpose of usurping in any degree her sovereignty or 
the exercise of her powers. 

Recollect it was Colombia’s guaranty, and, assuming, contrary 
to the fact, that there was a breach of that guaranty; assuming 
that as a result either of Colombia’s actions or of public disorder 
and revolution there, the transit of the Government of the United 
States or its citizens was interrupted, what was the remedy of 
the Government of the United States? Under this very treaty 
and under the law of nations its remedy was to present its griev- 
ance for the breach of Colombia’s guaranty and to.claim redress 
and compensation, and if neither redress nor compensation was 
Siven, then, and then only, would there be just cause of war, for 
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the Isthmus with a purpose hostile to the sovereignty of Colombia 
| 





by the very provisions of this treaty in the close of article 35, sub- 
division 5, it was declared: 


If, unfortunately, any of the articles contained in this treaty should be 
violated or infringed in any way whatever, it is expressly stipulated that 
neither of the two contracting parties shall ordain or authorize any acis of 
reprisal, nor shall declare war against the other on complaints o* injurie 
or damages, until the said party considering itself offended shall 
before the other a statement of such injuries or damages, veritied 





. . oo ; : : mi pe- 
tent proofs, demanding justice and satisfaction, and the same shall have been 
denied, in violation of the laws and of international right. 


So here we have in this treaty, upon which all onr rights on the 
Isthmus are based, a declaration of the principle now so a!!-per- 
vading of the peaceful adjustment of difficulties between nations, 
and a solemn declaration upon the part of both of the parties to 
this treaty that if either onecommitted a breach of the treaty the 
other should make complaint of injuries to the offending party 
and should claim redress, justice, and satisfaction. and that there 
should be no cause of war until they were refused. 

So here is a plain provision guarding against the armed asser- 
tion by either power of its right under this contract, and a provi- 
sion that the offended party sha'l make complaint against t 
fending party, verified by proo’, and redress shall be denied before 
a cause for war can exist. 

Now, upon the part of the United States the guaranty was the 
neutrality of the Isthmus; that the Isthmus should not be the 
scene of contention for foreign nations; that the United States 
would protect the Isthmus against the armed invasion of foreign 
nations. Had the United States failed to keep that guaranty, 
what would have been the mode of redress under this very treaty 
to be pursued by Colombia? She woald have to make her state- 
ment of the breach of the guaranty and make her claim for jus- 
tice and satisfaction, and she would have no cause of war until 
redress was refused. 

Now, then, the President of the United States bases his action, 
first, upon our treaty rights. second, upon our national interests, 
and, third, upon the interests of collective civilization. As to 
our treaty rigats, whilst hs admits that there is not a word in the 
treaty regarding the concession for the building of a future 
Panama Canal, he claims that the spirit of the treaty required 
Colombia not only to permit free transit over any existing modes 
of communication, but required her to sanction the construction 
of this particular mode of communication and to sanction it in 
the terms dictated by the United States without the crossing of a 
“t” or the dotting of an “‘i,’”’ and he claims that by failing to 
do this Colombia broke the spirit of the treaty and that this 
constituted a breach of the treaty, justifying the United States in 
armed resistance to Colombia’s sovereignty. 

Mr. President, we will assume that the spirit of the treaty called 
for the grant of this conzession in the very termscalled for by the 
United States. We will assume not only that its spirit but that 
its letter called for it, that the treaty in very terms provided that 
this canal should be constructed by the Government of the United 
States and that the concession should be granted subsequently to 
the United States, giving it a right to build this very canal upon 
the very terms provided for in the Hay-Herran treacy, 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is now speaking of the treaty of 
1846? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; and we will assume that in breach of 
that obligation Colombia refused to grant the concession. What, 
then, was the remedy of the United States? To make war? To 
resist Colombia’s sovereignty over her territory? To aid domes- 
tic insurrection? To prevent her troops from landing upon isth- 
mian soil for the purpose of suppressing it and maintaining public 
order? No. Under the very terms of this treaty —— 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. NEWLANDS. One moment. Under the very terms of 
this treaty it was the duty of the Government of the United States 
to present its complaint to Colombia and demand ‘ju » and 
satisfaction,’’ with a clear, calm. and unequivocal statement of 
its case, and to await her refusal before taking aggressive and 
armed and warlike action. 

Mr. CARMACK. The treaty of 1846 required that. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The treaty of 1846 required that in express 
terms. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. [I ask it not in any controversial spirit at all. 
Does the Senator contend as a fact or in fact that any troops sent 
by Colombia to be landed on the Isthmus of Panama prior to the 
recognition of the Republic of Panama were prevented by the 
United States from being landed on the Isthmus? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; not as a matter of fact, I believe. 

Mr. MORGAN. MayI interrupt the Senator from Nevada? 


1e of- 
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I hope the Senator will complete that line of argument before he 
turns his attention to anything else. 





Mr. NEWLANDS. I was about to complete it. Instructions 
were given to our naval commanders in those waters notifying 
them that the Government of Colombia was about to send its 


troops to the Isthmus and commanding them to prevent their 
lan jing. and the only reason why Colombian troops were not met 
in the harbor of Colon by the armed resistance of the United 


no 


States was that the commander of the Nashville did not receive | 


the telegram until after the landing had been made. 

Then, pur suing the spirit of that telegram, he forbade the 
forces of Colombia access to the railroad, the creature of the con- 
cession of Colombia: forbade the Government of Colombia from 
moving its troops from Colon, a place of peace, to Panama, the 
seat insurrection, for the purpose of suppressing public dis- 
order there. And here again was a violation of Colombia's rights 
under this treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
other question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Which does the Senator claim was the act of 
war, the sending of the telegram or the forbidding of troops to land? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The whole action of the President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. From beginning to end, prior to and sub- 
sequent to the recognition of the Republic constitufed a declara- 
tion and acts of war. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator declines to file a bill of particu- 
lars here. Mr. President. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think he is wise. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator from Wisconsin has asked 
me whether as a matter of fact prior to the recognition of the 
Republic of Panama the United States prevented Colombia from 
landing her troops, and I have shown how that 


Will the Senator permit me to ask him an- 
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~atastrophe was | 


avoided simply by the fact that the commander of the Nas/ville | 


did not receive his telegram in time. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the catastrophe that was avoided never 
happened. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, I wish to go on with reference to the 
action of the commander of the Nashville at that time. The gen- 
erals commanding these Colombian forces were denied the right 
to move the troops over the railroad, which was the beneficiary 
of a concession made by Colombia. The very instrument of civi- 
lization created there by the grant of Colombia for the benefit of 
the world was to be made the instrument of Colombia’s undoing, 
in violation of the express terms of the concession itself, which 
gave Colombia the power and the right, without compensation, to 
move her troops over that railroad for governmental purposes and 
for the’ purpose of suppressing disorder, and in violation of a later 
concession for the construction of a ship canal, granted to the Pan- 
ama Canal Company, of France, in which Colombia reserved 
clearly and distinctly the right to move her troops and her police 
force over the canal without compensation, and also over the 
auxiliary railway, this very railway which at that time had been 
secured by the Panama Canal Company. 

The concession to the Panama Railroad Company reads as fol- 
lows: 

ARTICLE XIX. 


In compensation for these exemptions the company binds itself to trans- 
rt gratuitously and without the Government having to pay anything, either 


| Executive function. 


| demands upon this subject, and you will find him sustaini! 


or freight or for any other cause, the troops, chiefs and officers, and their | 


equipage, ammunition, armament, clothing, and all similar effects that may 
belong to, are or may be destined for the immediate service of the Govern- 
ment of the Republic, or of the State of Panama. 


The concession to the French Panama Canal Company reads as 
follows: 


The company shall carry gratis through the canal, or on the auxiliary 
railway, the men destined for the service of the nation, for the service of the 
State through whose territory the canal may pass, or for the service of the 
police, with the object of guarding against foreign enemies or for the pres- 
ervation of public order, and shall also transport gratis the baggage of such 


| to the commanders of our forces prior to the insurrection. pr 


men, their war materials. armanent, and clothing which they may need for | 


the service assigned to them. 


So the Government of the United States, by its action at Colon, 
actually forbade the concessionaires of Colombia, these people 
whose only right to be there existed by virtue of Colombia's 8 grant, 
to carry out the very terms of their grants requiring them to give 
the Government the transportation that was necessary for the 
moving of troops essential to the preservation of public order. 

Now, Mr. President, I will assume for the purpose of argument 
that the President's 
moral right to deny the consummation of the Hay-lerran treaty, 
that to refuse to grant that concession was an offense against 
civilization, and that wherever a nation so exercises its sover- 
eignty as to block the civilization of the world and the advance 


contention is right, that Colombia had no | 





| grievance of civilization; argument, persuasion, and entreat, 
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of commerce it is the right of the nations of the world to bring 
the recalcitrant state to terms. . 

We will grant, for the sake of argument, that that is a prin 
of international law, and we will grant also that by reason of 
Monroe doctrine the Government of the United States was 
called to bring about the concert of the civilized nations 1 
this subject; that it stood on this continent as the trust: 
civilization, to voice civilization’s rights and redress civilizati 
wrongs. 

What is the method to be pursued according to the princiyes 
of international law in any such controversy? A clear, calin. 
“1nequivocal statement is made to the offending nation of ¢| 
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exhausted; methods of arbitration are suggested; meth 
friendly treaty are suggested, and only in the last resort is \ 
lence employed. 

If, then, this was the right of civilization: if, then, this wa 
right of the concert of nations acting in the interest of ci 
tion, this was the right, and the only right, of the United + 
as the trustee for civilization. If civilization had such a ¢ 
ance, why did not the President of the United States voice it to 
‘olom>ia? Where will you find any evidence of an expressi 
the protest of civilization against her action? 

Why, Mr. President, the rejection by the Colombian Congres 
was not complete until the end of October. It is not con ed 
for a moment that during that period the protest of civilizativ: 
was voiced by the United States, nor was it voiced immediately 
afterwards. The protest of civilization was first voiced aft 
was declared and waged and afier the offending State has ) 
spoliated of her territory. 

I ask, then, if the President of the United States proceed 
cording to the orderly and deliberate methods of internationa 
before intervention can be justified against a recalcitrant siate in 
the interest of collective civilization? 

And now we come to the recognition of the Republic of Pan- 
ama. I grant that -" recognition of governments is purely a! 
I do not claim that the President 
United States in recognizing Panama was guilty of any in! 
tion of the Constitution of the United States. 

I do claim that he was guilty of a violation of the law of nations 
in recognizing a government whose stability had not been esta)- 
lished; whose ability to stand alone had not been proved; w 
ability to maintain international obligations had not been demon- 
strated, and whose only source of strength was that the recogniz- 
ing power stood there with the armed forces of the United States 
determined to support and maintain it. 

Read the message of President McKinley regarding Cuba— 
President McKinley, whose policy the present Executive prom- 
ised to follow. Read his declaration of what international law 
g the 
calm, slow, deliberative methods pursued by Jackson years be- 
fore regarding Texas and uniformly pursued by the Presidents 
of the United States regarding recognition of South An an 
republics, with whose aims and purposes we were in syi- 
pathy. 

And yet here, upon the mere assertion of a junta, so-ca 
c omposed of a few men, and contained in a telegram addresse: to 
the President of the United States, within thirty-six hours after 
the meeting of the conspirators against public order, the Republic 
of Panama is recognized and Colombia is forbidden to land a sol- 
dier upon isthmian soil. 

Now, Mr. President, I contend that the entire action of t 
President constituted a declaration of w: ar, and his acts W 
acts of war. War was not only declared, it existed. Whi t wa 
the declaration? A declaration sent by the Secretary of the Navy 
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to the creation of this feeble Republic, informing them that te 
Government forces were about to land and instructing them to 
resist their landing. What Government forces? The for 
Colombia? Land where? Upon the Isthmus, her own te! 
of which she was in undisputed possession and control an’ ov«l 
which she exercised the undisputed sovereignty—a sovern #1! 
which we, by solemn treaty stipulation, had promised to mail 


tain by force of arms, if necessary. 


It is true no blood was shed. It was a bloodless war, but it ws 
no less an effective war, more effective than if the Colom is 
troops had landed upon that soil and as the result of a sanguinry 
conflict lasting two or three or four years the war had bee ‘te 
minated with the same results. " 


It was a successful war, which accomplished the segrega' 
Colombia’s territory, raped from her the territory that b 
to her, and transferred it to a new sovereignty. Would 
have been war had the President of the United States, in co! 
ation of that instruction, directed the armed forces of the | 
States in those waters to land upon Colombian soil—the : 








1904. 





nental soil—and to march to Bogota and sweep the country from 
end to end in a war of conquest? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

“ Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 1 understood the Senator from Nevada to 
interpret the treaty of 1846 in such a way as to require the United 
States to guarantee and defend the sovereignty and territorial in- 
tegrity of the United States of Colombia. 

I call his attention to the citations made of the opinions of Sec- 
retary Cass and Secretary Seward, who distinctly—and I think 


the holding has been uniform—held that that guaranty did not | 


relate to revolutions and secessions within the territory of Co- 
lombia, but was a guaranty relating solely to foreign interven- 
tion against the integrity of Colombia. Is that the Senator’s 
understanding, or did I misunderstand the Senator? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I fear the Senator from Iowa did not hear 
allof my remarks. What I did say was that the guaranty was in 
terms a general guaranty of sovereignty, and by its terms it 


might be construed as a guaranty not only against foreign in- | 


vasion, but against domestic insurrection. 

But I added that I accepted the interpretation put upon it by 
our Secretaries of State and our Attorney-General, to the effect 
that it was a guaranty against foreign invasion, and I contended 
that if that was the only guaranty, then the clear intention of 
the treaty was that Colombia should exercise the sovereignty of 


her own territory and should take care of domestic insurrection |} 


and disorder. So we are not far apart on that subject. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator and I agree so far that the Sec- 
retaries of State have uniformly, if I am correctly advised, held 
that our obligations to protect the State of Colombia against for- 
eign attack not only had no relation to domestic insurrection within 
its boundaries, but was accompanied also by treaty liability and 
obligation upon the United States to protect the transit across the 
Isthmus against either invasion or domestic or foreign disturbance 
of the peace in the State of Panama. Does the Senator concede 
that also? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No, I do not concede that there is any pro- 
vision in this treaty calling upon the United States to protect the 
free transit of her Government and her people across the Isthmus. 
What Ido contend is that this treaty provides that Colombia her- 
self shall guarantee to her that right. Upon a failure of that 
treaty guaranty, it would be the right of the United States under 
this treaty to present her grievance to Colombia before making a 
declaration of war. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not dispute that—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. We could only make a declaration of war 
after a denial of redress for the grievance. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that Mr. Seward, who seems to have gone very fully into the 
que was of the opinion that all our duty in connection with 

Jolombia under this treaty was accompanied by a continuous 
duty of preserving that transit against being the arena of war- 
fare or disturbance of the peace, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is not necessary for me toenter into the 

nestion as to what the right or the duty of the Government of 
the United States was as to the protection of that transit, as to 
whether or not it was to simply rely upon the guaranty of Co- 
lombia and to seek redress for a breach of that guaranty, or 
whether it had the independent right or duty, with the consent 
of Colombia, to protect the rai against a domestic insurrec- 
tion as well as a foreign foe. 

That is not nece . All I contend is that, under this very 
treaty, Colombia was left sovereign over that territory; her sov- 
ereignty recognized; that hers was the right and the duty to take 
care of domestic disorder; that, in addition to that, she had a 
right to call upon the Government of the United States, under the 
interpretation put upon the treaty by our Secretaries of State and 
our Attorneys-General, to preserve and protect the neutrality of 
the Isthmus and to ound that Isthmus against the invasion of 
any foreign foe. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire the Senator to yield to me that I may 
read a very brief extract from the message of President Cleveland 
on this very subject. Mr. Cleveland was discussing this question 
in his first annual message in 1885. He says: 


Emergencies growing out of civil war in the United States of Colombia 
demanded of the Government at the beginning of this Administration the 
employment of armed force to fulfill its guaranties under the thirty-fifth 
article of the treaty of 1846, in order to keep the transit open across the Isth- 
mus of Panama. 

to us by the treaty, 


esirous of exercising only the powers expressly reserved 
and mindful of the rights of Colombia, the forces sent to 
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the Isthmus were instructed to confine their action to “positively and effica- 


| ciously” preventing the transit and its accessories from being “interrupted 


or embarrassed.” 

The execution of this delicate and responsible task necessarily 
involved police control where the local authority was temporarily 
powerless, but always in aid of the sovereignty of Colombia. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I was considering the ques- 
tion whether the action of the President constituted a declaration 
of war. 

Mr. CARMACK. Before the Senator passes from that subject 
I wish to call his attention to the following extract from a tele- 
gram sent by Secretary Hay to Mr. Ehrman, our consul at Colon, 
instructing him as follows: 

When you are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form, 


and without substantial opposition from itsown people, has been established 
in the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with it as the responsi- 
ble government of the territory and look to it for all due action to protect 


the persons and property of citizens of the United States and to 
the isthmian transit in accordance with the obligations of existir 
governing the relation of the United States to that territory. 

In other words, the construction that Secretary Hay put upon 
that treaty of 1846 was that Colombia was under obligation to 
keep open this transit; that she had a right and was herself 
obligated by the treaty to protect the transit, and that obligation 
of the treaty of 1846 descended to the new State of Panama. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. [also call attention to the fact that if the 
guaranties made by the United States as to the sovereignty of 
Colombia were guaranties simply against foreign invasion of the 
Isthmus, so also the right and obligation of the United States re- 
garding the transit itself were’simply to defend against foreign 
invasion; if the one is true the other is true; and that the right 
and the obligation to protect both the Isthmus and the transit 
against local and domestic disorder devolved upon Colombia. 

Now, as to the declaration of war. When I was interrupted by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvErR] I was assuming that the 
President of the United States, in addition to the instructions 
given to the commanders of our naval forces in Atlantic and 
Pacific waters with reference to the prevention of the landing 
of Colombian troops upon the isthmian soil, had extended those 
instructions by commanding the marines to land upon the con- 
tinental soil of Colombia, to march to Bogota, and to sweep the 
country from end to end. 

We will assume that that had been done and that the display 
of force had been so overawing as to prevent any resistance from 
Colombia; we will assume that the force was so overwhelming, 
the display of power was so great that the Colombian forces re- 
treated beforce our forces wherever they advanced and that not 
a drop of blood was shed, would the Senator say that there was 
no state of war? 

Would the Senator say that there was no d@tlaration of war? 
Would the Senator say, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] said regarding the delay in the receipt of these instruc- 
tions, that it was a catastrophe that had been averted? So I con- 
tend that the entire action of the President constituted a declara- 
tion of war and constituted war itself. 

What does the Constitution of the United States provide re- 
garding the o to declare war? Does it give that power to the 
Executive? No. It says that Congress alone shall have power to 
declare war. The framers of our Constitution realized the danger 
of putting this great power in the hancs of a strong or a violent 
or a headstrong man, and they determined to commit that power 
to a deliberative body, representing the entire people, where the 
processes of debate secure careful consideration and deliberation. 
So the Congress of the United States alone can declare war; and 
yet here there has not only been a war declared but a war waged 
and a war successful—war declared and waged and successfully 
consummated by the President of the United States. 

Do you remember the Venezuela difficulty, in which President 
Cleveland was asserting the Monroe doctrine against England, 
who was there seeking, through the gradual extension of her 
boundary, to obtain an unwarranted possession and control over 
American soil? When England was refusing or delaying the sub- 
mission of this controversy to arbitration, what did President 
Cleveland do? 

Did he land American troops upon Venezuelan soil, fix the 
boundary of England's possession there, and forbid her to march 
her people over it? No. He exhausted diplomatic negotiation. 
Letter after letter was written; entreaty, argument, persuasion 
were exhausted. Then what did he do? He submitted the con- 
troversy to the Congress of the United States, which had the sole 
power to determine whether this course persisted in should lead 
to war as a result of the maintenance of the Monroe doctrine. 

And when, in Cuba, Spain was pursuing a career of crimeand 
cruelty, oppressing the people almost tothe point of extinction in 
a war in which the sympathies of theentire American people were 
with the oppressed Cubans, when the people of this country were 
hotly pressing on to decisive action, what did President McKinley 
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do? 


Before resorting to armed intervention in behalf of collect- 
ive civilization, did he not voice the protest of collective civiliza- 
tion in the diplomatic correspondence with Spain? 

Were not negotiation, entreaty, persuasion all exhausted be- 
fore he finally took action? And what was his action? 
intervention in Cuba by the sole decree of the Executive of the 
Government? Oh, no. 
and Congress, deeming that diplomatic negotiation had been 


exhausted, believing that all the diplomatic methods and proce- | 


dures leading to and justifying intervention had been exhausted, 
declared war as an act of intervention in behalf of collective civ- 
ilization, and that war was pursued toa final issue. Now, Mr. 
President, we are asked what is to be done. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. Iwish to ask the Senator from Nevada this 
question: Suppose before there had been any disturbance in Pan- 
ama, while Colombian sovereignty existed there unquestionably, 
England had gone on the Isthmus and taken possession of that 





Does the Senator from Nevada 


territory, what would have been the duty of the President of the | 


United States under the stipulation requiring us to guarantee 
the neutrality and by which we do guarantee the neutrality of 
the Isthmus? What, under those conditions, would have been the 
duty of the President? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam not prepared tosay now as to whether 
the armed aggression of England would be such an attack upon 
property rights as would justify the President in making a de- 
tense—a defensive war is a different thing from an aggressive 
war—or whether the circumstances would be such as to compel 
the submission of the matter to Congress. 

Itis one thing for the President of the United States to execute the 
laws of the United States,even when those laws mean the armed 
defense of the citizens and the property of the United States; it 
is another thing to declare and maintain an aggressive war. 

Mr. FULTON. The question I wish to ask the Senator is this: 


Would the President of the United States have been under an | 
obligation, by reason of that stipulation guranteeing neutrality, | 


to have taken any steps? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam not prepared to answer that question 
at present. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If it will not disturb the Senator—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly not. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have not been able to understand what 
war on the Isthmus he is talking about. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam afraid that the Senator has been 
away again 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; I have been here. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have covered that matter, and I must 
decline to cover it again, as it simply involves a repetition of what 
I have already said. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If there has been any actual war, it appears 
that the Colombian Government does not know of it for they 
have a minister here now, and always have had. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that I 
have pursued that matter fully, and I must decline to enter into 
it again, as it would simply involve repetition. If the Senator 
will do me the honor to read my remarks in to-morrow’s RECORD 
he will understand my position. 

I will simply add, Mr. President, to what I have already said, 
that if Colombia had ratified the Hay-Herran treaty and after- 
wards this insurrection had arisen in Panama, I ask what the 
action of the Executive would have been then. Would he have 
forbidden Colombian troops to land upon isthmian soil for the 
purpose of suppressing domestic disorder? Sothatthe real griev- 
ance was the rejection of the treaty by Colombia. The President 
regarded that rejection as a cause of war, of a just war, to be 
maintained by this country in the interest of collective civilization. 

Now, we are asked, what are we to doabout this? TheSenator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] made the query yesterday, 
after the eloquent speech of the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
CARMACK], What are we to do about it? The Republic of Pan- 
ama now exists—granted, it exists—by virtue of our strengthand 
power, and not by virtue of its own; but it exists. Reject this 
treaty, and what then happens? Will the United States then 
permit the Colombian Government to land its troops upon isth- 
mian soil, suppress domestic disorder, and destroy that Republic, 
created by the action of our own Executive? ; 

I admit that this is a serious question. I should hesitate to 
take any action which would turn over the people of Panama to 
the cruelty of the Colombian Government when the action of the 
people of Panama has been the result of the sustaining action of 
our own Chief Executive. I should hesitate about it, lawless and 





unconstitutional though it has been. But it does seem to me that 
there is a basis upon which this entire matter can be accommo- 
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dated, and that is by a prompt disavowal by the Congress of the 
| United States of the acts of the President as unauthorized, as un- 
| warranted, either by our treaties, by international law, or by the 
| Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor a question there, if he will permit me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. QUARLES. Does the Senator think that the Senate, ag 
one branch of the legislative power, can pass a resolution of cen- 
sure upon the Executive in the exercise of a purely Executive dis- 
cretion? Can one coordinate branch of the Government sit in 
criticism upon another, so that we would be authorized to pass a 

resolution of censure upon the Executive? 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that it is unnecessary for me now to consider that question of 
power, as I made no such suggestion. My suggestion was that 
the Congress of the United States, whose constitutional power 
had been invaded by the Executive, should disavow his acts. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, [should like to have the Sena- 
tor enlighten the Senate as to what power Congress has over the 
subject of the recognition of a new state? Is it not an Executive 
discretion? Has the Congress, sitting here as a legislative body, 
anything to do with that? 

Mr. TELLER. What is a discretionary question? 

Mr. QUARLES. The Executive discretion as to whether a goy- 
ernment should be recognized. And, to make my question more 
pointed, I should like the Senator to indicate to the Senate what 
act of the President it is that he thinks Congress should disavow. 
That will bring the legal question exactly down to the point where 
we can comprehend it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should disavow all of his acts that are in 
violation of the treaty of 1846—and I have enumerated them— 
| that are in violation of international law—and I have enumerated 
| them—and in violation of the Constitution of the United States— 
| and I have enumerated them. What happens when that dis- 
avowal is made? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Futon in thechair). Does 

the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
| Mr. SPOONER. Iappeal to the Senator from Nevada to in- 
troduce such a resolution in order that there may be developed 
here in a practical way a line of action on his proposition. 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. I will take the appeal of the Senator from 
| Wisconsin under consideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the trouble with it all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam now making a suggestion to the dom- 
inant party, the party in control of the Government, the party 
whose action will decide this question, and I am insisting upon it 
that the Congress of the United States, whose constitutional 
power has been invaded, should disavow these unauthorized acts, 
just as clearly and unequivocally as it would disavow them if 
these acts had been performed by the naval officers of the United 
States in Atlantic and Pacific waters without the command of 
the President. They were equally in violation of our contracts, 
of international law, and of constitutional law, whether performed 
by the order of the President or without the order of the President. 

If those officers had, without the direction of the President, 
taken this action, and as the result of that action Colombia had 
been dismembered, her territory segregated, and a new sover- 
eignty created, with possession and control over a part of her ter- 
ritory, I ask whether Congress would not have disavowed thir 
acts? And they are equally subject to disavowal when done by 
the President of the United States, acting in violation of treaty 
obligation, of international law, and of constitutional prohiviticn. 

You ask what will happen upon disavowal. Disavowal isa 
well-known principle of international law. Whenever the agents 
or officials of a country commit an unauthorized wrong against 
another country, disavowal is always declared. That isa part of 
the redress. E 

Now, then, what is the remaining redress? I can not tell 
whether or not the status quo ante can be restored. I can not tell 
whether or not it ought to be restored, judging it from the stan(- 
point of Panama herself. I am not inclined to think that ti 
people of Panama have no just grievance against Colombia. ! 0 
not contend that they did not have the right of revolution 4' d 
that revolution was not justified by the action of Colombia, rv 
pressive of her energies. 

My sympathies are rather with Panama than against her. ! 
am not talking now of the action of Panama or of the revolutiou- 
ists there. I am talking of the action of the Government of (5° 
United States, through the sole instrumentality of its Executive, 
without the sanction of Congress. I say we can consider the ques- 
tion whether or not the status quo ante can be restored, and th 
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will involve the taking of testimony and involve negotiation with 
Colombia and with the Republic of Panama, for it is there to-day 
isting and existing by our force and our might, and we may 


es . 
ell hesitate to take such action as would turn her over to con- 


a st and disorder. . : , 

| admit that; but there is a resting place. The Colombian 
Government is conducting itself with rare prudence and modera- | 
tion. Mindful of its treaty obligations, though our Government | 


ic unmindful of them, its President is stating its grievance under 


the treaty of 1846 to the Government of the United States, pre- 
senting it, verified by proofs, at the State Department, exhaust- 
ing argament and persuasion and entreaty, making no display of 
force, the Colombian forces halting upon the boundary line be- 


tween her continental territory and heristhmian territory, respect- 
ing the power and the strength and the vigor of the United States, 
leading for a peaceful adjustment of this controversy, of this 
“ ach of the treaty of 1846—this breach which is apparent, if 
in nothing else, in the failure of the United States to present her 
grievance, if she had any, in orderly form to the constituted 
authorities of Colombia before taking aggressive measures. 

Does that involve, will that involve, turning over Panama to the 
mercies of acruelsovereign? No. Theendof itall may be that as 
a result of negotiation the people of Panama may conclude, pro- 
vided the canal goes through, to submit themselves again to Colom- 
bian sovereignty. On the other hand, Colombia, viewing the 
actual condition, may consent to this segregation of the Isthmus 
upon compensation. Then the matter will be adjusted peacefully. 

But suppose that Colombia refuses to do anything; that she 
refuses to permit this canal to be constructed; that she refases 
to do anything except to reassume her authority over Panama. 
Then it will be in the power of the United States to present her 
grievance, if she has any, to Colombia, to voice against Colombia 
the protest of collective civilization. Then, having exhausted 
argument, persuasion, and entreaty, we can consider whether, 
under the principles of international law, we will make a decla- 
ration in our own interest and in the interest of collective civiliza- 
tion against a recalcitrant state. 
United States can act, act under the sanction of the Constitution, 
act under the sanction of the treaty of 1846, and act obediently 
to the recognized principles of international law. 

Mr. President, I ask permission toadd asan appendix some quo- 
tations from documents, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. I am through. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hardly know in what terms to couch the 
observation which I am tempted to make to the Senator from Ne- 
vada—whether it should be in words of congratulation or other- 
wise of his very specific indorsement of the proposition of inter- 
national eminent domain, for that is what he has asserted. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The right of eminent domain, let me re- 
mark to the Senator, is to be exercised according to methods of pro- 
cedure pointed out by law. The right of eminent domain, even 
in our own country, does not mean that you orl can seize our 
neighbor's land and apply it to our own uses. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then what does it mean as the Senator used it? 
° Mr. NEWLANDS. It means to go into the courts of the na- 

10n—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ispeak of eminent domain in our own coun- 
try, not in international law. It involves your going into court, 
declaring the use to which you wish to subject the property, show- 
ing that it is a necessary public use, and it involves also the ju- 
dicial determination of the value of the property taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator—— 


Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit me—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. In international law, whilst there is no 


great tribunal before which any nation of the world can be sum- 
moned to auswer for its misdeeds and offenses against civilization 
and with a view to exercising this doctrine of eminent domain, 
Whose existence I am not prepared to admit, though the Senator 
seems to think I do, the whole tendency of international law is 
to erect and constitute tribunals of peace to act between nations 
and with a view) to rendering justice between nation and nation, 
Just as our domestic courts do between manand man. The inter- 
national court at The Hague, I suggest, is a court of that kind. 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Nevada, in the course of 
is observations, emerged from the chaparral and the bushes into 
the open field where the world can see him, and declared, if his 
ulterances meant anything, in favor of the principle of interna- 
tional eminent domain, because the Senator, driven by the opera- 





And then the Congress of the | 
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tions of his strong mind and his legal education, came to the 
point in his speech where he was unwilling to admit that one 
nation could bar the way to the progress of collective civilization. 
Iam ata loss to know, for I am not quick of apprehension 
what the Senator meant, unless he meant that if the Republic of 
Colombia should be unduly recalcitrant—that is the word, and it 
was an apt word, which the Senator used—the United States. ag 
the representative of the collective civilization of the world, 
should, in the interest of the world, cut its way, law or no law, 
except the mere question of damages 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 
Mr.SPOONER. Iam talking now to the Senator from Nevada. 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to interrupt the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin long enough to ask him a question. 
Mr. SPOONER. Ina moment. 
Mr. TELLER. Inamoment. 





I will not unduly interrupt him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. The Senator from Colorado never 
does. I ain at a loss to know what the Senator meant, unless that 
the United States shall cut its way through the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama and unite the Atlantic and Pacific, leaving only to be deter- 
mined the question of damages to the proprietor—the sovereign 
proprietor—whose territory has been taken for use of the work. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Have I misstated the position of the Senator 
from Nevada? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state, in reply to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, that I object to his term ‘‘international eminent do- 
main,’’ because it is a new term. 

I can not say that I object to it, but rather that I am not pre- 
pared at present to accept it as an international term. Nor am I 
prepared to accept the President’s phrase, ‘‘ the rights of collect- 
ive civilization.’’ It may be that he has coined a phrase which 
will go into the books of international law and be accepted as one 
of the terms of international law. I was simply pursuing the cau- 





| tion which I think every man of legal training ought to pursue 


regarding the acceptance of new terms and new phrases. 

Ido not think, however, that the Senator misapprehends the 
course of my argument. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The entire argument was based upon the 
President’s contention, éirst, that he was warranted in his action 
by a proper regard for the obligations of the treaty of 1546; sec- 
ond, that he was warranted in his action by the principles of in- 
ternational law; third, that he was warranted in his action by the 


| demands of collective civilization, and also that his action was 


warranted by the Constitution of the United States. I was meet- 
ing the President upon his own ground, accepting the facts and 


| the reasons alleged by him, and not at all entering into the field 


of controversy as to the facts or as to reasons for the action. 


| The Senator is familiar in law with an argument which admits 


the statement of facts made by the other side. 

Mr. CARMACK. For the sake of the argument. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. For the sake of the argument. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but the Senator from Nevada came from 
the chaparral into the open fieldand announced a doctrine which 
has been proclaimed in this transaction, and when chailenged 
about it has abandoned the open field and gone back into the cha- 
parral and the brush. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator, of course, to be 
against the President. I expected that. I expected the Senator 
to contend that the President had violated the laws of the United 
States, had violated the law of nations, had violated a treaty, 
had violated the Constitution, and had violated his oath. Of 
course that is the attitude in this transaction of Senators who 
choose to be partisan rather than to be just. But the Senator can 
not, if he spoke what he meant, escape from my suggestion that 
he indorsed one proposition in the President’s message, and that 
was the doctrine of international eminent domain. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought that came from the Pension Office, 
I have not seen it in the President’s message. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator will permit me to do him ab- 
solute justice, he did not think it came from the Pension Office. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ithoughtso. I have heard of it as coming 
from the Pension Office and I never saw anything like it in the 
President’s message. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Commissioner of Pensions did sug- 

est it. 
Mr. SPOONER. That does not come from the Pension Office. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator indulge me a question about 
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the other branch of this subject—the interest of collective civili- 
zation and its right to be represented by the President of the 
United States? I wish to ask the Senator whether, when we 
passed the Spooner law, a very splendid law and one which has a 
great deal of my personal affection, though I had to fight ita 
long time before it got into shape, he did not then suppose and 
believe, and whether he does not yet believe, that we had opened 
a way for a canal across the American Isthmus fully sufficient 
for the interests of collective civilization—at Nicaragua? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, neither the Senator from Ala- 
bama nor any other Senator was called upon to antagonize me or 
mate suggestion to me as to any provision in the canal act. 

Mr. MORGAN. I haveexercised that privilege, Mr. President, 
in due order, and I siand by it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ch, no 

Mr. MORGAN, What has the Senator got to say to that? 

Mr. SPOONER, I say this: I stand by the provisions of the 
canal act. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, we have acanal way which nobody has 
yet obstructed and nobody has the power to obstruct except the 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. I stand by the canal act. There is no provi- 
sion in the canal act that was suggested to me by any man in 
this Senate or ont o° it. 

Mr. MORGAN, I did not claim to have suggested anything 
to vou. : 

Mr. SPOONER. No: the canal act was based upon the report 
or the reports o” the Comm/‘ssion. The Conimission reported, 
first, because of the extortionate price demanded by the French 
com pany—— 

Mr. MORGAN. And for no other reason. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not say that, because it would not be 
true, in my judgment. The Canal Commission first reported in 
favor of the Nicaragua route. When the French company had 
reduced its demand from $109.000,000 to $40,000,000, the Com- 
mission was reconvened to consider that change. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President—— 

"Mr. SPOONER. Pardon me foramoment. I will yield to the 
Senator later. Whether the Commission was functus or not I do 
not stop to inquire. I am dealing in what I say with the facts, 
not with the law. The Commission thus reconvened to consider 
the situation in the light of the reduced offer of the French com- 





pany, recommended unanimously 
Mr. MORGAN. No. 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. MORGAN. No. 
Mr. SPOONER. Unanimously. 
Mr. MORGAN. No. 


Mr. SPOONER. WhenI say “ unanimously ”’ I mean with the 
concurrence of every member of the Commission, so far as the 
papers showed and the world could know. 

Mr. MORGAN. There was a protest filed there by one of the 
commissioners against that act, and he said he did it only because 
if he had failed to join in the report he was satisfied they could de- 
feat any canal. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not like to criticise, nor will I, any man 
in private life who can not answer me here. I based what I say 
upon what was exhibited to the world, caring nothing for any 
secret reservation of a given member of the Commission. 

Mr. MORGAN. I base what I say upon what has been pre- 
sented to Congress by that Commission. 

Mr. SPOONER. Since the report of the Commission? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. I think it was contemporaneous with it. 
I am not sure about that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Professor Haupt—for he is the gentleman to 
whom the Senator from,Alabama alludes—had been, appointed a 
member of that Commission. He was charged by the uppoint- 
ment under the law with all the duties and obligations which 
rested upon the individual members of that Commission. It was 
an expert Commission. It was to report to those of usin this 
House and the other who were not engineers upon the question 


as to which route, from the engineering standpoint and other | 


standpoints, was the better route in the interest of the American 
people. : J 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say, if the Senator will allow me, 
in respect to Professor Haupt, that he signed that protest at the 


time he signed the report, and left it on the files of the Commis- | 


sion. If they did not report it to Congress, as to which fact I am 
not certain in the first instance, it is a matter between them and 
Professor Haupt. 

Mr. SPOONER. Whether a public official, in whom are re- 
posed trust and confidence, as in this case they were reposed in 
each of the members of the Commission, could, with propriety, 
sign a report which they sent to Congress recommending a par- 
ticular route and sign a dissent with the Commission is a ques- 
tion which I do not stop to discuss. 


Sn errr reer erneepeenennnare eres eee aero s 


It was the duty of every member of that Commission to speak 
his opinion and conviction through his signature to that report 
or as dissenting from that report, and the report came to the 
Congress of the United States recommending the Panama route 
as the better route for this country, signed by all the members 
of the Commission, including Professor Haupt. 

Mr. MORGAN. Butif the Senator will allow me, if that re. 
port came in that way and did not present the protest, in writing. 
of Mr. Haupt, made at the time he signed it, great injustice has 
been done to him and to the public. 
| Mr. SPOONER, I knew Professor Haupt’s father long ayo, 
| Mr. MORGAN. I know him now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I knew him long ago. 
| for many years. 


I have not seen him 


| Mr. MORGAN, Ihave. 
| Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly; but that does not affect either 


the propriety or the substance of what I am about to say. I wish 
| to say what I have to say on this particular subject without un- 

just criticism upon Professor Haupt. Professor Haupt, being a 

member of that Commission, ought to have expressed his conyic- 
| tion in a public way when the report was made. 


If Professor Haupt, after looking over the whole subject, thoucht 
the Panama route was not the better route for the United States. 
he as an engineer, as a professor, as an officeholder, as a con 
sioner, as a self-respecting man, and as a gentleman ought to have 


said so, so that the world would have known. 
Mr. MORGAN. I think it is due to Professor Hannt— 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes, something is due to him. It is not on 
the record. 
Mr. MORGAN. He shall have justice, and nothing more th: 


in 
justice. Within a few days, perhaps not more than taree or four, 
after that report was made, Professor Haupt appeared as a wit- 
ness befcre the committee, of which I then had the honor to he 


chairman, and swore to this reservation and in that way pub- 
lished it to the world. 

Mr. SPOONER. On the record Mr. Haupt signed the unani- 
mous report 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, well! 

Mr. SPOONER. And since that has by magazine artic'es and 
otherwise impeached it. If that attitude is satisfactory to Pro- 
fessor Haupt, it is satisfactory tome. But it misled me— 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Depew], lam informed bya 
note, is anxious to go on. 

Mr. DEPEW. The note is not from me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, it is from somebody. I do not know 
from whom it comes. And if the Senator from New York 
anything to say I know he is anxious to say it and I am anxious 
to hear it. And so, Mr. President, as far as I am concerned, | 
abandon the floor now in favor of the Senator from New Y 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I do not know who was 
anonymous friend 

Mr. SPOONER. But you ratify his act? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DEPEW. But Iam very much gratified with what he did 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New \ork 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the most interesting and vitally 
important question to the American peop.e is the construction « 
the Isthmian Canal. There is absolute unanimity of opini 
the work to be begun, prosecuted and completed at the ear! 
possible moment. The opponents of the treaty are really aiding 
the enemies of the canal. If there ever has been a concert 0! 
action among any great railway corporations to defeat thi: 
beneficent work of commerce and civilization, I am not aw: 
it; but if such a combination does exist, then its allies aid its 
most efficient assistants are to be found among those who. | r 
any device or excuse, are endeavoring to defeat the treaty will 
the Republic of Panama. 

Piercing the Isthmus of Darien is nonewidea. It has am 
to statesmen for hundreds of years, and now, four centuri 
Columbus sailed along the coast of the Isthmus trying to 
opening which would let him into the Pacific, the comp! 
his dream is near at hand. Charles V was the ablest ruler 3 
century. The power of Spain under him and his succes ne 
cluded Cuba and Porto Rico, territories on the Gulf of M 
and the Pacific Ocean, and the Isthmus of Darien and the 
ippine Islands. His knowledge of geography was limited b se 
of the meager discoveries of his period, but he did see that 
was an opportunity for an eastern and western empire by co! 








| ing the two oceans, and set about energetically to accomplis) (4° 

| task. 

| Before his plans had matured he was succeeded by his 5°. 
that phenomenal bigot and tyrant, Philip II. He declared that" 
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was sacrilege to undo what God had created, and therefore | to again suspend the constitution, prorogue Congress or send 


wicked to cut through the mountains for a canal. For three 
hundred years the wall of superstition built by this monarch pre- 
vented the union of the oceans. The initiative was with the 
United States, whose people are opposed to the opinions of King 
Philip, and believe the duty of man is to exploit, develop, utilize, 
aud improve the waste places of the world, the air, the water 
and the earth. As early as the Administration of John Quincy 
Adams, our statesmen saw the necessity for this work. It was 
encouraged by almost every succeeding Administration. It origi- 
nated the American idea of Henry Clay and has always been a 
bulwark of the Monroe doctrine. 

In the past fifty years our Government has repeatedly asserted 
the necessity for the canal, and that it would look with extreme 
hostility upon its being built, or owned, or dominated by a foreign 
power. The discovery of gold in California and the rush of 
our people to the Pacific coast in 1849 opened the eyes of all 
Americans to the necessity of the United States controlling this 
highway between our eastern and western States. We made 
treaties with Great Britain to encourage private enterprise to do 
this work, and to prevent any European power from undertaking 
it. Our necessity was so great that we permitted without pro- 
test the French Canal Company of De Lesseps to proceed with 
their work. After the failure of that company and of private 
enterprises on the Nicaragua route, the duty of our Government 
became clear. 

When we succeeded to the inheritance of Charles V, by the 
acquisition of Porto Rico, by the establishment of a friendly re- 
public in Cuba and by the possession of California on our Pacific 
coast, of Hawaii midway and the Philippines at the gates of the 
Orient, the responsibility upon us to construct this canal was as 
much greater than it was upon that monarch as has been the 
growth of commerce and civilization from the fifteenth to the 
nineteenth century. For national defense, as well as national 
unity, there must be an unbroken line of coast from the north- 
ernmost limits of Maine to the northernmost limits of Alaska. 
For the employment of our capital and our labor in the ever-in- 
creasing surplus of our productions, we must reach, with the ad- 
vantages which the canal would give us. the republics of South 
America and the countless millions in the old countries across 
the Pacific. 

The Republic of Colombia recognizing this need sent here a 


diplomatic representative carrying a proposition. With scarcely | 


any modification on our part this tentative agreement presented 


by Colombia was embodied in the Hay-Herran treaty. In that | 
instrument was the most generous treatment of all interests to be | 


acquired. We were to buy the plant and the properties of the 
French Company for $40,000,000. We were to give to Colombia 
$10,000,000 for a franchise which would be of incalculable benefit 
to that country. While we were permitted to exercise certain 
powers within a zone, six miles wide, for the protection of the canal, 
yet the sovereignty over that strip was recognized in every line of 
the treaty as remaining with Colombia, This concession was a 
weakness in the treaty for our interests. 

The excuse for this concession was that our power was so great 


our interests could never be imperiled. There is no enlightened | 


government in the world whose financial condition is not strong 
enough to construct through its territories a public improvement 
of such vast moment to its people, which would not. grant 
freely the right to build to any company or government which 
would spend their millions to confer upon its citizens commerce, 
trade, industries, and development. This Colombian treaty, 
agreed to by the President, approved by the Secretary of State. and 


ratified by the Senate of the United States, was carried back to | 


Bogota by the Colombian minister. Then beyan upon the stage 
of that capital a drama of unequaled interest, whether we look 
upon it as tragedy, comedy or opera bouffe. Marroquin, the 
Vice-President, had three years before, by arevolution, imprisoned 
the President, suspended the constitution, established martial law 
and begun ruling as dictator. 

After many revolts against his authority, in a final revolution 
he defeated the liberals in a great battle, and they fled from the 
field, leaving upon it 7,000 of their dead. Marroquin was now 
absolute master of the constitution, the laws, the lives, and the 
property of the people of Colombia. He evidently proposed this 
treaty to secure $10,000,000 from the United States Government. 
He wanted money, and ten millions in gold, reckoned by the value 
of Colombian currency, would be about fifty millions in that 
Republic, But the speed and alacrity with which his offer was 
accepted opened his mind to visions of boundless wealth. He 
certainly developed, in his effort to compass these riches, Machia- 
Vellian statesmanship of a high order. 

He declared the constitution operative, ordered an election 
and summoneda Congress. He had the army and absolute power; 

@ controlled the machinery of elections, and brought to the capi- 
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them to jail. But he said, ‘* This is my treaty, which I sent up to 
Washington when I was the government, which the United States 
| has agreed to, and there must be some excuse which will appeal 
| to the powers at Washington for more money. I must create an 
opposition to my Government.’’ So he granted for the first time 
in three years a restricted liberty to the press, he liberated the 
| editors and permitted the confiscated newspapers to resume. 
| The “‘cue”’ given to them was to assail the treaty and the United 
| States. This was to create the impression that there was a vio- 
| lent opposition, in a country where only five per cent of the people 
“an read, against the Hay-Herran settlement. Next he created 
| an opposition to the Government in Congress. 
The orators to whom this réle was assigned, with all the tropi- 
| cal luxuriance of Latin eloquence, denounced this infamous agree- 
| ment, this frightful surrender of the rights and interests of Colom- 
bia. Marroquin, as Vice-President, presiding over the Senate, lis- 
tened with pleasure to these fusilades upon hisown statesmanship 
prearranged by himself. Every citizen of Colombia who hadany 
intelligence, and every member of either House of that Congress 
knew that Marroquin had but to lift his finger and the vote for 
the treaty would beunanimous. Thisdrama, accurately reported 
by our Minister Beaupre to the Secretary of State, closed with 
Vice-President Marroquin saying to us substantially: ‘‘ You see 
the trouble I have in this uncontrollable opposition. Of course I 
want to carry out my treaty, but unless concessions are made, not 
to me, but to the pride and sentiments of my country, I am help- 
less. But if the United States will give $10.000,000 more, I think 
I can satisfy this opposition; at least I will risk my popularity, 
reputation and power in the effort.”’ 
| The answer of the United States was an unmistakable and em- 
| 
| 
} 


phatic no. That answer has the unanimous approval of the pub- 

lic sentiment of our country. The Vice-President then said to 

the French company, *‘ If you will pay that $10,000,000 extra out of 

your $40,000,000. we will ratify the treaty.’”” The Frenchcompany 
| rejected the proposition. Then both the minister of Great Britain 
| and the minister of Germany were approached to see whether a 
| ‘dicker *’ could not be arranged and a sortof auction set up, with 
Great Britain, Germany and the United States asthe bidders. The 
folly of this proposition was in its violation of the Monroe Doctrine 
by a Republic which had been many times its beneficiary, a Repub- 
lic which now has quarrels upon its hands with Great Britain and 
France because of outrages committed upon the citizens of those 
countries, which would lead to summary and drastic measures of 
reprisals except for the Monroe doctrine. 

No better illustration of the understanding by the European 
governments of the sarfttity of this article of American interna- 
tional law has been shown of late than this action of the repre- 
sentatives of these powers. No stronger proofs have been given 
of the interest of every great commercial nation in the construc- 
tion of this canal in the interest of commmerce and civilization 
and its construction and control by the United States. These 
patriotic efforts of the Vice-President and dictator to secure more 
money by many methods of holdup were discouraging, but he did 
notdespair. He had received an emphatic negative from the United 
States, had been refused by the French Panama Canal Company 
and turned down by Great Britain and Germany. But he had 
been trained in many revolutions where money had to be raised 
by other processes than the orderly ones of assessments and taxa- 
| tion upon all the people and properties of the country upon an 
| equal basis. His resourceful genius was equal to the occasion. 
He had called together his Congress, to carry out his programms 
| of exploiting this asset of Colombia for many times more than 
the price at which he had agreed to sell it. Then occurred to him 
an idea of high finance which ought to make the most imaginative 
| and audacious of our promoters blush at their incapacity. The 
| Panama Canal Company had received from him while dictator 

upon the payment of a million dollars and 5,000,000 francs at 
| par of stock of the new company, a concession which ran until 1910. 
The old concession expired in October, 1904, and for this the 
French company had paid Colombia 12,000,000 francs. With 
| every concession, where vast amounts of money have been ex- 
pended in good faith and large sums paid for the franchise, there 
are always equities to the defaulting party, but the new sche.ne 
dismissed the equities, the extension of the charter and the million 
dollars consideration paid, which had been spent. 

The Congress, to the tearful regret and over the wishes of the 
dictator and vice-president, rejected the treaty by an almost unani- 
mous vote and then adjourned. But Congressmen talk after ad- 
journment. Itis their habit in all countries, and the Senators and 
Representatives who participated in this picturesque drama of 
national aggrandizement said that the object of the adjournment 
was to wait until the old concession of the Panama Canal Com- 
pany had expired, in October, then to recall Congress in extraor- 
dinary session in November, declare the concession canceled and 


tal his own representatives. He was in a position at any moment | seize upon the property of the French Canal Company. Then, 
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they said, we will offer to the United States the properties of the 
French Canal Company for the $40,000,000 which are to be paid 
that corporation and the ten million which are coming to us. 
‘‘Of course,’ they argued, *“‘ the United States will be quite will- 
ing to enter upon an agreement of this kind, because the sum 
which they pay will be the same in amount as they have agreed 
upon under the terms of the Hay-Herran treaty and the contract 
with the French Canal Company.”’ 

There are two considerations in this choice bit of financiering 
which seemed never to have occurred to the statesman who 
guides the destinies of Colombia and the orators whom he placed 
in various réles to play their instructed parts. The first was an 
utter indifference or ignorance of the fact that the United States 
had a national conscience. We are acommercial nation. Our 
people are trained to all the refinements of business obligations 
and all the reciprocal relations of contracts. 


this highway robbery of the property of the citizens of France. 
The Panama Canal scheme has been unpopular in France for many 


years, and French statesmen and politicians have been afraid to | 


have any connections with it. 

It is because of the millions of dollarslost by the French people 
in the investment and the scandals caused by the corrupt use, by 
the officers of the company, of much of the money subscribed. 
But here would be a case which no government could neglect. 
The French Canal Company, representing its several hundred 
thousands of French citizens, could say to the French Government, 


‘Here are equities of great value, and here is a property for which | 
we have paid our money that has been arbitrarily confiscated.” | 


Then we would have had upon our hands difficulties, compared 
with which the present ones are infinitesimal. We could not 
deny the justice of the demand of the French Government to land 
its army upon the Isthmus and enforce its claims. Here again 
the shrewd and able leader of Colombia—for he is both shrewd 
and able—counted first upon the cupidity of the United States to 


become a party to this robbery of the French, and then to the | 
assertion of the Monroe doctrine to prevent France from demand- | 


ing and maintaining the rights of her citizens. 

Colombia, after failing to confiscate the French property in the 
canal, now appeals as a stockholder in the French Canal Com- 
pany. to prohibit the transfer of the canal property to the United 
States without the consent of Colombia. France has recognized 
the Republic of Panama. In so doing she is committed to the 
transfer to the new sovereignty of all public property within its 
jurisdiction. The Colombian Government has no better claim to 


the Panama Canal, or jurisdiction over it, than Great Britain has | 


over Bunker Hill. The same rule and construction will apply in 
case Colombia should, as bas been suggested here, commence an 
action in New York against the Panama Railroad Company, a 
New York corporation, to compel a continuance of the subsidy of 
$250,000 a year to Colombia, instead of to Panama. 


Up to this time, it will be said, no matter what was the con- | 


duct, no matter what the double dealing, no matter what the 
breaches of faith, no matter what the character of the hold up by 
the responsible Government of Colombia, that Government could 
act as it pleased upon granting rights, franchises, and properties 
within its own jurisdiction. This leads us at once tv the new 


—— of the problem presented by the organization of the Repub- | 
i 


cof Panama. Panama was one of the first settlements madein 


the Western Hemisphere. After the city of Panama had been | 
raided, robbed, and burned by Morgan and his pirates it was 


moved about seven miles, to the present site. It was the depot for 


hundreds of years for the commerce going between the Atlantic | 


and Pacific oceans. 

off the yoke of Spain. 
When General Bolivar succeeded in the revolution which he 

organized, he formed a loose-jointed republic out of the States of 


The province was one of the last to throw 


Colombia, Venezuela, Ecuador,and Panama. There waslittle in | 


common, territorially, commercially, or industrially between 
these States. After a few years Venezuela seceded and formed a 


separate government. Three years afterwards Ecuador did the 
same. Panama remained to all intents and purposes an inde- 
pendent Republic. In the new arrangement which was 
made Panama joined Colombia under a constitution which dis- 
tinctly recognized the right of secession for any cause, and bound 
the several parts only to federal contributions according to 
their judgment. It was almost a counterpart of the Articles of 
Federation in our own country which were succeeded by the 
Federal Constitution. This relation continned practically from 
1861 to 1886. 


Then a dictator arose by the name of Nunez and got control of | 


the army and navy and all the resources of the country. He sus- 
pended the constitution, the Congress, and the laws, and governed 
the country according to his own despotic will for a number of 
years. He subjugated the several States, overturned their sov- 


ereignty and forced them to become mere departments of the cen- | 
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Much as we want | 
the canal, we never could have taken it by becoming a partner in | 
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| 
tralized power at Bogota. He adopted a system, undera so-called 
constitution, by which they were ruled as Spain governed Cuba— 
by governors, who were really captain-generals, with absolute 
power, 

His enemies in the several States, and the patriots who resisted 
this suppression of liberty, were punished by imprisonment, exils 
or execution. From the time of this arbitrary destruction of the 

| rights and liberties of the independent State of Panama that 
Republic has been in a continued condition of unrest and revolt, 
The duties collected atits ports of Panama and Colon were trans- 
mitted to Bogota. The taxes levied all went to Bogota. Of the 
subsidy of $250,000 a year paid by the Panama Railroad Company, 
$225,000 went to Bogota and $25,000 to the governor of Panama, 
appointed by the President of Colombia, to distribute in his jude- 
ment in the Department of Panama. Though Panama had only 
one-fifteenth of the population of the Republic, she contributed 
a large part of its revenues, but under this arbitrary constitution 
| to which Panama never assented and never accepted, a constitu- 
| tion imposed by force and maintained by an army and an alien 
governor, she received during all these years practically no moneys 
for highways, for development, for education or for any of the 
needs of a live and growing State. 
| Itis an interesting and picturesque view of the situation that 
| the obligation of the United States to keep free transit across the 
| Isthmus has worked both ways with Colombia. There have 
| been many revolts in Panama in the effort on the part of tyran- 
| ized, plundered and patriotic citizens to regain their liberties and 
rights. Every one of them has been sternly and ruthlessly sup- 
pressed by the central Government at Bogota. The success of tho 
Bogotan Government was due in nearly every instance to the fact 
that the United States would not permit interruption of transit 
across the Isthmus. When the revolutionists would have seized 
the railroad which connected the oceans, the United States was 
the ally of the Bogotan Government to keep that open. 

The result was that it was easy for the Government forces every 
time to put down a rebellion because the recruits of the State 
could not be gathered into a successful army. But lo! the work- 
ing of this provision the other way. Citizens of Panama in No- 
vember of this year, without a dissenting voice, reasserted tho 
sovereignty of the State, which they had never surrendered, and 
proclaimed a Republic. The Colombian army joined the revolu- 
tion. With the military forces of the Bogotan Government en- 
| listing under the flag of the new Republic, the authority of Pan- 
ama was complete throughout all its borders. When, therefore, 
some time after the Republic had been established and was in 
working order, and had at Panama its army, a Colombian army 
landed at Colon for the purpose of invasion and battle, the United 
States took toward it the same position that it had toward the 
revolutionists in the many efforts made by them for the freedom 
of Panama. 
| Our Government simply said to these soldiers, “ You can not 
take possession of this railroad and interrapt traffic across the 
Isthmus. Youcan not engage in a battle or a series of battles 
which would stop communication for an indefinite period.”” At 
this point occurs an episode of which I find no parallel in ancient 
or modern history. The generals of the invading army sai( to 
the authorities of the new Republic, “‘ We are here to suppress 
you, arrest you, carry you prisonersto Bogota and overthrow the 
| Republic, but what will you give ustoquit?” Thesum of $8.(00 
was paid to the general, $5,000 for the officers and $3,000 for the 
men, and the invading army sailed away with the proud conscious 
ness of having become the possessors of a part of the asscts of 
the new Republic. 

The story of the rule of Panama by these arbitrery satraps, 
sent down from Bogota, reads like the history of the rule of 4 
Roman proconsul or the story of the methods of a Turkish gov- 
ernor. Arbitrary arrests and imprisonments without trial were 
common. Arbitrary assessments of shopkeepers and people of 
property were of everyday occurrence. These victims have been 
afraid heretofore to speak, but now the newspapers are filled with 
| their stories. The price of life and liberty, after forcible seizure 
of person and property, was dependent upon the amount that the 
citizen disgorged. Under this tyrannical rule he was helpless 
before the courts or upon appeal to the central Governimen! 
Panama had as much right to revolt as did Greece from Turkey 
in the early part of the nineteenth century or Bulgaria in the !at- 
ter part, and even more, for she had never consented to sur nder 
her sovereignty to Colombia. 

The people of Colombia outside of Panama number about 
4,000,000, of which 2,000,000 are of Spanish descent and 2,000 ,(00 


a mixture of Caucasian, Indian and negro. There are few or a 





| railroads or other highways in the country, there is no system ©! 
| general education and dense ignorance prevails. A very small 
| proportion of the people—a few thousand—are educated in the 
| United States or in Europe, and form the governingclass. Colom- 
bia is separated from Panama by hundreds of miles of mountains 
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and impenetrable forests and swamps, inhabited by hostile Indians. 
Panama, on the other hand, has every facility, under good govern- 
ment, fora prosperous State. Itisaboutaslargeas Maine. Ithas 
the same agricultural possibilities as the other Central American 
republics. It is rich in minerals and timber. Great cities, thriv- 
ing populations and varied industries have always grown along 
the lines of commercial highways. 

While the Panama Canal is being constructed and $150,000,000 
spent within the Republic, there will be a wonderful industrial 
development. When the canal is opened and the commerce of 
the world is passing to and fro, the population of Panama will 
speedily rise above the million point. Merchandise of every kind 
for the supply of the ships sailing through it will bring capital 
and business talent to the cities on either side and through the 
interior. Sanitation, which has done so much for Cuba, will 
make the Isthmus as healthy as any part of the United States. 
With American ideas and American sovereignty over the large 
strip between the two seas, and American influence and example, 
schoolhouses will dot the land and the people become educated to 
an appreciation of their liberties and the proper exercise of them 
and of their maryelously favorable commercial, fiscal and indus- 
trial position. 

But, it is said, the position of the United States in recognizing 
the Republic of Panama is a reversal of our national position on 
the subject of secession. I can not conceive of the argument by 
which comparison is made between the States of the American 
Commonwealth and Panama and Colombia. One hundred and 
seventeen years ago our forefathers saw that a nation could not 
be held together by such a rope of sand as the Articles of Federa- 
tion. They met in convention, not under the rule of a dictator, 
not under the guidance of an autocrat, but as the accredited rep- 
resentatives of the people of the various States. When their 
labors were completed the country read, and the world was aston- 
ished by, the marvelous instrument which they had prepared. 

The opening sentence of this great charter tells the story of the 
perpetuity of our national life: ‘‘ We, the people of the United 
States, in order to form a more perfect union, establish justice, 
insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defense, pro- 
mote the general welfare and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitu- 
tion for the United States of America.’’ For eighty years the 
national sovereignty was questioned only in debate. To preserve 
the institution of slavery, which was alen to our Declaration of 
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| nication and that the United States would, as b« 
| revolutionary army from concentrating or making any he 


| 


Independence and a stain upon the spirit of our institutions, the | 


civil war was inaugurated. To-day in every part of the country 
public sentiment is unanimous of its approval of the verdict which 
came from the arbitrament of arms. Our Union is sustained by 
a continued series of decisions of our highest court, by the judg- 
ment of our Presidents and Congresses and by the results of war, 
and, unimpaired by the passions of the conflict, will continue on 
forever. It is sacrilege to compare this majestic and impregnable 
fabric of government with the position of Panama in the Repub- 
lic of Colombia. 

In 1886 Mr. V. O. King, United States minister to Colombia, 
in a dispatch to Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, tells precisely 
how the Colombian constitution was formed. He says: 


At the close of the late revolution President Nunez, whose term of office 
had then nearly expired and whose reelection was forbidden by the constitu- 
tion then in force, issued a proclamation annulling that instrument and de- 
claring an interregnum in the Government. He appointed provisional 
governors in all of the nine States, and directed them to nominate two dele- 
gates — who, together, should constitute a national council to convene at 
the capital. 


And this is the convention which is compared with that which 
formed our Constitution! 
On assembling in November, 1885, the first acts of this body were to ratify 
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| ties, tyrannically and arbitrarily governed without her consent, 
suffering under intolerable tyranny and threatened with the con- 
| fiscation of a public improvement upon which depended her exist- 
| ence, simply retakes, and demonstrates her ability to hold. the 
| sovereignty of which she had been despoiled. But, say the critics 

of the President, the officers of the United States inaugurated 
| this rebellion and ships were dispatched to aid the revolt before 
| it was ever intended. No one doubts that it was the duty of the 
President to keep the highway open across the Isthmus. No one 
doubts that if the rights of American citizens were in peril becauso 
of revolution or anarchy the United States must have a force on 
the spot sufficient for their protection. The dispatches of Min- 
ister Beaupré are illuminating on this subject. 

The forces of the United States arrived at the Isthmus on No- 
vember 3. Therevolution broke out on November 4. The build- 
ing of the canal was vitalto Panama. Except for the money to be 
| distributed at Bogota for the concession, its construction was of 
little account to the Republic over the mountains. The delegates 
| from Panama to the Congress were apparently the only inde- 
| pendent members of that body. When they arrived on July 5 
| they immediately notified Vice-President Marroquin that if the 
| treaty was rejected Panama would revolt. This notification was 
so public that the minister of the United States was enabled to 
write it to our Government. 

On August 17 the treaty was rejected and the representatives 
| from Panama expressed their purpose so emphatically that our 
| minister was able to inform the Secretary of State that they had 
determined to break loose from the Bogota Government and form 
an independent republic. Two things are evident: One, Marro- 
quin believed his forces upon the Isthmus were sufficient to pre- 
| vent the revolt from succeeding. He evidently thought it would 

be the old process by which the patriots would organize at differ- 
| ent places and could not come together without having a conflict 
along the line of the railroad with the forces of the central Gov- 
ernment, that such a conflict would interrupt travel and c: 








mmu- 
fore, prevent the 
lway. 
It never occurred to him that his own army would go over to the 
revolutionists, and then he would be outside the breastworks. 

It is perfectly plain that these delegates, on returning in August 
to Panama, were joined by all the leading citizens, and that they 
had plenty of time between the middle of August and November 
4 to perfect their plans fora successful revolution. So the Presi- 
dent knew perfectly well by advice from our minister at Bogota, 
from our naval officers at Panama and Colon and from newspaper 


| reports which were the cemmon property of everyone, that suchan 


uprising would occur as to require of the United States the pres- 
ence of a force sufficient to protect our citizens and to carry out 
our treaty obligations. 

The farcical character of the action of the Colombian Congress 
and its complete control by Marroquin, together with the fact 
that Colombia could not subdue the revolution in Panama with- 


| out the aid of the United States, are demonstrated by the follow- 


ing dispatch, sent November 6, two days after the revolution in 
Panama, by our Minister Beaupré: 


Knowing that the revolution has already commenced in Panama, ——— 
- says thatif the Government of the United States will land troops to 
srreserve Colombian sovereignty and the transit, if requested by the Colom- 
Pian chargé d'affaires, this Government will declare martial law, and by 
virtue of vested constitutional authority, when public order is disturbed, 
will approve by decree the ratification of the canal treaty as signed: or, if 
the Government of the United States prefers, will call extra session of Con- 


| gress and new and friendly members next May to approve the treaty. 


Because it was a telegram the name was indicated by a blank. 


| The blank undoubtedly meant Marroquin, for no one else could 


the conduct of Doctor Nunez and to confirm his appointments. It then | 
elected him as chief magistrate of the nation for the term of six years, and | 


proceeded to formulate a projet of fundamental for a new constitu- 

ton to be submitted to the corporate vote of the municipal boards of alder- 

men throughout the country. Upon canvassing the returns the council— 
This council of his own— 


declared a majority of such votes to be in favor of the new constitution, and 
thereupon proceeded to elaborate the instrument that is herewith submitted, 
which, from the number, fullness, and precision of the precepts enunciated, 
aes. —— little of the machinery to be devised by the executive or legisla- 
It will thus be seen that President Nunez, who was both a 
usurper and a dictator, arbitrarily annulled the constitution under 
which Panama consented to become a part of the Republic of 
Colombia, retaining, however, her entire sovereignty and right of 
Secession. The tremendous difference between the formation of 
our Constitution and that of Colombia in 1886 is in the fact that 
this so-called convention, which framed the constitution destruc- 
tive of the State, was composed of the instruments of the dictator, 
appointed by himself, and that neitherin the election of delegates 
to the convention nor the ratifying of the treaty did the people of 
Panama or their representatives have any voice whatever? 
Panama, an independent State, robbed by armies of her liber- 


have made such pledges. 

Mr. President, that is an exhibition of arbitrary power. of the 
confidence of the dictator of his ability to do whatever he pleases, 
of which I think there is no parallel anywhere. He says, in ef- 


| fect, to the United States: ‘‘A revolution has broken ontin Panama, 


| my army has gone over to the Republic and I am helpless. 


| made. 


Now, 
if you will put down that revolution at my request I will abandon 
the claim of $10,000,000 more than agreed to which our Congress 
I will dismiss all pretense that this Congress had any 

wer or was other than myself. I will do everything you want. 

will suspend the constitution. Then I can do anything and will 
ratify this treaty—the Hay-Herran treaty—or do any other old 
thing you may desire; or, if you have constitutional lawyers in 
the Senate who doubt my ability or power to act under a suspen- 
sion of the constitution, I will put the constitution again in force 
and summon the members of Congress here. Each one of them 


will do what I tell him, and Congress will ratify the treaty in any 
form that you suggest.”’ 

Yet our friend the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Newnannps] has 
just eloquently and at great length proved—to his own satisfac- 
tion—that war exists between the United States and Colombia; 
that war exists by the act of the United States landing 42 marines 
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on the Isthmus, when Marroquin had 1,500 soldiers who deserted 
his standard and 400 others who left for home when their general 
got $8.000; that war exists between the United States and Colom- 
bia when, during all the time from the first telegram of President 
Roosevelt until now, the Colombian minister has been here, hay- 
ing daily communication with the Secretary of State. When 
every diplomatic condition which means peace, and continuing 
peace, exists between the United States and Colombia, the Sen- 
ator from Nevada says we have war. There must be lurid im- 
aginings among Senators who, instead of living within the limits 
of the city, where they are in contact with hard facts, reside and 
muse in the rural outskirts of the capital. ene.) 

Our diplomatic history bristles with recognitions of de facto 
governments formed by revolutions. Where the sympathies of 
our people were with the revolt, Presidents have paid little atten- 
tion to the possibilities of success or the offensive or defensive 
means of the revolting provinces or states. The principle of 
international law that recognition is wholly in the discretion of 
the power which makes it and is not a cause for war is too ele- 
mentary to discuss. Our position with Cuba went far beyond 
this. We warned the Spanish Government to get out of Cuba 
when there was no war between us simply because of intolerable 
internal conditions on that island. We finally drove the Spanish 
army out of Cuba and then governed it for two years. We re- 
fused to let Cuba recognize the Cuban debt, the bonds of which 
had been sold in Europe based for security upon Cuban:revenues. 

Our obligation for forty-eight years to Colombia, to Panama, 
to our citizens and the world has been to keep communication and 
transit open and unmolested between the oceans. It is a terri- 
torial burden and runs with the land. It binds the United States 
to keep off the premises all hostile trespassers, whether they are 
the armies of the great powers of Europe, of Colombia or of the 
contiguous people of Panama. 

Marroquin, amidst the ruins of his scheme by the successful 
revolt of Panama, is not discouraged. He rises gaily and hope- 
fully to new efforts. He proposes, notwithstanding his machine 
Congress has adjourned, to give us now the canal on our own 
terms if we will suppress the Panama Republic. When that is 
rejected, he has another resource. It appears in a dispatch in the 
Washington Post of January.10, dated January 8, from Bogota. 
from Clifford Smythe, former consul at Cartagena, Colombia. 
Mr. Smythe says he is authorized by President Marroquin to 
quote him as follows: 

The people of Colombia— 


Thatis delightful from Marroquin—“ the people of Colombia’’— 


still hope that actual conflict may be averted through Democratic inter- 
vention in the Senate. Personally, Icount on the assistance of the Demo 
cratic party and the great American people to save the sacred rights of 
Colombia, which have been so scandalously wounded. 

The trouble with President Marroquin is, in the first place, he 
does not understand that the Democratic party is not in a ma- 
jority in the two Houses of Congress and that it has not the 
Presidency; he does not understand that it is not likely in the 
near future to have either; he does not understand that the rela- 
tions between the Democratic party and the people are such that 
if he did understand he would not couple them in the way he has 
in this authorized dispatch. 

Then he does not understand another thing, Mr. President—I 
say this not to do injustice to the Democratic party—that the 
Democratic State of Louisiana has unanimously, by its legisla- 
ture, directed its Senators to vote in favor of the ratification of 
this treaty; that the Democratic State of Mississippi has, through 
its legislature, directed its Senators to vote to ratify this treaty; 
and that in all probability if the other Southern States, who will 
be more benefited a hundred times over than all the rest of the 
United States by the construction of this canal, should meet in 
their legislatures, they would not stand in the position of saying, 
**We keep the goods while we denounce the method by which 
they were secured.”’ 

The Republic of Panama had absolute authority over its terri- 


tory without any pretense of opposition from outside or inside of | 
the Republic at the time of its recognition by our President, and | 


has still. Our Government recognized the Republic of Panama 
on November 13. Certainly there had been no change in the 
conditions there when three days afterwards France did the same. 
nor when eleven days afterwards Austria-Hungary also extended 
its recognition; nor, still more significant, when, fourteen days 
afterwards, Germany—most particular and scrupulous about 
anything occurring on this hemisphere—extended her diplomatic 
recognition. 
world had established relations with the young Republic. If these 
old countries—Great Britain, Germany, France, Russia, China, 
Japan, Sweden and Norway, Belgium, Switzerland, Italy and 
Denmark—find the conditions such upon the Isthmus that they 
can take a step which in the chancelleries of the Old World means 


In less than fifty days sixteen of the powers of the | 





so much, surely our younger and more progressive diplomacy 
has ample excuse for preceding them by a few days. 

Now, sir, we had no other hand nor part in this revolution than 
the example of the American colonies and _ the successful appli- 
cation of the principles of liberty in the United States, which 
have created republics and undermined thrones all over the world, 
The advantages of the treaty with Panama over that with Co- 
lombia to the United States are incalculable. Instead of six miles 
for the canal zone, there are ten on each side of the waterway. 
Instead of a limited sovereignty, which would necessarily lead 
to endless complications, this territory is ceded outright and in 
perpetuity to the United States. At the termini of the canal it 
is vital that there should be unquestioned jurisdiction of the 
United States. In this territory the Government has complete 
authority for three marine leagues from Panama into the Pacific 
Ocean and three leagues from Coloninto the Caribbean Sea. The 
Republic of Panama surrenders the right to impose port dues or 
duties of any kind upon ships and goods in transit across the Isth- 
mus. The sole power to impose tolls and collect them rests with 
the United States. 

Every nation and the people of all countries are interested in 
this great work. There is a unanimity unequaled in history that 
it should be constructed, operated and owned by the United 
States. We are distant by 3,000 miles of ocean from Europe. 
We are not in conflict and can not be embroiled in the jealousies 
or conflicts of the great powers. They trust our honor to keep 
this waterway inviolate as the highway of the nations. They sce 
that the problem which Columbus sought to solve will so find its 
solution under the auspices of the United States and it will not 
be, as it would under the auspices of Charles V, a Spanish canal, 
nor will it be, as under De Lesseps,a French canal, but for all 
the purposes of commerce and of intercourse between the East 
and the West it will be an open sea, subject only to such restric- 
tions as are admitted by all the world necessary for the protec- 
tion of the waterway or for the protection or defense of the 
United States. 

In the providence of the creation and decay of nations no state 
ever became independent so completely, so righteously or so 
timely as Panama. The hour struck for her when the world was 
watching the clock. No President ever did a more timely or 
patriotic act than did President Roosevelt in his recognition and 
defense of the Repubiic of Panama. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, January 15, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 14, 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Ezra B. Bailey, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for 


the district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 11, ! 


POSTMASTER. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Charles E. Buzzell to be postmaster at Lakeport, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 14, 1/0} 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
GENERAL OFFICERS, 
To be Lieutenant-General, 
Maj. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, United States Army, January , 
1904, vice Young, to be retired from active service. 
To be major-general. 
Brig. Gen. George L. Gillespie, Chief of Engineers, vice ! 
dolph, to be retired from active service. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Col. Alexander Mackenzie, Corps of Engineers, to be Chi 
Engineers, with the rank of brigadier-general, vice Gillesp! 


n 


| be appointed major-general, United States Army. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR, 


Robert S. Cowie, of Wisconsin, to be Deputy Auditor for te 
Navy Department. 
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


John J. Sullivan, of Ohio, to be United States attorney for the 
northern district of Ohio. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


George F. Roth, of New York, to becollector of customs for the 
district of Genesee, in the State of New York. 
POSTMASTERS, | 
CALIFORNIA. } 
James L. Matthews to be postmaster at Corina, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 
IDAHO. 
George E. Hovey to be postmaster at Burke, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho. 
William J. Turner to be postmaster at Mountain Home, in the 
county of Elmore and State of Idaho. 
Charles W. Wilson to be postmaster at Sandpoint, in the county 
of Kootenai and State of Idaho. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
William R. Casteel to be postmaster at Mounds, in the Creek 
Nation, Ind, T. 
IOWA. 

Lars E. Bladine to be postmaster at Marathon, in the county of | 
Buena Vista and State of Iowa. 
Richard M. Boyd to be postmaster at Sanborn, in the county of 
O’Brien and State of Iowa. 
William D. Junkin to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, in the 
county of Lyon and State of Iowa. 
Benjamin F, Keables to be postmaster at Pella, in the county 

of Marion and State of Iowa. 
William C. Marsh to be postmaster at Aurelia, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Iowa. 
Frank J. Tishenbanner to be postmaster at Gilmore City, in 
the county of Pocahontas and State of Iowa. 
MAINE, 
William B. Brown to be postmaster at Hartland, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine. 
George L. Hovey to be postmaster at North Anson, in the 
county of Somerset and State of Maine. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
William H. Sprague to be postmaster at Stoneham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN. 
Henry B. Henderson to be postmaster at Millington, in the 
county of Tuscola and State of Michigan. 
Clarence §. Mills to be postmaster at Stockbridge, in the county 
of Ingham and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 

Justin E. Stiles to be postmaster at Wells, in the county of Fari- | 
bault and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 

Charles L. Gray to be postmaster at Carterville, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Missouri. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Leslie I. Cooke to be postmaster at Hackettstown, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey. 
Lawrence W. Sickler to be postmaster at Glassboro, in the 
county of Gloucester and State of New Jersey. 
OHIO. 
John G. Burley to be postmaster at Crooksville, in the county 
of Perry and State of Ohio. 
Warren W. Williams to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Ohio. 
TENN ESSER. 
William C. Cassady to be postmaster at Lenoir City, in the 
county of Loudon and State of Tennessee. 
VERMONT. 
Heury S. Webster to be postmaster at Barton Landing, in the 
county of Orleans and State of Vermont. 
WISCONSIN, 
Henry G. Laun to be postmaster at Wausaukee, in the county | 
of Marinette and State of Wisconsin. 
John A. Watson to be postmaster at Kaukauna, in .the county 
of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, January 14, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MONUMENT FOR BENJAMIN HARRISON, 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table and consider Senate resolution 31. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the following joint reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (S. R. 31) authorizing the erection and maintenance of a 


statue in memory of the late President, Benjamin Harrison, upon land 
owned by the United States in the city of Indianapolis, State of Indiana. 


ResolWwed, etc., That the Benjamin Harrison Memorial Association of Indi- 
ana be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, on property 
owned by the United States in square No. 36,in the city of Indianapolis, 
State of Indiana, a monument in honor of the life and services of the late 
President, Benjamin Harrison. The said monument shall be constructed 
south of the post-office, court-house, and custom-house building, now in course 
of erection on said syuare, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question, and that is if this resolution in any way binds the 
United States Government to pay anything at all? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In no way at all. 

Mr. CLARK. It just grants permission to somebody else to do 
this? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It merely grants permission to this asso- 
ciation to construct and maintain upon ground owned by the 
Government a monument to the late President, Benjamin Har- 
rison. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, and that is to strike out the word ‘‘ memorial,”’ in line 3, 
and insert the word ‘‘monument.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word ““memorial” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ monument.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Also, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 
the word ‘* statue ’’ in thetitle and insert in lieu thereof the word 
**monument.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the titlestrike out the word “ statue ’ and insert the word *“*monument.” 


TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment is adopted. 

The question was on the third reading of the Senate resolution. 

The resolution was read the third time, and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, the motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


MAKING CHESTER, PA., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, Ilask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 652) making 
Chester, Pa., a subport of entry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Chester,in the State of Pennsylvania, be, and is 


hereby, constituted a subport of entry in the customs-collection district of 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if that bill has ever been referred to a com- 
miutteer 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 





It has been referred to the 


| time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BuTLER of Pennsylvania, a motion to recon- 
sider the las® vote was laid on the table. 


COLUMBIAN COLLEGE IN THE 
Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 


| mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1496) 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH THE NETHERLANDS. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed January 14, 1904, from 
& treaty concluded on November 4, 1903, between the United 
States and the Kingdom of the Netherlands, extending to their 
Tespective island possessions and colonies the convention for the | 
extradition of criminals signed on June 8, 1887. 





supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the 
Columbian College in the District of Columbia, and the acts 
amendatory thereof. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act to incorporate the Columbian College, in 
the District of Columbia, approved February 9, 1821, and the amendatory act 
approved March 18, 1898, be, and the same are hereby, amended by repealing 
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and striking out of the said charter the following words in lines 20 to 25 


in section 
of said tru 


} t 


lof the said amendatory actof March 18, 1898, namely, ** Two-thirds 
es, and also the president of the university, shall be members of 


regular Baptist churches; that isto say, members of churches of that denomi- 
nation of Protestant Christians now usually known and recognized under the 
name of the regular Baptist denomination.” 

Suc. 2. That section 13 of the original charter of February 9, 1821, which 


paiee “That persons of every religious denomination shall be capable of 
veing elected trustees; nor shall any person, either as president, professor, 
tutor, or pupil, be refused admittance into said college, or denied any of the 
privileges, immunities, or advantages thereof, for or on account of his senti 
ments in matters of religion,’ be,and the same is hereby, reenacted and shall 
be hereafter in full force as a part of said charter. 
_ Suc. 3. That power is hereby given to the board of trustees of said univer- 
sity to change the name said university at any regular meeting by a vote 
of not less than two-thirds of the total number of 1 
srescribed by the charter, subject to the appro. 
Ente rior and the Commissioner of Education. That upon said action being 
taken a c¢ under the seal of the university, stating the name adopted 
and the date when the name shall go into effect not less than thirty days nor 
more than six months from the date of its adoption, together with the fact 
that said name has been adopted as herein prescribed, shall be filed in the 
office of the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia, and thereupon, 
upon the date specified for the name to go into effect, the university shall be 
known and designated by the name adopted, and by said new name the said 
university shall be vested with and convey its real estate, hold, control, and 
administer endowments and gifts of money and property heretofore and 
hereafter made for the maintenance of its educational work and do and per- 
form all acts which it now has the power to do under its said charter. Such 
change of name shall not in any other way change, affect, or modify in any 
degree the rights, privileges, obligations, and powers of the said university 
uncer the charter of February 9, 1821, and the amendatory acts thereto. 

Seo. 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? - 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the intent of 
this bill is simply to change it from a sectarian to a nonsectarian 
school, which it was before. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. That is one purpose, and the 
other is to allow the trustees to change the name to prevent con- 
fusion between the Columbian College and the Columbia College. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman if that would permit the adoption of the word 
** National?”’ 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. 
by the Commissioner of Education and the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and I assume that the approval of that selection would 
not be allowed, 

Mr. PAYNE. An amendment was adopted for that purpose, 
so that the trustees could not change the name by adopting .the 
word ‘‘ National.’’ The amendment was made so that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Education could 
prevent the use of the word “‘ National’’ or any kindred name 
of that kind. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I thought the amendment had in 
view simply the doing away of the word ‘‘Columbian.”’ 

Mr. PAYNE. The original bill as introduced in the Senate 
allowed the trustees to change the name, and that, of course, 
would allow them to use the word “‘ National.”’ They did not 
desire to do that, but a suggestion was made in another place 
that this amendment be made so as to preventthat. The amend- 
ment requires the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of Education. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is there any express prohibition 
in the bill from the use of the word ‘‘ National?’’ 

Mr. PAYNE. No. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Ido not think there is any 
prohibition, but we will assume that the leaving it to the Commis- 
sioner of Education and the Secretary of the Interior would 
amount to a prohibition. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Butsuppose they should select it? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I think that is unlikely. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think you can trust the Commissioner and the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker,I will state to the gentleman from 


“dd 


of 
embers of the board, as 
al of the Secretary of the 








rtificate, 


Wisconsin that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Greson] has | 


a bill pending to prevent the use of the word ‘‘ National’’ by any 
concern around here at all; that would answer the purpose. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But that bill has not been passed. 

Mr. CLARK. It is in process of incubation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It will not incubate until after 
this becomes a law. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was read | 


the third time, and . 

On motion of Mr. Powers of Massachusetts, a motion to recon- 

sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of House bill 9480, making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and 
for other purposes. 


The name must be approved | 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
oi House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Tawney in the 
} chair. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
| Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider 
tion of House bill 9480 (the legislative appropriation bill), and 
Clerk will read. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding, Iask unani- 
| mous consent to return to page 52 for the purpose of submitting 
a committee amendment, which simply strikes out the word 
** supervising ’’ in lines 20, 21, and 22, in order to conform to ex- 
isting statutes with reference to the Surgeon-General of the Pub- 
lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 52 for the purpose of offer- 
Is there objec- 


i- 


+} 
tne 


Un 
ing an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
tion? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
52, in lines 20, 21, and 22 


at) wee 


On page 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior, 
$8,000; First. Assistant Secretary, $4,500, and for additional compensation 
while the office is held by the present incumbent, $1,500; Assistant Secretary, 
$4,000; chief clerk, $2,500, and $500 additional as superintendent of the Patent 
Office building and other buildings of the Department of the Interior: ad 
tional to one member of Board of Pension Appeals, acting as chief of the 
board, $500; nine members of a Board of Pension Appeals, to be appointed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, at $2,000 each: twenty additional members of tho 
Board of Pension Appeals, to be selected and appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior from persons not now or heretofore employed in the Pension 
| Office and without compliance with the conditions prescribed by the act « 
| titled ‘An act to regulate and improve the civil service,” approved January 
| 16, 1883, for the fiscal year 1905, at $2,000 each; three additional member 
said Board of Pension Appeals, to be appointed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior and to be selected from the force of the Pension Office, at $2,000 each; 
| special land inspector, connected with the administration of the public-la: 
service, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and to be subj 


1 
to his direction, $2,500; four special inspectors, Department of the Interior, 
is 


strike out the word “supervising.” 





| to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and to be subject to |! 
direction, at $2,500 each; clerk in charge of documents, $2,100; custodian, 
who shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary of the Interior may deter- 
mine, $2,100; seven clerks, chiefs of division, at $2,250 each, one of whom shall 
be disbursing clerk; four clerks, at $2,000 each; private secretary to th 
retary of the Interior, $2,590; fourteen clerks of class 4; fourteen cler! 
class 3; eighteen clerks of class 2; twenty-eight clerks of class 1, two of w! 
shall be stenographers or typewriters; returns office clerk, $1,200; female 
clerk, to be designated by the President, to sign land patents, $1,200; fi 
clerks, at $1,000 each; one clerk, $900; ten copyists; two copyists or typewrit 

at $900 each; telephone operator, $900; three messengers; six assistant m 

| sengers; fifteen laborers; two skilled mechanics, one at $900 and one at $720; 


’ 





two carpenters, at $900 each; plumber, $900; electrician, $1,000; one labor 
$600; six laborers, at $480 each; one packer, $660; two conductors of elev: 
at $720 each; four charwomen; captain of the watch, $1,000; forty watchmen; 


additional to two watchmen acting as lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 ca 
| engineer, $1,200; assistant engineer, $1,000; and seven firemen; one clerk, to 
| be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, to sign, under the direction 
the Secretary, In his name and for him, his approval of all tribal decds to al- 
lottees and deeds for town lots made and executed according to law for any 
of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in the Indian Territory, $1,200; in all, 
$321,930. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman who has charge of the bill the necessity for th 
| language that is found on page 101, beginning with the wo 
“*twenty,’’ in line 4, as follows: 

Twenty additional membersof the Board of Pension Appeals, to be selected 
and appointed by the Secretary of the Interior from persons not now ( 
tofore employed in the Pension Office and without compliance with the 
ditions prescribed by the act entitled “An act to regulate and improv: } 
civil service,” approved January 16, 1883, for the fiscal year 1906, at 32,10 
each. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, all I can state is that we have 
followed current law, and doubtless the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] was a party to its enactment. It is to handle 
| that vast body of appeals the board is organized for. ai 
Mr. HEPBURN. I am not quarreling with that. I entirely 
| approve of the purpose. But why are these officers exempted 
from the operation of the civil service when they must be men 0! 
high character and of efficiency, of course? {Laughter.|] _ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I fear the gentleman is leading me into 4 
| line of intricacies which it will be difficult to answer. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman want to get good men: 
Mr. BINGHAM. That was the purpose, and that was the line 
| of debate when this was enacted into a statute, and we have fo! 

lowed it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; I accept that. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional employees, for the proper protection, heating, care, 
Se of the old Post-Office Department building, occupied by ‘ 


Jepartment of the Interior, namely: One engineer, $1,400; assistant engin 
| $1,000; four firemen; three watchmen, actin 


f 
rs 
a 
7 
a 


1 


he 


as lieutenants, at $40 ea 


| twenty watchmen; conductor of elevator, $720; fourteen laborers; ten lab rr 
| ers, at $480 each; three skilled mechanics (painter, carpenter, aad plumber), 
$900 each; in all, $39,660. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like 


| at 
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ask the gentleman in charge of the bill a question, if he will per- 
mit me to go backa moment to line 18, page 100—“‘ First Assistant 
Secretary, $4,500, and for additional compensation while the office 


is held by the present incumbent, $1,500." What is the reason 
for the additional compensation? 

Mr. BINGHAM. e have followed current law, and while I 
have no desire to criticise the law that is upon the books, the 
gentleman who now holds that position had a long experience in 


the House, as well as in public affairs, and the House considered 


that his experience justified this increase, and it so made it, and | 
vour committee has followed it ever since the gentleman has been 


in an official place. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional employees, for the proper protection, heating, care, and 
reservation of the old Post-Office Department building, occupied by the 
epartment of the Interior, namely: One engineer, $1,400; assistant engineer, 

¢|.00:; four firemen; three watchmen, acting as lieutenants, at $840 each; 
twenty watchmen; conductor of elevator, $720; fourteen laborers; ten labor- 
ers, at $480 each; three skilled mechanics (painter, carpenter, and plumber), 
at $000 each; in all, $39,660. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the | 
gentleman in charge of the bill the necessity for the language to | 


be found in line 9, page 103, ‘‘ For additional employees for the 


proper protection, heating, care, and preservation of the old Post- | 


” 


Office Department building. 
wanted up there now? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman doubtless remembers the tak- 
ing over by the Interior Department of the old Post-Office building, 
now occupied by the subordinate force of the Interior Depart- 
ment; and as that building has elevators and heating apparatus, 
electric lighting, and all that appertains to the administration of 
large public buildings, this is the appropriation for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK. When did the Interior Department get posses- 
sion of that building? 

Mr. BINGHAM. About three or four years ago, when the Post- 
Office Department moved to the present Post-Office building on 
the Avenue. 


Why are additional employees 


Mr. CLARK. Does it take any more employees to run that for | 
this fiscal year for which we are now appropriating than for the | 


present year or for years before? 
Mr. BINGHAM, This is current law and not an increase of a 


penny. 
Mr. CLARK. It is very curious phraseology to use, if itis cur- | 


rent law, “‘ for additional employees.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been so from the first time of the in- 
sertion of the supervision of the Post-Office building in a legisla- 
tive bill. 

Mr. CLARK. But we do not have to go on and use that ridic- 
ulous language all the time, do we? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that it would be a good time now to 
= out the word ‘‘additional.’’ It might save time in the 

ture. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out in 
line 9, page 108, the word “‘ additional,’’ because it is ridiculous 
and misleading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the followi i i 
¢ the work undies the Comusinnion to tan Sve Civilised Teter vane 
; ur 7 /- of coms 3; one clerk of class 2; and three stenographers, at $1, 
Mr. BINGHAM. I send to the desk a committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 16, page 108, strike out ‘$11,400 and insert “$10,800.” 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For purchase of professional and scientific books and expense of transport- 
ng publica sane of patents issued by the Patent Office io foreign govern- 


fk 
F 
es 


ments, $2.5 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend 
by striking out the last word. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill [Mr. BrxauHam] whether or not all the 
employees referred to in this Patent Office paragraph just read 
are under the civil service. 


They are required, however, to make their applications under 
registration; they are examined by a board and are certified to 
the Departments under what may be called the general rule of 
the civil service, and the Department officer has the right of se- 
lection from the persons recommended by the board. Following 
the rule, the examination is only of a general character, mainly 
as to physical conditions and antecedent record, preference being 
given to ex-soldiers. The conditions are almost wholly physical. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am obliged for the information. 
IT have never heard of any abuse of the civil-service law in this 
Department, and hence I must infer that when even the present 
law is enforced it works well, allowing a friendless individual an 
equal chance with those who have a “‘ political pull.’’ This ap- 
peals to me and causes me to hope for a better civil-service law 
| than we have and for its rigid enforcement. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we will never have a perfect civil-service 
law, and that law enforced rightfully, or the present law thus en- 
forced, as long as the President of the United States, whether a 
Democrat or a Republican, is eligible for reelection. As we ap- 
proach Presidential elections, until the day after the election, 
every President since we have had a civil-service law has so en- 
forced it as to untie the stringency and limitations of that law to 
the public detriment. 

No person should be eligible for a second term of the Presidency 
| who has served a term or any part of a term. A Vice-President 
| becoming President by the death of the President or for any other 
| reason, or if any other person becomes President whois a member 
of the President’s Cabinet, under such circumstances, he inherits 
all the “political pull,” all the political machinery of the then 
existing Administration and invariably employs it to renominate 
and reelect himself, the public service in the meantime suffering 
in more ways than one. It is very natural for such successor to 
inherit, as it were, all the influence of the preceding President, 
because the President, Vice-President, and the Cabinet are all of 
the same political family. 

Until we start at the White House to reform our civil-service 
laws and their enforcement there will be no real civil-service 
reform. 

I have introduced a proposed amendment to the Constitution to 
cure this evil, an evil which exists in our Constitution as a result 
of a compromise between the members of the convention of 1787, 
who wanted the President elected for life, and failing in that 
took a step down and favored his reeligibility of election, the 
election to be by Congress, and a majority of that great body 
who wanted the President gected for one term of six or seven 
years, to be ineligible thereafter, his election to be by electors 
| chosen by the people of the several States, fearing that the elec- 
| tion of the President by Congress would be a means of selection 
| too far removed from the people. Finally a select committee 
| agreed, by way of compromise, to four years as the Presidential 
| term, silently omitting the question of ineligibility, the election 

to be by electors chosen by the people of the several States. This 
| was the next best thing for the life-tenure advocates, who quickly 
| saw that with the question of ineligibility omitted from the Con- 
stitution they could reelect the President every four years during 
life. 

This, an ‘‘ evil,’ has been denounced time and time again as a 
| menace to our Republic. Anditis. I goa step further and in- 

sist that the Vice-President, or any other person having served as 
President any part of a term, should be made ineligible. The 

needs of the hour require this. The great wilderness of appoint- 

ments the President makes arms him with too much influence 

both with the people and with Congress. [Look at the thousands 

and thousands of appointments made in the last few years in the 
| Army, Navy, in civil and foreign appointments, and you at once 
| are impressed with the immense power the President has, 

My proposed amendment reads as follows: 

The President of the United States shall hold his office during one term of 
| six years, and no person, having once been President either by election or 
| succession, shall be again eligible to that office. 

This would exclude any person from being President more than 
once, whether he served a full or a part of aterm. This is a new 
reform step forward. 

Mr. Pinckney, in the convention of 1787, proposed, as a part of 

| the Constitution we were then framing, that no person should be 
eligible for more than six years in any twelve, but it was rejected. 

The same evil arises that I have already alluded to, whether the 
President is elected consecutively or nonconsecutively, for the 





Mr. BINGHAM. We have followed the current law, and all | reason that the President makes appointments when first elected, 


of them are under civil service. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How far down does the civil-service 
law extend—to laborers and employees—down tothe ground floor? 
Mr. BINGHAM. The matter of laborers is, I think, under a 
rule recently established by the Civil Service Commission, with 
the approval of the President; but whether these employees can 


called technically civil-service men, I do not know. 


and as these appointees remain in office or out of office, if living 
they are ready, in or out, to show their sense of gratitude by form- 
ing themselves into a great campaign army to reelect their bene- 
factor to a nonconsecutive Presidential term or to a consecutivo 
Presidential term. 

This amendment, if law, would stop “man worship”’ in this 
Republic. It would make the President independent. It would 
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give him plenty of time to enact into law his policies, if the people 


desired. In six years three new Congresses are elected, while the 
Senate in that time changes very rapidly. Six years, it seems to 
me, isa just limit to the President, while the business interests 
of the country would have more peace than now from political 
campaigns. 

The convention of 1787 once approved six years by a vote of nine 
to one, with ineligibility added, election by Congress. This great 
body a number of times before this, all told seven times, approved 
the seven-year term, with ineligibilty added; six times, election 
by Congress, and once reeligibility, election by Congress, but fin- 
ally compromised on four years, election by electors, omitting 
silently by agreement the ineligible provision. 

But Washington, reflecting the wisdom of this convention, pre- 
pared a *‘ valedictory address ’’ a year before the end of his first 
term, having resolved to retire after serving a single term of four 
years. But our foreign complications were such that even the 
one-term advocate, Mr. Jefferson being one, urged him. as he was 
then the impersonification of our infant Republic, having more 
influence than any Jiving man at that time with foreign countries, 
to serve a second term. Washington yielded, served a second 
term, and refused to stand fora third. Washington directed Mr. 
Madison—who aided him to prepare it—to state in this ‘‘ valedic- 
tory address’’ that one of his reasons for having determined to re- 
tire at the end of his first term was that it was ‘* more congenial 
with the ideas the people had of their safety and liberty.”’ 

Jefferson and Lafayette were both in France when the conven- 
tion of 1787 was in session. They each urged the adoption of a 
single Presidential term, Jefferson then favoring seven years and 
ineligibility. Later on, and down to 1813, with great force he 
favored a single term. He said that he was forced to ask the peo- 
ple to indorse his Administration by asking a second term—which 
they gave him, while seven or eight States indorsed him for a 
third, but he positively declined to stand for a third term or to be 
**the first’’ one to breach the wise example set by Washington. 
He warned our people against any man who sought to be Presi- 
dent a third term. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that we have ever had a Presi- 
dent since the enactment of the civil-service law, whether a Dem- 
ocrat or Republican, who has not more or less interfered with the 
honest, proper, and legal operation of the civil-service law when 
that President stood for reelection. This evil will be continued, 
and many others that I have not time to name, while the people 
suffer, as Jong as the President is eligible for reelection, whether 
to consecutive or nonconsecutive terms. Iwill read the language 
of a few of our great men that is pertinent. 

Samuel J. Tilden said, in substance, that ‘‘ we shall never have 
a civil-service law, and that law properly enforced, until we limit 
the President to one term of service.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
ceed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I now read from the Republican 
Campaign Book of 1888 the language of Allen G, Thurman, who 
was one of our greatest and purest public men. 

In 1872 he said: 

My friends, you will never have any genuine reform in the civil service 
until you adopt the one-term principle in reference to the Presidency. So 
long as the incumbent can hope for a second term he will use the immense 
pace of the Government to procure his renomination and secure his 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to read from Henry Clay, who in 
1840 powerfully espofised the one-term principle. Here is what 
that great statesman then said: 

Much observation and deliberate reflection have satisfied me that too much 
of the time, the thought, and the exertion of the incumbent are occupied dur- 
= first term in securing hisreelection. The public business consequently 
sullers. 

That was then true, and it is true to-day. 

Mr. Chairman, in the memorable canvass of 1844 both Mr. Polk 
and Mr. Clay fought out that great Presidential battle on a p).'- 
form declaring in favor of one Presidential term of four years. 
Mr. Polk was elected. He accepted the nomination on a one-term 
jlatform, as did Mr. Clay, and Mr. Polk kept his word inviolate 

y writing toa friend at the Baltimore convention, or the con- 
vention that was to nominate his successor, telling him not to 
allow his name even to be mentioned for renomination. He pro- 
hibited the use of his name. 

Again, Mr, Chairman, I desire to read from no less an author- 
ity than Mr. Cleveland himself. I read again from the Repub- 
lican Campaign Text-Book for 1888: 

When we consider the patro of this great office, the allurements of 
power, the temptation to retain public place once again, and, more than all, 
the availability a party finds in an incumbent whom a horde of officeholders, 
with a zeal born of benefits received and fostered by the hope of favors yet 
to come, stand ready to aid with money and trained political service, we 
recognize in the eligibility of the President for reelection a most serious 


I ask unanimous consent to pro- 


danger to that calm, deliberate, and intelligent action which must characte) 
ize government for the —_ (President Cleveland's letter of 1884, acce, 
ing the nomination for the Presidency.) P 

In the next paragraph he recommends an amendment to t) 
Constitution limiting the President to a single term of service. 
Yet for some reason or other that distinguished gentleman was 4 
candidate twice after this truthful utterance in 1884, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks on this subject in the REcoRD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Replying to Washington’s last let- 
ter to Congress, both Houses of Congress, in 1796, expressed reg: 
that Washington had determined to retire at the end of his second 
term, refusing to stand for a third term, and in the same resolutio: 
each House expresssd the hope *‘ that the influence of your | 
ample will extend to your successors,’’ said the Senate, while 1 
House, in part, said: ‘‘ For your country’s sake and for the sal! 
of republican liberty it is our earnest wish that your example m 
be the guide of your successors, and thus, after being the orna- 
ment and safeguard of the present age, become the patrimony, 
our descendants.”’ 

A motion was made to “‘strike out’’ the expression of regret 
that Washington was retiring under these circumstances, and 
that motion received twelve votes. and there were two distin- 
guished men who voted in the affirmative. One was Andrew 
Jackson, then about 29 years old, ‘‘ as yet unknown to fame, who 
had recently taken his seat from the newly admitted State of 
Tennessee,’ says one historian. The other was Mr. Giles, of Vir- 
ginia, who, in support of this motion, said: 

Another sentiment in the report I do not agree to. I do not regret t 
President retiring from office. hope he will retire and enjoy the happiness 
that awaits him in retirement. I believe it would be more conducive to that 
happiness that he should retire than if he should remain in office. I belies 
the Government of the United States was founded upon the broad basis 
the people; that they were competent to run their own government, and t! 
remaining of no man in office was necessary to the success of that Go 
ment. The people would truly be in a calamitous situation if only one man 
were essential to the existence of the Government. I am convinced that the 
United States yroseem a thousand citizens capable of filling the Pr: 
tial chair. and I would trust to the discernment of the people for a pro; 
choice. Though the voice of all America should declare the President's re 
tiring asa calamity, I could not join in the declaration, because I can not 
conceive it a misfortune. I hope the President will be happy in his retiz 
ment, and I hope he will retire. 


X~- 
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Jackson, from the beginning to the end of his Administration, 
urged Congress to submit an amendment limiting the President's 
services to one term of four or six years, and so great was his 
influence and the desire of the people for a one-term service for 
President that from his Administration to Lincoln’s not a single 
President was reelected, though many of them sought reelection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For producing the Official Gazette, including weekly, monthly, bimonthly, 
and annual indexes therefor, exclusive of expired patents, $100,000. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman,I should like to have an ex- 
planation. On page 112 there is an appropriation of $100,000 for 
the Official Gazette at the Patent Office. Does that include the 


| expenditures for printing, or is the printing done at the Govern- 


| has been expended in past years, and there has been no indi 


ment Printing Office? ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that some 0! 
the work is done under contract and other of the work is done at 
the printing establishment. This is the usual limitation, and our 
record shows the expenditure up to that point annually. o 

Mr.PERKINS. Does not the gentleman think that for fur 
ing these reports at the Patent Office, for the convenience ot | 
sons having business there, $100,000 is a very large sum? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Speaking generally, I submit that the Paten' 
Office, taking its sum total of expenditure, turns in prot't, or! 
money, if I may so express it, to the Government. 

Mr. PERKINS. That may be, but the sum of $100.00 for 
printing law reports promptly and efficiently would cover a very 
much larger court than the court at the Patent Office. 

Mr. BINGHAM. All I can state is that we accepted the cum 
law, together with the statement of the Commissioner of Patcnts, 
that he considered that amount was necessary for the con: 
the work of his bureau, and your committee had no criticism. | 


+ 


of extravagance on the part of the Office. - 
Mr. PERKINS. Of course these reports should be furn’ 
but there is such a thing as furnishing reports more frequ 
and more extensively than is required for the needs of t! 
fession and for the needs of those who have applications 11 | 
Patent Office. ia 
Mr. BINGHAM. The Commissioner requested that this pu’ 
lication be furnished more frequently, also that the present <"" 
eral publication was too large in bulk and difficult to handle we? 
being used, and therefore when we can give the public, with" 
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increasing the expense, an issue semimonthly, your committee 


have thought it would be for the benefit of all who need the pub- 


lished information. There can be no objection to publishing 
them semimonthly instead of monthly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania a question in reference to the publica- 
tion of this Patent Office Gazette. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


167 


stand that the principal scandal in the Post-Office Department 
arose out of the fact that some of these bureau officers had dis- 


| cretion to make contracts and not to let them to the lowest bid- 


As I understand, it is now | 





der? Is that the case with this official publication? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague on the 
committee will permit me 
Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that the rule of 





published, and one copy only is allowed to each Senator and Rep- | letting to the lowest bidder runs, but the application rests upon the 


resentative. ; ; / 
be sent to certain designated libraries or schools. 

Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania tell me how many are 
published? Here is $100,000 we propose to appropriate. What is 


done with them? Each Senator and each Representative gets | 


only one copy, to be disposed of as he sees fit, and there are fre- 
quent demands made upon myself that can not be supplied, and 
] apprehend other Members of Congress are in the same position. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My recollection is—and my own experience— 
that we are duly notified we have one copy for our personal use, 
and we have the right to indicate nine libraries. Further, this 
publication is sold by the Department, and whatever may be re- 
ceived from such sale is turned into the general fund of the Patent 
Office. 

Mr. BARTLETT. MayI ask the gentleman, is there any place 
where any information is given as to how much has been realized 
from the paid subscriptions for this Official Gazette of the Patent 
Office? It has become a very important publication, and there 
are a great many demands made for it that can not be supplied. 

There is a provision in the law, if it is a law, or a regulation, 
if it is a regulation, only permitting each Member to have one 
copy for his personal use, and he is required to designate libra- 
ries to send other copies to. The demand for them now is so 
great that Members of Congress can not comply with the requests 
made upon them for it, and I desire to know 

Mr. BINGHAM. I willstate to the gentleman, repeating what 
I have stated, that if an individual desires the publication he 
buys it. It is a book published by the Department for the use of 
anyone who sees fit to purchase it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would ask the gentleman if he would 
raise the point of order to any amendment offered to alter the 
law as it now stands with reference to the distribution of this 
publication? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would certainly raise the point of order, 
because it is forthe people. It goes te the people connected with 
patent matters and patent information. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It isa very important publication. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There has been no indication to your com- 
mitt« 3 that in the past there has been any extravagance in con- 
nection with this publication. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not make any charge, and I do not 
want to be understood as making any charge of extravagance 
with reference to this publication; but I desire to know what be- 





comes of the proceeds of the sale, and whether there have been | 


any reports made of the amounts realized from the sales? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman if he consults 
the report of the Commissioner of Patents he will find there is an 
exhibit of the amount received for the sale of the books. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does that indicate whether that amount 
which is so received pays for the publication? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman will turn to pages 202 
and 203 of the hearings, he will get the whole thing. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not have a copy of that. Did the 
gentleman say he would make a point of order if an amendment 
were offered to this? I understood the gentleman to say that if 
we were to make the number of these publications accessible to 
Members for distribution larger he would make the point of order? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That would be increasing the appropriation, 
and I would be compelled to make the point of order on it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I didnot hear thestatement ofthe gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, did I understand 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say that some of the print- 
ing done on the Official Gazette of the Patent Office was done by 
contract? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that the 
plates are made by contract. The printing is done under the 
Public Printer, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Who makes the contract? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Secretary of the Interior, I suppose; the 
Patent Office. It follows the general law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is there a provision providing 


that the letting of these contracts shall be made to the lowest re- 
sponsible bidder, etc.? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I think that general law runs to all contracts 
of the General Government. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


Does the gentleman not under- 





EOE EEE 


It is true that he can suggest or recommend that it | head of the Department to see that the lowest bidder is a responsi- 


| 


ble bidder, and the onus runs to the head of the Department. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And there is a provision in the 
law which covers this, requiring it and making it a public affair? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would say to the gentleman that there 
is a part put up by the Public Printer. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have stated that, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For producing copies of drawings of the weekly issues of patents: for pro- 
ducing copies of designs, trade-marks, and pending applications; and for the 
reproduction of exhausted copies of drawings and specifications; said work 
referred to in this and the preceding paragraph to be done as provided by 
the “Act providing for the public printing and binding and for the distribu- 
tion of public documents:" Provided, That the entire work may be done at 
the Government Printing Office if, in the judgment of the Joint Committee 
on Printing, or, if there shall be no Joint Committee, in the judgment of the 
Committee on Printing of either House, it shall be deemed to be for the best 
interests of the Government, $100,000. 

Mr. GOEBEL. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the last 
line. 

The other day, in the absence of my colleague, Mr. LONGWorTH, 
as well as myself, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Baker} 
indulged in certain remarks relative to the city of Cincinnati. In 


| his remarks, so utterly foreign to the matters under consideration 
| at the time, he by inferences and innuendoes criticised the munici- 
| pal administration of that city and some of its citizens, and as a 


pretext for such inferences he quoted from a newspaper item 
containing a statement that Mr. Michael Mullen had opened a 
soup house, and that the judge of the police court had dismissed 
a man who, while hungry, had stolen a loaf of bread, and from 
that he attempts to draw the conclusion that the poor are getting 
poorer and the rich richer, and therefore this committee ought 


| not to pass the legislative, executive, and judicial bill then under 


consideration. 

If | am mistaken in my surmises as to the purpose of the gen- 
tleman in making the remarks, then I am at a loss to know the 
reason. I shall then attribute his conduct to a morbid desire to 
get into the Recorp, at all times and under any circumstances, 
his views upon the labor qyestion. It has also occurred to me 
that possibly the gentleman from New York had a personal 
grievance against our city and its officials. During the last cam- 
paign our city was honored by his presence, and, on the whole, I 
think he was fairly treated by our people. The Republican mayor 


| accorded to him the right to occupy, by day or night, the public 


square and there to address the multitude, or such as chose to 
hear him, advocating the theories advanced by his distinguished 
Democrat, Tom Johnson. In that regard I thought the mayor 
displayed good judgment. 

It is needless for me to say that the gentleman availed himself 
of the privilege accorded him and proceeded to air his views. He 
got along all right until one day—and I am sorry to be compelled 
torelate it—he came in violent contact with an individual driving 
a sprinkling cart fullof water. Now, this individual persisted in 
throwing cold water upon the gentleman from New York, not- 
withstanding his protest. Whether this individual thought that 
the gentleman needed water or that a little water would be good 
for his Democracy, I donot know. I do know that the gentleman 
left Cincinnati and that a few days thereafter the city and county 
rolled up an unprecedented Republican majority of 30,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURTON. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be 
allowed ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Howmuch time? 

Mr. BURTON. Ten minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman,I do not rise for the purpose 
of objecting to any extension of time, but, that. there may be no 
misunderstanding about it, I desire to ask that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Baker} shall have as much time to make reply, 
if he so desires, as is given to the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the time of his colleague be extended for ten min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK. I object, unless the contract is made such as the 
gentleman from Georgia has indicated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Your fellow has had his chance. 

Mr. CLARK. But he should have another chance. 

Mr. BURTON. No one can make a contract of that kind. 

Mr. CLARK. I make that request 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia also requests 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Baker} be allowed the 












168 





same amount of time allowed the gentleman from Ohio, if he so 
desires. 

Mr. GOEBEL. Now, it is true that Mr. Mullen, whois a mem- 
ber of the council, and whose district lies partly along the river 
front, did for several days give food to those in need located in 
his district on the river front. It was a kind and generous act. 
The necessity arose by reason of the condition of the river at the 
time. Navigation, on account of the cold weather and ice in the 
river, had been entirely suspended. 

These unfortunate people are employed on boats and along the 
river front handling freight. They were out of employment for 
the time. Assuming it also to be true that the police judge dis- 
charged a man who stole a loaf of bread when he was hungry, 
what of all this? Does it call for legislative discussion? Ishould 
have paid no attention to the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York if he had not made, in connection therewith, an attack upon 
our city and some of its citizens. 

I want to say to him that Cincinnati to-day is one of the best 
governed cities of the United States. At its head we have an 
honest, fearless, capable Republican mayor, reelected last spring 
by 15,000 majority, defeating the strongest man the Democratic 
party ever nominated, M. E. Ingalls. 

We have bipartisan boards; upon them are men of the highest 
integrity and character, who control the election, police, and fire 
departments. All the elective offices are filled by Republicans. 
To-lay Cincinnati is governed by the Republicans, whose admin- 
istration has been approved and indorsed by increased majorities 
at every election. At the head of this organization stands Mr. 
George B. Cox, whom the gentleman from New York has seen 
fit to attack. He needs no defense at my hands. His acts and 
deeds are of a public character; they stand out in bold relief. It 
is suflicient for me to say that the party trusts him and that he 
has time and time again led it to victory. [Applause.] : 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that during the 
entire time that the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GorBEL} 
has occupied the floor this morning, which he has devoted en- 
tirely to replying to a few remarks I made day before yesterday, 
he did not point out to the House in any particular where I had 
been in error, or showed that what I had said was not justified 
by the facts as they existed and as they were reported. I have 
failed to hear anything which the gentleman has said that seems 
to me to call for any comment whatever; but as the motion of my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] for equal time for me to reply 
to the gentleman from Cincinnati was unanimously adopted, I 
will reply briefly. I did not personally attack George B. Cox, not 
because I have any hesitancy of doing so here. I did it in Cincin- 
nati, and I will do it in Cincinnati again if the Democrats of that 
city consider that it would be of any advantage for me to do so. 
He talks of the high character of George B. Cox. I am informed 
that George B. Cox submitted that high character to the people of 
Cincinnati some seventeen years ago, and they put the seal of their 
disapproval upon it. He has never dared to submit his high char- 
acter to the people of that city since that time. 

The gentleman boasts of the high character of the boards that 
govern the city of Cincinnati. Let me tell this House how one of 
these boards came into existence. Many incidents have taken 
place during the last few months. Republics have been created 
over night, and one can not carry all these things and incidents 
in his head. Some months ago, however, I was familiar with the 
data. But it was some three or four years ago that the legislature 
of Ohio, under the whip of George B. Cox, a bill creating a 
new water board. That bill provided for the issuing of bonds to 
the extent of $6,000,000; but, unfortunately for Mr. Cox, but for- 
tunately for the people, for a time, it contained a provision that 
should be in all such legislation—a referendum clause—a provi- 
sion that before the law should become operative it should be 
submitted to the people of Cincinnati to determine whether they 
wanted that water board created and that $6,000,000 expended or 
not. 

I may be in error as to the exact proportion, but, as I recall it, 
by a vote of five to one the people of Cincinnati said no! The 
people said by their votes we have no confidence in this board 
which George B. Cox proposes shall —_ $6,000,000, and they 
refused. But what took place? Did Mr. Cox submit to the will 
of the people of Cincinnati as thus expressed? Oh, no; George 
B. Cox went to the next session of the legislature, and although 
the people of Cincinnati by that large vote had said that they did 
not want that thing done, had expressed in the most emphatic 
manner their disapproval of such legislation—he went to the next 
session of the legislature, as I say, and introduced the same bill, 
leaving out the referendum clause. The new bill became a law. 
The city of Cincinnati has been mulcted $6,000,000, and this high- 
minded board, this board of high character, created as it was 
against the expressed will of the le, are now going to ask 
the present session of the Ohio legislature for $4,000,000 more. Is 
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that the kind of legislation that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GOEBEL] approves of? That is the kind of thing George B. Cox 
approves of—aye, stands for. That is the kind of government 
they are getting in Cincinnati, because there has not been in the 
city of Cincinnati for years a real Democratic party in opposition 
to George B. Cox. 

The man who is getting rich here in the city of Washington out 
of the street railroads and gas companies, I am told, the man who 
is the so-called leading Democrat of Cincinnati, has been hand and 
glove with George B. Cox for years; and it is only when John R. 
McLean is a candidate for office in that State that his paper, the 
Cincinnati Enquirer, finds it necessary to support the Democratic 
party. The Democratic organization under Lew Bernard (whois 
Mr. McLean’s lieutenant) has been an adjunct to the Republican 
organization under George B. Cox, and the Democratic votes in 
that city have not been cast, while thousands and thousands of 
fraudulent, repeating votes have been cast for the Republicans. 
In the very ward of this *‘ estimable ’’ gentleman, Michael Mullen, 
I am told, there were over 1,000 illegal votes cast. I am not sure 
that it is in his ward, but from No. 13 Gano alley sixty-four votes 
were registered from a room in which sixty-four men could not 
stand up. That is the kind of government they give you to the 
city of Cincinnati, and that is how they are able to cast 29,000 
Republican plurality—because the election board, nominally bi- 
partisan, is partisan all the way through, George B. Cox control- 
ling the two so-called Democratic members just as much as hoe 
controls the two Republican members. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The gentleman says that I was treated fairly in the city of Cin- 
cinnati. He seems to think it is a great condescension for the 
mayor of that city to permit somebody to speak. Well, i suppose 
in these times it is somewhat of a condescension when we remem- 
ber that a man who expressed some views in England some few 
years ago is being deported under your law—a law passed by the 
last Congress—being deported by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, because in England he expressed some views which are not 
approved by the Administration. Of course, I realize it is a con- 
descension under a Republican Administration as we have it to- 
day, but under a Republican Government as it existed forty years 
ago, when that great Democrat-Republican. Abraham Lincoln, 
was President, every man had an opportunity to express his views, 
whether in Cincinnati or any other city in the United States. 

The gentleman from Cincinnati has referred to a little incident 
which my modesty has prevented me from referring to. [Laugh- 
ter.] Hesaidthat I cameincontact with a watering cart. Entirely 
true, but it isa surprising thing to me that anybody on the Re- 
publican side, supporting the policies which make it possible for 
a few men to get these great combinations of capital together and 
issue billions of dollars of water—I should think this would be a 
very tender subject for any man on the Republican side to refer 
to. [Laughter. 

But it is not material about the contact with a watering cart. 
It is, however, material what took place in that police court, 
controlled by the Republican organization of that city. What 
took place, gentlemen? A scene that would disgrace, in my 
judgment, any city in the world. The oppression that takes place 
there was apparent. It was so apparent, it is so common, I am 
told by Democratic lawyers who practice there, that they dare not 
say what takes place in that court, or they would stand no chance 
there at all. 

But what was the little incident? The man who was the driver 
of the watering cart—and I want to be pardoned for making any 
reference to it; I had no intention to refer to it at all—this man 
the next day came up for trial. I was myself called as the com- 
plaining witness. That man did not open his mouth. The pros- 
ecuting attorney, the man whose duty is to see that justice 1s 
done, to do his level best to see that evidence is presented ia such 
a way that the court, acting in a judicial capacity, may hold tle 
scales of justice absolutely even between the complainant and the 
defendant—what did that prosecuting attorney do? Before 0 
man opened his mouth he said: ‘‘ Your honor, this case is put off 
for two weeks; this man wants two weeks to get his witnesses.’ 
The prisoner had not opened his mouth; he haa not spoken to 
anybody, to my positive kno-vledge, in that court room for half 
an hour. The migpereenecee attorney had not been near that man. 
But here was the prosecuting attorney determined to prostitute 
that so-called court of justice to prevent my having a hearing '2 
that Republican city of Cincinnati. And the man who soug!t (0 
prevent my having a hearing owes his place to George B.Cox. 

Well, gentlemen, I protested. It was not ible under such 
circumstances that I should have a fair hearing, but I protest: 
against such proceedings. And then the prosecuting attorney, 
whose business, in my humble judgment, was to see that at least 
some evidence for or against the man should be brought forwarc - 
what did he do? Did he make any attempt to bring forward «ny 
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evidence? Oh, no; but he turned his batteries on the poor com- 
plaining witness. “What do you want?’ he said tome. “This 
case should go over for two weeks, your honor.” 

On my again protesting and his saying ‘‘ What do you want?’ 
said, “I want a hearing. I may not have the pleasure of as- 
gociating With my distinguished colleague from the city of Cin- 
cinnati during this entire period for which you want to postpone 
the case.” Finally the judge, out of sheer shame, it seemed to 
me, put the case down for three days later. The case then came 
up again; and when the complaining witness again went on the 
stand, again the batteries of that court of justice were directed, 
not at the criminal, not at the man charged with crime, but at 
the poor complaining witness; and for a moment or two it ap- 
peared as if there had been an error—that I was in the dock and 
the prisoner was the complaining witness. 

| shall be happy to go over the incidents of that little episode if 
my distinguished friend desires it, but Ido not think the House 
cares anything about it. 

Just one word more, with the permission of the House. Have 
I another minute, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘or surveyor- ral of the Territory of Arizona, $2,000; and for the clerks 
in t or aitico. $5,000; im all, $7,000. = = 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask a question of the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill. On page 117, at line 17, I see that 
there are appropriations for seventeen surveyors-general of differ- 
ent States and Territories and their offices. In these provisions, 
have the committee, as in other cases to which the gentleman re- 
ferred, followed the existing law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have done so, word for word, through- 
out the provisions in reference to the surveyors-general. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is it not possible that in some of these States 
and Territories surveyors-general and their offices may become 
unnecessary in the passage of years and as the settlement of the 
country progresses? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that this is gen- 
eral law, and we must appropriate for carrying out the general 


law. 

Mr. PERKINS. If an office has become a sinecure, would the 
gentleman’s committee still appropriate for it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Under the general statute we would make 
appropriations—— 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman said yesterday, referring to 
the governors of the Territories, that the committee did not ap- 
propriate the amount required by the existing law, but such 
amount as the committee thought just and proper. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I stated yesterday that we had followed the 
current law; that some twenty years ago or more, following what 
was called the ‘‘ Holman policy,’’ adopted when Mr. Randall was 
Speaker of the House, the committee had brought in provisions 
reducing the compensation of 200 officers or more, and those re- 
a were approved by the House, and many are running to 

is day. 

Mr. PERKINS. What I should like to know is whether there | 
is anybody on the Committee on Appropriations who knows | 
whether these geventeen surveyors-general and their clerks still | 
have anything to do. 

Mr. BINGHAM. All we take are the estimates submitted to us | 
by the Department, because the Department observes current 
law. No criticism having been made, your committee makes no 
criticism. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam not criticising; I am inquiring. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam not referring to the gentleman. I say | 
no criticism having been submitted to us, either in the subcom- 
mittee or in the full committee, we have followed the statute. 

Mr. PERKINS. Of course no criticism would ever be made by 
the gentlemen who are drawing the salaries, whether they are | 
doing work or not doing work. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. With the permission of the gentleman in | 
charge of the bill—— | 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, I will say that every one of these places 
is created by law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And the salary fixed by law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And the salary fixed by law. We have 
4ppropriated less than the salary fixed by law in a number of in- | 








stances. 
Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman know whether these sev- | 
enteen surveyors-general still have something to do? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. They all have work to do; yes. 
: a PERKINS. Enough to justify the appropriation, or don't 
‘ou know? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no doubt the appropriation is jus- | 
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tified. We have tried at different times, if the gentleman will 
permit me, to consolidate certain of these offices, but every time 
we have tried it we have been met with the point of order that 
these places are created by law and must be appropriated for. The 
hearings and the recommendations of the Department show that 
all of these offices have work to perform. Now,if the gentleman 
can point out any particular office where there are no duties to 
perform the committee will be very glad to take it up. 

Mr. PERKINS. Icould not point it out, Mr. Chairman, but 
it struck me that in this country, which is getting to be pretty 
well settled up, it was remarkable that there should still be re- 
quired seventeen surveyors-general. In some of the Territories 
one can see that manifestly they might be required. Iam only 
asking for information. I have no knowledge. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I would suggest that the irrigation law 
recently passed is bringing into the market thousands and thou- 
sands of acres of the public land, so there is now more work for 
these surveyors-general to perform than there has been in the 
recent past, and we have a right to believe that the heads of De- 
partments are trying to perform their duties. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The only way the Department can get in- 
formation is through these officers. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. They still insist that these officials are 
necessary. If the gentleman will investigate and find any places 
where these officers are unnecessary, we shall be giad to have the 
information and to act upon it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not rise to criticise, but to see what in- 
formation the committee have, If they have sufficient knowledge, 
I have nothing to say. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Office of ths Attorn+y¥-General: For compensation of the Attorney-General, 
$8,000; Solivitor-General, $7,500; assistant to the Attorney-General. $7,000: 
five Assistant Attorneys-General, at $5,000 each; Assistant Attorney-General 
of the Post-Office Department, $4,500; solicitor of internal revenue, $4,500; 
solicitor for the Department of State, $4,500; two assistant attorneys, at $3,000 
each; four assistant attorneys, at $2,500 each; assistant attorney, $2.00; as- 
sistant attorney. in charge of dockets, $2,500; law clerk and examiner of 
titles, $2,700; chief clerk and ex officio superintendent of the buildings, $2,500; 
private secretary to the Attorney-General, $2.40); stenographer to the Solic- 
itor-General, $1,600; two confidential clerks, at $1,600 each; law clerk, $2,500: 
two law clerks, at $2,000 each, four clerks of class 4; attorney in charge of 
pardons, $2,400; disbursing clerk, $2,750; appointment clerk, $2,000; ei¢ht clerks 
of class 8; three clerks of class 2; seven clerks of class 1; telegraph operator 
and stenographer, $1,200; eleven copyists; chief messenger, $1,000; one messen- 

er; seven assistant messengers; four laborers; three watchmen; engineer, 
1,200; three firemen, two conductors of the elevator, at $720 each; eight 
charwomen; superintendent of building, $250. Division of accounts. Chie? 
of division of accounts, $2,500, four clerks of class 4: five clerks of class 3; 
seven clerks of class 2; six clerks of cjass 1; two copyists; one packer, $340; 
in all, $207,549. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last © 
word, for the purpose of asking a question with reference to an 
appropriation contained in the legislative appropriation bill of a 
year ago, appropriating $500,000 for the purpose of enabling the 
Attorney-General to employ special agents and counsel for the 
proper enforcement of what is known as the antitrust legislation. 


| I would like toask the gentleman in charge of the billif a provision 


is made for that purpose in this bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Wegive to the Attorney-General the same 
as contained in the current law. 

Mr. MARTIN. I do noé find it in the bill, and I would like to 
have attention called to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Are you asking about the special appropria- 
tion of $500,000 given to the Attorney-General’ 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That will come in the sundry civil bill. It 
does not belong to this bill; it is not estimated for in this bill. 
That amendment was accepted by unanimous consent when this 
bill was under consideration. The Attorney-General has had the 
use of that fund during this year. I believe he has sent a com- 
munication to Congress within a day with reference to the dis- 
bursement of that fund. ‘That matter will be considered as a part 
of the sundry civil bill. It does not appear in this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. Inotice that the President in his message sug- 
gested the propriety of making that a continuing appropriation, 
not only for the purpose for which it was made, but also for the 
enforcement of the general criminal laws of the United States. 

If, as the gentleman in charge of the bill says, it should have 
its proper place on the sundry civil appropriation bill instead of 
on the legislative bill, in which it appeared before, of course I do 
not desire to make a further point upon it now. I had prepared 
an amendment at this point, proposing to make whatever has not 
been used of that fund a continuing appropriation for the pur- 
pose for which it was originally made and for the additional pur- 
pose mentioned. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say,as the gentleman understands, 
that the appropriation lapses with the year. it is now estimated 
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for on the sundry civil appropriation bill. Whether the commit- 
tee will, in submitting that bill, provide that that half million or 
the unexpended balance may be expended as suggested by the 
Attorney-General or by the President, of course that is in futuro. 
But so far as this bill is concerned we do not touch it. What has 
not been expended would lapse with the year, and this subject 
will be considered in connection with the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. If it is to be considered in connection with the 
sundry civil bill, I will not affer my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of the Census: For Director, $6,000; four chief statisticians, at $2,500 
each; chief clerk, $2.500; disbursing clerk, $2,500; stenographer, $1,500; four ex- 


= chiefs of division, at $1,800 each; six clerks class 3; ten clerks class 2; two 
2undred and forty-nine clerks class 1: two hundred and four clerks, at $1,000 
each; one hundred clerks, at $900 each; one clerk, $720; four skilled laborers, 


at $1,000 each; one skilled laborer, $900; one skilled laborer, $840; ten watch- 
men; six messengers: one skilled laborer, $780; one skilled laborer, $720; thir- 
teen assistant messengers; fifteen unskilled ‘arorers, at $720 each; thirty-five 
charwomen; in all, $604, 860. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to submit a committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 138,in line 25, after the word “esch,” insert the words “twelve | 


clerks of class 4.” 
_ On page 139, in line 3, strike out the words ‘one hundred” and insert in 
lieu thereof “ninety.” 

In lines 11 and 12 strike out “six hundred and ninety-four thousand eight 
hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘se~en hundred and seven 
thousand four hundred.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave no remarks to make. This is only a 
transfer. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OLMSTED). 
amendments offered by the committee. 
will be considered together. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “six,” in line @ puge 8, and insert “ five.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iraise the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. COWHERD. In line 20 of the page it is proposed to re- 


The question is on the 


duce the salary of the Director of the Census to $5,')00 instead of | 


$6,000. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Irise the point of orde agamst the amend- | 


ment. 
Mr. COWHERD. Then on the zoint of order I woc)d like to 


suggest that this is idev-tical with ar. amendment which bas been | 


ruled on once or twice, always sustained by the Chair and sub- 
mitted to a vote of the House, and similar amendments that affect 
the amount of the salary have been submitted to the House, If 
the Chair desires to hear me, I wil. go further 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wili bear the gevtloman from 
Pennsylvania if he desires to be veard on the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will simpiy state that it changes existing 
law, and further than that it is a part ot the organic law creatng 


the Department of Commerce and Labor, whieh takes in the | 


Bureau of the Census and fixes the compensation allowed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to make ti.is further suggestion: 
It would change existing aw, for the reason that this bill says 
**in full compensation for services for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1905.”’ 

Now, then, to appropriate at less than the amount fixed bystat- 
ute would be a change of existing law. 
tention further toward the repealing clause at the end of the bill: 

That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are repealed. 


Mr.COWHERD. We have not reached that yet. It is aques- 
tion whether that is subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it is compe- 
tent for the House to appropriate a less amount than the salary 
fixed by the law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I wish the Chair,in considering that 
amendment, would take into consideration these two provisions 
in the bill: First, that any appropriation here shall be 
in full compensation for the service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, 
for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely, etc. 

Then there is the clause at the end of the bill that— 

All laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are repealed. 


To appropriate in this bill for less than the salary fixed by the 
statute would be a change of the existing law, and it was expressly 
ruled so in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds that this precise point ap- 
pears to have been ruled in the first session of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress. The case is reported in section 546 of Parliamentary 
Precedents, by Mr. Hinds, and the very elaborate ruling was made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], then occupying 
thechair. Itcoversthis precisecase. The bill contained the same 


hrase, ‘* in full compensation for services for the fiscal year,” and 
it was fully considered. That ruling was followed twice in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress (Manual, 349). The decision of this point 


Without objection, they | 


hen I desire to call at- | 


can hardly be affected by the repealing clause at the end of the bi]! 
It has not yet been reached, and may or may not remain in the 
bill. The Chair therefore feels constrained to overrule the point 
of order. 

Mr. COWHERD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on 
the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered, possibly, that I offered 
a similar amendment on one or two former occasions. I was not 
prepared at that time to compare the salaries paid to some other 
| parties in the bill with the salary that this committee and the 
| House allows the Director of the Census, and I want to say here 
that I do not intend in any way to criticise the action of the com. 
mittee, because, of course, their conduct is governed by the exist- 


ing law creating the Bureau of the Census, which fixed the salary 

| at $6,000; but, Mr. Chairman, as I called attention on a former 
occasion, that salary was fixed under rather peculiar conditions, 
Those conditions do not prevail to-day; and I want to say here, 





if this was a temporary bureau, where a man was called in to per- 
form a very difficult work, and to do it in only two years, as was 
formerly done, it would be very just and proper to allow him 
something more than an ordinary salary, but when we have made 
that Bureau permanent, when we have given to the Bureau a 
| standing that is exactly on a par with the other bureaus of this 
Government, I appeal to this House if it be not fair to put the 
head of that Bureau on a par with other bureaus of the Govern- 
ment on the question of salary. 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, that it is no more than fair for the other 
men occupying important positions under the Government that 
the salary should be fixed somewhat in proportion to the work 


| done. Let us see what are the salaries given to other bureaus in 
this very bill. Forinstance, here are four Assistant Postmasters- 
| General. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General has under 


his control the spending of $75,000,000, and yet you give him 
$4,500 a year. The Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General spends 
$36,000,000 and the First Assistant Postmaster-General spends 
| $51.000.000 a year, and not one of them has the salary that is 
allowed to the Director of the Census. The head of the Pension 
Department. the Commissioner of Pensions, filling, I venture to 
say, the most difficult place to fill with any degree of satisfaction 
under the whole Government of the United States, having under 
his control the expenditure of an appropriation of $140.0..0,))0), 
having directly under his control a pay roll of pretty nearly 
$2,000,000 provided in this very bill, and you give him $5,(00 per 
| annum, and yet you give the Director of the Census, who |! 
| practically almost nothing to do for about eight years out of the 
| ten, you give him $6,000 per annum, 

Let us take some of the other Departments of the Government. 
Here is the Department of State. There are, I believe, three 
Assistant Secretaries of State handling the greatest questions 
that come up before any Department of the Government for con- 
sideration, questions involving peace and war, and their posi- 
tions also entail unusual expenditures, and you give them $4.50) 
|a year. Here are the Assistant Attorneys-General of the United 
| States. They must be men skilled in the law, men exceeding!y able 
| to handle the great questions that come before them. You g0 
down there to-day to see them about any piece of business and 
| you will find them up to their eyes in work, ahd yet you give 
| those men, taken from the practice of their professions, wher 
| all human probability, they are able to earn, if they are capable 
| of filling the position they now hold, more than the salary you 
| give them, and yet they take it for the honor involved—you x1vé 
them $5,000 a year and you give the Director of the Census 5,\"" 
perannum. Take the Assistant Secretary of War, who must fll 
the place of the chief of that great Department in his alsence, 
and he gets $4,500. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missour 
| has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I want two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan- 
mous consent that he may have two minutes more. Is there 0 
jection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COWHERD. Take the Commissioner of Patents, carr) 
a pay roll of $847,000 in this bill, and you give him $5,000 a yer. 
The Commissioner of Labor—and if there is any reason 1) [0 
world for creating this Department of Commerce and Labvr |! 
| for the creation of two bureaus in it, one the Bureau of | 
| and the other the Bureau of Corporations, and notwithst« 
| that is the main reason for the creation of this Departmen 
| give to the heads of these two great Bureaus each $1,000 less tua 
you give to the Director of the Census, 
| Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, I respect'" 
| submit that there is not any question now of the employme!! 
| discharge of clerks. I said a year ago, and gentlemen cr! 
| me for it and said they would not vote for the motion on that & 
count—I said that the then head of that Bureau had not treiied 
the Members of the House fairly, He is there no longer, anc that 
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question has passed away. This question, however, still stands. 
'’he Members of this House know that when that salary of $6,000 
was given to the head of that Bureau it was under peculiar con- 
ditions; that if this House had to-day to fix that salary it would 
not fix it at any such sum. I submit that it isnot fair when men 
occupying higher positions carrying ten times the burden of re- 
sponsibility get a salary of only $4,500 or $5,000 and you give to 
this comparatively insignificant Bureau the sum of $6,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CowHERD] says that when this act passed this House 
and Congress the conditions were different. I do not know to 
what conditions he alludes, but I remember the conditions sur- 
rounding this House at thattime. Iremember distinctly that we 
were changing from a temporary system to a permanent system. 
I remember also that the salary of the Director at that time was 
¢7.500, and when we made it permanent we reduced it $1,500 and 
made it $6,000—that is, we reduced it from $7,500 to $6,000, 

Mr. Chairman, the contrasting of salaries is not by any means a 
safe way to get at the value of a man, either to himself or to the 
Government. Here is the gentleman from Missouri. He pays his 
own expenses here and elsewhere; he pays his own election ex- 
penses, and he is working for the Government for $5,000 a year. 

There are plenty of men in Washington who have no election 
expenses, who have nothing to pay for but bed and board, with 
ordinary living expenses, and they get as much salary ashe. If 
we are going to contrast salaries and settle this question in that 
way, you can see at once how unfit would be this rule. Here isa 
man that left a place in Boston at $6,000 a year. He could have 
commanded more if he had asked it. His business qualifications, 
his information on the lines that were necessary to make a suc- 
cessful Census Bureau were such that he was persuaded to give 
up that — in Boston and take this position. Before he did it 
he went to the act establishing this permanent Census Bureau, 
and found in the organic act that this salary was fixed at $6,000. 
Upon that and with other inducements offered him by friends he 
came to Washington on account of his peculiar fitness for the 
place and accepted the office. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Missouri if it is fair to that man 
to pull him away from a six thousand salary at home, bring him 
here under an organic act, with that salary fixed, and in less than 
a year undertake to cut him down to $5,000. I do not believe the 
gentleman from Missouri would submit to it if the matter af- 
fected his salary, and I know I would not if it affected mine. I 
do not believe that the contrast that he has put before this House 
is a fit one to be governed by in this instance. A lawyer’s ability 
to draw papers and fix technicalities in papers is one thing, but 
it does not always command avery high price. But the business 
man, with the ability and experience of Mr. North, has given 
men a salary two or three times as high as an ordinary attorney 
at law receives. 
this country. I can find a railroad man who knows nothing of 
law, who knows nothing of anything else, that enters into the 
general make-up of this great country of ours, who draws five 
times that amount asasalary. Why? Because he is peculiarly 
fitted for that one thing. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
Task him a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Ilinois. 
engaged in at the time he was made Director of the Census? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not know. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Was he not already in the serv- 
ice of the Bureau? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; he was not. He was in the Gov- 
ernment service as a member of the Industrial Commission. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. At a salary of $3,500. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Dlinois. At what salary? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not remember—$3,500, maybe. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Yes; I had understood that he 
was in the service at a much lower salary than $5,000 when he 
was appointed to this place. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He was inthe service, in Boston, at $6,000 
& year. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the argument 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston], if it means 
anything, means that anyone accepting a salary has a vested 
right, and that it is not fair for the Government to ever change 
that salary. It strikes me that the House should consider this 
salary in connection with other salaries of the bureaus of the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor. In looking over the salaries 
in this bill we find that the Commissigner of Corporations, one of 
the bureaus that has infinitely greater responsibilities and greater 
work than that of the Director of the Census, receives $5,000 a 
year. Other heads of the bureaus of this Department receive 
$4,000 a year, The census is taken once in ten years. There is 








That is the business custom and habit of all | 


Will it disturb the gentleman if | 
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his point of order? 





What business was the gentleman | 


| first time that these salaries have been fixed. 


some work under the permanent Bureau for the Director in the 
intermediate years, but not of any great importance or great 
variety or great labor; and it seems to me if the House wants to 
act with absolute justice it will vote for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHErp] and reduce this salary 
to $5,000 a year, which will put this officer on a par with the best 
of other heads of bureaus in the Government. 

There is nothing in the argument that because a man makes a 


| sacrifice to serve the Government he should receive a larger salary, 


because if the Government competed with private corporations 


| in the question of salaries, the Government would have but few 


officers at the schedules it has fixed. Weshould treat this matter 
more in the light of the salary paid one Government officer as 
compared with the salary paid another of the same rank; and if 
we do this, in my judgment the Committee of the Whole will 
adopt the amendment and give the Director of the Census $5,000 
a year, the same as the Chief of the Bureau of Corporations re- 
ceives. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BINGHAM) there were—ayes 92, noes 35. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BrinaHaMm and Mr. CowHERD were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, 


| noes 47, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman,I offer the following amen4- 
ment, which I will send to the desk and ask to have the Clerk read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 139, in lines 6 and 7, strike out the words “eight hundred 
forty” and insert therefor the words *‘one thousand.” 


Mr. BINGHAM. On that, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


and 


| order. 


Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania state 


Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order that it is not au- 


| thorized by statute. 


Mr. THAYER. Ido not hear the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
the point of order, as the Chair understands him, that the amend- 


| ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts increases the 


appropriation beyond the salary fixed by the statute, and therefore 
changes existing law in violation of the rule as to appropriation 
bills. 7 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman,I do not understand that the 
salary has been fixed by statute. These men have heretofore 
been paid by the Director at his own sweet will, and this is the 
I had occasion to 
see the Director last Saturday and stated to him that I thought 
there was an inequality in the payment of these skilled laborers, 
and he stated to me that he would have been pleased had his at- 
tention been called to this before he sent in his estimate to make 
the provision as I ask for it here, and it seems to me it is simply 
increasing a day laborer $160 a year and placing him upon an 
equality with the other four who are doing like service with him- 
self. He has failed to have his salary fixed at $1,000 because his 
friends have not pleaded for him,as probably the friends of the 
others have. He is a painter, having charge of the entire busi- 
ness of purchasing supplies, is authority unto himself under the 
Director, the same as the carpenter and the engineer, and I hope 
that the gentlemen of the committee will not raise any points of 
order, if even they could be sustained, but will let this man have 
the same pay that the others working on the same plane have, 
his not having been increased by reason of oversight or because 
people have not been to the Director pleading that his salary be 
increased in common with the others. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for a reference to the statute which he contends 
controls this matter. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no statute fixing the compensation 
at $1,000, as proposed in the gentleman's amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let mesuggest this point: The gentleman 
offering the amendment must show some law authorizing this 
salary. If there is no such law, then the amendment is a change 
of the existing law or the enactment of a new provision of law. 

Mr. THAYER. There is no law authorizing any of these sala- 
ries. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then the gentleman has no standing at all. 

Mr. THAYER. Then you have no standing for the other pro- 
visions of the section. We are making a statute now to fix the 
salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. 
the facts of this matter. 


Let the Chair understand 
The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania whether this salary is fixed or provided for in the 
current appropriation law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. At what amount? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Eight hundred and forty dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairunderstands the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to say, and it is assumed to be the fact, that in the 
current appropriation law this position is provided for at a salary 
of $840 per annum. Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. THAYER] proposes to increase that amount to $1,000. The 
point of order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania appears 
to have been frequently ruled upon, and the Chair will call atten- 
tion to the statement on page 349 of the Manual that— 

In the absence of a general law fixing a salary, the amount appropriated 
in the last appropriation bill has sometimes been held to be the legal salary, 
although in violation of the general rule that the appropriation bill makes 
the law only for the year. 

That proposition has been frequently sustained. It was de- 
clared by Mr. Blount, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
in the Fiftieth Congress, and upon an appeal from the ruling of 


the Chair was sustained (REcorD, pp. 4717-4719). It was followed | 


twice in the Fifty-seventh Congress, once in the first session 


(RECORD, pp. 1420-1422) and again in the second session, Mr. | 
If it were a new | 


GROSVENOR in the chair (RECORD, p. 1010). 
question, the present occupant of the chair might be inclined to 
hold otherwise, but in view of the repeated rulings feels con- 
strained to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. THAYER. Will the Chair hear me an instant? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. THAYER. I undertake to say that the appropriation of 


last year permits the payment of this officer at this salary. There | 
is no statute at all on this subject to the contrary; there is no law | 


limiting the amount, and the amount appropriated last year is 
ample. There is money in the Treasury to pay the amount named 
in the law, and unless the present bill provides otherwise, there 
is no law changing that provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
hold that this officer or employee was not mentioned in the last 
appropriation bill—the present existing law? 

Mr. THAYER. He was not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was not the position provided for at $840? 

Mr. THAYER. The Director fixed certain salaries. There 
have been many changes during the year. There was a sum total 
appropriated, but no appropriation was made for this specified 

sition. 

The CHAIRMAN. There seems to be a difference between the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts as to what the statute provides. The Chair will have 
to see the statute itself before finally deciding this question, and 
has sent for it. 

Mr. THAYER. Then let this matter be passed over for the 
time being, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania is willing. Ihave 


not the statute here, and I presume the gentleman from Pennsy1- | 


vania has not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sent for the statute. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [have the statute here; and this position was 
indicated as ‘‘ one skilled laborer, $840.’ That is what the stat- 
ute provided for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds in the law a provision for 
** one skilled laborér, $840.’ It seems to be the same position pro- 
vided for in the pending bill. 


Mr. THAYER. But were there not provisions for many other | 


positions last year that are not provided for in this bill? Many 
employees have been discharged during the last ten months. The 
appropriation was larger then than the present appropriation. 
More persons were employed then, and properly so, than are em- 
ployed now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The language of the present bill is identical 
with the language in the current law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether this ‘* skilled laborer ’’ is the same skilled 
laborer that was provided for in the appropriation bill of last year 
at $840? 

Mr. THAYER. 
I do not know. 
the Census Department four men at $1,000—the engineer, the 
electrician, the watchman, and the carpenter. Whether this man 
came in under the appropriation at $900 and has not been pro- 
moted, or whether he came in under the $840 and remains there, 
I do not know. His name is not mentioned. I notice here quite 
a number at $900. but I do not know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds that in the current law 
there is a provision for one skilled laborer at $900, four skilled 
liborers at $1.000 each, one skilled laborer at $900, one skilled 
laborer at $840, one skilled laborer at $780, and one skilled laborer 
at $720. Now, the pending bill contains a provision for one 


I am unable to answer that question directly. 


inVe 


eS 


I only know that there are now in the employ of | 


skilled laborer at $900, one skilled laborer at $840, and one skilled 
laborer at $720. Without some information to the effect that 
this is a different skilled laborer or a different position from the 
one provided in the existing law, the Chair will have to assume 
that it is the same position, at $840, that is provided for in the 
existing law, and that, therefore, under the rulings which have 
| been cited, an amendment increasing that to $1,000 is out of 
| order. 

Mr. THAYER. I am unable to give the information, if the 

Chair pleases. Ido not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For special agents to secure information for special reports, and expenses 

of the same, $455,690. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, a committee amendment. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 139, after line 15, insert: 
“The twelve special agents now employed in the Bureau of the Census on 
other than the special work committed to them, as authorized by section 10 
| of the act of March 6, 1902, entitled ‘An act to provide fora permanent Cen- 
| sus Office,’ are hereby transferred to theelassified service, to be assigned to 
clerkships of class 4.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rent of tabulating machines, $10,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, a committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 140 strike out line 4 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“For tabulating census returns, including cost of cards and rental of 
necessary apparatus, $50,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of the services of experts, and for other necessary expendi- 
tures connected with the collection of facts relative to the internal and for- 
| eign commerce of the United States, $2,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania what provision has been made for the collec- 
| tion of the report from the various cotton ginners of the United 
| States, and if there has been any increase in this bill in the appro- 

priation over that carried in the last appropriation bill? 
| Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman mean to ask whether 
| this is an increase? I could hardly hear him. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask the gentleman if there has been an 
increase in this bill over the last one in the appropriation for col- 
lecting the statistics from the ginners of the various cotton gins. 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. There is no increase. 
| Mr. BARTLETT. Iam sorry there has not been. 
| 
| 








Mr. SMALL. I move to strike out the last word. I desire to 
make an inquiry of the chairman of the committee. In the para- 
graph forthe payment of the services of experts in the Bureau of 

| Statistics I notice that the amount appropriated is only $2.00. 
| The amount appropriated in the last bill, as well as the bill of the 
vear before, was $4,000. I desire to ask the chairman why that 
reduction was made. é 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have given the Department so generous 
| an appropriation in all lines of operation that your committee 
| thought this item might be reduced from $4,000 to $2,000. That 
is the only general response. We have tried to make the bil! con- 
sistent, and we felt that in the operation of the several bureaus 
and divisions of the Department this can be reached, and we give 
the head of this Bureau simply what might be called elbow room 
to do the work. I would state to the gentleman that there will 
be no severity upon the Department in any wise whatever. 

Mr. SMALL. Iunderstand that the reduction of this appro- 
priation will seriously cripple the taking of statistics- published 
monthly in the Summary of Finance and Commerce issued by the 
| Department of Commerce, and if that is true, then this app"o- 
priation should not be reduced. It was $4.000 in the last appro- 
priation bill. A few years ago it was $20,000. I ask the gentle- 
inan if he will not favor an amendment to change that $2,000 to 
$4,000. 

The special appropriation of $4,000 made in previous years for 
| the collection of statistics of internal commerce by and under the 
direction of the Bureau of Statistics, now in the Department o! 
Commerce and Labor, has been utilized to organize and develop 
a division of statistical work operating exclusively with the lead- 
| ing trade movements in domestic commerce largely, through the 
| cooperation of the chambers of commerce and transportation 

companies. This work consists of publishing a monthly su 


li- 


mary of the great staple movements in the trade of the interior; 
the commerce of the Great Lakes; the movements of leadu 
articles of traffic to the seaports on the Atlantic, the Gulf, and 
the Pacific coasts; commercial movements in Southern territory, 
including the cotton crop, and movement of the lumber trae; 
commercial operations on the Pacific coast; traffic movement DY 
rivers and canals, and reports on the coastwise trade of the At- 
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lantic seaboard, principally the coal trade and shipping move- 
pients by leading ports. 

The results of this statistical work are constantly in demand 
by various branches of the Federal Administration, by commer- 
cial organizations seeking to develop the domestic markets in the 
erest of the localities they represent, and by the numerous in- 

ts identified with the distribution and consumption of the 

lucts which enter so vitally into the country’s domestic trade. 
" trade in a single year aggregates more than $20,000,000,000 
in value, and this is the only agency of the Government devoted 
tly to the collection of this species of information. The sys- 

tem of collecting these statistics throws the burden of the ex- 
»on the commercial organizations contributing the informa- 
tin. but requires an office force of trained workers in compilation 
having intimate knowledge of commercial conditions and statis- 


ant 
ZA 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


tice] movements to insure their accurate preparation and regular 
publication in such forms as will contribute most effectively to 
the promotion of the domestic trade. 

[ormerly, under the administration of Secretary Windom. an 
appropriation of $20,000 was made for this purpose, out of which 
the valuable ceries of published documents relating to domestic 
or internal commerce was prepared. By the present system of 
making this division it is a clearing house for information on in- 

{ 1 commerce, in which every leading chamber of commerce 
or rd of trade in the country becomes an adjunct to the pub- 
] rvice and saves the Government four-fifths of its former 
( diture for this information. Any further reduction of the | 
appropriation, as I am reliably informed, would so cripple the | 


working force as to seriously impair the usefulness of this division, | 
i has become an integral part of the machinery for the col- | 


] n of commercial statistics. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the subcommittee we gave exceptional 
ia 
paragraphs Bureau of Immigration, which has been transferred 
from its former relation to the Treasury to the Depariment of 
Commeree and Labor. We were considerate and gave limited 
increase. 

This appropriation in the past has been a variable allowance. 
sometimes more and sometimes less, and we have been disposed 
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and who perhaps is more familiar with the details of that Bureau 
than Iam myself. Therefore I yield to him. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, for the information of the 
gentleman I will say that this Bureau of Standards was estab- 
lished during the last session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. By 
that Congress an appropriation of $250,000 was made for build- 
ings, and subsequently additional appropriations were made. An 
appropriation was also made for the equipment of the old rooms 
and for permanent equipment to be eventually tramsferred to the 
new buildings to be erected. Those buildings are in process of 
construction; one of them is already nearly completed, the other 
has the foundation laid and is under way. This is a very im- 
portant bureau. The functions of the Bureau—I read now from 
a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury transmitted to Congress 
during that session: 

The functions of the Bureau shall consist of the custody of the standards; 
the comparison of the standards used in scientific investigations, engineering, 
manufacturing, commerce, and educational institutions with the standards 
adopted and recognized by the Government; the construction, when neces- 
sary, of standards, their multiples and subdivisions; testing and calibration 
of standard measuring apparatus; the solution of problems which arise in 
connection with standards; the determination of physical constants and tho 
properties of materials when such data are of great importance to scientific 
or manufacturing interests, and are not to be obtained of sufficient accuracy 
elsewhere. 

Before this Bureau was established, as soon as it was known 
that a bill had been introduced for its establishment, it was in- 
dorsed enthusiastically by nearly all the industrial interests of the 
country, showing that it provided for a want which had long been 
felt. It was recommended by almost all of the large manufac- 
turing in tions. That it was needed is proven by the fact that 
since its establishment, and even before it has gotten well under 
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| way, the work of the Bureau has increased many hundred fold. 


nsideration to this whole Department when we came to the | 


; soon be pre 


to treat the entire Department of Commerce and Labor liberally, | 


including the Bureau of Immigration, and have given it all the 
allowance that it required. 
Mr.SMALL. This is the first time that appropriation has been 


made for this Bureau in the new Department of Commerce and | 


bor. 


La As I understand, the work and the scope of the inquiries 
which they have instituted have been increased. I dislike to say 
anything that would seem like a criticism on the committee, but 
from all the information I have it seems to me that this reduction 
is a mi 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Bureau of Immigration: For Commissioner-General of Immigration, $4,000; 


i rvices a3 actuary; confide: 


chief clerk, $2,500, and $250 additi f 
I . With power to act as immi 
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, $1,800; statistician and sten 
pector, $2,000; one supervisir nt inspector, to be attached to this 
jureau in Washington for special work outside, $1,800; one clerk of class 2; 
one clerk of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; one copyist; one messenger; one assistant 
I enger; in all, $18,410, which, together with other expenses of regulating 
ration shall be paid from the permanent appropriation for expenses 
of regulating immigration. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I offer a committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
_ Page 142, after line 3, insert: ‘‘The immigration laws of the United States 
in force in the Philippine Islands shall continue to be administered by ofli- 
cers of the Philippine government.” 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to have that amendment read again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Che question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Standards: For Director, $5,000; physicist, $4,000; chemist, $3,500; 





tial | 
erant 





Mr. PERKINS. What does it do practically? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. They standardize all kinds of instruments 
of precision, all kinds of measuring instru: s for the Govern- 
ment and for the people of the United Stat large, and it will 
: pared to carry out all the functions for which it was 
created-—— 


expired. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. 
more. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask that the time of the gentleman may 
be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. It does this work for the Government with- 
out charge. But the bill providing for its estaonlishment con- 
tained a provision that work may be done for anyone who shall ap- 
ply to the Bureau of Standards. Itis now doing work for a great 
many manufacturing institutions besides much for the Depart- 
ments of the Government. The day before yesterday the Bureau 
of Standards received several thousand thermometers to be tested. 
It is daily doing work for not only the Government, but for peo- 
ple all over the United States. Almost every day it is obliged to 
turn away work because the capacity of the institution, it being 
in its infancy, is not equal to the demand for the kind of work it 
is doing. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. These thermometers which you speak of being 
received for indexing and calibration, is that work paid for by 


I ask that I may have a couple of minutes 


| the persons who send the thermometers here? 


associate chemist, $2,000; four associate physicists, at $2,200 each; two assist- | 


ant phy 
ant « 


icists, at $1,800 each; three assistant physicists, at $1,600 each; assist- 
mist, $1,400; two assistant physicists, at $1,400 each; five laboratory 





istants, at $900 each; two aids, at $600 cach; two laboratory appren- 


. it $40 each; storekeeper, $900; librarian, $1,400; secretary, $2,000; one | 
Cerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; one elerk, $900; two 


} 
cler} 


‘erks, at $120 each; one messenger boy, $260; one computer, $1.000; mechani- 
Clan, $1,400; one mechanician, $1,200; two mechanicians, at $1,000 each; mech- 
ancian, $900; two watchmen; skilled woodworker, $340; skilled laborer, $720; 
draftsman, $1,200; two assistant messengers; engineer, $1,500; assistant enzi- 
heer, $1,000; assistant engineer, $900; two flremen; electrician, $900; two labor- 


ers; three laboratory assistants, at $180 each; janitor, $600; and one char- | 


Woman, $360; in all, $85,780. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out thelast word. I desire to 
ask if there is anybody on the committee who can state the work 
Which is done by this Bureau of Standards? What is it for? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state that this is in continuation of an 
act passed two years ago, coming from the committee which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SouTHARD], whois here, was chairman, 


ants, at $1,200 each; four laboratory assistants, at $1,000 each; six labora- | 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Whenever the work is done for any De- 
partment of the Government no charge is made, but whenever 
the work is done for a private manufacturing institution or any- 
one outside the Government service, I understand a charge is 
always made. 

Mr. MANN. That is my understanding; but in that case 
course, there is no expense, practically, to the Government. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. A charge is made, as I understand it, suffi- 
cient to cover the cost of the work that is done whenever work is 


, of 


| done for parties outside the Departments of the Government. 
Mr. MANN. Now, one more question. Of course, the gentle- 


! man is the one who originated that bill, 


and I have no doubt he is 


well informed in reference to it. If the appropriation bill covers 


| only enough officials to do a certain class of that work and not 


| done and paid for by those who send it in, is there any aut 


enough to do all of the work that is sent in from the outside to be 
hority 
for this Bureau to employ additional help, so that that work may 
be done? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. No; the berean, like any other bureau, em- 
ploys the help that is appropriated for. Ido not understand that 
in this bill there is any lump sum from which additional employ- 
ment for the work can be had. All the employees of the bureau 
are provided for in the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps the gentleman who has charge of the 
bill might give both of us information on this subject. 


















































Mr. BINGHAM. Have they employees enough to do all 


work both for the Government and the outsiders who send in to | United Shoe Machinery Co., Boston 


that institution? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I understand, as I have already stated, that 
the work of the bureau has so far increasad over and above the 
present capacity of the bureau that they are daily obliged to turn 
away work. 

Mr. MANN. That is, work that would be paid for by people 
who send it in there? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. It is work that would be paid for by out- 
siders if the bureau was in a position to do it. This institution 
is patterned somewhat after the German institution known as the 
** Technische Reichsanstalt,’’ in Germany. 
a proposition as that, but the functions of the bureau are practi- 
cally the same. The work of this bureau is one that is bound to 
increase. It will become one of the most valuable bureaus to the 


It is not as extensive | 


industrial interests of this country in the whole Government | 


service. There is no question about that. 


The demand for the | 


work which this bureau performs already exists and is increasing | 


daily. We ought not to begrudge a liberal appropriation for an 
institution of this kind. 

With the permission of the House, I will print in the Recorp a 
statement showing in part what the bureau has accomplished 
since the commencement of the fiscal year. It is not a full state- 
ment, for much has been done since it was prepared, but it will 
give a good idea of the kind of service that has thus far been per- 
formed. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
he has any tables showing the quantity of work done by this Bu- 
reau. I was very much interested at the time this Bureau was 
formec. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I understood that the chairman of the com- 
mittee had a statement of the amount of work done by this Bu- 
reau. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will you incorporate it asa part of your 
remarks, as I would like to see it very much? 
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STANDARD PLUG GAUGES. 


Machinery Co., Boston......... 6 standard gauge plugs. 
Pratt & Whitney Co., Hartford-............- 2 25-millimeter standard plug 
. gauges. ‘ing 
MAGNETOMETER INERTIAL MASSES. 
Coast and Geodetic Survey -................- 1 inertia ring, magnetometer 3 
DO . wciewswoccies copecs $uesdc cusnce vescowenss 1 brass inertia cylinder, 
GRADUATED CIRCLES. 
3ureau of Standards, electrical section-...-. 1 graduated circle. 
POLARISCOPIC TUBES. 
Custom service ........ in Ge daletbapec cahdlnaniie 6 polariscopic tubes. 
COEFFICIENT OF EXPANSION. 
DENT OR TREE WD CO ence cnneccedees secede Sample of wire. 
BALANCES. : 
F. L. Douglas, Washington. .............-.--- 1 spring balance. 
| Coast and Geodetic Survey .-................. 2 platform balances. 
District sealer weights and measures -.----- 1 balance. 
Leo. 8. Smith, Madison, Wis-.- --.- lsaiigbmes wales 8 balances. 
Bureau of Standards, chemical division - ---- 1 balance. 
STANDARD WEIGHTS AND RIDERS. 
Toledo Computing Scale Co......-...-...--- 12 1-pound test weights 
Bureau of chemistry -.....--..-..-....--.--- 22 metric weights (1 set) 
Henry T. Oemner, Philadelphia ............ 28 Troy weights, 500 ounces 
aown. 
Toledo Computing Scale Co................. 12 1-pound weights. 
TN i tacit ioe ae iain os hae - 1 1-pound gold-plated weight 
American Smelting and, Refining Co., Chi- 19 weights (1 set). 
cago. 7 s 
Bureau of Chemistry -..............-.-.-..-. 22 analytical weights (1 set 
Eimer & Amend, New York -............--.- 1 50-grain analytical weight 
Supervising Architect, Treasury -.......-.- 25 weights (1 set). 
| Ras Co. es MIN, WE Bn ccc cesecccceccs 18 weights. — 
| FREE BR re ee 24 blank weights. 
Bureauof Standards, weightsand measures 26 weights (1 pound). 
section. 
| RE eengep Shonen ssesecevewescansve 17 weights (1 set). 
| Toledo Computing Scale Co-...............-- 3 1-pound weights. 
Kimer & Amend, New York .........-....-. 6 weights. 
Toledo Computing Scale Co..............-.- 9 nickel-plated test weight 
I cine 8 analytical weights (1 set 
Eimer & Amend, New York -............-.-- 2 analytical gram weights (1 set 


| Henry Troemner, Philadelphia 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Yes, sir; or if the information is desired I | 


will read from it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 
man from Ohio be allowed five minutes more. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I do not desire further time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the paper which he sends to the Clerk’s desk be 
placed in the Recorp. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would also ask that the accompanying let- 
ter be put in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that the letter sent to the Clerk’s desk 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall accompany the re- 
marks submitted by the gentleman from Ohio. Is there objec- 
tion? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Standard weights, measures, and measuring instruments submitted to the Bu- 
reau of Standards for verification since July 1, 1903. 


ENGINEERS AND SURVEYORS’ STEEL TAPES. 


Eugene Dietzgen Co., Chicago .............. 2 100-foot steel tapes. 
Keuffel & Esser Co., New York.........-... 6 100-foot steel tapes. 
Geological Survey, Washington ............ 3 100-foot steel tapes. 
F. W. Hastings, C. E., St. Louis ............. 1 Lucas 100-foot steel tape. 
Charles W. Leavitt, jr., Benning, D. C..-... 1 100-foot steel tape. 
George M. Eddy & Co., Brooklyn..........-. 1 75-foot steel tape. 
Keuftel & Esser Co., New York............. 1 100-foot steel tape. 
J. Walter Ackerman, Auburn, N. Y.....-..- 1 400-foot steel tape. 
Keuffel & Esser Co., New York ............. 1 100-foot steel tape. 
District of Columbia, Engineer Commis- 2 100-foot steel tapes. 
sioner. 
Keuffel & Esser Co., New York-........-..... 1 100-foot steel tape. 
J. C. Ulmer & Co., Cleveland, Ohio .......-. 1 300-foot steel tape. 
_ RSE CEE | eee ee 
Pennsvivania Railroad Co _................. 1 100-foot steel tape. 


J. Waiter Ackerman, Auburn, N. Y...-....- 1 400-foot steel tape. 
United States Engineer Office, Savannah, 1 300-foot steel tape. 
Ga. 


University of Vermont, Burlington ........ 1 300-foot steel tape. 
University of Nebraska. .................... 1 100-foot steel tape. 
Keuffel & Esser Co., New York.........-... 1 50-foot steel tape 
Lufkin Rule Co., Saginaw, Mich ..........-. 1 200-link, 12 steel tape. 
L. G. Carpenter, Denver, Colo -.............- 2 100-foot se Lpes. 
Keuffel & Esser Co., New York. -........-.--.- 1 300-foot steel tape. 
F. E. Brandis Sons & Co., Brooklyn .......- 1 300-foot steel tape. 
G. N. Saegmuller, Washington ........-..-.-. 3 50-meter steel tapes. 
EE ities a altel ltt taicenia resist 2 59-meter steel tapes. 
Rstrind OF CURRED, bcc dencccdccdesscccccccs 1 100-foot steel tape. 
G. M. Eddy & Co., Brooklyn ...............- 2 100-foot steel tapes. 
Elliott Electric Blueprint Co ............... 1 100-foot steel tape. 
John Campbell, Athol, Mass ..............-- 1 100-foot steel tape. 
STANDARD BARS. 
Henry Troemner, Philadelphia..-.....-..-..- 1 meter scale. 
Geological Survey, Washington ...........- 1 steel scale. 
GEODETIC LEVEL RODS. 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Co............ 2 level rods. 


Coast and Geodetic Survey -...........-.--- 2 geodetic level rods. 


I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- | 


Nichols Chemical Co., Laurel Hill, N. ¥_... 3 weights. ‘ 
15 troy weights (1 set). 
BAROMETERS. 
Bureau of Standards, weights and measures 2 barometers. 
section. 


Bureau of Forestry, Washington. .......... laneroid barometer. 
Elliot Blackwelder, Chicago ..............-.. 1 aneroid barometer. 
ree 63 aneroid barometers. 

BD 5 0tditds deca tdebba tenis cekanesasne 25 aneroid barometers. 

HYGROMETERS. 
hs: Bic SUR: EET SEEDS Soin nenshoawsesosern 1 hygrometer. 
CAPACITY MEASURES. 

Atlantic Refining Co., Philadelphia -........ 1 5-gallon measure. 
J. J. Biwell, Coraopolis, Pa ............0..- 1 5-gallon standard measure 
Customs Service, Treasury Department, 1 quart measure. 


New York. 
Customs Service, Treasury Department, 1 flask. 
New York. 


Cu.toms Service, Treasury Department ... 6 brass polariscope tubes 
i a ee 26 100 c.c. glass sugar flasks 
Tah Dike edaoaedbatn he saetainathbbastendsahat 200 100 c.c. glass sugar fi 
cal a aati anes subi wintindtiddatea 50 100 c.c. glass sugar fi 
iO is caaigteinebnsetauibanesehhbieabess 30 glass sugar flasks 
RES ESS PR ae ee 50 100 c.c. glass sugar fla 
Do Kiet iti de iaiibhithin newibboun wedi 30 sugar flasks. 
Fimer & Amend, New York ................ 12 1,00 e.c. graduated flask 
Bureau of Standards, optical section... .... 1 flask. 
ms Service, Treasury Department ... 4 glass flasks. 
Do ; ial cll sata dt lined aiid 63 ¢laes sugar flasks 
I,. 8. Smith, Madison, Wis. .................. 7 capacity measures. 
Bureau of Standards, chemical division .... 1 100 c.c. pipatte. 
Do cartel entail eal aah a inineilaalcaad 2 100 ¢.c. flasks 
Customs division, Treasury Department... 20 glass sugar flasks. 
Die 8 cai ans c'odilviden die apaasl badd in 120 Phenix one-glass grad 
MAXIMUM AND MINIMUM THERMOMETERS 
Wawel Cea CEG kcinds cccdeneeteenescncctn llarge maximum and 1 
therinometer. 
BDO icine Catia ebiee aceasta chtoss .--- 10 maximum and minimu 


mometers. 
STANDARD THERMOMETERS. 


Boston Thermometer Co., Watertown,N. Y. 18 standard thermomete! 
Bureau of Standards, electrical section .... 3 mercury thermomet« 
Supervising Architect ...- 1 thermometer. 


tancderd Calorimeter Co., Moline, Til. ...... 12 thermometers (65° to 9 
Eimer & Amend, New York. ................ 1 thermometer. 
Bureau of Standards, Division I, Section I.. 3 thermometers 
Standard TIO oncceitinincn donna 2 thermometers (65° to 10) 
District of Cofumibia! ..............-<cocccess 1 thermometer. 
W .“T’. Berry Surgical Instrument Co........ 12 thermometers. 
Whitel!, Tatum & Co., Millville, N.J........ 1 thermometer. 
Becton, Dickinson & Co., New York ........ 8 standard thermometers 
York Manufacturing Co. ......ccccccccccces 17 thermometers 
Recton, Dickinson & Co . ....c.ccccccccccccce 4 standard thermometers 
POWSES TROMEINUOE GO. és cecce cweccapontsonses 120 thermometers for bh 

lating system. 

OE CE So cidaccctecocunisousens 14 thermometers. 
Powers Heat Regulating Co ................ 138 thermometers. 


Bureau of Standards, weights and measures 3 green thermometers. 


section. 
Page Woven Wire Fence Co., Monessen, Pa. 1 high-reading Fahrenh 
mometer. 
CLINICAL THERMOMETERS. 
Boston Thermometer Co _..................- 6 clinical thermometers. 
Becton, Dickinson & Co., New York ........ 7 clinical thermometers. 
Ib Git citiRcotabalsasdie tacdbasbsbnes .-. 2% clinical thermometers 
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Bureau of Chemistry .-...........---.-.---- ... 24 clinical thermometers. 
W.T. Berry Surgical Instrument Co., Louis- 4 Hicks clinical thermometers, 


ville, Ky. 








y. D. Gilman, Washington -......-...-.------ 6 clinical thermometers. 
Charles J. Tagliabue, New York .........-..- 419 clinical thermometers. 

7, YT). GR s ckdhaccedakatenddesa dences sonens 2 clinical thermometers. 
Charles J. Tagliabue, New York ...........-. 177 clinical thermometers. 

7, 1), GR seabed naw cncnat agaccsesoveasens 12 clinical thermometers. 

DO . cadet dete ew as tidicbsdainen onan 11 nurse clinical thermometers. 

R. Hoehn Co., New York .......--..--------- 89 clinical thermometers. 
National Thermometer Co., New York..... 4 clinical thermometers. 

R, HGGM GE BNO ROEEE ccucoscuccesccecsces 144 clinical thermometers. 
Taylor Brothers Co., Rochester, N. Y ....... 7 clinical thermometers. 

” DO cotaieads snteedadhadeoneesenciid 5 ent thermometers stand- 
ard. 


Hohmann & Maurer Manufacturing Co., 2 clinical thermometers. 
New York. 








Charles FAs os ceccctsccascccccccsce 967 clinical thermometers, 
R. Hoehn Co......---.- 25 clinical thermometers. 
Benton Myers & Co 18 clinical thermometers. 
Whitall, Tate GOO ooo. nn. ccccccecccccscce 12 clinical thermometers. 
T's, vIGE HD Cs tind ccccdenuncbecen sate 10 clinical thermometers, 
Becton, Dickinson & Co..................-.-. 1 clinical thermometer. 
Dr, Set ab heked Gta hbdcadebnctiocunccus 2 clinical thermometers. 
PYROMETERS. 
Edward Brown, Philadelphia..............-. 2 pyrometers. 
QUARTZ POLARISCOPIC TEST PLATES. 

Burgas OF Co a ncn ob dctwwsensscbevens 8 quartz test plates (1 set). 

DO scinslintidbadibne cansdeerteenternaderte 1 quartz plate. 

STANDARD CELLS. 

Leeds & Northrup Co., Philadelphia ---.... 1 Weston standard cell. 
Bureau of Standards, electrical section.... 2 standard cells. 
Gocloggieh SEITEN steers ncdeee pecenc<cnesess 1 cadmium cell. 
Edison Electric Illuminating Co., Boston... 1 standard cell. 


STANDARD RESISTANCES. 


Leeds & Northrup Co., Philadelphia ....... 10.0l-ohm resistance standard. 


General Electric Co., Schenectady, N. Y... 1 B. T. resistance. 





Light—electricity: 


eh tee ence tid anil isda cs dint facia mda edasiestionalten 5 
Standard resistances, bridges, and potentiometers............. 25 
Standard electric meters— 

Co EE ee ee 4 





Ammeters .. 3 
Wattmeters. -. 2 
al eae ii acti elds dita enaded eepeenumanin 1 
Determination, insulating properties of mica -................. l 
i ail caine dd ein indaastvenéetencececees 1 





Photometry—incandescent-lamp standards: 

Standard incandescent electric lamps. ..................-.-.---.--..-- 246 
Miscellaneous: 

ih crlnatiia dnt a nian nenaieaa tienes Hnentnetnonnnd 92 

ae ced ea na nad amines 1 
Determination, temperature constants of oils -_............-.... 1 
Determination, temperature constants “‘ Hydrolene”’._........ 1 
Determination, coefficient of expansion 1 


In addition to the various tests enumerated above, the work of the Bureau 
has included the following: 

1. Researches and investigations in connection with the development of 
standards, improved methods of measurement, and apparatus for perform- 
ing tests. 

2. Investigations concerning the properties of materials, as, for example, a 
deposit of mica, has recently been discovered ina western State. A sample 
of this was submitted to the Bureau to determine whether or not it was suit- 
able for electrical purposes. The National As:ociation of Refrigerating En- 
gineers has asked the Bureau to determine the specific heat of calcium 
chloride brine. This is an-exceedingly important physical constant used in 
the planning and designing of refrigerating machinery, much the same as 
the properties of steam are used in connection with the development of the 
steam engine. The insulating properties of materials, the heat value of 
fuels, the boiling point of oils are all illustrations of work of this character. 

3. Information furnished manufacturers and others concerning standards 

and methods of measurement. This has included the makers of thermome- 
| ters, pyrometers, electric lamps, and scientific instruments of precision; 
manufacturers of steel, pottery, and glassware; manufacturers of electrical 








Do ..........----- yore senses enceeneseeneenee 1B. T. resistance. 3 |} machinery, steam gauges, and pressure gauges; also State and city officials 
Leeds & Northrup Co ..........--.--.-.----- Anthony standard resistance set. | having in charge matters pertaining to weights and measures. Work of this 
_ DO ..nssccesse eer (ott e nn ee nanenennenee 1 1-ohm resistance. | character is equal in importance to all the other work of the Bureau com- 
Queen & Co., Philadelphia .................. 1 0.01-ohm resistance. | bined, since it enables the manufacturer to avail himself at any time of the 

DO 2 .nccccscccoscocccesscecccncccncecccccss 1 Anthony set. | latest and best methods of measurement. There is scarcely a manufactured 

ee eee 1 100,000-ohm box lg. pattern. article that does not involve a measurement of some kind. 

L00ds Gy TR OG cece ccnccccesnesccces 1 oe resistance. ae oe 
pO Gee ie ane ae ccchnndte 8 electrical resistances. . . s , a 
an Institute, Chicago ................. 5 electrical resistances. Bureau of Standards—Estimate of expenditures, 1904-5. 
Leeds & Northrup Co ..............-..-..--- 10.01-ohm resistance. edhe a a na 

Die eee ee 1 1-ohm standard resistance. Items. Original | Reduced 

6. cdinledinahavndidsandanpnatncssdont ina 1 0.0001-ohm standard resistance. | | estimate. | estimate. 

DO jee iss ditie hs tind cebhasdacwtndios 10.0l-ohm standard | oe - _ 
Weston Electrical Instrument Co -.-....... 1 legal ohm standard. ; | 1. General laboratory apparatus, such as balances, 

Bureau of Standards, electrical division... 15. & H. dial wheatstone bridge. weights, galvanometers, potentiometers, resist- | 
Bureau of Standards, electrical section... 1 potentiometer. ance standards, photometers, a large variety of | 
Geological Survey -..--..-------------------- 1 Wolff potentiometer. small apparatus, tools; corresponding to items | 

VOLTMETERS. 14, 15,16, 17,18, and 19 of the statemenfor 1£03-4.| $20,000.00 | $16,000.00 
Smitheouten Taetiouts + woltenete 2. Specially constructed alternating-current gerer- 
SMILASOMAN SNSUCULION ... -- ~--..-2e-en- oon- oes ator for the production of alternating currents | 
Byrnes & Townsend, Washington.......... “ voltmeters. used in the testing and investigations of alter 
Library of Congress. ............- @ ae eeen nee 1 portable v oltmeter. nating-current meters and measuring instru- 

AMMETERS. ments, together with switchboard and installa- 

al : ead ' Tl chitiecdaieniittinn nett kiddinmar ied side hamaning sins 7, 500. 00 6, 500. 0€ 
Smiths nian Institution. wang eee cece anes sane 1 milammeter. 8. Additional storage batteries, including one 50-am- 
Byrnes & Townsend, Washington-......... 2 ammeters. vere battery, one 25-ampere battery, also one 

WATTMETERS. 1igh-potential battery for the testing of high- 


Stanley Instrument Co., Great Barrington, 3integrating wattmeters. 
Mass. 


Stanley Instrument Od... .ccoceccceccceccccce lindicating wattmeter. 
DO ocitatbanwdkc tarterdsddnededacene éedene 8 wattmeters. 
Goenerek Bees GO we cbcbcctecadntteccacseie 2 polyphase curve-drawing in- 
struments. 
EO ciate etleeietihtendielth tinted abdicate 2 polyphase portable indicating 
wattmeters 
Washington Market Co..................... 8 direct-current wattmeters. 
J. Fussell Co., Washington.................-. 1 direct-current wattmeter. 
2, 0, Gant ka hieaiencaniayanes ... 2direct-current wattmeters, 


CURVE TRACERS. 
Leeds & Northrup Co -.............20.-..00- 1 electric-curve tracer, 
CONDENSERS. 


Columbia University, New York 10.5 microfarad condenser. 
C. B. Dennis, Spokane, Wash .......... .. mica sampla. 





Standard weights, measures, and measuring instruments submitted to the 


Bureau of Standards for verification July 1 to December 16, 1903. 








SUMMARY. 

Length—standards and measuring instruments: 

Engineers’ and surveyors’ steel tapes..............-.----.-.--.. 43 

SI a es wininih wanehieile ° 2 

CG rn nebaeetibekenwmneede chdea ° 4 

IDL, .vcscech owes eoskies cabedtessenbnbasbeowoun . 1 

( Jraduated sosina "ea _ 1 

MAGUSUOMISEET IMSTELIA NABER... 2. <2 cnc cnccccccnsccceccccceccce 2 

tn sane Jon cod baler swacneuniveiavens 6 

— 59 

Mass—standards of mass (weight) and measuring instruments: 

RY OR SR Ea Rp CG aE a ne 8 

ns ctlecn. a cahshetrngborharanianéen anens coe 289 
a — mH | 
Capacity—standards of volume and measuring apparatus: 

Maximum and minimum thermometers .................--.-.-. 11 

ee a lk SL a EEE LE IEE B51 

Clinical thermometers 1, 926 

a os acd ancind enuswilecbeadeakaucce 2 

2,290 





Light—optical instruments: 


(QUAE EE EOE CUNO DEMON Scccc coccoccesctectcnsécous cocsclcasece 


606 





Re Ns 6 dinid canis hacatinondsnqcsinge cect 8,500.00 7,000. 06 
4. Additional switch-board panels for new batteries | 
I hak tk iat tiehbs wechcindnitiniccicuichiains 2,000. 00 1, 000. 0 
| 5. 75 Kilowatt engine and generator to supplement 
the present engine, including steam connections 5,000. 00 5,000. 00 
6. High-voltage transformers and apparatus used in | 
testing of high-voltage instruments -........_- 3, 000. 00 1,500. 0@ 


~~) 


. Wiring in the physical laboratory for the distribu- 
tion of the various currents used in testing, pip- 

| ing in the same building in connection with the 

vacuum, compressed air, and refrigerating sys- | 

Weeennshewith stieke socmbeitehbanchuntetane seriehinbiadhaet 5, 500. 00 4, 500. 00 

| 8. Equipment of chemical laboratory (fourth floor 

| of physical laboratory), including apparatus, | 

' 





chemicals, and laboratory furniture | 13,500.00 12, 000, 08 
9. Apparatus to be used in the testing of engineering 
instruments, such as pressure gauges, steam en- 
| gine indicators, water meters, gas meters, etc- -- 5, 500. 00 8,500. 00 
10. Machinery for the instrument shop................. 2,500.00 1, 500. 00 
11. Materials used in the construction of apparatus-_. 2, 000. 00 1.500. 00 
12. Oftice furniture and telephone system for both | 
I i i 5,000.00 8, 500. 00 
aS Sr een ee 5, 000. 00 2, 500, 00 
| 14, Furniture, including bookcases, laboratory tables | 
| and wall brackets, apparatus cases, laboratory | 
furniture, inside shutters for darkening the two 
lower floors of the physical laboratory. --.......- 11,000. 00 8, 000. 00 
15. Gas and electric fixtures for the physical labora- 
tory, laboratory sinks, and special plumbing ....| 5,500.00 5, 000. 00 
16. Two electric elevators, one for each building -.--.- 8, 500. 00 8 00. 00 
ee I iitinbeciccdcdacs sncwdacsscscocean 5, 000. 00 8,009. 00 
| RN i ate tetas i baalaaturtesiinianianibee Galidiiuiaitinielniné 115, 000. 00 9), 000. 00 


Memorandum of expenditures and liabilities—Appropriation, ** Equipment, 
National Bureau of Standards, 1904." 
1. Placed to the credit of the Supervising Architect to cover the 
cost of machinery and other apparatus to be installed in con. 
nection with the regular heating and lighting systems of the 
buildings, such as steam power, piping, wiring, and special 
| plumbing for laboratory use-._- . i ea $20, 335. 00 
| 2. Direct-coupled engine and generator, together with foundation, 
for the production of direct current used for lighting, charg- 
ing of storage batteries, and experimental purposes, exclu- 
sive of steam connections..................... 
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8. Switchboards for the distribution of the different kinds and 


ranges of electric current to the various laboratories. ._...... $6, 110.00 
4. Storage batteries, required for the production of direct current 
usod in many cases of experimental work on account of the 
flexibility of the current produced, also to supplement the 
generating plant when the latter is not of sufficient capacity. 1,623.19 
5. Thirty-ton refrigerating plant for the purpose of regulating 
the temperature of testing laboratories....................-... 10,440.00 
6. Motors, motor-generators, and generators used in the production 
of current, running of machinery, etc ....._............-..-..- 4, 084. 50 
7. Automatic temperature regulators for the variouslaboratories. 4,135.00 
8. Machinery for the instrument shop ..................-..... .-..-- 1,583.00 
9. Apparatus for the production of pure water _...............-..- 385. 00 
10. Gas machine for the production of fuel gas used in furnaces 
for the production of high temperature and for Bunsen 
RR i ia Rt i a eh EE 1, 728. 80 
ll. Air compressor used in connection with the liquid-air ma- 
chine and in the production of compressed air for experi- 
SOE WIR sient cannes pndctnnnbinnnnncmabipi eins tenia aaiies 1,550.00 
EEL LELELATTATE 382. 00 
13. Machine for testing the strength of materials ................... 1, 250. 00 
14. Set of platinum-iridium standard weights. .....................- 1, 090. 00 
ia, II TTI ns. csccnsnininsdichmnaididisiacensin abide tiated bnieteseteilanginans 1,800.00 
16. Converters and transformers ...............----cecccsccecee-eeees 1,007.80 
17. Polariscopic apparatus, spectrometers, spectrographs, and ac- 
cessories (used in optical investigations and in the standard- 
ization of polariscopic plates). ..........-..... hininiadiieeiaht isdn’ = 1,931.25 


3. Laboratory apparatus, including the following: Five poten- 
tiometers (for electrical measurement), $973.05; chronometer 
(for time measurement), $425; Callendar recorder (for indi- 
cating and recording observations) , $362.05; reckoning machine 
(for computations), $199.90; chronograph (for time recording), 
a galvanometer (for electrical measuraments), $216.68; 
+. E. dynamometer (for electrial power measurements), $230; 
H. B. electrodynamometer (for electrical power measure- 
ments), $210; resistances and resistance boxes (for electrical 
measurement), $607.06; Wheatstone bridge (for electrical 
measurements), $480; permeability and hysteresis apparatus 
(for magnetic measurements), $299.53; permeameter, $115.80; 
thermostat (for maintaining constant temperatures), $125; 
hot-water meter (to be u with steam engine), $107; gas- 
meter prover (for testing i meters), $125; pyrometric oven 
and appliances (for use in high-temperature measurements), 
$153.20; wattmeter-tachometer (for use in testing wattme- 
ters), $445; special laboratory tables, $500; hand-power traveling 
crane (for use in engine room), $425; Gerton engraving ma- 
chine (for marking apparatus and in instrument construc- 
tion), $539; screw gauges (for standardizing screw threads), 
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SUITE cnchsinencesctestinei nigtintrhes cieepsiineah.tibteaiebaadiiieih east radaaieammbcaheuneietivained 7,126.77 
I a 77,507.31 | 
Apparatus, tools, furniture, etc., costing less than $100 per piece; in am 
SN Gini ntti tee RUE teehee n ate Daetineiia isha hbeimenriasen , 704.53 


Materials used in the construction of apparatus and equipment; 
supplies in stock and consumed in the work of the Bureau,and 





other iterus of this kind; also books and periodicals.-_......... 13, 018. 68 
IE... .csonntiisintinvidandtiipwcinelmncgttiasnnadne 97, 230.52 
Balance unexpended December 16, 1908_.............................. 12, 769. 48 


Appropriation, “ Equipment, Bureau of Standards, 1903-4". 110,000. 00 


Tue Leeps & Nortrurup Company, 
259 North Broad Street, Philadelphia, Pa., January 8, 190). 


Hon. Henry H. BiIncuaqm, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Srr: We wish respectfully to urge on you the importance of Con- 
gress making liberal provision for the work of the National Bureau of 
Standards. This Bureau, if properly provided for, will play an exceedingly 
important part in the development of the business of manufacturing instru- 
ments of precision in this country, and through that business, as well as in 
more direct ways, will be of we oat value to the industries of the country. 

It has long been recognized t it isa proper function of government to 
weights and standard measures of length and volume. In 
the present stages of our industrial development other measures, suchas those 
of heat, electrical quantities, etc., have achieved a rank of almost equal im- 
portance with those of weight, length, and volume, and in our judgment it is 
equally important that the Government should provide itself with accurate 
standards 

The preparation of such standards (if the work be done in such a way as 
to command the respect of the technical and scientific public) isan extensive 
and difficult undertaking, and requires an ample materia! equipment, as wel! 
as a large and well-trained technical staff. 

Among foreign countries, Germany in pine has very much out- 
stripped us in this respect. Fora number of years their Imperial Technical 
Institute (Reichsanstalt) has been magnificently supported by the Govern- 
ment, and as a result manufacturers of scientific instruments have been at a 
great disadvantage in competing, even in this country, with German manu- 
facturers. The German manufacturers are always in position to offer the 
authoritative certificates of the Reichsanstalt, while Americans have been 
able only to offer the maker's guaranty of accuracy. As a result of these 
conditions, the manufacture of scientific instruments has developed very ex- 
tensively in Germany, and they havea world-wide business which they rank 
of high importance among their manufactures, and Germany annually ex- 
ports to us a large amount of scientific instruments and apparatus which 
could be, and in our judgment ought to be, made in this country. 

The possibility of furnishing apparatus certified by the National Bureau 
of Standards enables us to compete with German manufacturers in our line 
to very much better advantage than we have ever been able to do before. 
Compared, however, with the Reichsanstalt, which the writer visited some 
years ago, the National Bureau of Standards is still very much hampered by 
its lack of equipment and facilities for doing the work which they are under- 
taking. 

You of course appreciate that the National Bureau of Standards hasa 
much wider and more important bearing on the industries of the country 
than the development of the business of manufacturing instruments of pre- 
cision. In practically all of our large industries instruments of precision 
play a very important part. : 

It seems to us exceedingly important that a country having the numerous 
industries that ours does should be in position to manufacture the instru- 
ments of precision which these industries demand. In order to successfully 
compete with foreign manufacturers and to offer to our large industries the 
advantages of a domestic source of supply, it is absolutely necessary that the 


provide standard 
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| civilized government to carry on this work. 
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National Bureau of Standards be ountoues to carry out the workon the lines 
which they have laid down, and we hope that you will do everything in your 
power to secure for the Bureau a liberal appropriation. 

The manufacture of scientific instruments is a business in which Phila- 
delphia has played an important part and taken a frontrank. The National 
Bureau of Standards is in position to very materially aid this Philadelphia 


| industry, if it is sufficiently supported to do its work in proper manner. 


Very truly, yours, 
Tok Leeps & NorRTHRUP Co., 
Per M. E. Luxps. 

Mr. MANN. MayI make inquiry of the gentleman who has 
charge of the bill in reference to this Bureau? I was at the Bu- 
reau a few days ago in reference to getting some microscopes for 
use, and I was told, as one instance—for instance, probably the 
same one referred to by the gentleman from Ohio—that they had 
just received a thousand thermometers from one manufacturer 
to calibrate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think that is in my statement. 

Mr. MANN. Now, is there any officer connected with the Bu- 
reau under the appropriation bill authorized, if necessary, to ex- 
pend money in addition to the appropriation or employ officers 
additional to those now appropriated for in order to do this work, 
whieh is to be paid for by outside manufacturers without expense 
to the Government? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. If the gentleman will allow mea minute. 
I had some connection with framing this bill, or, rather, was on the 
committee which recommended it, and the number of employees 
which were suggested at the time was thought would be sufficient 
for some time at least to do the work that would come in. I do 
not think there is authority to employ anyone beyond that; that 
is, that they could employ a force to meet all contingencies. 

Mr. MANN. So there is no question about that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There are no restrictions at all. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I had the pleasure of going 
through this Bureau a short time ago, and I think perhaps I can 
say a word or two which will enlighten those not familiar with 
this work. Every great nation, and among the leading ones Ger- 
many and Great Britain, has a bureau of this sort. The working 
of the Bureau tends to develop the industrial resources of the 
country, to standardize the important instruments of measure- 
ment, and is the resort of civilization toward development of 
crude ideas which every government has taken when it adopts 
the foot or other standard of measurement. The crude idea may 
be seen in Guildhall in London to-day, where the old brass yard 
rule stands embedded in masonry in full public view; and those 
who visit this Bureau in Washington will find that scientific, care- 
ful, and intelligent effort is being made to develop the resources 
of industrial enterprise of this country by doing for the people as 
a whole what they can not do for themselves. 

As an illustration and instance, thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars’ worth of electricity are being sold every 
day, and yet none of us who buy electricity know anything what- 
ever about the means of measurement under which the electricity 
is sold tous. In this one work of standardizing electric meters 
this Bureau is doing an important work. I know nothing about 
the details of this section of the bill, but I am satisfied from con- 
versation with the head of the Bureau, and with those scientific 
men under him, that a very valuable service is being rendered to 
the people of this country, a service which could not possibly be 
rendered in any other way, and I believe it is a great function ot 
I hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the recommendations of the committee, which has con- 
sidered this matter intelligently, may be carried out. [Applause. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BouTrexy having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, announced that the Senate had bill of the 


| following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 


sentatives was requested: 

S. 255. An act for the relief of the Farmers and Mechanics’ 
National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to say a few words in relation to this appropr!" 
tion. The committee, of which I am a member, investigated te 
matter of the necessity for the framing of a law providing for 
this Bureau, and we had a number of scientific gentlemen w!0 
testified as to the importance of such a law. Previous to the es- 
tablishment of this Bureau most of the manufacturers of instru- 
ments of precision had to send them to Germany for the purpose 
of having them tested, and upon that test and certificate from 
the laboratory at Berlin these instruments were placed on tic 
market in the United States. Not only was that of great incon- 


venience to our manufacturers, but the German manufacturers, 
by reason of offering their goods certified by the German bureau, 
had an immense advantage in the markets of the world. 
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It was thought by the men who were manufacturing these in- 
«truments here that it would be of great advantage to the United 
States if we had a central bureau where these tests could be made, 
ond the instruments, under the certificates of this Government, 
could be sent into-the markets of the world as being perfect in- 
struments of precision. 

[am satisfied that the work of the Bureau has been most excel- 


ient. It has only been created about two years, and its work, I 
nuderstand, is very large. The manufacturers in the United 
States are taking advantage of sending to it all the delicate instru- 
ments of precision for test and certificates. It will soon have a 
reputation for perfect work which will materially assist our 
ynanufacturers in capturing in such lines the markets of the world. 
I have no doubt but what this appropriation is a wise one for 
the Government. [Applause. ] 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 8. That the appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and 
persons employed in the public service shall not be available for the com- 
pensation of any persons capacitated for performing such service. 

Mr. CHARLES B.LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, Ioffer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of section 3, 


pe © 52, add the following: “No partof any money 
appropriated by this acts 


1all be available for paying expenses of horses and 
carriages or drivers therefor for any officer provided for herein other than 
the President of the United States and heads of Executive Departments and 
the secretary of the President. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on that, 
or I will reserve it if the gentleman wishes. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It is a limitation on the expendi- 
ture. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
reserves the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. It maybe, Mr. Chairman, that the point of order 
does not lie. It would not if it was purely a limitation upon the 
appropriation. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Iwould like to ask the chairman 
of the committee what specific provision is made by the Congress 
for the purchase and expense of keeping of the various vehicles 
used by persons other than those mentioned in my amendment. 
How many are in use, if the gentleman knows? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that it comes 
in the contingent allowance of all the ments. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania heard the particular question of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. There is no appropriation carried in this 
bill that warrants the use of carriages other than those named in 
the gentleman’s amendment, except for official purposes where 
it is necessary in their official duties. In other words, there is no 
appropriation carried in this or any other bill for carriages for 
anyone in connection with the Government, except for official 


purposes, and no direct appropriation for carriages, even for the | 


Secretary. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, that is as I sup- 
posed, and yet it is a fact that if the horses and carriages, with 
their coachmen, paid for out of money appropriated by Congress, 


were lined up on Pennsylvania avenue, they would extend, possi- | 


bly, from the Peace Monument to the White House. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Possibly, he says. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The expense that is now borne 


by the Government in this regard has attracted the attention of | 


the country, and unless the Congress puts some limitation upon 
the expenditure, it promises to become a national scandal. I am 
informed that in the estimate made by the head of one of the De- 
partments for the coming year, the estimate being made by a gen- 
tleman who had not in that capacity made an estimate before, 
there was a provision for seven coachmen. 

Had he been onto the ropes he would have had the estimate 
specify ‘‘seven laborers,’’ and after he got them would have as- | 
signed them to do duty as coachmen. This is the way it has been 
done by the heads of the other Departments for years—‘ laborers”’ 
have been metamorphosed into ‘* coachmen,”’ have been equipped 
With silk hats and with boots and placed upon the box, where 
they have done service in approved fashion for persons other than 
those mentioned in my amendment; and unless the Congress takes | 


some action in this matter it is only a question of time when all | 


the assistant secretaries, all the chief clerks, all the clerks—in 
fact, all people on the Government pay roll, except Senators and | 
Representatives, will be riding in carriages guided and directed | 
by coachmen, and all the expenses paid by-the Government of the | 
United States! I would say in this connection, Mr. Chairman, | 
that the judges of the Supreme Court pay their own carriage hire. | 

e Speaker of this House pays his carriage hire. The Vice-Presi- | 
dent of the United States pays his carriage hire. But scores of | 
undersecretaries, commissioners, chiefs of bureaus, and others | 





ride in state at public expense. The money thus used is diverted 
from the legitimate chaynel, and it is to correct this abuse that I 
offer this amendment. No money used in this way has been used 
with the sanction of this Congress, and the abuse is becoming so 
flagrant that I insist that it is time for us to put some limitation 
upon the expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHARLEs B. Lanprs] if the appropriation for car- 
riages and horses and drivers in this bill is a lump appropriation, 
or is it made for a specific purpose? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand 
it, it is not made at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is not. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It is not made at all, and the 
heads of these Departments take advantage of some of thes 
priations and they turn the money in such a way that it can be 
taken advantage of by their subordinates. We make appropria- 
tions for wagons, and behold, they turn up as carriages; we make 
appropriations for laborers, and lo,they turn up as coachn 


appro- 


"eo 


we make appropriations that contemplate the purchas2 of draft 
horses, when the money goes to gladden the heart of some fellow 
ambitious to drive the streets behind a fashionable horse with 


high knee action, in a vehicle that would pass muster in an in- 
augural procession. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would ask 
the gentleman to what class of public service does this right extend? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Asa right, it extends to no class. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. But the practice goes how far? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. AsI understand it, inthe Interior 
Department there are eight or ten carriages used by subordinates. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Who are they, may I ask? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In the State Department there 
are quite a number used by subordinates. Iam surprised that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BUTLER] would place me upon 
the witness stand in this regard , because—— 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is astonishing to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that is all. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It is nevertheless true, and for 
that reason I offer the amendment placing the limitation on these 
| expenditures. It is an outrage on this House and it is an outrage 
| on the country. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, there is no appropriation 
| carried in any of the appropriation bills which authorizes the hir- 
| ing of the carriages mentioned by the gentleman from Indiana 
| (Mr. Cuartes B. Lanpis], unless som@ construction is pnt upon 
| the appropriation by the heads of Departments that ought not to 
be placed upon the appropriations carried in these bills, and if the 
abuse exists—and I have no doubt it does—the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, or at least the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, is perfectly willing to see this amendment adopted. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question, if he will yield. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will yield. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Isitnot true that in the estimate 

presented to the Committee on Appropriations for one of the De- 
| partments there was an estimate for seven coachmen? 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. That is true. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And will the gentleman inform 
| me what was expected of those seven coachmen? In other words, 
| for whom were they to officiate? 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no doubt that the gentleman who 
sent me that estimate expected that there would be necessity for 
seven coachmen in his Department. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. For whom? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Evidently forsubordinates in that Depart- 
ment. That isone thing that called the attention of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to this item. and we are very glad indeed 
that the gentleman from Indiana [|Mr. C#arues B. Lannpis} has 
offered his amendment. If he had not done so, I am very sure 
the amendment would have come from some member of our com- 
mittee. 

The practice has grown up to allow carriages to subordinates of 
different Departments. It was never authorized by law, it is not 
authorized by law now, and, as I understand, the Comptrollers of 
the Treasury have once or twice held that these accounts could 
not pass. Butin different ways—I do not know just how—the 
parties concerned succeeded in getting their accounts passed by 
the Auditor and by the Comptroller. I am very sure that the 
Comptroller at least has not understood what the money was used 
for, or he would not have passed the accounts. 

The only provision of this nature that has ever gone into any of 
these appropriation bills has been for carriages for official pur- 
poses. We all know that the Secretary of State must have at 
times a2 carriage for official purposes; that the Secretary of War 
and the other Cabinet officers must have their carriages for offi- 
cial purposes; but beyond those Secretaries and the secretaries to 


| 
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the President I see no reason why any officer should have a car- 
riage for official purposes. 

Of course, the carriage of some one of the Secretaries may be 
used at times by some subordinate to come up here to the Capi- 
tol, or togo tothe White House, or anywhere else about the city on 
official duty. But I am told by the gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. 
CHARLES B. LANDIS) and by numerous other Members that a 
large number of carriages used by Government officials in the city 
of Washington are not used for official purposes at all, but for 
social purposes—for making social calls around the city, etc. If 


that is true, the abuse ought to be stopped; and I believe the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES 


B, Lanpis]} will cure the evil. 
Mr. HULL. 


secretaries, and others, have heretofore had carriages at Govern- 
ment expense. I supposed the gentleman’s committee had pro- 
vided for them, because they all have them. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
posed anything of the kind, because he is a very active and ener- 
getic Member, and has been in the habit of investigating bills 
reported to the House, and in no bill ever reported here from the 
Committee on Appropriations has provision been made for such 
purposes. 

Mr. HULL. 


I am entirely serious in this matter. I have had 


such confidence in the Committee on Appropriations that I have | 


not even scrutinized their bills, and when these carriages were 
used I supposed, of course, it was in accordance with law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, the gentleman was wrong in his 
supposition. 


as to the law. The Committee on Appropriations has repeatedly 


put the question to the heads of Departments when they came be- | 


fore us as to how many carriages they had. They have constantly 
avoided answering specifically, and we have never been able to 
ascertain how many carriages they have in these different Depart- 
ments. The hearings of a year or two ago will show that in the 
Department of State they claimed there were but two carriages— 
those used by the Secretary—one a closed carriage for winter and 
the other an open carriage for summer. 
the part of the Post-Office Department that there were but two 
carriages in use by that Department—one a closed carriage for 
winter and one an open carriage for summer. It has been con- 
stantly claimed by the heads of these Departments that there was 
no carriage used except for official purposes. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I hope the gentleman will be al- 
lowed ten minutes more if he so wishes. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. YetIam told by Members of Congress, | 
and in going along the street I am witness to the fact, that there | 


are subordinates riding in carriages. In such cases, however, we 
have no means of ascertaining whether the carriage belongs to 
the Government or to the individual except when these parties 
are brought before our committee; and we have been unable at 
all times to ascertain just how many carriages paid for by the 
Government were in use. If the gentleman is anxious to sup- 
press this wrong, there will be a good opportunity in a few min- 
utes to vote for an amendment which we think will cure the evil. 

Mr. COWHERD. 
if it is not a fact that in these appropriation bills there is what is 
known as a “‘ miscellaneous item’’ for each of these various De- 
partments, and that under that item they get carriage hire and 
the Comptroller passes it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Comptroller, in a case about a year 
ago, where his attention was called to this matter, declined to pass 
an item for carriage hire. That is the only decision I know of 
made by the Comptroller on this point. 


Mr. COWHERD. That is where they get the carriage hire, is | 


it not, under the miscellaneous expenditures? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam not informed as to just how they get 
it. I think they get it in by representing that it is for the use of 
wagons and horses used for official purposes, Here is the item 
that is carried in all the bills: 


For miscellaneofs expenses, including care and subsistence of horses, to be 
used only for official purposes, repairs of wagons, carriage, and harness, rent 
of stable, telegraphic and electric apparatus and repairs to the same and 
other items not included in the foregoing. 


But in every item the language runs— 
To be used only for official purposes. 


As the gentleman knows, in all our great Departments there is 
necessity for horsesand wagons, and in each of them for at least 
one carriage for official purposes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
long this practice has been growing? 


Mr. HEMENWAY. It has been running many years. I am 





I wish to ask whether it is news tothe gentleman | 
from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAyY] that heads of bureaus, assistant | 


I do not believe that the gentleman sup- | 


As a Member of the House he should inform himself | 


It has been claimed on 


I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana | 


Can the gentleman tell us how | 


informed that it was one of the issues in the campaign twenty- 
five years ago. z 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is the amendment broad 
enough, in the gentleman’s opinion, to destroy the practice? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I hope it is. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not know whether I am correctly informed 
| or not, but L understand these carriages belong now to the Govern- 
ment. Suppose we pass this amendment as offered by the gen- 
tleman, will it meet the evil in disposing of them or preventing 
their further use? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit me right 
there, I can answer his question. 

Mr. LACEY. There should be a further amendment, should 
there not? 

oes Dare GHAM. I think the gentleman’s amendment is broad 
enough. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There isa general law which provides that 
all property that can not be used by the Government shall be ap- 
praised and sold and the proceeds covered into the Treasury, 
Under this general law all these horses and carriages could |e 
sold without any trouble. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the sit- 
uation that has been developed by the presentation of this amend- 
ment, and the statement made by the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

I only want to call attention to the singular condition that woe 
have drifted into in regard to this very matter. The Speaker of 
the House of Representatives is an officer second in impor- 
tance in the United States, not only in the influence that he 
has upon the legislation and welfare of the country, but in 
the dignity of his great office as the presiding officer of the House 
of Representatives—that body which is the representative of the 
popular sovereignty of the country. Yet we find that by some 
process of evolution or accretion we have a long train of carriages 
furnished to subordinate officers of the Departments, heads of 
bureaus, and so on, while the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives haS never been furnished, so long as I can remember, 
with a carriage. He rides in a street car. The present Speaker 
goes afoot a good deal of the time, or he goes in a carriage of his 
| own procurement. 

Now, I give notice of one thing. It is due to the dignity of the 
House of Representatives, and it is due to the people of the United 
States, that that thing shall cease. At the proper time there ought 
| to be a carriage and driver, and everything appertaining to a car- 
riage consonant with the dignity of the office of the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And the Vice-President. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not speaking of the Vice-President 
now. Ofcourse, agree. The governor of the State of New York, 
as I understand, is furnished with carriages and horses. Certain 
it is that the State of Pennsylvania furnishes its governor with a 
carriage and horses and all those things. 

Mr. BINGHAM. A house and equipment. 

am GROSVENOR. A house and equipment, and a large 
| salary-—— 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the Speaker of the House of Rey 
sentatives would decline the bouquet. Now, I do not propose to 
| inject any amendment here. It would be in the nature of new 
legislation, and would be out of order upon an appropriation })ill, 
nor do I believe that the present Speaker of the House woul ap- 
prove of a suggestion of that kind coming during his term. Dut 
if I am alive a year from this time I shall certainly offer 2» 
amendment to an appropriation bill proposing the provision w !:ic) 
I have suggested for the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Why not do it while you arealive. Pviiiin 
now. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. [I find that there is upon the Post-(flice 
bill a provision for hiring a vehicle to be under the supervis!! 
of the First Assistant Postmaster-General. It is claimed t!):t 4 
| portion of this or some other fund on that bill is used for carr 

hire. Now, I would like to ask my friend from Iowa, the ! 
'man of the Committee on Military Affairs, whether there 1s «"y 
| provision of that kind on his bill? 

Mr. HULL. There are none from that committee. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like toask the gentle 
what that rere is made for? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I understood that there were some })'\ 
visions of that kind made in the army appropriation Dill 
| comes from the gentleman’s committee. The Committee on 
| propriations has been trying to get at this matter for some ' 
| but it is a matter that takes some time to develop. a. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. If the gentleman will yi«!(, 
| I would like to give him information concerning that. 
' Mr. HEMENWAY. I hope gentlemen having in charge ap)" 





And a bouquet every day. 
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priation bills will aid me in every possible way, when we can 
all get together and see if we can not find the items which pay 
for the use of these carriages. I have been trying for three or 
four years to find out, but have not been able to do so. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, 
state to the gentleman 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Do not interrupt me just in the middle of 
a sentence. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
of the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will yield to the gentleman later. 

I have been trying for three or four years to locate the appro- 
priations out of which these carriages were paid for, but have 
been unable to do so. I have asked the different heads of the 
Departments about these carriages, and all I have been able to 
learn is that they had a summer and winter carriage for the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Right at that point. I recol- 
lect in the examination of the Assistant Postmaster-General a 
year ago he testified upon that point that it was $600 for a vehicle 
to be under the control of the First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
That will be shown in the testimony taken at the time to be spe- 
cifically for a screen wagon, to transport mail from one Depart- 
ment to another in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. How does the gentleman know 
it was ascreen wagon or a carriage that this $600 was wanted for? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I have stated that I know it 
was explained before the committee what this item was wanted 
for and what it would be used for. That is all I know. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. When they were before the Committee 
on Appropriations, trying to get this, they were a little bit more 
frank and did not get it. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Does the gentleman from In- 
diana mean to say that that money was used for some other kind 
of vehicle than the screen wagon for which it was specifically 
appropriated? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We have heard the same sort of state- 
ment about these carriages, and it is evidently used for some 

jurpose. 
: M r. CHARLES B. LANDIS. By the First Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido not know whether the gentlemen we 
see riding around in these carriages own them or the Government 
owns them. We know that they are rich enough to own car- 
riages; that usually they are men who have wealth enough to buy 
one of their own, and I do not know whether they own them or 
the Government does. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations if he knows whether any of the many 
skilled laborers paid for out of this and other appropriations are 
used as coachmen? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
not. Ido not know. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will answer the gentleman’s statement 
moreatlength. It was disclosed in the hearings upon this bill—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I would always be glad to yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania in charge of the bill, but I am perfectly well 
aware he will have his opportunity to speak after I have finished. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserved the point of order upon this item be- 
cause it never seemed to me wise to get legislation in this hasty 
manner. I am satisfied that the amendment, however, being a 
limitation purely upon this appropriation bill, is not subject to 
the point of order, and I call the attention of the gentleman who 
introduced the amendment and of the gentlemen upon the Appro- 
priations Committee that very likely the amendment goes far be- 
yond what they have in their minds. Just what would be con- 
strued to be covered by the amendment no one can say, probably, 
until the Comptroller of the Treasury has passed upon it. Here 
isan amendment proposing that no money appropriated by this 
act shall be used for the purpose of hiring a driver. For what 
purpose, say, a driver for an officer of the Government? Very 
well. Then I say no such drivers are now employed under that 
head; but if it be to have it so that it can not be used for the em- 
ployment of a driver for use under the control or direction of one 
of the officers of the Government, then you close up all of those 
establishments to a very large extent. 

The Public Printing Office, for instance—I do not know whether 
the Public Printer has a carriage and a driver, but I know he has 
drivers under his control. If this amendment stops the hire of 
these drivers, what becomes of the orderly procedure of business 
under the Public Printer. The amendment does not cover what 
it purports to cover; it is either too narrow or it is too broad. 
Everyone here would like to see done away with abuses of the 
Government. There is a proper way of reaching these things. I 





It is applicable to this point 





At this point I would like to | 





I am not able to tell whether this is so or | 








have no doubt that the Committee on Appropriations and the 
other committees will investigate these matters. Every Depart- 
ment of the Government is required to employ wagons and 
drivers. The heads of Departments under this amendment may 
purchase and employ automobiles for their own use, but the De- 
partments in their orderly course of business can not transact the 


| business with automobiles, and after this amendment becomes 2 


law we might be met with the spectacle of heads of bureaus rid- 


| ing in automobiles to work, but the work of their Departments 


was being interfered with because there was no authority to em- 
ploy drivers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in every paragraph in this 
bill relating to a single Department, or all the Departments which 
are covered by it, these words, ‘‘ For the purchase of carriages and 
care of horses and vehicles, to be used only for official purposes,”’ 
are a part of the paragraph. 

That is the qualification in all the paragraphs covering the de- 
tails of departmental contingent expenses. Further, it was dis- 


| closed in the hearing for the Department of State that they in 


the estimates submitted for three coachmen. In justice to one of 
the gentlemen, I believe Assistant Secretary Adee, it was stated 
that he used his own carriage. 

In the bill further appears, for the State Department, that the 
carriage used by the Secretary had been purchased seventeen 
years ago, and it was then a second-hand carriage. We have 
given in this bill a thousand dollars for the purchase of a new 
carriage for the Secretary. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Secretary who? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Secretary of State. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman state what he 
means by “ official purposes?’’ Do you mean for official visits? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Of course, it is limited. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean social 
visits? That is what they are used for—I do not mean, of course, 
in this case. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, we have no knowledge of the Secretary 
using his carriage for any other than official purposes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I know, as a matter of fact, that 
officers’ families use them in making social visits. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; I am in no wise against the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Indiana, but I want to explain fully 
everything in connection with the hearings on this bill. It has been 
stated by the gentleman that seven coachmen have been requested 
in the Book of Estimates, or asked for. It was disclosed in testi- 
mony that one Department desired eight hostlers. We made in- 
quiry and found that they were to be used as coachmen, and the 
committee disallowed them; and we also disallowed the three 
coachmen for the State Department. 

In no wise throughout this bill is there any recommendation for 
coachmen, but this fact was disclosed: The carriages are per- 
haps used by chiefs of bureaus, but we had no testimony that 
went to the fact that they were used for private, personal, or so- 
cial purposes, but in each paragraph of the bill we have restricted 
them as far as we could go. I make this statement in justice to 
the Committee on Appropriations and for the information of this 


| committee. 


One word more. This is not new, either as an alleged practice 
or alleged use of carriages. It has run for years past that the 
Departments have been using under the appropriation for labor- 
ers that body of men as drivers for the wagons or carriages. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. How many years back? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been running for years and years—as 
long as I have been a Member. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to ask the gentleman if that has not 
been so ever since he entered Congress? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been the rule always. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man another question. Does not the gentleman think that it is 
time to correct this abuse? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam in favor of the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I rose to state something in the 
line of what has been said in the closing remarks by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. The character of the discussion seemed 
to lead the country to believe that this was something very re- 
cent, when as a matter of fact it has been going on at least ever 
since I have been in Congress. So faras I amconcerned, if it was 


| provided for by Congress, I would have no criticism to offer. 


So far as the army bill is concerned we have never made ap- 
propriation for carriages for the Secretary of War, the Assistant 
Secretary, or any heads of bureaus. There are appropriations in 
there for horses for the Army; whether any of them are used for 
other purposes I am not able to say, but I do know that the Sec- 
retary of War has a carriage out of the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and, in my judgment, very properly so. 

I know that the Assistant Secretary of War has had a carriage. 
I know that the Commissioner of Pensions and other bureau 
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officers have had carriages during all my term of service in Con- | 
gress. What I want to give out to the country is that this is not | 
something that has grown up in the last three or four years, but | 
something that has been the policy of the Government for many | 
years in the past. I assume that itislawful. Ifitisnot lawful. | 
the sooner we cut it off the better; and the sooner we pass a law | 
saying who shall have carriages and who shall not have carriages | 
at the expense of the Government the better. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I heartily favor the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHarRLes B. Lanpis], | 
which proposes to put an end to Government officials riding around | 
here in carriagesat public expense. The distinguished gentleman | 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] said the question was whether or not the | 
amendment did not go too far. From the disclosures made in 
response to questions asked the chairman of the Committee on | 
Appropriations [Mr. HEMENWay] it seems to me the only ques- | 
tion is whether or not it goes farenough. He says that there is 
no positive enactment of law furnishing carriages to many officials 
who use them and that the committee has been trying to find out 
how they are provided and in what way they are paid for, but | 
that the committee had been unable so far to get the information 
or to prevent this unnecessary and unlawful expenditure of the 
public money. If he, with all the power that he possesses, the 
opportunity which he has, is unable to find out how these carriages 
are provided, or by whom they are used and how they are paid 
for, then it seems to me some amendment or some law should be 
adopted or passed that would require the heads of Departments to | 
specify in so many words, in written terms and figures, exactly 
what vehicles they use, how they are paid for and from what | 
fund, and for what purpose they are being used. 

The chairman of this great committee says that appropriations 
have been made for wagons, describing the wagons, and that he | 
is informed—while he does not know—that this appropriation is | 
taken and used for the purpose of providing carriages, not only | 
for the heads of Departments, but for subordinatesas well. This 
is another character of ‘‘ grafting’ of which we had not hereto- 
fore heard and from which might spring another scandal, among 
the many we already have,if properly investigated. Hence it 
seems to me that there is a question as to whether the proposed 
amendment goes far enough, for it certainly does not go too far, 
for this abuse should be promptly stopped, and if this amend- 
ment will stop it, it ought to be adopted. Being assured by such 
high authority as the distinguished chairman of this great com- 
mittee, who is a man of the highest integrity and honor, that it 
will stop it, I am content to vote for the amendment as offered. 
The people’s officers, who are their servants, not their lords, are 
no better than the people themselves, and many of them not as 
good as the honest horny-handed yeomanry of this land, who are 
the “‘salt of the earth” and the defenders of the Government 
in war and in peace, and why should they be sailing around in 
carriages at the expense of the people, who are the taxpayers and 
the burden bearers? [Applause.] 

The whole practice as it has grown up in this city is a miserable 
piece of business, which should be condemned in no uncertain 
terms and put an end to, now and forever. If these gentlemen 
who have been using those carriages to which they have had no 


right in law or in morals want to ride in carriages, nobody will 
object, provided they go down in their own pockets and pay for 
them out of their own funds and not filch the money out of the 
Treasury of the United States with which to pay the bills. Iam 
not opposing men riding in carriages, buggies, wagons, or other 
vehicles, anything that suits their taste and their own pocketbook, 
but I am intensely opposed to public officials, or anybody else for 
that matter, riding in vehicles to which they are not entitled at 
public expense, thus squandering the people’s money to puton style 
or to gratify their desires for display and luxury and to accom- 
modate their own comfort without authority of law and in vio- 
lation of law. Such expenditure of public money might well be 
looked after by those high in authority and the guilty ones made 
to suffer for their wrongdoing, and this small and large filehing of 
the public moneys sternly and emphatically stopped, and stopped 
permanently. [{Applause.] 

Now, then, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENOR] says 
that he gives notice that if he is in Congress a year from now he 
will offer a bill providing for a carriage for the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. Judging from the past, I presume he 
will be here a year from now, because nobody knows how long he 
has lived in the past and it is reasonable to presume that he will 
live a great deal longer in the future, and therefore he will be 
here. [Laughter.] The gentleman said he would not offer it at 
this time because the distinguished Speaker of this body now 
walks, or sometimes rides upon a street car, and he does not be- 
lieve that a bill to provide a carriage for him would meet with 
his approval at this time. A noble and honest man he is and an 


honor to the high office he holds. I want to serve notice upon the 


gentleman from Ohio and you Republicans that the next Speaker 


| offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 


of this House will be one of the same kind of men in that respect— 
a plain citizen who will not want to ride ina carriage, but one 
who will represent the plain people of the Uni States of 
America and their interests, and want to live as they live and be 
a fit representative of them. He will be an old-fashioned Demo- 
crat. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
The Clerk will again 
report the amendment for the information of the committee. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


| go back to page 139 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 


The amendment of the committee was overlooked; it only reduces 
the sum total of the amounts. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 


| unanimous consent to return to page 139 for the purpose of offer- 
| ing an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 139 strike out lines 13, 14, and 15 and insert in lieu thereof ‘for 
special agents and detailed employees to secure information for census re- 


| ports provided for by law, $434,000. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
bill consistent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question on the amendment just re- 
ported. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman,I give notice that in the 


Mr. Chairman, that is simply to make the 


| House I shall ask for a separate vote—a yea-and-nay vote—on the 


amendment reducing the salary of the Director of the Census. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is entirely unnecessary, as every 
Member has that right in the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter to 
which I wish to return, and that is with reference to the Library. 
By unanimous consent the House passed, at my request, a pro- 
posed matter in reference to the Library, in order that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. R1icHARDSON] might be heard upon 
his amendment. He has since informed me that he has with- 
drawn it. I state this inorder to make the record consistent. 

Mr. Chairman, I move you, sir, that the committee do now rise 
and report back to the House the bill and certain amendments 
thereto, with a recommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the committee do now rise and report the bill back to the 
House with certain amendments, with the recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsy|- 
vania. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TawNEyY, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9480) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and 
for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments, with the recommendation 
that the amendments be agreed to, and that the bill as amended 
do pass. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from 
Indiana |[Mr. HEMENWAY], as he may desire. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the four amendments raising the salaries of the governors 
and secretaries of the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico be 
voted upon as one proposition. Upon those I am going to ce 
mand a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. That request would properly come after de 
bate is closed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY,. 
to save time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman can 
make the request at this time. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to un- 
derstand the request of the gentleman. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is to avoid having a separate vote ©" 
each of these amendments. The question is substantially the 
same on each, being the raising of the salaries of the governors 
and the secretaries of these two Territories. B 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That does not include the provision 
respecting the civil service? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. MADDOX. What is the amount of increase? 


Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 


I simply make the request now in ordet 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. Five hundred dollars in thesalaries of the 
gi vernors. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Indiana? 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, there might be a difference in these 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


propositions. It might be proper to raise the salaries of the gov- 
ernors and not the salaries of the secretaries, and the increase in 
the salaries of the governors ought not to depend upon the in- 
crease in the salaries of the secretaries. It seems to me that the 
two propositions as to the secretaries and the governors should 
be voted on separately. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Very well. Mr. Speaker, the committee 
in charge of this bill has brought to this House a bill that did not 
increase a single salary, believing that the salaries paid by current 
law were sufficient. In the Committee of the Whole there have 
been but four increases, one that of the governor of the Territory 
of Arizona, one that of the governor of the Territory of New 
Mexico, and the other two the secretaries of those two Territories. 
The salary of the governor of Arizona is $3,000. He has a con- 
tingent fund of $1,000, which is expended by the governor. He 
does not have to account to anyone for the expenditure of that 
thousand dollars. I remember that a year or two ago judges of 
the court in the Territory appeared before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and urged that their salaries should be increased, 
and when compared with the salary of the governor they sug- 
gested that the governor had this thousand dollars of contingent 
fund, which was used by the governor for entertaining purposes 
and other purposes and which saves that much of his salary. 
These claims have been carried at this amount for many years. 
The secretary's salary has been $1,800a year. I am told that the 
fees of the secretary run into the thousands, and that this office 
has been one of the best offices in the Territory. I understand it 
was claimed in debate here the other day that the legislature of 





the Territory had in some way reduced the compensation of this | 


officer; but I have not been able to find that his fees have been 
taken away. 

I sincerely hope, in view of the fact that the committee. after 
laboring for six weeks, was able to bring this bill into the House 
without a single increase of salary, the House will not vote for 
any such increases. The salaries received by the governors of 
these Territories are higher than those received by the governors 
of some of the States of the Union. And the officers appointed 
knew what the salary was when they accepted the appointments. 
They are ample. The duties are not so great that these salaries 
ought to be raised. 


And I want to say that I was surprised in the Committee of the | 


Whole to see the Democratic side of the House line up and vote 
almost unanimously to increase these salaries. I sincerely hope 
that when Members on that side understand this question, as I 
hope they will when we come to a yea-and-nay vote upon ii, they 
will ‘ practice what they preach”’’ and stand up for economy by 
voting against increasing these salaries. 

Why, sir, away back years ago, under the leadership of a Demo- 
cratic chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, some of 
these salaries were reduced. We have been keeping them down 
to those reduced amounts. 
struggling to keep down salaries and to prevent increases of sala- 
ries—to keep this bill clean of such increases. If this House will 


| of this House you shall not have it.’’ 


Mr. SHEPPARD. I simply wanted that information. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There was no reason why one of the com- 
mittee reporters should be paid a salary of $3,500 while the others 
were receiving $5,000. 

Mr. LIND. If you are paying stenographers for committees at 
the rate of $5,000 a year, do you not think that the governor of a 
Territory ought to have $3,500? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly not, because the ability required 
by stenographers here on this floor, and those who serve in « 


° 


ot 


mittees is greater than that required by a governor of any one 
these Territories. 
Mr. LIND. If the persons holding these positions as Territorial 


governor have not enough ability to entitle them to the legal 
salary, why are they not removed? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Wecan secureall over this cou 


ntry plenty 
of men able to fill those Territorial positio: ] 


; for even less than 


$3,000, and they knew what had been appropriated for salary for 
many years. 

{Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor and said: I yield to the gen- 


tleman from Arizona [Mr. WiLSon] five minutes, reserving my 
right to the floor. 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, the amendment offered 
yesterday was not to increase the salary of the governor of this 
Territory, but to increase the appropriation so as to cover the 
salary allowed by law. The law of the land gives to the gov- 
ernor of Arizona $3,500 a year; and I say itis not enough. Gov- 
ernor Brodie has to-day services to perform such as are required 
of scarcely any governor of any of the States, because of the 
many reports, etc., that are required from him by the Federal 
Government, in addition to his duties in attending to the govern- 
ment of the people of the Territory. In area and in the amount 
of official business that Territory is beyond almost any of the 
States. The salary allowed by law is 83,500. If the lawis right— 
and Congress passed the law--then it is right to pay the salary, 
for it would be a farce to say that the law gives you something 
and the Appropriations Committee takes it away. The law is 
either right or wrong, and the law gives it. The appropriation 
should be made to cover it, and that is all we ask. 

Now, I understand it has been said that the governor gets a 
thousand dollarson the side. I want to say to the gentleman who 
made that statement that he is mistaken. The thousand dollars 
on the side that is spoken of is a contingent fund, to be used for 
purposes not beneficial to the governor at all; to be used for the 
payment of rewards and things of that gharacter. It does not 
attach to his salary at all or pay for his services in any respect. 
Therefore, I say, that can not accrue to him. It accrues to the 
public service, but not to him. If it is right to ignore a law, to 
refuse to pay the law’s demand, to take away the requirements of 
the law, then it is right to vote down this amendment and say to 
the governor of Arizona, ‘* You have it by law, but by the action 
I appeal to the fairness of 
the House for the payment of this honest demand. It is nothing 
more than a request to this House to comply with the demands 


|of the law, and to give that which the law maintains and for 
| which the law provides. 


The Committee on Appropriations is | 


stand by the committee and vote down these four increases that | 


have been put upon the bill, we can say to the country that we 


| tually $8,000. 


have sent this bill from the House to the Senate without having | 


increased the salary of a single Government official in the United 
States. I hope the House will take such action. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Was not the salary of the assistant stenog- 
rapher to committees increased from $3,500 to $5,000? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It was not. Thatis a new position, cre- 
ated at this time, and never before appropriated for in this bill. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The salary, however, was increased on the 
recommendation of the committee? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The salary now allowed in the bill is the 
same that has always been carried for those positions. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations reported the bill to the House carrying 
less salary for this position than has heretofore been appropriated 
for these offices, but we have now fixed the salary at the ordinary 
amount—the amount we have been paying to the officers holding 
these positions. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. 
that the committee after reporting the bill to the House recom- 
mended an increase in the amount as reported for this officer. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wanted to make that matter plain. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The bill simply gives this reporter the 
amount paid to the other reporters. 


I simply desired to call attention to the fact | 


What does the governor of Porto Rico do more than the gov- 
ernor of Arizona? He is paid $5,000 a year, and all of the duties 
imposed upon the governor of Arizona are not imposed upon him. 
The governor of Hawaii, sitting at ease in Honolulu, is paid vir- 
We at home, coming under the flag, who have 


maintained it, who have gone and bled upon foreign soil for the 


| maintenance of national law, the flag, and national honor, are 





here only to ask for our governor what the law gives him, what 
the law requires. [Applause.] Governor Brodie, who went with 
the President to the field of battle in the Antilles, who was shot 
by the Spanish, maintained the honor of the country, remem- 
bered the Maine, and he only asks what the law gives him. Are 
you going to take it away? We will see. [Laughter and ap- 


| plause. | 


Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the manhood and fairness of this Honse 
to pay the obligations that the lawimposes. Thatisall. Itisa 
question of duty. Will you obey the law? We will wait andsee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico | Mr. Ropry]. 

Mr. RODEY. The Delegates have just come in on bell call 
from the Committee on Territories and we do not know what has 
been said, but I sincerely hope that the House will sustain the 
amendments put on this bill in the committee. Any gentleman 
may look at section 1845 of the Revised Statutes and he will find 
there that the salaries of the governors and secretaries of all 
Territories are fixed at $3,500 for the governor and $2.500 for 
the secretary of every Territory. Thatisthestatute. Now Con- 
gress has been appropriating a less sum than that for some reason. 
The salary is wholly inadequate to the duty performed by these 
men at home there in the Territories. These two Territories are 
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older than the other Territories, and they should not be treated | quiry, states that it is in the power of any Member of the House 
to demand a separate vote upon any one of the amendments when 
the time comes, The question is on ordering the previous ques- 


differently. Look at Porto Rico for amoment. Since you organ- 
ized it it has never paid any revenues into the National Treasury, 
as we have done for half a century. I really believe that to-day 
if you could reckon up the equities in the revenues that have been 
paid into the National Treasury by New Mexico as compared with 


j 


what you have given back to her, she would havea large balance | 


in her favor. 

If this amendment as to Arizona fails, then the amendment as 
to New Mexico will fail. It is only $500 and is but what the law 
requires to be paid to the governor and $700 in each case for the 
secretary. It is unfair to appropriate less than the law allows. 
The governor of Hawaii gets $5,000 and all sorts of perquisites. 
He has a private secretary for himself, apart from the secretary 
of the Territory, who is given $3,000, making nearly $10,000 in all 
that goes to his office, and that Territory has never paid a dollar 
into the National Treasury, either, as it has cost more than its 
revenues, having no public lands or mines to be sold or taken up. 

Look at the small budget every year for New Mexico. It is 
said you only pay $30,000 in off years and $60,000 in legislative 
years, which you would not have to pay even if we were a State, 
and we would gladly relieve you from that if you will permit us 
to become a State. You have been taking the revenues of her 
public lands and stamp taxes and customs duties and everything 
else for fifty-eight years. We have, I believe, a large balance to 
our credit; but Congress at times acts toward the Territories as 
if they had no friends. 

I certainly hope every friend we have will let it goas it was 
amended in the committee. It is justand right. For I say to 
you, gentlemen, if you go down there and see the duties these 
men perform you would have no hesitancy in voting for it just 
like it is. 
the law to-day. It is not new legislation. I appeal to every 
friend we have got on the floor of the House on both sides to sus- 
tain this amendment. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit to the House 
in connection with the paragraph under consideration, upon which 
there will be a yea-and-nay vote if necessary by the House, that 
the neighbors of New Mexico and Arizona, as States to-day, hav- 
ing gone through their period as Territories, knowing the value 
and recognizing all the demands and requirements of their goy- 
ernors as well as their secretaries, have, after careful considera- 
tion, reached the conclusion under which they are administered 
to-day. 

Wyoming pays $2,500 to her governor; Utah, $2,000; South 
Dakota, $2,500; North Dakota, $3,000, and, by reason of legisla- 
tion of this body, $3,000 is given to the governorof Oklahoma. I 
am of the opinion that the States know the value and the require- 
ments of their different officials as well as this House seemed to 
know during the past fifteen or twenty years in the matter of 
legislation covering New Mexico and Arizona. 

I desire this bill to come before the House consistent from the 


The law fixes it at the amount that we ask for. It is | 


first paragraph to the last; and I think that there has been no evi- | 


dence or any statement upon this floor wherein there has been any 
loss to the interests of those two great Territories. When they 
come into statehood, which now seems probably of early date, 
these people can fix the compensation for their own officials. 

But it seems to me to be wise to follow what seems to be the 
idea of the great West and Northwest so far as the compensation 
of the different officials of those Territories that have merged into 
States is concerned. Holding the floor, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia, who desires to make a request. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Isimply wish to make a request for a yea- 
and-nay vote by the House on the amendment offered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the reduction of the salary of the 


vote on that amendment. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I now move the previous question on the bill 
and amendments to its passage. I will state to the House that, 


consistent with my declaration yesterday, I will call for a yea- | 


and-nay vote upon the paragraph covering the Civil Service Com- 
mission. 

Mr. PAYNE. A separate vote? 

Mr. BINGHAM. A separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves the 
previous question on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will state it. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Whether or not it has been agreed that a | 


separate vote shall be taken upon the question of the amendment 
increasing the salaries of the governors and secretaries of the 
Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, and whether the vote 
will be taken on the salaries of the governors and the secretaries 
together or separately? : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair, in reply to the parliamentary in- 


tion. 


The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 


dered. 


The SPEAKER. Separate votes have been demanded on the 
civil-service amendment, page 33; on pages 71 and 72, touching 


Arizona and New Mexico, salaries of the governors and the sec- 
retaries; and on page 138, touching the Director of the Census. 
Is a separate vote demanded on any other amendment? 


Mr. BARTLETT. I desire the vote separated when we co 














to vote upon the question upon the increase of the salaries of { 


governors and secretaries. 
the question when we come to that amendment. 


The SPEAKER. It isthe right of the gentleman to so dema: 


In other words, I desire a division «f 


Are there any other amendments upon which a separate vote is 


demanded? 


Mr. FINLEY. 


I ask for information. 


the census amendment been demanded? 


The SPEAKER. 


It has. 


which a separate vote is demanded? 


Mr. BINGHAM. 


edge of. 


Has a separate vot 


Is there any other amendment 


These are all the amendments I have know]- 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the ame 
ments on which a separate vote has not been demanded. 


The question was taken on the other amendments in gross, a1 
the amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. 


upon which a separate vote is demanded. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 833 strike out all from line 5 to line 25, both inclusive: 


“OIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The Clerk will report the first amendment 


‘*For three Commissioners, at $3,500 each; chief examiner, $3,000; secretary 
$2,250; assistant chief examiner, $2,250; law clerk, $2,000; two chiefs of 
sion, at $2,000 each; eight clerks of class 4; thirteen clerks of class 3; sixtee: 


clerks of class 2; thirty-two clerks of class 1: 


twenty clerks, at $1,000 ea} 


clerks, at $900 each; eight clerks, at $840 each; one messenger; enginee! 
two firemen; two watchmen; one elevator conductor, $720; three lat 


and three messenger boys. at $360 each; in all, $164,060. 


‘Tor necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners acting 
der the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examination 
investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $8,500.” 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 


The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that th 
noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. | EPBURN and Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Division, Mr 


Speaker! 
The 


Mr. HEPBURN. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were—yeas 88, nays 
173, answered ‘‘ present ’’ 6, not voting 115, as follows: 
YEAS--88. 


Aiken, 
Bartlett, 
3eidler, 
Bingham, 
Burke, 
Burkett, 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
Candler, 
Clark, 


| Darragh, 


Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 


| Dresser, 
Director of the Census from $6,000 to $5,000. I ask a yea-and-nay | 





Finley, 
Flood, 
Foster, Tl. 
Garner, 
Gibson, 
Gooch, 


Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 
Allen, 
Ames, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bassett, 
Bates, 
Beall, Tex. 
Benny, 
Birdsall, 
Boutell, 
Bowers, 
Bowie, 
Bradley, 
Brandegee, 
Brooks, 
Brown, Wis. 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 


Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamlin, 
Hardwick, 
Hay, 
Hepburn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hogg, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, Utah 
Hughes, W. Va. 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Hunt, 

James, 

Johnson, 

Kehoe, 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kluttz, 

Landis, Chas. B. 
Legare, 


Lindsay, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
McAndrews, 
McCreary, Pa. 
Macon, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard, 
Meyer, La. 
Miner, 
Mondell, 
Morrell, 
Mudd, 
Murdock, 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Powers, Me. 
Prince, 


NAYS—178. 


Burleson, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Caldwell, 
Cassingham, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Croft, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Minn. 
De Armond, 


Draper 

Driscc it 
Dunwell, 
Esch, 
Fitzgerald, 
Foss, 

French, 
Fuller, 
Gaines, Tenn. 


Gaines, W. Va. 


Garber, 


Gardner, Mass. 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, 
Gillespie, 
Gillet, N. ¥. 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glass, 


Goebel, 


‘Touse divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 143. 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 


[ Applause. 


Rhea, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ark. 
Rucker, 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Sherley, 
Sibley, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snapp, 
Stanley, 
Sterling, 
Tate, 
Vandiver, 
Van Duzer, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wallace, 
Warnock, 
Watson, 
Williamson, 
Woodyard. 


Goulden, 
Graff, 
Granger, 
Greene, 
Gregg, 
Hamilton, 
Haskin§, 
Haugen, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, fea. 
Hinshaw, 
Hitchcock, 
Hitt, 


Hull, 
Humphreys, Miss 








Jenkins, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Keliher, 
Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 


— 

I ap Py 
Ki opt, 
Lace ys 
Lafean, 
Lamb, 
Lanning, 
Lawrence, 
Lester, 

ver, 
Lewis, 
Lilley, 
Lind, 
Littlefield, 
L ernash, 
Llovd, 
Longworth, 
McCleary, Minn. 
Baker, 
Brantley, 
Acheson, 


Adamson, 
Alexander, 
ibcock, 


sell, Cal, 
ton, 
Shop, 
wersock, 
Breazeale, 
Brick 
Broussard, 
Brown, Pa. 
Buckman, 
Burgess, 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Mo, 
Byra, 

Ci p “on, 

Cc Asst 
Cooper. Tex. 


Cr er’, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Dani i 

Davey La. 


Deemer 


So the amendment was not agrt 


McLachlan, 
McNary, 
Mann, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Moon, Tenn, 
Norris, 
Otis, 

Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Page, 
Palmer, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Pinckney, 
Porter, 
Powers, Mass. 
Rainey, 

Re der, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—6. 


Dovens Tr, 
Patterson. Pa. 


Reid, 


Richardson, Ala. 


Rixey, 
Roberts, 


Robinson, Ind. 


Rodenberg, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 
Scott, 
Scudder, 
Shafroth 
She ppard, 
Shiras, 
Shober, 
Shull, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Pa. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snook, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 


Pou, 


OT VOTING—115. 


Denny, 
Dick, 
Dickerman, 
Dixon, 
Douglas, 
Dwight, 
Emerich, 
Evans, 
Field, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Flack, 
Fordney, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 


Gardner, Mich. 


Goldfogle, 
Gudger, 
Harrison, 
Hearst, 
Hedge, 
Hermann, 
Hildebrant, 
Holliday, 
Houston, 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell. Pa. 
Hunter, 
Jackson, Md. 
Jackson, Ohio. 


Kinkaid, 
Kyle, 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 


Landis. Frederick 


Littauer, 
Lovering, 
Lucking, 
McCall, 
McCarthy, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McMorran, 
Mahon, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, Pa. 
Morgan, 
Needham, 


Patterson, N. C. 
Patterson, Tenn. 


Pearre, 
Pierce ’ 

Pujo. 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Rider, 


Roberts« m, La. 


Ruppert, 


‘d to. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. DICKERMAN, 
Mr. SHERMAN with lir. R 


Mr. CASSEL with Mr. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. MAHON with Mr. 


PPERT. 
GoOocH, 


Houston. 


Mr. WARNER with Mr. BREAZEALE. 


Mr. KNAPP with Mr. 
Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Lamar of Florida, 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. 


CROWLEY. 


SPARKMAN, 


Mr. EVANS with Mr. BuURNETY. 


Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. 


EMERICH. 


Mr. CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 


Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. 
Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. 
Mr. WriGuHT with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. Lv: 


Pou. 


BRANTLEY. 


KING, 


From January 11 to January 17: 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Patrrerson of North Carolina. 
Mr. Brick with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 


On this vote: 


Mr, DovENER with Mr. BrovussarpD. 


Mr. DEEMER with Mr. RIDER. 


For one week, from January 12, 1904: 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 


For this day: 


Mr. VOLSTEAD with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. Suira of Illinois with Mr. THayer. 
Mr. Surra of New York with Mr. Wiss. 
Mr. MoCartruy with Mr. Spier. 

Mr. KInkarp with Mr. SouTHALL. 


Mr. BucKMAN with Mr. BuTLer of Missouri. 


Mr. Bowgrsock with Mr. BuRGESS. 
Mr. SULLOWAY with Mr. Ricuarpson of Tennessee. 


Mr. MoCauy with Mr. Pierce of Tennessee. 


Mr. Bishop with Mr. Harrison. 


Mr. Beng with Mr. BapGEr. 
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Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Stafford, 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell, 
Underwood, 
Vreeland, 
Wade, 
Wadsworth, 
Weems, 
Weisse, 
Wiley, Ala. 
Wiley, N. J. 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, lll. 
Young, 

Zenor. 


Wanger, 


Sherman, 
Slemp, 
Smith, Ml. 


Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 


Smith, N.Y. 
Southall, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 


Sullivan, Mass. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 


Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, 
Thayer, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, 
Trimble, 
Volstead, 
Warner, 
Webb, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, N. ¥ 
Wright, 
Wynn. 


Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Howe tu of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HepGe with Mr. McDermort. 
Mr. Doveias with Mr. Hearst. 





Mr. Drxon with Mr. GupGeEr. 
Mr. DANIELS with Mr. FIevp. 
Mr. JACKSON of Maryland with Mr. RANspELL of Louisiana. 
Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
Mr. Hinshaw with Mr. RAanpDELL of Texas. 
Mr. LITTAUER with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 
Mr. Houuipay with Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Hower. of New Jersey with Mr. WILson of New York. 
Mr. CAPRON with Mr. BENTON, 
Mr. MorGAN with Mr. Wynn. 
Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. McLar. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. GouLpEN, 
Mr. ForRDNEY with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Be. of California, 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. WILuiAMs of Mississippi. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SwANson. 
Mr. KYLE with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. Dwient with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Puso. 
Mr. Dick with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee. 
Mr. FLAcK with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. TALBorTr. 
Mr. HUNTER with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 
Mr. McMorran with Mr. SuLZER. 
Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. Fitzpatrick. 
| Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. FowLer with Mr. SterpHens of Texas. 
Mr. P&arreE with Mr. BAKER. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 71, after the word * 
sand”’ 









































































‘ governor,” strike out the words “ three thou- 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ three thousand five hundred.” 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILson of Arizona) there were 71 ayes and 98 noes. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendme nt. 
| The Clerk read as f< llows: : 


After the word * 


Secretary,” line 17, page 71, strike out the words ‘‘ 
een hundred” 


eight- 
and insert the words “two thousand five hundred.” 
| The question was taken. and the amendment was rejected. 
| The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
After the words 


“in all” strike out the words “seventeen thousand three 
hundred” 


and insert in lieu thereof * eighteen thpusand five hundred.” 

|| The SPEAKER. That is to correct the totals. Without ob- 
| jection. the amendment will be disagreed to, 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. Cope 72, line 6, after the word “thousand,” insert the words “ five hun- 
area, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72, lines 7 and 8, strike out the words ‘tone thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars” and insert ** two thousand five hundred dollars.” 

The question was taken. and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment as to the 
totals will be disagreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 138, line 20, Bureau of Census, after the word “ Director,” strike 

| out the word “six” and insert the word “ five.” 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

| COWHERD) there were 53 ayes and 101 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and re ad a third time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7273. An act to enable the city of Phoenix, the town of 
Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in Maricopa County, Ariz., 
severally to issue the bonds of said municipalities for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a freighting and wagon road from 
any convenient point in the Salt River Valley to the Salt River 
reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, Ariz. 

H. R. 9866. An act making appropriations for clearing the 
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Potomac River of ice and for the removal of snow and ice in the | 


District of Columbia. 

H. R. 9160. An act to amend the act entitled “‘An act making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904,’ approved March 4, 1903. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 





S. 2842. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, 
Ala..’’ approved March 1, 1893—to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 255. An act for the relief of the Farmers and Mechanics’ 
National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker,I wish to say a word to the House. 
To-morrow is set apart, under the rules, for the consideration of 
bills reported by the Committee on Claims. 
on the Calendar from that committee. I therefore move that 
when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p.m.) 
the House adjourned until Monday, January 18, 1904, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 


There is no report | 





Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9292) in relation to business streets in 
the District of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 321); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9311) in relation to the establishment of 
building lines in the District of Columbia, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 322); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3584) to 
authorize the resubdivision of lots or blocks in the District of 
Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 823); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIU, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committess, 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 


3ILLS AND 


| referred the bill of the House H. R. 1141, reported in lieu thereof 


nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as | 


follows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 


estimate for repairs on the Treasury building—to the Committee | 


on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for a disallowance in accounts 
of postmaster at New York, and for reimbursement of the Holt- 
zer-Cabot Electric Company—to the Commitiee on Appropria- 
tions. and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Director of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing submitting an estimate of appropriation 
for rent of building for storage—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relat- 
ing to the claim of Jaji bin Ydris—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relat- 
ing to the claim of Lieut. Col. Charles H. Whipple—to the Coin- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 


a resolution (H. Res. 142) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn. , accompanied 


by a report (No. 304); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3451, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 148) for the relief of Lewis Benecke, 
accompanied by a report (No. 305); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 9252, reported in lien 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 144) for the relief of James H. 
Hottel, accompanied by a report (No. 306); which said resolution 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2427) 
granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 308); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Pensions. to which was r 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2932) granting a persion 
Dudley R. W. Williams, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 309): which said bill and repors 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Aiabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. BR. 6879) for t 


lief of R. A. Finnell, reported the same with amendment, acc 
panied by a report (No. 310); which said bill and report wer 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. Rk. 47 
granting a pension to Alfred C. Isachsen, reported the sam: 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 311); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 


on 


| referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8740) granting an increas 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to | 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2323) relating to 
ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 302); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. POWERS of sMassachusetts, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 1496) supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, incorpo- 


the acts amendatory thereof, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 303); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 465) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com- 
pany to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington,”’ 
approved May 19, 1896, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 307); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the siate 
of the Union. 





pension to Mary G. Bonesteel, reported the same with amet 
accompanied by a report (No. 312); which said bill and rep 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. | 
granting an increase of pension to John Sines, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 313); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on P 


». 0 


| sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7 
rating the Columbian College, in the District of Columbia, and | 


granting a pension to Robert P. Baker, reported the same w''!! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 814); which said bi! 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions. [° 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5617) gra ; 
an increase of pension to William P. Hereford, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 315); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 55 
granting an increase of pension to Adaline Shaw Lovejoy. re 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 








1904. 





8(6); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4031) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel R. Wasson, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 317); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was | 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1859) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Cannon, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 318); which said bill and 


ol 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on | 


Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6582) 
cranting an increase of pension to Harry Haller, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 319); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee,on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5538) 
cranting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bullock, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.320); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9837) to remove the charge of desertion against Archibald Gibson: 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10000) for the 
relief of volunteer officers and soldiers who served during the 
Spanish-American war and beyond the period of their enlistment— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 10001) to establish a perma- 
nent military camp ground in the Conewago Valley, in the counties 
of Dauphin, Lebanon, and Lancaster, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10002) providing 
for the payment of mileage to certain volunteer soldiers serving 
in the insurrection in the Philippines after the signing of the 
treaty of peace—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 10003) providing for the better 
separation and utilization of public and private lands within the 
limits of railroad and wagon-road land grants in the arid region— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10004) to 
authorize the Vulcan Coal Company, of Vulcan, W. Va., to bridge 
the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at Vulcan, Mingo County, 
W. Va., where the same forms the boundary line between the 
States of West Virginia and Kentucky—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10005) to authorize the con- 
struction of two steam vessels for the Revenue-Cutter Service for 
duty on Puget Sound, Washington—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 10006) to provide against enter- 
ing intoa contract by any officer of the Government of the United 











States of America for products of convict labor—to the Commit- | 


tee on Labor. 


By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10007) to authorize | 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office to transmit original 


papers to be used as evidence—to tlie Committee on the Public | 


Lands, 


By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 10008) to compel and reg- 


| 


ulate the carriage of interstate freight on all railroads engaged in | 


interstate transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 10009) to establish a permanent 
military camp ground in the Conewago Valley, situated in Lan- 
caster, Dauphin, and Lebanon counties, Pa,—to the Committee 
8n Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10010) to provide 
for the union of Oklahoma Territory and the Indian Territory as 
one State, and to enable the people thereof to form a constitution 
and + tate government and to be admitted into the Union as the 
State of Oklahoma on an equal footing with the original States, 


acd to make donations of public lands to said State—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Territories. 
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By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 10011) to establish a labora- 
tory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defuctive classes-— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 10012) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of an Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office 
Department—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 10013) to provide means to 
carry United States mails to foreign countries and its possessions 
in vessels owned by United States citizens, and to furnish cruis- 
ers and transports for Navy requirements—to the Committee oan 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10014) to create a 
commission to investigate the expediency and practicability of 
establishing public rifle ranges throughout the United States—to 
the Committee on Militia. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 10015) to authorize and direct 


| the Secretary of War to purchase certain lands on the battlefield 


of Gettysburg, and making appropriation therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10016) that 
the Librarian of Congress may permit and authorize one or more 


| persons as copyist in Library building—to the Committee on the 


Library. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 10017) pro- 
viding for a site and building for a custom-house in the city of 
Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 10018) granting to the State 


| of North Dakota 640 acres of land, embracing the White Stone 


Hills battlefield and burial ground of soldiers killed in that en- 
gagement—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 10019) providing suitable 
medals to be presented to certain Sioux Indians in recognition of 
humane and heroic conduct, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10020) relat- 
ing to the pay of mates in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 10021) for the extension of Shep- 
herd street northwest from Connecticut avenue to Idaho ave- 
nue—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 10022) to increase the 
limit of cost of the United States post-office building at Norwich, 
Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10023) to provide for the acquisition of ad- 
ditional land for the post-office at New Ldéidon, Conn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 10024) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the rebel- 
lion, and their widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 10127) to provide 
for a public building at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10128) to provide for a public building at New 
Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10129) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to refund certain moneys collected by the United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10130) to anthorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the United 
States—to the Committee on Wart Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10181) to erect a monument on the Chalmette 
battle ground, in St. Bernard Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolution 
(H. Res. 142) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1141— 
to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 143) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
3451—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 144) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
9252—to the Private Calendar. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of 
pension to William Edgar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 10025) granting a pension to Sarah 
S. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 10026) granting a pension to | 


Clarissa A. Seymour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 10027) granting a pension to 
Green W. Hodge—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10028) for the relief of Philip 


Loney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 10029) granting a pension 
to Charles E. Arnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 10030) for the relief of 
R. R. Robinson—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to Lilburn H. 
| Wood on the retired list of the Navy—to the Committee on Mili 


Baughman—to the Committee on Pensions. 
3y Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 10032) to correct the mili- 


tary record of Andrew J. Drake—to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 


the —_ representatives of Alvin M. Ryerson—to the Committes 
on Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 10064) for the relief o; 
the legal representative of James Doyle—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 10065) granting an increase of 
pension to Ira G. Phillips—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10066) to carry into effect the findings of t), 
Court of Claims in behalf of Peter Targarona—to the Committ: 
on Claims. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 10067) raising the rank of B. F 


tary Affairs. 
By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to 


| James G. Soims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10033) granting an increase of pension to | 
| the relief of the States of Massachusetts and Maine—to the Com 


Edward Farris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10034) granting a pension to Lucinda Vin- 
cent—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10035) granting a pension to Peter A, Wiltse— | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 10036) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard M. Ogle—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10037) granting a pension to Joe 
B. Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10038) granting a pension to D. 
W. Snider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R.10039) granting a pension to 
Margaret C. Hecker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERICH: A bill (H. R. 10040) granting a pension to 
Anna Shea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 10041) to amend the military 
record of Henry G. Craft—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10042) to 
remove the charge of desertion against the name of Alfred M. 
Mullins, alias Alfred Mullins, alias Mansfield A. Moulins—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 10043) granting a pension to 
Delilah J. Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 10044) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Gawthorp—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10045) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sluyter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10046) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Jefferson Campton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 10047) granting a pension to 
Andrew S. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 10048) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph C, Overell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10049) to correct the military record of Jo- 
seph Hairrell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 10050) to remove the | 


charge of desertion from the military record of Josiah Strick- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10051) for the relief of John W. 
Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10052) giving military record to William R. 
Flannery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10053) granting an 


increase of pension to Charles A. Reeser—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10054) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob M. Zartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R, 10055) granting an increase of pension to | 


Daniel Hartsough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10056) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Thoman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10057) granting a pension to John Richard- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 10058) for the relief of Kirby 
Thomas—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 10059) to correct the military 
record of Smith F. Carroll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10060) for the relief of Sidney 
Maxwell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10061) granting a 

nsion to Benjamin F. Dunivin—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 





By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10069) fo, 


mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10070) for 
the relief of the trustees of Decatur (Ala.) Methodist Churc) 
Sonth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10071) for the relief of trustees Presbyterian 
Church of Decatur, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 10072) for the relief of the tru: 
tees of Mount Zion Old School Baptist Church, near Aldie, L 
doun County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 10073) granting an incre 
of pension to James E, Cushing—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10074) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Mears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 10075) for the relief o! 
Elizabeth Agnew—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 10076) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph B. Slaughter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H.R. 10077) granting a pension t 
Julia A. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 10078) for relief of John Con- 
way, Company E, Twenty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers—io 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10079) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis Marion Hatter—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 10080) granting an increase 
of pension to J.T. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H.R.10081) granting an increase of pension 
William A. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10082) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred M. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10083) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas H. Thornburgh—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10084) granting a pension to Josephine Scott — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10085) granting a pension to Susan Jaco! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 10086) for the relief of J 

Moriarty—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10087) granting an increas 
of pension to Samuel Wilhelm—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 10088) for the relief of FE. 
Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 10089) for the relief of 
R. D. Ashford, of Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y.—to the Coi- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 10090) granting an incr 
of pension to Ellen M. Brant—to the Committee on Invalid I'v! 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10091) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10092) grant 
an increase of pension to Snyder H. Osborn—to the Committe 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10098) granting an increase of pension '° 
John W. Basket—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10094) granting an increase of pension to 
Haville G. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10095) for the relief of William H. Blad: 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 10096) granting a pensio0 
to Louise E. Lavey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 10097) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert R. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


, 


By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 10063) for the relief of ! sions. 
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By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 10098) for the relief of the 
estate of David C. Haynes, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10099) grant- 
ing a pension to Harrison Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 10100) for the relief of 
Samuel Tomlinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10101) for the cession of 120 acres of land to 
the Beecher Island Battle Memorial Association—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 10102) to grant an 
honorable discharge to Otto M. Tennison—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10103) to authorize Charles E. Fenner, ex- 
ecutor of George E. Payne, deceased, to prosecute his claim before 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10104) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Charles H. Vogt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10105) for the relief of A. Cusimano & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10106) for the relief of Peter F. Kendall, of 
Lonisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10107) for the relief of the estates of Frances | 
A. Gonzales and Antonio Gonzales—to the Committee on War | 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10108) for the relief of certain heirs of the 
officers and crew of the United States light-house schooner Mig- 
nonette, lost near Brazos Santiago, Tex., in the storm of Septem- 
ber 21, 1887—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10109) for the relief of the heirs of Myra 
Clark Gaines, deceased, of the parish of Orleans, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10110) for the relief of Frederick Fuhr—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10111) for the relief of Emilie L. Major or 
her legal representatives—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10112) for the relief of James Rainey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10113) for the relief of certain employees of 
the Ne States mint at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10114) for the relief of the Third Presbyterian | 


Church, of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10115) for the relief of the Union National 
Bank of New Orleans, as the successor of the Union Bank of Loui- 
siana—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10116) for the relief of the legal representa- | 


tives of Armand Heine, deceased, and Michel Heine—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10117) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of 
Louisiana, in the city of New Orleans—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10118) for the relief of heirs of Antoine 
Decuer—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10119) for the relief of the legal representa- | 


tives of B. M. Horrell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10120) for relief of J. L. Bradford—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10121) for the relief of Mrs. Susan A. Nich- 
olas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10122) for the relief of John Rhodes and 
wife—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 10123) to provide for the pay- | 
ment of certain claims against the District of Columbia, in ac- | 
cordance with the act of Congress approved July 19, 1897—to the | 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 10124) for the relief 
of Henry Tull, heir at law and distributee of the late John Tull— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 10125) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Thomas Reveal— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10126) granting an increase 
“ pension to Job Throckmorton—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, 
Tucson, Ariz., protesting against the union of Arizona and New 
Mexico as one State—to the Committee on the Territories. 


Also, memorial of the Germania Association, of Cleburne, Tex., | Ps We ) 
‘ton, Iowa, favoring increasing power of Interstate Commerce 


protesting against legislation affecting interstate commerce in 


articles in the original package—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, memorial of the Commercial Club of Vinita, Ind. T., re- 
lating to legislation providing for alienation of certain Indian 
lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolution of Union Center (Wis.) Grand 
Army of the Republic Post, favoring passage of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany bill granting pen- 
sion to Charles E. Arnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolutions of Sergeant Wyman Post, 
No. 97, Grand Army of the Republic, of Oakland, Me., and J. P. 
Jones Post, No. 106, Grand Army of the Republic, of Maine, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
| By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolutions of Charles Sumner Post, No. 
329,Grand Army of the Republic.of Michigan,favoring the passage 
| of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Resolution of New Creek Post, No. 89, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of West Virginia, in favor of 
a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of U.S. Grant Post, No. 
237, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, resolution of New York Produce Exchange, protesting 
against inspection of grain by the Government at terminal mar- 
| kets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of Sedgwick Post, No. 305, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Gardner, [ll., in favor of a 
| service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, resolution of the Retail Merchants’ Association of Ot- 
| tawa, Ill., in opposition to a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Rockford Township, Il.,in favor of 
a eee bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petitition of the New York Board of Trade and Transpor- 
tation, in favor of improvement of Bronx Kills or Harlem Kills— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petition of pastor and con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Vineland, N. J., 
| urging support of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Papers to accompany bill to pension Rachel 
| Tyson—to the Committee on Pensions. - 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Delilah J. Chambers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, papers to accompany claim of William L. Smith, admin- 

istrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: Resolution of Boston Chamber of Commerce, 
favoting permanent rebate of duties on coal—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Boston Chamber of Commerce, favoring ar- 
bitration treaties between United States and Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Boston Chamber of Commerce, protesting 
against granting American registry to foreign-built vessels 
wrecked in foreign waters—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill to pension John 
Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Andrew S. Barker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill to correct 
| military record of Thomas Reveal—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8755, 
| granting an increase of pension to Eugene Schilling—to the Com- 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of David Hill Post, No. 532, of Eliz- 
| abeth, Iil.; of Cooting Post, No. 516, of Byron, IL; of W. C. 
| Baker Post, No. 551, of Stillman Valley, Ill.; of John A. Parrott 
| Post, No. 543, of Prophetstown, Ill., and of Henry Hiller Post, 
| No. 658, of Forreston, il.,Grand Army of the Republic, favoring 
| the passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolutions of Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
| change, favoring arbitration treaties between the United States 

and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Armstrong Post, No. 104, 
| Grand Army of the Republic, Rhinebeck, N. Y., in favor of the 
| passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions. 


By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Coal Exchange of Burling- 
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Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 
By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the New York Produce Ex- 


change, protesting against inspection of grain by the Government | 
at terminal markets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


Commerce. 
Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 


ing arbitration treaties between United States and foreign coun- | 


tries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring 
the deepening of Harlem (Bronx) Kills—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of citizens of the naval 
reservation at Pensacola Navy-Yard, in relation to the ceding 
of certain naval reservation or portions thereof to the State of 
Florida—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Resolutions of Joseph Walter Post, No. 397, 
of Lincoln, Ohio; William H. Baily Post, No. 610, of Blue Creek, 
Ohio; Isaac Willis Post, No. 160, of Limerick, Ohio; John Bell 
Post, No. 63, of Proctorville, Ohio, and Anthony Marsh Post, 
No. 231, of Keystone, Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange, favoring arbitration treaties between United States 
and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of citizens of Katonah, Tuckahoe, and 
Ossining, N. Y., favoring the passage of the McCumber bill for- 
bidding the sale of liquor in Soldiers’ Homes and Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Yonkers and New Rochelle, N. Y.. 
favoring the passage of the McCumber bill forbidding the sale of 
liquor in Soldiers’ Homes and Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Sparta Council, No. 223, United 
Commercial Travelers, of Sparta, Wis., in favor of bill H. R. 
4489—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9430, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Stephen Houghtaling—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

By Mr. RAINEY: Resolutions of Jacob Fry Post, No. 193, of 
Roodhouse, Ill.; A. M. Pollard Post, of Manito, Ill., and Charles 
Chatfield Post, No. 590, of Bath, Ill., Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James F. Mears—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of J. J. Yoder, of 
Topeka, Ind., in opposition to the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring arbitration treaties between the United States 
and foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of New York Produce Exchange, favoring the 
improvement of Bronx Kills, Harlem River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of New York Produce Exchange, against Gov- 
ernment inspection of grain at terminals—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHULL: Paper to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension to Anthony F. Bracklin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6086, granting a pension to 
David Everitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6088, granting an increase 
of pension to Marshall Howell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Sioux City 


and Woodbury County, Iowa, in favor of improving the channels | 


and protecting the banks of the Missouri River-—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Papers to accompany claim of E. L. 
Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. VANDIVER: Paper to accompany bill granting increase 


of pension to Jones Adler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WACHTER: Resolution of Veteran Post, No. 46, Grand 


Army of the Republic, Department of Maryland, in favor of a | 


service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of E. W. B. Mark, M. D., of Leclaire, 
Iowa, in favor of passage of McCumber and Hepburn bills to for- 
bid sale of liquor in Government buildings and Soldiers’ Homes— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolution of the Manufac- 
turers’ Association of New York, favoring improvement of the 
Brooklyn water front—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 15, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HAe. 
Mr. RoBEert J. GAMBLE, a Senator from the State of South Da- 
| kota, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

COMPILATION BY BUREAU 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a compilation prepared by the Bureau of Insular Affairs concern- 
ing all legislation enacted since March 4, 1897, in regard to the 
foreign possessions of the United States; also in relation to Cuba, 
the Spanish-American war, and the Army and Navy of the United 
States, and also all proclamations and treaties entered into by the 
United States in that time, including the Cuban commercial 
treaty and laws of the United States coaling stations in Cuba. 

It is pretty hard to say wherethe communication should be sent. 

Mr. HALE. Is the printing asked for? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a pretty important docu- 
ment, and I suppose it will be the desire of the Senate to have it 
printed. 

Mr. HALE. I have a similar communication which later I 
shall present, and in view of the fact that the printing is requested 
I shall ask that it go to the Committee on Printing, in order that 
they may decide how far the papers be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair accepts the sug- 
gestion of the Senator. The communication will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


OF INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


CAMP M’DOWELL RESERVATION, ARIZ, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relative to the 
purchase of the rights of settlers on the Camp McDowell Reserva- 
tion, Ariz.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DISASTERS TO MERCHANT VESSELS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of the 8th ultimo, a statement 
showing the loss at sea reported by the director of customs during 
the last fiscal year of American merchant vessels, sail and steam, of 
over 100 tons gross register, such losses being caused by overload- 
ing; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF AMERICAN-BUILT VESSELS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports by 
the Quartermaster-General of the Army relative to the merits of 
the bill (S. 2263) requiring the employment of vessels of the 
United States for public purposes; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers. was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SCHOONER BETSEY AND PATSEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claim set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Betsey and 
Patsey, James Curtis, master; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A. J. WILLIFORD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
| munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
| mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
| cause of A. J. Williford, administrator of Charity M. Locke, <e- 
ceased, v. The United States; which, with the aceompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 652) making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry; and 
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A 
corporating the Columbian College, in the District of Columbia, 
and the acts amendatory thereto. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. R. 81) authorizing the erection and mainte- 
nance of a statue in memory of the late President Benjamin 
Harrison upon land owned by the United States in the city of 
Indianapolis, State of Indiana, with amendments in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Th®®essage further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

“A bill (H. R. 7273) to enable the city of Phoenix, the town of 
Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in Maricopa County, Ariz., sev- 
erally to issue the bonds of said municipalities, for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of a freighting and wagon road from 


any convenient point in the Salt River Valley to the Salt River | 


reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, Ariz.; 

A bill (H. R. 9160) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for ‘the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904,” approved March 38, 1903; and 
“A bill (H. R. 9866) making appropriations for clearing the Poto- 
mac River of ice and for the removal of snow and ice in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Zion- 
ist Council of New England, of Boston, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of legislation granting protection to American citizens 
of the Jewish faith in Russia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wayne, Me.; 
of the Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Mendo- 
cino, Cal., and of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Atlantic Highlands, N. J., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Sena- 


tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented memorials of the Deutscher Turn Verein, of 
Mobile, Ala.; of Lodge No. 658 of Cripple Creek: of Brewers, Malt- 
sters, and Coopers’ Local Union No. 44, American Federation of 
Labor, of Denver; of the Baldur Mannie, of Denver; of the Bar- 
barossa German Lodge, of Denver; of the Turn Verein of Den- 
ver; of the Gruetli Verein, of Denver, and of Lodge No. 591, of 
Leadville, all in the State of Colorado; of the Singing Society 
Eintracht, of Wallingford; of Lodge No. 462, of Torrington; of the 


Concordia Society. of Danbury; of the HarugariSinging Society, of | 


New Haven; of Schiller Lodge, No. 92, of Middletown; of the Turn 
Verein of Rockville; of Lodge No. 593, of Danbury; of Harmonie 
Club, of New Haven; of Court Schiller Lodge, No. 117, of Meriden; 
of the Taftville Maennerchor, of Norwich; of the Heinrich Heine 
Lodge, No. 595, of West Haven; of the Maennerchor of Hartford; 
of the Schwiibischer Maennerchor, of Bridgeport: of Heine Lodge, 
No.7, of Bridgeport, and of the Eintracht Lodge, No. 527, of Nauga- 
tuck, all in the State of Connecticut; of Court Concordia Lodge, 
No. 119, of Sacramento, Cal.; of Germania Encampment, No. 39, of 
Wilmington, Del.; of the German-American Bar Association, of 
Washington; of the Turn Verein of Washington; of German Bene- 
ficial Union, No. 160, of Washington; of the Schwiibischer Kranken 
Verein, of Washington; of the Germania Maennerchor, of Wash- 
ington; of the Teutonia Lodge, of Washington; of the Germania 
Lodge, of Washington, and of Occasia Lodge, No. 1, of Washing- 
ton, all in the District of Columbia; of the Concordia Club, of 
Pensacola, Fla.; of the Turn Verein of Atlanta, and of the Ger- 
man Singing Society Frohsinn, of Savannah, in the State of Geor- 
gia; of the Teutonia Maennerchor, of Chicago; of Lodge No. 453, of 
Chicago; of the Turn Verein of Chicago; of Guild No. 1, of Chicago; 
of the Liederkranz of Belleville; of Koerner Lodge, No. 156, of Chi- 
cago; of the Vonde Waterkant, No. 42, of Chicago; of the Schweizer 
Maennerchor, of Chicago; of the German Militir Society, of Belle- 
ville; of the Germania Gesang Verein, of Rockford; of Humboldt 
Lodge, No. 61, of Quincy; of the Plattdeutsche Gilde Fritz Reuter, 
No. 4, of Chicago; of Teutonia Lodge, No. 85,of Aurora; of Lodge 
No. 876, of Chicago; of the La Salle Turn Verein, of Chicago; of 
Bismarck Gilde, No. 63, of Chicago; of the Turn Verein Voran, of 
Chicago, and of the Turn Verein of Bloomington, all in the State 
of Illinois; of the Erste Deutsche of Evansville; of the Turn Verein 
of Evansville; of the Turn Verein of South Bend; of the German 
Harmonie Maennerchor, of Muncie; of the Liederkranz of In- 
dianapolis; of Koerner Lodge, No. 1, of Indianapolis; of the Inde- 
pendent Turn Verein, of Indianapolis; of the H. Herrmann Work- 
men’s Benevolent Association, of Evansville; of the Bundschuh 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Indianapolis; of the German Sing- 
ing Society, of Logansport; of the Workingmen’s Aid Society of 
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Michigan City; of the Concordia Singing Society, of Fort Wayne; 
of the Saxonian Aid Society, of Fort Wayne; of Silver Star 
Lodge, No. 3041, of Evansville; of St. Mary’s Commandery, 
Knights of St. John, of Evansville, and of the Deutsche Gesell- 
schaft, of Evansville, all in the State of Indiana; of the Schuetzen 
Turn Verein, of West Side; of the Turn Verein of Carroll: of the 
Turn Verein of Manning, and of Bismarck Lodge. No. 275, of 
Burlington, all in the State of Iowa; of the Cascilian Gesang 
Verein, of Leavenworth; of Lodge No. 123, of Leavenworth: of 
the Marysville Turner Society, of Marysville; of Gilde Columbia 
Lodge, No. 44, of Iowa, and of the St. Joseph’s Benevolent So- 
ciety, of Leavenworth, all in the State of Kansas; of the Badische 
Benevolent Society, of Covington; of Hermann Lodge, No. 1176, 
of Newport; of Arminius Lodge, No. 7, of Louisville, of the Ger- 
man National Mutual Aid Society, of Newport; of the Turn 
Verein of Newport, and of the Liederkranz of Henderson, all in 
| the State of Kentucky; of the Frederick Avenue Social and Bene- 
| ficial Society, of Baltimore; of the Thalia Maennerchor, of Balti- 





| more; of the Friendship League, of Baltimore; of the United Sing- 

| ers of Baltimore; of German Beneficial Union No. 128, of Balti- 

more; of William Tell Lodge, No. 3, of Baltimore; of the Badenia 

Maennerchor, of Baltimore; of the Locust Point Turn Verein, of 

Baltimore; of German Beneficial Union No. 147, of Baltimore; of 

the Germania Turn Verein, of Baltimore; of the Germania Quar- 

tette Club, of Baltimore, and of the Gustav Adolf Verein, of Bal- 

timore, all in the State of Maryland; of the Stein Club, of Sag- 

inaw; of the German Workingmen’s Beneficial Association, of 
Adrian; of the St. Joseph’s Unterstiitzungs Verein, of Grand 
Rapids; of the Arbeiter Glee Club, of Grand Rapids; of Ger- 
| mania Tent, No. 191, of Muskegon; of the German Aid So- 
ciety of Port Huron; of Court Germania, No. 19, of Detroit: of 
the German Arbeiter Society, of Bay City, and of the Deutscher 
| Turn Verein, of Grand Rapids, all in the State of Michigan; of 
the Tarn Verein of Boston, Mass.; of the German Society of Sher- 
burn; of the German Veterans of Winona; of Central Lodge, No. 

51, of Minneapolis; of Fortschritt Lodge, No. 42, of Minneapolis; 

of Moltke Lodge, No. 8, of Norwood; of Bergress Lodge, No. 28, 

of New Ulm; of Humboldt Lodge, No. 24, of Winona, and of the 
Palaestrina Maennerchor, of Winona, all in the State of Minne- 

sota; of the Sons of Hermann, of Philipsburg; of the Sons of Her- 
| mann, of Anaconda, and of Schiller Lodge, No. 4, of Missoula, all 
| in the State of Montana; of the Liedertafel, of St. Louis; of the 
St. Vitus Society for the Benefit of the Sick, of Kansas City; of 
the Bavarian Society for the Benefit of the Sick, of Kansas City; 
of the Plattdeutsche Verein, of Kansas City; of the Turn Verein 
of Kansas City; of the Krankenschutz of Kans&s City, and of the 
| German Maennerchor Singing Society. of Kansas City, all in the 
State of Missouri; of the Turn Verein of Fremont; of the Farmers’ 

Verein, of Pebble Creek, and of Friedrich Franz Lodge, No. 20, 
of Schuyler. all in the State of Nebraska; of the Germania Maen- 
nerchor, of Camden; of the Plattdeutscher Verein, of Egg Harbor; 
of the Independent Schuetzen Korps, of Paterson; of the Green- 
ville Turn Verein, of Jersey City; of the Germania Singing Society, 
of Cologne; of the Allemania Schuetzen Gesellschaft, of Bayonne, 
all in the State of New Jersey; of the Stein Tent, No. 2153, Knights 
of the Maccabees, of Rochester; of the Turn Verein of New York; 
of the German Machanie Society, of Syracuse; of the Rotenburger 
Freundschafts Bund, of Brooklyn; of the Concordia Singing So- 
ciety, of Gloversville; of the Turn Verein of Syracuse; of the North 
Parade Shooting Association, of Buffalo; of the Maennerchor of 
Troy; of the Aschenbroedel of New York; of the Grusliverein Ger- 
mania Hall, of Troy; of the German Harmony Benefit Society, of 
Troy; of the Baden-American Benevolent Society, of Buffalo, and 
of the Turn Verein of New York, all in the State of New York; 
of German Beneficial Union No. 230, of Youngstown; of the 
Knights of St. George of Chillicothe, and of the St. Peter’s Be- 
nevolent Society, of Portsmouth, all in the State of Ohio; of the 
Teutonia Lodge, of Astoria; of Eintracht Lodge, No. 6, of Pen- 
dleton; of Schiller Lodge, No. 3, of Portland; of Stenben Lodge, 
No. 4, of Portland; of Wilhelm Tell Lodge, No. 2, of Portland, 
and of the Arion Society of Portland, all in the State of Oregon; 
of the German Beneficial Union of Homestead; of Bockers’ Union, 
No. 199, of Pittsburg; of the Koerner Maennerchor Singing So- 
ciety, of Allegheny; of Koerner Lodge, No. 223, of Allegheny; of 
the Beneficial Society of Philadelphia; of the Southwark Butch- 
ers’ Beneficial Association, of Philadelphia; of Guttenberg Grove 
Lodge, No. 10, of Allegheny; of the Turn Verein of Philadelphia; 

of the Casino of Tarentum; of the Deutscher Pioneer Kranken of 
Philadelphia; of Barbarossa Turn Verein, of Philadelphia; of Ger- 
mania Tent, of Erie; of Robert Bluno Lodge, No. 414, of Allegheny; 
of the Birmingham Turn Verein, of Pittsburg; of the Concordia 
Singing Society, of Altoona; of the German Beneficial Union of 
| Pittsburg; of German Beneficial Union No. 38, of Braddock; of 
| the Fidelio Maennerchor, of Philadelphia, and of Lodge No. 871, 
' of Erie, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Germania Asso- 
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ciation, of Cleburn; of the St. Joseph’s Roman Catholic Benefit 
Association, of Muenster; of the Schuetzen Verein of Guadalupe 
County; of the Welcome Maennerchor, of Welcome; of Hermann 
Lodge, No. 136, of Bulverde; of Lodge No. 113, of Coupland; of 
Hermann Sons Lodge, No. 147, of Cibolo; of the Swiss Benevolent 
Society of Dallas; of Hunter Lodge, No. 145, of Hunter; of Vir- 
chow Lodge, No. 132, of Gonzales County: of Cameron Lodge, 
No. 140, of Cameron County; of the New Oldenburg Farmers’ 
Club, of Giddings, and of the Turn Verein of Dallas, all in the 
State of Texas; of the German Workingmen’s Aid Association, of 
Kenosha; of the Turn Verein of Wausau; of Urwald Lodge, No. 
120, of Wausan, and of St. Peter’s Society, of Beaver Dam, all in 
the State of Wisconsin; of the Germania Turn Verein, of Mem- | 
phis, Tenn.; of the Sons of Hermann of Odessa; of the German 
Singing Society of Spokane; of the Thalia Society of Spokane, and 
of the Sons of Hermann of Everett, all in the State of Washing- 
ton; and of the Germania Turn Verein, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- | 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Columbia Heights 
Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the extension of School street 
southward to Kenesaw avenue; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Co- | 
lumbia to change the names of streets outside of the city of Wash- 
ington; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas J. Adams, of Chicago, 
fl., praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement 
of the rivers and waterways of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ish- | 

ming, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- | 

ate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- | 
ance Union of Milford, of the Woman’s Historical Club of Wayne | 
City, of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Lacey, all | 
in the State of Michigan, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | 
ance Union of Chelsea, Ind. T., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator | 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee | 
on Privileges and Elections. ‘ 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Historical | 
Club of Detroit, Mich. , praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed againt Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Talbot County, Md., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the Boise Merchants’ Pro- 
tective Association, of Boise, Idaho, praying for the enactment | 
of a national pure-food law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Soda Springs, 
Lago, Dwyer, and Henry, ail in the State of Idaho, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. | 
Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented memorials of the Indiana Retail 
Merchants’ Association and of the Business Men’s Association of 
Mishawaka, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Lovington Post, No. 354, | 
of Lovington;: of Albert Wood Post, No. 175, of Oblong; of 
Loomis Post, No. 106, of Duquoin: of Chenoa Post, No. 185, of | 
Chenoa; of Bogardus Post, No. 474, of Washington; of John A. 
Davis Post, No. 98, of Freeport; of Thomas Layton Post, No. 121, 
of Lewistown; of Alvah Paul Post, No. 133, of Terre Haute; of | 
L. P. Blair Post, of Fairview; of Frank Lowry Post, No. 157, of | 
Clinton; of William T. Sherman Post. No. 146, of Bloomington; | 
of Tobias Butler Post, No. 428, of Bowen; of Charles Chatfield | 
Post, No. 590, of Bath; of Local Post No. 188,.of Oakland, and | 
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| Rockville, Ind., and a petition of Bible Class No. 1, of Frankfort, 


| ing of Friends, of Richmond; of the Anti-Saloon League of Paoli: 


| Kans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 


| from the State of Utah: which was referred to the Committee on 
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of Dan Miles Post, No. 270, of Eureka, all of the Department of 
[ilinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Tlinois. 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of Rosenberger, Klein 
& Co., of Evansville; of the Business Men’s Association of 
Mishawaka; of the Retail Merchants’ Association of Kendall- 
ville; of the Magic Paste Company of Evansville; of the Indiana 
Retail Merchants’ Association, and of the Retail Merchants’ As- 
sociation of Evansville, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which wers 
referred te the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 













Ind., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Ele 
tions. 

He also presented petitions of the Whitewater Quarterly Meet 








of the Ministerial Association of Paoli; of the Anti-Saloon League 
of Montgomery County, and of the Ministerial Association of 
Goodland, all in the State of Indiana, and of W. H. Sweet, of 
Downs, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of Sherman Post, No. 21, 
Department of Florida, Grand Army of the Republic, of Florida, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Glon- 
cester County, Va., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of Siverd Post, No. 85, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Winfield, 















was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Lyndon, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Pratt, Kans., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 











Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rocky Com- 
fort, Mo., praying for the repeal of the present homestead law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the Woman’s Home Mission 
ary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Greenville; of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Granville Sum 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Chancef 
of the Presbyterian Foreign Missionary Society of Mifflinburg: of 
the Civic Club, of Harrisburg; of the congregation of the Met! 
dist Episcopal Church of Rimersburg; of the Twentieth Cent 
Club, of Lansdowne; of sundry citizens of Philadelphia: of t! 
congregation of the First Baptist Church of Carnegie; of the ba 
tist Young People’s Union of the First Baptist Church of ( 
negie, all in the State of Pennsylvania; and of the Won 
Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Chur: 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an investigation of the ch: 










| made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from 


State of Utah; which were referred to the Committe 
Privileges and Elections. 


UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In behalf of Senate bill 1884, for the rc’ 
of the University of the State of Missouri, I present the mem 
of the faculty of the university, together with the aftida\ 
William E. Richardson. I move that the memorial and a 
be referred to the Committee on Claims for consideration in 


| nection with the bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 
COMPILATION OF NAVAL 
Mr. HALE. 


APPROPRIATION LAWS. 


I present a compilation of the annual nava 


| propriation laws from 1883 to 1903, inclusive, covering provis) 3 


for the construction of all vessels of the new Navy. It b 
large document, and the printing costing more than $500, I! 
that the motion to print it as a document be referred wit 
compilation to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 








1904. 


GEORGETOWN PARK AND Q STREET BRIDGE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to call the atten- | 
tion of the Senate to a petition that is of more than usual inter- 


est. I will state that at the meeting of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia this morning a committee of leading women 
from Georgetown honored us with their presence and presented 
this petition to the committee. I will take the liberty, if there 
be no objection, to read the text of the petition, which is brief: 

Whereas in 1895 that part of the District west of Rock Creek, known for 
one hundred | forty-four years as Georgetown, was incorporated with the 
capital city; an 

Vhereas the men of that portion of the city have appealed in vain for 
some recognition of the fact on the part of our legislators: 

We, the women undersigned, citizens of Washington, do hereby earnestly 
request prompt attention to the great need for a bridge at Q street and for a 
park on Georgetown Heights. 

The only bridges connecting the two western portions of the city are 
cramped and crowded with traffic, and for sixty years there has been no new 
link. An iron bridge spanning Rock Creek at Q street, ornamented by park- 
ing on both sides of its western extension, will make an entrance pleasant for 
walking and driving so greatly needed to connect the residence sections of 
the city. 


In said part of the District, containing about 30,000 inhabitants and taxed | 


since 1871 at equal rate with every other portion of the District, there is no 
ark. 

: On Georgetown Heights, “ Montrose,” known as the Boyce tract, east of 
Lovers’ Lane, containing 16 acres, can now be purchased for the moderate 
sum of $150,000. It consists of undulating slopes of beautifully kept lawn and 
a large grove of magnificent forest trees. For thirty years its owner, a non- 
resident, has endeavored to preserve the place in its beauty for this purpose, 
but owing to the great increase of taxes this must be sacrificed to the plow, 
and we, the undersigned, desiring to save the beautiful sod and the primeval 
trees, earnestly request favorable consideration and prompt action in the 
matter. 


Besides the purchase and the necessary care, the removal of the old houses | 


and the pees of benches are all that will be needed to complete the park. 
The land is there with trees and grass ready for use as a park, and our little 
children are here. 
most beautiful and picturesque tracts within its boundaries, 

Mr. President, this petition is signed by 201 of the women of 
Georgetown—women of property, of influence, and of education. 
They have come to Congress making an appeal for a bridgeacross 


Rock Creek at Q street and for a park in the portion of the Dis- | 
trict known as Georgetown, where at the present time there is not | 
a single breathing space for the inhabitants outside of the streets | 


of the city. The request is a reasonable and proper one, and I 
trust that the condition of the finances may warrant the necessary 
appropriation. 

I wish to ask, Mr. President, that this petition, with the names 
attached, and a short sketch of the history and needs of that part 
of the District known as Georgetown, containing only four or tive 
pages, be printed jointly as a Senate document and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the paper he sends to the desk be printed as a Sen- 
ate document, together with the names. Isthere objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the order ismade. It will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 446) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to William S. Dunn, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2134) to connect Enclid 
place with Erie street, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2795) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in 
the District of Columbia, and for the protection of the people from 
empiricism in relation thereto,’’ approved June 6, 1892, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 198) for preventing the adulter- 
ation, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, 
drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories, and for regulating interstate traffic therein, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1553) for payment 
to Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the Kingdom of Hawaii, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3431) to amend the act of February 8, 1897, 
entitled ‘An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and 
articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State or 
Territory into another State or Territory,’’ so as to prevent the 
linportation and exportation of the same, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce; which was agreed to. 


Give them the grass and trees they need and enhance the | 


value of the whole District by making public property what is one of the | GQ, W. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
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| a stenographer from time to time, as may be nec« 


| resolution is No. 
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STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted yesterday by Mr. Longer, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Philippines be authorized to employ 


Sary, to report sucaA testi- 


mony as may be taken by said committee and its subcommittees in connection 
with Senate bill 2259, such stenographer to be paid from the contingent fund 
of4he Senate. 

Mr. KEAN subsequently said: I wish to make a correction in 
the report I made this morning. There was an error in the print 
of the resolution I reported. The Senate bill referred to in the 
2259. I see that in the printitis 2257. Iaskthat 
the correction be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3448) providing for the pay- 

ment of a certain judgment or decree against Henry E. McKee, 


| agent and trustee for the Choctaw Nation of Indians, out of funds 


payable tothe said nation of Indians; which was read twice by its 


| title, and referred to the Committee’on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 3449) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Eaton Livingston; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3450) for the relief of the First 
Presbyterian Church, of Knoxville, Tenn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to 


accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 3452) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Male; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 3453) granting an increase 
of pension to David Whitney; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 3454) for the extension of Eighth street northwest or 
Wrights road, District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 8455) to prevent cruelty to certain amimals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 3456) to distinctively designate parcels of land in the 
District of Columbia for the purposes of assessment and taxation, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3457) granting an increase of 
pension to Marcellus M. Parker; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I introduce a bill granting pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the rebellion 
and their widows. I desire to state that it is the bill prepared 
and presented to Congress for its consideration by the committee 
appointed at the San Francisco Encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic. I desire to add that the bill is accompanied by 
the petitions of a large number of Grand Army posts in my own 
State, which I desire to have referred, with the bill, to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

The bill (S. 3458) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors who served in the war of the rebellion, and their widows, was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petitions, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 3459) to provide for the 
annual pro rata distribution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox 
Indians of the Mississippi between the two branches of the tribe, 
and to adjust the existing claims between said branches as to said 
annuities; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3460) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Christopher Denny; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 3461) to provide for 
the appointment of an Assistant Attorney-General for the Post- 
Office Department; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3462) granting an increase o 
pension to Arad P. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 3463) granting an increase 
of pension to Susie G. Seabury; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3464) granting an increase of 


192 





JANUARY 15, 





pension to Benjamin F. Bourne; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3465) granting an increase 
of pension to Glennie Ramsay Kidd; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3466) granting an increase 
of pension to Caspar L. Nauman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3467) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Emory A. Wood; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 3468) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Anderson, S. C.; which was read | 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3469) to provide for a com- 
mission to examine into the sanitary conditions of the various 
Government Departments; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3470) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard Wilks; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Richard Wilks for increase of pension, together with affi- | 
davits of Dr. F. B. Fuson, Mrs. Nancy Latimer, and Isaac Strong 
and a copy of the military record of the claimant. I move that | 
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3471) for the relief of | 
M. A. Shelton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the rule. I presume the papers filed 
heretofore in the former Congress will go to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tee. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3472) for the relief of the 
Muhlenberg Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Harrisonburg, 
Rockingham County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
— the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3473) granting an increase of pen- | 
sion fo Fannie D. Gordon; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3474) to provide for the re- 
funding of certain money to the Phoenix Brewing Company and 
to the Ober Brothers Brewing Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3475) to authorize the President 
to appoint John J. Washburn assistant quartermaster with rank 
of captain and to place him on the retired list of the Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3476) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Franklin Eckenroade; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 3477) to establish in the 
Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau 
of Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the im- 
provement of the public roads; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


They will go to that commit- 


j 


AMENDMENT TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to credit the | 
account of Louis J. Soeur, collector of internal revenue for the 
collection district of Louisiana, with the sum of $3,861.88, being 
the value of tax-paid spirit stamps forwarded by registered mail 
March 21, 1902, and destroyed by fire in a railway postal car, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PAWNEE INDIAN SCHOOL, 


Mr. CARMACK submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and neowy 
to transmit forthwith to the Senate the originals or copies of al 

ports, and other documents on file in his Department relating to the super- 
intendent and other employees of the Pawnee Indian School, Pawnee, Okla., 
together with such other information as will show the action of his Depart- 
ment in relation to such superintendent during the twelve months last past. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request of the 


is, directed | 
charges, re- 


Mr. CARMACK. Let it be printed and go over. 


Senator as to this resolution? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. | 


It will be printed and go over. 
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| was a mistake of the committee. 


CALAVERAS BIG TREE GROVE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Comuiittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

_ Itransmit herewith a petition to the President of the United States to aid 
in preserving the Calaveras groves of big trees, submitted by the Calaveras 
Big Tree Committee and the citizens of California and elsewhere. 

I cordially recommend it to the favorable consideration of the Congress, 
Che Calaveras Big Tree Grove is not only a Californian, but a national in- 
heritance, and all that can be done by the Government to insure its preserva- 
tion should be done. 

5 THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waite Hovsg, January 15, 1904. 

MONUMENT TO MEMORY OF BENJAMIN HARRISON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 31) authorizing the erection and maintenance of a statue in 
memory of the late Benjamin Harrison upon land owned by the 
United States in the city of Indianapolis, State of Indiana, 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 3, 
to strike out the word ‘‘ memorial’”’ and insert ‘‘monument,’’ and 
to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution authorizing 
the erection and maintenance of a monument in memory of the 
late President Benjamin Harrison upon land owned by the United 
States in the city of Indianapolis, State of Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the amendment was sug- 
gested by me after the passage of the joint resolution by the Sen- 
ate. It is entirely proper and I move that the Senate concur in it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the title 
will also be agreed to, if there be no objection. 


ST. FRANCIS RIVER BRIDGE, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. BERRY. If there is no further morning business, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate consider a very short bill. It 
is very important that it should be passed at an early day. It is 


| the bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsetit, in the 
| State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 


River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and 
State. 
The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 


| an amendment, in section 2, page 2, line 5, after the word ‘‘ route,”’ 
| to strike out ‘‘and shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other 


post-roads of the United States’’ and to insert: 

upon which also no higher charge shall be made for the transportation over 
the same of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United 
States than the rate per mile paid for transportation of said mails, troops, 
and munitions over the railroads and public highways leading tosaid bridge. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask that the amendment be disagreed to. It 
The amendment is not necessary. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICE IN NORTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. lIask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a short bill reported unanimously from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands with an amendment. It is the bill (S. 1487) 
creating an additional land office in the State of North Dakota. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 


| ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in sec- 
tion 1, on page 1, line 4, to strike out the words “‘ twelfth guide 
meridian ’’ and to insert ‘‘range line between ranges 90 and 91 
west of the principal meridian;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all that portion of North Dakota lying soith of 
the twelfth standard parallel and west of the range line between ranges ‘) 


| and 91 west of the principal meridian be, and the same is hereby, created 
| into a separate land district. to be known as the Dickinson district, and the 


land office for said district shall be located at the town of Dickinson until 
such time as the President may, in his discretion, remove the site of said land 
office from said town. 

Sec. 2. That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, or during the recess thereof 
and until the next session after such appointment, a register ana receiver 
for said district; and they shall be subject to the same laws and be entitled 
to the same compensation as is or may hereafter be provided by law in rela- 


| tion to the existing land offices and officers in said State. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT D. M’AFEE AND JOHN CHIATOVICH. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 175) for the relief of Robert D. McAfee and John Chiatovich. 








1904. 





The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Robert D. McAfee and John Chiatovich be, and 
they are hereby, released and discharged from all obligation to the United 
States on account of the official bond executed by them on the 14th day of 
February, 1890, as sureties for the late Elias B. Zabriskie, as melter and re- 
finer of the United States mint at Carson City, Nev. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
the facts in this case. 


| 


I should like to ask the Senator to briefly state | 


Mr. STEWART. There has been an investigation by the | 


United States officials. Several parties were sent to the peniten- 
tiary. The principal was dead at the time the defalcation was 
discovered, but it was found that he was not guilty of any wrong. 
It having occurred during his administration, his bondsmen would 
be technically liable. One of his bondsmen is entirely insolvent 
and the other,one has a large family and his property is mortgaged 
so that nothing could be got from him. This same bill passed the 
Senate twice and was favorably reported to the House. It has 
been thoroughly considered, and I think it is one of those cases 
where the parties ought to be relieved. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course the liability is a pretty strong one, 
and as the United States has so many officials who act under 
bond—— 

Mr. STEWART. It is an exceptional case, 

Mr. SPOONER. It ought to be, in order to protect the Gov- 
ernment against the tremendous power of precedent, a clear case. 


I was chairman of the Committee on Claims some years and had | 


a great many occasions to go into cases of this sort. 
Mr. STEWART. I know. 
Mr. SPOONER. In the public interest, I wish to know, in due 


deference to my friend from Nevada, if he is definitely informed | 


as to his statement that this is an exceptional case or not. 

Mr. STEWART. In the first place, the finding was that the 
principal was not at fault. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who found that? 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Mason, chief assayer at the New York 
assay Office, who made the investigation, and other Government 
officials. Owing to the finding of that fact—— 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope the Senator from Nevada will speak 
louder; we are unable to hear him on this side. 

Mr. STEWART. The findings were that the principal did not 
participate in the wrong, which was not discovered until after his 
death. This will be found in the report made to the Treasury 
Department. 
were presented against the criminals, and, after a long trial, two 
of the parties were found guilty and sent to the penitentiary. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
to the penitentiary bear to the principal or the surety? 


After it was thoroughly investigated, indictments | 


What relation did the parties who were sent | 


Mr. STEWART. The parties sent to the penitentiary were | 
employees in the melter and refiner’s department of the Carson | 


mint. They substituted spurious bricks for the real bullion, 
which deceived the inspector from the Treasury Department when 
he made his last annual inspection and also the superintendent. 
Mr. SPOONER. Not gold bricks? 
Mr. STEWART. Yes, gold bricksand silver bricks. They de- 
luded the officials and deceived the Treasury Department. When 
the melter and refiner, Mr. Zabriskie, went out of office, he re- 


ceived a receipt in full for all bullion charged against him, and it | 


was brought out in the court that Zabriskie was entirely inno- 
cent, and he was exonerated, 
after the defalcation, was also held technically liable, and suit was 
entered against him, but the Attorney-General has recently de- 
cided that there was not a shadow of guilt and directed the dis- 
missal of the suit. Mr. Mason, who made the investigation for 
the Treasury Department, is now superintendent of the assay 
office in New York, and upon his report two men were indicted 
and convicted and the others were exonerated. Mr. Zabriskie was 
one of the men exonerated. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
which I think was a wise one as well as a just one, was that if the 


The new superintendent, appointed | 
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the Department having this subject in charge, or has any recom- 
= been made by the Department that has the matter in 
rand? 

Mr. STEWART. We have a report from the Department, and 
the action of the Department in other cases as to a superinten- 
dent who knew nothing about the defalcation, but was technically 
liable. That was the subject of a report by the expert appointed 
bythe Government. Mr. Zabriskie was exonerated in such report. 
It was a most artfully concocted scheme of robbery. The parties 
were found guilty after a lengthy trial. 

Mr. HALE. Iam trying to attract the Senator's attention to 
the attitude of the Department. Customarily in the case of bills 
of this kind, on committees where Iam a member, the thing to 
do is to send it to the Department that has the matter in charge 
and ask for their view. 

Mr. SPOONER. Because the case is difficult? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; and for a recital of the facts of the case, be- 
cause they have all the record and we do not have that. 

Mr. STEWART. This case has passec the Senate twice. It 
was examined by the House committee and favorably reported. 
The report from the Committee on Claims embraces the findings 
of the expert sent by the Treasury Department to investigate the 
case. 

Mr. HALE. Now, the Senator is coming nearer to answering 
my question. Has the Department recommended this bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Itis a long report. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the Secretary send the report to me fora 
moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER (to Mr. Stewart.) Let it go over. 

Mr. HALE. Let it go over, so that it may be examined. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a communication here from Secre- 
tary Gage. 

Mr. LODGE. He does not recommend any action. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not read it. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill 


goes over, 


The bill is really not before 


JAMES GRAHAM, 


Mr. DUBOIS. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
it consider the bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to James Graham. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tian. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of” 
and insert *‘ captain;’’ in the same line, after tke word ‘‘ First,’’ 
to insert ‘‘ Regiment;’’ and in line 7, before the word ‘‘ and,’’ to 
insert *‘ war with Spain;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Graham. late captain 


Company C, First Regiment Idaho Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND 


Mr. QUARLES. I ask unanimous consent forthe present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 335) to provide for the allotment of lands 


MUNSEE INDIAN LANDS. 


| in severalty to the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, to 


The rule adopted years ago by the committee, | 


circumstances of the case are such that the principal in the bond | 


had, upon the demand of the United States, paid the sum, Con- 
ee ought to reimburse him, and then the surety ought not to be 
e d. 
Mr. STEWART. This was exactly that case. 
Mr. SPOONER. That was this case? 
Mr. STEWART. It was this case precisely. 
_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. SPOONER. 
tis a very important question, and I will enter a motion to re- 
consider it after it is passed, in order to get time to examine it. 
Mr. STEWART. All right. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. 
What has the Senator got or what had the committee from 


tion. 


Is there objection to the con- | 


I will not object to the passage of the bill. | 


I wish to ask the Senator from Nevada a ques- | 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 





Is there objection to the pres- | 


authorize the distribution of their trust fund, and for other pur- 
p08eS. 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate,as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


DAVID M. KANOUSE. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. Iask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 2688) granting an increase of pension to David M. Kanouse. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate,as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded toits consideration. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David M. 
Kanouse, late of Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


CONGRESSIONAL 


PORT OF SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 

Mr. KEARNS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 201) to establish a port of delivery at Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 2, page 1, lines 11 and 12, to strike out 
the words *“‘and the usual fees and commissions, not to exceed 
$5,000 per annum,”’ and to insert ‘‘ in lieu of all fees and commis- 
sions of every kind whatso2ver;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Salt Lake City, in the State of Utah, be, and is 
hereby, constituted a port of delivery, and that the privileges of the seventh 
secti f the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the transportation of 
dutiable rch without appraisement be, and the same are hereby, 
sxtended to said t. 
; 2. That thi re sh 
rt, whose salary 


ns of every kind 


Si all be appointed a surveyor of customs to reside at 
shall be $1,000 per annum, in lieu of all fees and com 
whatsoever. 


said p 
miss 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill ‘was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN AGRICULTURAL SCHOOL AT WAHPETON, N. DAK. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 197) to establish an Indian agricul- 
tural school at or near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of North 
Dakota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for an Indian 


agricultural school at or near Wahpeton, N. Dak., for the pur- | 


chase of a suitable site and necessary farming land, to be selected 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, for the erection of buildings and other 


improvements to adapt said school to the purposes of an Indian | 


agricultural farm and stock-raising school, and appropriates 
$100,000 therefor: but only eligible Indian boys shall be admitted 


to the school, and the course of instruction shall include princi- | 


pally practical instruction in farming, stock raising, and kindred 
pursuits. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REVENUE-CUTTER DEPOT AT OAKLAND, CAL. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2225) to provide a depot for the Revenue- 
Cutter Service. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, in line 4, 
after the word *‘ acquire,’’ to insert ‘‘ by donation;’’ im line 5, 
after the word ‘‘ Oakland,’’ to strike out ‘‘or Bay of San Fran- 
cisco;’’ in line 6, after the word ‘‘ and,’ to strike out ‘‘ for the 
purpose of acquiring said site and for the improvement of the 
same;”’ and in line 9, after the word “‘ appropriated,’ to insert 


** for the construction of a wharf, the dredging of a slip, the erec- | 


tion of suitable buildings, and the improvement of the premises 
donated under the provisions of this act;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to acquire by donation a suitable site in the harbor of Oakiand, Cal., 
upon which to establish a depot for the Revenue-Cutter Service, and thesum 
of $40,000, or so much thereof as may necessary, is hereby appropriated for 
the construction of a wharf, the dredging of a slip, the erection of suitabl 
buildings, and the improvement of the premises donated under the provisions 
of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUBPORTS.OF ENTRY IN STATE OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill (S. 576) extending to the 
subports of Spokane, Blaine, Sumas, and Nelson, in the State of 
Washington, the privileges of the seventh section of the act ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation of 
dutiable merchandise without appraisement. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported | 


from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the privileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, and the amendments 


thereto, governing the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise | 


without appraisement, be, and the same are hereby, extended to Sumas, 
Biaine, Danville, and Northport, subports of entry in the customs collection 
district of Puget Sound, and that the privileges of section 7 of said act, ap- 


RECORD—SEN ATE. JANUARY 15, 


| proved June 10, 1880, as amended, be, and the same are hereby, extended 
Spokane, a subport in said customs collection district. 

Sec. 2. That the compensation of deputy collectors at the subports 
Seattle and Tacoma shall be limited and fred by the Secretary of the Tr 
ury, but shall not exceed the rate of $2,500 per annum each. 

Sec. 3. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of | 
act are hereby repealed, and this act shall take effect and be in force f1 
and after its passage. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I move to amend by striki 
out section 2 of the amendment reported by the committee 
will state that a bill covering what is provided for in that secti 
is already before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the ame 
ment proposed by the Senator from Washington | Mr. Fosr: 
to strike out section 2 of the amendment as reported by the 
mittee. If there be no objection, the amendment to the am: 
ment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let that section be reread, please. 

| The PRESIDENT protempore. The section proposed to 
stricken out will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 2 of t 
amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the compensation of deputy collectors at the subport 
Seattle and Tacoma shall be limited and fixed by the Secretary of the T 
ury, but shall not exceed the rate of $2,500 per annum each. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why should that section be stricken out? 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. For the reason that another 
in which that provision is included is already before the Sen 

Mr. SPOONER. But has it been passed? 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. It has not yet been passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, it may never be passed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Of course it may never be 
passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, if this section is stricken out and that 
| bill is not passed, what will be the effect? 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I have moved the amendment 
to the amendment on the advice of the Members of the House of 
| Representatives from Washington, who say they could not gct 
the bill through the House as it stands, because it carries an ap- 
propriation. That is the only reason I ask that section 2 
stricken out. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the section is stricken out, who will fix the 
| compensation of the deputy collectors provided for? 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. The Secretary of the Treasury. 
* Mr. SPOONER. Has he the power to do that under the law’? 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. The act itself gives him that 
power. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not if we strike out this section. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. The salary is already fixed by 
| the Secretary of the Treasury at $2,000 a year, and this gives him 
power to increase it $500. 

Mr. SPOONER. If this section is stricken out and no other 
legislation is passed, the compensation will be as now fixed—$?,()\\0’ 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Exactly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amen(- 
ment of the Senator from Washington [Mr. Fosrer] to the amen¢- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. There is another amendment 
the committee amendment which I desire to offer. On 
page 2, section 1, I move, after the name * Danville,’’ to 
‘**Bellingham.’’ I have here the recommendation of the D: 
ment for this change. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be s‘ 

The Secretary. In section 1, on page 2, line 4, after the 
** Danville,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘* Bellingham.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tive a1 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill extending t 
subports of Spokane, Blaine, Sumas, Danville, Bellingham, } 
port, and Nelson, in the State of Washington, the privil 
the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, gov: 
the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise w 
appraisement.”’ 

IMPROVEMENT OF SMYRNA RIVER, DELAWARE. 


Mr. BALL. I ask unanimous consent for the considerati 
this time of the bill (S. 2388) to amend an act entitled ‘*.\ 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pr: 
| tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and fo! 
| purposes,” approved June 13, 1902 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of te 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that the act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the constructic?, 


be 
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repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes,’ approved June 13, 1902, in that 
»aragraph which provides for the improvement of the Smyrna 
river, Delaware, and which reads as follows: ‘* Improving Smyrna 
iver, Delaware, in accordance with the report submitted in 
suse Document No. 90, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, 
¢|5.000: Provided, That no part of said amount shall be expended 
until a satisfactory title to the land required for crosscuts and 
er portions of this improvement shall be obtained without ex- 
ense to the Government,’’ be amended by the addition thereto 
fa further proviso, as follows: 
i provided further, That nothing herein shall be construed as prevent- 


1 


ich modification or change in the location of the proposed crosscuts as | 


; y be approved by the Chief of Engineers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
ty be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INTERVENTION IN COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


_MAN]} on the 5th instant, requesting the President to send to | 


G 
the Senate the date when and the circumstances under which the 
C 


affairs of New Granada, or Colombia. etc. 
Mr. GORMAN. 


lution I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has that right. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know. I desire to modify the resolution in 
the manner shown on the copy I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
modifies his resolution. The modifications will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 5. after the words ‘‘ United | 
States,” strike out the word ‘‘intervened’’ and insert the word | 


‘‘nsed;”’ in line 8, after the word ‘‘ such,” strike out ‘“‘ interven- 
tion’ and imsert the words ‘‘ use of military force;’’ on page 2, 
after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ at the end of line 10, strike out 
the words ‘“‘ intervened by the employment of’’ and insert ‘‘ em- 
ployed a;” in line 18, after the word “‘has,”’ strike out ‘‘inter- 
vyened’’ and insert ‘‘ employéd military force.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It appears that the Senator 
also desires to strike out the fifth clause of the resolution. 

«Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause which the Senator 
strikes out of his resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Fifth. And also to inform the Senate which words, if any, in the treaty of 
146 authorized the United States, in the opinion of the President, to enter by 
military force, and uninvited, into the territorial jurisdiction of New Gra- 


nada, or Colombia, in order to prevent the interruption or embarrassment 
of free traffic across the Isthmus. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
out of the resolution, and the resolution will be reprinted as 
modified. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Was there any amendment in line 
14 on page 2? 

Mr. CULLOM. The word “intervention ’’ appears in that line 
also, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The word “ intervention” which 
occurs in line 14 on page 2 I think should be changed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will so modify the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suggest to the Senator from 
Maryland to insert in place of the word ‘‘intervention,”’ in line 
i4, the words ‘‘ use of military or naval force.’ 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 14, after the word “such,”’ 
strike out “‘intervention’’ and insert ‘‘use o* military force:”’ 
and in line 19, after the word ‘‘ Colombia,’’ strike out *‘ by mili- 
tary foree.”’ 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, I ask that the resolution 
as modified may be read, so that it may appear in the RecorpD as 
it now stands. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as 


modi fied, 

Mr. SPOONER. Strike out the word “‘ with,” in line 6, page 
1, before the words ‘‘a military force.”’ 

M r. GORMAN. Thatis right. I make that modification. 
,, wir PLATT of Connecticut. The word ‘intervention,’’ in 
‘ine 14, on page 1, should come out, and the words ‘* use of mili- 
tary force”? be inserted . 

tie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so 
modified. The resolution as it has been modified will now be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his judgment incom- 
pati with the public interest, to inform the Senate: 

I The date when and the circumstances under which the United States 
es r the first time, and each succeeding time, a military foree in the in- 


nal affairs of New Granada, or Colombia, under the treaty of 1846; whether 
‘uch use of military force was on the initiative of the United States or by the 


The Chair lays before the Sen- | 


Mr. President, I desire, at the suggestion of | 
our friends on the other side of the Chamber, to modify the reso- | 





| 


request of New Granada, or Colombia, or in consequence of any official rep- 
resentation of either; and also to transmit to the Senate copies of the letters, 
or notes, in the Department of State, and of the orders by the Navy Depart- 
ment relating to such use of military force. 

Second. Also to inform the Senate whether or not the United States has 
been asked by New Granada, or Colombia, or any official representative of 
either, to execute, by armed force, either the guaranty of the neutrality of 
the Isthmus or of the sovereignty of New Granada, or Colombia, over the 
same; and if the United States has been so asked, then the dates and cir- 
cumstances thereof, and to send to the Senate-copies of the letters or notes, 


| in each case, conveying the application and what was done thereunder by 


the United States. . 


Third. And also to inform the Senate in which, if any, of the disburbances 


on the Isthmus of Panama, referred to by the President in his last annual 
message, the United States employed a military force, solely on its own 
initiative, and uninvited by the Government owning the Isthmus; and also 
to inform the Senate of the circumstances in each case which required such 


use of military force, and transmit copies of the orders issued by the Navy 


Degertend for such purpose. 


ourth. And also that he will inform the Senate of the dates when and 
circumstances under which the United States has employed military f 
in the internal affairs of New Granada, or Colombia, in aid of a revolt, or re- 
bellion, or disturbance of the peace therein, or to suppress such revolt, rebel- 
lion, or disturbance. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, in view of the modifications of 
the resolution made by the Senator from Maryland, so far as Iam 


; : | concerned, I see no special objection to the resolution, and I there- 
nited States interfered for the first time, etc., in the internal | 


fore withdraw my motion to refer. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, as I understand it, the Senator 
from Maryland has withdrawn the fifth clause of the resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, of course, I withdraw my motion to 
strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
as modified. 

Mr. LODGE. What disposition was made of the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been ordered to be 
printed as modified, but the resolution of the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN] is before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am not sure just which of 
the resolutions on the Panama question is now before the Sen- 
ate, but I suppose I may do what other Senators have done— 
discuss everything in the shape of a resolution touching that ques- 
tion which is before the Senate, which seems to have been the 
line on which the discussion has proceeded for some days past. 
I should much prefer to confine myself to the discussion of some 


The resolution will be printed 


| specific resolution, such as that submitted by the Senator from 


That clause will be stricken | 


Georgia [Mr. Bacon}. 

Mr. President, lam going to assert the right to express my 
opinions on this question, notwithstanding I shall be charged 
with acting from a partisan standpoint. Any criticism I may 
make of the Administration’s policy or the Administration's acts, 
however mild that criticism may be, however just, and however 
well supported, I know will be treated as an arraignment of and 
as an attack upon the Administration. 

I regard it as exceedingly unfortunate that we should be con- 


| fronted with a question involving grave principles of international 


law that seems to me to inyolve the honor of this Government, 
have a very considerable influence upon our relations to the rest 
of the world, and establish great precedents which, if like other 
precedents, shall be extended gradually every time the opportunity 
comes to plead them, will lead us into interminable confusion, and 
possibly and probably change the history of the world. 

A question of such grave importance as this ought to be dis- 
cussed, it seems to me, without any personal rancor or any par- 
tisam heat; and I should be at liberty, as should every other 
Senator, to speak my sentiments untrammeled and unhindered, 
realizing that this body and every member of it is as much 
charged before the world and is as much responsible for the acts 
of the Government of the United States, as is the Executive or 


‘any person connected with the executive department of the 


Government, 

I realize that there are several things that the Executive may do. 
I realize that the Constitution gives to him certain powers with 
which we can not interfere, and I think wisely so. In his own 
sphere the Executive is independent, but he is part and parcel of 
the legislative department of the Government as well as of the 
executive. The Constitution has given him a voice in everything 
that we do here; but that does not put him above us; that does 
not remove from us any responsibility because he may have the 
final veto and the final determination of what we do here 

I myself believe in treating the executive as every other branch 
of the Government ought to be treated, and I believe that comity 
and the ethics of political life require me to speak of the Presi- 
dent with respect, and not to impugn his motives unless the logic 
of the condition convicts him of something other than fairness. 

I have listened to two or three eulogies on the President of the 
United States. That is all right for those who think as the Presi- 
dent thinks, but I myself have not been willing to recognize in the 
acts which we are criticising, and which, I think, the world is 
criticising, wisdom or patriotism, while I am quite willing to rec- 
ognize the honesty and the good intentions of the President. 





7196 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 15, 





So, when I come to discuss this question, Mr. President, I hope | 


to discuss it from an impartial standpoint, and I believe, if I know 
myself, that [ can discuss it as fairly and as squarely as I could 
if I sat on the other side of the Chamber and gave my adherence 
to this Administration. 

There are certain phases of this question that strike me as being 
very important, and I allude to one of them when I say that this 
act, although apparently inconsequential in itself, may be one that 
will bring great complications and great disasters to the American 
people. 


In my judgment, we shall have no war with Colombia. I am 


acter. I know that the Republic of Colombia is absolutely inca- 
pable of conducting a waragainstus. However muchit might cost 
us in the respect of the world to go to war with Colombia, yet we 
need not fear the outcome nor the result, and Colombia is too 
wise, as she has shown for the last two months, to carry on any 
controversy with us by force of arms. 
courage nor the patriotism of the people of Colombia. 

The nation that we represent here isa nation with which to-day 
no people on the face of the earth seek a quarrel. There are 
nations with more population and with greater preparation for 
war, who could probably carry on a war with us that would be 
very disastrous.and yet those nations shrink from a contest with us, 
as does the smallest and the most insignificant nation in the world. 
And why should they not? We have demonstrated to mankind 
that with our great population and our great wealth, with our 
history, if there is a fighting people on the face of the earth it is 
the American people. We have just emerged, I may say—for 
although that war ended a generation ago, still I may say ‘‘ just 
emerged,”’ for the time which has elapsed is brief when you come 
to consider the ages and reputations of nations—from the greatest 
civil war of all history, having carried on a contest that attracted 
the attention of all mankind, which for true courage and close 


fighting has no parallel in the history of the world, the Napoleonic | 


wars not excepted. 


fighting, for standing in front of cold steel and meeting it un- 
flinchingly, Mr. President, the history of the world presents no 
parallel with the conduct of the American soldiers in the history 
of the civil war. So you need not wonder that not only Colombia 
does not want to quarrel with us, but Great Britain does not want 
to quarrel with us, and no other nation in the world is seeking a 
quarrel with us at this time; nor is any nation likely to do so in 
the future. 

Because we occupy that position in the world I think there is 
an obligation upon us that rests upon no other nation, and that is 
to conduct ourselves in a manner that shall not provoke war, 
but that we shall maintain that high standard of excellence and 
moral worth as a nation that the one hundred and twenty-five 
years of our history entitles us to claim. 

I approach this question, then, as I think it ought to be ap- 
proached by every man on this floor, by every man who is con- 
nected with the Government, whether it be the President or 
whether it be the subordinates in his office, or whether it be the 
members of the coordinate branch of the Government, as a great 
question, not a question whether we are going to build a canal— 
that wecan build—not whether we are going to add to our laurels 
by cutting the continent in two and opening the road to the com- 


merce of the world at our expense, to be shared on equal terms | 


with us by all the rest of the world, but whether we are going to 
conduct ourselves toward the republics of South America and 
Central America and toward all the rest of the world as becomes 
a nation of our professions and beliefs. 


Mr. President, the question is too large and too great to be dis- 
cussed in the hour or two that the Senate will have the patience | 


to listen. I stated the other day, and I want to state it again, 
necessity for building this great canal justifies us in the violation 
of international law. 

I mean to say, with all due respect, measuring my language, if 
I can, so that it shall not be offensive, that in my judgment the 
President of the United States has violated a plain, well-known 

rovision of international law; and if I have not that privilege 

ere, then there is an end of free government in the United 
States. If I am to be met by punishment by the Executive or by 
my associates here because I thus believe and because I thus 
speak, I repeat there is an end of free government in the United 
States. I do not believe that time has arrived. I do not believe 
the Executive of the United States will attempt to punish me or 
to express his displeasure because of the fact that I stand here 
and differ with him in a matter where I am willing to admit he 
supposed he was acting in the interest of peace and good order and 
in the interest of the American people, but I think mistakenly so. 


| Colombia, allowing that the right of revolution there existed 
not for a moment deterred from the approval of the acts of the | 
President because I have any fear of a controversy of that char- | 


That does not impugn the | 


| in violation of law. 
While there might sometimes have been displayed more dash- | 
ing enthusiasm and courage in the French army, yet for steady | 


| document. 





ne 


I am not going into the controverted question whether the Pres- 
ident of the United States, or any agents of the United States. or 
any party connected with the Administration of the Government 
of the United States has had any hand in the originating of the 
rebellion in Panama, but Iam going to say—and I think I can 
prove it in a few words, not only by the practice of the nations of 
the earth, but by the writers who have written upon international 
law during the last two hundred and fifty or three hundred years— 
that, allowing that everything which has been stated as to Pan- 
ama is correct, allowing that Panama had a grievance against 
the condition in Panama was one of insurgency. ' 

I myself shall never deny here or elsewhere the right of reyo- 
lution. [am notcomplainingof Panama. I do not know but that 
if I had lived in Panama, under the conditions there prevailing, | 


| would have been a rebel against the Government of Colombia. 


But there are certain great principles of international law, recog- 
nized by all the nations of the earth, recognized long before the 
Christian era, recognized in the days of the early Greeks, recog- 


| nized in all history since, as necessary for the government of na- 


tions, as much so as statutory laws and written constitutions are 
necessary for the government of a people. One of them is that 
when a state secedes from the parent government, or when a por- 
tion of the people break away from the government which they 
have theretofore recognized, all the world stands off aud looks 
on, and there is an obligation upon every nation in the world to 
maintain absolute neutrality between the old government and the 
attempted new one. 

Mr. President, Iam not going to say that there are not excep- 
tions to that rule. I am not going to say the time may not come 
or that it has not come in the history of the world again and 
again when that law has been set aside by necessity and in the 
interest of the humanrace. But I shall be able to show, I think, 
without the slightest difficulty, that that is not the case before 
us here; that no such condition existed; that the President of the 
United States intervened and recognized this Republic in a way 
I think I shall now challenge my associates 
on the other side of the Chamber, who told us this was the most 
glorious act of the President, and that if he had not done exactly 
what he did he would have been derelict in his duty and the in- 
terests of the American people would have suffered, to disprove 
my assertion that his acts are illegal. 

Mr. President, I dislike very much when addressing the Senate 
upon a question of this kind to array the literature on this subject. 
It has always seemed to me that every Senator ought to be ac- 
quainted with it, and the enunciation of a principle or the state- 


| ment of a precedent here ought to be enough without producing 


the proof. But believing that this would be challenged, or if it 


| were not challenged here that it would be challenged elsewhere, 


and that it would be said that there was nothing unusual and that 
there was nothing out of the ordinary way in the recognition by 
the President of the United States of the Panama Government, I 
have brought here some authorities. 

The Navy Department has published a small work on interna- 


| tional law; at least a gentleman did it for the use of the Navy 
| Department. 


It is convenient, and it puts in concise shape what 
is the law and what is recognized as the law for the government 
of the Navy of the United States. Iam going to read from that 
Then if any Senator thinks that this is not well sup- 
ported, I have brought here an array of treatises on the subject 
which will be recognized as entitled at least to the respect of this 
body. 

Mr. SPOONER. From what does the Senator propose to read? 

Mr. TELLER. I will read from Snow’s International Law, 
which, I understand, was a series of lectures delivered at the Na- 
yal College, published either by him or the Government, and 
which is in use upon all the war ships of the United States. 

One of the recognized writers on international law, often quoted 


oo ; oa | and certainly entitled to respect, says this: 
that no condition of need, no condition of want on our part or | 


Pomeroy gives three cases in which nations are called upon to recognize & 
state of facts in other countries different from that which existed before 
They are: er 

(1) When the existing personal ruler of a state already enjoying an 1! 
pendent position assumes some new title and calls upon other states 4! d 
governments to recognize that title as belonging to him. ; 

(2) When an existing nation has acquired new territory as the resu!t 
conquest and claims to have it recognized as a part of her national don ain . 

(3) When a portion of an existing nation separates from the remaincer an 
claims to be recognized as a new, independent, sovereign, and coequai mem: 
ber of the family of nations—a new body politic and state. 


Mr. President, the author ought to have added one more ©: 
when a nation changes its form of government, as when France 
deposed her monarch and declared herself arepublic. 

Mr. SPOONER. That comes within the second classification. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, hardly. I hardly think he covered - 
by the second classification. But that is a case to which I — 
specifically call the attention of the Senate. I want to do t rat 
because it will be quoted against me when I say there 1s no prec’ 


































































dent in the history of the world for the haste which the President 
of the United States exhibited in this case. 

France was a monarchy. France suddenly deposed the mon- 
arch and declared that France was a republic. There was no 
contestor with France. The monarch disappeared and got out of 
the country. There was nobody left to fight the Republic. The 
French people were in accord with it, and in every department 
of France, without a single exception, the recognition of the Re- 
public in all official circles was complete and unquestioned, Now, 
what did we do then? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course the Senator will not submit that as 
a fair illustration of that class of cases. There was no change 
in the identity of the Government. It was a mere change in the 
administration of the internal affairs of an independent country. 
It stands by itself. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; it is sui generis. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I realize that. But that instance has been 
quoted. We promptly recognized the Government. Why should 
we not? There was no other government we could recognize. 
We had accredited our minister to France. He was there. We 
had our consuls in France. If they did not recognize it, then we 
had no relations with the French people whatever, and promptly 
our minister recognized the fact that there had been a change in 
the Government, and our Government here recognized it 
promptly. But that is not the question where a portion of a 
government secedes or where a state withdraws. 

Colombia is constituted somewhat on the line of our own Govy- 
ernment—with States. Panama was a State. The President 
speaks of it as held to Colombia by a loose federal relation. I do 
not know what he means by that term. The State I represent in 
part on this floor may just as properly be said to be held to the 
United States by a loose federal relation. Iunderstand that Pan- 
ama was just as much a part of Colombia as Colorado is a part of 
the United States. It had its representatives at the capital, and 
had had for many years in close connection, and had never been 
an independent government at any time; at least it had never 
been able in the early revolutions to establish itself as an inde- 
pendent nation, and had never been so recognized by the world. 

Now, this State withdraws. I come to what the law is on the 
subject of the relation of our Government to that State. While 
I will not read all the authorities here, I will venture to say that 
no Senator who has given any attention to the subject will ques- 
tion that this is the recognized law of the world. The author of 
this book says: 





We will here concern ourselves only with the third case. 


That is the case of secession or rebellion, whichever you choose 
to call it. 

. For the most part new states come into existence through successful re 
eon, 

If they do come into the condition of being a state, it must be 
by successful rebellion, if there is rebellion at all. <A rebellion 
alone does not make a state. 

Mr. SPOONER. Asuccessful rebellion is revolution. 

Mr. TELLER. The terms are synonymous. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not with me. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not care whether the Senator calls it a | 


revolution or a rebellion. If he prefers that I should use the 
term ‘‘revolution’’ I will use it. What does the Senator say 
was the condition between us and the attempted seceding States? 
Was it a rebellion or a revolution? 


Mr. SPOONER. I will not interrupt the Senator again. Iam | 
not criticising the Senator, because I am not dissenting from any | 


proposition he has made. 

Mr. TELLER. Thanks. 

Mr. SPOONER. Onur civil strife in this country grew out of 
rebellion. It never ceased to be rebellion. If it had succeeded 
= would have been a government established through revo- 
ution, 

Mr. TELLER. Those are distinctions—— 

Mr. CARMACK. I understand the Senator to mean that a re- 
Loy: is an attempted revolution, and a revolution is a successful 
Tredellion, 

Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Patrerson in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Ala- 
ama? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the gentlemen are in great difficulty about a 
term to express that meaning, I will suggest one. I suggest the 
secession of Panama. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a difference between an attempted 
secession and secession. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not going into the refining of terms. Iam 
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not going to stick in the bark, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
charged somebody with doing the other day. I want to discuss 
this question upon broader grounds. I want to discuss it on the 
line not that [happen not to agree with this Administration, not 
for the purpose of making any political capital out of it, but be- 
‘ause I think it important that we should not establish a prece- 
dent of this kind. I agree with the President that there is no 
probability of anything that we may say here or do here changing 
the actual condition in Panama, 

Now, let me finish reading what I lay down to be a doctrine of 
international law, still quoting from Snow. I will begin again: 

For the most part new states come into existence through successful re- 
bellion. This has been the case with all existing American states and with 
many of the European states. Whenarebellious community has practically 
attained its end, which is independence, and the mother country— 


I hope Senators will listen to this— 


When a rebellious country has practically attained its end, which is inde- 
pendence, and the mother country has ceased military operations against it, 
then, if the government and institutions of the new state appear regular and 
stable, it is recognized by third states asan independent state and a member 
of the society of nations. This is usually done either by entering into dip- 
lomatic relations with the new state or by negotiating treaties with it. The 
United States were recognized in 1778 by France by treaty, while the South 
American states were recognized by the United States in 1822 by a resolu 
tion of Congress to send diplomatic agents, and by England by making trea- 
ties. Asa rule, the mother country does not recognize the new state untila 
later time. 

‘The rule of international law with reference to the recognition of the inde- 
pendence of a state is that war for its subjugation has practically ceased and 
that it has a stable government. The commencement of a state asa subject 
of international law dates from this recognition of independence by existing 
states. Concerning this, Hall says— 


I have his work here on my desk— 

“Although the right to be treated as a state is independent of recognition, 
recognition is the necessary evidence that the right has been acquired.” 

Thatisall. Whena government recognizes a new government, 
it recognizes it upon the theory that it has been able against the 
parent state to assert its independence and maintain it, and that 
it has a government capable of maintaining that government and 
discharging its international obligations to all mankind. 

Now, I assert that no lawyer who has ever given any attention 
to the subject will dispute that law. General Jackson laid it 
down in words to which I will, without stopping to read them, 
call the attention of the Senate. It will be found in the messages 
and documents which have been published, It is in reference to 
Texas, 


[From the message of President Jackson to Congress, December 21, 1836.] 

But there are circumstances in the relations of the two cowntries which 
require us to act on this occasion with even more than our wonted caution. 
Texas was once claimed asa part of our property, and there are those among 
our citizens who, always reluctant to abandon that claim, can not but regard 
with solicitude the prospect of the reunion of the territory to this country. 
A large proportion of its civilized inhabitants are emigrants from the United 
States, speak the same language with ourselves, cherish the same principles, 

olitical and religious, and are bound to many of our citizens by ties of 
friendship and kindred blood; and, more than all,it is known that the people 
of that country have instituted the same form of government with our own, 
and have since the close of your last session sy resolved, on the acknow)- 
edgment by us of their independence, to seek admission into the Union as 
one of the Federal States. ‘his last circumstance isa matter of peculiar 
delicacy, and forces upon us considerations of the gravest character. The 
title of Texas to the territory she claims is identified with her independence. 
She asks us to acknowledge that title to the territory, with an avowed de- 
sign to treat immediately of its transfer to the United States. It becomes 
ns to beware of a too early movement, as it might subject us, however un- 
justly, to the imputation of seeking to establish the claim of our neighbors 
to a territory with a view to its subsequent acquisition by ourselves. 

Prudence, therefore, seems to dictate that we should still stand aloof and 
maintain our present attitude, if not until Mexico itself or one of the great 
foreign powers shall recognize the independence of the new government, at 
least until the lapse of time or the course of events shall have proved beyond 
cavil or dispute the ability of the people of that country to maintain their 
separate sovereignty and to uphold the government constituted by them. 
Neither of the contending parties can justly complain of this course. By 
pursuing it we are but carrying out the long-established ps icy of our Gov- 
ernment—a policy which has secured to us respect and influence abroad and 
inspired confidence at home. 

President McKinley, in his message to us just before the Spanish 
war, quoted that with approbation, as he also quoted the words 
of General Grant, which were in accord with the utterances of 
General Jackson. 

I have several references which I do not intend to read, al- 
though I may read one or two on thissubject. I havea reference 
to Creasy’s International Law. I will simply say that my conten- 
tion is fully supported not only by Creasy, but by Davis, by Hall, 
by Lawrence, by Twiss, as well as, as I said before, by the practice 
of the world. 

Mr. President, it wiél be well enough to go back, and in a brief 
way I will call attention to the fact that when the South Ameri- 
can colonies of Spain announced their independence of Spain the 
United States waited. Sympathizing, as we did, fully and com- 
pletely with those people in their efforts to rid themselves of the 
Government of Spain and establish a government of their own, 
we waited year after year. Congress passed resolutions. The 
President did not recognize it until years afterwards. But per- 
haps the most noted modern instance of this delay was with the 
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Republic of Texas. When we recognized Texas as a State she 
had maintained herself for more than six years without a Mexi- 
can soldier on her soil; and yet, regarding the feelings of Mexico, 
we declined until then formally to recognize Texas asa sovereign 
state. 

Mr. President, whenever there is an insurrection, a rebellion, 
a revolution, whatever you choose to call it—whenever there is a 
contest between the parent state and a portion of the state, there 
are three stages recognized in international law. First, insur- 
gency. That does not recognize them as having any rights at all. 
That is the condition, if there was any condition which might at 
all be considered a revolution or a rebellion in Panama, which ex- 
isted in Panama on the night of the 8d of November. The next 
stage is that of belligerency, where they have certain rights ac- 
corded them by the other nations—that they are entitled to be 
treated not simply as rebellious subjects, but they have a posi- 
tion, they have been fighting and have reached the point in their 
history where the nations of the earth accord to them belligerent 
rights. Third and lastly comes the stage of recognition. I re- 
peat now once for all that it must be when they have established 
government in accordance with the recognized opinions of man- 
kind—a government and not a junta, not a self-constituted cabal, 
that lasts only over night, as we have seen them in South America 
frequently, but a government, and a government that is likely to 
succeed against the parent state, for the authorities are that so 
long as the parent state has a show, or a reasonable show, to 
bring it back to subjection, we have no right to interfere. 

They must do more than that. They must be able to discharge 
the duties that they owe to the rest of the world as a nation be- 
fore they are entitled to be accredited as a nation. 

Now, what was the condition on the Isthmus of Panama? On 
the 3d of November there was a revolution there. On the 6th 
the Government of the United States recognized it as a republic; 
recognized it as a nation capable of defending itself against Co- 
lombia, recognized it as a nation capable of discharging its inter- 
national duties to the rest of the world. 

Mr. President, there are not a great many Senators here, I will 
admit, but I wait for some one out of the paucity of numbers here 
to tell me that there was a condition there which justified Pan- 
ama’s recognition under the law I have just enunciated and which 
nobody has yet disputed and which nobody will dispute. 

Could the 300,000 Panama people, at least one-third of them of 
an inferior class usually called Indians, maintain themselves 
against Colombia for an hour? Does anybody believe that the 
400 Colombian soldiers there would not have wiped out that re- 
bellion before morning if they had not been deterred by the ac- 
tion of the Government of the United States? The Senator from 
Wisconsin smiles as if that were a preposterous proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator not to think 

Mr. TELLER. Idonottake any offense atthe Senator’s smiling. 
I would rather that he should smile than frown when I speak. 

Mr. SPOONER. I never frown on the Senator, and I will tell 
the Senator what I was smiling at, if he insists upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was smiling at the notion that 500 Colom- 
bian soldiers need have any particular fear of forty-two American 
marines. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, it was not the forty-two 
men; it was the knowledge that was there—the knowledge that 
came there on the 2d of November, when there was no insurrec- 
tion, no rebellion, no revolution—that the Government of the 
United States would not allow Colombia, if a revolution existed, 
to assert for herself the right, which under the law of nations and 
under the law of God she had, to bring back her dissenting citi- 
zens and make them submit to the law if she could, for it is the 
right of every nation in the world to compel obedience to its be- 
hest, because unless you admit that right you can not maintain a 
government. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Colorado brought me-into 
this discussion because I smiled. Of course I am very glad that 
he pays the tribute to the United States which he does—that when 
we are there, when our flag is somewhere floating from the mast 
of an American war ship of even the third class it means some- 
thing. But the Senator must remember that it had been there a 
number of times before, and without any objection from Colombia. 

Mr. TELLER. On Colombia’s request. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, not always on Colombia’s request. 

Mr. CARMACK. With her free will and consent, always. 

Mr. TELLER. If it wasever there against the will of Colombia, 
notwithstanding the treaty, in my judgment it was a gross act 
against the sovereignty of that country, for we had no right to 
interfere without her consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Colorado contend that 
it was a violation of the treaty or of international law for the 
United States to have a war ship there in that harbor without the 
consent of Colombia being asked? 
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Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, I have not made any suc} 
pretense as that—— i 

Mr. SPOONER. Pretty near it. 

Mr. TELLER. And the Senator will not be allowed by m 
put words in my mouth nor to say what J think on this questi 
[ will make that statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. All I did was to take the Senator’s—— 

Mr. TELLER. I have said nothing which would indicate ¢}).¢. 
I will lay down a proposition of law that can be supported }), 
every law writer here, if the Senator will give meachance |} 
is that when a nation enters into a guaranty with another natioy 
to do a certain thing—for instance, to guarantee the free pass 
of trade across that Isthmus—the law writers say that it is ; 
province of the government, not the government that makes tha 
guaranty, but the province of the government where we would 
go with our Army where we do not otherwise belong, to say when 
it shall come. That is the law of nations. If we stipulate with 
Colombia that when she needs, on certain conditions and cirey))- 
stances, our help we may put our Army there, she is to determine 
when she wants our Army there. If the Senator will take the 
pains to read the authorities, he will find that that is not a eon. 
tested or a controverted question to-day. I will present authority 
on that point later. i 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know whether in every instance 
Colombia asked us to go there or not, but certainly Colombia 
never intended to surrender her sovereignty over her territory, 
and the authorities say no nation shall be presumed, when you 
construe a treaty, to have surrendered her sovereignty unless the 
treaty is incapable of any other construction. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Colorado, for whom I have 
the profoundest respect, and not only that, but admiration, did me 
an injustice. I did not attempt to put words in the mouth of the 
Senator from Colorado. I simply took up his challenge and 
asked him whether he contended that under the treaty of 1846, or 
I might have said on general principles, we had no right to have 
a war ship there without having been requested to send it there 
by Colombia. Now, if the Senator will permit me 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; go on. 

Mr. SPOONER. About the relations of the United States to 
the Isthmus of Panama under the treaty of 1846, and I want to 
hear the Senator discuss the question 

Mr. TELLER. Iam going to do so before I get through. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know, but I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator, if he will permit me, to it; and I shall not interrupt 
him again unless I should happen to smile and he rather force me 
into it. Under the treaty of 1846 the Government of Colombia 
guaranteed to the United States a right of way or transit across 
the Isthmus of Panama, notin any particular place, but along 
any line of communication which had theretofore been construct! 
or which might thereafter be completed. I think that is the 
language of the treaty. 

Mr. CARMACK. By agreement between the two natio: 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator mean by sa) 
agreement between two nations? 

Mr. TELLER. All treaties are agreements. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was an agreement 

Mr. CARMACK. Ifthe Senator will permit me just a moment 
what I meant to say was that when the treaty spoke of anything 
that might be done hereafter it certainly contemplated an a 
ment between the two nations. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it did not contemplate an agreement be- 
tween the two nations. Itwasin presenti an agreement between 
the two nations. 

Mr. CARMACK, As to existing modes of transit. 

Mr. SPOONER. As to any mode of transit; those that existed 
or those that thereafter might exist. 

Mr. CARMACK. How could they come into existence there- 
after? Did not that contemplate further agreement betwern te 
two sovereigns? 

Mr. SPOONER. No,notatall. But it implied a rule that 
declared in presenti by that treaty as to all the modes © 
munication that then existed or that might in the lapse of ye‘'s 
be thereafter constructed and completed. 

Mr. CARMACK, To whom? 

Mr. SPOONER. Anybody who might be authorized by ‘ 
lombia—company, Government, or individual. Who were * 
thorized by Colombia might construct a transit, a canal, rai. Wey, 
military road, or whatever, the treaty gave us the right of W%) 
and free transit over it. 

Mr. TELLER. [intend to come to the discussion of this treaty, 
and I will try to treat it fairly. 

Let me say, Mr. President, the right of the Government 


n, 


was 


of the 














United States to have its ships in the harbor of Colombia, whether 


it be Panama or Colon, is unquestioned, and, by the universal 
annroval of mankind, if there should be a trouble there of any 
kind, such as would jeopardize and endanger the lives and liberty 
of our citizens or their property, you may land marines, if you 
have a ship there, to preserve order. We are doing that to-day 
on the Asiatic coast. Not long ago we landed our troops and 
cont them over by land quite a considerable distance to the capital 
of Korea because it was believed that our people there were in 
danger. Our right as a nation to have our flag in every part of 
the world where we are not at war is, of course, one of the recog- 
ed and admitted things there can not be any question about. 
Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator from Colorado will per- 
mit me 
Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


ni 





I did not mean to interrupt the Senator, 

I will not interrupt the Senator again. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want the Senator to make any pledge. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall make it, although I never object to in- 
terruptions. But what I wanted to say and was prevented from 
saving is that when the Government of Colombia—and I put it to 
the Senator from Colorado—guaranteed to us the right of way or 
free transit across its own territory as respects transit then com- 
pleted or constructed or any that might thereafter during the life 
of the treaty be constructed, it was both a grant of servitude 
and a guaranty. If I guarantee to the Senator from Colorado 
aright of way over land which I own, it isa grant of the right 
to enjoy the servitude, and in addition it isa pledge upon my part 
that, whatever comes; I will do the utmost I can to secure to him 
the enjoymentof that grant. Now, this is the point I want to 
present to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. All right; go ahead. 

Mr.SPOONER. We were to pay for this right and we were to 
pay for it even with the expenditure which war involves of money 
and of life, it was not without consideration. American capital 
constructed a transit across the Isthmus. If Colombia failed in 
its duty of guaranty, did we not have, under the treaty, a right to 

rotect the transit? 

Mr. TELLER. It is not worth while to go into discussion of 
that. Colombia did not fail 

Mr. SPOONER. I think Colombia did fail. 

Mr. TELLER. AndColombia had no opportunity to discharge 
a duty that all the authorities say it was incumbent on her to dis- 
charge. Our Government recognized that when we said to this 

1ew, feeble, helpless Panama Company, ‘‘We expect you to pro- 
tect this transit.’’ 

Mr. CARMACK. Under the treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. Under the treaty of 1846. Now, you can not 
expect Panama to doit unless Colombia must have done it and was 
under obligations to do it. Of course Colombia did do it, and 
always has done it except when she found it impossible to do it 
and had called upon us to help. I think, although the Senator 
thinks otherwise, there was a case when she did not call upon us. 
Possibly there was when perhaps we saw she could not do it. 

But here is a case where she did not have an opportunity. 
had her 400 men there. Why did we not say to the 400 men or 
the authorities we had recognized as the authorities of Colombia 
in Panama, ** Protect this railroad; if you do not we shall have 
to protect it ourselves?’ There was nothing of the kind. 





Mr. President, I do not want to be offensive, but I wish to say | 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. TELLER. 
attempt at revolution. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, will the Senator excuse mea 
moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 


I refer to 1902—last year. 
I thought the Senator referred to the former 


Mr. CARMACK, Ido not think that revolutionary movement 
was confined to the Isthmus. 

Mr. TELLER. No, that revolutionary movement was not. 
Mr. President, this is taking me entirely out of the line I intended 
to follow, and I now desire to return to it because the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] the other day read what he said 
were precedents, but which I say are not precedents. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts is not here. 

JULY 2, 1900. 

You are directed to protest against any act of hostility which may involve 
or imperil the safe and peaceful transit of persons or property across the 
Isthmus of Panama. The bombardment of Panama would have this effect, 
and the United States must insist upon the neutrality of the Isthmus as guar- 
anteed by the treaty. 

Now, Mr. President, to whom were the consuls to protest? 
There was no armed intervention on our part then. We simply 
asserted that they had the obligation upon them, which I say ex- 
isted, that they should maintain a peaceful condition along the 
line of that transit, and that was addressed not to Panama, but 
to the Colombian Government. A year or more later the Govern- 
ment again said: 

NOVEMBER 20, 1901. 

Notify all parties molesting or interfering with free transit across the 
Isthmus that such interference must cease and that the United States will 
prevent the interruption of traffic upon the railroad. Consult with captain 
of the Jowa, who will be instructed to land marines, if necessary, for the pro- 
tection of the railroad, in accordance with the treaty rights and obligations 
of the United States. Desirable to avoid bloodshed, if possible. 

That is all there was of that. Now we come to 1902. This is 
to the Ranger, at Panama: 

SEPTEMBER 12, 1992. 
RANGER, Panama: 


United States guarantees perfect neutrality of Isthmus and that a free 
transit from sea to sea be not interrupted or embarrassed. * * * Any 
transportation of troops which might contravene these provisions of treaty 
should not be sanctioned by yon nor should use of road permitted whic 
might convert the lino of transit into theater of hostility. 

Moopy. 

Here is the reply: 

Coton, September 20, 1902. 
SECRETARY NAVY, Washington: 

Everything is conceded. The United States guards and guarantees traffic 
and the line of transit. To-day I permitted the exchange of Colompian troops 
from Panama to Colon, about 1,000 men each way, the troops without arms 
in train guarded by American naval force in the same manner as other pas- 
sengers; arms and ammunition in separate train, guarded also by naval force 
in the same manner as other freight. 


Colombia did that as it was her duty to do. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Colo- 
rado suspend one moment? The Chair lays before the Senate the 


McLEAN. 


| Calendar of General Orders. 


She | 


| 


that in my judgment the claim that it was necessary that we land | 


the troops there or that we declined to allow troops of Colombia 


| First Platform of International Law. 


to take any action there has grown up since that occurrence, that | 


that was not thefact. The purpose of interdicting Colombia from 


interfering with Panama was to enable Panama to take her place 


as a so-called republic in the nations of the world. 

Now, I want to put this question. 
any Senator who supports the President in this action who be- 
lieves that it was wise and patriotic; whether he believes if we 
withdrew the moral support of the Government of the United 
States, and let alone the active armed support, that the Republic 
of Panama would last a week? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It appears that a revolution prevailed on the 
Isthmus of Panama in 1902 which the Colombian Goverment was 
entirely unable to suppress, and could produce against it only a 
‘mall army, which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] has 
described to us as an army of conscript children; and that revo- 
lution was finally terminated, I judge, by the good offices of the 
United States in what was practically a drawn fight or a sort of 
arrangement for peace. 

. Mr. TELLER. I know there was some difficulty, I think dur- 
ing the Administration of President Cleveland, but of the particu- 
lars about that I have never been very well advised. 


I want to know if there is | 


j 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope that the regular order will be laid 
aside for the time being until the Senator from Colorado finishes 
his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Colorado be allowed to 
proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. TELLER. A few minutesago Icould not put my hand on 
the precedent that I wanted to refer to. It is found in Creasy’s 
If any Senator has the cu- 
riosity to look at it, he will find it on pages 679, 680, and 681, 
where it is laid down, fully sustaining the proposition I have 
made. Ido not wish to detain the Senate and shall not attempt 
to read it, but I shall ask permission to put so much of it in my 
speech as I think is pertinent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

1. The practical cessation of hostilities on the part of the old state, which 
may long precede the theoretical renunciation of her rights over the revolted 
member of her former dominion. 

2. There should occur the consolidation of the new state, so far at least as 
to be in a condition of maintaining international relations with other coun- 
tries, an absolute bona fide possession of independence as aseparate kingdom, 
not the enjoyment of perfect and undisturbed internal tranquillity—a test 
too severe for many of the oldest kingdoms. But there should be the exist- 
euce of a government, acknowledged by the people over whom it is set, and 
ready and able to prove its responsibility for their conduct when they coms 
in contact with other nations. 

641. Sir William Harcourt has ably pointed out the principle which is the 
foundation of the first of these canons, of the rule which mainly secures the 








| payment of due regard by foreign nations to the just rights of old sovereign 





states in cases of civil dissension. Sir William says: ‘‘The general principle 
which underlies and forms the substratum of the whole discussion is the 
fundamental doctrine of the respect exacted by international law for the in- 
dependence of sovereign states. Each state is bound in its international 
relations to observe and respect the sovereignty, however symbolized, of 
every other state. Sovereignty, by the very definition of the term, implies 
aright to the obedience of subjects, whether the sovereign be a despot, a 
monarch, or a republic. As long as persons once owning the relation of sub- 
jects to a sovereign state are still capable of being regarded in any sense as 
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such subjects, to deal with them upon an igen footing is a hostile act | 
2 


toward that sovereign, which, according to the principles of international 
law, may be justly resented. On the other hand, if persons who once owned 
the relation of subjects have been able, either by force of arms or otherwise, 
to divest themselves in a final and permanent manner of the status of sub- 


jects, then diplomatic transactions with such persons afford no justifiable | 
ground of offense to their former sovereign nor can they be regarded as a | 


breach of neutrality or friendship.’ 


; ; . . j 
it may be added that to treat prematurely any portion of the territory or 


of the population of an old state as no longer appertaining to its former 
sovereign is to violate not only the old sovereign state's right to independence, 


but other primary rights also, which have been described in a preceding 
Such are the old state’s right to security, right of | 


chapter of this treatise. 
ownership, and right of empire. : : ae 

642. The second condition precedent, mentioned by Sir R. Phillimore, for a 
new state's title to recognition by foreign powers is the possession of it by 
a reasonable, effective, and permanent system of self-government. This isa 
matter as to which a foreign state has to consider not so much its special 
duties toward the old sovereign state as its duties toward the common- 
wealth of civilized nations in general. It has been pointed out in an early 
portion of this volume that a state, in order to be entitled to take its place 
in the great family of sovereign political societies, must not only be free from 
government from without, but that it must govern itself. The sense and 
necessity of this rule are too obvious to require any comment. 

643. Finally, it is to be observed that the recognition of a neW state by a 
foreign state can be effectively made by the sovereign authority only in the 
foreign state; and until such recognition by the government takes place pri- 
vate individuals, executive officers, and courts of justice in the foreign state 
are bound to act and to decideas if the ancient relations between the now 
dissevered portions of the old state remained unimpeached and binding. 
(Creasy’s First Platform of International Law, pp. 679-681.) 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Wisconsin has directed my 
attention to the treaty of 1846. While I had not intended at this 
time to refer to it, but to leave it for a subsequent period of my 
discussion, Iam going to take it up now for a few minutes. I 
think the Senator must have supposed I had not carefully read 
the treaty and was not familiar with all its parts. 


This treaty has been used by the President to put Colombia in | 


a false attitude, and I think to create a false impression in the 
country as to what the treaty really contains. I do not myself 


believe that by this treaty Colombia abandoned any of her sover- | 
eignty nor gave us any privileges that we did not have by law up 


to that time, except as to the line of railroad. I know that that 
line of railroad was built by American capital, and I also know that 
to-day it is not an American railroad; that the capital has gone 
into the hands largely of Colombia herself. Colombiaownsalarge 


amount of it, or did before it was taken by Panama. 

This treaty was made with New Granada, and a change of form 
of government—a change of administration, I may say, for I un- 
cerstand the lines of New Granada and Colombia are practically 


the same—has given to it the name Colombia. Colombia has 
recognized at all times, I believe, her obligations under the treaty, 
and we had obligations under the treaty just as much as Colom- 
bia had. 

Mr. FATRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Col- 

rado yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me to ask a ques- 
tion for information, I do not know that I heard distinctly his 
statement about the Colombian ownership of stock in the Panama 
Railroad Company. I would be obliged if the Senator would re- 
peat what he said, showing the time when it owned the stock and 
up to what time it owned it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether Colombia has parted 
with her stock or not. Not long since Colombia had an interest 
in the railroad and a considerable amount of stock. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. My information—— 

Mr. TELLER. As to the amount she has now I am not pre- 
pared to say; I know it practically ceased to be an American road 
and our control over it was only in the interest, not of American 
capital, but in the transit across the Isthmus. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think if the Senator will pursue his in- 
quiry a little further he will satisfy himself that Colombia has 
not owned, and does not now own, a share of stock in the Panama 
Railroad Company—at least that she does not now own any. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator is right. I had in my mind her 


ownership in the stock of the new Panama Canal Company, which | 


owns nearly all of the stock of the Panama Railroad Company, 


but I do not think it material whether Colombia owns the stock | 


or not. I donot think that we are claiming that we were policing 
that road in the interest of American capital, but in the interest 
of the transit of the world. 

I wish to read this. I have the treaty here. 


this time. I do not read all of it: 


The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter 
constructed, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States, and for the transportation of ony articles of produce, manu- 
factures, or merchandise of lawful commerce belonging to the citizens of the 
United States; that no other tolls or charges shall be levied or collected upon 
the citizens of the United States, or their said merchandise thus passing over 
any road or cana] that may be made by the Government of New Granada, or 
by the authority of the same, than is under like circumstances levied upon 


| mentioned Isthmus, with the view that the fi 





The thirty-fifth | 


article, of course, is the only one that is very important for us at | A 
| preserve the transit over that railroad, that we must rely wpe” 


and collected from the Granadian citizens; that any lawful produce, many. 


| factures, or merchandise belonging to citizens of the United States thus 
| passing from one sea to the other, in either direction, for the purpose of ex. 


portation to any other foreign country, shall not be liable to any import duties 
whatever; or having paid such duties, they shall be entitled to drawback 
upon their exportation; nor shall the citizens of the United States be lia)})|. 
to any duties, tolls, or charges of any kind to which native citizens are rot 
subjected for thus passing the said Isthmus. 


Now, here is the important part of this contract: 


And, in order to secure to themselves the tranquiland constant enjoyment 
of these advantages, and as an especial compensation for the said advantages 
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles 


| of this treaty, the United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to New 


Granada, by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before- 
’ transit from the one to the 
other sea may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while 
this treaty exists; and in consequence the United States also cuarantee, in 
the same manner, the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada 
has and possesses over the said territory. 


Mr. President, this is not a one-sided guaranty. We got some- 
thing for our guaranty. My colleague [Mr. PAaTTERson] the 


| other day called attention to the fact that the papers submitted 


by the President when this treaty was communicated to the Sen- 
ate showed what it was. I believe that my colleague expects to 
address the Senate on this subject, and I shall not go into it, ex- 
cept to say that when the President submitted that treaty to the 
Senate he said that the papers which accompanied it would ex- 
plain the treaty. He said he knew how dangerous it was to make 
a guaranty of that kind, but that the papers would show what 
we were getting for that guaranty. Then he said—and it can be 
found in Mr. Polk’s message of submission—that it was expected 
that the same stipulation which had been-made to us would be 


| made by New Granada to Great Britain and to France. 


Mr. SPOONER. It never was. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether it ever was or not, but 
we took it with the burden that they had a right to do it, because 
we understood that they were to do it. 

Mr. President, that treaty was to remain in force for twenty 
years. It has remained properly ever since. That it is a treaty 
binding upon Colombia I do not deny, and it is binding upon us— 
every phase of it is binding upon us. 

The most important thing in that whole treaty is that if any 
controversies should arise between us we should not submit them 
to the arbitrament of war, but that we should submit them to ar- 
bitration. The other day, when it was proposed here to suggest 
to the President in a perfectly competent and proper manner that 
it was the sentiment of this Senate—which I am sorry to say I do 
not suppose it is now—that we should make a treaty with Colom- 
bia, if we could, composing any difficulties that might exist be- 
tween us, we were met by the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
SPOONER] and others with the query, ‘* Just what has Colombia 
complain about?” 

Mr. President, this is what some of the writers call an equal 
treaty—that is to say, there are equal obligations on each 
side. We have continued with that treaty for many years. It 
was American capital which went down there and built the 
Panama Railroad. We expected when we made that treaty that 
some day we—no, not we, but somebody—would build a canal 
across the Isthmus, as to which we stipulated that Colombia 
should preserve the right of free transit. No canal has been 
built. There has been nocomplaint against Colombia of which I 
know as to not keeping the transit of the railroad free, except 
when conditions got beyond her control. I do not know that 
there has been any complaint of Colombia from the time the 
treaty was made until the present that Colombia has not tried 
faithfully to execute the provisions of the treaty. 

There was not much for us to do. Colombia put herself under 
obligations that if she made a contract with some other nation 
to build the canal she would take care of our interests. She 
done that. In every concession that has ever been made, so far as 
I know, as to the building of acanal on that Isthmus, the interests 
of the whole world have been preserved by Colombia. of that! 
will speak later when I come to discuss more definitely the two 
routes and our relation to them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before the Senator leaves that 
part of the subject I wish to ask, Does he maintain that the United 
States has no right under any circumstances to take measures (0 


has 


vent: 


nsit 


Colombia to do it, and that we have no right to do it in an) 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Colombia guarantees free tr 
across that Isthmus. We have got American property there. oT 
at least we had when the railroad was built. Iam old enoug! to 
know something about that railroad. I recall very weil when 1% 
was built. I recall many sad chapters in the history of its bu d- 
ing. I recall the fact that in my immediate neighbor) 
amongst my acquaintances, young men went down there 48 
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engineers to build that railroad and they never returned. I have 
known something of the history of that road, whilst I have never 
seen it or been near it. I know what it cost humanity to build it. 
I know that one of the leading men of the road declared after it 
was built that for every tie in it there was a dead man; but I have 
never heard any complaint at any time that Colombia had vio- 
lated that guaranty of hers and she has not done so now, because 
she has had no opportunity and we have been the prohibitory 
power. It is the United States who stoodin front of her and 
said, ‘‘ You shall not carry out the provisions of your guaranty to 
us;’’ and so we have absolved her beyond all question in every 
court of morals and of law in the world. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it seems to me the 
Senator does not answer the question which I asked, and I think 
that question goes to the very crux of this controversy, 

Mr. TELLER. I will answer. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The question is, Has the United 
States under any circumstances the right to preserve that transit 
from interruption? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Connecticut has no right to 
ask that question. If he will ask me the question ‘‘ Had the Gov- 
ernment of the United States the right to preserve the transit un- 
der the conditions that existed in November,’’ I will answer his 
question; but Iam not going to answer an academic question, a 
question on a point as to which I donot know what might happen. 
Colombia might go to pieces; Colombia might not have the 
ability, if we did not step in there and take care of it, and there 
might be aclosing of the transit, but that condition does not exist. 

lam contending that on the day the President interfered there 
was no law and no right under this treaty for him to interfere. 
If the Senator from Connecticut wants to discuss that question, 
let him discuss it on what did take place and what the conditions 
were, not upon what might have taken place or may take place 
in the future. ’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, Mr. President, I thought 
that the Senator from Colorado was saying in effect, by implica- 
tion, that the United States under the treaty was bound to look to 
Colombia under all circumstances to preserve the right of transit 
there, and really that the United States had no right to preserve 
that transit. I agree with the Senator that this whole case rests 
on the question whether the United States had the right under 
the circumstances, and whether it was its duty to protect that 
transit from interruption in November last. Iam ready to argue 
the case on that ground, and I will if I get the opportunity. 

Mr. CARMACK, Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that the President derives his authority to act in this 
matter from the right of intervention; not from the treaty of 
1846 exclusively, but from the right of intervention. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There has been no intervention 
in this case within the meaning of the word as used in interna- 
tional law. I deny that there has been. 

Mr. CARMACK. I understand the President said he derived 
his power from that right. 

Mr. SPOONER. He did not say that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, The trouble is that the President 
did not say it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; he could not say it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I believe the President did not 
exceed his plain duty in protecting that Isthmus from the inter- 
ruption of its transit. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the very crux of this whole question. | 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I know it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator's statement that he does not be- | 
lieve it, may be proper when he makes his speech, but it counts | 
for nothing when I am making one. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I know we disagree on that point. | 
_ Mr, TELLER, The Senator is not justified in thrusting that 
into my remarks either. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well. If the Senator de- | 
sires, I will have it all stricken out of the RECORD. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I do not want that; let it stand. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Connecticut point 
out the clause of the treaty which confers upon the United States 
the right to interfere in any way with the control or transporta- | 
tion over the Isthmus? I simply want to get the Senator's idea, 
not for the purpose of entering into a controversy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] dves not want me to go into an argument now. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I do not care about other Senators making | 
arguments in my speech. I am willing to be interrupted by a | 
question, I think good debate in the Senate requires that every | 
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Senator should submit to that, but I do think it is pernicious 
and calculated to detract from and destroy the value of debate to 
have a Senator get up and ask a question and then proceed to 
argue the points involved in his own question. All the right he 
has is to ask a question of the Senator who has the floor and let 
him answer it, and when the proper time comes he can contend 
for the contrary if he sees fit to do so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. I quite agree with the Senator from Colorado 
in what he has said regarding interruptions, but I should like to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. TELLER. That you can do, and I will answer it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should be glad, with the permission of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], if I may include his col- 
league [Mr. PATTERSON] in that permission. Does the Senator 
from Colorado think or contend—perhaps that is a better way to 
put it—that under the treaty of 1846 the United States is not now 
entitled to free transit across the Isthmus of Panama? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will answer. 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean the treaty rights. 

Mr. TELLER. I will answer that by saying that I do not 
make any such contention. The treaty is still in existence; and 
if we were ever entitled to free transit, we are still entitled to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thatisa fair, lawyer-like answer, and I know 
of no man who can better permit interruption than the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Colombia has at no time inter- 
fered with our transit. She never has broken that agreement. 
There may have been times when she could not very well main- 
tain that quiet and order on the Isthmus which ought to have 
been maintained, but we took that treaty with that understand- 
ing. The then President of the United States recognized, when 
he submitted it, that it was a dangerous thing for us to agree to 

rotect the neutrality of the Isthmus; but he said for that we 
ave the guaranty that Colombia will maintain order there. 

Mr. SPOONER. If they did not we could. 

Mr. TELLER. We could under certain circumstances. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I stated- before, Mr. President, that the author- 
ities are unquestioned upon that point, and if I do not read them 
now I shall read them later, before I get through with this de- 
bate, so as to show that a guaranty of that kind is to begnforced 
by the party that makes it and that when they say they are un- 
able to do so, then we may undertake it, but not until then. 

Of course we could abandon that treaty; we could refuse to en- 
force it; we could say ‘‘it is nothing but idle wind; we are big 
enough and strong enough to do what the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN] said he would do,”’ but which. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I hope will never be done by this Government while I am a 
citizen thereof. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. Now I am going to have an interruption. 
{Laughter. } 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, when the Senator from Colo- 
rado alludes to the Senator from South Carolina in a manner 
which shows that he misunderstood the Senator from South Car- 
olina——- 

Mr. TELLER. The interruption of the Senator is very proper. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Itis nothing but fair that I shail be given an 





| opportunity to say what I meant, whether I said it or not 


Mr. TELLER. Allright. I shall be glad to have the Senator 
do so, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I simply said, or intended to say, that the 
President of the United States would occupy, in my estimation at 
least, a much higher place asan honorable man, and this Govern- 
ment itself would occupy a much cleaner position in international 
law and otherwise, if we, after Colombia had failed to give us any 


| treaty rights there, had said to her, ‘‘ We are acting for civiliza- 


tion; we want you to get out of the way. and we intend to make 
you get out of the way;’’ in other words, I would have said to her, 
** You are an obstructor in the great road of progress and of com- 
merce, and we, as the agents and the most interested parties to it, 


| say to you, ‘Get out of the road and let us build the canal.’”’ 


That would have been honorable and decent; but to get in the 
other attitude of obtaining a pretended claim there by the meth- 
ods of a sneak thief and then defend it by the attitude of a bully 
is a disgraceful episode in American diplomacy, [Laughter and 
manifestations of applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did misunderstand the Sena- 
tor. and I am glad he has set himself right. 

The Senator from Connecticut |Mr. PLATT] is insisting to know 
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whether I think we have any rights in Panama under the treaty. 
That is a question about which, of course, we might differ. Ithink 
we have still rights under the treaty, although I think Colombia 
could, in accordance with the laws of nations and by a righteous 
judgment on her part, if she saw fit, declare that that treaty was 
atanend. I think we have given an opportunity, an excuse, and 
a justifiable canse for hersaying that that treaty is now annulled. 
That is certainly true if that treaty is to be used by us to dis- 
member Colombia. There is no question better settled in inter- 
tional law than that when a treaty, no matter how solemnly 
made, shall become burdensome upon the people who made it, 
injurious and threatening to their welfare, it may be annulled, 
and the nullifier may stand before the world, not as a violator of 
treaties, not as a government of bad faith, but justified before 
mankind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. The proposition which the Senator states is 
undoubtedly, as a general proposition, correct; but does the Sen- 
ator mean to be understood as contending that that extends to 
servitudes for which payment has been made? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, Mr. President, the rule is this: That if 
the party annulling has received special benefits he must make 
compensation. That is recognized in Colombia to-day. Having 
received benefits from France to extend this canal-concession, 
they propose, if they abrogate that last concession which they talk 
about, to pay back the million dollarsthat theyreceived. We did 
not give to the Colombian Government anything for this conces- 
sion. They gave it to us. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President,if the Senator will pardon me, 
is he not mistaken? They granted to us, not onlyfor our citizens, 
but to our Government, the right of way or free transit across 
the Isthmus over the communications or lines then established, 
or such as might be thereafter constructed. What did we agree 
to pay for that? Not simply—and I do not want to interrupt the 
Senator’s speech—not simply the reciprocal obligations in the 
general sense, the favored nation’s benefits, and all that, but we 
agreed to guarantee the sovereignty or the rights of sovereignty 
of Colombia, and her rightful sovereignty and, efficaciously, neu- 
trality on the whole Isthmus. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me ask the Senator for how long did 
that guarantee extend under the treaty? 

Mr.SPOONER. At least solong as the treaty by its terms shall 
continue. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That was during the life of the treaty? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. With the right of either party to annul 
the treaty at the expiration of twenty years? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but neither party had given the one 
year’s notice which the treaty contemplated and required as pre- 
cedent to its termination. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator does not pretend that that 
was a perpetual right of free transit, but only a right so long as 
the treaty was in existence? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will tell the Senator what I do contend for 
if the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will permit me. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I contend that article 35 was local in its oper- 
ation. I contend that Colombia guaranteed to the United States 
during the life of the treaty—which no one can contend is now 
ended—the right of way or transit for the Government, its war 
ships, its munitions of war. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not take the time to discuss the ques- 
tion; I only want to state the position. 

Mr. TELLER. I can not carry on a discussion with two or 
three Senators at the same time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will limit myself to the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER], who needs no help from anybody. 
want to state a proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. State it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I contend that under article No. 85 of the 
treaty of 1846 New Granada, the United States of Colombia being 
the successor in the proprietorship of the territory and sovereignty 
over it, guaranteed to the United States during the life of the 
treaty the right of way or transit to the Government of the United 
States and its citizens across the Isthmus of Panama. I contend 
that that right or that guaranty was not limited to the line of 
railway transit. I contend, Mr. President—and I think no man 
can successfully deny it—that it embraced the Isthmus from its 
southeastern or southwestern boundary to Costa Rica. It applied 


I only | 
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United States guaranteed to New Granada and to her successor 
in ownership and sovereignty the rights of sovereignty in the en- 
tire Isthmus, as described in the beginning of the article, and her 
rights of property and the neutrality of the Isthmus. I admit 
that by the change in the status, the recognition of the Republic 
of Panama, the guaranty no longer binds the United States of 

Yolombia, but the grant which inhered in it and which Colombia 
had a right to make has descended to the Republic of Panama. 
and we stand with the Republic of Panama both as to our rig}; 
of way or transit and as to our consideration for it—the guaranty 
of neutrality, rights, or sovereignty and property—just where wo 
stood when the treaty was made as to New Granada. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President,if Panamais a government, they 
Panama has assumed whatever obligations Colombia had upon 
her. P 

Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 

Mr. TELLER. And, things being equal, she, on the contrary, 
is entitled to all the consideration we gave Colombia. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us see what Colombia did give to us. § 
did not give us the right to build a canal. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. TELLER. The President in one of his messages said the 
matter to be considered was whether, under this treaty, we had 
the right to go down there and build the canal and pay these 
people just what we saw fit. I do not use the language of the 
President, but the sentiment. 

Mr. SPOONER, That was the doctrine of international emi- 
nent domain. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I suppose that was it. 1 
was the point on which I tried hard yesterday to get the opi 
of the Senator from Wisconsin and failed. Now, if he will | 
mit me to ask him a question, I will ask him what he says as to 
the doctrine of international eminent domain? 

Mr. QUARLES. That was independent of the treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Independent of the treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. We have discussed a go6d many things outside 
of this treaty or any other. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from (olo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has asked me to answer a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. I asked the Senator a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not yet been quite able or willing— 
but this is a progressive age, and events follow each other very 
fast—to give my assent to the doctrine of international emin 
domain, broadly stated. If I understand that, it means that 
wherever 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. You asked the question. I will stop— 

Mr. TELLER. No; Iam glad to get the answer. I tried to 
get it. 

Mr. SPOONER. You did not get it yesterday, 

Mr. TELLER. I tried to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will try to answer to-day. If I understand 
that, it means that wherever a way, in the interest of a particular 
nation over the territory of another, can not be secured by agree- 
ment, that the nation which desires or thinks it needs it may take 
it viet armis. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr| s 
to me that is all there is toit. But it is not quite. So far as t! 
figure of it is concerned, yes. So far as the justice of it is con 
cerned, I am not so sure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not refer to the merits 
the proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am dealing with both, for there are two 
sides to every question. 

Now, I try to think honestly on subjects and on both sides of a 
subject, and the weakness which seemed to me to be inherent in 
the doctrine of international eminent domain is this: That 1! 
ciously it could only be exercised by a strong power over a weak 
power; and it involves more than that, too. It involves the de- 
termination, by the power which had concluded to take, first. of 
the public necessity. It could not act as the representative 0! 
world and say it was a necessity upon the part of the world, bu 
it seems to involve a public necessity on the part of the taker. ‘° 
the taker is to determine the necessity for the taking: the pu)lic 
use being its use; and it alsois to determine the damages wlic! 
should be paid by the taker to the owner. 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not quite through. Now,if the Sen:' 
from South Carolina—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I trust the Senator from Wisconsin will a!low 


to all the lines of communication which might thereafter during | me to move from one chair to another and to confer with one 0! 


the life of the treaty be constructed. 


my colleagues without presuming to indicate his dispieasure. 


I contend that in consideration of it the Government of the | [Laughter.] 












I have allowed the Senator from South Caro- 
{Laughter.] 


Mr. SPOONER. 
lina to move out of the Chamber without protest. 
Certainly I will not object—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was very much to your advantage that I 
left, too, [Laughter. } 

Mr. SPOONER. If that question were to be settled only by the 
Senator from South Carolina, he would speak excathedra, I might 
have something to say about it myself. 

Mr, TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to | 
ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Whenthe Senator from Wisconsin gets through | 
with his answer, I will. 











Mr. SPOONER. Iam trying to answer in a fair way—— 

Mr. TELLER. I know you are. 

Mr. SPOONER (continuing). 
Colorado put to me. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from South Carolina will wait 
until the Senator from Wisconsin gets through, I will yield to him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam very much obliged. 

Mr. SPOONER. My mind went that far with a decided trend 
adverse to the doctrine of international eminent domain. It did 
not stop there, nor will the mind of my friend, the Senator from 
Colorado, stop there, because he has been all his life before judi- 
cial tribunals and in an effort as an advocate and a jurist to get 
to the root of great questions. And so my mind harked back, 
before I had finished the consideration of the question, to the 
ancient doctrine, which no man will be more willing to admit or 
recognize than the Senator from Colorado—the way of necessity. 

If the Senator from Colorado owns an 80-acre tract of land and I 
owned all the land surrounding it, it has been the law for two hun- 
dred yearsthat,although Iam thesovereignovermy land,theowner 
of it, I could not prevent him from access to his land. Could I? | 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the law—not for a public use, either, | 
but for your use, a private use. That has been called a way of 
necessity. Because if the Senator from Colorado has not an ulti- | 
mate right against my will to reach his land by a way over my | 
land, he would not own his land, in truth. I would own it, for 
he could not use it, and I could dictate to him the price upon | 
which it could be utilized by him or by me. I could say to him: | 
‘You can never put your foot upon it,’’ which denies your own- | 
ership, takes it for myself for spite or selfishness, although you 
have paid for it, not I. So the justice of the world has said that | 
although your use over my land would be a private use, it is the 
inexorable justice of God, palpable, inherent in the relation of 
man to man in the use of property, that it is not for me to take 
away from you your ownership of your land in its beneficial | 
enjoyment. 

Mr. President, that doctrine is universally settled. I am not 
refining. I mean to say to my friend the Senator from Colorado 
just what troubles me on one side and the other of this doctrine 
of international eminent domain, and there is no partisanship in | 
what I say. If there is a doctrine of private way of necessity, I | 
am not sure that in the last analysis any lawyer can deny that | 
there may be, in the interest of humanity, of civilization, of uni- 
versal commerce, an international way of necessity. 

Mr. PATTERSON rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Excuse me for a moment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Excuse me for a moment. 


The question the Senator from 








Mr. PATTERSON. A question right here. 
Mr. SPOONER. Notright here. Wait a moment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
declines to yield. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have a question which I want you to | 
answer in connection with what you are saying. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not be—— 
wn TELLER. I want to get the answer of the Senator from 

isconsin. 

PR ee I desire to answer the senior Senator from 

Olorado, 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to see where you are coming out. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will tell you where I am coming out. 

Mr, PATTERSON. What of the action of the President in 
Panama on that ground? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what is the matter with this whole 
business—the action of the President; the action of the President. 
We will take care of the action of the President. Iam not now 
discussing that. The President has not had occasion to invoke 
this doctrine, and I will undertake to demonstrate before we are 
through with this debate that from beginning to end the Presi- 
dent of the United States has acted in strict accordance with 
treaty obligations and international law. But the Senator at- 
tempted to bring me down—down from the question which I was 
discussing on principle to the action in a particular case. Mr. 
President, the great Senator from Colorado put to me a question 


The Senator from Wisconsin 
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he had a right to put, and which demanded of me, as a lawyer, a 


fair, frank answer. I am attempting to give it. 

Now, if I may have the Senator’s attention for a moment, I had 
gotten in my answer to the way of necessity, recognized by the 
courts of our country and every country, a doctrine born long 
ago, resting upon no technical principle of law, but born out of 
justice between man and man. 


Now, has it any application to this subject? And that brings 


| me to the point which, mainly because of the intervention of the 


Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from Tennessee and 
others, I have not yet been able to present to my friend the Sena- 
tor from Colorado. Suppose there were but one practicable route 
across the Isthmus. Suppose 10 miles of land in one spot only in 
this western world could be utilized for a canal to enable ships to 
sail from ocean to ocean. Involving what? Infinitely more than 
your little interest in the land surrounded by mine. That would 
be the interest of yourself and your family, dear to you—nothing 
could be dearer—and because dear to you and necessary to you 
and those you love and for whom you toil, recognized by the law. 
But what interest would be involved in the right of transit, 8 miles 
or 10, the only one possible between the two oceans? The lives, 
the safety of all the brave men of every land and nativity who go 
down to the sea in ships, saving 10,000 miles of navigation, dan- 
gerous to life, as the pitiful history of the sea has demonstrated 
in all these years. 

Nor is that all. So far as we are concerned, it involves the 
safety of the Republic, because it connects one coast of the United 
States and its cities with another. Nor is that all, Mr. President. 
It conserves the commerce of all the world in steam and in sail- 
ing ships. 

The Senator from Colorado is a foeman worthy of the steel of 
any man I have ever seen here or elsewhere in the law. I say it 
because it comes from my heart, but my mind gives full approval 
of it as it falls from my lips. What will my friend from Colorado 
say? Itis yet an open question with me. Ido not know. But 
will my friend from Colorado say that if there be one spot only, 
a few miles in length, to join the oceans, with all it involves to 
humanity, to commerce, and the Government owning it says, “* It 
never shall be opened; go around Cape Horn forever and forever; 


| pay us untold millions, billions; let the combined world contribute 


and make us richer than all the dreams of national avarice—you 
can not, even paying us that sum, wed these oceans. Hands off!”’ 
Is there in the last analysis no international way of necessity? 

Mr. TELLER rose. e 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me add only a word to my friend from 
Colorado. Idonot know. Idonotsay. I have only presented 
to the Senator and the Senate the considerations which on both 
sides have occurred to me about it. Iam not ready absolutely 
to assert it, and upon my honor I do not find myself able abso- 
lutely to deny it. That is all. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble with this debate, and it has been 
all the way through, is that we debate things that do not exist. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator asked me about international 
eminent domain, 

Mr. TELLER. 
with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus in the chair). Sena- 
tors, these unseemly interruptions must stop. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Chair is entirely right, and I will 
offend no more while the present occupant is in the chair. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Wisconsin raises a question 
of doubt upon a condition that has not existed and can not exist 
anywhere in the world. There is no such place as he describes. 
The Isthmus of Panama is one route across the continent; the 
Nicaragua route is another; the Tehuantepec is another, and the 
Darien is another. They are four which have been considered. 
The Panama and the Darien routes are both inside of the same 
province. The Nicaragua is an entirely different route, and be- 
fore I get through I am going to show that the consensus of man- 
kind has been in favor of the Nicaragua route ever since the sur- 
veys have been made, but I am not going to take that up now. 

The President foreshadows in his message that he is inclined to 
the opinion about which the Senator from Wisconsin says he is in 
doubt. I am somewhat embarrassed by the compliments which 
the Senator from Wisconsin has paid me as a lawyer, and I sup- 
pose, under cover of modesty,I might at least pretend to be in 
doubt, but I have no doubt whatsoever. There is not any inter- 
national law of eminent domain. Of course we can make such a 
law. International law can be made by the nations of the earth as 
they see fit. I suppose if all the nations should declare that the 
prohibiting state should open the way and did not open the way 
they could take steps to open it by an appeal to the last move that 
there is in controversies between nations—that is, by war it could 
be done; but that is the only way it could be done. 

There is nosuch doctrine in the books as the President sug- 
gests. There is not any such doctrine in international law any- 


I did, and I have an answer, and I am satisfied 
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where. There never can be any such doctrine. The case the 
Senator presented involves individual interests. In such a case 
there is a tribunal, provided by law, to which the parties to the 
controversy can go. When the king owns the land and declines 
to allow it to be used, it can Le taken from him for any public 
purpose. But there is a tribunal to determine, first, whether it 
is needed for this public purpose, and, secondly, what the damage 
is to the party whose land is taken. No such tribunal exists in 
this case, and none will ever be created. You may make all the 
statutes for arbitration that you choose, and you will never find 


any nation voluntarily submitting a question of that kind to a | 


court of arbitration any more than you would find a nation sub- 
mitting to a court of arbitration the question whether or not it is 
a sovereign. As long asitis asovereign power it has control over 
its land, over its borders, and everything within it belongs to the 
sovereign. Whether it be a republic or a monarchy does not 
matter. 

The suggestion made by the President of the United States in 
his message—that it was a matter to be considered whether we 
could not go there—is in violation of the fundamental rights of 
Colombia and is an offense against Colombia of which Colombia 
has a right to complain. We have been compelled to answer as a 
nation for less offenses than that, which is a declaration, at least, 
of a right on our part to take without Colombia’s consent a portion 
of her territory; or, if not a declaration of such right, a suggestion 
that we may claim such right. Thelaw books lay it down that the 
denial of the sovereignty of a state is a declaration of war. If 
the sovereign state against whom it is made sees fit to take it up, 
she will be justified in saying she will goto war. What do you 
suppose would happen if we announced the right to take a portion 
of Canada without reference to the consent either of Canada or 
Great Britain? Do you not believe Great Britain would complain 
in terms which would require us to apologize or fight? One way 
or the other, and that pretty quick. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] put 
in his speech the other day the exact language of the President, 
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by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned 
Isthmus, with the view that the free transit from the one to the other sea 
may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty 
exists; and in consequence— 


That is all the concession made to us by Colombia or New 
Granada— 
the United States also guarantee, in the same manner, the rights of sover- 
eignty and property which New Granada has and possesses over the said 
territory. 

Mr. President, there is nothing in the treaty that gives us the 
right to build a canal there, and if, as suggested by the President 
in his message, we are to go there and take possession of it be- 
cause we had not such a concession as we wanted, it must be by 
virtue of some unknown power, and that is the new suggestion 
that there is an international law of eminent domain, to which 
we may appeal. 

There is not anything of that kind on the face of the earth. 
There never has been and there never will be. The nations of 
the earth will never submit to that. The great strong nations 
might, but the little nations will not. Russia might be willing 
to believe that that was a good doctrine to put in the new inter- 
national law. The combined powers of Europe might be willing 
to do it. Would we be willing to assert that it was the law that 
some nation with a strong hand could say to us, ‘* You have some- 
thing that you have got to divide with us or give up to us?” 
Would it satisfy if the claim was made in the interest of ‘‘col- 
lective civilization?’’ 

That is an abdication of sovereignty that no nation is going to 
make. Itispreposterous,inmy judgment, to talk aboutit. What 
may not be demanded of a nation under that claim of interest of 
collective civilization? 

I know, Mr. President, that if Colombia had declined to give 


| us the right of way we would have the power to take that right 


and for fear I may not get it just right Iam going to read what | 


the President said: 


A second alternative was that by the close of the session on the last day of 
October, without the ratification of the treaty by Colombia and without any 
steps taken by Panama, the American Congress on assembling early in No- 
vember would be confronted with a situation in which there had been a fail 
ure to come to terms as to building the canal along the Panama route, and 
yet there had not been a lapse of a reasonable time—using the word reason- 
able in any proper sense—such as would justify the Administration going to 
the Nicaragua route. 

Later I shall speak of what is a reasonable time and what I 
think was the province of the Executive in that particular. 

My intention was to consult the Congress as to whether under such cir 
cumstances it would not be proper to announce that the canal was to be dug 
forthwith; that we would give the terms that we had offered and no others, 
and that if such terms were not agreed to we would enter into an arrange- 
ment with Panama direct or take what other steps were needful in order to 
begin the enterprise. 

When this suggestion was made Panama was a part of Colombia. 

The President of the United States must have gone on the theory 
that Colombia was under some obligation under the treaty to let 
us build this canal. I wish to read again this treaty: 

The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist or that may be hereafter 
constructed, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, there is no grant to us of a right to build a 
canal. There is not even a suggestion in this treaty that we were 
going to build a canal, and at that time we had never dreamed of 


of building a canal. In all the many years this matter has been 
discussed in the Senate, it is only within the last few years that 
the suggestion has been made by anybody that the Government 
of the United States was going to build the canal, and we have 
never had, and we have not now, any kind of a permission to build 
a canal across the Isthmus from Colombia. That is what the 
recent treaty with Colombia was trying to obtain, and if we had 
had a treaty which did give us that right, of course we need not 
have gone to the trouble of trying to get a new treaty. 

Now, Mr. President, what did we do? Let me read this treaty 
again, because it is not fairly presented here, it seems to me, by 
those who contend that the Government of the United States had 
granted favors that would require the continuance of this treaty, 
or compensation to us if it was annulled: 

And, in order to secure to themselves— 

That is. the United States— 
the tranquil and constant enjoyment of these advantages— 

That is, the advantage of free transit— 
and as an especial compensation for the said advantages and for the favors 
they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles of this treaty 

Favors that New Granada had extended to us— 
the United States guarantee, positively and efficaciously, to New Granada, 


of way; but we would have it just as a robber takes a man by the 
throat and takes his pocketbook, because he wants it and has the 
power, and with no greater moral right. 

There is no condition anywhere on the face of this earth that 


| would justify such a doctrine, certainly not on the Isthmus when 


you have an open way by the Nicaraguan route—a better way, as 


| hundreds of men, thousands of men believe, I repeat, and I shall 
| perhaps show later the consensus of opinion of the engineers of 


| last, a special message concerning this question. 


| tillit has shownits ability to maintain its independence. 


| 


the world has been for the last forty years in favor of the Nicara- 
guan route and against the Panama route. When 400 of the en- 
gineers of the world and the scientific men met in May, 1879, in 
Europe, called together at Paris by the Geographic Society of 
France to consider this question, every American engineer there, 
every English engineer there, and the engineers from other coun- 
tries, with the exception of the French, were in favor of the Nica- 
raguan route. Twocommittees were appointed, and both of them 
reported in favor of the Nicaraguan route against the Panaman 
route. 

Iam going to take that up later, and so I do not propose to go 
into it in extenso, except to say that I will not undertake to pass 
on the question what we should do if the world were made differ- 
ently from what it is, if God Almighty had given only one method 
of getting across that Isthmus. The question is not what might 
then be the necessities of the commerce of the world. But I do 
not believe myself from any standpoint, if it was true, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Wisconsin, that there was but one 
route, that our nation would be justified in taking charge of if 
in the interest of commerce or in the interest of the nations of 
the earth. If that was to be done, then it should be done by the 


a : : ; | combined powers of the world and not by one nation. 
building a canal, nor for forty-odd years afterwards did we dream | P 7 > 


Mr. President, some time ago I started out to answer some 
questions the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr] asked of me 
about this treaty, and I was interrupted by the colloquy which 
took place between the Senator from Wisconsin and others. | 
have the President’s message sent to us on the 4th day of January 
It is a defense 
of the President made by himself. The Senator from Wisconsin 
says that the President has not intervened. The President ad- 
mits that he has intervened. He tells us why he intervened, and 
here itis. The President goes on to say: 

I have not denied, nor do I wish to deny, either the validity or the propricty 
of the general rule that a new state should not be ea ee = 
s rule is deri\ 
from the principle of nonintervention, and as a corollary of that prin ple 

has generally been observed by the United States. 

The term ‘“‘generally’’ does not belong there. It has always 
been observed heretofore by the Government of the United 
States. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
the document? 

Mr. TELLER. Page 22. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorade 


Will the Senator please give the page 0! 


yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

















1904. 





Mr. TELLER. It is his last message, the one of the 4th of 
January. He goes on to say: 


But, like the principle from which it is deduced, the rule is subject to ex- 
ceptions; and there are, in my opinion, clear and imperative reasons why a 
departure from it was justified and even required in the present instance. 


Now, let us see, Mr. President. 

These reasons embrace, first, our treaty rights— 

The President himself did not care to stand upon that. He was 
not quite confident that the opinion of the world would support 
him upon that. Neither would it do so, But he goes further: 


Second, our national interests and safety. 


Mr. President, it is possible that our national interest might 
have been involved. I submit here that there is no reason for 
making the statement that the national safety was involved. The 
power of intervention is one that is given to every nation in the 
world. Under the rules that have been laid down by the law 
writers and the practice of the world, as I have stated, noninter- 
vention is the duty when there is a conflict such as it is said ex- 
ists between Colombia and Panama. That is the first principle. 
Keep your hands off. It is declared over and over again that 
recognition with intervention is an act of war. 

Now, Mr. President, whoever intervenes, the burden of proof 
is on him to show that there was a case. Now, I do not say but 
that a case might not be made where the absolute safety of a na- 
tion depended upon intervention. I think the power of the state 
to intervene in sucha case is unquestioned; but that is a power 
which carries with it the obligation to make it good by force of 
arms if the other side objects. It is a declaration of war, and 
while it might not be accepted as such, as I said, by little Colom- 
bia, it would be accepted if you made it against any of the great 
powers of the world. 

The President had a new reason that is not found in the books: 


Third, the interests of collective civilization. 


I understand that means to say that a nation like ours, when- 
ever it thinks an act is in the interest of the civilization of man- 
kind, is unrestrained in its acts. 

We are one of the great powers of the world, but we have as 
much interest in the maintenance of the small governments of 
the world as any nation on the face of the earth. Ifthere is any- 
thing to-day that threatens the peace of mankind, that threatens 
the liberty of the world, that threatens to take us back into the 
days of barbarism, it is the combinations of great nations and the 
growth of more than one. 

This is the time when the nation should stand for justice and for 
right and stand by the laws that have been recognized for the 
government of men in war and peace between nations and not go 


to making new and untried and unreasonable provisions for a new | 


international law because some special interest of ours may be 
served or some wish of ours gratified. 

Why. that doctrine would justify the great power of Russia to 
sweep down across Asia and compel 400,000,000 Chinamen to bow 
toher behest. That would enable her to justify herself before the 
conscience of the world. If she shall destroy Japan and make ita 
province of hers, she can but declare that ‘‘the interest of collective 
civilization demands it, and that is enough to justify me in this 
act,’ if such is the law that governs nations. 


Oh, Mr. President, that we should have lived to this hour to | 


see the attempt to commit the American people to such a doctrine 
as this! But, Mr. President, it is not an American doctrine. It 


is the doctrine of the autocrat, the doctrine of power, and the doc- | and to republican principles to make a republic. 


trine that might makes right. It has never been either a feature 
of American administration or of American sentiment, and I do 
not believe it ever will be. 
ground that we would be benefited if we took this action and 
that it was in our interest commercially to take it, but we would 
be acting in violation not only of the laws of nations, but of the 
plain and positive dictates of justice. I will for the present leave 
this question. 


Mr. President, I am not going to conclude to-night, but before | 


I do quit I want to say a few words about the recognition of the 
Government of Panama, and later I shall take up some other 
features of the case. 

I have shown (and I have not taken the time to read all the au- 
thorities) that there was no element in this transaction that jus- 
tified the recognition of that so-called republic. I now deny that 
it isa republic. I deny that it is a government; I deny that it 
has any standing before mankind according to international law 
that justifies it to be called a government. You cannot change a 
fact by a theory. By declaring it you do not create a fact. By 
recognition you are supposed to recognize a fact that exists; but 
if it does not exist—that is, it has the qualities of a state—it does 
not have such qualities because you say it does. There is no gov- 
ernment there. 


You may defend the President on the | 
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But the President of the United States says they have estab- 
lished a government down there, republican in form, and there- 
fore he welcomes it into the family of nations. This so-called 
Government of Panama had in the city of New York a French 
citizen, and they accredited him here as a representative of that 
new Government. The Administration made haste to recognize 
the rebellion or revolution, or whatever it is, as a successful one. 
But, as I said before, they took the precaution to protect that 
Government by saying to Colombia, ‘‘ You must not interfere 
with it;’’ and the President knew, and every man here knows, 
that if it had not done that there would not have been any pre- 
tended government there—would not have been a revolution if it 
had not been known we were going to do what we did do. 

Now, is it a government? How many men did they have there? 
Some say eight; not many more than that. It was not an uprising 
of the people; it was an uprising of about a dozen or fifteen mem. 
They formed what they call down there a “‘ junta,”’ or a commis- 
sion. Then they sent up here a minister. Had the people ever 
been consulted? And if they had, Mr. President, if all Panama 
and every man in it had risen up and said, ‘‘ I am in favor of this 
secession,’’ it would not destroy the right of Colombia to contest it 
with them. That was her right until we refused to let her exer- 
cise it. Mr. President,we hadawar. Ihave spoken of it before. 
States went out of the Union. 

Mr. SPOONER. They tried to go out. 

Mr. TELLER. They raised armies and levied war upon the 
nation. They flewa flag of theirown. They had the recognition 
of the world as belligerents and came near having the recognition 
of the great powers of the earth as an independent government. 
We fought them. We did not fight them upon the theory that 
the people of the South were not in accord with the action of the 
so-called Confederate government. Had you taken the vote you 
would have found an almost unanimous vote all through the South 
for separationfrom us. Wefought them on the ground that they 
were a part of the Government of the United States, and we de- 
nied to them the right to go off, although we did not deny the 
right of revolution, and as a nation we never have at any time 
denied it. But we said, ‘‘ You must submit your efforts at revo- 


| lution to the test of war, and if we can compel you to lay down 
| your arms and obey the law, you have got to do that.”’ 


After 
four years of war and after we had destroyed one-half of the ac- 
cumulated wealth of the nation up to the time the war began we 
compelled a cessation of arms, and I believe we did it in the in- 
terest of humanity, in the interest of the people, not only of the 
North, but the people of the South and of all the world. 

Mr. President, the consensus of opinion in Panama may be all 
right to justify the men who created that revolution; it may be 
all right for us when the time comes when they have demon- 
strated their ability to maintain government; it may be right 


| enough for us then to recognize it as a government, but they have 


no government there now. Up to this hour they have nothing 
known to the world asa government; and yet the President, in 
his reception of this so-called minister, this Frenchman, says that 
a government was organized down there, republican in form. 

I do not know that Iam capable of determining what a republic 
is any more, but I do know what it has been for many, many long 
years. I know what it was more than sixty years ago. 1 have 
seen it in its strength and its glory, and I know that it does not mean 
that a dozen men can form a government and name it a republic 
and thereby make it a republic. I knowthatit must have repub- 
lican ideas, and the people must agree to republican sentiments 
You can not 
make it by a declaration. Yet that is what is done at Panama. 
Three of these so-called men notify the Government of the United 
States that they have created a republic—without a legislature, 
without submitting it to the people, without taking the opinion of 
the people of Panama on any subject-—and the Government of 
the United States says: ‘‘ Oh, yes; they are a republic in form,” 


| because they labeled it a republic. 


Now, Mr. President, this minister presented his credentials, 
and the President said: 

Mr. Minister, Iam much gratified to receive the letters whereby you are 
accredited to the Government of the United States in the capacity of envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the Republic of Panama 

Now, let us see who are the fellows who gave the credentials. 
I have it here somewhere. 

(Telegram—Translation.] 


PANAMA, Ni nber 5, 1903. 
(Received 8.48 p. m.) 


ve) 


SECRETARY OF STATE, Washington: 
We notify you that we have appointed Sefior Philippe Bunau-Varilla con- 

fidential agent of the ee of Panama near your Government, and Dr. 

Francisco V. de la Espriella minister of foreign affairs. 

ARANGO. 

BoypD. 

ARIAS. 
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Who elected these men? Nobody. They assumed the right to 
act, and they have been protected in that right by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. P 


I want to finish this, and I wish Senators would pay a little | . ; 1 
. | of the pension laws, the name of Patrick J, Conway, late captain Company G, 


attention to it. 


In accordance with its long-established rule, this Government has taken 
cognizance of the act of the ancient territory of Panama in reasserting the 
right of self-control and, seeing in the recent events on the Isthmus an un- 
opposed expression of the will of the people of Panama— 


I do not know how the President learned that, for no vote of 


any kind had been taken and has not yet been taken— 


and the confirmation of their declared independence by the institution of a 
de facto government, republican in form and spirit, and alike able and re- 


solved to discharge the obligations pertaining tosovereignty, we have entered | 


into relations with the new Republic. It is fitting that we should do so now, 
as we did nearly a century ago, when the Latin peoples of America pro- 


claimed the right of popular government, and it is equally fitting that the | 


United States should, now as then, be the first to stretch out the hand of fel- 


lowship and to observe toward the new-born State the rules of equal inter- | 


course that regulate the relations of sovereignties toward one another. 

I feel that I express the wish of my countrymen in assuring you, and 
through you the people of the Republic of Panama, of our earnest hope and 
desire that stability and prosperity shall attend the new State, and that, in 
harmony with the United States, it may be the 
untold benefit to the civilized world through the opening of a highway of 
universal commerce across its exceptionally favored territory. 

For yourself, Mr. Minister, I wish success in the discharge of the important 
mission to which you have been called. 


That was a mission to make a treaty. 
through the farce of making a treaty with the accredited agent 
of these three men. 
a statement that that isa government republican in form. The 
President of the United States has a right to recognize a govern- 


ment if it is a government, although it may be the most auto- | 
cratic, vicious, and violent in the world, but he has not any right, | 
in my judgment, to give it a character that it does not possess, | 
and a character which it will never be able to maintain, unless it | 


is with our moral aid and with the aid of our arms. 
Mr. President, I had expected when I commenced my remarks to 


conclude them to-day, but I have had so many interruptions, and | 


s0 many speeches have been made inside of mine, very much im- 


connected, for I have been compelled to change my plan of dis- 


cussion to a considerable extent by the interruptions—that I have | 


been unable to do so. I therefore ask that I may be allowed to 
resume my remarks on another occasion. I shall be ready to goon 
whenever the Senate is in session and it will be in order for me 
to do so. 

[Mr. TELLER’s entire speech will be published after it shall 
have been concluded. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
made of the pending resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may go over and be the order on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolutions were made the order for Monday immediately after 
the completion of the routine morning business. 


What disposition shall be 


Mr. ALLISON. Then I will say that the pending resolution | 


go over subject to the order already made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
mmanimous consent that the pending resolution retain its place, 
subject to the order hitherto made by the Senate. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. C. R. 


McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had | 
passed a bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for the legisla- | 
tive. executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the | 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; in which | 
| the third time, and passed. 


it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION 


Mr. McCUMBER. 
proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension cases on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of unobjected pension cases om the Calendar. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and that orderis made. The 
first pension bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


PATRICK J. CONWAY. 


’ The bill (S. 2298) granting a pension to P. J. Conway was an- 
nounced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


BILLS. 





vidential instrument of | 


Mr. Hay also sends to our consul down there | 





I ask unanimous consent that the Senate | 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


_That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


Ninety-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension 
to Patrick J. Conway.”’ 

VICTORIA M. STEELE. 

The bill (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria 
M. Steele was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name ef Victoria M. Steele, widow of 
Samuel Steele, late chaplain Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer | 


| fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that sho 
Mr. President, we go | 


is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALLEN W. (ALIAS ALBERT) HALL. 


The bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen W., 
(alias Albert) Hall was considered as in Committee of the Who!e. 


| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Allen W. 


(alias Albert) Hall, late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 


| month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
proving mine, no doubt, but probably rendering it somewhat dis- | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCES GRAY. 

The bill (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray 


| Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Frances Gray, widow of John F.S8. Gray, 
late captain Company A, Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantr; 
and captain and assistant adjutant-general, United States Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now r 


| ceiving. 
The Post-Office investigation | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ameud- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY VON KUSSEROW. 

The bill (S. 980) granting an increase of pension to Mary Von 
Kusserow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitat 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary Von Kusserow, widow of Charles \ 
Kusserow, late captain Company D, Thirty-second New York Indepen 
Battery, and lieutevent-colonel Second Regiment United States Veteran ‘ 
unteers, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of tha 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am: 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 1 


ALDRIDGE PATTERSON. 
The bill (S. 1938) granting an increase of pension to Aldrids' 
Patterson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with «0 


| amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and inset 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 


| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limita' 


of the pension laws, the name of Aldridge Patterson, late of Company FE. > 
ond Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pensi 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amen 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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ABNER B, EDSON, 


The bill (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 
Edson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Company,”’’ to strike out | 

| 

| 

| 








‘‘ of’? and insert ‘‘ second lieutenant;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ete laws, the name of Abner B. Edson, late second 
lieutenant Company C, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EBENEZER WING. 


The bill (S. 2496) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer | 
Wing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’ and insert ‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ebenezer Wing, late of Com- 
pany D, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE PENNINGTON, 


The bill (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George 
Pennington was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | 
* fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-six;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Pennington, late of 
Company M, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrogsed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FINLEY T. JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 
Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘dollars,’’ to strike out | 
“twenty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Finley T. Johnson, late of 
Company D, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BENTON D. BITNER. 


The bill (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 
Bitner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’ and insert ‘“‘ twenty-four; ”’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benton D. Bitner, late of | 
Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 
ceiving. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ‘ ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES REED. 
The bill (S, 2236) granting an increase of pension to James Reed 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ’ 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,”’ to strike out 
** thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ao isions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Reed, late of Company 
G, One hundred and forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


DELIA B, STUART. 


The bill (S. 2858) granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 
Stuart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty ;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Delia B. Stuart, widow of 


John Stuart, late of Battery H, Second Regiment United States Artillery, 
and Company A, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS BRATTON, 


The bill (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bratton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
nsion laws, the name of Thomas Bratton, late of 
Company H, Sixth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of 320 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in: 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARIT JOHNSON, 


The bill (S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ and,’’ to insert the words 
‘*war with Spain;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marit Johnson, dependent 
mother of John E. Johnson, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment Min- 
nesota Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SUSAN FENNO. 
The bill (S. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whale. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Susan Fenno, widow of Amos B 
Fenno, late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantr) 


and pay her a pension atthe rate of $8 per month, such pension to 
upon proof that the soldier is living. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE M. LINCH. 
The bill (S. 2688) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linch was announced as next in order. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that that bill may be passed over, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 
OWEN E. NEWTON. 
The bill (S. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Owen E. 
Newton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill will be passed over, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


SOS 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Owen E. Newton, late of Twelfth Independ- 
ent Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET BILLINGS. 

The bill (S. 2712) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Billings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enactiny clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Harriet Billings, widow of Henry Billings, 
late of Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster Eighty-fifth Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. HORN, 


The bill (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Horn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of ’’ 
and insert ‘* captain;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ 
to strike out ‘*‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Horn, late cap 
tain Company D, Eighty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SETH H. CRAIG. 

The bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth L. 
Craig was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Seth H. Craig, late second lieutenant Com- 
pany C, Powell's Battalion, Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and Company F, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Seth H. Craig.”’ 

GEORGE OLSEN. 

The bill (S. 2440) granting an increase of pension to George 
Olsen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘late,’’ to strike out 
**chaplain,’’ and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out ‘* twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bs, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Olsen, late of Com- 
pany E, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT MARSHALL. 

The bill (S. ) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Marshall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Marshall, 
late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infan- 
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try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALPHEUS FAWCETT. 


The bill (S. 2668) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Fawcett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Alpheus Fawcett, 
late of Company G, Eighty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELEANOR H. HORD, 


The bill (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Wil- 
liam T. Hord was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Eleanor H. Hord, widow of William T. Hord, 
late medical director, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eleanor H. Hord.”’ 


THOMAS WILLIAMS, ALIAS THOMAS W, LENNOX, 


The bill (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Williams, alias Thomas W. Lennox, 
late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Arti! 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Willianis, alias Thomas W. Lennox.”’ 

HENRY H. HOUGHTON. 

The bill (S. 1689) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Houghton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word **Sharpshooters,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘ Volunteer;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘fifty’? and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to make the bill 

read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry H. Houghton, late 
Company H, Second Regiment United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now r 
ceiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE A. SEEBOLD. 

The bill (S. 2128) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Seebold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. in line 8, before the word ‘and,’’ to insert ‘ and 
Company F, Eleventh Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps;’’ and in 
line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to strike out *‘ thirty-six ’’ and 
insert ‘‘twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herebs ; 
aut horiz od and directed to pla ‘e on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George A. Seebold, late of 
Company E, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company F, Eleventh Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

| the third time, and passed. 
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FREDERICK BELLMAN, 


The bill (S. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bellman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
“The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
:mendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘fifty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Bellman, late of | 
Cot pany BE, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
ion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


pen 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEVI B. LEWIS. 

The bill (S. 3166) granting an increase of pension to Levi B. 
Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
fifty’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi B. Lewis, late of Com- 
any C, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. JELLISON, 


The bill (S. 2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Jellison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ First 
Maine Artillery’’ and insert *‘Company C, First Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of ‘the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Jellison, late of 
Company C, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 dollars per month in leu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. LARKIN. 


The bill (S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Larkin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Regiment,’’ to strike out 
“First’’ and insert ‘‘ Fifth;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James E. Larkin, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN ADAMSON, 


The bill (S. 1289) granting an increase of pension to John Adam- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty ’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Adamson, late of Com- 
pny C, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
Sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 1242) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an ! 
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amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘** thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior-be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Davis, late of Com- 
pany C, Twenty-ninth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

1im a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


J. HUDSON KIBBE. 


The bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 
Kibbe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was _ oe from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert 
‘*twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. Hudson Kibhbe, late of 
Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EMMA M’FARLAND, 


The bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
McFarland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the words ‘* United States Navy,’’ to 


| insert ‘‘ United States ship Supply;’’ so as to make the bili read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma McFarland, widow of 
Edmund McFarland, late of United States ship Supply, United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

5 z 
the third time, and passed. 
ALONZO MOSES. 

The bill (S. 2374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Moses was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the oa laws, the name of Alonzo Moses, late of Com- 
pany H, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recs 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN H. WHEELER. 

The bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
Wheeler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘‘ thirty-six’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin H. Wheeler, late of 
Company B, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS ROY. 

The bill (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Francis Roy, late of Compary K. Eleventh 
Regiment Vermont Volunteers (First Heavy Artillery), and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


iving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMBROSE 


The bill (S. 1911) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose 
W. Severance was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the i _—— laws, the name of Ambrose W. Severance, late of Company D, 
Second Battalion. Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay 


W. SEVERANCE, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ame) 


| ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 


| the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. BOOKER. 
The bill (S. 1912) granting a pension to Joseph W. Booker \ 


| considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELIJAH FARR. 


The bill (S. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Elijah Farr, late of Company D, First Regi- 


ment, and Company H, Twelfth Regiment, Vermont Volunteer Infantry,and | 
pay him a pensionat the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he isnow receiving | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CLARA M, GIHON. 


The bill (S. 128) granting an increase of pension to Clara M. 
Gihon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“fifty ’’ and insert “‘ thirty-six;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara M. Gihon, widow of 
Albert L. Gihon, late a medical director, United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
, 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MELINDA H. CHAPMAN, 


The bill (S. 2643) granting an increase of pension to Melinda J. 
Chapman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘*Chapman,’’ to strike 
out the initial ‘‘ J.’’ and insert ‘‘ H.;’’ and in line 8, after the word 
“and,’’ to strike out ‘‘Company’’ and insert “first lieutenant 
and adjutant; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Melinda H. Chapman, widow 
of Adolphus J. My my late of Company C, Second Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and first lieutenant and adjutant, Fourteenth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Melinda H. Chapman.”’ 


JOSEPH ROBERTS. 
The bill (S. ) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the words ‘‘ United States,’’ to in- 


ono” 


wend 


sert ‘‘ Regiment;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘* Veteran,”’ | 


to strike out ‘“‘ Volunteers ’’ and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Roberts, late of Com- 

ny C, Seventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, 

‘ourth Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to, 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit} 
amendments, in line 8, b2fore the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strik: 
‘thirty’? and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ and in the same line, a 
the word ‘‘ month,’’ to insert *‘ in lieu of that he is now receivin 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph W. Booker, |: 
Company H, Twenty-second Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, an: 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rec: 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the an 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, re: 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph W. Booker.”’ 


CHARLES CUMMINGS. 


The bill (8. 2373) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Cummings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Third,’ to insert ** Kezi- 
ment;’’ in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Infantry,’’ to insert ‘* Volun- 
teer;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’? and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Cummings, la! 
Company G, Third Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 
ing. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ameni- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HAMLET F, ROBERTS. 

The bill (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet I. 
Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out 
Company A”’ and insert ‘‘ second lieutenant Company G;”’ andin 
line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out *‘ fifty ’’ and insert 
‘*thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hamlet F. Roberts. 
ond lieutenant Company G, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Vo! 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA C, LOTHROP. 


The bill (S. 2230) granting an increase of pension to 
Lothrop was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions v 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘of’’ where it oc 
first time, to strike out the name ‘‘ Mary’”’ and insert ‘* Ma' 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, emnpers to the p! 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda C. Lothro) 
of John P. Lothrop, late of Company E, Fortieth Regiment Massa 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per u 

| lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a1 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
the third time, and passed. 

| The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting 
| crease of pension to Matilda C. Lothrop.”’ 
LEONARD G, FREEMAN, 

The bill (S. 2642) granting an increase of pension to Leon 

| Freeman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensio! 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘“‘and,’’ to stmk 












‘‘Maine Regiment’’ and insert ‘‘ Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry;’ and in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,”’ to strike out 
twenty-five’ and insert ‘‘ twenty; ’’ soas to make the bill read: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
+horized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leonard G. Freeman, late of 
(ompany D, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
nsion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD A. COTTING, 


The bill (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Cotting was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Heavy,’’ to insert ‘‘ Vol- 
unteer,’’ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty ’’? and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ soas to make the bill read: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward A. Cotting, late of 
Company B, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
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and in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’ to strike out “ thirty’ 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Pritchard, widow of 
Levi Pritchard, late major, Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now | 


receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ments were concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY H. ALLEN. 


The bill (S. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. Allen was con- | 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary H. Allen, former widow of 
George A. Wiggins, late of Company B, Second Regiment New 


Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 | 


per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELLA B. GREEN. 

The bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Green was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


to place on the pension roll the name of Ella B. Green, widow of | 


Charles L. Green, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment, and 
Company A, Zighteenth Regiment, New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT T. SEVERANCE, 


The bill (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Albert T. Severance, 
late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
an to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEWES D. FROGGE, 


_The bill (8S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Frogge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of ”’ 


and insert ‘* captain;’’ and in line 8, before the word *‘ dollars,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘“ seventeen;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provi- 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis D. Frogge, late 
captain Company D, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now 
rece Ving. 

ry 


"he amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANNA PRITCHARD, 

The bill (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Anna 

Pritchard was considered as in Committée of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ major,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of; ’’ 


ERWIN R. COLE, 

The bill (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Edwin R. 
Cole was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6,after the word “ of’’ where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the name ‘‘ Edwin’ and insert ‘‘ Erwin; ”’ 
and in line 8, before the word ‘* dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 
four’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Erwin R. Cole, late of Com- 
pany A, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Erwin R. Cole.’’ 

ISAAC M. COUCH. 

The bill (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Couch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment,in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty-six ’’ and insert ** twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill 


read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac M. Couch, late of Com- 
pany E, Forty-fourth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay hip a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES DISBROW. 

The bill (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
brow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

“he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘* Company A,” to strike 
out ** Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving,’’ and insert *‘ Twenty-first Regiment Dlinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company A, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Disbrow, late of 


and Com- 


a@ pension 


Company A, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
pany A, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY W. NICHOLS. 

The bill (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Nichols was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘'dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’ andinsert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry W. Nichols, late of 
Company K, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

| ment was concurred in, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE A. BROWN. 


The bill (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 


Brown was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word * dollars,’’ to strike out 


‘*twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: | 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine A. Brown, widow 


of Thomas Brown, late of Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois | 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per monthin 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES E. DECKER. 


The bill (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. | 


Decker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Decker, late first-class fireman, 
U. 8.8. North Carolina, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL FRITZ. 


The bill (S. 2245) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Fritz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* thirty-six’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Fritz, late of Company 
K, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY T. STRICKLAND. 


The bill (S. 186) granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 
Strickland was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary T: Strick- 
land, widow of Silas A. Strickland, late colonel Fiftieth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAIAH LARKINS, 


The bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar- 
kins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, ym to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Isaiah Larkins, late second lieutenant Com- 
pany G, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and first lieutenant 
Company I, One hundred and seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
tantry,and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK JUDGE, 


The bill (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension~to Patrick | 


Judge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike cat all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Patrick Judge, late of Companies C and G, 
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Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and Troop F, Third Regiment 


| United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ameni- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARQUIS L. STEVENS. 


The bill (S. 822) granting an increase of pension to Marquis L, 
Stevens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 


| ** thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marquis L. Stevens, late of 
Company B, Twenty-cighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SARAH J. BELLAMY, 


The bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, saison to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Bellamy, dependent mother of 
Charles T. Bellamy, late second lieutenant Company K, Twenty-second Reg 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was orde#2d to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. MISNER. 


The bill (S. 2392) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Misner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Light,’’ to insert ‘‘ Vol- 
unteer;’’ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘*thirty ’’ and insert ‘*‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William W. Misner, late of 
Company F, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv 
ing 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANN A. DEVORE. 


The bill (S. 1760) granting a pension to Ann A. Devore was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ company,’’ to strike out 
the name ‘‘Hibler’s ’’ and insert ‘*‘ Hibbler’s;’’ and in line 9, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘ twenty-five’’ and insert 
‘*twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of Sop laws, the name of Ann A. Devore. wid 
Elbert Devore, late of Capt. T. J. Hibbler’s company, First Regiment > , 
Carolina Volunteer Infantry, Seminole Indian war, and pay her a pension 
the rate $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. HAREN, 

The bill (S. 2364) granting a pension to Mary E. Haren was ©on- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 0 
the pension roll the name of Mary E. Haren, dependent mother 0! 
James C. Haren, alias Herring, late of Company F, First Res! 
ment North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 











1904. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY JOANNA ADAMS, 


The bill (S. 2416) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Joanna Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“fifty? and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Joanna Adams, widow 
of John D. Adams, late of Company D, Fiftieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Mattie Kate 
Adams, helpless and dependent child of said John D. Adams, the additional 
pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD A, KENDALL, 


The bill (S. 2222) granting a pension to Richard A. Kendall 
vas considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Richard A. Kendall, late of Company B, 
Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and One hundred 
and fifty-second Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard A. Kendall.’’ 


JESSE J. FINLEY. 


The bill (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. 
Finley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jesse J. Finley, late captain, Second Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GREEN B. YAWN. 


The bill (S. 486) granting a pension to Green B. Yawn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Green B. Yawn, of Graceville, Fla., 
dependent father of George Yawn, late a private in Company G, 
Second Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. LACKEY. 


The bill (S. 1858) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Lackey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
mendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is horeby, authorized and 

directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William W. Lackey, late of Nield’s Inde- 
pendent Battery, Delaware Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ment was concurred in. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT KELLY. 


_ The bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Robert Kelly was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Robert Kelly, late of Company B, Fifth Regi- 
ment Delaware Volunteer Infantry,and Company A, Seventh Regiment Dela- 
ware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES REDSHAW. 


The bill (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James 
Redshaw was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 








amend- 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Redshaw, late of 
Company C, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


| receiving. 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized and ' 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MIRIAM R. ADAMS. 


The bill (S. 38) granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 
Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of”’ 
and insert ‘‘ captain;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert *‘twenty;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miriam R. Adams, widow of 
Jason M. Adams, late captain Company I, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. , 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JULIA A, ROBERTS. 


The bill (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘late,’’ to strike out 
‘*eolonel of’? and insert ‘‘captain Company A;’’ and in line 9, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert 
‘*twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol!, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Roberts, widow of 


Eugene F. Roberts, late captain Company A, Eighty-second Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. BARLOW. 


The bill (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Barlow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William H. Barlow, 
late of Company G, One hundred and Fifty-seventh Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 9840) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 22 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 18, 1904, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 
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SENATE. 
MonDAyY, January 18, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hae. 

Mr. H. D. Mongy, a Senator from the State of Mississippi, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. LopGE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
prov ed, 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munica 
mitt 
ment showing the quarters and buildings rented by the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor in the District of Columbia and 
the various States and Territories; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
in the cause of the Norfolk Seamen's Friend Society v. The United 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the gssist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of George L. 
Watkins, Junius F. Watkins, Bettie Hamilton, Lottie &. Kidd, 
and Louise J. Jones v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 465) ta amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit 
the Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets 
in the city of Washington,’’ approved May 19, 1896. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the con- | 


gregation of the First Congregational Church of Harvey, Il., pray- 


transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. 
Methodist Episcopal Church of New Bedford, Mass., and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Haverhill, Mass., praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston Chamber of Com- 
merce, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
which will admit coal free into the United States coming from 


countries where no duty is levied on coal of the United States; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of Abel Smith- | legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all G 
of Chismore Post, | 
of B. C. Butler Post, No. 316, of Warren County; | 


of Post No. 449, of York; | 


First Long Island Post. No. 435, of Brooklyn; 
No. 110, of Thion; 
of Sawyer Post, No. 333, of Whitesville; 
of Cary W. Mines Post, No. 624, of Georgetown, all of the De- 
partment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, and of sun- 
dry citizens of Georgetown, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of New 
York City, praying that an appropriation be made for the deepen- 
ing of the Harlem (Bronx) Kills to 18 feet from the lower end of 
Harlem River to Long Island Sound; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lake Seamen’s Union of 
Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to amend the laws rel: sting to American seamen. for the pro- 
tection of such seamen, and to promote commerce; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Congress Club, of Kings 
County, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the Panama Canal 
treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented petitions of the board of supervisors of Jef- | 
| of Darbean Post, No. 329, of Morris; 


ferson County; of Chemung Valley Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Chemung County, and of the board of supervisors of 
Greene County, all in the State of New York, praying that an ap- 


propriation be made for the improvement of the public highways ! of Tallula; of Holm Post, No, 1 
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tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- | 
ing, in response toa resolution of the 17th ultimo, a state- | 


| on Post-Offices 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court | 
| dist Episcopal Church of Sparta, Wis., 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the ; 


| ner Post, No. 64; 


which were referred to the | 


| sota, 


: | the Committee on the Judic 
which were re- | 
| ment of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
| law; 


| ance Union of Highland 


JANUARY 18, 


of the country; which were referred to the Committee on Ao) 
culture and Forestry. 
He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home Missionary 


| Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cincinnati, 0) 


of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mo 
ristown; of sundry citizens of Poland; of the congregation of ¢} 
First Congregational Church of Jamestown; of sundry citizens of 
Brooklyn; of the congregation of the North Presbyterian Chur 
of Binghampton; of the congregation of the First Swedish PB 
tist Church of Jamestown, and of the Woman’s Missionary § 
ety of Avon, all in the State of New York, praying for an iny: 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rep Smo 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the (‘o; 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Board of Dir: 
of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwauk 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation providing f 
reorganization of the consular service; which was referred to th, 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of +) 


| Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, \\ 
| praying for the enactment of legislation to establish the ; 


which was referred to the Commit 
and Post-Roads. 
He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Met) 
praying for the enact 
of legswlation to regulate the interstate transportation of int 
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on th 
diciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Missionary Societ 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Racine, Wis., and a p: 


check system of currency; 


| of the Woman's Missionary Society of the First Presbyt 


Church of La Crosse, Wis., praying for an investigation o! 


_ charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator fi 


the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committ 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the petition of Ric! 
J. Beall, of Washington, D. C., praying that his claim for « 
ages sustained by reason of the condemnation and taking | 
United States of certain land owned by him in the District 


| lumbia be referred tothe Court of Claims for adjudication; wh 


was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a petition of sund: 
zens of Mission, Wash., praying for the enactment of le; 


é , é / | to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating li: 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate | 


which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of Mitchell Post, No. 63; of M.L 


| Deveraux Post, No. 48; of La Guiaga Post, No. 97; of John W 
LODGE presented a petition of the congregation of the | 


Cochrane Post, No. 164; of Booth Post, No. 130; of Genera! Sun- 
of L. P. Plummer Post, No. 50; of B. K. Davis 
Post, No. 187; of George H. Thomas Post; of Hecker Post, 
48; of General Hayen Post, No. 177; of L. H. Tenny Post, 
103; of Stoddard Post, No. 84, all of the Department of M 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Minnesota, and 
German-American Veteran Association of St. Paul, Minn., pri 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which \ 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of C. P. Creamer and 
other citizens of Academy, 8. Dak., praying for the enact 


ernment buildings and Soldiers’ Homes; which was refe1 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorialof the Retail Implement D 
Association of Alexandria, S. Dak., remonstrating agai 
passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was ref 
iary. 

He also presented a petition of McKenzie Post, No. 34, De} 
berlain, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service-} 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian T 
-ark, of the congregation of the F 
Church of Mount Vernon, of the Woman's Club of Lead. a! 
State of South Dakota. and of the Woman’s Home ais 
Society of the Methodist E pisc opal Church of Cincim 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed d 
Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from theState of Utah; whi 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of a rt T. Harv: 
No. 606, of Heyworth; of E. N. Kirk Post, 656, of P: 
St. Joseph Post, No. 220, of St. Joseph; of = _" Goodins 
No. 401, of Lockport; of G. L. Nevins Post, No. 1, of Ro 
of Martin Post, No 
Gridley: of Dunham Post, No. 141, of Decatur; of Cha! 
Hovey Post, No. 786, of Normal; of Dick Johnston Post, 
195, of Wheeler; of R. M. ¢ 








Post, No. 406, of Savanna; of Woodruff Post, No. 113, of Wash- 
burn; of Benton Post, No. 841, of Benton, and of Geddes Post, 
No. 142, of Laharpe, all of the Department of Illinois, Grand | and of Post No. 100, of Colorado, all of the Department of Colo- 


\rmy of the Republic, in the State of Minois, praying for the en- 
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the New Hampshire 
Christian Endeavor Union, of Nashua, N. H., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Local Division No. 102, Or- 
der of Railroad Telegraphers, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislature to improve the condition of teleg- 
raphers in the United States Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the West- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| 





S15 


of Cripple Creek; of George H. Thomas Post. No. 7, of Fort Col- 
lins; of Post No. 106, of Colorado; of Post No. 88, of Colorado, 


rado, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Colorado, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Florence: of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fort Lup- 
ton; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Lamar; of the Shakespeare Club, of Georgetown; of sundry citi- 
zens Of Denver; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Loveland; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Montrose; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Cripple Creek; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 


| Fort Lupton, and of the Ministerial Alliance of Denver, all in the 
| State of Colorado, praying for an investigation of the charges 


minster Presbyterian Church, of Greensburg; of the Woman’s | 
Missionary Society of the Westminister Presbyterian Church, of | 


Greensburg; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | 
Carlisle, and of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Con- | 
neautville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an inves- | 


tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of Osceola Post, No. 173, 
of Osceola; of Shively Post, No. 421, of Kent; of Custer Post, No. 


25, of Cherokee; of N. B. Howard Post, No. 92, of Dewitt; of | 


‘.G. Francis Post, No. 181, of Walker; of Albert Rowley Post, 
No 

0. G. Hunt Post, No. 266, of State Center; of E. H. Packard Post, 
No. 307, of Renwick; of Launtz Post, No. 215, of Ireton: of Win- 
field Scott Post, No. 66, of Webster City; of Joe Ross Post, No. 
200, of Sidney; of Matthew Gray Post, No. 93, of Ida Grove; of 
Washington Post, No. 135, of Adair; of James Miller Post, No. 
503, of Marathon; of W. D. Price Post, No. 392, of Schaeller; of 
Bent Post, No. 489, of Sumner; of Tip West Post, No. 75, of 
Montrose; of General Wilson Post, No. 432, of Kellogg; of Bel- 


knap Post, No. 515, of Keokuk; of What Cheer Post, No. 144, of | 


What Cheer; of Wallar Post, No. 223, of Milford; of Shield Post, 
No. 83, of Buford; of Post No. 300, of Ogden; of Belden Post, No. 
59, of Missouri Valley; of T. M. Tuttle Post, No. 497, of Ottumwa; 
of E. D. Baker Post, No. 80; of Marble Rock Post, No. 308, of 
Marble Rock, and of Allee Post, No. 113, of Manson, all of the 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State 
of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of Asbury, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Madison, of the congregation of the First Congregational 
Church of East Orange, of sundry citizens of Morristown, and of 
sundry citizens of Pluckemin, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Southwestern Mercantile Association, of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of 


193, of Humboldt; of Wayne Post, No. 137, of Humeston; of | 








the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 


Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appro- | 


priation be made for the maintenance of the levee on the upper 


Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 


merce, 
He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appro- 


made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented the petition of C. M. Jackson, of Salt Lake 
City, Utah, praying that the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions of the United States Senate be instructed to proceed with- 
out delay to investigate the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Rear-Admiral J. W. Philip 
Garrison, No. 61, Army and Navy Union, United States Army. 
navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., praying for the enactment of a naval 
retirement law; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Grays Harbor Trades 
and Labor Council, American Federation of Labor, of Aberdeen, 
Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation au- 
thorizing the payment of allotment in the coastwise trade; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Sorosis Club, of St. Peter: of 
the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Simnson Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Minneapolis, and of sundry citizens of Min- 
neapolis, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SmoorT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He slso presented petitions of Post No. 182, of Money Creek: of 
Post No. 78, of Waterville; of Magnard Post, No. 49, of Elysian; 
of Post No. 110, of Stacy; of Thomas Post, No. 30, of Brainard; 
of H. H. Edwards Post, No. 135, of Sherburn; of Eugene M. Wil- 
son Post, of New Paynesville; of James M. McKeloy Post, No. 
134, of Minnesota, all of the Department of Minnesota, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and of sundry citizens of Sauk Rapids and 
St. Cloud, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of Lodge No. 393, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Fort Kent, Me., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation relating to liability of common carriers, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Frank G. Flagg Post, No. 122, 
Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Maine, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Saco, Me., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah: which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 


| ileges and Elections. 


priation be made for the improvement of the Mississippi River | 


from St. Louis to St. Paul, so as to secure a navigable channel of 
6 feet when the river is not impeded, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 


Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appro- | 


riation be made for the improvement of the Mississippi River 

etween the mouth of the Missouri and the mouth of the Ohio in 
order to secure a 9-foot channel; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

_Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of the Young Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Snow Camp, N. C., praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

_Mr. PATTERSON presented petitions of Abraham Lincoln Post, 
No. 4, of Colorado; of Post No. 81, of Denver: of Post No. 18. of 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. DUBOIS presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Idaho, remonstrating against the union of 
the Indian Territory and Oklahoma as one State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Healso presented petitions of Charles C. Pierce, chaplain, United 
States Army, of Fort Myer, Va.; of Rev. L. W. Gowen, of Boise, 
Idaho; of J. Cardinal Gibbons, of Baltimore, Md.: of Rev. E. P. 
Giboney, of Lewiston, Idaho; of J. B. Funsten, Bishop of Boise, 
Idaho, and of W. J. Boone, president of the College of Idaho, Cald- 
well, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the promotion of chaplains in the Army; which were referre: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Idaho, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of A. C. Spicer Post, No. 
43, Department of Maryland, Grand Army of the Republic, of 


Reena Vista; of Post No. 23, of Colorado; of Anderson Post, No. 96, | Freeland, Md., and a petition of Warren Post, No. 49, Depart- 
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ment of Maryland, Grand Army of the Republic, of Forest Hill, 
Md., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented a memorial of the Federation of Labor of | 


Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 


tion relative to the allotment of wages of seamen; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the New | 


Havenand Coastwise Lumber Dealers’ Association, of New Haven, 


White Mountains; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
est Reservations and the Protection of Game. 


He also presented a petition of the Postal Progress League, of | 
New York City, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called | 


parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Haven, Conn., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; 
—— were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

toads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Commercial Club of To- 
peka, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to restore 
the merchant marine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 2424) to recognize and promote the effi- 


ciency of army chaplains, reported it with amendments, and sub- | 


mitted reports thereon. 


Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 2999) granting an increase of pension to 


Melvina C. Buzzell, reported it with amendments, and submitted ! 


a report thereon. 

le also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Reinhart; 

A bill (S. 900) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
W. Fox; 

A bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
T. Miller: 

A bill (H. R. 722) granting an increase of pension to Zechariah 
B. Stuart; and 

A bill (H. R. 907) granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following joint resolution and 
bill, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 5) to enlarge the scope of an act entitled 
‘*‘An act to provide a permanent system of highways in that part 


March 2, 1893; and 

A bill (S. 3157) in relation to business streets in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
Smalley; and 

A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett. 

*Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2216) granting an increase of pension to Charles Reed; 

A pill (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Turk; 

A bill (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 
Ford; and 
ain bill (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 

iggs. 
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Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


| were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


amendment, and sut mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4726) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B, 
Brightman; and 

A bill (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth B, 
Sarson. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


/ : . s J | referred the bill (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to William 
Conn., praying for the establishment of a forest reserve in the | 


W. Angelo, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 
Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
vas referred the bill (S. 7666) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura F. Hine, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


report thereon. 


Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 

A bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Emma Butler; and 

A bill (8. 2557) granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2558) granting an increase of pension to 
Sallie H. Kincaid, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


| were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
| amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 


7 bill (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown; 
anc 

, A bill (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark- 
1am. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. De Rocher, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 930) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


| M. Parkison; and 


A bill (H. R. 3743) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Foley. 
Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


| referred the bill (S. 3341) authorizing the city of Nome, a munic- 
ipal corporation organized and existing under chapter 21, Title 
| IIT, of an act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled ‘‘An act 
| making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and 


for other purposes,’’ to construct a free bridge across the Snake 
River at Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska, reported it with 


| an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 


; to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
| ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S, 2948) granting an increase of pension to George Hyde; 
and 

A bill (S. 2087) granting an increase of pension to George Rilea, 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 


| to whom was referred the bill (S. 312) granting an increase of 
| pension to John F. Oviatt, reported it with an‘amendment, and 
| submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| bill (S. 317) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer Hallet, 
| reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,’’ approved | 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


| ferred the bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Christy, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to Jane Patterson, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred thé 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7370) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Ivory; 

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Longenhagen; 

A bill (H. R. 5005) granting an increase of pension to Worthing- 
ton 8. Lock; 

A bill (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to Gecrg® 
W. Hutchison; and 

A bill (H. R. 5246) granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 
B. Elliott. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 8291) granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John Olson; 

A bill (S. 8400) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,’’ approved February 25, 1899; 

A bill (8. 8428) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Ottey; 

A bill (H. R. 
Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 
K. Welt; 

A bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 3821) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
Padgett, now Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Fillion: 
A bill (H. R, 4819) granting an increase of pension to John 
Sexton; 

A bill (H. R. 196) granting a pension to Grace E. Carson; 


5521) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 


2616) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
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A bill (H. R. 5719) granting an increase of pension to Forbes | 


Homiston; 

A bill (H. R. 1288) granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Stevens; and 

A bill (H. R. 2991) granting an increase of pension to Lydia 
A. Topping. 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2441) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 

A bill (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 
Friend: 

A bill (S. 2239) granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 
Chatfield; 

A bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of pension to George 
C, Sherman; 

A bill (S. 2445) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Waters; and 

A bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 


a macm 
Logers. 


| out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘ one;”’ 


| before the word ‘‘ thousand,” strike out “‘ five’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’ 


SL7 


Mead, chief of irrigation investigation, Office of Bape nt Stations, Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, 4,000 copies, of which 40) shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 600 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 for the use of 
the Department of Agriculture. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF RECLAMATION SERVICE. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution 
submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. Barp] providing 
for printing copies of the First Annual Report of the Reclamation 
Service, to report it with amendments, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 2, 


> 











in the same line, after the word ‘‘ thousand, ’’ insert ‘‘ five hun- 
dred; ’’ in line 4, before the word “‘ thousand,”’ strike out ‘‘ two’”’ 
and insert ‘‘one;’’ in line 5, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ strike 
and in line 6, before the word 
‘*copies,’’ insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ so as to make the concurrent 


f | resolutian read: 
Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an | 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: ; 
A bill (S. 2289) granting a pension to Louisa R. Chitwood; and 


A bill (S. 1627) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. | 


Kibbe. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthere 
be printed 2,500 copies of the First Annual Report of the Reclamation Service, 
from June 17 to December 1, 1902, with the accompanying maps, of which 
1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGE, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
ALDRICH, on the 11th instant, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed and bound 10,000 copies of the Report of the Commission on Inter- 
national Exchange and the appendixes thereto, being House Document No. 


| 144, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, 2,000 of which shall be for the use 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2878) authorizing | 


the laying of water mains and service sewers in the District of 


Columbia, the levying of assessments therefor, and for other pur- | 


poses, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S : i 
mont avenue from Florida avenue to Howard University, reported 


it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
COMPILATION OF NAVAL APPROPRIATION LAWS. 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 


. 2824) for the extension of Ver- | 


of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for 
the use of the Commission on International Exchange. 


MARY D. DUVALL. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Mary D. 
Duvall, to report it favorably with an amendment and to submit 
a written report, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 


| of the pension laws, the name of Mary D. Duvall, widow of Isaac H. Duvall, 


whom was referred the compilation presented by Mr. HALE onthe | 


15th instant, reported the following order; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That the compilation of the Annual Naval Appropriation Laws 
from 1883 to 1908, Including the Provisions for the Construction of all Vessels 
of the New Navy, be printed as a document. 


SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OF RECLAMATION SERVICE, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported the following concurrent resolution; which was considered 
y unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print from | 


stereotype plates and to bind 2,500 copies of the Second Annual Report of 
the Reclamation Service, of which 750 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 1,250 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 200 copies 
for the use of the Department of the Interior, and 400 copies for the use of 
the United States Geological Survey. 


REPORT ON IRRIGATION IN UTAH. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 28) 
authorizing the printing of additional copies of Agricultural Bul- 
letin No. 124, being a report on irrigation in Utah, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present consider- 
ation, 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That there shall be printed froth the stereotype plates of the 
Report of Irrigation Investigation in Utah, under the direction of Edward 
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late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

COURTS IN WEST VIRGINIA, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1935) provid- 
ing for the holding of an additional court in the northern district 
of West Virginia at Martinsburg, W. Va., to report it favorably 
with aformalamendment. I suppose a bill of this kind may well 
be considered upon the presentation of the report, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. BURTON. Under what order are we proceeding? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of reports of com- 
mittees. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This is simply a bill providing 
for an additional term of court ina district. It will take buta 
minute. 

Mr. BURTON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary ‘was, in line 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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5, after the word “‘ additional,” to insert the words “‘ term of;’’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the courts heretofore held in the 
northern district for the State of West Virginia there shall be held an addi- 
tional term of court at Martinsburg, W. Va., on the second Tuesday in May 
in each year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill providing for the | 


holding of an additional term of court in the northern district of 
West Virginia at Martinsburg, W. Va.”’ 
DESECRATION OF THE FLAG. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask that the Committee on the 
Judiciary be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(5. 20) to prevent and punish the desecration of the flag of the 
United States, and that it be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. In the last Congress a similar bill was before the 


Committee on Military Affairs, and a report was made on it by | 


that committee. I understand that the committee will be glad to 
consider the bill at the present session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and it will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, there 
being no objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 3478) making provision 
for conveying in fee the piece or strip of ground in St. Augustine, 
Fla., known as the ‘‘ Moat,’’ for school purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3479) making provision for con- 
veying in fee certain public grounds in the city of St. Augustine, 
Fla., for school purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 
7p A bill (S. 3480) granting an increase of pension to Swepston B. W. 

stephens; 


A bill (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to J. E. Harri- | 


son; and 
A bill (S. 8482) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
Le evre. 


Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 8483) granting an increase | 


of pension to Charles Pfrang; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3484) to amend | 
section 2165 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative | 


to naturalization; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3485) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to Elizabeth Bedford; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
£1008. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 3486) to provide for th« 
withdrawal, free of duty under bond, for incorporated institu- 
tions established for religious, philosophical, educational, scien- 
tific, or literary purposes, of articles and materials exhibited at 


the Louisiana Purchase Exposition; which was read twice by its | 


title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
§10ns: 

A bill (S. 3487) granting a pension to Joseph Rever; and 

A bill (S. 8488) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
MclIntire. 


Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 3489) granting a pension to | 


Annie Colt McCook: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. GAMBLE introduced the following bills; which were sev- | 


erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 3490) granting an increase of pension to Bucklin H. | 


er a (S. 8491) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Bil (S. 3492) granting an increase of pension to John Whelan; 
Ke bill (S. 3498) granting an increase of pension to John C. Van 
; Me SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
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ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3494) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Zinn (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3495) granting a pension to W. B. Cook; 

A bill (S. 8496) granting a pension to P. 8. Cook; and 

A bill (S. 8497) granting a pension to Bryant T. Moore (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred tothe Committee on 
| Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3498) granting an increase of pension to F. L. Ferugson; 

A bill (S. 3499) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E 
Lookingbill; 

A bill (S. 3500) granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. Mann; 
| A bill (S. 8501) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Constant; 
| and 
| A bill (S. 8502) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
| Willis. 
| Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 3503) to amend the record 

of Maj. John Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committees on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3504) to pay $110 at- 
torney’s fees to A. Y. Trogdon, of Paris, Ill.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 3505) granting an increase 
| of pension to Ruth Burton Pruitt; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 8506) for the relief of Job 
Barnard, administrator of the estate of Robert H. Ryan, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3507) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John E. Maxwell; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee « 

| Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which we 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Comnmit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

| A bill (S. 3508) for the recognition of the military service of 
| noncommissicned officers and enlisted men of the United States 
Volunteers as commissioned officers in certain State military 
organizations: 

A bill (S. 3509) providing for the promotion to the rank of 
lieutenant-general major-generals on the retired list who com- 
manded brigades in the Army between 1861 and 1865; and 

A bill (S. 3510) to correct the military record of Isaac A. Kase 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3511) to establish lights 
on the Monongahela River; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3512) providing for a site and 
building for a custom-house in the city of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3513) to add a corps of dental sur- 
geons to the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery of the Navy; w! 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Nava! 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3514) to equalize the rank and pay 
of certain retired officers of the Navy and Marine Corps; which 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
S10OnNS8: 

A bill (S. 3515) granting a pension to Rebecca L. Price; 

A bill (S. 3516) granting a pension to Ida A. Douglass: an‘ 

A. bill (S. 3517) granting an increase of pension to John FE’. Ham 
mers (with an accompanying paper). 

| Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3518) to prevent Sunday 
banking in post-offices in the handling of money orders and 1! 
tered letters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3519) granting a pension 
to Ruby A. Stirdivant; which was read twice by its title, and, wi!) 

| the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pension 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3520) to extend the privileges of the 
| seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880. to the port 0! 
| Manitowoc, Wis.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 

to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commitive 
on Pensions: . 

A bill (S. 3521) granting an increase of pension to James EK. 
Rooney (with accompanying papers); and 
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A bill (S. 8522) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Dennison (with accompanying papers). __ ; 

Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 
' A bill (S. 8523) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
sutz; and 
A bill (S. 8524) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Greist. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3525) for the relief of 
James Fears; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion and affidavit of James Fears, together with the certificate of 
county officers and official certificate of circuit clerk of Reynolds 
County, Mo., as to the claimant and his witnesses. I move that 
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3526) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth W. Eldridge; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3527) granting anincrease of pen- 
sion to Jerningham Boone; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3528) for the relief of Henry | 
C. Block; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3529) for the relief of Anne C. 
Livingston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3530) to provide for the con- 
struction of a light-house and buoy tender for the inspector of the 
eleventh light-house district; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3531) for the extension | 
of Massachusetts avenue extended northward between Joliet 
street and Fairview Heights subdivision, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also (for Mr. Grsson) introduced a bill (S. 3532) to provide 
for the payment of certain claims against the District of Colum- 
bia, in accordance with the act of Congress approved July 19, 1897; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced the following bills; | 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to | 
the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 3533) granting a pension to Harriet H. Crissey (with | 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (8S. 3584) granting an increase of pension to John S. | 
Parker; and 

A bill (8S. 3585) granting an increase of pension to John Walton. | 








Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3536) to authorize the United 
States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to convey certain land 
to Joseph 8. Fay, jr., Sarah B. Fay, and Henry H. Fay; which | 
was read twice = its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3537) for the relief of the Bath | 
Iron Works and others; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3538) to purchase a painting of the 
several ships of the United States Navy, known as the ‘* Squadron 
of Evolution’ and entitled ‘‘ Peace;’’ which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3539) for the relief of Samuel M. 
Blair; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3540) to limit the jurisdiction 
of the district and circuit courts of the United States; which was 
ae twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3541) to fix the fees of court criers, | 
bailiffs, and witnesses in attendance upon the United States 
courts in Georgia; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3542) granting an increase of 
pension to Algernon A. Worster; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were | 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 3543) granting an increase of pension to John M. 


Berkey; 

A bill (S. 3544) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Phillips; and 

A bill (S. 3545) granting an increase of pension to David F. | 
Crampton. 








Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3546) relating to 
proofs under the homestead laws, and to confirm such proofs in 
certain cases when made outside of the land district within which 
the landis situated; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $20,000 for experimental telephone delivery of special 
rural mail matter, intended to be proposed by him to the Post- 
Office appropriation bill; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. HAWLEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. HAWLEY to the bill 
(S. 276) to provide for the celebration of the one hundredth anni- 
versary of the exploration of the Oregon country by Captains 
Meriwether Lewis and William Clark during their expedition 
from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean in the years 1804, 
1805, and 1806; and to authorize a commission representing the 
United States to hold at the city of Portland, in the State of Ore- 
gon, a national, international, and oriental exhibition of arts. in- 
dustries, manufactures, and the products of the rivers, soil, mine, 
forest, and seain said State; and to provide and assist in the erec- 
tion of a memorial building in said city of Portland to be known 
as the Lewis and Clark Memorial Building; and to authorize an 


| appropriation for all said purposes; which was referred to the 


Select Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. Barngs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 2300) to supple- 


| ment and amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the con- 


struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Grays 
Point, Missouri,’ approved January 26, 1901. 
LAND-ENTRY CASES. 
Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I offer a résolution, and I desire 


| to explain the necessity for it. 


There are a large number of very small claims against the 
United States on account of lands purchased and paid for when 
the lands belonged to railroad grants or were otherwise not sala- 
ble. In 1867 a law was passed that no claim against the United 
States should be paid where the claimant was not a loyal citizens 
and had not been during the civil war. But on the 16th day of 
June, 1880, another law was passed, and I will read one section 
of it: 

Src. 2. In all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert-land en- 
tries or other ehtries of public lands have heretofore or shall hereafter be 
canceled for conflict, or where, from any cause, the entry has been errone- 
ously allowed and can not now be confirmed, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause to be repaid to the person who made such entry, or to his heirs or 
assigns, the fees and commissions, amount of purchase money, and excesses 
paid upon the same, upon the surrender of the duplicate receipt and the exe- 
cution of a proper relinquishment of all claims to said land, whenever such 
entry shall have been duly canceled by the Commissioner of the General 


| Land Office, and in all cases where parties have paid double minimum price 
pa I 1 l 


for land which has afterwards been found not to be within the limits of a 
railroad land grant, the excess of $1.25 per acre shall in like manner be repaid 
to the purchaser thereof, or to his heirs or assigns. 

This paper I hold in my hand is a circular issued by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to carry that law into effect, 
prescribing the oaths that shall be taken strictly in conformity 
with that act. But the Comptroller of the Treasury decides that 
before this money can be refunded, which is generally from $40 
to $125, the party must assert and prove his loyalty to the Govern- 
ment during the civil war under the former act. The purpose of 
this inquiry is to correct that practice in some way. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resotved, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to communicate to 


| the Senate the facts in the case of Calvin A. Stanfield for the repayment of 


the purchase money of land erroneously sold, and the decision of the Interior 
Department in said case; and if the money was not refunded to said Stanfield, 
to state fully the facts concerning said case, so as to inform the Senate why 
said purchase money was not repaid as ordered, and state the subseq tent rul- 
ing of the Land Office on the question involved in said case. J 

SHIP CANAL BETWEEN NEWARK AND NEW YORK BAY. 


Mr. DRYDEN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to cause a survey to be 
made for a ship canal extending from a point in the city of Newark, N. J., 
below the junction of the Pennsylvania and Lehigh Valley railroads, t! 1 
the Newark Meadows and Newark Bay to New York Bay, said ship cans 
have a width of 300 feet and a depth of 35 feet, and to report such survey 
Congress, together with an estimate of the cost of the same. 

OREGON STATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 3143) entitled “A bill to refer to the C 
Claims the war claims of the State of Oregon,” now pending in 
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together with all the papers which in any wise relate thereto, be, and the 
fame are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provi- 
sions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887 (24 U.S. Stat., 
p. 505); and the said court shall proceed with the samein accordance with the 
provisions of said act and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 
Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be given leave 
to print, from time to time during the second session of the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, the hearings held before the committee. 

SERVICE PENSIONS. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask that an order may be made for the re- 


printing of the bill (S. 3458) granting pensions to certain soldiers | 


and sailors who served in the war of the rebellion and their wid- 
ows, the copies being exhausted, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
for an order for reprinting the bill which he has named. 
objection? The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 

REPUBLIC OF PANAMA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a report from the 
Secretary of State covering copies of additional papers bearing upon the re 
lations of the United States with Colombia and the Republic of Panama. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WuHitt Hous, January 18, 1904. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate the several resolutions relative to an investigation of the Post- 
Office Department and the amendments offered thereto, the pend- 
ing question being on the motion to refer the resolutions and 
amendments to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it has, I think, been settled by 
general consent that all the resolutions coming from different 
Senators relating to the Post-Office Department in the way of in- 
vestigation shall be sent to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads foritsaction. I agree thatthatisa suitable way to proceed. 


Tho resolutions are various, covering different ways of proceed- | 


ing, and there has never, so far as I know, been any disposition to 
prevent further investigation or to stifle it. But there has been 
a general feeling, certainly upon this side of the Chamber, that 
where s0 many things in so many ways are asked, rather than 


pass resolutions committing the Senate to diverse projects, it | 


would be better to refer them all to the committee. 


The chairman of the committee, the Senator from Pennsylvania | 
[Mr. Penross], has stated that the subject will receive early at- | 


tention, and will in due time be reported in some form to the 
Senate. I do not understand that he has promised any specific 
thing, except that his committee will give the subject considera- 
tion. So the disposition of the resolutions for the time being has 
been settled. 
shown by some Senators to doubt the efficacy and completeness 
of the investigation entered upon by the Post-Office Department, 


and now in progress, and as there has been some assertion that | 
upon this side there is an attempt and a purpose to stifle further | 


investigation, it has seemed to me fitting that some attention 


should be called to the actual situation to-day and to the investi- | 


gation already set on foot and conducted by the Post-Office De- 
partment, with a thoroughness and, indeed, severity for which 
there is no example in the history of the Government. 

Going back about a year or rather more, when attention was 


first called and aroused in the Department to certain grievances, | 


wrongdoings, and malfeasances in the Department, and when at 
once prompt action was taken by the Postmaster-General, and an 
appropriation was made by Congress for the purpose of ferreting 


outand detecting and bringing to lightand punishing these griev- | 


ances and malfeasances and offenses at law—if they should so 
prove—the Department took the subject up with great serious- 


ness and earnestness, and has followed it from that day to this | 


with an unerring and, I may say, unrelenting hand. 

I took it as a matter of good omen, Mr. President, that the 
country at once became interested in this situation and in this in- 
vestigation. 

A great Department of the Government, coming nearer to the 


people, perhaps, than any other in its everyday life, was suddenly | 


disclosed to the public as being the harboring place of men in 


high position in the Department who had taken advantage of | 
their position and the confidence reposed in them to do various 


things which were wrong, illegal, infamous, and the whole country 
at once directed its attention, and the public took notice of what 
Was going on. I thought that was a good omen, I have no 
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But as there has been more or less disposition | 
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doubt I agree with my friend the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] that it was a good sign that the people for once were 
interested in things near at home, in the operations of the Govern- 
ment at home, and that some things were of importance that in- 
volved the condition of affairs of public service in the United 
States; that we were not alone interested in wars thousands of 
miles away, actual or prospective; that we were not interested in 
| taking a position that would involve us in those wars; and while 
| the newspapers did not give such prominence to these investiga- 
tions as was given to reports of coming and probable wars far 
away, still there was interest feltinthem. I felt thatit was a good 
omen that the public was interested in these investigations that 
were going on. 

When we came here in December I think there was a general 
feeling of satisfaction and gratification and gratitude on the part 
of the public that the Post-Office Department—the Postmaster- 
General, backed up by the President and sustained by his inferior 
officers—had followed this thing with an unwavering purpose. 
But so soon as we assembled, resolutions were submitted by one 
| Senator and another, all demanding more investigation, and when 
submitted or when debated always carrying with them the double 
idea that the investigations already set afoot were not sufticient— 
| were not probing deep enough—and that there was a disposition 
| on the part of Senators on this side of the Chamber to prevent or 

stifle further investigation. 
The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] was troubled because of 
| the apparition of Mr. Perry Heath in this matter, and wanted 
that looked into. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Sim- 
| MONS] discovered that whatever there was of loot, of plunder, in 
| this case really came from the public Treasury, from the taxes of 
| the people—not a new discovery; but that troubled him. Tho 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], finding himself, perhaps to 
his surprise, on the Post-Office Committee, and from his long 
service here and from his ability in conducting legislation mat- 
ters, naturally took upon himself the réle of prosecutor of the 
Republican party for its delinquencies in these investigations. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Maine 
| pardon me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
| yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I confess my great surprise that the Senator 

from Maine should come to such a conclusion as that he has just 

| stated. I am quite certain it was far from my purpose to become 
a prosecutor in this case, and nothing that Ihave uttered, I think, 
will bear such a construction. 

What I haye said was that the attorneys, eminent men appointed 
by the President himself, had suggested that the investigation of 
| a part of this subject was incomplete, and that it ought to be pur- 
sued further. I said that I thought there ought to be no hesita- 
tion in having that examination made not exclusively by gentle- 
| men connected with the present Administration; that the chief 

end [had in view was not only to discover if there were further 
| or other frauds, but that we might have sufficient light through 
| the Post-Office Committee to provide legislation which would 
prevent a recurrence of the frauds which have been charged. 
| That was my attitude. 

Mr. HALE. I do not find fault with that statement of the Sen- 
ator; only accompanying that—and with that I do not find fault; 
Iam only reciting what took place—accompanying that position 
of the Senator was the iteration and reiteration on his part that 
he had never seen in his service any such attempt to prevent an 
investigation as was shown upon this side of the Senate in this 
matter. 

When I used the phrase ‘‘ public prosecutor,’’ I accompanied if 
| with the words ‘‘ of the Republican party.’’ I do not say that 
the Senator assumed the role or took the réle, but it naturally fell 
/upon him. That I donot find fault with. Iam glad it is in such 
| able hands—not as the public prosecutor of these cases and these 
investigations, but of this side of the Chamber, as objecting to and 
opposing and stifling further investigation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me for a single remark? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator and I have served long together 
and we have never, on any occasion, misrepresented each other. 

Mr. HALE. And I presume we never shall. 

Mr. GORMAN. It never shall be on my part, at all events. I 
made the statement because of facts that for a month and a half 
the attempt had been made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads [Mr. Prnrosr], by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], and by myself to secure the passage 
of a resolution to accomplish what I stated a moment ago; where- 
upon the junior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Lopa@e], speak- 
| ing, as we naturally supposed from recent occurrences on the 
' other side of the Chamber, by authority, certainly with greater 
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power, as it appears, than any other voice that has been raised in 
ihe Senate since my reentry, informed us promptly, bluntly, and 
frankly that the Republican party would not permit the informa- 
tion to be given which we desired to obtain, except by the per- 
mission of that party—a most extraordinary statement, and one 
which shocked me, 

Such a statement was new to me in this body. Naturally we 
resented it, and I stated that that was a course of procedure that 
was destructive of the Government and one that ought not to be 
tolerated in the Senate by the Republican party, which has a 
majority of nearly two-thirds in this body, I stated that, and 

hat only. 
Mr. HALE. Well, the Senator must carry on that controversy 
with the Senator from Massachusetts himself. 

Mr. GORMAN, I will, if the Senator from Maine does not 
father it. 

Mr. HALE. I have said already that it was thought better and 
wiser, instead of passing these resolutions, to refer them to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and let that commit- 
tee report upon them, 

Mr. GORMAN. We all agree to that now. 

Mr. HALE. That we all agree to now. 

Mr. President, it is worth while to go back and to see in what 
spirit, to what extent, and to what end, if it has yet been reached, 


the Department has searched into, followed up, exposed and ex- | 


pelled, indicted and punished the offenders in this case, for that 
must be the end and aim of all investigations—to search out, to 
find, to expose, to expel, and to punish. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to ask 
him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxrnsin the chair). 
the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator think that all the guilty parties 
have been exposed, that all the guilty parties have been indicted, 
and that all the guilty parties will be punished? 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator think that, in accordance with 
the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, there are 
not some in high places who may have been exposed but have not 
been indicted? 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, I think this: The investiga- 
tion is going on; the Department is committed to it by every en- 
ergy that it can summon, and whether it has been completed or 
not Ido not know. Idoubtif the ultimate line and range has 
been reached, but that it will be reachedI have no doubt; that 


Does 


there are men who perhaps have not yet been detected, but who | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| 
| 
| 
| 





ought to be and will be punished, I can not say; but I do say, Mr. | 


President, that in the object which I have indicated there has | 


never been in the history of this Government so thorough, so 
complete, so severe an investigation, followed by the results 
which I have indicated, as this one. 

It has only been going on a little more than a year. The best 
energies of the Postmaster-General have been directed to it; the 
best men that he could summon to his aid in the Deparment, his 
subordinates, have been put on the track of every one of these 
grievances, malfeasances, and offenses, and they have been fol- 
lowed. The only complaint I have heard is from the friends of 
the accused; of a ‘‘ relentlessness,’’ to use their words, such as 
never has been, as they claim, shown before. 

Mr. President, I have seen something of Congressional investi- 
gations in my thirty years and more of service in the two Houses 
of Congress. I saw the investigation into the Union Pacific Rail- 
road—the Crédit Mobilier—the investigation into the Pacific mail 
subsidy, the investigation into contracts in the District of Colum- 
bia, the investigation into the post-tradership scandal, the investi- 
gation into contracts for armor plates, and the later investigation, 
as I am reminded, of the sugar trust, and the star-route investi- 
gation, and others. Putting them all together, Mr. President, 
diverse as they were, covering almost every imaginable subject, 
being of great importance, in the one result of detecting and ex- 
posing and indicting and punishing all of these combined do not 





stand in magnitude for one moment with what the Post-Office | 


Department has done in this great investigation which it has 
conducted. 

Yet Congress was behind those investigations, and there was 
more or less public interest. They involved great transactions, 
IN some cases much greater in amounts of money than this; but 
the history is this, and I say the Department should be credited 
With it, and the President, who has backed up the Postmaster- 
General day in and day out, night in and night out, in the con- 
ferences and the vigils which they have kept upon this subject- 
matter, should be credited, and are, as I believe, credited by the 
public with these great results in these investigations. 

I was myself, as I have no doubt others were, surprised when I 
found the thoroughness of this investigation as disclosed in the 
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report of the Postmaster-General in the matter of the investiga- 
tion of the Post-Office Department submitted to the other House, 
including as its main subject-matter the ec mplete report of the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. 

These investigations, Mr. President, penetrated broad and large; 
they searched as with fire the Post-Office Department; they went 
out into State after State and followed the course of proceeding 
in the transactions that had been conducted through offending 
subordinates in the Department, with men outside who were in 
equal complicity with them against the law. When once on the 
track in any case the track was never abandoned; the trail never 
grew too fresh for the Post-Office Department. I find here récited 
by the Postmaster-General a list, which certainly is illuminating 
as showing what has been done by this great investigation. The 
Department summoned its chief detectives; it took them from 
other work, useful work, and set them upon this work of follow- 
ing and finding these offenders and their offenses; it put into the 
field inspectors in charge of four divisions, seven in number; it 
put in local inspectors in the cities, eighteen in number; it put in 
allits field inspectors, who traversed the country broad and large, 
who took testimony, affidavits, interviews, and gained knowledge 
of facts, seventeen in number. 

Mr. President, as a result they secured resignations that were 
forced, four in number; removals, thirteen in number; and in- 
dictments found in the courts of the country against those 
offenders, both in and out of the Departments, sixty-four in num- 
ber. Here is the list, Mr. President, of the official detectives 
First is a list of resignations and removals which 
followed and the indictments which resulted: 

James N. Tyner, Assistant Attorney-General for Post-Office Department; 
ee special agent, Post-Office Department, March 7, 1861; with inter- 
vals of a few years has been in the service ever since, and was Postmaster- 
General under President Grant for several months; he was removed April 
22, 1903; he has since been indicted three times. 

A. W. Machen, general superintendent free-delivery system; appointed 
clerk in post-office at Toledo, Ohio, March 1, 1887; continuously in service 
ever since save for three years; removed May 27, 1903; has since been in- 
dicted fourteen times. 

George W. Beavers, general superintendent of_salaries and allowances; 
appointed to clerkship in New York post-office January, 1881; continuous 
service ever since; resignation accepted to take effect March 31, 1903; has 
since been indicted eight times. 

James T. Metcalf, superintendent money-order system; appointed post- 
office inspector February 2, 1882;.has been in postal service ever since; re- 
moved June 17, 1903; has been indicted once. 

Daniel V. Miller, assistant attorney, Post-Office Department: appointed 
July 1, 1902; removed May 25, 1908; indicted once; after one mistrial was re- 
tried and acquitted. 

Louis Kempner, superintendent registry system: appointed clerk in New 
York post-office August, 1886; removed October 21, 1908. 

Charles Hedges, superintendent city free-delivery service; appointed as- 
sistant superintendent free-delivery service July 1, 1898; removed July 22, 1908. 

James W. Erwin, assistant superintendent free-delivery service: appointed 
post-office inspector June 27, 1857; removed September 16, 1908; indicted once 

W. Scott Towers, superintendent Station C. Washington, D. C.; appointed 
clerk, Washington post-office, November, 1890; removed October 1, 1903; in- 
dicted three times. 

Otto F. Weis, assistant superintendent registry division, New York poste 
office; appointed clerk, New York post-office, June, 1890; removed October 21 
1903. 

T. W. McGregor, clerk, free-delivery division, in charge of supplies; ap- 
pointed Post-Office Department, March 11, 1891; removed June 5, 1903; indicted 
twice. 

C. E. Upton, cierk, free-delivery division; 
June 5, 1908; indicted once. 

M. W. Louis, superintendent supply division; appointed Kansas City post- 
office, April 17, 1897; removed October 21, 1903. 

Charles B. Terry, clerk, supply division; appointed September 20, 1900; re- 


’ 


appointed July 1, 1900; removed 


| moved October 21, 1903. 


A more detailed list is given, as follows: 

LIST OF INSPECTORS EMPLOYED ON THE INVESTIGATION. 

W. E. Cochran, chief inspector. 

Inspectors in charge of divisions.—Martin C. Fosnes, St. Paul; Paul E. Wil- 
liams, Chattanooga; William J. Vickery, Cincinnati; Joe P. Johnston, New 
Orleans; George D. Linn, Spokane; John R. Harrison, Kansas City; Lawrence 
Letherman, Boston. 

City inspectors.—-Walter S. Mayer, Chicago; George M. Sutton, Washing- 
ton; Ervin H. Thorp, New York: James O'Connell, San Francisco: Frank E. 
Little, New York; Abraham R. Holmes, Cincinnati; Frank M. Hamilton, New 
Orleans; Robert M. Fulton, St. Louis; Joseph D. Farrell, Chicago; John D 
Sullivan, St. Louis; Michael H. Boyle, New York; Charles H. Thomas, Chi- 
cago; Edward L. McKee, Kansas City; Charles E. Crowell, Brooklyn; Wil- 
liam B. Snow, Boston; James T. Cortelyou, Jersey City; Albert E. Furniss, 
Washington; Walter B. Piatt, St. Louis. 

Field inspectors, with division to which assigned.—Rush D. Simmons, Kansas 
City; Confucius L. Wayland, Spokane; Lake Jones, Chattanooga; Edwin A. 
Niess, Boston; John F. Oldfield, Cincinnati; Emmons Rolfe, New Orleans; 
Hardy T. Gregory, Chattanooga; Nathan Noile, St. Paul; George F. H. Birds- 
eye, Boston; James E. Bennett, Denver; William E. Greenaway, Chattanooga; 
John W. Bulla, Washington; James J. Smyth, Chattanooga: Harry B. Hall, 
San Francisco; William M. Ketcham, Chicago; Sherman C. Kile, Cincinnati; 
George W. Holloway, jr., Chicago. 

RESIGNATIONS. 

George W. Beavers, General Superintendent of Salaries and Allowances. 
Appointed to clerkship in New York post-office January, 1881. Resignation 
accepted to take effect March 31, 1908. 


G. A. C. Christiancy, assistant attorney, Post-Office Department. Ap- 
pointed January 1. 1901. _Resignation een te October 12, 1908. 
Charles T. McCoy, assistant superintendent, Free-Delivery Service. Ap- 


Resignation accepted October 


porated post-ofiice innspector March 18, 1898. 
7, 1908, 

William H. Landvoigt, superintendent, classification division. 
temporary messenger August 6, 1875. 


Appointed 
Resignation accepted October 24, 1903. 
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REMOVALS. 

James N. Tyner, Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Depart 
ment. Appointed special agent, Post-Office Department, March 7, 1861. Re- 
moved April 22, 1903. 

Daniel V. Miller, assistant attorney, Post-Office Department. Appointed 
July 1, 182. Removed May 26, 1068. d 

James T. Metcalf, Superintendent Money-Order System. Appointed post 
office insp ‘tor February 2, 1882. Removed June 17, 1908. : 

A. W. Machen, General Superintendent Free-Delivery System. Appointed 
clerk im post-office at Toledo, Ohio, March 1, 1887. Removed May 27, 1908. 

Charles Hedges, superintendent of city free-delivery service. Appointed 
assistant superintendent Free-Delivery Service July 1, 1898. Removed July 
22, 1903. 

James W. Erwin, assistant superintendent Free-Delivery Service. Ap- 
pointed post-office inspector June 27, 1887. Removed September 16,1903. 

Louis Kempner, superintendent, Registry System. Appointed clerk in 
post-office at New York, N. Y., August, 1886. Removed October 21, 1908, as 
recommended. 

W. Scott Towers, superintendent Station C, Washington, D.C. Appointed 
Clerk, Washington post-office, November, 1890. Removed October 1, 1903. 

Otto F. Weis, assistant superintendent, registry division, New York, N. Y., 
post-office. Appointed clerk, New York post-office, June, 1890. Ordered re- 
moved October 31, 1903. 

T. W. McGregor, clerk, free-delivery division, in charge of supplies. Ap- 
pointed page, Post-Office Department, March 1, 1891. Removed June 5, 1903. 

C.E. Upton, clerk, free-delivery division. Appointed July 1, 1900. Removed 
June 5, 1908. 

M. W. Louis, Superintendent of Supply Division. Appointed cashier Kan- 
sas City, Mo., post-office, April 17, 1897. Removed October 21, 1908, as recom- 
mended. 

Charles B. Terry, clerk, supply division. 
September 20, 1900. Removed October 21, 1903. ; 

Many of these persons have been separated from the service since they 
were first appointed, but only the original appointments have been given. 


Persons indicted and number found against each. 


Appointed temporary clerk 


Number 
of indict- 
ments. 


Hallenbeck, H.C .......... 
Doremus, W.D 
Scheble, Eugene D 

|| Crawford, 
Upton, C. E 

| Runkle, Maurice 

|| Metealf,James T 

| Metcalf, Norman R 

| Stern, Leopold J 

| Erwin,James W 
Driggs, Edmund H 
Miller, George F 
Miller, Daniel V ........-.- 
Johns, Joseph M 


| Number | 


Name. |of indict- Name. 


Machen, A. W 
Beavers, George W 
Green, George E 
Barrett, H. 
Groff, Diller B. ........s-...}) 
Groff, Samuel A 
Tyner,James N 

Long, William C 

McGiehan, Isaac 8 - 
Huntington,Geo. H 

Towers, W. Scott ........... 
Lorenz, George E .........../ 
Lorenz, Martha J 

McGregor, Thomas W 
Cupper,John T 
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Indictments against two other persons have been returned, but the arrests 
have not as yet been made. 


A full statement of the scope of each indictment is found in the 
following still more extensive list. 
The following is a list of the indictments that have been found: 
At Washington, D. C. 


Indictment No. 23786. August W. Machen, indicted June 5, 1908, for viola- 
tion of section 5501, Revised Statutes. Accepting a bribe in connection with 
purchase of Groff fasteners. 

indictment No. 23788. Diller B. Groff and Samuel A. Groff, indicted June 8, 
1903, for violation of section 5451, Revised Statutes. Bribery of A. W. Machen, 
in connection with purchase of Groff fasteners. 

Indictment No. 23810. George E. Lorenz, Martha J. Lorenz, August W. 
Machen, Diller B. Groff,and Samuel A. Groff, indicted June 22, 1903, for viola- 
tion of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud the United 
States in connection with purchase of Groff fasteners. 

Indictment No. 23823. August W. Machen, indicted June 29, 1908, for viola- 
tion of section 5501. Revised Statutes. Accepting a bribe in connection with 
purchase of Groff fasteners. 

Indictment No. 23824. Diller B. Groff and Samuel A. Groff, indicted June 
29. 1903, for violation of section 5451, Revised Statutes. Bribery of A. W. 
Machen in connection with purchase of Groff fasteners. 

Indictment No. 23860. August W. Machen, Thomas W. McGregor, and 
Maurice Runkle, indicted July 31, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Revised 
Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud the United States in connection with pur 
chase of carriers’ pouches. 

Indictment No. 23861. August W. Machen, John T. Cupper, and William 
C. Long, indicted July 31, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. 
Conspiracy to defraud the United States in connection with the painting of 
street letter and package boxes. 

Indictment No. 23862. Leopold J. Stern, August W. Machen, and William 
C. Long, indicted July 81, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes 
Conspiracy to defraud the United States in connection with the purchase of 
carriers’ satchels and shoulder straps. 

Indictment No. 23868. John T. Cupper, indicted July 31, 1903, for violation 
of section 5451, Revised Statutes. Bribery of August W. Machen in connec 
tion with painting of street letter and package boxes. 

Indictment No. 23864. William C. Long, indicted July 31, 1908, for violation 
of section 3451, Revised Statutes. Bribery of August W. Machen in connec- 
tion with painting of street letter and package boxes. 

Indictment No. 23865. August W. Machen, William G. Crawford, George E. 
Lorenz, and Martha J. Lorenz. indicted July 31, 1908, for violation of section 
5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud the United States in connec- 
tion with purchase of carriers’ satchels and shoulder straps. 

Indictment No. 23866. William Gordon Crawford, indicted July 31, 1903, for 
violation of section 5438, Revised Statutes. Making and presenting false 
claims in connection with purchase of carriers’ satchels and shoulder straps. 

Indictment No. 23006. Isaac 8. McGiehan, George H. Huntington, and A. W. 
Machen, indicted September 8, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Revised Stat- 
utes. Conspiracy to commit an offense against the United States in connec- 
tion with purchase of package boxes. 

Indictment No. 23007. Isaac S. McGiehan, George H. Huntington,and A. W. 
Machen, indicted September 8, 1903, for violation of section 5440, Revised 
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Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud the United States in connection with pu 
chase of oa boxes. 

Indictment No, 23008. Isaac 8. MeGiehan and George H. Huntington, i; 
dicted September 8, 1908, for violation of section 5451, Revised Statutes. Bri} 
ery of August W. Machen in connection with purchase of package boxes. 

Indictment No. 23909. Eugene D. Scheble and August W. Machen, indict 
September 8, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy 
to defraud the United States in connection with purchase of street let: 
boxes. 

Indictment No. 23910. Eugene D. Scheble and August W. Machen, indict 
September 8, 1903, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspira:y 
to commit an offense against the United States in connection with purchas. 
of street letter boxes. 

Indictment No. 23911. August W. Machen, indicted Se 
violation of section 5501, Revised Statutes. Accepting a 5 
with purchase of street letter boxes. 

Indictment No. 23912. George W. Beavers, August W. Machen, and Ja 
W. Erwin, indicted September 8, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Rey 
Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud the United States in connection with pur 
chase of Montague device, 

Indictment No. 23926. George W. Beavers, indicted September 17, 1903. { 
violation of section 6501, Revised Statutes. Accepting a 
— of Bundy time recorders. 

Indictment No. 23027. George E. Green, indicted September 17, 1903, for 
violation of section 5451, Revised Statutes. Bribery of George W. Beavers 
in connection with purchase of Bundy time recorders. 

Indictment No. 23928. George W. Beavers and George E. Green, indicted 
September 17, 1903, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy 
to commit an offense against the United States in connection with the pur- 
chase of Bundy time recorders. 

Indictment No. 23940. George W. Beavers and George E. Green, indicted 
October 1, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy to 
ceieees the United States in connection with purchase of Bundy time re- 
corders. 

Indictment No. 23941. W. Scott ‘Towers, indicted October 1, 1908, for 
lation of section 1781, Revised Statutes. Receiving money for promoting E! 
liott & Hatch typewriter contract while an officer of the Government 

Indictment No. 23942. W. Scott Towers, indicted October 1, 1903, for vio- 
lation of section 178, Revised Statutes. Receiving money for promoting }!- 
liott & Hatch typewriter contract while an officer of the Government 

Indictment No. 23048. James N. Tyner and Harrison J. Barrett, indicted 
October 5, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy to 
defraud the United States in connection with the Equitable Debenture ( 
pany and others. 

Indictment No. 23949. James N. Tyner and Harrison J. Barrett, ind 
October 5, 1908, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspira 
commit an offense against the United States in connection with Southern 
Mutual Investment Company. 

Indictment No. 2390. James N. Tyner and Harrison J. Barrett, indicted 
October 5, 1903, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspira ) 
commit an offenseagainst the United States in connection with the ( 
nental Security Redemption Company. 

Indictment No. 23951. James T. Metcalf, Harry C. Hallenbeck, and Nor 
man R. Metcalf, indicted October 5, 1903, for violation of section 5440, R 
Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud the United States in connection with | 
ing money-order forms. 

ndictment No. 28952. Harrison J. Barrett, indicted October 5, 1903, forvi 
lation of section 1782, Revised Statutes. Receiving compensation for « 
ing a letter from Assistant Attorney-General approving the busines 
ods of the Continental Security Redemption Company. of Birmingham, A\a 

Indictment No. 23053. Harrison J. Barrett, indicted October 5, 103, fo 
lation of section 1782, Revised Statutes. Receiving compensation for 
ing a letter from Assistant Attorney-General approving the busine: 
ods of the Continental Security Redemption Company, of Birminghan 

Indictment No. 23054. George W. Beavers, indicted October 5, 190 
lation of section 5501, Revised Statutes. Accepting a bribe in cor 
with purchase of the Elliott & Hatch typewriters. 

_ Indictment No. 2385. W. Scott Towers, indicted October 5, 1908, for \ 
tion of section 5451, Revised Statutes. Bribery of George W. Beaye 
nection with purchase of Elliott & Hatch typewriters. 

_Indictment No. 23956. Harry C. Hallenbeck, indicted October 5 
violation of section 5438, Revised Statutes. Presenting false claims 
nection with contract for printing money-order forms. 

Indictment No. 23957. August W. Machen, indicted October 5, 1903. fo. 
lation of section 5501, Revised Statutes. Accepting a bribe in connect 
purchase of badges for rural free-delivery carriers. 

Indictment No. 23959. George W. Beavers, indicted October 5, 1%) 
lation of section 5501, Revised Statutes. Acceptinga bribe in connect 
purchase of Elliott & Hatch typewriters. 

Indictment No, 23960. George E. Green and Willard D. Doremns, 
October 5, 1908, for violation of section 5451, Revised Statutes. B: 
George W. Beavers in connection with purchase of Doremus ca 
machines. 

Indictment No. 23961. George W. Beavers, George E. Green, and W 
D. Doremus, indicted October 5, 1903, for violation of section 5440, | 
Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud the United States in connection w 
chase of Doremus canceling machines. 

At Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Edmund H. Driggs, indicted June 24, 1908, for violation of sectiot 
1782, Revised Statutes. Accepting compensation while a Member of 
for promoting contract of Brandt automatic cashiers. 

George F. Miller, indicted June 25, 1908, for violation of section 1781, I: 
Statutes. Paying Congressman Driggs for promoting contract otf 
automatic cashiers. 

_ George W. Beavers, indicted July 16, 1908, for violation of section | 
vised Statutes. Participating in money received by Congressman D1 
promoting contract of Brandt automatic cashiers. 

At Baltimore, Md. 

_ Thomas W. McGregor and C. Hilsworth Upton, indicted June 25, | 
violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud th: 
States in connection with purchase of carriers’ pouches. 

At Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Daniel V. Miller and Joseph M. Johns, indicted October, 1908. for ¥ 
of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy to commit an offense 
the United States in connection with John J. Ryan & Co. 


I say again, Mr. President, that there is no example like t 
the history of the Government; there has never been any i!) 
gation so trenchant and so ruthless in following to its end 4 
investigation conducted by the Postmaster-General, with his ° 
of skillful subordinates, backed up, as he has been, by the |" 
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dent from the beginning to the end. I again say that the Presi- 
dent and the Postmaster-General ought to have, and do have, 
with the country the credit for this. 

I shall not take time here to read, for the condition of my voice 
is such that I can not continue long, but I put in as a part of my 
speech letters and memoranda from officers of the Government, 
from counsel employed, a my 4 the counsel referred to by the 

r. 


Senator from Maryland— Bonaparte and Mr. Conrad—and 
this last is as follows, and is found on page 7 of the report of the 
Postmaster-General to the House of Representatives transmitting 
Mr. Bristow’s report, the document already referred to. They 
show—and they are good lawyers, faithful lawyers—their reali- 
zation of the great work done, and their recommendation that 
the Post-Office Department should continue the work. 

Mr. Bonaparte and Mr. Conrad, in their review of the report of 
Mr. Bristow, speak as follows: 


We consider the report an exceptionally able, candid, and impartial re- 
view of its subject-matter, and that it shows clearly reprehensible miscon- 
duct, amounting in many cases to crime, on the part of a number of public 
officials. It isa voluminous document, but this arises not from prolixity, but 
from the nature of the matters discussed. We heartily commend the report 
and deem its conclusions fulty justified by the facts it sets forth, and while 
regretting in common with a patstotc citizens that the grave abuses of 
long standing which it reveals should have grown up in the Post-Office De- 
partment, we consider the exposure of these abuses and the attempts made 
to punish those responsible for them a work of the highest public utility 
quickly and ably performed. 


I put here, as showing the continued and unceasing watchful- 
ness and interest of the Postmaster-General, and of the President 
always backing him up, the following communications, taken 
from pages 194, 195, and 196 of the same document: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., August 21, 1903. 

My DEAR GENERAL: I recall very distinctly that in the preparation of the 
last appropriation bill, and before the subcommittee (of which I was a mem- 
ber) had commenced work upon it, that in a private conversation with Mr. 
Loud he informed me that he had discussed with the Postmaster-General the 
advisability of a more thorough investigation of the Post-Office Department 
than had been possible in the usual course before, and that the Postmaster- 
General was very earnest in his desire that the item for ial inspection, 
included in the ‘‘ miscellaneous items” of the appropriation bill, should be in- 
creased to such an amount as would give him ——_ means for this purpose, 
and suggested that the item be increased from $1,000 to $6,000. F 

Mr. Loud stated that it was thought advisable that no public attention 
should be drawn to this pro d increase in the item, for the reason that it 
might serveas a warning and put upon their guard any employees or attachés 
of the Department or others who might have been guilty of irregularities, 
and that it was to the interest that the increase should be put in the 
bill as quietly as possible, so as to attract little or no attention or comment. 

It was understood that this investigation was to be very thorough and 
might be quite prolonged, reaching overa number of months, and that, while 
the rea would not itself become available until after July 1, 1903, 
yet it would be necessary to have this increase in order to continue whatever 
work might be started in this line before that date. ' : 

In accordance with this suggestion of Mr. Loud, he and I put the item in 
the appropriation billas prepared by the subcommittee, with a mere state- 
ment that it was desi by the Department, but giving no explanation. 
The subcommittee had such confidence in Mr. Loud that without inquiry 
they indorsed this increase; it went into the bill, was reported to the com- 
mittee, there d without any comment, and was enacted into law. 

I know positively that this request and the proposed investigation had been 
determined upon by the Postmaster-General long before there had been any 
newspaper or other comment upon possible irregularities in the Department. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
. Late Member of Congress from Ohio. 

Hon. Henry C. PAYNE, 

Postmaster-General. 


Wnhuite Hovse, 
Washington, June 22, 1908 

Str: As you know, the charges in connection with the Post-Office Depart- 
ment are now being investigated by Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General 
Bristow, who has had placed at his disposal by the Postmaster-General every 
resource of the Department, inclucing the services of Mr. Robb, whom you 
detailed from the Department of Justice to the Post-Office Department im- 
mediately after the removal of Mr. Tyner. Asa result of this investigation 
a number of indictments have already been had, and it is probable that other 
indictments will hereafter be asked for. *There can be no greater offense 
against the Government than a breach of trust on the part of a public official 
or the dishonest management of his office, and, of course, every effort must 
be exerted to bring such offenders to punishment by the utmost rigor of the 


aw. 

The district attorney's office, of the District of Columbia, has faithfully 
and zealously seconded the efforts of the Post-Office Department.in this matter, 
but the amount of work in the office issuch astomake it difficult, without neg- 
lecting other important public duties, to devote all the time necessary to the 
prosecutionof these cases. Isuggest, therefore, that if you cannot detail some 
of rom resent staff you = special assistants in these post-office cases, not 
only to take up the cases in which indictments have been found or hereafter 
may be found, but toexamine into all charges that have been made against 
officials in the tal service, with a view to the removal and prosecution of 
all guilty men in the service and the prosecution of guilty men whether in 
2 service or not where the cases are not barred by the statute of limita- 

ions. 
Sincerely, yours, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Hon. P. C. Knox, Attorney-General. 


OysTER BAy, N. Y., August 6, 1908. 


My Dear Mr. Payne: While for departmental reasons it is obviously 
advisable that the investigations now going on by Mr. Bristow be brought to 
& conclusion as quickly as is compatible with aceneaam, yet it is still 
more necessary that they be thorough and complete. I desire the report of 
Mr. Bristow and any other ——! which may be necessary to a complete 
presentation of the results of the investigation submitted to Messrs. Bona- 
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parteand Conrad and their opinions taken as to whether any further ave- 
nues of investigation should followed, or any further facts supplied, in 
order to secure a complete exhibition and redress of anyand all wrongs that 
have been committed in the Department. Please submita copy of this letter 
at once to Mr. Bristow, and also to Messrs. Bonaparte and Conrad, for their 
information. 

I need hardly say how much gratified I am by the evident thoroughness of 
the investigation thus far and the clearly expressed and acted-on purpose of 
the ees to get all the facts and to punish any wrongdoer who can be 
reached, whether within or without the service. 

My desire that the advice of Messrs. Bonaparte and Conrad should be taken 
as to further investigations is not because I question for a moment the single- 
minded purpose of the Department, but because, from their different points 
of view, ideas may occur to them which may not to you or to me. 

Faithfully, yours, 


Hon. H. OC. PAYNE, 

Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 

To ease the minds of the Senators who are disturbed by the ap- 
parition of Mr. Perry 8S. Heath, I put in here the memorandum of 
Mr. C. H. Robb, Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office 
Department, showing that that Department exhausted its juris- 
diction in turning over all testimony and all facts gathered af- 
fecting Mr. Heath tothe Law Department of the Government, and 
that it is a lack in the law which has forbidden further prosecu- 
tion thus far in this case. 





THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


[Copy.] 

In the matter of the presentation to the grand jury of the District of Colum- 
bia evidence against Perry S. Heath and of having the grand jury vote 
thereon. Memorandum by C. H. Robb, Assistant Attorney-General for 
the Post-Office Department. 


I was present about 12.30 to-day (October 5, 1903) in the office of the Post- 
master-General at a conference between the Postmaster-General, Fourth As- 
sistant Postmaster-General Bristow, and Hon. Holmes Conrad, special coun- 
sel for the Government in Post-Office cases. 

At‘this conference Major Conrad gave it as his opinion that there was suf- 
ficient evidence against Mr. Heath to warrant the question of his indictment 
being presented to the grand jury for action by that body. The Postmaster- 
General thereupon directed the ourth Assistant Postmaster-General to im- 
mediately forward to the districtattorney’s office all the necessary papers, 
and to also send the inspectors who were acquainted with the facts. Imme- 
diately after this interview General Bristow came to my office, and I then 
suggested the propriety of acquainting the district attorney with the devel- 
ony up to that time, and with a view to doing so called him up on the 
phone. Istated to him over the phone, in the presence of General Bristow, 
that the President had directed the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General to 
confer with ial counsel and to be guided by their advice; that in the ab- 
sence of Mr. Bonaparte, General Bristow had conferred with Major Conrad, 
and that Major Conrad had advised that, in his judgment, there was suffi- 
cient evidence to warrant the matter being placed before the grand jury; 
that I acquainted him with these facts for his information, and not witH”a 
view to influencing his decision one way or the other. 

Mr. Beach informed me that he did not agree with Major Conrad; that, in 
his judgment, there was not sufficient evidence to warrant the finding of an 
en, and that he should decline to again present the matter to the 
grand jury. 

Subsequently, and at about half past 3, I acquainted the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral with the result of my telephonic conversation with Mr. Beach, and then 
learned that the Postmaster-General had had a conference with the Presi- 
dent concerning the matter, and that the President had also suggested to 
him that he take the judgment of special counsel in this case. The Post- 
master-General immediately directed me to have a personal interview with 
the district attorney and explain the situation fully to him. I immediately 
went to the district attorney’s office and had an extended interview with Mr. 
Beach, going over the situation fully, and telling him that it was the desire 
of the President that special counsel be consulted in this case, and that Major 
Conrad had concluded that there was sufficient evidence to warrant the mat- 
ter being placed before the grand jury. 

Mr. Beach said that he Eeereed with Mr. Conrad and that he did not 
think there was:sufficient evidence to warrant the finding of an indictment, 
and that he should not present the matter to the grand jury; that the re- 
sponsibility was upon him and not upon Mr. Conrad, and that he was per- 
fectly willing to assume the responsibility. I frankly stated to Mr. Beach 
that Iagreed with him as to his conclusion that there was not sufficient evi- 
dence to warrant the finding of an indictment, but that in the circumstances I 
would suggest to him that he go before the grand jury and say to them that 
he understood some member of that body had asked a post-office inspector 
why an indictment had not been presented against Perry Heath; that, in his 
judgment, there was no evidence before the grand jury that would warrant 
the presentment of an indictment, but that it was for them to say. 

I suggested to Mr. Beach that in this way he would shift the respon ’ 
from himself to the grand jury; that, as I had before said, I agreed with him 
that there was not sufficient evidence to warrant the finding of an indictment, 
but the President having directed the Postmaster-General to advise with 
Major Conrad, and Major Conrad having advised that there was sufficient 
evidence to warrant the case being placed before the grand jury, it w ibe 
the safer thing for himtodoso. Mr. Beach said that the evidence hadall been 
before the grand jury, such as it was,and that no member of the grand jury 
had said anything to himaboutindicting Perry S. Heath, and that he wou 
again bring it to their attention. I also suggested the wisdom of holdin 
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esaid he saw no reason for doing this, since there was no evidence be 
a grand jury that would warrant an indictment being found against 
eath. 

It should be borne in mind that all the evidence in this case in any way in- 
volving Mr. Heath had been presented to the grand jury, and had that body 
been so disposed an indictment might have been voted and the district attor- 
ney requested to prepare it. It is my understanding that the foreman of the 
grand jury is a lawyer, and if this understanding is correct he certainly knew 
that the grand jury hadthisright. It is my understanding that no member 
of the grand jury intimated either to the district attorney or his assistant 
that he would like an indictment prepared against Heath. 

CHAs. H. Ross, 
Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Ofice Department. 


The Postmaster-General, as some of us know him, is a man of 
a and undoubted integrity—a man of great experience in af- 
airs. He is a man who, when he sets himself to a good work, 
follows his end and never turns back. He has, at the risk of his 


fore 
ir. 





S24 


given his days and nights to this investigation, through a long 
protracted search, covering all the seasons of the year, and set 
himself to this work with the purpose of finding out the offenders 
and of establishing it as a rule of the Post-Office Department that | 
no guilty man should be allowed to escape. 

I have already incorporated with my remarks the recitals of 
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, having this matter in | 
charge, of these indictments as applied to each person, the of- 
fense charged to each person, and the long list showing the faith- | 
ful work of the Department. 

More than this, these things are now being carried on, as a nat- 
ural sequence of the great work of the Post-Office De partment, 
in the courts of the United States in half a dozen differe nt States, 
districts, and Territories. There is to-day in Washington going 
on under processes of law, under rules and practice that elicit 
truth and discover guilt and punish it, a leading trial in these | 


own health, to the exclusion and destruction of his own comfort, sae: | 


cases, and the best of counsel have been employed—and we shall | sw 


pay for it—to follow this to the end. 

Mr. President, you may have a dozen Congressional committees, 
and they may, under the practice of Congressional committees, 
investigate this case or any portion of it, and altogether they will | 
never bring out so clearly the method of doing business in the | 
Post-Office Department, the relations that its subordinates had 
to outsiders, and the wrong-doing that was going on as will this 
one trial that is going on in Washington, where every word that 
is said and every point that is made are printed in the newspapers 
and thrown open to the public. 

Mr. President to all this, if anything can be added by the Post- 
Office Committee, we on this side do not object; but I venture to 
indulge in a little prophecy as to what will be the result of this 
investigation by aC ongressional committee. It is nigh approach- 
ing a Presidential election, and enough has already been seen here 
to show that if any advantage can be taken, on the other side of 
the Chamber, of this investigation it will be taken; and that is 
their privilege. 

If any undue attempt should be made on the part of the other 
side to make political capital of this matter, it will be met, I as- 
sume, by members upon this side, who will seek to have it con- 
ducted as a complete, fair investigation. But out of it, inevi- 

tably, as the weeks go by and as the time of the great contest 
of this year comes nigh, the committee will find itself nearer and 
nearer to a political contest. 

This will happen: My friends on the other side, maybe uncon- 
sciously, will not content themselves with pursuing the investi- 
gation which has already been conducted for the discovery and 
punishment of minor officials of the Department, but will seek to 
fasten responsibility, as has been indicated by what has been 
said here, upon higher officials, making, in a degree, the party 
responsible for that delinquency. Human nature is such that 
that will be so. 

Some Senators here have not forgotten that great investigation 
by Congress into the circumstances attendant upon the Presidential 
election in 1876—the counting of the vote,and at last, as the culmi- 
nation of that investigation upon those most grave subjects, involv- 
ing the election of a President of the United States for all of the 
people, that pitched and drawn battle which took place in New | 
York City over the cipher dispatches alleged to have been sent into 
Sonthern States and other States by acandidate for the Presidency. 
There was waged there in New York, in that committee room,a 
great a political battle as was ever conducted on the stump or in 
the House of Representatives or in the Senate. 

A very great man from my State first attracted public atten- 
tion in that investigation. He afterwards became Speaker. To 
the great loss of the country he has gone to where, ‘*‘ beyond these 
voi there is peace.’’ But he gained his first hold on the 
American public in that great political battle, which was the 
meeting of a committee of investigation on the part of Congress 
to find out,if possible, all the inside of that great transaction and 
all the transactions surrounding the Presidential election of 1876. 

And as this proposed investigation shall go on, instead of light- | 
ening, instead of showing anything more than the Department 
has shown and the courts are showing, it will become a battle to | 
see which shall gain the advantage. As a Republican I am will- 
ing torisk that. Iexpectit. It will be inevitable. But out of 
it will come nothing more than the conviction of men who watch, 
and that is that these investigations can never be conducted suc- | 
ces fully by Congressional committees as compared with commit- | 
tees in Departments. 

In the meantime, Mr. President—and I can say but little more— 
something more has been done; something more and something | 
greater has been done. Light has been let in to this great De- 
partment. Ido not say, using the old simile, that the Augean 
stables have been cleaned, because that fabled labor of Hercules | 
was such filth that only the rush of a river could doit. There 
was no such situation here. But it was as if some building has | 
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|ment passes into the hands of the friends of the § 


| Postmaster-General. 
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become close, the air bad and confined with uncomfortable condi- 
tions, improper conditions existing, and what it needs is the light 
of the sun and the west wind to sweep through all its corridors 
and crannies and purify it. And that has been done, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

More than that has been done. There is not a clerk in that 
Department, or in any Department, who is going on in a covert 
way and making merchandise of his position, involving the Gov- 
ernment in unnecessary expenditures, encouraging and making 
outside contracts, who has not his warning that so long as the 


| precedent which has been set by the Post-Office Department is 


followed, as it will be by the party in power, he must look to him- 


| self and all such practices must cease. 


There is not a grafter, there is not a confederate in graft, nora 


| contractor who has been illicitly making money out of the Goy- 
| ernment and getting from its Treasury what he had no right to, 


whether he be indicted or not, who has not taken notice that the 
ord hangs above him. There is not anywhere any man or any 
combination or any company that has set on foot schemes for the 
undue exploiting of the Departments of the Government for the 


| purpose of illicitly making money that has not read on the wall 


the handwriting ‘‘ Thy days are numbered.”’ 

So whatever happens as a result of this investigation, these great 
things have been accomplished; these great things have come to 
pass, and are the settled policy not only of this Department, but 
of every Department of the Government under Republican ad- 
ministration. 

If by possibility—and some time it may hi xppen—this Govern- 
Senator from 
Maryland and other Senators upon the other side, of which they 
are such able representatives, they will get the benefit of this in- 
vestigation. It will not stop this year or next year, nor with this 
Administration nor with the next Administration, but it will be 
known broad and large, wherever the United States has power 
and is seated, that purity in office, strict attendance to duty is to 


| be the rule, and that violation of that rule and violations of 


the law will be pursued relentlessly whenever they arise. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I agree with very much that 
the distinguished Senator from Maine |Mr. HALE] has said as to 
the importance of the investigation which has already been made 
by the Post-Office Department and by the attorneys appointed by 
the President of the United States. It is perfectly natural—it 

would be so on either side—that the Senator should defend his 
party. He gives it great credit for what it has done, and that is 
perfectly justifiable. I have no doubt if the case was reversed, 
if it were a Democratic Administration, those of us on this side 
would pursue the same policy. I do not wish to discredit the Ad- 
ministration or to take from it or from the President or the Post- 
master-General a single iota of credit to which they are entitled. 

That party enters into the matter is unavoidable and absolutely 
necessary. Our Government is one of parties, and the party in 
power must be held to an account for whatever occurs. It is en 
titled to the credit for its great successes; it must be held toa 
close and rigid account for all the matters that occur which aro 
against good morals and good government. 

Did the party in power instigate this investigation of their own 
motion? It does not so appear from the statement that comes 
from some officials in the executive branch of the Government. 
It does not appear that this information as to corruption in th« 


s | two or three branches or bureaus of the Post-Office Department 


was investigated or brought to the attention of the public by the 
I have no reference to the present Post 
master-General; but his predecessor, when furnished, as this one 
has been, with the charges and the witnesses, ignored them. 
Charges were ignored in the.face of the proof that was furnished 
as to the corruption of our officers in Cuba. They came to the 
surface again under the present Postmaster-General, as we are 
informed by the President, through two gentlemen or more in 
the city of Washington connected with the public press. 

It is true and fair to say of the Postmaster-General that prior to 
that time—I mean ths present Postmaster-General, Mr. Payne 
he secured an appropriation that he might make an investigation; 
and I am inclined to think, as I have said before, that the st: ite 


| ment of the President does injustice to the present Postm: — 


General and places him in a position before the public where he 
1as not received all the credit to which he is entitled. 

But at best this investigation only goes to two or three branches 
of this Department. I expect, if the Senate of the United States 
orders this investigation and we touch other branches of expend- 
iture almost exclusively under the control and at the option o! 
the Postmaster-General and his assistants, to have from the 


| Postmaster-General and from his detectives and special agents 


hearty cooperation in ferreting out the frauds, if others exist, and 
in pointing out to the committee which shall have charge of the 
| legislation the defects in the law which made it possible for these 
men to rob the people of their money. 
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| reeret to hear the Senator from Maine say that he does not 
believe Congressional investigations amount to anything; that an 
investigation into this matter will result only in some political 
advantage. It may or it may not result in political advantage, 
but the history of all investigations in Congress I think the Sen- 


ator from Maine underrates. They may not have exposed and | 


prought to trial and justice men who have defrauded the Govern- 
ment, but they have exposed in the past in almost every case the 
rascality that was engaged in, and the corrective has been applied. 


There isas much honesty on that side of the isle as on this, and I | 


have never known the Congress, no matter what party was in con- 
trol, when the facts were brought before it, to fail to legislate, or 
by their condemnation to aid in driving out and disposing of the 
mcn who were engaged in corrupt transactions. 

Into the Administration of that great captain of all of our 
armies, Whom the people of both sections loved after he became 
President of the United States, General Grant, there crept the 
fraud into the whisky business, exposed by men who at first were 
themselves engaged in the transaction, followed by that Presi- 
dent, as this one has followed the men who have been indicted. 
His own personal friends and party friends high in power were 
involved. Congress looked into it and aided the President, as 
we want you to aid this President by an investigation here, and 
there went to oblivion men who had stood as high in the councils 
of their country as ever were in public position. 

The frauds in connection with the Pacific railroads were inves- 
tigated not only by the Department, but by Congress. Political 
capital made of it? Yes; in both cases. In all cases that is in- 
evitable. But the men who had engaged in those stupendous 
frauds, which robbed the people of millions and hundreds of 
millions of dollars, passed away and out of existence, and as the 
result of it all, years afterwards, the Government came back and 
recovered from the owners of those properties millions of dollars 
and adjusted a question as important as ever came before the 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. President, the Presidential election of 1876 has been re- 
ferred to by the distinguished Senator from Maine, It was a 
time of the greatest trial in this Republic. A difficulty was pre- 
sented to the adjustment of which. in some form, every patriotic 
man in the United States looked, that the Government might be 
saved. I donot intend to go into the controversy of that hour, 
and to say now that one was declared elected President who never 
received a majority of the electoral votes. The commission de- 
cided that question. Buta heated and wild controversy came, 
and it was adjusted. There was the examination into the cipher 
dispatches. Theattempt was made politically to expose the Dem- 
ocratic candidate as being connected with transactions not proper 
in themselves, and the counting of the electoral votes by power 
and by fraud was attempted on the other side. Injustice was 


done toa great man whom at least half the people of this country | 


believed was elected President of the United States and deprived 
of the office. But that isa minor consideration. 

What came of the investigation and the controversy? By a 
vote almost unanimous in both Houses we provided by law, as far 
as it could be done under the Constitution, a measure to prevent 
what looked at one time as civil war growing out of that inves- 


tigation. There is not a Senator on either side of this Chamber | 


who does not know that if you wipe out all other Congressional 
investigations, which were of a minor sort, that one alone was 


worth all the time and all the trouble; and no man on either side | 


now cares anything about the partisanship involved. We feel 
and we hope that such a contingency may never again arise, but 
it was a Congressional investigation which brought us to the con- 
clusion arrived at. 

I might specify others, Mr. President, all of which redounded 
to the interest of the people of this country, and all of which have 
produced results far-reaching for the better conduct of our affairs. 
_ That we have not sent men to the penitentiary by Congressional 
investigation is true. Nosuch thought ever entered the minds of 


the investigators. We probably could do it; but if you have an | 


honest and faithful executive branch in control of the legal depart- 
ment, such a result will not be necessary. But we can stop and 
prevent, by knowledge and by the faithful cooperation of honest 
men in the Departments, just such occurrences as have taken place 
In the Post-Office Department. 

Ido not intend at this time to attempt either to specify what 
may be brought about by a further and an honest and a patriotic 
Investigation, but I do believe, from the best information I have, 
that inother branches which the commission has never touched we 
can secure information and suggestions, and that we will finally 
agree upon a method which will cut off extravagances, if they 
exist, and make provision by law so as to throw around the admin- 
istration of that Department sa ‘eguards which will make it more 
difficnlt for these occurrences to take place. That is all. 

If in the course of that investigation exposures result which 
trouble the other side of the House politically, they must take it 
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as becomes a great party, knowing that they have been in power 
almost unlimited power, for thirty years, realizing that a clean- 
ing of their own household will not only be proper for the coun- 
try, but good for themselves. 

**Let the light in,’’ says the Senator from Maine. Yes. the 
broad sunlight. If the conduct of your people has been pure and 
upright and careful in the people’s interest, it will inure to your 
benefit and strengthen your future conduct. I know the Senator 
from Maine too well to suppose for a second that he would shield 
any man in his party who abused a public trust. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I am delighted to have his coopera- 
tion in giving an opportunity to get at the real facts in the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on referring 
these resolutions to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I think one or possibly two 
or three other Senators desire to speak on these resolutions, and 
I ask that they may go over under the same arrangement that has 
heretofore been made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that these resolutions and the motion to 
refer them may go over, retaining their place. 

Mr. HALE. At the end of the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining their place. 

Mr. HALE (to Mr. Carmack). Let them go over in the same 

vay. 

Mr. CARMACK. [am willing that the resolutions shall go to 
the committee. I withdraw my request. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Tennessee withdraws his 
request. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will go over, 
to be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Tennessee withdraws his 
request. 

Mr. CARMACK, I withdraw it. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will have to renew the request on behalf of 
a Senator who is not in the Chamber and who asked me, if he 
were absent, to have the resolutions go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CARMACK. Thatis entirely agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania asks that the resolutions may go over, to be taken up to- 
morrow morning immediately after the routine morning business. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


A. R. CRUZEN, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CARMACK 
on the 15th ultimo, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate whether any report has been made to the Treasury Department by 
L. Cullom, special agent of the Treasury, with respect to the conduct of 
A. R. Cruzen, collector of customs in Porto Rico; and. if so, to transmit the 
sime to the Senate with a statement of what action, if any, has been taken 
thereon 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Tennessee to agree to 
insert the words ‘‘if not incompatible with the public interest.’’ 

Mr. CARMACK. Ican not conceive how the sending in of the 
report could be incompatible with the public interest,if there is 
such areport. My knowledge of itis froma publication ina Wash- 
ington newspaper, setting out what purported to be the substance 
of a report which has been made by a special agent of the Treas- 
ury Department in regard to the conduct of the collector of cus- 
toms in Porto Rico. The charges made in that report, as pub- 
lished in this newspaper, were charges of gross dishonesty on the 
part of the collector of customs—charges of gross fraud and a 
recommendation for his removal. At least it was so published 
in the newspapers. It did not purport to have come from the 
Treasury Department. On the contrary, the intimation seemed 


| to be that it had leaked out in some way or other and come into 


‘ 


the possession of thisnewspaper. It was stated that the report 
had been made for many months. 

Now, I do not see why a report of that sort should not be given 
to the Senate, or how it could possibly be incompatible with the 
public interest for the Senate to know whether or not charges of 
that kind have been made by a sworn officer of the Government, 
a special agent of the Treasury Department, appointed for that 
very purpose. I do not see how it could possibly be incompatible 
with the public interest for the Senate to have possession of that 
report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iknow nothing of the facts in this case, except 
that I have learned incidentally that these reports of confidential 
agents of the Treasury Department are regarded for the time being 
as confidential. I do not know any of the parties, and I have no 
interest respecting this matter. Unless the Senator from Ten- 
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nessee sees proper to insert the words which I suggest, I shall not | 


object to the resolution being passed, and will leave it to the Sec- 
retary ofthe Treasury to say whether or not at this moment, in the 
interest of the Government, the report should be made public. 
That is all there is of it. 

Mr. CARMACK. If I could understand any possible reason 
why such a report should be secret, I would be willing to insert a 
provision of that sort, but I do not think such reports ought to be 
secret. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisusual to regard such reports as reports to 
the head of a Department and not to make them public for the 
time being,in case, as it may be, that the Department shall desire 
to take some action. I shall not stand in the way of the resolu- 
tion. I only suggest that there is a question as to the propriety 
at this moment of making the report public. 

Mr. TELLER. There may be a question raised as to the pro- 
priety of it, but there is no rule in the Senate such as the Senator 
from Iowa has laid down. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not lay downarule. I said that that 
was the usual practice, and I believe we have had two or three 
cases in a like situation. 

Mr. TELLER. I have never heard of it. 
some special regulation about it. 
nois [Mr. CuLLoM] not long since offered a rule, which, I think, 
was sent to the Committee on Rules, that reports of this kind 
should be considered secret; but there is no rule of the.kind, nor 
has there been any practice of the kind. Such reports have been 
heretofore received and considered as public unless they referred 
to something in the Senate which was considered as an executive 
matter, like a treaty. There is no reason at all why this should 
be made an executive matter. It is not a question that we have 
any right at all to consider in executive session. Itisa legislative 
question, if it is anything that we have to do with. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the Senator from Tennessee has 
some motive in calling for this report,and it may be that it ought 
to be made public at this time; but I -would suggest to the Senator 
that if it is proper to make it public, it will be made publie by 
this call. If not, the Secretary of the Treasury will undoubtedly 
give a reason why at this particular moment it is not wise to 
make the report public. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
tothe resolution. [Putting the question.] The ayes have it, and 
the resolution is passed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Without amendment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will consider the 
question on agreeing to the resolution to be before the Senate. 

Mr.PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not think that 
in the somewhat extended service I have rendered in the Senate 
I have ever known. a resolution passed by the Senate calling upon 
one of the Executive Departments to furnish the Senate with a 
report made by an inspector or special agent who had been di- 
rected by the Department to inquire into charges against an offi- 
cial of the Government who it was supposed had been guilty of 
criminal action in his Department, and I think we ought to hesi- 
tate before we establish that precedent. 

Mr. TELLER. We can not hear the Senator over here. I 
should like to hear what the Senator is saying, and it is quite im- 
possible to hear him. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
should repeat? 

Mr. TELLER. 
about this question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will startanew. I said I could 
not remember that during the time I have been a Senator the 
Senate ever passed a resolution directing the head of an Execu- 


We may have made 


Does the Senator desire that I 


tive Department to furnish to the Senate the report of an inspector | 


or special agent who had been required by that Department to 
examine a case of alleged malfeasance or crime against an offi- 


cial in his Department, and I thought we ought to hesitate be- | 


fore establishing such a precedent, and for this reason: The 
opecial agents of the Treasury and other Departments who are in- 


structed to investigate alleged or suspected delinquencies of offi- | 


cials are employed very much in the nature of detectives for the 


purpose of furnishing evidence to the Government which would | 


enable the prosecution of the offender in case the charges against 
him or the supposed malfeasance were found to be true. 

I think that such reports have always been considered by the 
Senate and by Congress as matters confidential, and necessarily 
confidential, in order to enable the Government to ferret out and 
to punish any criminal conduct on the part of officials. I believe 
that ought to be the rule. If it be so that whenever a special 
agent of any Department of the Government has been ordered to 
make an investigation of a matter where it is supposed that an 
official may have been guilty of criminal delinquency he under- 
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The senior Senator from Illi- | 








I should like to know what the Senator thinks | 


| impulses that govern other men. 


J ANUARY 


stands that all he writes to the Executive Department of a 


| dential nature can be called for by Congress and made pul 


is manifest that he may not discharge the duty with the 
fidelity he otherwise would exercise. 
Mr. CARMACK. Why not? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator asks why not. 


| many reasons personal to himself, which must be apparent 
| seems to me, to everyone. sl 
authority to pursue the inquiry and to make the report, ani ; 


Confidential matters require a] 


not in human nature for an inspector or an official to mak 
inquiry with the fidelity and with the utter disregard of | 


quences to himself, whatever the relations may be betwee) } 


and the parties, that he would make if he understood t)) 


communication to the Government was to remain secret at | 


until action had been had by the Department upon it. 
There is another reason, Mr. President. Suppose this : 

furnishes information upon which criminal proceedings ou 

be instituted by the Department. 


the Secretary of the Treasury and is still undecided by hii. 
may be decided that upon the evidence thus furnished a pros: 


ought to be established, but whoever heard that.a district ; ttor-. 
or, if 
called upon, would be justified in submitting, to the public t) 
evidence before him tending to show criminality on the part of , 


ney or a prosecuting officer would be called upon to submi' 


Government official or of a private individual before pro: 


were instituted? That is just what apparently is required tv 


done in this case. 


If there has been any su ko. 
port, that report is still under consideration, I should suppose, by 


If, as the Senator from Tennessee supposes from a newspaper 


article, this officer in Porto Rico has been guilty of such d 
quency or malfeasance as that he ought to be removed a: 
criminal proceeding instituted against him, it is not in tl: 


terest of justice that before that-question is settled and determined 


in the Treasury Department the evidence upon which such an in- 
dictment would be based should be given to the world and als 


to the criminal himself. To my mind we might just as \ 
quire that while a grand jury is considering the questi 


whether an indictment is to be found the grand jury should fn 


day to day make public all the evidence that was laid bef 
order that it might determine whether there was a case in w 
an indictment should be found. I can see nodistinction } 


such acase as that and this case, supposing that it be true t 


there is evidence here on which this official can be prosecut 

As with the Senator from Iowa, I know nothing whatever a 
this case, but I feel that it might be of great embarras 
the Government if it were compelled to producethe report w! 
has been made, which furnishes the evidence upon which 1 
in an official capacity can be prosecuted. I do not desire t 
any more about it; I do not want to shield anybody: but 
think it is establishing a very bad precedent, and wit 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Iowa I should 
have the yeasand nays upon the passage of a resolution of t! 
acter, in order that I may record my vote against it pu 
matter of proceeding. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays befor 
ate the Calendar of General Orders. 

The Secretary. Order of Business 13, Senate bill 887 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent that that « 
go over until this question issettled. It seems tome that 


| had it before us now for a month. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from I] 
unanimous consent that the further consideration of t! 
tion shall be continued. Is there objection? The Cl 
none. ‘The Chair suggests to the Senate that the resoluti 


| as the ‘‘ Gorman resolution’’ should also have unanimo 


to be taken up immediately after the conclusion of this 1 
Is there objection to that? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only want to say that I desire to 
executive session some time to-day before we adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will offer the amendment that | : 
to the resolution and let it be voted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from ! 
mits an amendment to the pending resolution, which will 

The Secretary. In line 1, at the end of the line. : 
word “‘ directed,’’ insert ‘if not in his opinion incompa' 
the public interest.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. 


The question is on 


I hope that amendment will be ad 


| all the Departments we have a very large number 


agents. They are poorly paid and they are governed by ' 
It frequently happens ' 


make accusations against men which are investigated 


enter and the whole thing is found to be errone 


partments have to control them, and if their first i) 


” 
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published through malice or ignorance or what not, or by misrep- 
resentation of ontsiders, is to be published to the world and be made 
official, great injustice will be done. I think the Departments 
should have some discretion to hold back such matter until it 
was investigated and not injure the character of a good man who 
was perfectly innocent, when a slight investigation would show 
that the whole charge was false. 

That happens daily in the Departments, in the Land Office, and | 
elsewhere. The Department takes up a case and investigates it, 
and finds that it is not well founded. They keep control of these 
things, and I think it should be left in the-diseretion of the De- 
partments to say whether the matter ought to be made public, to 
determine whether its publicity would interfere with criminal | 
proceedings, whether itis scandalous, whether itisunjust. There | 
ought to be a discretion in the Departments about the reports of | 
irresponsible agents, because they are comparatively irresponsible. 
They are poorly paid men. They are acting as detectives to a 
great extent. I should not like to have this resolution passed asa 
precedent for dragging all such matters before the country. It 
would be unjust. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada is | 
very much mistaken when he refers to the special agents of the 
Treasury Department as a low class of employees who are poorly 
paid. They are a very high class of employees and are exceed- 
ingly well paid. 

Mr. STEWART. Some of them are. 

Mr.CARMACK. Men who do work like this are well paid, be- 
cause it requires men of unusual intelligence and capacity for that 
particular line of work, and low-class men—low-salaried men— 
would not be put to doing work of this kind. These men do not 
go to a place as secret detectives. Their character is known. 
They are known as special agents of the Treasury Department, and | 
they go for the purpose of examining the books and accounts and 
the work generally of the custom-house officials. The official 
who is being examined knows that he is being examined. It is 
no secret-service work. 

I can not see for the life of me how the publication of this re- 
port can in any way interfere with the public service. The re- | 
port, according to this newspaper statement, has now been in the | 
i ssession of the Secretary of the Treasury for about nine months. | 





Yo possible injury could be done by its publication. 

The Senator from Connecticut says some criminal prosecution 
might be based upon it. It seems that nothing has been based | 
upon it. Nothing has been done about it so far aswe know. The 
recommendation was that the man be discharged. The accusa- 


tion was that he had been guilty of fraud and corruption, and I 
| tion, there not having been, tomy knowledge, an instance of such 


the fact seems to be that the Secretary of the Treasury has al- 
lowed the matter to sleep without any action whatever, so far as 
we know, and I think we oughttoknow. Suppose criminal prose- 
cutions were to be made upon this report. The publication of the 
report could not give to the accused the knowledge of a single fact 
he does not possess now. He knows the offenses of which he has 
been guilty—that is, if he is guilty. If he is an innocent man it 
is but justice that he should know the specific accusation. If he 
is a guilty man the report will not give him any information he 
does not already possess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee does not object 
to the amendment? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; Iam not going to accept it. 

Mr. TELLER. I object to the amendment. Mr. President, if | 
this amendment should be adopted it will be the first time in the 
history of the Senate, I think, that we have ever submitted a reso- | 
lution of this kind to a Cabinet officer. We always put in that 
clause when we submit a resolution to the President—that is, we 
say that he shall make the report if not incompatible, in his 
judgment, with the public interest. 

| suppose, technically, all such resolutions ought to be addressed 
to the President because he has absolute control of them, but 
they have not always been so addressed. The orderly procedure 
in the Departments, as Senators will find if they will go back at 
least forty or fifty years, has been for the Secretary who was to 
discharge the duty of making the report, if he thought it was in- | 
compatible with the public interest, to report to the President | 
what he thought about it, and the President—not the Secretary, 
but the President—reported to the Senate that he himself thought 
it was incompatible with the public interest. If this inquiry is | 
addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury and if the Secretary | 
believes that he ought not to make the report public he will so 
report to the President and the President will so report to the | 
Senate. Then you have the responsible head of the Government | 
and not a subordinate excusing the Executive from making the | 
report, 

[t does not seem to me that this is a wise amendment. I sup- | 
pose the inquiry is addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury; I! 





Will the Senate agree to the 
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| tary does not think it ought to come. 
| it is wise to make the proposed change in the resolution. 


| been asked for. 
| port made of the head of a Department. 


| to him. 


| ible with the public interest, to inform the Senate, etc 
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| judgeso by the debate so far as it has gone; but it certainly is in 





the province of the President to say to us, although it is addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, that it is not compatible with 
the publicinterest to send in the report. 

Isubmit, Mr. President, that the dignity of the Senate and the 
dignity of the President require that we should leave it in the way 
it has been for very, very many years. I admit that there may 
be cases when there was to be a criminal prosecution and the 
Secretary of the Treasury might feel that he did not want to make 
public just then what the Government's case was. I should think 


in such a case the matter would go naturally to the Department 
of Justice for an opinion. 


Then it would come back to us with 
the President’s imprint of approval that he did not think it was 
proper. 

I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that there is not any danger 
of this report coming here if the President does not think it ought 
to come, nor is there any danger of its coming here if the Secre- 
I do not believe myself 
The 
practice has worked very decently, I think, and satisfactorily for 
a great many years. I should very much rather see the resolu- 
tion passed in the ordinary way and let the Secretary of the 
Treasury deal with it as he sees fit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as I said before, I know noth- 
ing of the facts respecting this case. 

Mr. TELLER. Nor I. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nor the parties. 

Mr. TELLER. Nor I. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only know incidentally that this is a secret 
report of an agent of the Treasury Department to his chief—a 
confidential report, as such reports always are—and I do not re- 
member an instance where such confidential reports have ever 
I have no recollection of an inquiry for such a re- 


I am perfectly willing, and so suggest tothe Senator from Colo- 
rado, that the resolution shall be addressed to the President, ask- 
ing him to communicate the report if not incompatible with the 
public interest. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Tennessee or any other 
Senator desires to see this report I have no doubt it will be shown 
Ido not suppose there is anything that would prohibit 


| him from examining the report, he having some ultimate pur- 


pose undoubtedly in offering the resolution. I donot know what 
that purpose-is, but I only wish to raise that question on the resolu- 


a resolution. 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, if he will take 
the pains to go over the history of this country he will find innu- 
merable cases where the President has sent to the Senate or House, 
whichever it may be, that he does not consider it compatible with 
the public interest to make a report to us or to give the informa- 
tion requested. Sometimes it has been done upon a resolution 
addressed to the President,and sometimes it has been d 
resolutions addressed to heads of Departments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no recollection of such a case. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care anything about it. It does not 
make any difference, except I am simply desiring to see the pro- 
cedure of the Senate continued which has been here in force so 
long. I should prefer to see the resolution addressed to the Presi- 
dent. He will naturally, of course, refer it to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and then if there is any reason why we should not 
have the report they will tell us. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move, with the leave of the Senator 
from Tennessee, that his resolution be directed to the President 
and that it be modified accordingly; and if it is preferred tl it 
shall go over, I have no doubt that it will come up t 

Mr. CARMACK. I actept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
modifies the resolution. The modification will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be 


me upon 


requested, if not in his op mpat- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 


| resolution as modified? 


The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 73, by Mr. GorMAN, calling 
upon the President for certain information touching former nego- 
tiations of the United States with the Government of New Gra- 
nada or Colombia, etc. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests that some 


* 
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. ° . ° ° | 
Senator ask unanimous consent that if the discussion of the reso- | 


lution shall not be concluded to-day it may take its place again 
upon the table of the presiding officer. 

Mr. CULLOM. I make that suggestion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to it? 
Chair hears none, and that order is made. The resolution is be- 
fore the Senate, and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, on Friday last, when I took the 
floor, lexpected to complete my remarks. I believe I should have 


done so if it had not been for the very generous assistance I re- | 


ceived from both sides of the Chamber in my speech. I regret 
that I was not then able to conclude. I shall beg the indulgence 
of the Senate while I try to complete what I have to say to-day. 
The diversions in my speech of Friday have somewhat disarranged 


the order of presentation of the various questions I desired to | 


place before the Senate. While I had no prepared speech, I had 
given some attention to the order in which I thought I ought to 
discuss these questions. 
discussion now may not appear to be entirely germane, but I may 
have to return to some of the questions which I should not have 
returned to had I been allowed to complete my speech on the lines 
I had marked out. 

Since I made my speech on Friday my attention has been called 
to some remarks of the junior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
LODGE], made in my absence from the Senate on the 5th of Jan- 
uary last. I desire to controvert some of the propositions laid 
down by that Senator in his speech on this subject. I do so with 
some hesitation. I know the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
is a scholar, an author, and a statesman, and it may seem some- 
what rash for me to call into question either his logic or his law; 


but, Mr. President, in this case I can not agree with either, al- | 
though I should agree with some of the propositions which the | 


Senator has presented to the Senate, where he has cited the opin- 

ion of writers on international law. I am compelled, however, 

to dissent from the conclusions which the Senator has drawn. 
While it may seem to some somewhat unnecessary to go over 


all of these details, I think it is necessary. Inquiring into the prin- | 
ciples of international law I find a great deal of uncertainty as to | 


how they originated. I find in the records the statement that 
certain principles, laid down by eminent statesmen at different 
times in the history of the world, running back many years, have 
become the rule of international law by the acceptance of various 
nations of the earth. I donot like to have the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts intruding into international law his opinions; and, 
therefore, I propose to call attention to the authorities on which 
he professedly bases his opinions. 
confounded certain things. Perhaps I had better read what the 
Senator has read. In order to do him justice, I am going to read 
it all. 


In the first place, he has a quotation from the first authority | 


cited, touching principally on the question of the right of recog- 
nition. On page 4 of his remarks, as printed in pamphlet form, I 
find the following: 

In Lawrence's Wheaton's International Law (pt. 1, chap. 2, p. 36) is found 
the following discussion of what actually constitutes sovereignty in a state: 

“ Sovereignty is acquired by a state either at the origin of the civil society 
of which it is composed or when it separates itself from the community of 
which it previously formed a part and on which it was dependent. * * * 
The internal sovereignty of a state does not in any degree depend upon its 
recognition by other states. * * * The existence of the state de facto is 
sufficient in this respect to establish its sovereignty de jure. It isa state be- 
cause it exists.” 

That is a well-stated proposition of law, and is undoubtedly in 
accordance with the general consensus of opinion of writers on 
international law, that ‘‘ It is a state because it exists.’ 

It is a state because it has the qualifications of a state. That 
is according to our idea. It is a community organized for the 
purpose of maintaining law and order, and protecting personal 
and property rights; but, Mr. President, it must have more than 
that; it must have the machinery of government; it must have a 
legislature; or it must have a power, at least, that can create 
laws. It may be that itis an absolute autocratic power lodged 
in one man; it may be lodged in a good many men, or it may be 
lodged in a few men; but somewhere there must be that power. 

Then it must have, in addition to that, the ability to maintain 
itself not only at home amongst its own people, but it must be 
able to maintain itself amongst the nations of the earth either by 
force of its power or because the nations of the earth concede its 
right to exist. It is not necessary that it should have recognition 
in the way that new governments are usually recognized. It is 
first a de facto government. It becomes a de jure government 
when the rest of the world recognizes that de facto government 
as a government capable of discharging all the functions of a state 
and one which will become a de jure government eventually. If 


nobody recognizes it and it continues to discharge the duties of a | 


state for many years, it will be a government de jure; and, of 


The | 


The Senator seems to have | 


| governments. 


course, every government de jure must also be a government de 
facto. 

There are a great many governments as to which no one could 
go back to the time when they were recognized as governments, 
except that by another government treating with them or ficht- 
ing with them or negotiating with them or sending ambassadors 
to them they have recognized their state of existence. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts continues: 

Precisely the same definition of a sovereign state is found also in Kluber, 
Droit des Gens Moderne de l'Europe, section 23. 

Further, in Lawrence's Wheaton, page 47, is the follesying: 

“Where a revolte@"province or colony has declared and shown its ability 
to maintain its independence the recognition of its sovereignty by other 
foreign states is a question of policy and prudence only.” 

Remember that is when a government has shown its ability to 
maintain itself, and then every other government may or may 
not recognize it, as it sees fit. There is no way, Mr. President, 
that you can compel one government to recognize another. Com- 


| mon regard for the rights of other nations and for the welfare of 
I have discussed some of them, and my | 


mankind will require at the proper time that every nation shall 


| recognize a new government which has shown its ability to main- 


tain itself, whether by force of arms or by lapse of time. Again 


the Senator from Massachusetts quoted from Lawrence, as follows: 


Before a formal recognition by sending ambassadors and entering into 
treaties by foreign powers, there should be a practical cessation of hostilities 
on the part of the old state which may long precede the theoretical renuncia- 
tion of her rights, and there should be a consolidation of the new state so far 


; as to be in a condition of maintaining international relations with other 
| countries, an absolute bona fide possession of independence as a separate 


kingdom, not the enjoyment of perfect and undisturbed tranquillity—a test 
too severe for many of the oldest kingdoms—but there should be the exist 
ence of a government acknowledged by the people over whom it is set, and 
ready to prove its responsibility for their conduct when they come in con- 


| tact with foreign nations. 


That is a very correct statement. The Senator then said: 


The same doctrine is declared in Historicus 1, page 9, by Sir William Vernon 
Harcourt, in his publication at the time of our civil war: 

‘Recognition of the independence of a revolted state is only lawful when 
such independence is de facto established.” 


Mr. President, that is what I have been contending for. 
Senator then said: 

W.E. Hall, whol take it is the first of the English authorities and one of 
the most recent on international law, says: 

‘Assuming that the recognition of the Spanish-American republics by the 
United States and England may be taken as a typical example of recognition 
given upon unimpeachable grounds, and bearing in mind the principle that 
recognition can not be withheld when it has been earned, it may be said 
generally that— 

(1) Definitive independence can not be held to be established, and recog 
nition is consequently not legitimate,so long asa substantial struggle is being 
mame by the formerly sovereign state for the recovery of its authority; 
and that 

“(2) A mere pretension on the part of the formerly sovereign state ora 
struggle so inadequate as to offer no reasonable ground for supposing that 
success may ultimately be obtained is not enough to keep alive the rights of 
the state and so to prevent foreign countries from falling under an obligation 


The 


| to recognize as a state the community claiming to have become one 


“In a note of Dana’s to Wheaton’s International Law he says that the tests 
which should determine the recognition of a foreign state are ‘the necessi 
ties of the foreign recognizing state and the truth of the facts implied that 
the state treated with was at the time in the condition de facto of an inde 

vendent state.’” (Extract and note from W. E. Hall’s International Law, 
>. II, Ch. I, p. 98.) 

Mr. President, I am not going to contend, and I never have con- 
tended, that we were under obligation at any time, until we felt 
that it was to our interest so to do, to recognize any state. We 
illustrated that in our treatment of the South American republi 
where the revolution began in 1810, and we only recognized them 
in 1821 or 1822. I have not looked up the exact date, but I think 
it was perhaps in 1822. During all that time, Mr. President, those 
South American republics had maintained themselves against 
Spain. It is true they had not all the time maintained stable 
Some of them had stable governments for a few 
months, and then they would change by revolution; but all the 
time they were against Spain, and during that whole time they 
never consented that Spain had any authority over them. be- 
cause of their frequent changes of a constitutional character and 
of rulers we deferred for more than ten years the recognition of 
those states. In the case of Texas we did the same thing; but I 
called attention to that the other day and will not repeat it. 

Now, I come to what the Senator from Massachusetts conc! uces 
the law is. I am very sorry the Senator is not here. He said: 

I will not multiply citations from writers on international law. I think 
it is perfectly clear to anyone who has examined the subject that they : 
unite in the a that the question of the recognition of a new sta’, 
whether formed originally or by separation from another state, is a question 
for the sole determination of the recognizing power, that it isnot necessar!y 


in any sense an act of war, and that it may be done with a strict observa! 
of neutrality. 


It is not necessarily an act of war, I will admit, Mr. President, 
and when the conditions which the world has declared are the 
prior conditions to recognition exist, it is not even a violation 0! 
neutrality; but until those conditions do exist all the authorities 
from Demosthenes down to the present time are in favor ot the 
position I have taken, thatit isa breach of neutrality—and a breac4 


| of neutrality, of course, is an act of war. 








1904. 


—_ 


most members of this Senate, Mr. Moorfield Storey, delivered a 
lecture on the 5th of December before the Massachusetts Reform 


Club. He makes a quotation from a speech made by Sumner, | 


which I have not had the time to verify by examining the Con- 
cressional Globe because my attention was only cailed to this 
cpeech yesterday; but I know Mr. Storey to be a man of high 
character, and Lassume that the quotationiscorrect. Ivery rarely 
use any quotation without verifying it ifit can bedone. Now, I 
am going to read what Charles Sumner said: 

The conclusion, then— 

Said Mr. Sumner— 


is « 


the contest is finished and that de facto the new government is established 
cecure within fixed limits. These are conditions precedent, not to be avofded 
without open offense to a friendly power and open violation of that interna- 
tional lew which is the guardian of the world’s peace. 


Mr. President, I appeal from the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts on this question of law and logic to Charles Sumner, his 
yreclecessor. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has given us a great many 
other quotations, which I am not going to attempt to read—be- 
cause | do not desire to continue this discussion to any unreason- 
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mntleman i oston who is known very well, I think, to | bes : 
A gentleman in B y ’ | be judged with an adverse bias. (Hall, International Law, p. 





able extent—except, perhaps, one or two of them, to which I will | 


call the attention of theSenate. TheSenator from Massachusetts 
said: 

Practically the same doctrine is found in a note of Mr. Jefferson, Secretary 
of State, to Mr. Morris, November 7, 1792 (MSS. Inst. Ministers): 

“It accords with our principles—”’ 

He says — . 
“to acknowledge any government to be rightful which is formed by the will 
of the nation substantially declared.” 


But, Mr. President, that does not disprove the position I have 
taken. That is directed simply to the question of the regularity 
of a government de facto. I have gone over all of these quota- 
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be sufficient, no less than their application in particular cases, may properly 


282.) 





A circular issued by the Russian Government when England and France 
suspended diplomatic relations with Naples in consequence of the inhuman- 
ity with which the Kingdom was ruled, is not without value in itself, and is 
of especial interest as issuing from the source from which it came. “We 
could understand,” it says, ‘that as a consequence of friendly forethought 
one government should give advice to another in a benevolent spirit: that 
such advice might even assume the character of exhortation: but we believe 
that to be the furthest limit allowable. Lessthan ever can it now be allowed 





| in Europe to forget that sovereigns are equal among themselves, and that it 
| is not the extent of territory but the sacred character of the rights of each 


which regulates the relations that exist between them. To endeavor to ob- 
tain from the King of Naples concessions as concerns the internal govern- 
ment of his State by threats, or by a menacing demonstration, is a violent 
usurpation of his authority, an attempt to govern in his stead; itis an open 


| declaration of the right of the strong over the weak. (Note, Hall Interna- 
lear. To justify recognition it must appear beyond doubt that de facto | . = ‘ ; 


tional Law, p. 289.) 


I have an extract from Bowen on International Law. He says: 

The recognition of a neutral nation of revolters as belligerents should not 
be based on sympathy, but on justice and law, both of which require that 
revolters should not be recognized as belligerents until they have effected a 
political organization capable of performing the duties of a nation and of 
meeting the responsibilities of one, and have shown that their rebellion is in 
fact a war and conducted according to the rules of war. (P.135 of H. W. 
Bowen on International Law.) 


The recognition of belligerency is a step that may properly pre- 
cede the recognition of the independence of a government. 

Woolsey, who is supposed to be an authority upon this ques- 
tion, lays down the rule that there can be no recognition of a 








| government as long as there is evident doubt whether a govern- 


ment is a fact. 
If the question is still one of armed strife, as betwee: a colony and a 


| mother country, or between a state and a revolted portion of it, to take the 


part of the colony or of the revolted territory by recognition is an injury 
and may be a ground of war,as when Louis XVI recognized the United 
States; but every nation must decide for itself whether an independent state 
be really established, and needs not to wait until the party opposing the 
revolutionary effort has accepted the new order of things. (Woolsey, Inter- 





| national Law, p. 41.) 


tions, and I am free to say that I can not quite understand why | 


the Senator used some of them, for it seems to me they are di- 
rectly against his proposition. It is not aquestion simply for the 
recognizing government to determine when they wiil recognize 
another power unless it shall be asserted, which I am prepared to 
hear very soon, that international law can be set aside whenever 
it is disagreeable to enforce it. That was pretty nearly the doc- 
trine of the great powers of Europe immediately after the Na- 


poleonic wars; but it never was accepted in the United States, | 


and our Supreme Court in various cases, which I shall not attempt 
now to cite or to present, but will hope to do so before I get through, 
has repeatedly declared that international law was just as bind- 
ing upon the world as a statute Jaw was binding upon the nation 
that had enactedit. Judge Marshall so declared on several occa- 
sions, and Judge Story declared that no one nation could change 
international law; that it could only be by the consent of all the 
world that either an extension or a limitation of recognized in- 
ternational law could be made. International law is the law of 
this country, binding the executive and legislative branches of the 
Government alike. 

The Senator from Massachusetts quotes Hall. I am somewhat 
familiar with his work, and it is a very good work, but its chief 
value consists in the fact that he has kept himself in line with the 
old authorities on this subject and has not attempted to bring in 
any new doctrines. I want toread what he says about recognition: 

When a state has itself recognized the independence of a revolted prov- 
ince it can not pretend that recognition by other states is premature. When 
it has not done so, it may often be ——— forit to bring the conductof other 


— into question, and to argue that recognition has not been justified by 
1e facts. 


That can not be true if it is within the province, without any 
limit or restrict’on upon it, of a nation to simply recognize a gov- 
ernment whenever it sees fit. I know, of course, that there is no 
tribunal to call that state in question except the tribunal of pub- 
lic opinion of the world, which just now we are hearing from. 
Our conduct in this Panama matter is being very unpleasantly 
criticised in different parts of the world. 


And where any color exists for such an assertion, the state which has 
recognized an insurgent community is placedin a false position. Until inde- 
pendence is so consummated that it may reasonably be expected to be per- 
manent, insurgents remain legally subject to the state from which they are 
trying to separate. Premature recognition, therefore, is a wrong done to the 
parent state; in effect, indeed, it amounts to an act of intervention. Hence 
great caution onght to be exercised by third powers in granting recognition, 
and, except where reasons of policy interfere to prevent strict attention to 
law, it is seldom given unless under circumstances which set its propriety 
beyond the reach of cavil. (Hall, pp. 89-90.) 

For, though no state has a right to withhold recognition when it has been 
earned, states must be alowed to judge for themselves whether a commu- 
hity claiming to be recognized does really possess all the necessary marks, 
and copectally whether it is likely to live. Thus, although the right to be 
treater as a state is independent of recognition, recognition is the necessary 
evidence that the right has been acquired. (Hall, p. 87.) 

“ *“ * The right of independence is so fundamental a rt of interna- 
tional law, and respect for it is so essential to the existence of legal restraint, 
that any action tending to place it in a subordinate position must be looked 
Upon with disfayor, and any general grounds of intervention pretending to 


Of course, I do not mean that it would have been necessary, be- 
fore we recognized Panama, to wait until Colombia should have 
said she recognized it, if she had all the attributes of a state—a 
stable government and ability to maintain its authority over its 
people and discharge its international obligations. 

What I am about to read is not from any authority. It is my 
view of international law. Iam going to read one page of what 
I have written out—which I rarely do—because I want to be sure 
that I state it correctly. 

Every State having the recognition of the nations of the world, 
or of any considerable part of them, may be considered as a na- 
tion de jure without reference to the character of its government 
or the length of its existence. 

We became a State de jure long before Great Britain recog- 
nized our independence, and we have always dated our existence, 
not from the treaty of peace, but from the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, while in all proceedings in reference to us, in the courts 
and everywhere else, Great Britain has dated our origin as a na- 
tion from the treaty of peace. 

A new people, by revolution or by secession or otherwise, sepa- 
rating itself from the parent state, seeking admission into the 
community of states, may not have such recognition as entitled 
it to be known as ade jure government; but if it has a govern- 
mental organization and has the approval of the people and the 
ability to maintain itself against the parent state and is able to 
discharge its international obligations as a nation, it becomes a de 
facto government, and will, by lapse of time or by the recognition 
of other nations, become a nation de jure. 

When a people struggling for independence has reached the con- 
dition of a government de facto it is ordinarily entitled to recog- 
nition of its independence. But other nations may still refuse 
recognition, for it may be that the parent state will yet be able to 
destroy this de facto government and again establish its authority. 

That is a question for each state to determine for itself, but it 
must have the character I have mentioned. 

Most authorities on international law have insisted that other 
governments wait until it is apparent that the parent state can 
not subdue its rebellious subjects. This delay may be because of 
sympathy with the parent state, or it may arise from a wish to 
avoid the hostility of such state, for a premature recognition of 
such independence is considered an unfriendly act. 

All Europe recognized the belligerency of the Confederate States, 
and France wanted to recognize their independence, as did a large 
and influential class in Great Britain. The final outcome of the 
civil war shows that such recognition of independence would 
have been a mistake on the part of France or Great Britain. 

Most of us remember the threat made by a certain class in 
Great Britain that England would recognize the independence of 
the Confederacy. Some of our people complained very seriously 
when they recognized its belligerency, but as a question of law [ 
do not believe the belligerency of the Confederate States was 
recognized by any nation before the conditions justified it. 

Mr. SPOONER. We recognized it first. 
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Mr. TELLER. Iam not certain we did at first, although prac- 
tically we did; but not openly. But in our treatment of them we 
recognized practically their belligerency by the exchange of 

wisoners. 
: Mr. SPOONER. By the proclamation of the blockade. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; the blockade of itself is such a declara- 
tion, except in extreme cases, and except, according to the new 
doctrine which has been recently brought into the world, of a 
pacific blockade, to which I have never yet been able to give my 
consent. I am glad to say that the best modern authorities de- 
clare that there is nosuch thing as a pacific blockade. A blockade 
must be accompanied with force, and force against an independ- 
ent nation is war. 

Mr. President, I have a few remarks on the subject of inter- | 
vention. I understand that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPooNER], who has stepped out and who I hope will be back in a 
moment, said that there had been no intervention in this case; | 
that there had been recognition of independence, but no interven- 
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tion. If I know what intervention means, and if I do not I shall 
be glad to have some Senator interrupt me to tell me, we did in- | 
tervene. 

Mr. SPOONER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Wisconsin has returned. I | 
do not want to do the Senator any injustice. In his absence I 


stated that I understood him to say that there had been no inter- | 
I desire to insist that there has been inter- | 
And intervention does not necessarily mean that you | 
Anything that obstructs anid hinders the | 
parent state from taking such steps as states are entitled to take | 


vention in this case. 
vention. 
go there with an army. 


is an intervention. It may be by a proclamation, it may be by 
threat, or it may be by armed force. The only difference is that 
one is intervention and the other armed intervention. 


Lawrence, in his Principles of International Law, lays this | 


down: 

The right of independence conferred by international law upon each fully 
sovereign member of the family of nations involves, as we have seen, com- 
plete liberty on the part of every state to manage its affairs according to its 
own wishes. It may change its form of government, alter its constitution, 
form its alliances, and enter upon its wars according to its own views of 
what is justand expedient. But sometimes it happens that another state 
or a group of statesinterferes with its proceedings, and when it is engaged in 
internal turmoil or external conflict endeavors to compel it to do something 
which, if left to itself, it would not do or refrain from doing something 
which, if left to itself, it would do. Interference of this kind is called inter- 
vention. History teems with instances of it. It has been undertaken on 
various pretexts and justified by the most diverse reasonings. In every case 
of it the burden of proving justification rests upon the intervening power, 


for it is in its very nature an infringement of the independence of the state | 
subjected to it and therefore a violation of an acknowledged principle of | 


international law. 
I call the attention of the Senate to that. If there is any justi- 
fication of the intervention, then it is for the intervenor in the case 


to give the reasons that bring him within the rule, which is an | 


exceedingly close one; and I think it is utterly impossible in this 
case to bring it within the rule. 


Let us first distinguish intervention from other forms of interference 
which might possibly be confounded with it; and, having done this, we shall 
then be in a position to discuss whether it is ever justifiable; and if so, under 
what circumstances. 

The essence of intervention is force; or the threat of force, in case the dic- 
tates of the intervening power are dist rded. It is, therefore, clearly dif- 
ferentiated from mere advice tendered by a friendly state without any idea 
of compulsion; from mediation entered upon by a third power at the request 
of the parties to the dispute, but without any promise on their part to accept 
the terms proposed, or any intention on its part to force them to doso; and 
from arbitration, which takes place when the contestants agree to refer the 


| against its free will. 





dispute to an independent tribunal and consent beforehand to abide by its 
award, though it possesses nb power to compel obedience to its decisions. 


That is all that is needed to make intervention. 


There can be no intervention without, on the one hand, the presence of force, 
naked or veiled, and, on the other hand, the absence of consent on the part of 
the combatants. There have beer instances where one party to the dispute 
has asked for the intervention of a third power; but if both parties agree in 
such a request, the interference ceases to be intervention and mes media- 
tion. Should the mediating state find the parties unwilling to accept its pro- 

ls and decide to compel them by forceof arms, its action would then lose 
the character of peaceful mediation and assume that of warlike intervention. 
(Lawrence, Principles of International Law, pp. 115-116.) 

Every state is bound to respect the aes of its neighbors as a 
fundamental principle of international law; but a regard for its own safety 
is still more fundamental, and if the two principles clash, it naturally and 
properly acts upon the latter. The doctrine that self-preservation, or the 

reservation of whatis more preciouseven than life, overrides ordinary rules 

in no way peculiar to the law of nations. * * * (Lawrence, p. 117.) 

But we must note carefully that the danger must be direct and immediate, 
not contingent and remote; and, moreover, it must be sufficiently important 
in itself to justify the expenditure of blood and treasure in order to repel it. 
The mere fear that something done by a neighboring state to-day may pos- 
sibly be dangerous to us in the future if that state should happen to become 
hostile is no just ground of intervention. If it were, nations might always 
be at war to-day to prevent war fifty years hence! Further, the cause which | 
justifies intervention must be important enough to justify war. Governments | 
constantly submit to small inconveniences rather than resort to hostilities; 
and an evil which is not sufficiently ve to warrant a recourse to the terri- 
ble arbitrament of battle is not sufficiently grave to warrant intervention. 
(Lawrence, p. 118.) 


Will somebody tell me whether the desire to build the canal, if 
there had been no other place on the face of the earth where we 
could build one, was enough to justify intervention, without 
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further consideration and further treatment, or effort to treat. 
with Colombia? Mr. President, itseems to me that answers itself. 
Demosthenes, who was a lawyer as well as an orator, said this. 
He that makes or contributes such things whereby I may be taken, thon.) 
ho neither strikes me nor throwsadartatme,ismineenemy. (Grotius, 533.) 
He was then speaking nationally and not individually. 
Augustus Cesar said: 
That city hath lost its right to peace that receives and protects an enemy 
(Grotius, 533.) i 
John Quincy Adams, when Secretary of State, said, referring to 
the revolt of the South American republics against Spain: 
There isa stage in such contests when recognition without a depar 
from the obligations of neutrality is allowed. It is the stage when ind: 


dence is established as a matter of fact so as to leave the chances of the 
site party to recover their dominion utterly desperate. 


That goes with recognition. In his Law of Nations Twiss 


| quotes this rule: 


A state can not belawfnully required to renounce any of her natural right 
(Lampedi: Du Commerce des Neutrals, par. 5, edit 
of 1802.) 

This is cited with approval by Twiss, page 432. 

A requirement of that kind by a sovereign power is an act of 
war. The offended state may not go to war, but it is an act of 
war under the law of nations, which justifies the nation called 
upon to surrender its rights to go to war if it sees fit. 

Colombia has the right, under the law of nations, to compe! the 
seceding province, or state, whatever it may be, to submit to 
dominion, if it can. Nobody anywhere pretends that that is not 
from any standpoint a justifiable war, according to the definition 
that old Grotius laid down at the beginning of the treatises on in- 


ternational law. 


Colombia being a State, saying nothing of our relation to (o- 
lombia, with which country we were at peace, and Panama ¢e- 
ceding, or attempting to secede, what were our obligations? Our 
obligations, then, were to remain neutral between Panama and 
Colombia. 

Story, in the Supreme Court of the United States, laid down 
the rule as follows: 


_ We can not interfere to the prejudice of either belligerent without mak- 
ing ourselves a party to the contest and departing from thepractice of ueu- 
trality. (See Santissima Trinidad, 7 Wheaton, p. 283.) 

Twiss says: 

When a government has notice of an insurrection it has three alternatives 
It may assist the government de jure, or it may assist the insurgents, i) «it 
of which cases it becomes a party to the war; or it may be impartial, treat- 
ing the de jure government as an independent power, while it treats the in- 


surgents as a community entitled to the rights of war against its adversary. 
(Twiss, p. 499.) 


Mr. President, I read from Hall, but there was one page I 
omitted: 


Prima facie intervention is a hostile act, because it constitutes an attack 
ng the independence of the state subjected toit. (Hall Internationa! Law, 
p. 281.) 

The grounds upon which intervention has taken place,or upon which it is 
said with more or less of authority that it is permitted, may be referr 
the right of self-preservation, to the right of opposing wrongdoing. 
duty of fulfilling engagements, and to friendship for one of two partie: 
state. (Hall International Law, p. 283.) 

* * * The state which is subjected to intervention has either fail 
satisfy its international duties or has intentionally violated them. It |! 
done or eee a@ wrong to obtain redress for which the interveni 
may make war if it chooses. If war occurs, the latter may exact as on 
conditions of peace at the end that a government shall be installed w! 
able and willing to observe its international obligations. And if th« 
vening state may make war a fortiori, it mag gain the same result in a1 
way. When, however, the danger against which intervention is leveled 
not arise from the acts or omissions of the state, but is yg! the in 
consequence of the existence of a form of government or of the prev 
of ideas which are opposed to the views held by the intervening stat 3 
roles intervention ceases to belegitimate. * * (Hall Internationa! Law, 
p. 283. 

Mr. President, it can not be contended by anybody that our 
right to intervene there existed from anything that Colombia had 
failed to do. If we had such a right, without the censent ol 
Colombia, it must have been a treaty right, which I will show 
before I get through that we did not have. 

Continuing, this author says: 

* * * Supposing the intervention to be directed against the © 
government, independence is violated by an attempt to prevent the 1 
organ of the state from managing the state affairs in its own way. 

I submit that now to Senators who tell me there has b 
intervention in the conduct of our Government. Hall continu 

Papposins it, on the other hand, to be directed against rebels, the fa 
it has n necessary to call in foreign help is enough to show that t! 
of the conflict would without it be uncertain, and om poy that ' 

a doubt as to which side would ultimately establish itself as the legs 

sentative of the state. If, again, intervention is based upon an opin: 
the merits of the question at issue, the intervening state takes upon !' 
pass judgment in a matter which, having nothing to do with the relat 
states, must be regarded as being for legal purposes beyond the rang 
vision. (Hall International Law, p. 291.) 

Mr. President, some authorities do not treat it as mildly 4 
that. 
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Our courts have rendered decisions upon this question. Judge 
Marshall said: 

rhe court is bound by the law of nations, which is the law of the land. 

That will be found in 9 Cranch, pages 388-423. 

Our courts have held that an act of Congress should never be 
construed to interfere with international law or to violate mutual 
rights if it can be construed otherwise. (See Charming Betsey, 
(ranch, 64, 118.) 
in the case of Paquette Habana v. The Lola (175 
677) Justice Gray said: 


International law isa part of our law,and must be ascertained and admin- 
istered by the courts of justice of appropriate jurisdiction as often as ques- 
of right depending on it are duly presented for their determination. 


Judge Strong, in the case of The Scotia, reported in 14 Wallace, 


U.S. Rept., 


at page 170, said: 
Undoubtedly no single nation can change the law of the sea. * * * Like 
all the laws of nations, it rests upon the common consent of civilized com- 


wish to call attention to the statement I made the other day 
{hat our intervention was an act of war, which was denied. 
Dayis says: 


International law is essentially conservative in character. It recognizes 
in existing state of affairs and opposes and is slow to recognize changes ef- 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. This is addressed to the American 
ship Nashville, dated Washington, November 2. There was no 

var then, no insurrection, no disorder even; but we had been noti- 
fied that there was likely to be a revolution. and that meant war. I 
said the other day, and I repeat. that there would have been no 
war, no insurrection, nor would there have been secession, nor at- 
tempted secession, if it had not been for that declaration. Doctor 
Amador said the other day, if the newspapers can be relied upon, 
that there would have been no secession of Panama if it had not 


| been understood that they would have the support of the United 


{ 2 ; 

fected by violent and revolutionary methods. Interference in favor of insur- | 
£ ever sanctioned, and when undertaken by a state is equivalent toa | 
d tion of war against the state within whose territory the rebellion 
Cx 


Thatis from an American writer and an American officer. That 
is the law recognized throughout the civilized world, and no other 
law could be recognized. It is not possible that the powers of 
the earth would allow interference in a case of that kind without 
war. What would we have done in the civil war-—-I do not care 


if we did have on our hands the greatest war of modern times, if | 


not in all history—if any government had interfered so as to give 
help to the other side or injury to us? It would have meant war. 


Davis continues: 


Not nly is armed interference in behalf of insurgents not justifiable, but 
the furnishing of any assistance, direct or indirect, or even a failure to 
strictly observe neutral obligations, isa just cause of offense. * * 


A just cause of offense in international law means a just cause 
of war. That is exactly what Demosthenes declared a long time 
ago, and it has been the rule of conduct for nations ever since. 

Again Mr. Davis says: 

Prom the definition of a state it is clear that any interference between a 
state and its subjects is opposed to the fundamental principle of international 
lew. It should be an event of the rarest occurrence, and ‘would be justified 
only in casesof the greatestemergency. (Elementsof International Law, by 
George B. Davis, pp. 102, 103.) 

And the emergency which is laid down by all writers is not of 
interest, is not of advantage, but of absolute self-defense. 

Davis continues: 

* * * Tt has been said that a perfect right of a sovereign state can be 1n- 
vaded or denied only at the risk of war, and, in so far as international law 
is concerned, a state is a in regarding the denial of such a right 


as @ § vient cause for war he question of determining w hether a partic- 
ilar cause of offense is or is not sufficient to justify war is strictly internal in 





_ your rights here by force of arms.”’ 


character, and concerns the offended state alone. * * * (Davis, pp. 272, 273.) | 
When we said to Colombia ‘‘ You must not attempt to reestab- 


lish your authority over the seceding State of Panama,”’ it was as 
much a declaration of war as if Congress had declared it, so far 
as the laws of nations are concerned. She had a right to resent 
it,and if we had ever said it as to England or France or Germany 
or Russia or Austria-Hungary it would not have been theoretical 
war, but it would have been actual war. 


While it is technically true that a violation of a perfect right is regarded 
asa just cause for war, it is true only because no other remedy is provided 
for the violation by a state of a rule of international law. * * * (Davis, 


p. 273 
The right of declaring war is an essential attribute of sovereignty. (Davis, 
Yet we said to Colombia, ‘‘ You can not declare war against 

this sec ding State.” 

Hall lays Cown this doctrine: 
Treaties of guaranty are agreements through which powers—— 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator from Coloradc? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perrtus in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. When did we make to Colombia the state- 
ment to which the Senator has just adverted? 

Mr. TELLER. We made it on the 2d day of November, and 
we have been making it ever since. 
the things which is adm ‘tted. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 


States. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1 
(Translation. ] 
NASHVILLE, care American Consul, Colon: 
Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened by 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed force 
with hostile intent, either Government or insurgent, either at Colon, Porto 


B ello, or other point. Send copy of instructions to the senior officer present 
at Panama upon arrival of Boston. Have sent copy of instructions and have 
telegraphed Dixie to proceed with all possible dispatch from 1 Kingston to 
Colon. Government force reported approaching the Isthmusin ve s. Pre- 


I supposed that was one of | 


If the Senator can turn to the communi- | 


cation in which that statement was made, I shall be obliged to | legr i 
shall not be allowed to land within 50 miles of Panama never was 


him. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator has not read it or heard it read 
two or three times, I will read it again. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will be glad if the Semator will do so, 


vent their landing if in your Judgment this would precipitate a conflict. Ac- 
knowledgment is required. 
DARLING, Acting. 

Just before that dispatch was received 400 Colombian soldiers 
had been landed, and Commodore Hubbard reports to the Presi- 
dent that he did not receive this dispatch until after they had 
landed, or else they would not have been allowed to land. They 
were told by the Government officials down there—and it will not 
be denied by the State Department—that they could not exercise 
the functions of an armed force there; that if they did the Gov- 
ernment of the United States would interfere. 

The same day the Marblehead, one of our war vessels, was at 
Acapulco, on the Mexican coast, and here is the Department's 
dispatch: 

NAvyY DEPARTMENT, : 


Washington, D. C., November 2, 1908. 
GLASS, Marblehead, Acapulco: 


Proceed with all possible dispatch to Panama. Telegraph in cipher your 
departure. Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption is 
threatened by armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent lanc in of 
any armed force, either Government or insurgent, with hostile intent, at any 
point within 50 miles of Panama. If doubtful as to the intention of any armed 


force,oceupy Ancon Hill strongly with artillery. If the Wyoming would de- 
lay Concord and Marblehead, her disposition must be left to your discretion. 
Government force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessels. 


What government? Colombia, of course. 


Prevent their landing if in your judgment landing would precipitate a 
conflict 
DARLING, Acting. 


In God’s name. for what purpose did they suppose Colombia 
was sending soldiers there if it was not to maintain their juris- 
diction over that land? Of course they knew they were coming 
there and that their landing would precipitate a conflict, and the 
President says, ‘‘ There shall be no conflict: you shall not assert 
I hope the Senator is satisfied 
with that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator has complied with my request. 
I do not put the same construction upon it, however, if I may in- 
terrupt the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I anderstand that it is directed to main- 
taining free and uninterrupted transit—— 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator knows—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator addresses himself to me, and 
will allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I will let you answer. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under the duty and obligations that were 
imyosed upon us under the treaty of 1846. 

Mr. TELLER. TheSenator knows, and everybody else knows, 
that it went beyond that. 

Prevent the landing * * * within W milesof Panama. 

Your Administration was not satisfied to pi at your men on the 
line of the railroad or to let Colombia do what she had an unques- 
tioned right to do and do it herself, as she had a duty to do, as 
you have admitted. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
him— 

Mr. TELLER. i will. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 


If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 


The telegram suggesting that the troops 


known to the Colombian Government, and was never known be- 
yond the officer who received it until the dispatch came to the 
Senate. Now, it seems to me, the President had discretionary 
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power to adopt such precautionary measures as in his judgment 
were necessary to preserve the peace of the transit across the 
Isthmus. 

Mr. TELLER. Ah, Mr. President, there is no use of making 
any pretense about this. Everybody knows that it was not for 
the purpose of the protection of that line of railroad. It was for 
the purpose of maintaining the so-called Government of Panama. 
Everything that occurred down there, every act of the Govern- 
ment before and every act of the Government since, justifies me 
in that assertion here. Senators may insist that the President 
had discretion. I deny that he had any discretion, and before I 
get through I am going to show that he had no discretion. Sup- 
pose Colombia did not know what that dispatch was; it did know 


landed before the dispatch was received. 

Now, Mr. President, that brings me back. It is said that we 
have the right to intervene, and yet you deny that we have inter- 
vened. That is, you say we have the right to put our troops 
there. Mr. President, we had not the right to put our troops 
there under this treaty and under the construction we have put 
upon it ourselves from time to time, unless Colombia asked us to 
come there or Colombia failed to protect the transit. She did 
neither. She had no opportunity to do either. You prevented 
her from doing either, and by all the rules of decency, let alone 
the rules of war, you are estopped now from saying that she 
would not have done it. Why, Mr. President, there is not a tri- 
bunal under God’s heaven that would allow that plea to be set 
up after the act of the Government of the United States, when 
it said: ‘* You shall not come within 50 miles of that railroad with 
a force that may be necessary to protect the transit across the 
Isthmus.”’ 


Mr. President, I say that this guaranty never authorized us to | 
put a soldier on the Isthmus of Panama without the consent of 


the Government of Colombia, and it never was understood at any 
time up to 1903, and then it was so understood because there was 


an intention to dismember Colombia for our financial advantage. | 


It does not make any difference whether the President of the 
United States says it was for our safety or for our interest. It 
was for our interest possibly, and possibly not, but it was in 
violation of the well-established rule that you could interfere only 
when you had a positive right to interfere by a treaty, or else a 
necessity for self-preservation. In this case neither of those facts 
existed. Our Government has declared on several occasions that 
we were not required to interfere in an insurrection, and, if not 
required to interfere, certainly we had no right to interfere until 
there was an absolute physical necessity for such interference. 
That has not existed up to this hour, and it would not have existed 
if we had kept our hands off, because Colombia would have taken 
care of that incipient, one-horse revolution without our aid. 

Mr. President, on Friday I read the terms of the treaty of 1846. 
I do not care to read it again. I assert here there was no obliga- 
tion on us, nor did Colombia give us any right to put our men 
there except with her approval and consent, or at her request. 


We recognized that to be a proper construction of this treaty, not | 


only up to the 3d of November, but to the present time, even now, 
when we say under the treaty it is the duty of Panama as the 
successor of Colombia to carry out the provisions of that treaty 
and maintain the integrity of travel across that route. 


I stated the other day that where a guaranty was made it was | 


made upon the well-established rule that the guaranty was not 
to be attempted until called upon by the government to which 
the guaranty was given. That has been decided, Mr. President; 
decided by us; decided by other countries. Mr. Hall says: 


Treaties of guaranty are agreements through which powers engage either 
by an independent treaty to maintain a given state of things or by a treaty 
or provisions accessory to a ae to secure the stipulations of the latter 
from infraction by the use of such means as may be specified or required 
against a country acting adversely to such stipulations. 


(Hali’s Interna- 
tional Law, p. 342.) 


The author here cites the case of the treaty between France and | 


Russia by which they guaranteed to each other the integrity of 


their possessions and also the treaty of 1856 by which England, | , ys 
| complained that we had done some damage we were not entitled 
to do down there—that we had caused some trouble—and the mat- 


Austria, and France guaranteed the integrity of the Ottoman 
Empire. Then he says: 

In the two former cases (above cited) a guarantor can only intervene on 
the demand of the party or, where more than one is concerned, of one of the 

rties interested, because the state in favor of which the guaranty had 

en given is the best judge of its own interests, and asthe guaranty pur- 
ports to have been given solely or at least primarily for its benefit, no 
advantage which may happen to accrue to the guaranteeing state from the 
arrangements to the preservation of which the guaranty is directed can 
invest the latter power with a right to enforce them independently. (Hall, 
pp. 343-344.) 

Mr. President, we have never attempted heretofore to intervene 
there except by the request of Colombia, by her consent, or by her 
subsequent approval. I think perhaps there is one case where 
some marines were landed and subsequently Colombia approved 
and thanked us, It is said now by Senators that since this trouble 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| ints history. 
that it was not allowed to land troops or to use those it had | 





| As it may be presumed, however, that our object in entering into 


| Storey’s little work easier that I can hunt up the treaty in s: 
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Colombia has asked the Government of the United States to inter- 
fere. Colombia has the right under that treaty to ask that. 
When a nation guarantees to another to do certain things that 
nation may say to the guaranteeing nation, ‘‘ Now, carry out your 
guaranty.’? But under the pretense of carrying out that guar- 
anty I venture to say that in the whole history of the world there 
is no other case where a nation has used that guaranty as a sub- 
terfuge and a cover under which to dismember an independent 


| government—destroy the sovereignty of that government which 


it had guaranteed to protect. 

Mr. President, in this day there ought to be as much honesty 
and decency among the nations of the world as at any other time 
I challenge any man on this floor to find a single 
case in the whole history of the world where a government has 
attempted what our Government attempted in this case, and you 


_can not escape it, Senators, by saying that it was to police this 
| line of railroad. 
| ter, and to-day in Europe the best papers of Europe are criticis- 


If you do not know better, the world knows bet- 


ing us and declaring that it was an act contrary to international 
law and contrary to the very words of our treaty. 

Mr. President, I have referred to Mr. Moorfield Storey’s arti- 
cle. I have looked these matters up, and I am going to reada few 
things in it. I called attention on Friday to the fact that if any 
disagreement arose between that power and us by the very stipu- 
lation of that treaty we were not to goto war. We did not wait 
to see whether Colombia was willing and able to discharge her 
duties or not, which we had done heretofore, but we promptly 
seized that land, and we seized it as much in law as if we had 
landed 50,000 soldiers there to combat the Colombian soldiers 
when they came. 

Two Attorneys-General, both Bate and Speed, declare that we 
were under no obligation to police that line of railroad. Now, 
here is what Mr. Seward said. This was written November 9, 
1865. Itis to our minister at Bogota: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, Noveniber 9, 1865. 
To ALLAN A. BurRTON, Esq., etc., Bogota. 


Sir: The question which has recently arisen under the thirty-fifth article 
of the treaty with New Granada, as to the obligation of this Government to 
comply with a requisition of the President of the United States of Colombia 
for a force to protect the Isthmus of Panama from invasion by a body of in- 


| surgents of that country has been submitted to the consideration of the 


Attorney-General. His opinion is that neither the text nor the spirit of the 


| stipulation in that article, by which the United States engages to preserve 
| the neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama, imposes an obligation on this Gov- 


ernment to comply with a requisition like that referred to. The purpose o 
the stipulation was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion by « 
foreign power only. 

I know that has been questioned, and I have heard it said that 
probably we were under obligations even in a case of civil war. 
But, Mr. President, if we were, if Colombia had put us in that 
position, then Colombia had surrendered a part of her sovereignty. 
The rule everywhere in the construction of treaties is laid down 
that that is one of the things that shall never be presumed, and 
unless the treaty is so specifically exact that no other conclusion 
can be made, it will not be held that the Government intended to 
surrender full control, or to concede to any other power any right 


| of sovereignty within its jurisdiction: 


It could not have been contemplated that we were to become a party to 
any civil warin that country by defending the Isthmus against another party. 
such @ 
stipulation was to secure the freedom of transit across the Isthmus, if that 
freedom should be endangered or obstructed, the employment of force on 
our part to prevent this would be a question of grave expediency to be deter 
mined by circumstances. The Department is not aware that there is yet 
occasion for a decision upon this point. 

Your dispatches to No. —, inclusive, have been received. 

lam, sir, etc., 
WILLIAM H. SEWARD 


Mr. President, we made a treaty. I can read it from M: otal 
vera 
books that are here, but I have the treaty here before me. 

In 1857 we made another treaty with Colombia, or with New 
Granada rather. There had been some trouble, and Colombia, 
New Granada, or whatever you may call it (it is the same thing, 
because the treaty is recognized as going with the territory) 


ter was finally settled by a treaty. 

Mr. CARMACK. What was the claim? 

Mr. TELLER. They claimed of us and we claimed of them. 
In 1857 we made anewtreaty. That is not in this last compiiation 


| of treaties. I had to send and get the treaty. It is an old treaty. 


The first article of this treaty— 


Mr. Storey says— 


uses this language: “ 

“All claims on the partof * * * citizens of the United States upon the 
Government of New Granada, * * * and especially those for damages 
which were caused by the riot at Panama on the 15th of April, 1856, for which 
the said Government of New Granada acknowledges its liability arising ot 
of its privilege and obligation to preserve peace and order along the transit 
route.” 














1904. 








There isa plain declaration, eleven years after the making of the 
other treaty, that that was the obligation on New Granada and 
not on us, and to this hour we are under no obligation until at 
least Colombia fails and asks us to do what she confesses she can 
not do. Then, as Secretary Seward says, it becomes a question 
to be determined by the circumstances whether we ought to inter- 
yene there even by request. April 30, 1866, Secretary Seward 
wrote our minister at Bogota as follows: 


The United States desire nothing else, nothing better, and nothing more 
in regard to the State of Colombia than the enjoyment on their part of com- 
jlete and absolute sovereignty and independence. 
: 


He did not think that she had surrendered any of her inde- 
pendence. 

If those great interests shall ever be assailed by any power at home or 
abroad, the United States will be ready, cooperating with the Government 
and their ally, to maintain and defend them. 

Secretary Fish said, October 27, 1873: 

This engagement, however, has never been acknowledged to embrace the 
duty of protecting the road across it from the violence of local factions. 
Although such protection was of late efficiently given by the force under 
the command of Admiral Alny, it eopenes to have been granted with the 
consent and at the instance of the local authorities. It is, however, regarded 

; the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government to protect the road 
against attacks from local insurgents. The discharge of this duty will be 
insisted upon, 

Secretary Bayard said: 

On several occasions the Government of the United States, at the instance, 
and always with the assent, of Colombia, has, in times of civil tumult, sent its 
armed forces to the Isthmus of Panama to preserve American citizens and 
property along the transit from injuries which the Government of Colombia 
might at the time be unable to ae But, in taking such steps, this Gov- 
ernment has always recognized the sovereignty and obligation of Colombia 
in the premises, and has never acknowledged, but, on the contrary, has ex- 
pressly disclaimed, the duty of protecting the transit against domestic dis- 
turbance, 

Mr. President, who knew best, Cass, Fish, Bayard, or Hay? I 
prefer to take either one against the opinion of the present Secre- 
tary of State. President Cleveland said, in 1885, in his December 
message: 

Emergencies growing out of civil war in the United States of Colombia de- 
manded of the Government at the beginning of this Administration the em- 
ployment of armed force to fulfill its guaranties under the thirty-fifth article 
of the treaty of 1846 in order to keep the transit open across the Isthmus of 
Panama. Desirous of exercising only the oes expressly reserved to us by 
the treaty, and mindful of the rights of Colombia, the forces sent to the Isth- 
mus were instructed to confine their action to “ positively and efficaciously ” 
preventing the transit and its accessories from being “ interrupted or embar- 
rassed.”” The execution of this delicate and responsible task necessarily in- 
volved police control where the local authority was temporarily powerless, 
but always in aid of the sovereignty of Colombia. The prompt and success- 
ful fulfillment of its duty by this Government was highly appreciated by the 
Government of Colombia and has been followed by expre:-- ons of its satis- 
faction. The restoration of peace on the Isthmus by the reestablishment of 
the constituted Government there being accomplished, the forces of the 
United States were withdrawn. 


They were, of course, our marines who went there, but always 
in aid of the sovereignty of Colombia. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But not atthe request of Colombia. 

Mr. TELLER. Not always. 
= PLATT of Connecticut. Not then; under President Cleve- 
ana, 


Mr. TELLER. He does not say it was. Colombia was unable | 
to do it herself, and I suppose she so declared to us. But note the | 


instructions the President gave to our officers. 

Mr. President, of the long list of interferences which the Presi- 
dent puts in his message almost every case, perhaps, except one or 
two was at the request of Colombia. They were always with her 
approbation, and never with her dissent. 


{ could multiply authorities on this subject, but I want tocome | 


to a close as soon asI can. I shall reserve the right, if this debate 
lasts, at some day, when I see fit to do so, to add something further 
to this discussion, and I shall not consider myself precluded from 
the right to do so because I conclude the speech I am now mak- 
ing to-night. 

Mr. President, I want to say a few words on the doctrine which 
the President lays down in his message, which is not new to the 
rest of the world, but which is absolutely new to us. It is that 
in the interest of ‘‘ collective civilization ’’ he may do what he has 
done, He did not rely upon the treaty; he knew very well that 
he could not rely upon the treaty; he knew very well that the 
treaty did not give him that right, although he made a declaration 
in his message to that effect, from which I dissent. In his an- 
nual message to us in December—not the one concerning Panama— 
where the President enters into a defense of his conduct, he says: 

The treaty vested in the United States a substantial property right carved 
out of the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada then had 
and possessed over the said territory. 

Mr. President, there is not the slightest foundation on the face 
of the earth for that claim, and no other man in the United States, 
I will venture to say, has ever made it.- In the long years which 
have elapsed since that treaty was made and in the conflicts which 
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have arisen no man has claimed, nor could he claim, and no man 
had the right to claim, that we had any property right in that 
line of transit or any right of sovereignty. It was never proposed 
that we should have any interest in the canal at the time of mak- 
ing the treaty. It was proposed then that Colombia should be 
given the privilege of granting concessions to anybody that she 
saw fit. All we demanded of Colombia was that she should main- 
tain neutrality and give us the right of transit, and if she could 
not maintain it, then we would join herin maintainingit. Every 
treaty, as I said the other day, which Colombia has ever made 
with any nation, or any concession that she has ever granted, 
properly speaking—for they were not treaties—provided for the 
neutrality of that canal, so that the whole world might be bene- 
fited, and not merely the buildersthereof. She always recognized 
our right of transit. 

Mr. MORGAN. MayI make a statement to the Senator from 
Colorado on that point? I donot know whether it has escaped the 
Senator or not. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall be very glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. MORGAN, President Johnson, in the last year of his Ad- 
ministration, sent Caleb Cushing to Colombia to negotiate a treaty 
for canal privileges through that country, A treaty was nego- 
tiated; and it was about as liberal a treaty as we ever could have 
expected or as any other country has ever received. The treaty 
was sent to the Senate of the United States and kept under dis- 
cussion for pretty nearly a year, when it was rejected because it 
was inadequate. 

Inthenext year President Grant sent General Hurlburt to Colom- 
bia to negotiate another treaty. He negotiated one alittle broader 
in its terms than the one which Mr. Cushing had negotiated. 
That treaty was brought back to the Senate of the United States, 
and was in like manner disposed of. I can not say that it was re- 
jected, but, at any rate, it was not ratified. 

So that, on two occasions since 1846, the Government of the 
United States has distinctly admitted that it had no treaty rights 
for a canal by having two treaties negotiated by two of its most 
prominent men, which were brought here and rejected by the 


| Senate because they were inadequate. That, I think, disposes of 


the proposition that there was anything in the treaty of 1846 
which gave us canal rights. 

Mr. TELLER. In addition to that, Mr. President, we have re- 
cently had a declaration by the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment and by this Senate that we had no such rights there. 
For what were we treating with Colombia? What did we have a 
controversy over the treaty for here if we had already a treaty 
which had given us the right of sovereignty or right in land in 
Colombia? Remember, Mr. President, nobody ever heard of that 
until the President of the United States put it in his message. 
Neither does anybody here believe that to be a fact. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator, I will ask him if we did not expressly recognize the right 
of Colombia to reject that treaty when we inserted a provision in 
the law directing the President to go elsewhere if Colombia did 
not grant us the right to build the canal at Panama? 

Mr. TELLER. Of course we did. More than that, Mr. Presi- 
dent, does anybody here pretend because Colombia sent a minis- 
ter here, who made a treaty with us, that there was any moral or 
legal obligation upon Colombia to accept that treaty? Certainly 
not, if she is a sovereign state. 

What would we have said, Mr. President, if Great Britain had 
complained when we rejected the fisheries treaty here? What 
would we have said if she had complained when we rejected the 
first treaty which came here concerning the canal? Why, Mr. 
President, there never was anything more preposterous than the 
declaration that Colombia failed to do what justice required her 
todo. Who was to determine that? The constitution of Colom- 
bia leaves that to the two houses of her Congress, and when one 
of them had determined that it would not ratify the treaty that 
was the end of it. The complaint is that the administration of 
Colombia, the executive. did not bring pressure to bear, as it was 
brought here, to pass the treaty. Should he have said to the 
Colombian Congress, ‘‘ Unless you vote for that treaty there will 
be withheld from you executive favors?’’? That is apparently 
what this Administration thinks was the duty of the administra- 
tion in Colombia. 

Mr. President, it may be that the time will come when on the 
question submitted by the Constitution to the legislative body of 
Colombia or to this body, acting conjointly with the President in 
making treaties, there will be a just cause of complaint if every 
treaty which comes here shall not be ratified; but it will be a new 
doctrine. 

Colombia had the right to reject that treaty. We were noti- 
fied early last spring that she was going to refuse to ratify that 
treaty; and she refused to ratify it upon the ground that by rati- 
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fying it she would surrender her sovereignty, which she had not 
the right to do under her constitution. 

Mr. President, I heard something said here one day, and I saw 
it repeated in the newspapers, to the effect that those who oppose 
the action of the Administration toward Colombia were holding 
a brief for that country. Mr. President,I am here, not holding 
any brief for Colombia, but I am here to say that Colombia acted 
within her constitutional rights in that matter, and it is a gross 
violation of the decencies of intercourse between nations of the 
world to complain when she has acted as she has done, We 
would not submit to criticism from Great Britain, or from 
France, or from the combined powers of the world when we had 
refused to ratify a treaty. 

A member of this Administration, one of the Assistant Secre- 
taries of State, went over to New York recently and attended a 
banquet. I do not know the gentleman, and I confess I am not 
anxious to make his acauaintanee after reading what he there 
said. Inthe course of his speech at that banquet Mr. Loomis 
said: 

If the revolution in Panama had ret occurred; if the American people, 
guided by the opinions of its most learned, efficient, and highiy trusted en- 
gineers, continued to think the Nicaragua route an impracticable one; if the 
people and Congress of this country had insisted that we wait for a year, or 
until such time as the politicians at Bogote were ready to negotiate a new 
canal treaty, etc. 

He then goes on to say that the rejection of this treaty was an 
unfriendly act. 

Mr. President, the term ‘‘ unfriendly act’’ has a meaning in 
international law. It means that it is anactofwar. . Whatright 
had this official of the Government to stand up before the world 
and complain of a nation with which up to this time we aresup- 
posed to be in friendly relations, or at least they had given us no 
cause of grievance of which, according to international law, we 
had aright to complain. Has it come to this, that when a great 
nation like ours shall submit a treaty toa weak nation, that nation 
must ratify it or take the consequences of our disapproval? 

It is said that Colombia was warned. The President tells us that 
Colombia was warned; the Secretary of State tells us that Co- 
lombia was warned. Mr. President, will some Senator tell me, 
under international law, what right we had to interfere for a 
moment with the consideration by Colombia of that treaty? To 
qo so would have been a gross breach of privilege. It is an ab- 
solute violation of the ethics and decencies on the part of one 
government to interfere with the local affairs of another gov- 
ernment. 

They were told that if they did not ratify this treaty, something 
would be done which the friends of Colombia might regret. Mr. 
President, the Colombians, thank God, stood up and said: “‘ We 
will not act under that threat although made by the greatest 
power in the world.”’ 

Mr. President, such action on our part was indefensible, and I 
do not believe anybody here will ever venture to defend it. If 
anyone should attempt to do so, he could not make any defense 
in morals or in law which the world would recognize as a proper 
defense of such a transgression of law and the decencies of the 
public relations between one nation and another. 

The President of the United States, as I read from his message, 
claims that we have a substantial property right carved out of the 
rights of sovereignty,etc. Every actof ours since 1846 has shown 
that that is notacorrect statement. Not only have we negotiated 
with Colombia for rights which we would not have negotiated for 
if we had already had them in a treaty, but we have negotiated with 
Nicaragua, and we have passed through this Senate three times 
bills for the building of a canal, not over the Panama route, but 
over the Nicaragua route. 

If Colombia had any obligation to give us the route, we had an 
obligation to take it. If so, every time we negotiated for any other 
route or passed a bill providing for a survey of a different route 
it was a violation of that treaty. But it is not a fact that Colom- 
bia had agreed to allow us to build the canal. She had reserved 
for herself the sovereignty over it; she had treated with one cor- 
poration and another from time to time; and from the time that 
treaty was made up to the time the French concession was 
granted, and from that time on, we were in no condition to claim 
from Colombia any rights there, and we never did, because we 
knew we did not have them. 

If we had supposed that Colombia had ceded either sovereignty 
or title to this right of way, that would have kept other people 
from going there, and we were very unfair, at least, to Colombia 
when we proceeded with the negotiations for the Nicaragua 
route if we had obligated her to keep that route for us. 

I have here a list of the concessions made by Colombia, I have 
a list of the concessions made by Nicaragua, and I have here a 
list of the bills that have been introduced here for the last twenty 
years, but I will not read them. Mr. President, until the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] put in his amendment there has 
not been a bill since I have been in this Senate—and that has 
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been more than a quarter of a century—looking to the building 
of a canal at Panama. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. At Panama? 

Mr. TELLER. At Panama. No such proposition has been 
made here. Bill after bill and bill after bill has come into this 
Senate and into the House of Representatives and been reporte: 
in favor of the Nicaraguan route, but never in favor of the Pan- 
ama route. We stood by and we saw the French company take 
possession of the Panama route and spend millions and millions « 
dollars, and then, when the French company had failed, we 
turned toward it, as we rightly might have done, and concluded 
that if we built a canal we would build it there. 

Mr. President, I voted for the Panama Canal. I donot pretend 
to be an authority on canal matters, though I have made sone 
investigations in that line which I had thought enabled me to be 
somewhat of a judge of such things. I have never believed, as an 
engineering question, that either the Panama or the Nicaragua 
route as now proposed could be made successful, or that any plan 
the engineers have meagrees could be made successful, except the 
De Lesseps plan of a tide-water canal. And that is doubtful, cer- 
tainly, unless great precaution is taken as to floods. 

I said the other day, and I repeat it now, that the consensus of 
opinion among the best and greatest engineers of the world has 
been in favor of the Nicaragua route, and even De Lesseps was in 
favor of that route unless it was proposed to make a sea-level 
canal. He-declared that if it was to be a lock canal, Nicaragua 
was the best route. I do not know of any respectable authority 
in the last twenty-five years that has not so declared. 

I voted to build the canal at Panama because, in my judgment, 
no canal built with locks will ever be worth a hundredth part of 
what it would cost to build it. I voted for it, feeling that if we 
should some day find, when we had expended three or four hun- 
dred million dollars on it, that we had thrown away our money, 
we might then go to work and cut it down to the sea level and 
make it a tide-water canal: and to-day, if I had to determine the 
question whether the canal should be built across the Isthmus of 

anama with locks in it, or whether it should be built across the 
Nicaragua route, I would take the Nicaragua route; but if it was 
left to me to determine what kind of canal should be built, | 
would say build a tide-water canal. It may cost six hundred or 
eight hundred million dollars, and probably it will, but when you 
have got it built it would be worth something, at least, to the 
Soar that traverse the sea if it would not be for the sailing 
ships. 

Commodore Maury, who was a great authority on waves ani 
tides and winds, declared that if a convulsion of nature should 
split that country and make a strait from sea to sea as wide and 
as deep as the Straits of Dover, no sailing vessel would come from 
Asiatic regions through it because of the calms on this side. The 
exact words of Commodore Maury are: 

These remarks apply to the approach and departure by sea to or from the 
Pacific terminus of any route across the Isthmus of Panama or Darien, ani 
even with greater force to the Atrato and otherson the South American sido 
of Panama. In short, the results of my investigations into the winds ani 
currents of the sea, and their influence upon the routes of commerce, autho! 
ize the opinion which I have expressed before, and which I here repvat, 
namely, if nature by one of her convulsions should rend the continent « 
America in twain, and make a channel across the Panama or Darien as dee) 
and as wide and as free as the Straits of Dover, it would never become a 
mercial Sroronghteve for sailing vessels, saving the outward bound and ' 
that could reach it with leading winds. Steamers would and coasters mit 
use - but homeward-bound vessels in the China, India, or Australian trad 
rarely. 

Pim, an Englishman, who was not only an engineer but a sailor, 
wrote in 1866 an article that appeared in Van Nostrand’s Enzi- 
neering Magazine of that day,in which he declared that no c1! 
cut through there would ever receive any considerable business })) 
sailing ships coming this way. He detailed his experience, «1! 
said that ships had sometimes been three or four months beca!e( 
in those regions and unable to get out. I had the letter of C 
modore Maury put in the shape of a document, which any Senator 
can examine if he sees fit. 

That brings me to this question: Is there such a pressing nee’ 
sity upon us to build the canal at Panama? Why should w: 
so? The President of the United States says it is Panama or 1: ())- 
ing. Why? Simply because he said he would not go to the Nica- 
ragua route; that he believes the Panama route is best, 00 
therefore he is going to foreclose this whole question by makin 4 
treaty with Panama. 

I will venture a prediction here. The Commission whic w° 
sent out came back here with a report in favor of the Nicara 
route on the simple ground of economy. I can produce, ! w!! 
venture to say here, a dozen reports from distinguished engine? 
sent out from this country, some by our own Government, to '!\' 
effect that the Panama route will cost 50 per cent more to bu!! 
on the same line with locks than it will cost to build the canal «' 
Nicaragua. The Commission of 1876, with General Humphrey °’ 
its head, so reported. Other commissions and other enginec’s 
have so reported: and, I repeat, it is the consensus of opinion of 
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the engineers of the world that the Nicaragua is the proper route 
unless it is intended to have a sea-level canal. If the proposition 
of building a lock canal, whichever route is chosen, had been sub- 
mitted to the engineers assembled in Paris in 1879, they would 
have selected the Nicaragua route and not that of Panama. I 
said the other day that I thought one Englishman and one Amer- 
ican were of a different opinion. On looking the matter up, how- 
ever, I find that the American who was there was a scientist and 
not an engineer and that every Englishman attending that con- 
vention voted in favor of the Nicaragua route, and two committees 
appointed by that convention declared in favor of the Nicaragua 
route. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a state- 
ment just there? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. De Lesseps, before he went to Panama at all, 
after he completed the Suez Canal went to Nicaragua when the 
Congress was in session and made a proposition to pay them a 
large sum of money for a concession through the Nicaragua route, 
by way of the San Juan River and Lake Nicaragua. The house 
voted it. All the members of the senate voted it but one. The 
President thereupon had a conference with him and with other 
members of the senate. He said to them: ‘‘ France is invading | before the world and say, “‘ Here is a great enterprise; no other 
Mexico. We do not dare to put ourselves in her power. The | people could have done it without distress. We give it to the 
United States is our friend. en this canal is built, we want | commerce and civilization of mankind, and we give it to them 
the United States to build it.’’ Thereupon the Congress refused | with clean hands.”’ 
to vote Mr. De Lesseps the concession, and it was after that that I am more anxious, Mr. President, that the Government of the 
he went to Panama. United States should go before the world as an honest, law-abid- 

Mr. TELLER. I was aware of that fact: and I know, too, that | ing, justice-loving nation than I am that it should glory in the 
he expressed his preference for the Nicaragua route, but said you | greatest work of human hands. It will not do to say it is in the 
can not build a tide-water canal there, and we can build a tide- | interest of civilization, and thus acquit ourselves of a violation of 
water canal for a sum so insignificant that it does not seem pos- | international law. You have no right to take Colombia’s land in 
sible that that great engineer ever believed that it could be done. | the interest of civilization. That, repeating what I said Friday, 
Their proposition was to build the canal for about one hundred | is the robber’s claim. It is the doctrine that might makes right. 
and thirty-five or one hundred and forty million dol'ars. They | We want it, and therefore we take it. 
spent more than that on it, and we propose to pay $40,000,000 to In my early days I remember when three ministers of ours 
the French company and $10,000,000 to the Government of Pan- | went to a place in Belgium, and when they got together they 
ama, Which makes $50,000,000, and brings the cost of the canal | said the great interest of the American people would be promoted 
to a little over $200,000,000; and it can not be built for that money | and their safety promoted as well as their interest by the annexa- 
by many million dollars, tion of Cuba to the United States. They said, ‘‘ We will offer 

[ saw in the public press the other day that it was half built. | Spain a great price, $120,000,000. If Spain does not take it, we 
There is not 25 per cent of it built. It is true, they say, that | will take the island. The Government of the United States will 
36,000,000 cubic yards have been excavated at the great Culebra | be justified in seizing it.’"”, Mr. President, that declaration was a 
cut, and there are 43,000,000 more cubic yards to be taken out; | shock to the moral sense of the world. It was one of the things 
but there is the great dam to be built; there are the different | which I can remember distinctly, and I have not forgotten that 
locks that are to be built; there are innumerable things to be | when the Republican party, in its infancy, assembled at its first 
done; so that when this canal has been built, if you escape with | national convention, it denounced it as a robber plea. 
less than three hundred or four hundred million dollars for the Mr. CARMACK. Secretary Hay once did the same thing in 
building of it, you will do remarkably well, in my judgment. | his Life of Lincoln. 

Mr.DANIEL. Mr. President, may I ask the Senatoraquestion?! Mr. TELLER. A Senator before me says that Secretary Hay 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- | once did the same thing. We all did it. It was not a partisan 


the Panama route and in favor of it, provided the French people 
would take a reasonable sum, which they said was $40,000,000. 

Mr. President, I am going to conclude, not because I have ex- 
hausted the subject, not because I have not plenty of material 
here for a more extensive speech, but because I do not want to 
abuse the patience of the Senate. If I have given some attention 
to this subject, I have not given it in the interest of the canal. I 
do not mean myself to obstruct the canal in the slightest measure 
or degree. I believe the American people want to build a canal. 
I believe if they do they are entitled to build it, and if they want 
to spend four or five or six hundred million dollars to build a 
canal they are able to do it if any people in the world are. 

I am told that since 1898 we have spent in our efforts to civilize 
the people of the Philippine Islands and to maintain peace and 
order and fit them for a government not less than $800,000,000. If 
we can spend upon such a project $800,000,000, we can spend a 
thousand millions to complete a canal that shall give intercourse 
by the ships of the sea across this continent from the great Pacific 
to the great Atlantic Ocean. I do not believe there will come to 
us so great a benefit as the advocates of it believe, but I will give 
no encouragement to debate or to interference with that work. I 
only desire that when we build the canal we shall be able to stand 





rado yield to the Senator from Virginia? question. The whole American people rose up against the mani- 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. festo. The conscience of the world was against it, and this doc- 
Mr. DANIEL. Is it true that no American engineers have ever | trine of collective civilization is a repetition of that manifesto 
surveyed the Panama route? then, just as a national necessity now is said to be in the interest 


Mr. TELLER. I do not think that is quite correct. There | of collective civilization. 
have been some engineers down there who made a survey, but no I ask permission to insert in my remarks that portion of the 
American engineer has ever made a calculation, so far as I know, | Republican platform to which I have referred. 
as to the cost of building a canal at Panama. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
Mr. MORGAN. The Lull survey was made by Mr. Menocal, | to the request of the Senator from Colorado. 
as the chief engineer of the party. That survey was made The plank from the Republican platform of 1856 is as follows: 


through Panama, and then through Nicaragua. It was a com- The highwayman’s plea that “ might makes right” embodied in the Ostend 
parative survey. | circular was in every respect unworthy of American diplomacy, and would 
Mr. TELLER. And they held | bring shame and dishonor upon any government or people that gave it their 


so or ongies all ‘ F : erny | Sanction. 
ot Hae Sane SES equips Feneiea ant in Saver | Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it has been the cry of every ty- 
Mr. TELLER. They reported it would cost 50 per cent more to | T@nt who ever lived that his tyranny was for the good of ——— 
build at Panama than it would at Nicaragua. | kind. When the Holy Alliance met, they made a proposition to 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes the world belying the very purpose for which they had met, be- 


Mr, DANIEL. That is the only survey? lying their intentions, and yet it reads like a leaf out of Holy 


Mr.TELLER. Ithinkthere have been one ortwoothersurveys. | Writ. Nobody could have complained if they had done what 
My attention has been called to this and many other things, be- they said they were going to do and if their organization was to 
cause I happened to believe that the canal could not be built for | C@tTY out the a which on a saad 8 a 
the money which they estimated it would require; and I have | Mr. President, I have taken pains to bring it here and I am 
complained that no engineer, however astute he might be and | $°iMg to read it. They called the Holy Trinity to witness their 
however well versed in the intricacies of his profession, could de- | *™¢erity and we honesty. Bee = . they I “ 5 mDS oe 1 
termine by the surveys made up to the time the Walker Commis- They bount om Gs, be ge an ae 2 ae, oe 
sion went out exactly what the canal would cost, and that they oe apo rectitude = ee ie a 
Were practically guesses as to what was to be done. I so feel now. humanity; to ome ard one another on all occasions aid and help; ¢o treat their 
I do not believe that the Walker Commission, when they passed subjects and soldiers with paternal feeling, and to regard their people as 
upon the question, had the knowledge or the information or that | members of a great Christian family, whose guidance was intrusted to them 
they had made the surveys which entitled their judgment to the | by God. (Woolsey, p. 51.) 
slightest consideration on the part of the engineers of the world. Mr. President, with that lie upon their lips, they knew they had 
They took the statements of the French engineers, and they made | organized that alliance to put the fetters upon mankind, not only 
a hasty report, when they found attention was being directed to | physically, but mentally, and for a time they threatened the lib- 
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erty of mankind, and I do not believe I exaggerate when I say 
that but for the influence of this American Government they 
1 have put the fetters upon men all over the world and kept 
them thers til this day. 

Mr. Pr i le oy in 1792 
Prussia, a nation with 


Ww ] 
vw Out 


and 
for any act 


Austria and France were at war, 
no complaint against France 
that it } od done to Prussia, entered into the war, 
Prussia issue : to the world a statement why he had done so. 
felt comp wen d te ) do so because the civilized mankind felt that it 
was an interference which he was not justified in m: king under the 
laws of nati ons. a he told the world why he did it; why Aus- 
tria and he were con 
ing to establish a no e 


He said: 


government, recognizing the rights of man. 


f princi ubversive of social order, which had thrown 
onfusion, and the encouragement and even official pub 

3 the most offensive against the sacred per 
gns. To suppress anarchy in France; 
rful power on the , essential bas 


stablish fi 
il fo mca 


to ree 

sis of a monar« 
gains ‘sie arte ral ane ote 
Such the King declared to be the great objects of 
(Woolsey, International Law, pp. 49-50.) 


secur ott r governments a 
i fn admen 
and bis ally. 


himsel: 


Vir. President, if you open the door, that the absolutism of man- | 
kind shall not be restrained by international law and every nation | 


may determine for itself what is the interest of ‘‘ collective civili- 
zation,’’ you will take a great step toward returning the world to 
the condition from which we brought it by our efforts to estab- 
lish liberty on thiscontinent. Itis no little thing when the Presi- 
dent of the United States tells you that in the interest, of collec 
tive civilization he can transcend the well-established rules of law. 
He may keep himself comparatively within the rules of decency 
and justice, but will all the rest of the world do so? Do you not 
believe that if the great Russian autocrat shall be succeeded by a 
man like some of his predecessors he will use this precedent to 
justify his march across Asia, the dismemberment of Japan, the 
destruction of government in China and Korea? And where will 
he bring it up? Where will he stop? And he will vindicate his 
conduct by the precedent we have made in the case of Colombia 
and Panama? 

Mr. President, we have made a precedent, and I want to enter 
my protest here against this precedent. I want to enter it not 
because Iam not a Republican. I want to enter it because I am 
a Republican. I want toenter it because I am a Democrat. be- 
cause I am an American citizen,and a believer in American Goy- 
ernment and in the principles of its founders. I want to enter my 
protest and I want the Senate to enter its protest in the interest 
of mankind, in the interest of all the race, and if we fail to do so 
we will fail to come up to the high standard which we have set 
for ourselves and which we have heretofore maintained in the 

rorld. 

National morality is as essential as individual morality; national 
justice as individual justice; national righteousness as individual 
righteousness, and, in my judgment, a nation can no more tran- 
scend the great laws of God and man with impunity than can 
individuals. There will come condign punishment, although it 
may be generations before it is felt. Step by step violations of 
constitutional law, of international law, lead you farther and far- 
ther away from the great principles upon which the Government 
was founded and which can be maintained only by strict adherence 
thereto. 

Mr. President, I said when I opened this discussion on my part 
that it is a great question, the treatment of which may change 
the whole complexion of the face of the world. 
and twenty-five years we havestoodasa beaconlight. We brought 
to suffering Europe relief. We destroyed the doctrine of the di- 
vine right of kings by encouraging the revolution in France; and 
though it was attended with horrors that make the blood run cold, 
out of it came a liberty and respect for men’s rights never be- 
fore known in the world, and the world was benefited by it. 

Of course the whole history of the world shows that the human 
race has never attained any exaltation which has not come by sac- 
rifice, and it has reached a point now where the whole world 
looks tous asanexemplar. Heretofore we may say, as the present 
Secretary of State once said before he was so intently imbued 


with the doctrine of collective civilization: ‘‘ We operate our Gov- | 
How | 
much of the Golden Rule, how much of the Monroe doctrine is | 


ernment upon the Monroe doctrine and the Golden Rule.’ 


there in this intervention? And then I hear the answer to it all 
is: ‘‘Oh! we want acanal.’’ Great God! If the canal was given 
to us and was a hundred times more valuable than it will be, we 
could not afford to take it at the sacrifice of American honor, 
American justic e, and American righteousness. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate 
briefly upon this subje ct. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

Mr. QUARLES. However, I understand the desire is for an 
executive session at this time. 
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and the King of | 
He | 


ending against Fra nce, which was then try- | 


ons and wee ! / | 
| toms for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts. 


For one hundred | 


| Corps from the 


So with the permission of the | 


JANUARY 18, 


Senate I will proceed to-morrow, and will now yield to the Sena- 


| tor from Dlinois, 


EXECUTIVE 


SESSION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 


| eration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-two 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, January 19, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
nominations received by the Senate January 18, 1904, 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
William H. Jordan, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 


Exe cutive 


(Reappointment. ) 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL, 

Eli S. Warner, of Minnesota, to be surveyor-general of Minne- 
sota, histerm having expired January 17,1904. (Reappointment. ) 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

William H. Armbrecht, of Alabama, to be United States attorney 
for the southern district of Alabama, vice Morris D. Wickersham, 
deceased. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

W. H. Brown, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Grand Forks, N. Dak., vice George B. Winship, 
resigned. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Albert A. Roberts, of Heppner, Oreg., to be receiver of public 

moneys at La Grande, Oreg., vice Asa B. Thomson, removed. 
PROMOTION IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Lieut. William E. W. Hall to be a first lieutenant in 
the Reveue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed How 
ard M. Broadbent, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander John A. Rodgers to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Capt. Charles Fors 
retired. 

P, A. Paymaster George R. Venable to be a paymaster in the 
Navy from the 3d day of March, 1903, to fill a vacancy created by 
the act of Congress approved March 3, 1903. 

Asst. Paymaste . _Ervin A. McMillan to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 29th day of October, 1903, vice 
P. A. Paymaster Walter T. Camp, promoted. 

Asst. Paymaster Eugene H. Tricou to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 4th day of November, 1903, vice P. A. 
Paymaster Ray Spear, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 

Lieut. Col. Allan C. Kelton to be a colonel in the Marine Corps 
from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Col. Robert L. Meade, 
retired. 

Maj. Randolph Dickins to be a lieuntenznt-colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Col. 


| Allan C. Kelton, promoted. 


Capt. Charles G. Long to be a major in the Marine Corps from 
the 18th day of June, 1903, vice Maj. Henyy C. Haines, promoted 
First Lieut. Julius 8. Turrill to be a captain in the Marin 
18th day of June, 1903, vice Capt. Charles G. 
Long, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 

Charles Valentine to be postmaster at Clayton, in theconnt) 
Barbour and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential Oct 
ber 1, 1903. 

ARKANSAS. 


Lulu V. Cox to be postmaster at Fordyce, in the county of Da! 
las and State of Arkansas, in place of John P. Cox, deceas ed. 

John Edwards to be postmaster at Gurdon, in the count) 
Clark and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential Janu: 
1, 1904, 

Adolphus G. Leming to be postmaster at Waldron, in the cou! 
of Scott and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential Ja: 
ary 1, 1904, 

CALIFORNIA, 

Martin C. Beem to be postmaster at Fort Jones, in the cou 
of nae and State of California. Office became President 
January 1, 1904, 


E. T. Ketcham to be postmaster at Santa Maria; in the coun 


| of Santa Barbara and State of California, in place of John Adaw 


resigned. 











1904. 


—— 


John W. Wood to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California, in place of John W. Wood. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904, 

CONNECTICUT. 

James E. Ballard to be postmaster at Darien, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
January 1, 1904. 

Merton S. Buckland to be postmaster at West Hartford, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

Sanford E. Chaffee to be postmaster at Derby, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Sanford E, Chaf- 
fee. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. 

Harry W. Crane to be postmaster at Wethersfield, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1904, 





ILLINOIS. 


Edward W. Hilker to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Madison and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential Jan- 
y 1, 1902. 

*rederick H. Richardson to be postmaster at Tampico, in the 
co ae of Whiteside and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 

ential January 1, 1904. 

Benjamin F. Shaw to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of 
Lee and State of Illinois, in place of Benjamin F, Shaw. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 29, 1904, 

INDIANA, 

Frank M. Pickerl to be postmaster at Argos, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Indiana, in place of Frank M. Pickerl. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Hubbard Ross to be postmaster at Fort Gibson, in the Cherokee 

Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential January 1, 1904. 
IOWA. 

Thomas J. Ochiltree to be postmaster at Morning Sun, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa, in place of Thomas J, Ochil- 
tree. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

Charlie B. Warner to be postmaster at Central City, in the county 
of Linn and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904, 

KANSAS. 

Frank W. Carroll to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county 
of Woodson and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Edward C, Hill to be postmaster at Burr Oak, in the county of 
Jewell and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904, 

KENTUCKY. 

John H. Hankla to be postmaster at Junction City, in the county 
of Boyle and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1903. 

LOUISIANA. 

Rutis Morgan to be postmaster at New Roads, in the parish of 
Pointe Coupee and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

Pinckney Weaks to be postmaster at Monroe, in the parish of 
Ouachita and State of Louisiana, in place of Henry C. Ray, re- 
moved, 

MAINE. 

Jonathan F, Jefferds to be postmaster at Livermore Falls, in the 
county of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in place of Jonathan 
F, Jefferds. Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

MARYLAND. 

George W. Evans to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland, in place of George W. Evans. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1904. 

MASSACHUSETTS. : 

Charles F. Hammond to be postmaster at Nantucket, in the 
county of Nantucket and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Charles F, Hammond. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
17, 1904. 

George L. Minott to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county of 
Worcester and State of “Massac husetts, in place of George L. 
Minott. Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1904. 

MICHIGAN. 

Edgar B. Gregory to be postmaster at Jonesville, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in place of Edgar B. Gregory. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 

John P, Scott, jr., to be postmaster at Delray, in the county of 
W: ayne and State of Michigan, in place of John P. Scott, jr, In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

MINNESOTA. . 

Edward Chard to be postmaster at Belleplaine.in the county of 
Scott and State of Minnesota. 
ary 1, 1904. 


Office became Presidential | 
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William R. Edwards to be postmaster at Tr: wey, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Minnesota, in place of Wil this vm R. Edwards. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904 

Warren D. Harden to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county 
of Mower and State of Minnesota, in place of Warren D. Harden. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
. Majure to be postmaster at Newton, in the c: 
Office became 





Henry ¢ 
Newton and State of Mississippi. 
1904, 


uunty of 
Presidential 


Thomas Richardson to be postmaster at Port Gil son, in the 
county of Claiborne and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas 
Richardson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 


MISSOURI. 

William Beisner to be postmaster at Lockwood, in the county 
of Dade and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1903. 

Frank A. Hardin to be postmaster at Cabool, in the county of 
Texas and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904. 

Florence M. Low to be postmaster 
of Caldwell and State of Missouri, 
deceased. 


at Hamilton, in the county 
in place of Eugene 8. Low, 


NEBRASKA, 

Williams T. Owens to be postmaster at Loup City, late Loup, 
in the county of Sherinan and State of Nebraska, in place of 
William T. Owens, to change name of office. 

Marion E. Richardson to be postmaster at Clarks, in the county 
of Merrick and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Daniel N. Wonder to be postmaster at Blue S- in the 
county of Gage and State of Nebraska. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1904. 


rings, 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
George A. McIntire to be postmaster at Milford, 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, 
McIntire. 


in the county 

in place of George A. 

Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 
NEW JERSEY. 

William C. Howell to be postmaster at Blairstown, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. ‘ 

Daniel M. Merchant to be postmaster at Morris Plains, in the 
county of Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of Daniel M. 
Merchant. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

Thomas Moritz to be postmaster at Glenridge, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey, in place of Thomas Moritz. In- 


| cumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 


Office became Presidential Janu- | 
' January 1, 


William G. Simpson to be postmaster at High Bridge. in the 
county of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey, in place of William 
G.Simpson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 

NEW MEXICO. 


Charles O. Leach to be postmaster at Portales, in the county of 





Roosevelt and Territory of New Mexico. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904. . 
NEW YORK. 

Robert G. Anderson to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Robert G. Ander- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

Albert H. Clark to be postmaster at Silver Springs, in the county 
of Wyoming and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Charles H. Cutler to be postmaster at Au Sable Forks, in the 
county of Essex and State of New York, in place of William 
Hopkins, deceased. 

William J. Guthrie to be postmaster at Philadelphia, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York, in place William 
J. Guthrie. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904 

Thomas A. McWhinney to be postmaster at Lawr in the 
county of Nassau and State of New York, in place o nas A 
MeWhinney. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 
1908, 

Charles H. Whitson to be postmaster at Briarc]l Manor, in 
the county of Westchester and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Robert S. Templeton to be postmaster at Mooresvill n the 

county of Iredell and State of North Carolina, Office became 


1904. 

NORTH DA ITA 
Wallace Galehouse to be postmaster : 

of Foster and State North Dakota, 

house. Incumbent’s commission expired December 1 
Jens A. Lyngved to be postmaster at Esmond, in the county of 

Benson and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 

1904, 


residential January 1, 


t Carrington, in the ex 
in place of Vy a la *¢ Gale- 
s, 1HO3, 


UuNnty 


of 
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Edwin H. Wiper to be postmaster at Bowdon, in the county of Charles W. Tyler to be postmater at Mellen, in the county of 


Wells and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 
OHIO. 

Harlow N. Aldrich to be postmaster at Elmore, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Ohio, in place of Harlow N. Aldrich. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1904. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Charles D. Campbell to be postmaster at Apache, in the county 
of Caddo and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 


OREGON. 


Alonzo M. Woodford to be postmaster at Medford, in the county | 


of Jackson and State of Oregon, in place of George F, Merriman. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Alonzo M. Frederick to be postmaster at New Kensington, in 
the county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place 
of Joseph B. Heister, resigned. 

Charles Graffin to be postmaster at Catasauqua, in the county 


of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles Graffin. | 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

Everett W. Greene to be postmaster at Patton, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Everett W. Greene. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. 

_John J. Mather to be postmaster at Benton, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1903. 

George W. Mullen to be postmaster at Dillsburg, in the county 
of York and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Daniel W. Reynolds to be postmaster at Reedsville, in the county 
of Mifflin and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

G. William Riegel to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in the county 
of Northamptom and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Lewis 
W. Snyder. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904. 

Penroe C. Romberger to be postmaster at Elizabethville, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Edgar E. Poag to be postmaster at Rockhill, in the county of 
York and State of South Carolina, in place of Cadwallader J. 
Pride, deceased. 

TEXAS. 

Lida T. Robinson to be postmaster at West, in the county of 
McLennan and State of Texas, in place of Austin M. Robinson, 
resigned, 

UTAH. 


Lars O. Lawrence to be postmaster at Spanish Fork, in the | 


county of Utah and State of Utah. 
January 1, 1904. 

Joseph Odell to be postmaster at Logan, in the county of Cache 
and State of Utah, in place of Rebert Murdock. 
commission expired January 17, 1904. 

John Peters to be postmaster at American Fork, in the county 
of Utah and State of tah. Office became Presidential January 1, 
1904, 


Office became Presidential 


VIRGINIA. 

William H. Mosby to be postmaster at Bedford City, in the 
county of Bedford and State of Virginia, in place of William H. 
Mosby. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


America M. Baldwin to be postmaster at St. Albans, in the | 
county of Kanawha and State of West Virginia. Office became | 


Presidential April 1, 1902. 

George M. Right to be postmaster at Belington, in the county 
of Barbour and State of West Virginia. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, i903. 


WISCONSIN. 


Horace J. Blanchard to be postmaster at Colby, in the county 


of Marathon and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 


January 1, 1904. 


Albert L. Fontaine to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the | 


county of Wood and State of Wisconsin, in place of Albert L. 
Fontaine. Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1902. 

Ashley S. Higgins to be postmaster at Markesan, in the county 
of Green Lake and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1904. 

Joseph E. Parry to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Florence and State of Wisconsin, in place of Joseph E. Parry. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904. 

Theodore Riel to be postmaster at Burljngton, in the county of 


Racine and State of Wisconsin, in place of Theodore Riel. Incum- | 


bent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 


Incumbents | 


| Ashland and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 
| Lansing A. Wilcox to be postmaster at Cadott, in the county of 
| Chippewa and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 
| Buck Williams to be postmaster at Iola, in the county of Wau- 
| paca and Stateof Wisconsin. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904, 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
| Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 18, 1904. 
AUDITOR FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Joseph J. McCardy, of Minnesota, to be Auditor for the Post- 

Office Department. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
Artillery Corps. 
| Col. John P. Story, Artillery Corps, to be Chief of Artillery 
| with the rank of brigadier-general. 
Pay Department. 

| Col. Francis S. Dodge, Assistant Paymaster-General, to bo 
| Paymaster-General with the rank of brigadier-general for the 
| period of four years. 





To be major-generals. 
| Brig. Gen William A. Kobbé, United States Army, January 
9, 1904. 
Brig. Gen. Joseph P. Sanger, United States Army. 
Brig. Gen. Alfred E. Bates, Paymaster-General. 
Brig. Gen. Wallace F. Randolph, Chief of Artillery, 


To be brigadier-generals. 


} 
| Col. Alfred Mordecai, Ordnance Department. 
| Col. Harry L. Haskell, Third Infantry. 
Col. Forrest H. Hathaway, Assistant Quartermaster-Genera] 
Col. Asher C. Taylor, Artillery Corps. 
Col. John G. Butler, Ordnance Department. 
Lieut. Col. Charles J. Allen, Corps of Engineers. 
Lieut. Col. Theodore E, True, Deputy Quartermaster-Genera! 
Col. Frank M. Coxe, Assistant Paymaster-General. 
| Col. Jacob Kline, Twenty-first Infantry. 
| Col. William E. Dougherty, Eighth Infantry. 
| Col. William 8. McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Pay Department. 


Lieut. Col. Francis 8. Dodge, Deputy Paymaster-General, to be 
Assistant Paymaster-General with the rank of colonel. 
Cavalry Arm. 
First Lieut. Willard H. McCormack, Eleventh Cavalry, to be 
captain, December 21, 1903. 
| Second Lieut. Oscar 8. Lusk, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first 1: 
tenant, December 21, 1903. 
Infantry Arm, 
First Lieut. Joseph L. Gilbreth, Fourteenth Infantry, to 
captain, November 21, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Nels Dicmann Anderson, Seventh Infantry (1 
| serving under the name of Nels Anderson), to be first lieute: 
of infantry, September 23, 1908. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Albert A. Roberts to be receiver of public moneys at La Gran 
Oreg. 
: POSTMASTERS, 
CONNECTICUT. 
Charles Harris to be postmaster at Westport, in the count 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
William H. Kenyon to be postmaster at Moosup, in the count) 
| of Windham and State of Connecticut. 
DELAWARE. 
William B. Fleming to be postmaster at Harrington, in 
county of Kent and State of Delaware. 
ILLINOIS. 
Albert Bothfuhr to be postmaster at Grant Park, in the c 
of Kankakee and State of Illinois. 
Walker T. Butler to be postmaster at Sidell, in the count 
Vermilion and State of Illinois. 
Archibald B. Campbell to be postmaster at Tolono, in the cou 
| of Champaign and State of Illinois. 
William Clemans to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the co 
of Piatt and State of Illinois. 
| Lewis J. Farmer to be postmaster at Tamaroa, in the count; 
Perry and State of Illinois. 
Howard E. White to be postmaster at Fairmount, in the coun'y 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois. 
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INDIANA. 


Joshua P. Albright to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county 
of Steuben and State of Indiana. 

Charles C. Fesler to be postmaster at Clay City, in the county of 
Clay and State of Indiana. 

IOWA. 

Daniel Anderson to be postmaster at Lamoni, in the county of 
Decatur and State of Iowa. 

Wellington H. Gowdy to be postmaster at Corwith, in the 
county of Hancock and State of lowa. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

George H. Seymour to be postmaster at Monson, in the county 

of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN, 

Ralph D. Harris to be postmaster at Almont, in the county of 
Lapeer and State of Michigan. 

George Preston to be postmaster at Grass Lake, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Michigan. 

MINNESOTA. 

Clarence J. Buckley to be postmaster at Delano, in the county 
of Wright and State of Minnesota. 

Newton H. Ingersoll to be postmaster at Brainerd, in the 
county of Crow Wing and State of Minnesota. 

Emil Nelson to be postmaster at Albert Lea, in the county of 
Freeborn and State of Minnesota. 

Albert W. Swanson to be postmaster at Royalton, in the county 
of Morrison and State of Minnesota. 

NEBRASKA. 

Samuel B. Hall to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Saunders and State of Nebraska. 

Thomas A. Healey to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Seward and State of Nebraska. 

Leander H. Jewett to be postmaster at Broken Bow, in the 
county of Custer and State of Nebraska. 

John M. Jones to be postmaster at Clay Center, in the county 
of Clay and State of Nebraska. 

John M. Mills to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of Ce- 
dar and State of Nebraska. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Evan F. Benners to be postmaster at Moorestown, in the county | 


of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 
NEW MEXICO. 


Thomas W. Collier to be postmaster at Raton, in the county of | 


Colfax and Territory of New Mexico. 
NEW YORK. 

William B. Adams to be postmaster at Bedford Station, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

Augustus De Witt, jr., to be postmaster at Maspeth, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York. 

Thomas 
county of Clinton and State of New York. 

Henry E. Harms to be postmaster at Allegany, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Alexander M. Harriott to be postmaster at Rye, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 

John Heald to be postmaster at Wappingers Falls, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York. 

Austin Hicks to be postmaster at Great Neck, in the county of 
Nassau and State of New York. 


John Hopkins to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county of | 


Dutchess and State of New York. 


Charles T. Knight to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of | 


Orange and State of New York. 

Hiram B. Odell to be postmaster at Newburgh, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 

Samuel H. Parsons to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Edward C. Ripley to be 
of Rockland and State of New York. 

De Witt C, Titus to be postmaster at Hempstead, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. 

Albert Weed to be postmaster at Ticonderoga, in the county of 
Essex and State of New York. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

John L. Matheson to be postmaster at Wadesboro, in the county 
of Anson and State of North Carolina. 

John L. Phelps to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of 
Washington and State of North Carolina. 

OKLAHOMA, 

Charles F, Hartrouft to be postmaster at Foss, in the county of 
Washita and Territory of Oklahoma. 

William E. McGuire to be postmaster at Pawhuska, in the 
county of Osage Nation and Territory of Oklahoma. 


. Dickinson to be postmaster at Champlain, in the 


stmaster at Hillburn, in the county | 


J. Ed Van Matre to be postmaster at Leger, in the county of 
Greer and Territory of Oklahoma. 

‘ PENNSYLVANIA. 

Crawford H. McGee to be postmaster at Mahaffey, in the county 
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. , 

Joseph Moody to be postmaster at Tremont, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. ; 

John P. Wilson to be postmaster at Manor, in the county of 
Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

WISCONSIN. 

William W. Chapman to be postmaster at Horicon, in the 
county of Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 

Joseph E. Parmelee to be postmaster at West Salem, in the 
county of La Crosse and State of Wisconsin. 

Kirby Thomas to be postmaster at Superior, late West Superior, 
in the county of Douglas and State of Wisconsin. 

Frank Tucker to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Green Lake and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, January 18, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Thursday, January 14, was read, corrected, and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
| in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
| requested: 
S. 2559. An act granting a pension to James Graham; 
S. 2689. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 
| Kanouse; 
| §, 2298. An act granting a pension to P. J. Conway: 
S. 2093. An act granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
| Steele; 
S. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen W. (alias 
Albert) Hall; 
S. 265. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray; 
S. 980. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Von 
Kusserow; 
S. 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Aldridge 
Patterson; 
S. 2509. An act granting 


an increase of pension to Abner B., 


Edson; 
S. 2496. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
Wing: 


S. 1428. An act granting an increase of pension to George Pen- 
nington; 

S. 594. An act granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 
Johnson; 


S. 1954. An act granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 
| Bitner: 

S. 2236. An act granting an increase of pension to James Reed; 

S. 2858. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 
Stuart; 

S. 2947. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
| Bratton; 

S. 2418. An act granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 

S. 1953. An act granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 

S. 1555. An act granting an increase of pension to Owen E. 


Newton; 
S. 2712. 
Billings; 
S. 593, An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Horn; 
S. 1956. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth L. Craig; 
| §. 136. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary T, 
| Strickland; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 


S. 2440. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
| Olsen; 
| §. 2577. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 
| shall; 


S. 2668. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Fawcett; 

S. 1451. An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Wil- 
liam T. Hord; 

S. 2126. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


S. 1689. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Houghton; 
S. 2128. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
| Seebold; 





‘ 





act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


Anact 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
An act granting 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Davis; 


An act granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson | 
act granting an increase of pension to Emma Mc- | 


t granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Moses; | 


S. 189. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
Wheeler; 


S. 191. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy; 


peverance; 
ao 


2517. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 
ee 

5. 2643. An act granting an increase of pension to Mélinda J. 
Chapman; 


~ 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


An act granting a pension to Joseph W. Booker; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Cummings; 

S. 1241. 
Roberts; 

S. 2230. 
Lothrop; 

S. 3243. 

‘eeman; 

}. 2797. 

ting; 

S. 797. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 

». 2548. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Green; 

S. 2544. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance; 

S. 897. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Frogge; 

S. 2250. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna Pritch- 
ard: 

S. 891. An act 
Cole; 

S. 1802. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Couch; 

S. 895. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
brow: 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 


5 


granting an increase of pension to Edwin R. 


S. 142. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. | 


Nichols; 
S. 889. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 

Brown; 
i799. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

Decker; 
5. 2245. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz; 
136. Anact granting an increase of pension to Mary Tl’. Strick- 


s 


S. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Larkins; 


S. 1947. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Judge; 
S. 822. An act granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
Stevens; 
S. 2612. 
S. 2392. 
Misner; 
5S. 1760. 
S. 2364. 
S. 2416. 
Adams; 


99090 


ew Oe 


». 
S. 2809. 


An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 


An act granting a pension to Ann A. Devore; 
An act granting a pension to Mary E. Haren; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 


An act granting a pension to Richard A. Kendall; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. Fin- 


. 486. An act granting a pension to Green B. Yawn; 
act granting an increase of pension to William W. 


act granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James Red- 


S. 38. An act granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 
Adams; 

S. 2068. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Roberts; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE,. 
granting an increase of pension to Levi B. Lewis; | 


an increase of pension to John Ad- | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. | 
| out amendment bill of the following title: 


| amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint 


JANUARY 18, 


S. 2061. An act granting an increase of pension to William H, 
Barlow; 


S. 1487. An act creating an additional land office in the State of 


| North Dakota; 


S. 335. An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, to authorize the 
distribution of their trust fund, and for other purposes; 

S. 201. An act to establish a port of delivery at Salt Lake City, 
Utah; 

S. 197. An act to establish an Indian agricultural school at or 
near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of North Dakota; 

S. 2225. An act to provide a depot for the Revenue-Cutter 
Service; 

S. 576. An act extending to subports of Spokane, Blaine, Sumas, 
and Nelson, in the State of Washington, the privileges of the sev- 


| enth section of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the im- 


mediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraise- 


ment; 
S. 1911. An act granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. | 


S. 2388. An act to amend an act entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 


I 


| tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ 
3. 128. Anact granting an increase of pension to Clara M. Gihon; 


approved June 13, 1902; and 

S. 1348. An act to amend an act approved March 3, 1899, enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to reimbrrse the 
governors of States and Territories for expenses incurred by the 
in aiding the United States to raise and organize and supply ar 
equip the Volunteer Army of the United States in the existi 
war with Spain,’ approved July 8, 1898,’ and so forth, and for ot 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 


H. R. 7849. An act to authorize the county of Poinsett. in the 


| State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 


River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and State 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
resolu- 


tion (S. R. 31) authorizing the erection and maintenance of a 


| statue in memory of the late President Benjamin Harrison upon 


land owned by the United States in the city of Indianapolis, State 
of Indiana, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 2689. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Kanouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2298. An act granting a pension to P. J. Conway 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2093. An act granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
Steele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen W. 
(alias Albert) Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

S. 265. An act granting an increase of pension to [rai 


-to the 


| Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 980. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Kusserow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1988. An act granting an increase of pension to Aldridg 
terson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2509. An act granting an increase of pension to Abn 
Edson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2496. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenez 
Wing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1428. An act granting an increase of pension to George P 
nington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a. 

S. 594. An act granting an increase of pension to Finley 


Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 1954. An act granting an increase of pension to Bento 
Bitner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2236. An act granting an increase of pension to James 8 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2418. An act granting a pension to Marit Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1953. Anact granting an increase of pension to Susan Fenno— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1555. An act granting an increase of pension to Owen 
Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. * 

S. 593. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1956. An act granting an increase of pension 
Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

S. 2440. Anact granting an increase of pension to George O!sen 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

S. 2126. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to Seth L. 
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S. 2128. An act granting an increase of pension to George See- 
bold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1688. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bellman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2542. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S, 12839. An act granting an increase of pension to John Adam- 
-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


. 


son 

S, 1242. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Da- 
vis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 167. An act granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 
Kibbe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2374. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Moses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 189. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
W heeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 191. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2517. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Rob- 


: ‘ ”) 
S. 2527. 


erts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1912. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Booker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 2878. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Cum- 
mings—to the Committe ¢ on Invalid Pensions. 

: 1211, An act granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


"4 2230. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Lothrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2642. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 
Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 797. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Allen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S, 2548. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2544. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 897. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Frogge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2250. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Pritchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 891. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin R. 
C : '—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


. 1802, An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Couch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 895. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
brow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 142. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 889, An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2245. Anact granting anincrease of pension to Daniel Fritz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 186. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 
rickland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
822. An act granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
Stevi ns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


St 


-_ 


5. 2892. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Misner -to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 1760. An act granting a pension to Anna A. Devore—io the 
Committee on Pensions. 
2416. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 
Adams—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 
S. 2222, An act granting a pension to Richard A. Kendall—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 1358. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Lacke by—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act granting an increase of pension to 

Aa ims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 2068. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. | 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2061, An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Barlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1487. An act creating an additional land office in the State of | 
North Saat the Committee on the Public Lands. 
5. 335. An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
the Stoc kbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, to authorize the 
distribution of their trast fund, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian A fairs. 

S. 201. An act to establish a rort of delive ry at Salt Lake C ity, 
Uta th—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
S. 197. An act to establish an Indian agricultural school at or 


Miriam R. 


+ 
Ww 
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North Dakota—to the 


near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 2225. An act to provide a depot for the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5S. 576. An act extending to subports of Spokane, Blaine, Sumas, 
and Nelson, in the State of Washington, the privileg the sev- 
enth section of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraise- 
ment—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 1343. An act to amend an act approved March 5%, 1 
tled ‘‘ An act to amend an act entitled ‘ An.act to rei 


res of 


899, enti- 
1 1 
imbDurse the 


governors of States and Territories for expenses incurred by them 


in aiding the United States to raise and organize and supply and 
equip the Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing 


war with Spain,’ 
poses—to the 


approved July 8, 1898,” 
Committee on War Claims. 
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs be permitted to sit 
sions of the House, and also that they be allowed to have such 
printing and binding done as they find necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Indian Affairs be permitted 
to sit during sessions of the House and have such printing and 
binding done as is necessary. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE RESIGNATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com muni- 

cation: 


ete., and for other pur- 


during ses- 


JANUARY 11, 19 
CANNON, Speaker, 

I respectfully tender herew ith n 1y resignation as 
3, and Measures, and beg tha 


Hon. Josern G. 
Mr. SPEAKER: 
of the Committee on Coinage, Weights 
accept the same. 
Respectfully, J. M. Griaas. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Georgia will be excused from service upon that committee. 
There was no objection. 
Also the following communication: 


a membe 
t you wi 


JANUARY 11, 1904 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Speaker House of Representatives, 


Mr. SPEAKER: I hereby tender you my resigna 

Committee on Revision of the Laws. 
Very respectfully, THomMAS W. HARDWICK. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Georgia will be excused from further service upon that committee. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 

To bea member of the Committee on Coinage, 
Measures, Mr. HArpwick of Georgia. 

To be a member of the Committee onthe Revision of the Laws, 
Mr. GARBER of Ohio. 

To be chairman of the (¢ 
New Hampshire 


WIDOW 


City. 


tion as a member of tl 


e 


s, and 


Weight 


Yommittee on Patents, Mr. CURRIER of 


OF JOHN W. DEARDORFF. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Accounts to report, with a favorable recommendation, 
| the resolution which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk re: ud as follows: 

ved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and , 
| hereby, authoriz Le nd directed to pay to Eliza Deardorff, widow \ 
Deardorff, late a messenger of the House of Representatives, a surn.eg ) 
six months’ salary, and fun ral expenses not exceeding $250. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
WIDOW OF WILLIAM O, BECKENBAUGI 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com 
mittee on Accounts to report, with a favo washda recommendation, 
the resolution which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 








The Clerk r nis as follows: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is her l i to 
| pay to the widow of William O. Beckenbaugh ‘ ) 
forces of the United States Capitol, a ae x m«¢ pay at ? 
of compe? nreceived by him at the time of his death, and a tut 1 
| not exceedi x0, On a unt of expenses of his last illness and his | ul; 
said amounts to be paid out of the contingent fund 
The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the resolution 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ASSISTANTS IN DOCUMENT R AND JANITOR. 
Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker. I am directed by the Com- 
| mittee on Acc cunts to report. with a favorable rec« ation, 
' the resolution which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


:OMS 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized to ap- 
point three assistants in the document room, at $1,000 each per annum, and 
one janitor, at $720 per annum, to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
House until otherwise provided by law. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ABATEMENT OF NUISANCES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6289) to provide for 
the abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia by the 
Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes, which I 
will send to the desk and ask to have read, with the amendments 
thereto. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the owner of any real property in the 
District of Columbia shall fail or refuse, after the service of reasonable no- 
tice in the manner hereinafter provided, to correct any condition which 
exists on or has arisen from such property in violation of law or of any regula- 
tion made by authority of law, with the correction of which condition said 
owner is by law or by said regulation chargeable, or to show cause, sufli- 
cient in the judgment of the Commissioners of said District, why he should 
not be required to correct such condition, then, and in that instance, the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, and they are hereby author- 
ized to, cause such condition to be corrected; assess the cost of correcting 
such condition and all expenses incident thereto (including the cost of pub- 
lication, if any, hereinafter provided for) as a tax against the property, on 
which such condition existed or from which such condition arose, as the case 
may be; andcarry such tax on the regular tax rolls of said District, and col- 
lect such tax in the same manner as general taxes in said District .are col- 
lected: Provided, That the correction of any condition aforesaid by said 
Commissioners under authority of this section shall not relieve the owner of 
the property on which such condition existed, or from which such condition 
arose, from criminal prosecution and punishment for having caused or al- 
lowed such unlawful condition to arise or for having failed or refused to 
correct the same. 

Sc. 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect section 1 of this act the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia and all other persons, including 
contractors and employees of contractors acting under their authority or 
by their direction, be, and they are hereby, authorized to enter upon and 
into any lands and tenements in said District, during all reasonable hours, to 
inspect the same and to do whatever may be necessary to correct, in a good 
and workmanlike manner, any condition that exists on or has arisen from 
such lands or tenements in violation of law or of any regulation made by 
authority of law, with the correction of which condition the owner of said 
lands or tenements is by law or such regulation chargeable. Any person who 
shall hinder, interfere with, or prevent any inspection or work authorized by 
this act shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceedin 
$100 or by imprisonment for a period not exceeding three months, or by bot 
such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. That for the purposes of this act any notice required by law or by 
any regulation aforesaid to be served shall be deemed to have been served 
(a) if delivered to the person to be notified, or if left with any adult personat 
the usual residence or place of business of the person to be notified, in the 
District of Columbia; or (b) if no such residence or place of business can be 
found in said District by reasonable search, if left with any adult person at 
the office of any agent of the person to be notified, which agent has any au- 
thority or duty with reference to the land or tenement to which said notice 
relates; or (c) if no such office can be found in said District by reasonable 
search, if forwarded by registered mail to the last known address of the per- 
son to be notified and not returned by the post-office authorities; or (d) if no 
address be known orcan by reasonable diligence be ascertained, or if any no- 
tice forwarded as authorized by the preceding clause of this section be re- 
turned by the post-office authorities, if published on three consecutive days 
in a daily newspaper published in the Districtof Columbia; or (e) if by reason 
of an outstanding, unrecorded transfer of title the name of the owner in fact 
can not be ascertained beyond a reasonable doubt, if served on the owner of 
record in the manner hereinbefore in this section provided. Any notice re- 
quired by law or by any regulation aforesaid to be served on a corporation 
shall for the purposes of this act be deemed to have been served on any such 
corporation if served on the president, secretary, treasurer, general manager, 
orany principal officer of such corporation in the manner hereinbefore pro 
vided for the service of notices on natural persons holding property in their 
own right; and, if required to be served on any foreign corporation, if served 
on any agent of such corporation personally, or if left with any adult person 
at the usual residence or — of business of such agent in the District of Co- 
lumbia. Every notice aforesaid shall be in writing or printing, or partly in 


writing and pers y in printing; shall be addressed by name to the person to | 


be notified; s 
unlawt 
specified in said notice, within which the person notified may correct such 
unlawful condition or show cause why he should not be required to do so. 

Src. 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed, 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 3, line 11, strike out the words “ with any adult person.” 

Page 3, line 12, add at the end of the line the words “ with a person of suit 
able age and discretion then resident therein.’ 

Page 3, line 13, strike out the words “in the District of Columbia.” 

Page 3, line 15, strike out the word “adult” and insert after the word “ per- 
son” the following: “of suitable age and discretion employed therein.” 

Page 4, line 14, strike out the word “adult” and add after the word “ per- 
gon” the following: “of suitable age and discretion residing.” 

Page 4, line 15, insert after the word “‘or™ the words “employed at the.” 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
amendments. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
the gentleman make some explanation of the bill. The bill seems 
to cover a whole field of delinquencies which might well now be 
the subject of law. I would like the gentleman to state to what 
subject this bill particularly relates. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I thought that the bill in itself 
was so clear that it needed no explanation. I will state just what 
the bill accomplishes in a few moments. 


1all describe with certainty the character and location of the 
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In the struggle in the city of Washington to promote the public 
health the present law has been found to be deficient in attempt- 
ing to reach nonresidents, and also in the collection of the neces- 
sary expenditures for correcting these abuses. 

This bill is for the purpose of specifically reaching nonresidents 
and it provides a very equitable manner of service—how service 
shall be made, how cullicetion shall be made, and how a leg: 
service can be accomplished if the owner can not be found or lo 
cated. 

The bill further provides that wherever a nuisance is ordered 
abated and the property holder declines to do it, the Commissio: 
ers, through the proper officers of the District, may go ahead and 
abate the nuisance, and the expense of the same may be taxed u) 
against the property as an ordinary tax levy. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would this bill apply to a nuisance created 
by snow being permitted to accumulate upon sidewalks? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No. This is entirely a health bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It has no relation to snow and ice? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Could it not be made to cover that subject? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It would takea very long amendment to meet 
anything of that kind. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
BaBcock] yield to me a moment? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ishould like tocall the attention of the gen- 
tleman to a provision in section 3 as to the manner of service of 
notice upon parties who have nuisances upon their premises which 
this bill undertakes to abate. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I did not quite hear the gentleman’s sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I was going to call attention to the pro- 
vision in section 8 of this bill for the manner of service of notice 
upon nonresidents requiring them to abate a nuisance, and also 
providing that upon the notice after service not receiving atten- 
tion within a given time steps shall be taken by the District au- 
thorities to abate the nuisance, certain penalties to be imposed 
upon the party so neglecting. Does the gentleman think that 
upon a notice of the character provided in this section, served in 
the manner provided, the courts will hold that it is a sufficient 
service of notice upon the party against whom proceedings in the 
nature of criminal proceedings are to be instituted, and he to be 
mulcted in fines or penalties for failure to perform such requi! 
ments as the notice calls for? I call the gentleman’s attention to 
the language of the amendment which he now proposes to adi to 
the bil— 

To be notified by leaving with a person of suitable age and discretion t 
resident therein. 

Now, can the gentleman tell me what that language means 
How old must a person be to be ‘“‘a person of suitable age and 
discretion?’’ The gentleman will remember that if the requi 
ment contained in this notice is not complied with by the n 
resident, certain proceedings are to follow, and certain pai! 
penalties are to be inflicted for failyre to comply with that 
quirement. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say in answer to the gentleman 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] that this bill does not deal with 
nal statutes or criminal proceedings at all; it does not int 
with that branch of the law directly or indirectly. It on! 
vides a means for doing this specific thing—that is, to abat 
sances. 

Now, in reference to the amendment that the gentlema1 
tions, that was duly considered by the lawyers on the comn 
and the only objection made was by one gentleman who ob 
to the word ‘‘adult’’ as originally contained in the bill. H 
jection was that notice might be left with a person of un: 
mind, or deaf, or blind. But the gentlemen of the com: 
thought that if the words “person of suitable age and ( 
tion’’ were used, that language would be construed by the 
to mean a person old enough to understand what the 

vas and of suitable discretion. I was constrained to thin! 


| the gentlemen of the committee were right, and I agreed t 


amendment, thinking that it improved the bill. I believ: 
gentleman himself will so think when he considers the m 
carefully. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker,I doubt very much whet! 
not the courts—especially the Supreme Court of the | 
States—will hold that any person can be proceeded against 
mulcted in fines and penalties for failure to obey the require! 
of the law under a notice conveyed to him in the manner pro 
in this section. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The amendment to which the gentleman re 
fersis simply this: We strike out “‘ adult person,’’ and insert © }«! 
son of suitable age and discretion then resident therein.”’ 









The person receiving the notice must be resident on the prem- 
jses. The intention is to protect the property holder and to see 
that good and sufficient notice is served. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I fail to make myself understood entirely. 
The point I suggested to the gentleman was that I doubted 
whether the courts would hold that the notice provided for in this 
<ection would be sufficient notice, upon which, after service of it, 
a person could be proceeded against criminally and punished for 
failure to comply with the notice, such notice being served in the 
manner prescribed in this section. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want tosay to the gentleman that I am not 
a lawyer, and I do not assume to judge what the court may do. 
The lawyers on the committee who have had charge of it say that 
this is a good and sufficient notice, and as the result of their 
many years of experience they approved of that amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, when I say what the courts will do, I 
simply judge by what they have done in the past about such 
notices. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the 
gentleman a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. . Certainly. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As the gentleman is on the 
subject of correcting nuisances, [ should like to ask him whether 
the present great nuisance of the soft-coal smoke, which is so in- 
juring the city, has come to his attention, and whether it needs 
more law or whether the trouble is in the enforcement of the 
present law? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman that 
previous to the recent coal strike the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict had that matter very well in hand. It had been a subject 
of legislation, and a good deal of work had been done for years. 
The city was in the best condition that it ever had been, until 
they had to change furnaces, and had to burn different kinds of 
coal here in Washington, because of the strike, and the Commis- 
sioners practically had to abandon their crusade against the smoke 
for the time being. Now, as to just the status at the present 
time [am unable to say, as Ihave not conferred with the Com- 
missioners this session in reference to it; but I want to say to the 
gentleman that the committee intend to give it their attention, 
and if the law is not sufficient on the subject, to try to bring 
something to this House that is sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS AND BLOCKS IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 





tion of the bill (H. R. 3584) to authorize the resubdivision of lots | title. 


or blocks in the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That where any Pe sed street of the permanent sys- 
tem of highways affects any lot or block of a subdivision recorded in the office 


of the surveyor of the Distrjct of Columbia, the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia may, in their discretion, allow the resubdivision of such lot 


or block in a manner conforming to the —— subdivision until such time | 
or the opening of the proposed | 


as condemnation proceedings are 1m 
street affecting the land to be subdivided. 


_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7023), 
to amend an act to regulate the height of buildings in the District 
of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act entitled “An act to regulate the 
height of buildings in the District of Columbia,” approved March 1, 1899, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended by inserting after the word “ hotel,” in the 
fourth line thereof, the words “ or asa hospital or dormitory,” so that said 
Section will read as follows: 

* That from and after the approval of this act no combustible or nonfire- 
proof building intended to be used or occupied as a residence, or as an apart- 
ment house or hotel, or as a hospital or dormitory in the District of Colum- 
bia shall be erected to a height of more than five stories or raised to a height 
exceeding 60 feet above the sidewalk, the measurement to be 
inafter prescribed.” 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it Was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


TITLE TO SQUARE 1131, WASHINGTON, D. C, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 819 be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill (H. R. 819) to quitclaim all interest of the United 


as here- 
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States of America in and to all of square 1131, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., to Sidney Bieber was read, as follows: 


ized and required to grant and convey unto Sidney Bieber, and his 
assigns, all the right, title.and interest of the United States in and to all of a 
certain square of land in the city of Wa: 
known upon the plat or plan of said city as square No. 1131, upon the pay- 
ment by the said Sidney Bieber into the Treasury of the United States of 
such sum of money as the said Secretary of War, upon consideration of all 
the circumstances, shall determine proper to be pai 
the said square. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, author- 
eirs and 


of Washington, in the District of Columbia, 


by the said Bieber for 


The following committee amendment was read: 
In line 4 strike out “ required ” and insert “ directed.” 


The SPEAKER. The request is for unanimous consent to con- 
sider this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, before consenting to that, I 
should like to hear an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iwill say tothe gentleman from Iowa that 
this is a little bill in reference to the title to a certain square, 
which bill passed the House during the last session, but failed in 
the Senate. It is pretty thoroughly understood by several Mem- 
bers, and only involves land of an entire valuation of about $200. 

Mr. BAKER. MaylI ask the gentleman why the property is to 
be transferred? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Iam going to explain that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, has that bill been reported, 
and is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It has been reported and has been on the 
Calendar for sometime. Not only that, but it passed the House 
in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. May I ask the gentleman upon what 
Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. On the Private Calendar? 

Mr. BABCOCK. On the Private or Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The question 
is on the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. I will ask the gentleman to explain the purpose 
of the bill. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman 
that this bill is to remove the cloud on the title to some land 
south of square 1130 of the city of Washington that has never 
been platted or numbered, but is known as 1131. The United 
States never has asserted title or made any claim to it. Mr. 
Bieber, who has paid taxes on it and owns the tax titles covering 
twenty years or more, asks that authority be given the Secretary 
of War to fix the amount, in his opinion, equitable and proper to 
be paid*the Government for any title it may have, when he 
(Bieber) will pay the amount determined upon and receive a 
quitclaim deed from the United States, which will settle the 
If the gentleman will take the report and read it, he will 


find the detailed information. 





Mr. BAKER. Iam afraid if I take time to read the report, the 
bill will pass before I can read it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will take the time to read 
the report, he will find out all about it. The bill was thoroughly 
discussed on the floor in the last Congress before it was passed. 

Mr. BAKER. As I understand the gentleman, the United 
States does not claim title to this property. 

Mr. BABCOCK. They do not. 

Mr. BAKER. They are not asked to transfer some property 
to which they have any claim? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAKER. That is all I wish to know. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BUSINESS STREETS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that House bill 9292, relating to business streets in the District of 
Columbia, on the Union Calendar, be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will yeport the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9292) in relation to business streets in the District of Columbia 

Be it enacted, etc., That the last proviso of the act of July 1, 1898, entitk 


d 
“An act to vest in the Commissioners of the District of Columbia control of 


| street parking in said District,” is amended so as to read as follows: 


“That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and 


| directed to denominate portions of streets in the District of Columbia as 


business streets and to authorize the use, on such portions of streets, for 
business purposes by abutting property owners, under such general recula- 
tions as said Commissioners may prescribe, of so much of the sidewalk and 
parking as may not be needed, in the judgment of said Commissioners, by 
the general public, under the following conditions, namely: First, where in 
a portion of a street not already denominated a business street a majority of 
a frontage not less than three blocks in length is occupied and used for busi- 
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ness.purposes; and, second, where a portion of a street has already been de- 
nominated a business street and there exists adjoining such portion a block 
or more whose frontage is occupied and used for business purposes.” 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know if a report 
accompanies that bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I did not hear the gentleman’s question. 


Mr.SULZER. Isthis bill unanimously reported from the Com- | 


mittee? 

Mr. 
wants it. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. First, is there objection to the bill being con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask to have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. BaBcock) was read, as follows: 
bill i %. 9292) in relation to business streets in the District of Columbia, re- 
port the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


This bill was drafted by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia | 


and introduced at their request. Its provisions are explained in the follow- 
ing letter: 
OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Washington, January 6, 1904. 
Sir: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor to 


submit herewith a draft of a bill in relation to business streets in the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia and to request its passage. 

The purpose of the bill 
missioners in denominating streets as business streets. The present law on 
the subject is contained in the parking act, passed July 1, 1898, but its provi- 
sions are indefinite in that they do not specify how much of a street shall be 
occupied for business purposes before it shall be designated a business street. 
There exist a number of places in the city where there are short blocks—due 
to diagonal ayenues—whose frontage is occupied for business purposes, such 
as a small store. 


3ABCOCK. The report is printed in full, if the gentleman | 


{After a | 


ommittee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the | 
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yet under existing law the Commissioners are directed, when any portion of | 
a street has more than one-half its frontage occupied for business purposes, 


to declare such portion a business street. 
The main difference, under the laws and regulations, between a business 


street and a street not a business street is in regard to the height allowed | 


buildings. While in the business section the height allowed by existing law 


is proper, it does not seem desirable to allow such a height in strictly resi- | 
dence sections where a short strip of street may be used for business purposes. | 


For actually carrying on a business there is no difference in the laws and 
regulations between a business street and a residence street, so that desig- 
nating a streetone thing or the other would not affect a man’s business. The 


Commissioners understand it is the intention of Congress thata street should | 


be denominated a business street when it was really in a business section or 


covering several blocks, and not that any chance block which has a majority 
| 50 per cent feature of the existing law, it seems to me, is a most 


of its frontage used for business purposes should be so designated. 
The draft of bill provides that only when a portion of a street (notalready 


declared a business street) three blocks in length is comme for more than | 


one-half its frontage for business purposes it shall be ¢ 
street, but when a street is already in parta business street and one addi 
tional block is similarly occupied, it shall be added to the business portion of 
the street. 

Very respectfully, 


Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 
Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, 
Chairman of Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman about the 
bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MANN. Whether the purpose of this bill is to prevent the 
erection of apartment buildings on any streets except a business 
street? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. This bill does not cover that subject at all. 
There is another bill in relation to that. 

Mr. MANN. I understood from the reading of the report that 
the difference between a business street and one that was not a 
business street was a question of the height of the buildings 
which might be erected upon the street. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. That is covered by another section of the 
statute which provides that on business streets certain heights 
will be permitted and on residence streets certain heights may be 
permitted. 

Mr. MANN. This explains what is a business street and uses 
the language ‘‘ business streets,’’ and then uses the term *‘ non- 
business street,’’ and thereby it will prevent the erection of apart- 
ment buildings. Is not that the purpose of the bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, I hardly think the gentleman stated it 
fairly. I think the purpose of this bill is more clearly to define 
the powers of the Commissioners as to what the difference is be- 
tween a business and residence street. Here is the property, say 
three blocks long, on which are business houses. Now, it requires 
the petition of 50 per cent of the owners of the next block to have 
that denominated as a business street. This bill simply defines 
the difference more clearly between a business street and a resi- 
dence street. 

Mr. BURKETT. I simply ask for information, if the gentle- 
man will allow me to ask him a question. Is there any attempt 
in this bill to regulate the height of the buildings anywhere along 
on these streets? 


Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 


MANN. 


eclared a business | 


JANUARY 18, 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I can not hear—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. BAKER. I would like very much to hear those questions, 
but there is so much noise I can not hear. There is a matter of 
principle involved in this. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order, 
tlentan from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. AsI did not hear the reply to the two previous 
questions, I would like to know whether the effect of the passage 
of this amendment is still further to permit some owners of land 
in the District of Columbia—that is, in the city of Washington 
to prevent others from developing their property in such manner, 
whether for business purposes or what not, as they regard best? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. It is in the hands of the property 
owners in each block to determine whether their street shall be 
denominated a business or a residence street. If 50 per cent of 
the property owners petition the Commissioners of the District 
to designate it as a business street, then it is investigated, and if 
the facts warrant it is so designated. 

Mr. BAKER. As I understand it, the existing law provides 


Does the gen- 


| that 50 per cent of the foot frontage upon any street can petition 


to have it declared a business street, but that until 50 per cent or 
more so petition business structures can not be erected. That, I 
understand, is the existing law, and the effect of this amendment 


| ie shat? 
is to more clearly define the authority of the Com- | is to do whatt 


Mr. BABCOCK. The effect of this amendment is to more 


| clearly define the proceedings of the Commissioners in the details 
| and the carrying out of their work. 


It is a regulation more than’ 


anything else. It does not affect the property. It does not affect 


€ 3 Y | the height of buildings at all. 
The locality would not be in any sense a business one, and | 


Mr. BAKER. Then if this amendment is carried it will still 
require 50 per cent of the foot frontage to petition before business 
structures can be erected? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This does not affect that. 
statute entirely. 

Mr. BAKER. If I were absolutely sure, Mr. Speaker, this 
would not fortify the existing law—which seems to me most ob- 
jectionable, because I maintain the owners of the land should 
always be permitted to put their property to the very best use 
they choose to put it to—if I were sure this does not fortify the 
law in that particular I should not oppose the amendment. The 


That is a separate 


objectionable feature. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF CONRY V, KELIHER. 


Mr. GAINES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Elec- 
tions No. 1, submitted the following report, with the accompany- 
ing resolutions, which were read: 

The Committee on Elections No. 1, to whom was referred the cont: 
election case of Joseph A. Conry v. John A. Keliher from the Ninth C 


| sional district of Massachusetts, beg leave to make the following report 


It appears that the Ninth Congressional district of Massachusetts, w 
is located in Boston, is a district of overwhelming Democratic strength 
Democratic Congressional convention in that district in 1902 was una! 
agree upon a nominee within the time fixed by the law of Massachu 
convention nominations. The contestant, Conry, and the contestee, K 
were each candidates before the Democratic convention, and after t! 
adjournment of the convention each became a candidate by petition 

Each of these candidates a few days before the election endea\ 
get the support of Hon. JAMzs M. GriGGs, chairman of the Democra 
gressional committee. Each of them communicated with GriGas, 
received a telegram from Griaas. Each of these candidates caused | 
published, as an advertisement, in certain Boston papers, a teleg) 
orting to have been received by him or the chairman of his committ 
Mr. GRIGGS. 

Contestant insists that contestee was guilty of gross fraudulent 
tations in the publication of the telegram which contestee caused to » 
lished, and contestee claims that contestant was guilty of gross frau 
misrepresentations in the telegram which contestant caused to be pu 

Contestant denies, and it is not shown, that he was responsible 

mublished advertisement of the fraudulent telegram which was pu! 
is interest, and it is not shown that contestee was personally cogn! 
the fraud in the telegram published in his interest. 

At the election contestee received 10,352 votes and contestant 10,0” 
Contestant insists that by reason of the false telegram from Mr. (i! 
published as a paid advertisement in behalf of contestee, enough voi 
would otherwise have voted for contestant were led to vote for « 

It is not shown by the evidence that any particular person so chan 
intention or was led by the advertisement to vote for contestee wh 
intended otherwise to have voted for contestant. 4 

But contestant urges that it is the duty of the Committee on Elect 
and of the House itself, to assume that the publication of a false te! 
from the chairman of the Democratic Congressional committee, r 
ing to the voters of the Ninth Congressional district of Massachus« 
he favors a particular candidate, ought to have great weight. , 

The telegram published in the interest of contestee purported to be a Ce 
nial of a previous telegram published in the interest of contestant, bot! tele 
grams purporting to be from Mr. Griegs. Contestant urges that the 
gram published in behalf of contestee, which denied the authenticity © 
telegram published in behalf of contestant, attributed such moral tur) 
to contestant that many people who read contestee’s later telegram, 
lieved it to be true, were thereby persuaded to vote against contestan 
cause they believed him to have published a falsehood in his own favor. 


the 
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Contestant urges that it is the duty of the Committee on Elections and the 
House itself to assume that voters must have been so influenced and must 
have so changed their votes from contestant to contestee. ‘ : 

It appears to this committee that the claim that the Committee on Elec- 
tions should assume a certain number of voters in the Congressional district 
re influenced, because they ought to have been influenced, by improper 
charges to vote for one candidate when otherwise they would have voted for 
the other candidate is a claim which belongs in the realm of hypothetical 

resumptions. To agree to the claims set up by contestant would require a 
method of ratiocination on our part too fantastic for our minds. 

We do not condone the offense of publishing false telegrams or telegrams 
in a different manner from the one in which they are sent. It may be true 
that the resident voters in Boston were waiting, with bated breath, to learn 
what Hon. JAMES M. Griaas thought before they cast their ballots. Mr. 
Griacs himself, however, thinks otherwise. His conduct in the matter was 
very careful and very gentlemanly, as would be expected coming from him. 

We are inclined to agree with him that the influence upon the Boston vot- 


we 


ers of the telegrams sent by him and those published and purporting to have | 
n sent by him has been very much exaggerated by the counsel in this | 


be 


case 





Some allegations of fraudulent voting and of fraudulent colonization of | 


ters have been made by contestant, but not enough votes are involved in 
these charges to make any change in the result of the election. 

[he Committee on Elections No. 1, therefore, beg leave to report to the 
House, and respectfully recommend the adoption of the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That Joseph A. Conry was not elected a Member of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress from the Ninth Congressional district of Massachusetts, and 
is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That John A. Keliher was elected a Member of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress from the Ninth Congressional district of Massachusetts, and 
is entitled to retain his seat therein. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I state simply 
for the information of the House that this is a unanimous report 
of the Committee on Elections No. 1. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Gatnrs of West Virginia, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on 
the table. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF BUILDING LINES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BABCOCK. 


y 
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I ask consideration of the bill H. R. 9311, | 


and ask unanimous consent that it may be considered in the House | 


as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9311) in relation to the establishment of building lines in the 
District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted, etc., That damages awarded in the establishing of building 
lines under the provisions of the act of Congress to provide for the establish- 
ment of building lines on certain streets in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, approved January 12, 1899, shall be paid out of any funds 
available for opening, extending, widening, and straightening alleys and 
minor streets under the provisions of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia; and in all payments under this act the accounting officers shall 
take into account the assessment for benefits and the award for damages, 
and shall pay only such part of said award in respect of any lot as may be in 
excess of the assessment for benefits against the part of such lot not taken, 
and there shall be credited on such assessment the amount of said award not 
in excess of said assessment. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

THE PINTSCH COMPRESSING COMPANY. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (S. 465) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company to 
lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington,’’ approved 
May 19, 1896. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. VREELAND in the 
chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
8. 465, an act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit the 
Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in 
the city of Washington,’’ approved May 19, 1896, and the Clerk 
will read the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to permit the Pintsch Com- 
Pressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington,” 
approved May 19, 1896, be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding a new 
section, to stand as section 4, as follows: 

“Src. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to permit extensions of the pipe lines of the said Pintsch Com- 
pressing Company to reach the site of the Union Passenger Station or the ter- 
minals connected therewith. And the said Commissioners are further au- 
thorized to permit the relaying of the pipes of said company to accommodate 
changes in the authorized grades of streets: Provided, That all such work 
shall be done according to regulations to be approved by the said Commis- 
sloners, and under the conditions named in said act, approved May 19, 1896." 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a word in 
reference to this bill. Imade the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union because the bill 
had been assigned to the Union Calendar. It is out of its place. 


nD 
ae 


| Another reason is that I have not yet had the privilege of s« 
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It 
appropriates no money. It gives away no property. It simply 
authorizes the officers of the Government to do specific things; 
and the Speaker of the last House, after an exhaustive examina- 
tion of the precedents, held that a bill exactly similar to this 
should go on the House Calendar. But, Mr. Chairman, some 
gentlemen here, on both sides of the House, desire to discuss this 
bill to-day. Ido not know what particular points they want to 
bring up, but to accommodate these gentlemen I have moved to 
go into Committee of the Whole; otherwise I should have asked 
that the bill be transferred to its proper Calendar. 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
LONGWoORTH] fifteen minutes, or possibly half an hour. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the 
House for a few moments on a subject which is not absolutely 
germane to the bill, but which was brought up the other day by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. An attack, in my 
opinion a gratuitous and unfounded attack, was made upon the 
administration and good name of the city which, in conjunction 
with my distinguished colleague, Mr. GOEBEL, I have the honor 
to represent. 

The gentleman from New York, whether by accident or design, 


There is no reason for the bill being on the Union Calendar. 


| chose a time for delivering this diatribe when neither my col- 


league nor myself was present. He may have thought perhaps 
that his remarks would go unchallenged at that time at least. 
But, unfortunately for him, the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio, General GROSVENOR, arose and in his characteristic way 
proceeded to demolish the arguments of the gentleman from New 
York. I have observed during my brief career in the House 


| that anyone who runs afoul of the gentleman from Ohio in an ar- 
| gument, usually emerges from the conflict looking as if he had 


been in contact with a buzz saw, which is in many cases more 
effectual for such a purpose than even a sprinklingcart. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to take up much of the 
time of the House. I realize that it is late to bring this subject 
up again, but my reason is that it is the first opportunity that has 
been allotted to me since my return from Ohio on Thursday. 
eing 
the full report of the gentleman’s remarks, for they have not, so 
far as I know, been published in the REcorD, although delivered 
last Tuesday. I have, however, been told the substance of the 
gentleman's remarks and desire to make a brief reply. 

I am rather surprised that the gentleman desires to record his 
experiences, disastrous at least to him and his cause, in the cam- 
paign Jast fall in Cincinnati. It was a strange and weird cam- 
paign. The Democratic managers had difficulty in procuring 
orators. The good old-line Democrats, the conservative Jackson 
and Jefferson Democrats, either repudiated absolutely the plat- 
form of isms and fads and socialistic propaganda concocted by 
the mayor of Cleveland or if they did stand in line they did not 
want to say much about it. 

The most prominent orators in the early part of that camp 
were two—one a gentleman who drove about the streets oi 
cinnati in a small cart drawn by two milk-white ponies gaily ca- 
parisoned and covered with beils, holding in his hand a large 
blackboard on which he essayed to demonstrate, among other 





| things, that it was impossible for any man to make $50,000 im ten 


years without filching it from the pockets of the poor people. 


He had to drop that argument later in the campaign because one 
| of his audience pointed out the fact that if his argument were 
true, his candidate for governor must be a man not less than 800 
years old, in comparison with whom Methuselah would have been 


a mere child. [Laughter.] The other gentleman was one who, 
upon his own admission, was the champion long-distance orator 
of Chicago. He was accustomed to speak for ten hours at a 
stretch, occasionally moistening his clay with a certain prepara- 
tion, the name of which he confided to his hearers, saying it was 
good for the throat. Suddenly, like a thunderclap out of a clear 
sky, came the announcement from the Democratic campaign 
committee that the services of the distinguished gentleman from 
New York had been procured. 

The Republican managers rushed to the Congressional Directory 
to find out all about him. They read his biography through, 
every word of it. They found that in comparison with other 
members of the New York delegation, while but young in years, 
he looked old in print. They read every word of that biography; 
they took time—they hadto. Filled with consternation, they sent 
for orators from all over the State. They asked Senator HANNA 
and Senator FORAKER to come to Cincinnati and attempt to relieve 
that condition. They came, they addressed the people, and, Mr. 
Chairman, to make a long story short, whatever the reasons may 
have been, for the first time in the history of Cincinnati the en- 
tire Republican ticket carried every single ward of the city and 
275 out of three hundred odd precincts, rolling up in the county of 
Hamilton, out of a total vote of ninety-odd thousand, the magnifi- 
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cent plurality of 30,000, thereby putting their seal of disapproval 
on the fads and isms and claptrap of Mr. Johnson and his follow- 
ers, and saying to the country that they were able and proposed 
to govern themselves according to their own ideas without any 
assistance from either Cleveland or from Brooklyn. 

Home rule and just taxation was the burden of the song of the al- 
leged Democratic party in Ohio at that time: home rule apparently 
meaning the interference in the affairs of every other city and 
just taxation meaning organized opposition to all the measures 
proposed and passed by the Republicans to relieve the burdens of 
taxation of the home and the farm by increasing the taxes of the 
big corporations. The old-line Democrats did not follow Mr. 
Johnson, and I want to say now that I have the most profound 
respect for the opinions of Democrats of this school, the followers | 
of Jefferson and Jackson, who, together with the Republicans, | 
placed their seal of disapproval on his propaganda. In my opinion 
they are as near right on matters of national importance as they 
can be without joining the Republican party. Cincinnati, ac- 
cording to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Baker}, is bur- 
dened with a lot of men who believe that when people are poor 
and needy and suffering the best thing they can do is to help | 


them out and not tell them how poor and needy and suffering | 
The gentleman has mentioned several by name, among | 


they are. 
them Mr. Michael Mullen, who is accused of having given away 
soup—soup, mark you—to poor, starving unfortunates on the 
river front. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, to my certain knowledge Mr. Mullen has 
done even worse than that. Every year he takes out all the little 


children in his ward, with their mothers, and puts them on a vile | 


steamboat and takes them up the river to picnie in the woods, 
where they are subjected all day long to the contaminating influ- 


ences of the birds and the trees and the flowers and are given | 


harmful ice cream and cake and then brought home listening to 
a band playing the popular tunes of the day. 
of man that it is a curse for a city to have, then Cincinnati is 
indeed cursed. 


of Cincinnati are alleged to be subjected to—Mayor Fleischman— 


who gives away all his salary and a large portion of his income | 


every year in charity, and who is beloved by every man, woman, 
and child in Cincinnati, regardless of party. Then Mr. George 
Cox is alluded to, a man who, unaided and simply through force 
of ability and character built himself up from a poor working 
boy to be one of Cincinnati’s most eminent citizens, a man of 
whom there is nobody who does not say that his word is as good 
as his bond. 

If it is a curse to have citizens like this; if is a curse to have 


clean, able, and upright men to administer the affairs of the city, | 


then Cincinnati is indeed cursed. I do not intend to reply at 


length and in detail to some of the aspersions cast upon the fair | 


name of Cincinnati. I do not propose to allude at length to what 
we consider the good things of Cincinnati. I do not propose to 
talk at length about our well-paved streets, our fine public build- 
ings and parks—all of them supported by the lowest tax rate of 
any city in the State of Ohio, and there are seventy-one. 
a concrete instance, in Cincinnati a man who owns $1,000 worth 
of property pays in taxes less than $22. To own the same prop- 
erty in the city of Cleveland costs $33in taxes. To own the same 
amount of property in Columbus or in Toledo or Sandusky costs 
over $30. Is it a curse to have a low tax rate? If so, then Cin- 
cinnati is cursed. Cincinnati, among other things, has the larg- 
est bank clearings of any city approaching its size in this country— 
nearly twice as large as the great city of Cleveland, where home 
rule, according to the late Democratic theory as administered by 
Mr. Johnson, 1s practiced. Her credit is unimpeachable. What 


in the last four years? 

If it is a curse to have these things; if it is a curse to have the 
— department and the fire department and the schools abso- 

utely on a nonpartisan basis and out of politics, then indeed Cin- | 

cinnatiiscursed. I do not propose to go into the subject at length. 
You gentlemen are not interested in the government of Cincin- 
nati, but the people of Cincinnati are, and I would be ungrateful 
to my constituents indeed if I did not take opportunity, and the 
earliest that I could get, to resent in the name of the people of 
Cincinnati such uncalled-for and unjust attacks as these. There 
is one thing that the people of Cincinnati have done, and a thing 
that they will do again. When the insidious snake of socialism 
raised its head in their midst last fall they throttled it, and 
mangled it, and they left it for dead, and if, perchance, next fall, 
stimulated by the eloquence of the gentleman from New York, 
they find there is a single wag left in its tail they will smash it | 
out of all recognizability. [Applause. ] 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not | 
know who desires to occupy time on this bill, but I shall be very 
glad to yield to anyone who wishes to carry on this discussion. 


| cial, and legislative appropriation bill, I made some referenc 


If that is the kind | 


The mayor of the city, though not mentioned by | 
name, comes under the general maladministration that the people | 


To give | 
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Mr. BARTLETT rose. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. How much time does the 
gentleman from Georgia wish? 

Mr. BARTLETT. About five minutes. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I yield the gentleman fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ido not want but five. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, as we are in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of this }j]]. 
that remarks by Members of the House need not necessarily be 
confined to the subject-matter of the bill. The bill, so far as I ayy 
able to gather from a hasty reading of it, is one to which there 
can be no objection, certainly none by myself. 

I desire to call attention to the fact that on the 13th and 14th 
instant, in a discussion in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, upon the consideration of the executive, judi 
appointments in the Post-Office Department under the civil-service 
law and to violations of that law. I especially called attention to 


| the appointment made in the Post-Office Department of one M. W. 


Louis as superintendent of the division of supplies. Quoting 
from the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. 
3ristow, and using his language, I stated that upon that report 
| and upon the evidence furnished by it that appointment was made 
| contrary to law, and the transfer from the Kansas City post-office 
was in violation of law. 

I have sent to the Clerk’s desk a letter written to me since the 
delivery of those remarks in the House on the 14th instant. This 
letter is signed by Mr. Louis, whom I do not know, whom I never 
saw. He claims that the report of the Fourth Assistant Post- 
| master-General did him injustice and that when the attention 
that officer was called to it he refused to correct it. He also 
claims in his letter that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General 
had himself been guilty of violating the civil-service law in pro- 
| curing appointments in the Post-Office Department. 

In this letter which I propose to have read to the House Mr. 
Louis says that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General not 
| only violated the civil-service law in the appointments which he 
| procured to be made in the Department over which he presided, 
| but that in one instance he had procured to be appointed both his 

own father and his own son to positions in that Department; and 
| that this was done in violation of the civil-service law; that one 
| was appointed at one place asa laborer at a salary of $600, and 
was transferred to another place and drew a salary of $1,()0 as 

post-office inspector. That was the father. And he further says 
| that the son, during his vacation from school, was appointed as a 
| laborer in the Post-Office Department and did no service as such. 

Before I concluded to have this letter read, as it was written to 
me by a man whom I did not know, had never seen, and have not 
yet seen, and as I had given publicity on the floor of the House to 
circumstances which charged him with violation of law and that 
his appointment had been made in violation of the civil-servic 
| law, 1 concluded that in fairness to him I ought to give as much 
| publicity to his statement as I gave to the one made by Mr. Bris 
| tow. But before finally concluding what I should do I went to 
| the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General and called his attention 
| to the fact that I had such a letter; that I did not want to do lim 
or any other officer or any man the injustice of having a letter o! 
| this character read without letting him know that I had such 
— and the nature of its contents and what I proposed tv 

with it. 
It will thus be seen that the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-(en- 
| eral has been informed by me of the contents of the letter. [ di 
not read it to him; but I informed him of its contents and of my 


a 
lo 


: | purpose at some time to call public attention to it. 
other city in this country has sold 3 per cent bonds at a premium | 


Having made the statement that I did before the House on the 
i4th imstant with reference to the appointment of Mr. Louis—* 
statement embracing charges against him by the Fourth Ass: ‘tant 
Postmaster-General, and Mr. Louis having been discharged {rom 
the Post-Office Department on the report of that officer—Mr. Lou's, 
whom I repeat I never saw or spoke to, appealed to me to #! 
publicity to his statement. 

Having called the attention of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster 
General to what I proposed to do, it is proper to say that that 0" 
cer stated that the allegations as to the appointment of bot! 
father and his son to positions in the Post-Office Department \\ 


| 
| 
| 


| correct, but that they were regularly appointed. 


Having thus recited the statement of the report of the Fou" 
Assistant Postmaster-General in regard to Mr. Louis, an‘ 
the statement of Mr. Louis’s letter as to the Fourth As> 


| Postmaster-General having violated the civil-service law }! 


appointment of members of his own family to office, I ask ‘' 
the letter from Mr. Louis, which I have sent to the desk, be ™ 

Mr. PAYNE. DoI understand the gentleman to say tha! 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General has stated that these 4p 
pointments were regularly made? 
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Mr. BARTLETT. He did so state. 

Mr. PAYNE. And that they were not in violation of the civil- 
ervice law? 

, Mr. BARTLETT. Hedidsostate; and I thought it proper that 
I should repeat his statement, which agreed with the statement 
in the letter of Mr. Louis, so that it may be ascertained by proper 
inquiry on the part of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Paynr] 
or any other gentleman which of these gentlemen is correct in 
the several matters which have been stated. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to call out that fact and have all the facts. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would not do the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General an injustice, and when I undertook to quote one 
art of his statement to me I quoted it all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wanted to call that out,so that the House would 
understand it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
stated it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wanted to call it out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You wanted to emphasize it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; in view of the fact that the statement of 
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General is based upon a long 
investigation made by others, while this statement to which the 
gentleman refers is on the report of a discharged employee, who, 
if he exists, has some feeling—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. If who exists? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman who writes the letter, whom the 
gentleman from Georgia does not know. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know him, but I know that he ex- 
ists enough to have been appointed by Mr. Perry Heath, the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, as superintendent of the supply 
division of the Post-Office Department; appointed in violation of 
the law, as has been charged by Mr. Bristow, which charge has 
been approved by the President. 


It is not necessary, because I had already 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman yield for a question? | 


Mr. BARTLETT. With pleasure. 
read. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I believe you stated that you had a con- 
versation with the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General in refer- 
ence to this letter. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did. 


I want to have the letter 


Mr. OVERSTREET. And called his attention to the contents | 


of it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And did I understand you correctly that 
he substantially denied the statements of the letter, except the 
facts relative to the appointment of the father and son, which he 
said were regular? 

Mr. BARTLETT. 


service, and that they had been regularly appointed. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But as to the transfers being regular or 
irregular, I understand that he also said tha whatever transfers 
were made were also regular. 

Mr. BARTLETT. He did not say anything about transfers. 
He did not intend from the statement he made to me to exclude 
anything with reference to being irregular. He said everything 
was regular. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is what I mean. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. The gentleman knows that I would 
not do the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General an injustice. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I felt quite sure you would not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And I did that which I feel authorized in 
saying few men would have done who had possession of this let- 
ter and this information. 


I stated that he said that his father and his | 
son had both, while he was in office, been appointed in the postal | 
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| transfer was regular or not. 
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there is a way by which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Over- 
STREET | , who is chairman of the Post-Office Committee. can find 
out which one is correct. The recordis there. If the gentleman 
will wait until he hears the letter, he will find out the facts. The 
records are there, and the gentleman can find out whether or not 
the appointment was regular, and he can find out whether the 
He can find out whether the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General is right when he says the appoint- 
ment was regular and that the transfer was regular, or whether 
Lonis is right in saying it was irregular and in violation of the 


aw. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman allow me just a 
moment? , 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to have this letter read before my 
time expires. I ask the Clerk to read the letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

807 EIGHTEENTH STREET NW., 
Washington, D. C., January 1, 1904. 
Hon. CHARLES L. BARTLETT, M. C., 
House of Representatives. 

My Deak Srp: I do not believe it is your desire to wantonly injure anyone 
in your public utterances, and I therefore appeal to your sense of’ justice to 
correct a false impression concerning me which was given in the running 
debate in the House yesterday, wherein the inference is made that Iam one 
of the persons recently indicted in connection with the postal investigation. 

The particular phase of my case which was under discussion was my alleged 
irregular examination and rating for appointment by the Civil Service Com- 
mission. 

The statements upon this point in the Bristow report are false and mislead- 
ing, as the records will show, and prior to the printing of the report Mr. 
Bristow was so informed by the Civil Service Commission, who gave him the 
facts. He preferred not to use them, but permitted the report to go before 
Congress and the country without correction. 

It would seem from the report that Mr. Bristow desires to vigorously up- 
hold the integrity of the civil-service law, but a word or twoin relation to 
casesin which he himself is personally interested may serve toshow otherwise. 

It is well known that appointments and details like mine were frequently 
made up to within a year or so ago and that they were not in violation of the 
law or in conflict with the civil-service regulations then in force. 

Under that practice Mr. Bristow himself injected into the classified service 
without examination more than thirty persons, some of them post-office in- 


| spectors employed in this a a, and among them his own father, 


who was appointed as a $600 laborer on March 5, 1901, charged to the Sixth 
Congressional districtof Kentucky, and who now draws $1,600 a year asa post- 
oftice inspector in the Denver (Colo.) post-office, and also his own son, who 
during his school vacation drew a salary at the rate of $720a year in the post- 
office at Washington, D. C. 

It is not amiss to state that even now Mr. Bristow’s father is not perform- 
ing inspector’s duties and that the son performed no work at all to warrant 
the payment of a salary. 

I hope you will see that this statement receives as wide publicity as the 
statements in the debate, which did me injury in the public mind 

Yours, respectfully, 
M. W. Lovts. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Now I will yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], if I have the time. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I merely wanted to inquire of the gen- 


| tleman if he thought the simple complaint of a discharged em- 


| ployee was always a sufficient basis to warrant the investigation 


of an entire Department? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, Ido not mean to say that it would; 
but I know there is now an investigation to be had of this De- 
partment, and if these charges are true they ought to be inquired 
into, and I merely suggest to the gentleman in charge of a great 
committee of the House—to whom all these matters with reference 


| tothe Post-Office go—that he can inform the House and the country 


I went to the Fourth Assistant Post- | 


master-General before I offered it here on the floor of the House, | 
saying that I had no desire to do him any injustice in anything, | 


and let him have an opportunity to contradict it or to make any 
statement he desired. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], chairman 
of the Post-Office Committee, has the opportunity to inquire 
whether or not the law has been violated by the Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General. Mr. Bristow was on his way to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to be examined by that com- 
mittee for the purpose of enabling them to draft the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, when I met him in the corridor and had the 
conversation with him. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I understand you to say that he stated 
that the appointments were regular and that you did not wish to 
do him any injustice. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I made that statement. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And that you did not wish to say to the 
House that his statement was not correct. ; 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not undertake to say that his state- 
Ment is incorrect; but I do say this, that the charges made by the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General and the countercharges 
lade by this discharged employee are before the House, and 


whether they are true or not. That is all. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a state- 
ment? 

Mr. BARTLETT. If I have the time I will. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the gentleman has not, I will ask the 
gentleman in charge of the bill to yield me time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. COWHERD. It seems to me that the pointin the appoint- 


| ment of Louis was not the violation of the civil-service law, al- 


though that was unquestionably violated. Louis was appointed 
on the authority of First Assistant Postmaster-General Heath, 
and transferred; but the point in the case is that Louis was ap- 
pointed at this time, the 17th of April, in order that he might be 
at the head of the division of supplies on the 6th day of May, 
when a contract was to be let, and that by reason of his appoint- 
ment in this irregular way he got into a position where he could 


| let contracts improperly, to the loss of the Government of at least 


| 





some $10,000 in one item of canceling ink, and probably very much 
more in the purchase of other supplies. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. COWHERD (continuing). And the important fact in this 
connection is not the violation of the civil-service rulesin connec- 
tion with his appointment or the recognition of the Civil Service 
Commission of his experience in grading him afterwards, but the 
important point is that this appointment was irregularly made in 
order that he might be placed at the head of the supply division 
in time to favor particular contractors in the letting of bids 
shortly to be passed upon. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The 
xpired. 

ir. POWERS of Massachusetts. If there is no further debate 

reyuired, I m0 ve that the committee rise and report the bill fa- 

vorably to the H 

The sos was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. VREELAND, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill S. 465 and had 
directed him to report the same to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

The bill w; ed ti ) a third r 
Tea i the third time, and pass ed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that is all the business the com- 
mittee has for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Wisconsin any mo- 
tion to make for the reconsideration of the votes by which the 
various bills were passed? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
reprint of the bill (H. R. 6779) to impose taxes on pure and com- 
pound wines, providing for the collection thereof, and for other 
purposes. I understand the first print is exhausted, and I know 
th ere isa very great demand for the bill. 

The SPI AKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
- House do now adjourn. Pending that, the Chair will lay be- 
fore the House the following request: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

RODENBERG, for two days, on account of important business. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reports 
that this day they presented to the President of the United States, 
for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 9160. To amend the act entitled ‘‘An act making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904,’ approved March 3, 1903; 

H. R. 9866. Making appropriations for clearing the Potomac 
River of ice and for the removal of snow and ice in the District 
lumbia; and 

73. To enable the city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, 

» town of Mesa. ail in Maricopa County, Ariz., severally to 
issue the bonds of said municipalities for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of a freighting and wagon road from any con- 
venient point in the Salt River Valley to the Salt River reservoir 
dam site in Maricopa County, Ariz. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
8 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


} 


lias 


use, 


ques 
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is order ading; and it was accordingly 


{After a pause.] The 


? 
‘ 


moves that 


(at 1 o'clock and 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
fol'ows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a com- 
munication from the Chief of Engineers, abstracts of proposals 
received for labor and material in connection with work under 
the Engineer Department during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1903—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans- 
miiting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sarah Ann, Allen, Jacob, and Michael Vaught v. The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
prinie id. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Manistique Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with accompanying illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Black Rock Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with accompanying illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit- 
ting a statement of the expenditure in the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903—to the Cominittee 
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time of the gentleman from Georgia 


J ANUARY 18, 


on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, tran: smitting, with a lett 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
Sheepshead Bay, New York—to the Committee on Rivers an: “dl 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting. with 
copy of acommunication from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, rec ommendations i in regard to purchase of the rights of cer- 
tain settlers in the Camp McDowell Reservation, in Arizona- to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secre tary of the Interior submitting 
an amended estimate of appropriation for fulfilling treaties with 
the Kickapoo Indians—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, directing attention 
to certain suggestions and recommendations relating to proposed 
changes in the law governing the public printing—to the ¢ 
tee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Thomas J. Mansfield, administrator of Patrick Mansfield, deceased, 

The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of law and fact in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the vessel schooner Betsey and Patsey, 
James Curtis, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Douglass Taylor, administrator of Jesse Jefferson, decea d,t t\ 
The United States—to the Committee on War ( ‘laims, and order 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for lighting Am- 
brose Channel, New York Harbor—to the Committee on Int 
state and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitti: 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State sub 
an estimate of appropriation for the Commission on Inter! 
Exchange—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitt 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General sul 
an estimate of appropriations for United States peni! 
building at Atlanta, Ga., and contingent expenses of the 
ment of Justice—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmi 
copy of a communication from the Auditor of the Navy | 
ment submitting an estimate of appropriation for settl 
claim of Julius A. Kaiser—to the Committee on Claims, : 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit' 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Inter 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for cost of exten: 
Government Hospital for the Insane—to the Comuittee 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transn 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the | 
of Columbia suvmitting an estimate of appropriation for | 
schools—to the Committee on Appropriations, and order 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transm 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Comm 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for lig! 
service at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba—to the Committee on / 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitti: 

a communication from the president of the Board of ¢ 
sioners of the District of Columbia, papers relating to U 
of the Washington Market Company—to the Committee 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmittin; 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
ommendation relating to the accounts of George W. Baird.) 
and paymaster—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 01 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting ° 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitt 
estimate of appropriation for settlement of « ertain unpaid a 
for advertising—to the Committee on Ap propriations, and ol 
to be printed. 


to be 


yinmit- 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for new hospital at Fort Douglas, 
Utah—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for rent of building for temporary Gov- 
ernment affairs at Greensboro, N. C.—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for armament of fortifications—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for ordnance stores and supplies—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting list of leases 
granted by the Secretary of War during the calendar year 1903— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for refunding the amount 
of the fine levied on the Canadian tug M, F. Parsons—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of deficiency appropriation for heating and lighting 
the Naval Academy—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Supervising Architect submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for heating public buildings—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting a de- 
ficiency estimate for repairs of buildings—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from the committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6205) for preventing the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation 
of foods, beverages, candies, drugs, and condiments in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories, and for regulating interstate 


traffic therein, and for other purposes, reported the same with | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 381); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Cammaiiine of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 7620) defining the limit of navigation of the Osage River, 
in the State of Missouri, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 382); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


493) to amend the act of February 8, 1897, entitled ‘‘An act to 


prevent the carrying of obscene literature and articles designed 
for indecent and immoral use from one State or Territory into 
another State or Territory,’’ so as to prevent the importation and 
exportation of the same, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 883); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. WILEY of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 8827) to amend an act entitled “‘An act for the regulation 


of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for | 


the protection of the people from empiricism in relation thereto,”’ 
approved June 6, 1892, reported the same with amendment, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 384); which said bill and report were 


referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. — 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of | 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- | 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND | 


livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6032) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles S. Bellows, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 324); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8728) granting a pension to Matilda Laf- 
ferty, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
— (No. 325); which said bill and report were referred to the 

rivate Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3367) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Kerby, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 326); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 14) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel M. Perry, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 827); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7563) granting an in- 
crease of pension to W. W. Rowlett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 328); which said bill 

and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 734) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry S. McAlister, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 829); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3617) for the relief of Charles M. Everett, 

| reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
| (No. 330); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
| Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 451) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to William T. Conant, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 331); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2477) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank J. McLaughlin, reported the same 
| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 332); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5609) granting 

| an increase of pension to B. F. Grigsby, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 333); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7095) granting 
an increase of pension to Harrison H. Hakes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 334); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIb-=ON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7798) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Black, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 335); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 452) granting an 
| increase of pension to Albert W. Bullock, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 336); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8342) granting a 
| pension to Horace E. Davis, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 337); which said bill and report 
| were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3272) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Hardy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 338); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| which was referred the biil of the Senate (S. 1827) granting an 
increase of pension to Harris A. P. Lewis, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 339); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1156) granting an in- 





850 


crease of pension to John Pangratz, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 340); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8123) granting a pension to Eliza Stod- 
dard Smith, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 341): which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 7355) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Barrett, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 342); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4578) granting a 
pension to Catharine M. McClanahan, reported the same with 
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| an increase of pension to George W. Blanchard, reported the s 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 343); which said bill | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7477) granting 
an increase of pension to Cyrenins Dennis. reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 344); which said 
bill and re. ort were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3345) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles P. Clarke, reported the same 
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crease of pension to Charles H. Miller, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 357); which said pil] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1855) granting a 
pension to Harriett B. Riley, reported the same without ame)(- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 358); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6028) granting an in 
crease of pension to Anton Heffron, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 359); which said jl] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1906) granting 
io 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 860); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 937) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rudolph Siebelist, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report No. 361); which said bill 


| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 345); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4987) granting an 
increase of pension to William Y. M. Wilkerson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 346); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 9) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David E. Burbank, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 347); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


bill of the Senate (S. 456) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Pierce, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No.348); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 529) granting : 
pension to Emma H. Higley, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 349); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 727) granting an 
increase of pension to James K. Blye, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 350); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2194) granting a 
pension to Mary Dewire, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 351); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6025) granting an 
increase of pension to John Herzog, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 352); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5720) granting an 
increase of pension to William T. Filler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 353); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 18) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Clark, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 354); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7757) granting an 
increase of pension to Cyrus Davidheiser, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 355); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 586) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie H. Zoll, —— the same without amendment, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 356); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7594) granting an in- 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8407) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank Lewis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 362); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the House (H. R. 7439) granting a pension to Helen M. 
Bates, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 363); which said bill and report were referred to the 


the 


| Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8207) granting an 


| increase of pension to Charles Johnson, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 364); which said bill 


| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 





Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2040) granting a 
pension to James Anderson, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 365); which said bill and r 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 555) granting an increase 
of pension to Royal A. S. Kingsley, reported the same without 


pol 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 866); which said Dill 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, t 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6023) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Wigert, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 367); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6342) grantinga 


| pension to Thomas Springer, reported the same with amend 


| accompanied by a report (No. 368); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6089) grant 
in¢rease of pension to Emma Louisa Nagle, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 369); whic! 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred ¢! 
bill of the House (H. R. 5972) granting an increase of pen: 
Edward A. Wilbur, reported the same with amendment, a 
panied by a report (No. 370); which said bill and report we! 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to \ 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2122) granting a 
sion to O. H. Lyon, reported the same with amendment, a 
panied by a report (No. 371); which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9029) gran! 
pension to Georgia S. Barbour, reported the same with ™ 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 872); which said bill a 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to v 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 578) granting an in 
of pension to John Bullamore, reported the same without a! 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 873); which said bill a 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referre: 
bill of the House (H. R. 5718) granting an increase of pens! 
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! 
Adolph Heiser, reported the same with amendment, accompanied | 
by a report (No. 874); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5367) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin Moore, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 375); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2852) granting 
an increase of pension to Abraham J. Yeomans, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 376); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 458) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Beattie, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 877); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4323) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Wurtz, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 878); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6061) granting 
an increase of pension to Alphus D. Brown, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 379); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3616) granting a 
pension to James W. Davis. reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 380); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2003) to commission Henry D. Hall, late captain 
in the United States Revenue-Cutter Service, a captain on the re- 
tired list—Committee on Naval Affairs. discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (H. R. 8089) granting a pension to J. H. Oney—Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3485) for the relief of Joseph Swisher—Commit- 
tee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3488) for the relief of Jeremiah Cain—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

A bill (H. R. 1483) for the relief of Rev. George W.C. Smith— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9732) for the relief of Adelaide E. Grant and 
Alice Adelaide Grant—Committee on Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (H. R. 9900) granting a pension to Charles B. Mont- 
gomery—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9991) to correct the military record of Addison 
Tennis—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 1916) for the relief of Capt. Sidney F. Shaw— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- he following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10132) amending 
section 61 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,”’’ ap- 
proved August 27, 1894, and repealing the internal-revenue tax on 
potato alcohol used in the arts or in medicinal compounds, and 
for light, fuel, and power purposes—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 10133) to apply a portion of pro- 
ceeds of sale of public lands to the endowment of schools or 
departments of mining and metallurgy, and so forth—to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10134) to create in 
the Department of Agriculture a bureau of public highways, and 
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to provide for national aid in the improvement of the public high- ! would intersect the west shore of said Mississippi River, subject 
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ways in the various States and Territories—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10135) to 
authorize the Williamson Coal Company (Incorporated) to bridge 
the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River near Williamson, W. Va., 
where the same forms the boundary line between the States of 
West Virginia and Kentucky—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 10136) authorizing bail in crim- 
inal cases upon appeal in the courts of Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 10137) to establish a Naval Militia 
and define its relations to the General Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10138) to provide for the enrollment and or- 
ganization of a United States Naval Reserve—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 10139) to make Abraham 
Lincoln’s birthday a national holiday—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 10140) providing for the 
construction of a wagon road within the boundaries of the Yo- 
semite National Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 10141) to acquire certain 
ground for a Government reservation—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10142) authorizing the 
examination as a witness of the husband or wife of the defendant 
in criminal cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 10143) authoriz- 
ing the constructing, maintaining, and operating of an electric 
railway line on a part of the Hot Springs Reservation, at Hot 
Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 10144) to amend an act en- 
tled ‘‘An aet for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands 
and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, 
and commissions paid on void entries of public lands’’—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for 
appeals, writs of error, and other appellate proceedings from the 
circuit and district courts of Beaumont, in the eastern district of 
Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 10146) to increase pay of 
mail carriers on rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 10147) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States’’—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 10148) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at Olean, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 10149) to establish a life-saving 
station at the Isles of Shoals, on Six Town Point, Lake Ontario— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 10150) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Appleton, Wis.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 10151) to extend the privi- 
leges of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, to 
the port of Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 10152) for the im- 
provement of Greenwich Harbor, Greenwich, Conn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10153) for the improvement of Southport 
ae, Fairfield, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

»0TS. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 10154) for the improvement of Five Mile River 
Harbor, Norwalk, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10155) for the improvement of Stamford 
Harbor, Stamford, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10156) for the improvement of Norwalk Har- 
bor, Norwalk, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
bors. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 10157) to provide for the pro- 
tection, against storms and floods, of the forts. arsenals, and other 
Government property situated on Fort Crockett Reservation, on 
Galveston Island, Texas—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (B. R. 10158) to authorize the county 
commissioners of Morrison County, in the State of Minnesota, to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River at a point where 
the section line between sections numbered 5 and 8, in township 
131, of range No. 29,in said Morrison County, extended eastward 
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to the approval of the Secretary of War—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10159) to authorize the removal of structures 
from Indian allotments in Minnesota—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 10160) for the 
improvement of navigation of Carrot Island Slough, Carteret 
County, N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

sy Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 10161) to amend sections 1781 
and 1782 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 10162) for the erection of 
@ public bu oon gr in the city of Columbus, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pu tildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GR SVEN R: A bill (H. R. 10163) relative to the fees 
of attorne before the Spanish Treaty Claims Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 10164) providing for subsist- 
ence for rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-( nee and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10165) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
confine sa in so-called Confederate prisons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 10166) providing for private 
secretaries to Members and Delegates of the House of Represent- 
atives =e the Committee on Accounts. 

By 3 Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 10311) relating to final and 
commutation homestead proofs, and to confirm such proofs in 
certain cases when made outside of the land district within which 
the land is situate xd - to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ME YER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 103138) for the con 
struction of a steam revenue cutter for service in the Gulf of 
ico and tributary waters, headquarters at New Orleans, La. 
the Committee on Inter st: ite and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 10411) granting 
ight of way for trailway to W. W. Bass, of Coconino C ounty, 
‘A riz.., for travel across the Grand Canyon of Arizona, and ferry 
privileges, and so forth, across the Colorado River therein—to 

the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 80) providing 
for the printing of extra copies of the report of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry—to the Committee on Printing . 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A resolution (H. Res. 145) requesting 
certain information from the Secretary of Comme ‘rce and Labor 
- to official carriages in his Department—to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 146) requesting certain information 
from the Secretary of the Treasury as to ofticis al carriages in his 
Department—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 147) requesting certain information 
from the Secretary of Agriculture as to official carriages in his 
Department—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 148) requesting certain information 
from the Secretary of the Interior as to official carriages in his 
Department—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 149) requesting certain information 
from the Secretary of the Navy as to official carriages in his De- 
partment—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 150) requesting certain information 
from the Secretary of State as to official carriages in his Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 151) requesting certain information 
from the Attorney-General as to official carriages in his Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 152) requesting certain information 
from the Postmaster-General as to official carriages in his De- 
partment—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 153) requesting certain information 
from the Secre tary of War as to official carriages in his Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A resolution (H. Res. 154) for the re- 
lief of Mary J. Mankin—to the Committee on Accounts. 


V8 In cases 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

ae Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10167) 

ie or Mary F. B. Grice—to the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10168) granting 
an increase of pension to Similde E. Forbes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10169) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Flanagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


for the 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10170) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilhelm Dickhoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10171) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah H. Tyack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10172) granting a pension to Catharine A, 
Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 10173) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10n8. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10174) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Buchanan—to the ( Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10175) granting an increase of pension to 
lliam J. Ware—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10176) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 

seph Coty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10177) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Treasure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 10178) for the relief of Linc 
W. Tibbetts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 10179) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10180) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10181) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10182) granting an increase of pens 
Isaac Innis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10188) granting a pension to Charles 

Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10184) for the relief of Ham- 
ilton D. South—to the Committee on Cli sims. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill seat R. 10185) authorizing t 
President to appoint Boatswain Alexander Mack, retired, | 
States Navy, a chief b« ature ¢ on 1 the retired list—to the Com- 
inittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 10186) for the relief of S. H. 
Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10187) granting a pension to Anderson J. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 10188) granting a pension 
to William E. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10189) granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon W. Gore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 10190) eee ne os pera 
pension to Robert P. Faris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 10191) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pe —_ ms. 
’ Mr. CANN( IN: A bill (H. R. 10192) granting a pension to 
Martha Mr ins—to t] tee on inv slid Pensions. 

By Mr. C< XOPER of Pex : A bi . R. 10193) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Sarah ca Montgomery, deceased— 
to the Committee on War ¢ 3. 

3y Mr. COUSINS: A bill (i. R. 10194) granting an incre 
pension to Marion Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10195) for the relief of Hen 
Bash—to the Committee on C_aims. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 10196) granting an incr 
pension to Adam L. Bourquin—to the Committee on inva 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10197) granting an increase of pens 
Peter A. McGuire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10198) granting an increase of pension to ( 
vin N. Swineford—to the Committee on Invalid pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of David C. McGee 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10200) for the relief of Frank F. Flourno) 
to the Committee on Claims. be 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 10201) for the relief of Wi! 
liam B. Horner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 10202) granting a pens 
Samuel T. Jones, alias Thomas Jenkins—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram J. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 10204) for the 
ief of the estate of John Hammontree—to the Committe: 
W ar Claims. 
_Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10205) for the relief of James 
Carmack—to the Committee on Milit ary Affairs. 

"RB y Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 10206) granting an increase ‘ 
~ nsion to Benjamin F. Minnick—to the Committee on Invalid 

msio ns. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10207) granting an increase of 
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| William C. Robins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 10208) for the relief of Allegheny 
College, at Meadville, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK. A bill (H. R. 10209) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret Delaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10210) granting an increase of pension to 
Chester S. Rockwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10211) granting a pension to Mabel Rock- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 10212) for the relief of Moses 
M. Longley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 10213) granting a pension to 
Irene Ayers Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 10214) for the relief of the heirs 
of C. K. Bowen, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 10215) for the benefit of John 
W. Kirby, late sheriff of Gallatin County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10216) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Amos Gulick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10217) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Jordon Kidwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10218) to remove the charge of desertion 
against W. H. Liter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10219) to remove the charge of desertion 
against George Binger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10220) for the relief of John Riley, of Camp- 
bell County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10221) for the relief of Fannie Bostwick, 
widow of Martin B. Strader—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10222) for the relief of Lewis Stephens, of 
Grant County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10223) for the relief of J. W. Knox, of Gal- 
latin County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10224) for the relief of J. J. Robinson, of 
Carroll County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10225) for the relief of D. C. Conner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10226) for the relief of the Forty-first Ken- 


tucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10227) for the relief of J. B. Thrasher—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10228) for the relief of William C. Watts— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10229) for the relief of James M. Blackburn, of 
Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10230) for the relief of Telisha Webb—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10231) for the relief of Mary Zepf, widow of 
Louis Zepf—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10232) for the relief of Nina W. Halsey, 
wea of Capt. Irving W. Halsey—to the Committee on Military 

ffairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10233) for the relief of John J. Stevens—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10234) for the relief of L. H. Lyne & Co., late 
of Lynchburg, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10235) granting an increase of pension to | 


Adam Brell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10236) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10257) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Shonert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10238) granting an increase of pension to 
Coleman Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10289) granting an increase of pension to 


William H. Murrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10240). granting an increase of pension to 
James Whalen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10241) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Southgate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10242) granting a pension to Johanna Reb- 


holz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10243) granting a pension to George W. 
Stull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 10244) granting a pension to George W. 
Nance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10245) granting a pension to Jasper Baker— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10246) granting a pension to C. H. Conn—to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10247) granting a 


nsion to William F. 
Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10248) granting a pension to Peter Brown— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10249) granting a pension to Peter Roller—to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10250) granting a pension to Ira E. Neville— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10251) granting a pension to Stephen Rickey— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10252) granting a pension to James Lebare— 

tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to William R. Bu- 

ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10254) granting a pension to Nettie Hume— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10255) granting a pension to Maria Roth— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10256) granting a pension to Catherine 

Burger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 10257) granting a pension to 
Mahala Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10258) granting a pension to George D. Wel- 
lons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10259) granting a pension to Agnes Vaughn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10260) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10261) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10262) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Brandmeier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10263) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac A. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10264) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Louis C. Amberg—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10265) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mur- 
ray and Clara E. Murray—to the Committee ‘on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10266) granting an increase of pension to Seth 
Weldy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to Florence R. 
Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10268) granting a pension to Margret E. 
| Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 10269) for the relief of Lycurgus 

Lindsey—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10270) granting an increase of pension to 
| Mary J. Kenaday—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 10271) granting a pension to Samuel H. Gott— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pénsions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 10272) granting an increase 
| of pension to Lorenzo Streeter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H.R. 10278) granting an increase 
of pension to D. L. Bellville—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions. 
| By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10274) granting an increase 
| of pension to Harrison Rightmire—to the Committee on Invalid 
' Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to J. J. Wall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 10276) to correct the mil- 
itary record of John N. Wood—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10277) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew F. Shields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10278) granting an increase of pension to 
| William P. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10279) granting an increase of pension to 
| John M. Bromaglm-——to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10280) granting a pension to John Huffman— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 10281) granting a pension to Ed- 
| ward D. Lashley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10282) granting an honorable discharge to 
| Henry B. Wise, alias Henry W. Bach—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 10283) to grant an honorable 
| discharge from the military service to Frank McCloskey—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10284) granting a pension to Elizabeth Broo- 
| mall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| _ Also, a bill (H. R. 10285) granting a pension to Henry Mc- 
| Creary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10286) granting a pension to Ellen M. Mal- 

loy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10287) granting a pension to Maggie Burton 

and daughter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10288) granting a pension to Anna E. Har- 

man—to the Comm ‘ttee on Invalid Pensions. 
3y Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10289) grant- 

ing a pension to J. L. Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid 
-ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10290) granting an increase of pension to 
William Large—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 10291) for the relief of the heirs 
of C. R. Young, oe the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10292) for the relief of Allison W. Pollard, of 
Caldwell County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10293) for the relief of the estate of H. Cothis, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 10294) for payment 


to Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the Kingdom of Hawaii—to | 


the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 10295) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Milstead—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10296) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Bellis Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 
Thomas J. Barke ar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10298) for the relief of Delilah Dobbins—to 

the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10299) granting a pension to A. J. Thomp- | 


s0n—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 10300) for the relief of Henry A. 
Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief 
of Abram Floyd and 8. H. Floyd, heirs of Mahala Floyd—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10302) granting a pension to George W. Mc- 
Cuistion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10303) for the relief of W. H. Kirkman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE 
J. Haines, widow of Capt. R. L. Haines, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 10305) granting an increase 
- pension to William H. Barlow—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 10306) to authorize a dupli- 
cate medal to be struck off and presented to John Horn, of De- 
troit, Mich., for life saving—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10307) to establish westerly boundary line 
of Fort Wayne, Mich., and to authorize deeds in confirmation 
thereof—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MACON: 
D. Ruffin, of Woodruff County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 10309) to revoke sentence and 
establish the military record of Capt. George G. Lovett, Company 
K, One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, war of the rebellion of 1861 to 1865—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 10810) for the relief of Anne C, Livingston— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 10312) to restore Lieut. 
Kenneth McAlpine to the rank and number formerly held by him 
in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 10314) for the relief 
of the heirs of Pierre Sanve—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 10315) for the relief of Ham- 
ilton D. South—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
chanics’ National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Cc laims. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 10317) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. O’Neil—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10318) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Decker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10819) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert Whitworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10320) for the relief of J. W. Patterson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 10321) to appropriate the sum 
of $4,000, to be paid to Alfred Roberts for personal injuries re- 
ceived at the United States custom-house in Boston, Mass.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 10322) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Chrisman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10828) to remove the charge of desertion | 


(H. R. 10297) granting an increase of pension to | 


: A bill (H. R. 10304) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza | 


A bill (H. R. 10808) for the relief of Thomas | 


10316) for the relief of the Farmers and Me- | 
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from the military record of Ephraim A. Brown—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10324) for the relief of Jennie Jackson, for- 
merly Jennie Meagher—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10325) for the relief of William Redder—to 
the Committee on Claims. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 10326) granting a pension to William Wood— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10327) granting a pension to Thomas P, 
German—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10328) granting a pension to William B. 
Kerby—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10329) granting a pension to Ahi S. Louder- 
milk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10330) granting a pension to Daniel W. 
| Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10831) granting a pension to James F. Brit- 
tain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10332) granting a pension to Samuel S. Van 
W ye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10383) granting a pension to James R. 
Keeney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10334) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn S. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10335) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Ellett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10336) granting an increase of pension to 
Barton N. Daily—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10337) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10338) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 10339) granting an increase of pension to 
| John R. Ash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10340) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Majors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10341) granting a patent in fee to the city 
Enid, Okla., for certain lands to be used for school purposes 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 10342) granting an increase of 
pension to William W. Marple—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10343) granting a pension to Anna Mans- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 10344) for the relief of the 
administrator of the estate of Gotlob Groezinger—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 10345) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Triune, 
Williamson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Clai: 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10346) for 
the relief of the Bath Iron Works and others—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10347) granting an increase of pension 
W.H. H. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 10848) granting a 
pension to James Speed, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
S10O08. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 10349) to remove the c! 
of desertion from the record of Luther Cline—to the Commit! 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Mary Groce 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10351) granting a pension to Aaron Col« 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10852) granting an increase of pensio! 
Daniel F. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10353) granting an increase of pension to H 
S. Riggs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10354) granting an increase of pension to ! 
nezer F. Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10355) granting an increase of pensio: 
Thomas Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10356) granting an increase of pension to | 
erick W. Paas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10357) granting an increase of pension to Davi 
M. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10858) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10359) granting an increase of pension ‘0 
Martin Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10360) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10861) granting an increase of pension to W. 
N. Shibley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10362) for 


of 


to 


to 
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the relief of Amanda M. Warren, of Lawrence County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 10363) for the relief of John H. 
Ricketts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 10364) granting a pension 
to David L. Finch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10365) granting a pension to Helen J. Savage— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ee granting a pension to Jennie Mor- 
row—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10367) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren W. Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10368) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10369) granting an increase of pension to 
Dean W. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10370) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Bedell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10871) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 


By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 10402) for the relief of Robert 
G. Carter, United States Army (retired)—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 10403) granting a pension to 
Sarah Green—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 10404) grant- 


ing a pension to Florence E. Foster—to the Committee on Pensions. 


| 


By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 10372) for the relief of the estate _ 


of L. D. Crawley, deceased, late of Decatur County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 10373) granting an increase 
of pension to Manluff W. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 10874) for the relief of John A. 
Lovens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10375) for the relief ef Alfred D. Barton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10376) for the relief of J. M. Jones—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 10377) for the relief of Swan Hamlen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10378) for the relief of Sarah J. Shell—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. SMITH of lowa: A bill (H. R. 10379) granting a pension 
to M. E, Halderman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10380) for the relief of Mrs. M. E. Halde- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10381) granting the Court of Claims juris- 
diction to hear and determine the claim of the widow, heirs, and 
personal representative of Thomas Page for Indian depredation— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10382) to correct the military record of James 
Owens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10383) to correct the military record of 
Stephen T. Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10384) granting a pension to Emanuel Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill €H. R. 10885) granting a pension to P. H. Lennon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10386) granting a pension to Thomas Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10387) granting an increase of pension 
Aaron C, Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10388) granting an increase of pension 
Madison Epperson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10389) granting an increase of pension 
William M. McCrary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10390) granting an increase of pension 
George B. Christy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10391) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 10392) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas B. Irion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10398) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
Grabill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 10394) for the relief of the 
heirs of Dixon Dameron—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10395) for the relief of John B. Ford—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 10396) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of John J. 

Vaterkeyn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10897) granting a pension to Edward Cop- 
pers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10398) granting a pension to Lucien H. Mus- 
60t—to the Committee on Pensions. 


to 
to 
to 
to 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10399) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis Marshal—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 10409) for the relief of 
Jewett W. Adams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of Robert D. McAfee 
and John Chiatovich—to the Committee on Claims. 





By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 10405) for the relief of 
Custis Parke Upshur—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 10406) for the relief of the 
heirs of A. J. Hickman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10407) for the relief of Absalom Board—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10408) granting an increase of pension to 
Barnes B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10409) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 10410) to correct the military 
record of Henry Finnegas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Commercial Club of To- 
pexka, Kans., asking legislation in aid of the merchant marine—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Ermina Hager. of Prosper, Minn., in favor of 
legislation against the use of cigarettes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Congregational Church organization of 
Harvey, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Hepburn bill, 
intended to cause State laws to apply to certain articles of inter- 
state commerce transported in the original package—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Kyger Post, No. 204, Georgetown, Il.; Mon- 
roe Post, No. 100, Casey, T1l., and Hazel Dell Post, No. 336, of 
Hazel Dell, 1l., Grand Army of the Republic, urging the passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia; 
memorial of Business Men’s Club of Cincinnati, and memoria! of 
the Massillon Board of Trade and directors of the Southwestern 
Mercantile Association, of St Louis, praying for legislation to per- 
mit the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix freight rates in 
certain cases—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Denver Cham- 
ber of Commerce and Commercial Club, for the purchase of site 
and erection of a building for use of the post-office and United 
States courts in Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of Baltimore, for an increase in the depth of the main ship 
channel at the port of Baltimore—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Calaveras Big Tree Committee, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., in favor of a bill for the protection of the Calaveras 
groves—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Missouri Outdoor Art 
League, relative to the preservation of the big trees of California— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Missouri, relative to the improve- 
ment of upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors 

Also, resolution of the Southwestern Mercantile Association of 
St. Louis, Mo., relative to increasing powers of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also. petition of Lehman Leaf Tobacco Company, relative to 
the Otjen-Tawney anticoupon bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, relative 
to the improvement of upper Mississippi River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

Also, resolution of A. Graf Distilling Company, of St. Louis, 
Mo., protesting against Hepburn interstate liquor bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the United German Singing Societies, of St. 
Louis, Mo., against the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committ: 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Macon, Ga., protesting against passage of bill providing for a 
new division of the United States court for the northern district 
of Georgia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENTON;: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 


a 
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rease of pension to Capt. Andrew Hall—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Tsaa Innis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Charles M. 
Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to William E. McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to William H. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia. relative to the inspection of grain by the Govern- 
ment at terminal markets, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., relative to an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Philadelphia Division No. 102, Order of Rail- 
road Telegraphers, relative to a change in Army Regulations—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, relative to the improvement of the 
Harlem (Bronx) Kills—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church and Christian En- 
deavor Society of Garnett, Kans., relative to the Hepburn inter- 
state liquor bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Thomas J. Ingram, praying refer- 
ence of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKS: Resolution of Citizens’ Alliance, of Pueblo, 
Colo., against passage of bills H. R. 89 and 8136—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Petition of retail merchants of New- 
ark, Ark., protesting against parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Aliso, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9901, granting pension to 
John M. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Tecumseh, Nebr., 
relative to the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6318, granting increase of 
pension to Adam Bax—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolution of Arthur Strong Post, No. 
170, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio. relative 
to a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolution of C. G. Francis Post, No. 181, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Walker, Iowa, favoring a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Lew Taylor Post, No. 243, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Alexandria, Ind., for the passage of the 
Hemenway service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia, relative to increasing powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Philadelphia Division, No. 102, of the Order 
of Railroad Telegraphers, relative to change in Army Regula- 
tions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., rela- 
tive to merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolutions of Los Angeles Chamber of 
Commerce and of Santa Ana Chamber of Commerce, relative to 
the proposed Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, resolution of Santa Ana Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to improvement of inner harbor at San Pedro—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 6334, granting increase of 
pension to George W. Gyger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810nNS. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Adam L. Bourquin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Frank F. Flournoy—to the 
Committee on Claims. . 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of David C. McGee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of W. H. Weibeler and 
others, of Belleplaine, Minn., protesting against the parcels-post 
. bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Grand Army of the Republic, Post No. 78, 
Waterville, Minn., relative to a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ ¥ 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill H. R, 9730, 
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granting a pension to Adam Minear—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Resolution of R. 8. Park Post, No. 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Cardiff, N. Y., relative to a sery- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERICH: Letter of Victor W. Sincere, representing 
several manufacturers’ associations of Chicago; letter and resolu- 
tions of Lumbermen’s Association of Chicago; letter of Conti- 
nental Iron Works, of Chicago; letter of Building Manager 
Association; letter of Employers’ Association of Chicago; letter 
of Link Belt Machinery Company, of Chicago, and letter of Barn- 
hart Brothers & Spindler, of Chicago, protesting against anti- 
injunction and anticonspiracy bills—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, letter and telegram of J. Friedman & Co., of Chicago, 
Ill., and letter and resolutions of Cigar Dealers’ Association 
America, favoring Tawney-Otjen anticoupon bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter and resolutions of Grain Dealers’ National Associa- 
tion, referring to grain inspection—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, letter of Howard Severance Company, of Chicago, pro- 
testing against Scott bill authoring the imposing of licenses and 
occupation taxes upon persons engaged in interstate commerce— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, letters of Nlinois Steel Company; Butler Brothers; Irwin 
Green & Co.. of Chicago; Bartlett, Frazier & Carrington; Heath 
& Milligan Manufacturing Company, of Chicago; Union Bag and 
Paper Company, of Chicago; John V. Farwel!, of Chicago; Hal- 
bard, Warren & Co.,. Chicago, and Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & 
Co., of Chicago, favoring the Lodge consular reorganization 
bill—to the Committee on foreign Ajifairs. 

Also, letter of Iron Molders’ Confe ence Board of Chicago, fa- 
voring eight-hour bill and anti-injunction and anticonspiracy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of oficers of National Guard of 
Minnesota, favoring p2ssage of bill H. R. 962, for purchase of per- 
mauent camp site at Camp Douglas, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of officers of National Guard of the State of 
nnesota, favoring purchase of permanent military camp sites 
the Committee on Appropri 3. 

Also, petition of John A. Eaton Post, No. 213, asking for the 

passage of a service-pension bill—to the Cornmittee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Alco, petition of Sparta Council, No. 223, United Commercial 
Travelers, in approval of amendment of section 64 of the bank- 
ruptcy act—to the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa 
tion of Baltimore, to provide for an increase in the depth of the 
main ship channel giving access to the port of Baltimore from 50) 
to 35 feet depth of water at mean low tide—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of U.S. Grant Post, No. 
327, Grand Army of the Republic, Brooklyn, N. Y., extending 
congratulations to the new Republic of Panama—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Mabel Rockwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition of citizens of Augusta County, V2., 
asking an appropriation for a national park in said county—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of Nezperce, Idaho, 
favoring an increase of salary for rural-delivery carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

Also, resolution of Boise Merchants’ Protective Association, of 
Boise City, Idaho, urring passage of a pure-food law—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill for the relic! of 
Moses M. Longley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Darveau Post, No. 329, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Morris, [ll., in favor of a service-pension law-—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of Henry B. Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Employers’ Association of Colambus, Ind.. in 
opposition to bill known asanti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany bill to pension 
Mrs. M. E. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Florence 
R. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. resolutions of Silas D. Prother Post, No. 530, of Bauren- 
ville, Ohio; Watkins Andrews Post, No. 352, of Trimble, Ohio; 

| Grosvenor Post, No. 742, of Broadwell, Ohio; J. Lewis Post, No. 
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560, of Wilkesville, Ohio; Columbus Golden Post, No. 89, of 
Athens, Ohio; A. L. Brown Post. No. 162, of Chillicothe, Ohio; | 
Phil Kearny Post, No. 38, of Nelsonville, Ohio; C. M. McNeill 
Post, No. 645, of Frankfort, Ohio: J. K. Rochester Post, No. 140, 
of Logan, Ohio; S. N. Walker Post, No. 720, of Eagle Mills, Ohio; 
Col. Val Cupp Post. No. 263, of Baltimore, Ohio, and Maxwell 
Post, No. 176, of Kingston, Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, 
favoring a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Middleport Post, No. 125, Grand Army of | 
the Republic, of Ohio, relative to the placing of statues in Statu- | 
ary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill to pension Samuel | 
H. Gott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Lycurgus Lindsey—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petitions of Morgan Post, No. 15, of Pe- | 
tersburg, Va.; A. H. Cockrum Post, No. 520, of Oakland City, Ind., 
and Stephen Mead Post, No. 187, of Fort Branch, Ind., Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of the Hemenway 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolutions of the Postal Prog- | 
ress League, in favor of bill H. R. 7874, a bill for the consoli- 
dation of third and fourth class mail matter and to establish a 
parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the board of trade of Port- | 
land, Oreg., relative to the Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, resolution of the Pacific Coast Jobbers’ Association, of Cali- | 
fornia, Oregon, and Washington, relative to the Lewis and Clark | 
Exposition—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. | 

Also, resolution of the Spokane Lumbermen’s Association rela- | 
tive to increasing powers of the InterstateCommerce Commission— | 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Resolution of Wilmington Yearly 
Meeting, of Wilmington, Ohio, favoring the passage of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension | 
to Andrew F. Shields; also statement of C. O. Collins, of Mount | 
Oreb, Ohio, relative to bill H. R. 5232, to facilitate the payment | 
of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of George W. Robinson Post, No. 487, Grand | 
Army of the Republic, of Amelia, Ohio, relative to the placing of | 
statues in Statuary Hall, United States Capitol—to the Commit- | 
tee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of David G. McFaddin Post, No. 741, of Sar- 
dinia, Ohio; Captain William Riley Post, No. 306, of Owensville, 
Ohio; Captain Bart Emery Post, No. 554, of Loveland, Ohio; Kil- | 
patrick Post, No. 189, of Goshen, Ohio, and J. P. Fyffe Post, No. 
210, of Higgitisport, Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor | 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolution of the Connecticut Horticultural So- | 
ciety, of Hartford, Conn., relative to the preservation of the big 
trees of California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. HINSHAW: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8499, | 
granting a pension to H. F. E. Schroer—to the Committee on In- | 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of | 
pension to Swan Swanson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 100, of | 
Adams, Nebr., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- | 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of John A. Davis Post, No. 98, of | 
Freeport, Ill.; O. K. Hubbard Post, No. 739, of Lyndon, Ib.; 
George W. Hewitt Post, No. 398, of Franklin Grove, Ill., and R. | 
M. A. Hawk Post, No. 406, of Savanna, Ill., Grand Army of the | 
Republic, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Francis McCloskey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Elizabeth | 
Broomall; papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Anna | 
E. Harman; papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Mag- 
gie Burton; papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Henry | 
McCreary, and papers to accompany bill granting a pension to | 
Ellen M. Malloy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolutions of Robert Boggs 
Post, No. 67, of Brunswick, N. Y.; James B. Morris Post, No. 46, 
of Long Branch, N. J.; A. E. Burnside Post, No. 59, of New Jer- | 
sey; Clinton B. Fisk Post, of Atlantic Highlands, N.J.,andC. K. | 
Hall Post, No. 47, of Asbury Park, N. J., Grand Army of the Re- | 

ublic, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on | 

nvalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. KEHOE: Resolutions of Kentucky legislature; also pe- | 
tition of citizens of Lewis County, indorsing bill H. R. 3574—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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| homestead settlement—to the Committee on Indian 
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By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany Honse bill providing 
for the erection of a life-saving station on Six Town Point, Lake 
Ontario—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7422, to pay Orville J. 
Jennings for work done under contract of March, 1889—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 8696, anthor- 
izing the Secretary of War to revoke and vacate sentence of conrt- 
martial against Daniel Smith—to the Committee on Mi Af- 
fairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 8782, granting an increase 
of pension to David Calhoun—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: Petition of citizens of Duncan, Ind. T., 


tar, 
cary 


sraying that Indian Pasture Reserve No. 8, Comanche County, 
e opened for homestead settlement—to the Committee on Indian 

| Affairs. 
Also, resolution of the settlers on Indian Pasture Reserve No. 
3, Comanche County, Okla., in favor of opening said reserve to 


Affairs. 
By Mr. MAYNARD: Resolution of Portsmouth Business Men’s 

Association, of Portsmouth, Va., for the improvement of the 

Elizabeth River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of the Denver Chamber of Com- 
merce and Commercial Club and the Denver Real Estate and 
Stock Exchange, for the purchase of a site and erection of a build- 
ing for the post-office and United States courts in Denver, Colo.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
relative to tariff rates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of Veteran Post, No. 8,Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, relative to a ser'vice- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Triune, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolutions of the representatives of the 
grain trader organizations of the United States, relative to in- 
spection of grain by the National Government at terminal mar- 
kets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Calaveras big Tree Committee of the Ont- 
door Art League of San Francisco, for protection of the big trees 
of Calaveras—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
relative to tariff rates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the, Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., 
relative to the restoration of the American merchant marine—to 


| the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, resolutions of The Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Baltimore, to provide for an increase in the depth of the 
main ship channel giving access to the port of Baltimore from 
30 to 35 feet depth of water at mean low tide—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 6985) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Stormer—to the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RAINEY: Resolutions of Lucian King Post, No. 410, 
of Kane, Ill., and Dick Johnson Post, No. 381, of Tallulo, T11., 
Grand Army of the Republic, relative to a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Winchester, II1., protesting against 
a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, in opposition to the repeal of the national 
bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Upper Mississippi River Improvement 
Association, favoring improvement of the Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RODEY: Resolutions of Sherman Post, No. 1, of Las 
Vegas, N. Mex.: Kennedy Post, No. 10, of White Oaks, N. Mex.; 


| Carleton Post, No. 3, of Santa Fe, N. Mex.: G. K. Warren Post, 


No. 5, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., and Sedgwick Post, No. 2, of 
Raton, N. Mex., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a sery- 
ice-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, in opposition to the repeal of the 
national bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Baltimore, relative to the deepening of the main ship 
channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Merchants and Manufactur- 
ers’ Association of Baltimore, relative to deepening main ship 
channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolution of the Oneida County (N. Y.) 
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board of supervisors, urging enactment of the Brownlow good- 
roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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- Also, petition of Outdoor Art League of California, urging the | 
preservation of the big trees of California—to the Committee on | 


Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Petition of citizens of Florida, against 
sale of liquor in Soldiers’ Homes and Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


Also, petition of the Tampa (Fla.) Board of Trade, relative to | 
the improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country—to the | 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. SPERRY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10086, for 
the relief of John Moriarty—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, resolution of the Connecticut Horticultural Society, in fa- | 


vor of preserving the big trees of California—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: Resolution of Henry Bertram Post, No. 
194, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, rela- 
tive to a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10nNS8. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolution of the New York 
Produce Exchange, relative to the inspection of grain by the Gov- 
ernment at terminal markets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring 
deepening Harlem (Bronx) Kills channel—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing arbitration treaties between the United States and foreign 
countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8417, for 
the relief of James S. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 8418, for the relief of | 


Thomas H. Clay, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Resolutions of Cantwell Post, No. 97. of 
Kenton, Ohio; Joseph Sailor Post, No. 440,of Degraff, Ohio; Eu- 
gene Reynolds Post, No. 441, Bellefontaine, Ohio; Carman Post, 
No. 101, of Ada, Ohio; W. A. Brand Post, No. 98, of Urbana, 
Ohio; Edgar Post, No. 102, of Dunkirk, Ohio; W. D. W. Mitchell 
Post, No. 593, of Byhalia, Ohio; Stoker Post, No. 54, of Findlay, 
Ohio, and Henry Harriman Post, No. 334, of West Mansfield, Ohio, 


Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension law— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Paper to accompany bill for | 
| for the draining and arching of Rock Creek, in that city, in ac- 
By Mr. WOODYARD: Resolution of Cleavenger Post, No. 93, 


relief of David M. Foster—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Grand Army of the Republic, Department of West Virginia, rela- 


tive to a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 

By Mr. WYNN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Jose, Cal., relative to the proposed Lewis and Clark Exposi- 
tion—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 19, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HAs. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement showing the quarters 
and buildings rented by the War Department in the District of 
Co!umbia and the various States and Territories and the annual 
rental in each case; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered tobe printed. 


DELAWARE INDIAN LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 11th instant, papers and copies of 


JANUARY 19, 


mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Polly, Richard 
Lakeman, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Conway; of the congregation of the Jeffer- 
son Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Detroit; of the Home Mis- 
sionary Society of the Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian Church, of 
Detroit, and of the Ladies’ Aid Society of Bethel, all in the State 


| of Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges made 


and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah: which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 


| Elections. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Pembina, N. Dak., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Electi ns. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions of E. G. Trask Post, No. 
888, of Chatsworth; of Isaac McManus Post, No. 446, of Keiths- 
burg; of Royal Douglas Post, No. 179, of Prairie City; of W. S. 


| Bryan Post, No. 284, of Neponset; of R. H. Graham Post, No. 


812, of Moline; of F. S. Wham Post, No. 607, of Kell; of Martin 
Blaker Post, No. 245, of Jeffersonville; of Kilpatrick Post, No. 
276, of Chicago; of Joseph Woodruff Post, No. 281, of Marseilles; 
of George W. Caine Post, No. 771; of Hazel Dell Post. No. 336. 
of Hazel Dell; of George W. Newitt Post, No. 398, of Franklin 
Grove; of Atlanta Post, No. 326, of Atlanta; of O. K. Hubard 


| Post, No. 739, of Lyndon; of Ulysses 8. Grant Post, No. 28, of 


Chicago; of Monroe Post, No. 100, of Casey; of Jacob E. Reed 
Post, No. 550, of Newton; of Frank Reed Post, No. 409, of Tuscola; 
of Kyger Post, No. 204, of Georgetown; of Major Lee Post, No. 
277, of Rossville; of Alpheus Clark Post, No. 118, of Morrison; of 
H. W. Wood Post, No. 173, of McLean; of I. C. Puch Post, No. 
481, of Dalton City; of John Musser Post, No. 365, of Orangeville, 
and of Cobden Post, No. 439, of Cobden, all of the Department of 
Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Richard J. Beall, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 


cordance with his estimate; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McCUMBER pre ented a petition of the Village Improve- 
ment Association of Cranford, N. J., praying for the passage of 
the so-called pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of J. Elmore Evans Post, 


| No. 77, Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the ki 
| public, of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of a service 


pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pension 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem 
perence’ Union of Fairmont, W. Va., praying for an investigation 


| of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp Smoot, a Sen 
| ator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Commitive 


on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Grays Harbor Trades and 
Labor Council, of Aberdeen, Wash., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation relative to the payment of allotment 
the coastwise trade; which was referred to the Committe: 
Commerce. 

He also pre-ented a petition of the Board of Trade of Massillon, 
Ohio, and a petition of the Business Men’s Club of Cincinnati, 


| Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase tli 


the report of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes rela- | 


tive to the allotments of lands in the Cherokee Nation to the 
Delaware Indians: which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of 
Indians, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOONER POLLY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


| 


powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were ! 
ferred to the Committee on Int-rstate Commerce. F 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of G. Van Houten Post, No. 5, 
Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jer- 
sey City. N. J., praying for the enactment of a service-pensiv! 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Steam 
Navigation of New York City, praying that an appropriation be 
made to deepen the chann«l connecting the Kill van Kuli with 
New York Harbor near Liberty Island, west of Robbins Kee! 
light; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. — 

He also presented the petition of Isabel E. Murdock, of River 
ton, N. J., and a petition of the congregation of the Old Tennent 
Presbyterian Church, of Tennent, N. J., praying for an investiga 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, 4 
Senator from the State of Utah: which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Silver Post, No. 85, Depart- 


| ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Winfield, Kans., 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Moundridge, Kans., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ellinwood, 
Kans. , remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- 
post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas State Grange, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to increase the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee.on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ogden, | 
Kans., remonstrating against a continuance of the annual 
maneuvers of the Army on the military reservation at Fort Riley, | 
Kans.; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Gray County; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church and Loyal Tem- 
eee League, of Caldwell; of the congregation of the United 

-resbyterian Church, and of the Young People’s Christian Union 
of the United Presbyterian Church, of Lyndon, all in the State 
of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Musical Club and the 
Historical Club of Towanda, Fa., and a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Blairsville, Pa., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the | 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. PS NROSE presented a petition of Philadelphia Division, 
No. 102, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to improve the condition 
of telegraphers in the United States Army; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of McKean 
County, Pa., praying for the enactment o* legislation to prohibit 
the sale of liquors in Soldiers’ Homes and all Government build- | 
ings; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York, 
Florida, and Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called par- 
cels-post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temver- 
ance Union of Vandergrift; of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Flatwoods; of the congregation of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Northeast; of the Twentieth Century Club of 
Lansdown; of the Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Coudersport; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Carlisle; of the congregation of the Grace Lutheran 
Church, of Leechburg; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Laurel Hill, and of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Laurel Hill, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which 
were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BALL presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
2052) for the relief of Samuel 8S. Weaver; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. : 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1354) 
granting an increase of pension to John D. Woodward; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Marshall Street Presbyterian Church, of Portland; of the congre- 
gation of the Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Portland; of 
the congregation of the First Cumberland Presbyterian Church 
of Portland; of the congregation of the Third Presbyterian Church ' 
of Portland; of the congregation of the First English Church of 
the Evangelical Association of Portland; of the centenary of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Portland, and of the congregation 
of the Fourth Presbyterian Church of Portland, all in the State 
of Oregon, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and Clark Exposition, to be | 
held at Portland, Oreg.; which were referred to the Select Com- | 
mittee on Industrial Expositions. “> 

Mr. CARMACK presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sauls- | 
bury, Tenn., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; | 
Which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. | 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of W. A. Swank, of | 


He also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Baltimore, Md., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made to deepen the main ship channe! at that port from 
30 to 35 feet; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of the Indiana Retail Merchants’ 
Association, of Evansville; of the Indiana Retail Merchants’ As- 
sociation, of Greenfield, and of Harris Fitch, of Lawrenceburg, 
all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Loogootee, 
New Albany, Logansport. and Bethlehem, all in the State of In- 
diana, and of the National Union of Women’s Organizations, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of Robert Anderson Post, 
No. 632, of Altamont; of Alfred Beriz Post, No. 492, of Anda- 
lusia; of Albion Post, No. 338, of Albion; of Charles Chalfield 
Post, No. 590, of Bath; of Cooling Post, No. 316, of Byron; of J. 
Vierebome Post, No. 613, of Buffalo; of W.S. Hancock Post, No. 
560, of Chicago; of Naper Post, No. 468, of Downers Grove: of 
David Hill Post, No. 532, of Elizabeth; of McCulloch Post, No. 
475, of Earlville; of Mother Breckerdike Post. No. 492. of Eden- 
burg; of George W. Hewitt Post, No. 398, of Franklin Grove: of 
Henry Hiller Post, No. 658, of Forreston; of Resaca Post, No. 478, 
of Genoa; of George Spalding Post, No. 60, of Genoa; of Post No. 
378, of Grayville; of A. J. Smith Post, No. 779, of Hanna City; of 
W. J. Wylie Post, No. 377, of Illinois City; of Martin Baker Post, 
No. 245, of Jeffersonville: of Lucian Post, No. 410, of Kane; of 
W. J. Stephenson Post, No. 249, of Louisville; of Alpheus Post, 
No. 118, of Morrison; of T. S. Bowers Post, No. 125, of Mount Car- 
mel; of Darveau Post, No. 329, of Morr's; of Jordan Post, No. 535, 
of Macon; of A. M. Pollard Post, of Manito; of John A. Parrott 
Post, No. 543, of Prophe stown; of James P. Cowens Post, No. 
219, of Pinckneyville: of John C. Ragan Post, No. 742, of Rocke- 
feller; of Francis M. Lane Post, No. 247, of Ransom; of Colonel 
Harney Post, No. 131, of Rushville; of Carter Wright Post, No. 
772, of Somonauk; of W. C. Baker Post, No. 551, of Stillman 
Valley; of Stuleville Post, No. 358, of Stuleville; of George Ral- 
ston Post, No. 688, of St. Elms; of Randolph Post, No. 93, of 
Tonica: of Downing Post, No. 321, of Virginia; of E. S. Kelly 
Post, No. 513, of Wheaton, and of Wauconda Post, No. 368, of 
Wauconda, all in the Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in the State of Ilinois, praying for the enactment of 
a sgervice-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the National Union of Women’s 
Organizations; of the Woman’s Club of Rochelle: of the congre- 
gations of the Methodist Episcopal, United Brethren, and Presby- 
terian churches of Robinson; of sundry citizens of Lexington; of 
the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Chicago; 
of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Jefferson; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Evanston; 
of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Peoria; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Hinsdale: of 
the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Chicago, and of sundry 
citizens of Chicago, all in the State of Dlinois, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rexp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of Albert Nye Post, No. 202, 
Department of Michigan,Grand Army of the Republic, of Michi- 
gan, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Jeffer- 
son Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Detroit, Mich., and a petition 
of the Home Missionary Society of the Jefferson Avenne Presby- 
terian Church, of Detroit, Mich., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah: which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Bosworth Post, No. 2. De- 

rtment of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Portland, 

e., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5197) granting an increase of pension to William 


Crawfordsville, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to | C. Brown; and 


regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


A bill (H. R. 6004) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Lyon. 
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Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | Charles E. Hawley, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 


referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen; 

A bill (S. 846) granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 
Collins; and 
aS bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 

unt. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
reierred the bill (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension to John 
sam reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | 
referred the bill (S. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Mar- | 


garet Liddle. reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. 
referred the folowing bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2155) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Bechstedt; 

i As - (H. R. 661) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

. Meckly: 
~ - ll (H. R. 5177) granting an increase of pension to William 

. Clark: 

A bill (H. R. 957) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Carpenter: 

A bill (H. R. 616) granting an increase of pension to Sarah S. 
Chrysler; and 

A bill (H. R. 942) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Hardy. 

CHARTS ON FOOD AND DIET. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 26) 
providing for the publication of 8,500 copies of a set of four charts 
on food and diet, to report it favorably without amendment, and 
I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. It provides that there shall be printed in colors 
8,500 copies of the set of four food and diet charts, after revision 
under the supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture, 4,000 copies 
for the use of the House, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 
2.000 copies for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture, and 500 
covies for sale by the superintendent of documents. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

COMPILATION BY BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the compilation by the Bureau of Insular 
Affairs, reported the following order; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That the compilation of the “ Acts of Congress, treaties, and 
lamations relating to insular and military affairs from March 4, 1897, to 
8, 1903,” be printed as a document. 


CUSTOMS APPRAISER AT PITTSBURG, PA. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6804) providing for the ap- 

intment of a customs appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa., to report it 
a without amendment, and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that there shall be in the cus- 
toms collection district of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, 


roc- 
rch 


| 


| it with a letter. 


an appraiser, to be appointed by the President, by and with the | 
advice and consent of the Senate, and with compensation at the | 


rate of $3,000 per annum. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GALLATLY, HANKEY & CO. 
Mr. PENROSE. On January 8 I introduced a bill (S. 3240) 


the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3547) to prohibit the use 
of the mails in the conduct of “‘ chain coupon”’ or ‘‘ chain invest- 
ment’’ enterprises and similar schemes, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3548) to execute the findings of 


| and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 3549) to amend ‘‘An act to amend the pension laws 
by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost 
an arm or leg in the service, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 8, 1883: 

A bill (S. 8550) granting 
Bridaham:; 

A bill (S. 
Layser: 

A bill (S. 


an increase of pension to John G, 
8551) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 


8552) granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 


: | Wilson: 
BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 


A bill (S. 3558) granting a pension to Sarah J. Cline; 

A bill (S. 8554) granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter; 

A bill (S. 8555) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clampitt (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 8556) granting an increase of pension to Theodore P, 
Rynder; 

‘A bill (8. 3557) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Reese; 
and 

A bill (8. 8558) granting an increase of pension to William 
Moore. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 3559) to amend the record of 
First Lieut. Henry P. Kinney; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3560) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Linda Berry; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced the following bills, which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3561) granting an increase of pension to Anna E. 
Draper; and 

A bill (8. 3562) granting a pension to Margaretta J. Cullen. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 8563) granting an increase of 
pension to Susie G. Seabury; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3564) for the relief of the estate of 
Jacob J. Foreman, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3565) granting an increase of pension to Edgar Mumma; 

A bill (8. 3566) granting a pension to Carrie E. Costineti: 

A bill (S. 3567) granting an increase of pension to Syivester 
Ramsey; 

A bill (8S. 3568) granting an increase of pension to Elias Bussard; 

A bill (8. 8569) granting an increase of pension to John A. Cham- 
berlain; and 

A bill (S. 3570) granting a pension to Conrad Zang (with an ac- 
companying paper). 

Mr. DRYDEN. Several weeks ago I introduced by request a 
bill, Senate bill 2161, to deny the mails to fraudulent insurance 
companies. The bill has been under consideration by the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and by them was referred 
to the Post-Office Department for an examination. The Post- 
master-General has made a revision of the bill and has returned 
I now introduce the revised bill and ask that it 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads as 4 
substitute for the original bill. I should also like to have the 
letter of the Postmaster-General printed. 

The bill (S. 3571) to amend the act of September 19, 1890, »nti- 
tled ‘‘An act to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 


| relating to lotteries, and for other purposes”’ (sections 38{)4 and 


3929 of the Revised Statutes), and the first section of the act of 
Congress of March 2, 1895 (chapter 191), entitled “‘An act for 


, : | the suppression of lottery traffic throngh national and interstate 
for the relief of Gallatly, Hankey & Co., which was referred to | : ; SER ani 
I move that that committee | Commerce and the postal service subject to the jurisdiction and 


laws of the United States”’ so as to apply the provisions of exist- 
ing laws to letters, postal cards, circulars, pamphlets, and pu)- 
lications concerning any business of and contracts and policies 


| of life, fire, or other insurance transmitted into any State, Dis- 


trict, or Territory by concerns or persons not authorized to trans- 
act such business in the State, District, or Territory from which 
the same are transmitted, was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying letter from the Postmaster-General, which 
was ordered to be printed, referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S, 8572) for the erection of a pub- 


the Court of Claims in the case of Mary L. Hawley, widow of‘ lic building at Morristown, Tenn.; which was read twice by i# 
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title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3573) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Calvin E. Myers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 8574) for the relief of 
read twice by its title, and referred 


Henry P. Bottoms; which was 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3575) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel M. Anderson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A oe 3576) for the relief of the estate of William Grigsby, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 8577) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel Cox, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 8578) for the relief of M. E. Hall and the estate of 
James B. Hall, deceased; 


A bill (8. 8579) for the relief of the estate of C. L. Davis, de- 


ceased; 
A bill (8S. 3580) for the relief of the estate of H. B. Henegar, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 8581) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Church of Prospect, Tenn. ; 

A bill (8. 8582) for the relief of George W. Webster; 

A bill (S. 8583) for the relief of the estate of Alvin Barnes, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (8. 8584) for the relief of I. J. Humphreys; 

A bill (S. 3585) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian 
Church at Strawberry Plains, Tenn.; 


A bill (8. 8586) for the relief of the trustees of Mill Creek Bap- | 


tist Church, of Davidson County, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 3587) for the relief of Hiram Lodge, No. 7, of Free 
and Accepted Masons, of Franklin, Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 3588) for the relief of the trustees of Mill Creek Bap- 
tist Church, of Davidson County, Tenn.; 

At cm (8S. 3589) for the relief of the estate of N. T. Power, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 3590) for the relief of the trustees of the Cumberland 
Presbyterian Church, of Clarksville, Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 8591) for the relief of the trustees of the Cumberland 
Presbyterian Church, of Charleston, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 8592) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Chattanooga, Tenn.; 

a= (S. 3593) for the relief of the estate of J. H. Frith, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (8. 3594) for the relief of James J. Crunk; and 

A bill (S. 3595) for the relief of the estates of Asa Faulkner, de- 
ceased; Lewis L. Faulkner, deceased, and 8. B. Spurlock, deceased. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 8596) to amend section 2327 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, cgncerning mineral 
lands; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr, Greson) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (8. 3597) for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Washing- 
ton, D. C.; and 

A bill (S. 3598) for the relief of holders and owners of certain 
District of Columbia special-tax scrip. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (by request) (S. 8599) to require the use of closed and 
heated street cars in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 8600) to provide for the removal of snow and ice 


from the sidewalks of the District of Columbia, and for other | 


purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 8601) to correct the mili- 
tary record of David Horner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
s8lons; 

A bill (S. 8602) granting a pension to Johanna Callahan; 

A bill (S. 8603) granting a pension to Howard Franklin; and 

A bill (8S. 8604) to restore pension to Sarah A. Fugett. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3605) for the relief of 
Mahala C. Carter; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. ’ 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 8606) granting an increase of 
pension to James F. Dampman; which was read twice by its title, 
aa with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 





Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 8607) making appropriations 
for the removal of the quarantine station at San Diego, Cal., and 
to acquire a new site, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

| Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3608) granting an increase 
of pension to Anson R. Hodgkins; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3609) to amend an act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are inca- 
pacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 
pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’’ 

approved June 27, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3610) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to increase the sions of certain soldiers and sailors 
who are totally helpless from injuries received or diseases con- 
tracted while in the service of the United States,’ approved March 
| 4, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3611) to amend an actentitled ““An 
ect to amend an act entitled ‘An act granting the right to the 
Omaha Northern Railway Company to construct a railway across 
and establish stations on the Omaha and Winnebago Reservation, 
| in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes,’ by extending 
the time for the construction of said railway,’’ by a further ex- 
tension of time for the construction of said railway; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 8612) for the relief of the 
| estate of Shedrack D. Northcutt and S. T. Northcutt on account 

of Indian depredations; which was read twice by its title, and, 
| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3613) to prohibit the employment 
of aliens on public works in the Territory of Hawaii; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific 
| Islands and Porto Rico. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 3614) for the relief of the heirs of 
| Margaret Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. OVERMAN introduced the following bills; which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Pensions: 
nati bill (S. 3615) granting an increase of pension to Francis S, 
er; 

A bill (S. 3616) granting an increase of pension to Frances E. 
Plummer; and 

A bill (S. 3617) granting a pension to G. W. Gosnell. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3618) for the 
relief of Mrs. Mary McDonald, widow of John McDonald: which 
ber read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3619) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth B. Yount; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3620) granting a pension to David 
Rankin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3621) for the relief of Rufus Neal; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3622) for the relief of Lincoln W. 
Tibbetts; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3623) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Alvin M. Ryerson; which was read twice by its 

| title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 

| mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3624) granting an increase of 

| pension to Peter D. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and, 

| with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
810718. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3625) to enable the people of 

Ok!ahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
| State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 

footing with the original States; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3626) to regulate the em- 


ployment of officers of the Army on the retired list, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 3458) granting pensions to certain soldiers 
who served in the war of the rebellion, and their widows; which 





i 
ts 
» 
? 
a 


S62 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be | 


printed. 

He aiso submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3546) relating to proofs under the homestead 
laws, and to confirm such proofs in certain cases when made out- 
side of the land district within which the land is situated; which 


was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 


be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $250,000 for the construction, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, of a wagon road from VaMez by the most prac- 
ticable ronte to Fort Egbert or Eagle, on the Yukon River, in the 
district of Alaska, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment providing that the com- 
pensation of the chief of the internal-revenue agents shall not ex- 
ceed $10 per day, and of the other internal-revenue agents not to 
exceed $8 per day each, to be fixed by the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, etc., intended. to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the papers accompanying Senate bill 6933, Fifty-seventh Congress, first ses- 

ion, to increase the pension of James M. Sherman, there having been no 
adverse report on the bill. 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. ELKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and the same 
is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be 
necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on bills or other matters 
pending before said committee, and to have the hearings and bills printed 
for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


CLERK IN SENATE POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. BURTON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be authorized to em- 
ploy one clerk in the Senate post-office at a compensation of $1,200 per annum, 
= be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided 

y law. 
THE RED CROSS SOCIETY. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, 
directed to inform the Senate whether or not the Department of State has 
made the following or similar inquiries of foreign governments respecting 
the Red Cross Society, and, if so, to further inform the Senate what replies, 
if any, have been received to said inquiries, viz: 

1. What financial support, if any, does the government give to the Red 
Cross Society? 

2. Does the government appoint any of the officials or directors of the Red 
Cross Society? 

3. How is the society organized in respect to its equipment for active field 
work? 
4. How is the executive and office staff organized? 

_5. What sources of income and revenue other than the government pro- 
vices’ 

6. How are its accounts kept and audited? y 

7. What check, if any, is provided to protect the funds of the society against 
carelessness and dishonesty on the part of its agents in the field? ; 

8. What is the extent and character of government supervision respecting 
the organization, finances, and work of the society? 

9. Has the society the confidence of the leading people of the country? 

10. Does it receive valuable money contributions from private sources? 


FORESTRY LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 1558) to grant to the State of Minne- 
sota certain vacant lands in said State for forestry purposes. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in line 5, after ‘‘thirty-four,’’ to insert the word 
*““north;” and in line 6, after the word ‘“‘twenty-nine,’’ to insert 
‘‘ west, fifth principal meridian;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter 
and the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter (eighty acres, more or 
less) of section 6, township 134 north, range 29 west, fifth principal meridian, 
being vacant publicland adapted for forestry purposesand adjoining a forest 
reserve belonging to the State of Minnesota, be, and the same is hereby, 
granted to said State of Minnesota for forestry purposes; but this act shall 
not prejudice any right to any of said land that may have been acquired by 
any other party previous to its passage. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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SETTLERS ON SHERMAN COUNTY, OREG., LANDS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the unanimous consen} 
of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 277 
for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman County, in the State 
of Oregon. It is a local measure of importance to citizens of m, 
State. 5 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to investigate and ascertain the reasonable va! 
respectively, of the lands settled upon and heretofore claimed by the r 
tive persons whose names are set out in full in Senate Document No. 8, se 
session Fifty-sixth Congress, and in Senate Document No. 240, first s« 
Fifty-seventh Congress, and in which documents are also specifically sta 
an accurate description of the lands claimed by each of such persons, re 
tively, and such other persons who settled upon and improved said 
after their restoration to entry by order of the Secretary of the Int 
who were unable to get their claims of record, and whose name 
appear in the two executive documents hereinbefore named, ail of said | 
being in the county of Sherman, in the State of Oregon. 

And it shall be, and is hereby, made the duty of the Secretary of t) 
terior to investigate and ascertain the names, respectively, of ali set *s 
entered on said lands and settled upon the same, and the vaiue of the a 
ent classes as hereinafter specified of all of said lands and improvem« 
follows: First, in all cases where said settlers have been dispossessed o 
lands it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to ascerta 
reasonable value of such lands, respectively, as of the date of the ou 


| such settlers, respectively, from said lands by either The Dalles Mi 


Wagon Road Company or the Eastern Oregon Land Company, succes 
interest to The Dalles Military Wagon Road Company.in pursuance 
judgment and decree of the Supreme Court of the United States a 
the title to said lands; and it is hereby made the duty of the Secret 
the Interior to ascertain the dates, respectively, when such seiilers, o 
of them, first made settlement upon said lands, and also to ascer 
dates when they or either of them were, respectively, dispossessed of t 
lands; and in all cases where any of such settlers are still in the po 
of the lands so claimed by them, respectively,the reasonable vaiue 
same and the improvements thereon shall be determined by the Sec: 
of the Interior as of the date of the passage of this act. 

And it is hereby made the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to as 
tain whether any of such settlers, and if so, their names, respectively, 
since the date of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United St: 
hereinbefore referred to, purchased from said Dalles Military Wagon |! 
Company or the Eastern Oregon Land Company their right to the land 
settled upon, the dates of such purchases, respectively, a description of 
lands so purchased, and the amount of money or other compensation pa 
respectively, by each thereof to said wagon-road companies or either 
them. 

Sxc. 2. That it shall be further the duty of the Secretary of the Inte 
to ascertain the names of all persons who made entries of said lands 
the provisions of section 3 of the act of September 29, 1890 (26 Stat., p. 406), 
and the amendments thereto, and a description of the lands so ente1 
respectively, and to ascertain the value of the improvements made ther 
by such entrymen, respectively, between the date of the restoration of s 
lands to entry and the date of ouster, or, in the event there has been 1 
ouster, then as of the date of the passage of this act. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior further t 
ascertain for what price and on what terms the tern Oregon Land ‘ 
pany, successor in interest of The Dalles Military Wagon Road Company 
would relinquish to the settlers the lands claimed by them, respectively, to 
gether with the improvements thereon. 

Sec. 4. That it is hereby made the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to 
make a full and specific report to Congress, on or before the first day of the 
nes session, in pursuance of the jurisdiction and duties imposed on him by 
this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration pf the bi!l? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there a report, Mr. President? 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is a report, I will state to the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. It is somewhat lengthy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator give some ex- 
planation of the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill was reported unanimously from 
the Committee on Public Lands in the last Congress, and it passed 
the Senate. It has been again reported unanimously by the cou- 
mittee at the present session. 

In brief the case is this: There are about 100 settlers upon t! 
lands. The lands claimed by them were included withi: 
limits of two land grants made by Congress, one to the North 
Pacific Railroad Company and the other to The Dalles Mili 
Wagon Road Company. Subsequently Congress declared 
feited the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad ‘ 
pany. A question then arose whether the rights of the wa 
road company attached or whether the lands‘were open to s 
ment. The Department of the Interior held that the lands w: 
open to settlement and so declared. It invited settlers to 
the lands. These hundred settlers, or about that number, 
on the lands many years ago and made valuable improven 
They cultivated the land and supposed there was no question 
to the legality of their title. 

Subsequently the assignees of the wagon-road company 
tended that the rights of the wagon-road company attache 
the forfeiture of the grant to the Northern Pacific. They w 
into the courts. Finally the case went to the Supreme Court 
the United States, and their contention was sustained by the 
preme Court, the result of which is to deprive all these sett 
of their land. Many of them have kxe i ousted. Some of th 
are still in possession, and one pur, ose of this bill is to get 
formation as to the number of settlers, the value of the improve- 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Q 


' ments made, and of the lands held by each. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It does not carry any appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It carries no appropriation whatever. It | 
simply authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the 
facts so that the case can be considered later on by Congress. It | 
provides for a departmental ascertainment of all necessary facts | 


to enable Congress to make compensation to each settler for all 
losses incurred. 


Mr. SPOONER. What is the nature of the fa:ts to be ascer- 


tained by the Secretary of the Interior? 
Mr. MITCHELL. The nature of the facts to be ascertained is, 


first, a description of the lands taken up by each settler, the value | 


of the lands, the time the same were occvpied, respectively, and 
the value of the improvements and the status of the whole busi- 
ness. The Secretary of the Interior is also by the bill directed to 
inquire into the question as to whether the assignees of the wagon- 
road company, who now hold the lands under the decision of 
the Supreme Court. are willing on ayy terms, and, if so, on what 
terms, tosurrender the lands with the improvements to the settlers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator propose any measure of re- 
lief in connection with the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The relief I have stated; an appropriation 
will come later. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ought it not to come now? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it ought; but i¢ was the judgment 
of the committee that these facts should be first ascertained, to 
the end that Congress could the better determine as to the precise 
and proper measure of relief or compensation to be meted out in 
each case. 


Mr. SPOONER. This bill in part, affording a very small | 


measure of relief, was passed by the Senate in the last Congress. 
It was recommended by the Interior Department, and it included 
also the case of the settlers on the Wisconsin Central grant in 
Wisconsin. Therelief which the bill provided was contemptible. 
under all the circumstances, for a government like this to afford 
to its citizens. 

I should be very glad if the Senator would let the bill go over 
until to-morrow. I do not antagonize it, and if he prefers that it 


shall be considered and passed upon to-day, I will make no objec- | 


tion, but I should like to include in this investigation the settlers 
on the Wisconsin Central grant, and I should like to couple with 
it, contingent upon the finding of the facts by the Department of 
the Interior, some decent measure of relief to the Oregon settlers 
and to the Wisconsin settlers. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I should be very glad to consent to the wish | 


of the Senator from Wisconsin. I do not wish, however, to take 
a position here that would seem to be antagonistic to the position 


taken by the committee. The bill to which the Senator refers, to | 


which a provision for the relief of the Wisconsin settlers was at- 
tached, was not this bill, but a House bill, and was wholly inef- 
ficient. The bill now under discussion passed the Senate in its 
present form, containing no provision for the relief of settlers on 
the Wisconsin grant. This measure was very fully discussed be- 
fore the committee, and I think the committee have gone as far 
as they are willing to go at this time. 

Mr. SPOONER. The committee at the last Congress simply 
gave a right to the settlers in Oregon and the settlers in Wiscon- 
sin to select other lands of the Government in lieu of the lands of 
which they had been deprived. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was not the same bill, but an entirely 
different bill—a House bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin is 
mistaken. I do not know what was done in regard to Wisconsin 
lands. This bill, however, as originally introduced by the Sena- 
tor from Oregon provided that upon the finding of the factsa suf- 
ficient amount of money should be appropriated and the settlers 
should be paid. The committee was not willing to agree to it in 
that shape, and the Senator from Oregon consented that the find- 
ing of all the facts should be reported to Congress, and also that 
the Department should ascertain upan what terms the assignees 


of the road would relinquish to these settlers their homes and to | 


report that fact also. As a matter of course, when the facts are 
reported, it isexpected that Congress will make the appropriation 
and do what is just aboutit. But that is what was done by the 
committee. The committee declined to agree to the proposition 
to make the appropriation now or to authorize a payment to be 
made by the Secretary upon the finding of facts to justify it. If 
there was anything about Wisconsin lands added to it I know 
10thing about that. It was not in the original bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was not in this bill, I will state to the 
Senator from Wisconsin. It was in another bill—a House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? : 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not object. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FORESTRY LANDS IN NORTH DAKOTA. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask for the present consideration of 


| the bill (S. 371) granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 


acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to grant to the State of North Dakota 30,000 
acres of the unappropriated public lands within that State, to be 
selected by the proper authorities thereof, to aid in the mainte- 
nance of a school of forestry, which institution has been estab- 
lished by the legislature of said State and located at the village of 

30ttineau. But in case of the discontinuance of the school the 
lands so selected shall revert to the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut.. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from North Dakota whether, if this bill passes, the irriga- 
tion fund loses the advantage of the 30,000 acres? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suppose that if the bill did not pass 
the lands which we expect to take under the bill would be taken 
under the general laws and converted into cash. The irrigation 
fund would lose to that extent, but I think it would be a very 
small loss, and one not to be considered in view of the purpose of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

VERMONT STATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the bill (S. 118) to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay the State of Vermont money ap- 
propriated by the act of Congress of July 1, 1902, and to adjust 
mutual claims between the United States and the State of Ver- 
mont, be now taken up. 

_ The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the State of 


| Vermont the sum appropriated to that State under the act of 


Congress of July 1, 1902, or such part thereof as it may be en- 
titled to, it authorizes and directs the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department to audit, adjust, and settle the mutual 


| claims of the United States and the State of Vermont in respect 


to ordnance and quartermaster’s stores furnished in the years 
1864 and 1865, and on payment a receipt in full shall be taken 
from the prop=2r State authorities. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SURETIES OF FRANK A. WEBB. 


Mr. BALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1352) for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and 
Joseph Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Lindley C. Kent and Joseph Jenkins, sureties upon 
the bond of Frank A. Webb for the faithful performance of his contract for 
the construction, erection, and delivery of buildings for the new Port Penn 
light station, Delaware (fourth light-house district), having, by failure on 
the part of said Webb, been obliged to complete said contract themselves for 
said Webb, but at their own expense, and having by such unexpected failure 
of said contractor not only been put to great extra cost in such work, but 
also been, by the terms of the contract, subjected to a very heavy penalty 
for delayed completion of the work, due to the said Webb's failure and not 
to any fault of their own, a penalty far in excess of the actual extra expense 
thereby caused to the United States, be, and they are hereby, released from 
so much of said penalty as is in excess of the actual extra expense to the 
United States by reason of said delays; and that the engineer of the fourth 
light-house district be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to 
the said Lindley C. Kent and Joseph Jenkins the unpaid balance of the full 
amount of said contract, less the aforesaid actual extra expense to the United 
States by reason of said delays: Provided, however, That such payment shall 
not be made until said engineer is satisfied that all materials used and all 
labor employed in the construction of said buildings have been duly paid for 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire how much is involved 
in the bill? 

Mr. BALL. Only about eleven hundred dollars. There were 
seventy-seven days’ overtime charged at the rate of $20 per day, 
which came to about $1,500. The extra expense to the Govern- 
ment amounted to $419.83. 

Mr.SPOONER. Has it been referred tothe proper Department 
of the Government? 

Mr. BALL. It has. A similar bill passed the Senate in the 
Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh Congresses. 

Mr. SPOONER. A good many things have passed the Senate; 
but has the bill been referred to the proper Department of the 
Government for a report? 


Mr. BALL. I think so. 
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Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Delaware yield to me? 

Mr. BALL. Certainly. . 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to make a statement. This bill was 
twice reported from the Committee on Commerce in previous 
Congresses, and it passed the Senate twice. It is to release cer- 
tain sureties. The man they were sureties for was to construct 
buildings for a light station and failed to doit. The sureties 


went on and completed the work, but they were delayed in con- | 


sequence of his delinquency. It is simply a bill to relieve them 
from penalty, and not otherwise. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator examined it carefully? 

Mr. NELSON. I have examined it, and it meets the approval 
of the Department. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRACTICE OF DENTISTRY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2795) to amend an act entitied ‘‘An act 
for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in the District of 
Columbia, and for the protection of the people from empiricism 
in relation thereto,’”’ approved June 6, 1892. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 

nt. after the word “‘act,’’ in line 8, to insert: 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: “* Provided, That the board of 
miners may issue a license to practice to any dentist who shall 
legal practice for a period of five years or more, upon the cer- 
> DOR 


d, cert 


Is there objection to the pres- 


ificat f th {of dental examiners of the State or Territory in which 
he practice ‘ving his competency and moral character, and upon the 
payment of the certification fee without examinationasto his qualifications.” 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress entited ‘“‘An act for the regu- 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for the 
protection of the people from empiricism in relation thereto,” appr: ved 
June 6, 1892, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out all of the 
proviso in section 3 of said act and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
“ Provided, That the board of dental examiners may issue a license to prac- 
tice to any dentist who shall have been in legal pepeies for a period of five 
years or more, upon the certificate of the board ot dental examiners of the 
State or Territory in which he practiced, certifying his competency and 
moral character, and — the payment of the certification fee without ex- 
ainination as to his qualifications.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION ON COAST OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration at this time of the bill (S. 347) providing for the es- 
tablishment of a life-saving station in the vicinity of Cape Flat- 
tery or Flattery Rocks, on the coast of Washington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRANT OF LAND TO UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA. 


Mr. GIBSON. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 121) granting additional lands adjacent 
to its site to the University of Montana. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to grant to | 
the University of Montana the following-described land lying | 
within Missoula County, Mont., and adjacent to the site of the | 


university, namely: The south half of section 26; the south half 
of the northeast quarter and the south half of the northwest quar- 
ter of section 26; the east half of the southeast quarter of section 
27; all situated in township 13 north and range 19 west, the same 
to be used for a site for an observatory for said university. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the several resolutions relative to an investigation of the Post- 
Office Department and the amendments offered thereto. The 
pending question is on the motion to refer the resolution and the 


— amendments to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | 


oads. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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CHANGE OF NAME OF MADISON STREET. 


| Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2133) to change the nameof Madison 
| street to Samson street. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act the minor street passing 
through squares Nos. 158, 180, 194, and 209, lying between P and Q and Four. 
teenth and Eighteenth streets, in the District of Columbia, and known py 
the names of Madison, Samson, and Sampson, shall hereafter be known and 
designated as Samson street. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 819) to quitclaim all interest of the United States 
of America in and to all of square 1131, in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., to Sidney Bieber; 

A bill (H. R. 3584) to authorize the subdivision of lots or bl 
in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 6289) to provide for the abatement of nuisanc 
the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said District, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7023) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 9292) in relation to business streetsin the District 
of Columbia: and 

A bill (H. R. 9311) in relation to the establishment of building 
lines in the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 6) granting a pension to Cora M. Converse; 

A bill (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
man; 

A bill (S. 8) granting an increase of pension to Perry Kittredge; 

A bill (S. 11) granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 

A bill (S. 65) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Allen; 

A bill (S. 112) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Hammond; 

A bill (S. 137) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly; 

A bill (8S. 172) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
McClaren: 

A bill (S. 215) granting a pension to Mary D. Perry; 

A bill (S. 838) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 
Watt: 

A bill (S. 339) granting an increare of pension to Ebenezer H. 


‘ks 


3 in 


| Richardson; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


A bill (S. 367) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


, Richardson; 


A bill (S. 368) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Wilcox: 

A bill (8. 1604) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Bishop: 

A bill (S. 1652) granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 
McMillan; 

A bill (8S. 1704) granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Ritchhart; 

A bill (8. 1755) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Banks: 

A bill (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 
Cushman; 3 

A bill (S. 1772) granting an increase of pension to Louise K. 
Bard: 

A bill (S. 1819) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
Skinner; 

A bill (S. 1832) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Herron: 

A bill (S. 1918) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo |. 
Harrison: : 

A bill (8. 1929) granting an increase of pension to George W-. 
Spahr; 

A bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to John Mona- 
| han; 

A bill (S. 1984) granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts; 
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A bill (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan | afresh, until the time arrived when the Congress of the United 
Hites; States, intrusted by the Constitution with the determination of 
A bill (S. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Hampton C. | this question, should meet. And I believe, Mr. President, that, 


Watson; as the result of this debate, the presentation and discussion of the 
A bill (S. 2125) granting an increase of pension to Marcus T. | papers and documents and correspondence has forever set at rest 
Caswell; and | that question, and it will not again be asserted he re that th: Presi- 
A bill (S. 2218) granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. | dent of the United States transgressed the law, violated his oath, 
Tisdel. or failed to discharge any duty that was incumbent upon him 
RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA. under the terms of the Spooner amendment or that he did more 

than display a wholesome respect for the prerogative of Congress, 


Mr. af na - canes rnd ean thi ae the Treso- CONSTRUCTION OF THE TREATY OF 15846. 
Jutions relating to the Panama affair in order at this time? i. brings us. 40 , President. t0 another auestion which 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are. This brings us, then, Mr. Pres ; t ae : 


; eee , : . has been mooted here and only briefly discussed, and thatisa 
be ae a has = romeo 3 aoe —— oe od (Mr. construction of the treaty of 1846 and what obligation it imposed 
ANKLE © , he 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | P02 this Government. It has been stated correctly that this 

te the resolution known as the Gorman resolution, which will | ety contained a grant to this Government which was of great 
S tated. r , | value, and we find by reference to the treaty this language: 

ep Stated, | 

ae ; 2 AN i The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 

The Sk maeners Senate resol ution 78, by ee oe , calling | United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon the President for certain information touching former nego- upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter 
tiations of the United States with the Government of New Gra- | constructed, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
nada or Colombia, etc. United States, ete. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I do not rise to make a set 
speech, but to submit some observations continuing the debate 
which has been going on here now for some time on this resolu- 
tion. I think that what has happened here in the last few days 


Mr. President, what does it mean when one sovereign nation by 
a compact of that kind agrees that another sovereign nation shall 
have an open, free ane right of way across oe territory? 
That a sovereign nation @ right to enter into such a compact 
bas vindicated the practice and tradition of the Senate, and has | there is no doubt, because the law writers all agree that any gov- 
demonstrated that a running debate is more apt to reach the very | ernment may yield so much of its sovereignty over its territory as 
meat of a question than a stilted style of formal address, which | to permit another power to come in and enjoy privileges or dis- 
would be eens eee oe oy en ‘ charge ae aa ee eae say is + in os os soe 
If I mistake not, Mr. President, we have made some progress by | as a servitude. is like the common law easement, and is jus 
this discussion, and in the heat and attrition of debate some aa | a8 efficacious as between these two nations as an agreement on my 
tions have been almost settled, and I doubt whether they will be | part og . right of way ene a a “* Town. — 
made the subject of discussion hereafter. | is only this difference, Mr. President, that when that servitude is 
At the caine it was contended that the Government of the | created by one nation in favor of another it is presupposed and 
United States had intervened in the affairs of a republic with | understood that the grantee of that easement will enter upon, im- 
whom we are at peace, and that prior to the recognition of sover- | prove, and effectuate that right to transit by proper and efficacious 
eiguty of the new government the United States had taken such | means to improve that right of way for its use and occupancy. 
measures as were not justified by international law with refer- Therefore it was contemplated, Nr. President, that whenever 
ence to a power that was at peace with us; but when that ques- | the United States Government felt disposed to avail itself of that 
tion was opened up in discussion, it was found that the only | right of way the Government of New Granada and its successor, 
subject of criticism on the part of the diplomatic branch of our | the Colombian Government, was under obligation to effectuate 
Government was the inditing of a dispatch which never reached | and perfect and make more definite that right of way by fixing 
its destination in time to affect proceedings on the Isthmus. appropriate boundaries, delimitations, and the other details which 
Up to the time of the recognition of this new government, there | would be necessary in such a case. 
was nointervention; there was no unfriendly act; there wasnoth- My friend the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], while dis- 
ing done, Mr. President, as this debate has disclosed, except what | cussing this document the other day, said there was no mention 
was a plain duty, namely, to send ships to the Isthmus for the | in this easement of any canal and that it was not contemplated 
protection of American interests at a time when it was expected | then that a canal should be built. Well, Mr. President, I would 
that there would be a revolution. Troops of Colombia did land, | only remind the Senate of the condition of affairs there in 1846. 
and they _ met and overcome in a characteristic way by the | The Chagres River was navigable then by flatboats from Colon 
rovisional government. to Cruces, and those boats were propelled by natives with poles. 
. it is the duty of every commanding officer to find out the weak | That was the only means of ioiieecmmmeeduation in 1849, a wen 
spot in the enemy’s line, and the provisional government suc- | our people were rushing to the gold fields of California, by which 
ceeded in doing that in this instance. It knew the weak spot | that territory could be traversed as far as Cruces. 
ean he es It ae that = oa gt ena NOT TRESPASSERS ON THE ISTHMUS. 
ce the politicians of Colombia, were sullering with an itching | From Cruces to Panama there was a highway. That highwa 
palm, and it took advantage of that weakness. Some $8,000 being | was built four hundred years ago by the old Spaniards. It was ; 
forthcoming, the martial zeal and ardor of the 400 Colombian | macnificent road. It was like those Roman roads that were made 
troops evaporated, and they withdrew as effectually as though | in the old days, and the impulse that built it came from Spain. 
they had all been killed. So that shortly after this Government | Such were the crude methods of transit at the time when this 
had raised its flag there was no hostile force anywhere upon | treaty was entered into. Of course this people had never then 
the Isthmus, The provisional government was in control of the | risen to the grand conception of the magnificent international en- 
territory of Panama to all intents and purposes. It had the | torprise which is now familiar to us, but this treaty industriously 
loyal adherence of every subject on that Isthmus, and that is one | expresses the idea that, whatever modes of communication may 
of the tests of international law. It was there in supreme com- | he hereafter adopted, the Government of the United States shail 
mand, having the loyalty and allegiance of all the people, and not | pave the right, flowing from that servitude, to make such im- 
: een force tae in —? ev oe = col- provements. : = , a 
eague [Mr. SPOONER] suggests. oubt whether that propo- | “ g, Mr. President, when we go across that Isthmus we are not 
++ 72 oad » : ae i. , . oa : ff - c St © Alt 1 
err Se eee ee m this floot as an objection to the trespassers, but we have that servitude, which is a definite grant 
Then it was contended, sir—and_the press participated largely for ther right 2 aoe ae tiaien oti aed: vo 
in that discussion—that the President had been recreant to his limits are not fixed; but it is a binding, definite easement, which 
legal duty under the Spooner amendment; that he had openly : No : , 2 : 
ee . ; leks creates a dominant estate over my land, and when I have put that 
violated the law in not promptly making a determination of that in aay eed T have oblieated mveelf at any vrover time to proceed 
great alternative regarding the most important enterprise that Sa ae wees oer dana 
and fix the limits of that right of way. 


this nation has entered upon for many years. But when that . 
a ; tT. . as It appears from the message of President Polk and accompany- 
subject was considered iu debate it became obvious that the Pres- ing papers, when the treaty of 1846 was laid before Congress, that 


ident di ; j 7 : 
Tors Gait teierceeian dae Me a — a negotiations | #, ©#24l across the Isthmus was then within the contemplation of 
‘7 ; ; ee ae .~ | the high contracting parties. 
Colombia and the assembling of Congress—practically no in- > = > = ee . 
terval. Those negotiations aor conriad on ath = ‘inn anal an eal In that message President Polk used this language: 
the treaty at Bogota the Government of Colombia constantly In entering into the mutual guaranties proposed by the thirty-fifth article 


: : of the treaty neither the Government of New Granada nor that of the United 
olding out to us the hope that this matter would be taken up | States has any narrow or exclusive views. The ultimate object as presented 
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by the Senate of the United States in this resolution to which I have already 
eee is to secure to all nations the free and equal right of passage over 
the Isthmus. 


Later on in the message he said: 


The interests of the world at stake areso important that the security of 
this passage between the two oceans can not be suffered to depend upon the 
wars and revolutions which may arise among different nations. Besides, 
such a guaranty is almost indispensable to the construction of a railroad or 
canal across the territory. (Doc. No. 17,58th Cong., lst sess., pp. 14 and 15.) 


It also appears from a dispatch from Mr. Bidlack, our minister, 
to Mr. Buchanan, dated December 9, 1846, (same document, p. 22 
that Mr. Mallarino, the minister of New Granada, having in charge 
the project of this treaty, thus spoke of the proposed right of way 
to the United States: 


If the Granadian Government abolished the differential duties and cede 
to the United States the right of way across the Isthmus, he presumed the 
United States would guarantee to New Granada the Isthmus or at least as 
much of itas was required for the construction of a qanal or railroad upon 


the most favorable route, and, moreover, it was important that this guar- | 


anty should appear in the treaty as a condition for the right of way, etc. 


In the minds of the diplomats who framed this treaty the right 
of way to the United States was regarded as a grant based upon 
good consideration and not a mere license resting on courtesy or 
comity. 

That is the situation, Mr. President, in which we stand under 
this treaty, so far as our rights of transit are concerned. There 
is very little difference, I apprehend, in the construction of that 
treaty so far as the guaranty that we gave in consideration in 
part for thatservitude. Weare guarantors, Mr. President. Now, 
7 eggs d is a collateral obligation. A guaranty can not stand 
aione. 
is attached. That primary obligation rested upon New Granada. 
New Granada was the “first promisor,”’ to use the term of some 
of the diplomatic papers that I find coming from New Granada. 
New Granada and Colombia were bound in the first instance, as 
the primary obligors, for the enforcement of tranquillity along 
this line of transit, and the United States stood as a guarantor, 
eee, that we would enforce the obligation under certain con- 

1tions. 
that has taken place no difference of opinion. 

But, Mr. President, we come now to a point where there is a 
serious difference of opinion in construction. Itis contended now 
by the Colombian Government for the first time that our guar- 
anty of the sovereignty of New Granada, and, later, Colombia, 
compelled us to defend that Government against an insurrection 
of its own citizens. 

The Senator from Colorado yesterday read with approval a por- 
tion of an article written by Mr. Moorfield Storey. If you will 
examine that article, you will see that the very pivotal point in 
it is that we were, under that treaty, obliged to defend the sover- 
eignty of Colombia against her own people; that whenever that 
sovere'gnty was assailed by a rebellion it was our duty to come to 


the rescue of the parent Government; that we have been guilty | 


of a flagrant neglect of that treaty, and, instead of defending the 
a Government, we have confederated with the insurgents to 
ring about the independence of the Republic of Panama. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NELSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. QUARLES. With pleasure, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not recall having heard any Senator de- 
clare that it was the duty of the United States to enforce the 
sovereignty of the Colombian Government against the insurgents. 
On the contrary, I understand our Government has never con- 
strued the treaty to mean that. I apprehend that the Senator 
must be mistaken in saying that this side has so contended. I 
never heard any Senator state that proposition, and if anyone has 
done so I should be glad to have the Senator point it out. 

Mr. QUARLES. I was led to make that suggestion, Mr. 
President, by the reading by the Senator from Colorado yester- 
day of a portion of an article written by Mr. Moorfield Storey. 


He did not read the portion of it to which I now refer, but if the | 


Senator from Virginia will take the pains to read it he will find that 
the arrangement of this Government made by Mr. Storey is upon 
the basis of that very proposition, that under the treaty of 1846 
Wwe were under obligation to take up arms, if necessary, to pro- 
tect the sovereignty of Colombia against her own rebels. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to my colleague that he cite the 
message of Mr. Cleveland and read the italicized words. 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not think either Mr. Cleveland’s message 


or the writings of Mr. Bayard, quoted in that document, or any | 


Senator of this floor, or any Secretary of State of the United 
States Government has ever taken the ground that our guaranty 
of the sovereignty of Colombia meant that we should assist by 
force of arms to repress an insurrection. I may be mistaken. 
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Mr. QUARLES. No; on page 6 of this pamphlet he quotes 
from the message of Mr. Cleveland, and he cites this sentence: 
Emergencies growing out of civil war in the United States of Colombia 
demanded of the Government, at the beginning of this Administration, the 
employment of armed force to fulfill its guaranties under the thirty-fifth ar. 
ie of the treaty of 1846, in order to keep the transit open across the [sth. 
mus of Panama. 


Mr. SPOONER. No; that is not all, if my colleague will per- 
mit me. He speaks of civil war. 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That means war between the Government of 
Colombia and the people of Colombia. 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my colleague read what follows? 

Mr. QUARLES. I will. 


Desirous of exercising ony the powers expressly reserved to us by the 
ts of Colombia, the forces sent to the Isthmus 
were instructed to confine their action to “ positively and efficaciously " pre- 
venting the transit and its accessories from being *‘interrupted or embar- 
The execution of this delicate and responsible task necessarily in- 
volved police control where the local authority was temporarily powerless, 
but always in aid of the sovereignty in Colombia. 
Tpe prompt and successful fulfillment of its duty by this Government was 
higfily appreciated by the Government of Colombia, and has been followed 
by expressions of its satisfaction. * * * The restoration of peace on the 
Isthmus by the reestablishment of the constituted government there being 
accomplished, the forces of the United States were withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now read the rest of it. 
the conclusion. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. Storey proceeds: 

While, therefore, we had once or twice landed troops when there were 
riots or insurrections on the Isthmus, we had done so in the aid of the sov- 
ereignty of Colombia, sometimes at the request of her authorities and always 
with her approval. We had insisted that upon her rested the duty of pro 
tecting the transit against attacks from insurgents, and had notified her that 
“the discharge of this duty will be insisted upon.”’ Our interpretation of 
the treaty and our action under it had been in accordance with the clear 
guage of the treaty. We had helped Colombia to discharge ber duty and to 
assert her sovereignty. We had never interfered nor claimed the right to 
interfere against her. 

The article proceeds upon the erroneous assumption that such 
is the obligation of this Government by virtue of that treaty. 

I may say, sir, that the present contention of the Colombian 
Government is precisely that. I will not stop to read the dis- 
patches, because every Senator here is familiar with them. That 
is the very gist of their present contention—that we have been 
guilty of bad faith and of a breach of our treaty obligations by not 
interfering to protect and defend Colombia against this move- 
ment of her own people. 

Now, I purpose to show that this treaty has been repeatedly 
construed not only by the Secretaries of State from whom my dis- 
tinguished friend the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] quoted 
when he addressed the Senate—he read the dispatches of Mr. 
Blaine, Mr. Fish, and Mr. Seward—but that another construction 
of this treaty in 1865 crystallized into a diplomatic order known 
as Order No. 184, which is found in Senate Document No. 51, 
Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, on page 99, and I will read 
it, so that it may go into the Recorp. This is a dispatch by Mr. 
Seward to Mr. Allan A, Burton, esq., Bogota: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ’ 
Washington, November 9, 1565 


Read 


To ALLAN A. Burton, Esq., etc., Bogota. 
Srr: The question which has recently arisen under the thirty-fifth art 
thetreaty with New Granada, as to the obligation of this Government 
ily witharequisition of the President of the United States of Colom) 
ree toprotect the Isthmusof Panama from invasion bya body of insu 


| of that country, has been submitted tothe consideration of the Attorn: 


eral. His opinion is that neither the text nor the spirit of the stipula' 
that article, by which the United States engages to preserve the new!! 
of the Isthmus of Panama, imposes an obligation on thisGovernment t 
ply with a requisition like that referred to. The purpose of the stip 
was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion by a foreig! 

| only. It could nothave been contemplated that we were to become 4 
to any civil war in that country by defending the Isthmus against ©! 
party. As it may be presumed, however, that our dbject in enter! 
such a stipulation was to secure the freedom of transit across th 
if that freedom should be endangered or obstructed, the employ) 
force on our part to prevent this would be a question of grave exp 

| be determined by circumstances. The Department is not aware that | 

is yet occasion for a decision upon this point. 

That is dated November 9, 1865, and from that time to this t)' 
construction has been consistently imposed upon that treat 
every diplomatic agent and by every Secretary of State o! 
Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my colleague permit me to interr\) 
him for a moment? 

Mr. QUAX®LES. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. _He is making a very powerful argument © 
this proposition. In 1880 or 1881 Colombia, alleging that ' 
treaty of 1846, particularly article 35, was somewhat indefi" 
| proposed to the United States a construction of it. It propos 
that our guaranty of pacification meant the disturbance 0! t!¢ 
Isthmus by the invasion of any foreign power, and our guaran) 
of the rights of sovereignty and property of Colombia meant 
| against an invasion by any foreign government or unauthorize 
' private expedition like the Walker expedition in Nicaragua. 
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Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I want to show that the same 
construction has been put upon that treaty by the Colombian Gov- 
ernment until the time came when, for the purpose of asserting 
a grievance against us, they found it convenient to make a radical 
change in their construction of it. I read now from the diplo- 
matic correspondence of 1866. 


Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator, while he is on this subject, per- | 


mit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Senator to say that he construed 
this treaty to mean that when we guaranteed the sovereignty of 
Colombia we guaranteed her sovereignty against foreign powers. 

Mr. QUARLES. Against foreign aggression. 

Mr. CLAY. I agree with the Senator. I think that is the 
proper construction to place upon it. We not only, however, 


guaranteed her sovereignty, but we guaranteed the neutrality of | 


the Isthmus. 

Mr. SPOONER. Against foreign governments. 

Mr. CLAY. Well, that is my construction. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. We guaranteed the neutrality of the Isthmus as 
against foreign governments. 

Now, here is a question which presents itself to my mind: She 
has guaranteed to us that the Isthmus shall be kept open. If the 
Isthmus should be closed she would violate her treaty and we 
would have the right to enforce it. Now, I agree that we do not 
undertake to guarantee her sovereignty as against civil war—war 
among her own people. But now here comes a case. Suppose 
Panama secedes. She leaves the parent Government and Colom- 


bia proceeds to attempt to bring her back, and by reason of the | 
The | 


war carried on between the two they close the Isthmus. 
civil war itself closes it. "Would we not have the right to go there 
and say, “‘ You have violated your treaty. By reason of your civil 
war you have closed the Isthmus. We will make you open it.”’ 
That is the question which presents itself to my mind in this case. 
NO VIOLATION OF THE TREATY. 

Mr. QUARLES. I shall come to that point in just a moment, 

reaching the same conclusion by a different process of reasoning 


from that of the Senator from Georgia. 
Iam concerned at the present moment with showing that the 


present contention of Colombia, that we have violated our treaty, | 


is entirely without merit, and I am showing it by the deliberate 
construction that they have put upon this treaty exactly in ac- 
cordance with the construction of our own diplomats. 

Mr. Burton writes to Mr. Seward that he has opened up this 


subject of the construction of the treaty of 1846 with the diplo- | 


matic agents and ministers of the Colombian Government, and 
he says: 


The result has been that the Colombian Government declares that it does | 
uire the aid of the United States | 


not feel itself authorized by the treaty to re 
for the suppression of an insurrection, rebellion, or other disturbance on the 
Isthmus on the part of Colombian citizens; not even an invasion by another 
Colombian state, unless such movement be intended to detach the State of 
Panama from the Colombian Union and to annex it to a foreign power. This 
would seem to leave the Isthmus free to declare itself independent of the 
United States of Colombia, without the fear of the forced intervention of the 
United States of America, provided such declaration be not accompanied by 
the end of annexation to a foreign power. 


Thereby anticipating exactly what has happened here and say- 
ing in terms that if Panama revolted for the purpose of asserting 
her independence, unless that purpose was coupled with a deter- 
mination to annex herself to some foreign power, the treaty of 


1846 would not permit Colombia to call upon us for any aid to | 


assert their sovereignty. 

Mr. FULTON. Whose language is that? 

Mr. QUARLES. That is the language of Mr. Burton, who 
gives to Mr. Seward the result of his discussion with the minister 
of foreign affairs of Colombia on this subject. ; 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Wisconsin kindly give 
the citation of the book from which he reads? 

Mr. QUARLES. It is the Diplomatic Correspondence of 1866, 
part 3, and what I read is found upon page 574. 

I now call the attention of the Senate to a still more authentic 
declaration on the part of the diplomatic officers of Colombia. 

On page 579 of the same book will be found a dispatch from 
Sefior Garrido to Mr. Burton on this subject. I will read only a 
part of it, the latter part of it, which relates to this subject. 

As to the interposition due from the Government of the United States by. 
the treaty existing between the two nations in the event that an insurrection 
by armed force should take place on the Isthmus for the purpose of segregat- 
ing it from the union, the Government of Colombia understands that if such 
& movement should be effected with a view of making that section of the Re- 
public independent and attaching it to any other foreign nation or power— 
that is to say, in order to transfer by any means whatever the sovereignty 
which Colombia justly possesses over that territory to any foreign nation or 


power whatever—the case will then have arisen when the United States of 
America, in fulfillment of their obligation contracted by the thirty-fifth arti- 


cle of the treaty existing between the two Republics, should come to the as- 
sistance of Colombia to maintain its sovereignty over the Isthmus, but not 
when the disturbances are confined to Colombian citizens. 





Mr. President, let me come to the question suggested by the 


Senator from Georgia. I have been trying to learn what could 
be insisted er by the United States of Colombia under that 
treaty and what obligations there were to which we were bound 
to respond at the instance of Colombia, and we have found that 
it is only when there is an attempt to attach Panama to a foreign 
government that we are bound to intercede; but what we are 
bound to do under the treaty of 1846 does not measure the rights 
of this Government as to the situation of affairs in the Isthmus. 
| What we are bound to do under that treaty does not measure 
| our rights or our obligations. We have vested rights in that 
| Isthmus. Not only that, but we have duties to discharge that 
| every government feels obliged to discharge, namely, to protect 
| the interests of its citizens, wherever they may be. independently 
of any treaty. That is what every government does which has 
any respect for itself, and to-day the marines of the United States 
are occupying that position in Korea, not by virtue of any treaty 
like that of 1846, but utterly regardless of any treaty, because 
there are rights of American citizens which are imperiled there. 

So, if an insurrection should arise in Colombia which threat- 
ened that transit, which endangered the property of American 
citizens, and more especially if it endangered the lives of Ameri- 
can citizens, we would not depend upon the treaty of 1846 to war- 
rant us in sending our marines there to protect those vital inter- 
ests. 

I beg to suggest, Mr. President, that it is a far different ques- 
tion to-day from what it was in 1846. The railway which has 
been built from ocean to ocean by American capital now has 
thirty-two stations, and at each of these stations is a group of 
population. In Panama and Colon—Colon being a city of about 
14,000 and Panama about 20,000—there are the great warehouses 
| and storehouses and stations and yards and cars, and other property 
belonging to the railway company, and scattered along the canal 
route are various pieces of machinery of great value—dredges and 
engines and pumps—which were estimated by the Canal Com- 
| mission to be worth a million dollars. 

So, when we consider the question whether we can afford to 
permit an insurrection to interrupt that transit, we do not look 
to the treaty of 1846, but to our inherent right to safeguard the 
great interests and rights that are imperiled there; we proceed 
quite independently of that treaty in such an emergency. 
| Therefore, Mr. President, I contend that unless ‘my position can 
be successfully met, unless the construction which has been con- 
sistently put upon this treaty can be overthrown, there is removed 
from the field of controversy in this case another proposition; that 
is, that there has been no violation on the part of this Government 
of its treaty obligation in its failure to take up arms on behalf of 
Colombia to put down this revolution. 
| 


PANAMA NOW THE SOVEREIGN, 


But, Mr. President, the time has gone by when the treaty of 
1846 defines the obligations or relations between this Government 
and Colombia. An important event has happened which has 
changed all that, and that is the coming into being of anew power, 
a new government, known asthe Republic of Panama. We have 
recognized that Government. What is involved in that fact? We 
have recognized the sovereignty of the new government over the 
Isthmus. Wecan not at the same time recognize the sovereignty 
of two powers over the same territory, and, therefore, the logic 

| of that great historic event is that from the time of that recogni- 
| tion we are bound to treat the new Government of Panama as 
the sovereign, clothed with full power and full right over the isth- 
mus. Wecan, therefore, no longer treat with Colombia on the 
| basis that she remains the sovereign of the territory of Panama. 
Now, as showing what that ceremonial of recognition means. I 
| beg to call attention to a section of Taylor’s International Public 
| Law. Section 160 is as follows: 


160. Attributes of sovereign states as moral persons.—As soon as a political 
community which has set up a separate national existence of its own receives 
recognition of its independence, it enters at once into the full enjoyment of 
sovereignty as a corporate person endowed not only with the right to per- 
petuate its existence as such by an unbroken succession of new members, but 
| with the attributes and responsibilities incident to “‘ moral persons, having a 

public will, capable and free to do right and wrong, inasmuch as they are 
| collections of individuals, each of whom carries with him into the service of 
the community the same binding law of morality and religion which ought 
to control his conduct in private life.” Such a sovereign has the right to 
claim independence of and equality with all others of its classand to exercise 
jurisdiction throughout its territory. The postulate is fundamental that 
jurisdiction and territory are coextensive. With a few exceptions, which 
will be explained when the two broad divisions of the subjects are examined 
in detail, a sovereign state has jurisdiction over all persons and things within 
its territorial limits, and in some instances such jurisdiction over both ex- 
tends beyond its limits, and thus becomes exterritorial. Among its several 
attributes of sovereignty may also be noted the rights of a state to maintain 
diplomatic intercourse with other states, to make treaties with them, and, 
under certain exceptional conditions, to intervene in their internal affairs. 


Therefore, Mr. President, it follows as a logical necessity from 
our recognition of Panama that we must recognize her sover- 
eignty throughout the extent of her territory. 
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But that recognition by the United States confers a status, a | to the permanenceof the structure placed upon it. It is the very 


status of statehood, carrying with it all these incidental rights of 
sovereignty, treaty-making power, and all that. 
Not only has the United States of America given this new 


Government that recognition, but it has been accorded by almost | 
| the propriety of the action of the President of the United Stat 


every civilized nation inthe world. All the leading governments 


of Europe and nearly all the South American republics have con- | 


curred with the United States in the proposition I have just laid 
down, with all that it implies. 

Not only that, sir, but this Senate has estopped itself, by its ac- 
tion in accrediting to the new Government a diplomatic minister, 
from ever asserting that there is any doubt as to where the sover- 
eignty of that Isthmus rests, because that is an unquestioned rec- 
ognition of sovereignty. Equally significant with the reception 
of a minister from the new Government, this Senate has commis- 
sioned a minister to represent us with the new Government. 

Therefore, Mr. President, in this body, for the purposes of this 


argument, it must be taken as conclusively established that su- | 


premacy and sovereignty over this Isthmus are vested in the new 


Government, and that from that time out the Government of the | 


United States of Colombia became to all intents and purposes a 
foreign power. 

Now, what follows? Mr. President, I can think of nothing more 
unprofitable in this world than to quarrel with a fact. Theinde- 

vendence of Panamaisa diplomatic fact. It has gone into history; 

it is there to stay, and nothing that we can do with this treaty, 
whether we accept it or reject it, will affect that great historic 
fact. 

Now, there has been much discussion here as to the propriety 
of the action of the President in this recognition. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator has shown ver clearly that the 
Colombian Government itself has not contended that it was the 
duty of this nation under the treaty of 1846 to defend the Colom- 
bian Government against an insurrection of its own people, and 
he has also shown very clearly that the recognition by this Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of Panama gave it a status as a nation 
among the nations of the wor!ld. 

Now, I ask him if it does not follow logically, those facts being 
estab ished, that the treaty of 1846 then becomes to all intents 
and purposes a treaty between the Republic of Panama and th« 
and our 
Panama 
ing now 
Panama 


United States of America, and thst it becomes our duty 
obligation under that treaty to defend the Republic cf 
avtainst the aggressions of the Republic of Colombia, it b 
a foreizn State, as much as it was our obligation before 
was separated from Colombia to defend Colombian sovereignty 
against any other foreign state? 


QUARLES. Iam obliged to the Senator. He has simply 
cipated what Iwas about to say, but has said it better, and I 
nank hira for the interruption. 

Mr. FULTON. Iam sorry that I did, if the Senator was going 
on in that line. I thought he was going to debate another branch 
and I wanted that point broucht out. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I was about to say that it fol- 
lows from the positions we have laid down that the obligation, 
the guaranty of 1846, remains unimpaired, notwithstanding the 
change of government, for we must draw a distinction between 
the state and the government. The state remains immutable, 
but the government changes. 
if you 


Mr 


Isthmus, and it will attach to that Isthmus or “‘run with the 
land,”’ as they say at the common law of a covenant in a deed. 
It will remain in contemplation of law attached to that Isthmus 
until the treaty of 1846 expires. 

The changed situatian of this Government under that treaty by 
reason of these facts is exactly as stated by my distinguished 
friend from Oregon. We are under the same obligation to-day to 
protect the freedom of that transit, acting under Panama, which 
succeeds to the position of primary obligor, and we retaining the 
position of guarantor for Panama, precisely as the fact was with 
Colombia before this revolution took place. And, therefore, we 
are bound to protect that Isthmus and to preserve tranquillity 


there against the troops of Colombia, if she shall see fit to send | 


an invading army into that territory, because she has become a 
foreign power. 
PRESIDENT DID NOT EXCEED AUTHORITY. 
Mr. President, I do not propose at any length to discuss or at- 
tempt to justify the action of the President in what he did in the 


recognition of this new Government, because that is exclusively | 


and peculiarly an Executive prerogative. The recognition of a 
foreign state has been confided to him by the Constitution as a 
part of the diplomatic power of the Government. Our Govern- 
ment has been likened to a tripod, each of the three legs, repre- 
senting the three departments of the Government, being essential 


| tion of Panama with indecent haste; if that has been conduct d 
| in such a way as to make it an intervention or a casus belli 





| premises: 


Ri. | shall not be carriec 
The guaranty of the United States, | 


lease, attached itself to the Isthmus, not to the govern- | 
ment which for the time being was exercising sovereignty over the | 


essence of our system of government that those three departments 
shall be independent of each other and each supreme within ite 
appropriate limits. 

Senators have indulged in a great amount of discussion as to 


Isubmit, Mr. President, that it is not a question which is leviti- 
mately here. It can never culminate in any resolution or bill or 
order that this body can pass. I would have been better p': 
if the distinguished Senators who have seen fit to criticis: } 
President had given better evidence of the sincerity of their 
views, because if an outrage has been perpetrated by the re 


that be a proper subject for determination here, why do not the 
Senators suggest some concrete method, propose some resolntion, 
introduce some bill, so that that wrong may be corrected, if, in- 
deed, we have the jurisdiction to correct it? 

No, Mr. President, it is left simply tonoisy declamation. Th 
is no remedial proposition made here, But what shape wou! 
take if we were to interpret these speeches, these incendiary 
speeches, and embody them in parliamentary form? Let us see 
if we can frame a bill which would suitably present their objec- 
tions. Suppose the bill ran thus: 

Whereas the President of the United States has seen fit to exercise hi 
rogative with indecent haste and has recognized a new power befor 
parent government yielded its sovereignty or admitted its helpless: 

: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the recognition so given by the President of + 
United States to Panama be, and the same is hereby, annulled, vacated, and 
set aside. 

There you would have the proposition in the concrete. These 
arguments that have been made here—or speeches, I prefer to call 
them—culminate in that, or they mean nothing. Yet no Senator 
on either side of this Chamber would vote for such a proposi- 
tion soclearly infringing the Executive prerogative. Our friends 
are merely shooting in the air either for the purpose of paviy 
capital or, what I fear still more, with the effect of misleading an 
ignorant people on the Isthmus and inflaming their passions. 

Mr. President, the remedy that Colombia has under the law of 
nations is simply this: If the United States Government has rec- 
ognized her revolting province before it ought to have done so, 
under circumstances that amount to officious intermeddling, she 
has but one remedy. This being a conflict between two sover- 
eign nations, there is but one method of redress. There resides 
nowhere the civil power to change the status that has been imn- 
posed by the recognition of that Government. There exists no- 
where any civil tribunal with jurisdiction in the premises. ‘There 
is but one tribunal where that matter can be tried between two 
sovereign nations, and that is the arbitrament of arms. 

Colombia makes her own conclusion on her own responsibility. 
[t can not be revised or reversed or set aside by any tribuna!. 
may choose to consider our conduct an infraction of her rights 
and may wage war against us. If she does, then the theater of 
war may be anywhere. It may be on land or it may be on sea, or 
it may be on any part of that Isthmus. But if,on the other hand, 

he concludes to make war against Panama, the theater of war 
then will be restricted, and the United States Government cam 
ing out its ae in the treaty of 1846 will insist that that war 
on along the line of transit, because there per- 
fect neutrality, perfect tranquillity must be undisturbed whic our 
guaranty for peace is outstanding. In any event, the avenues 01 
diplomacy are open where such differences may be compos d. 
The President has already tendered the good offices of the United 
States to bring about an amicable adjustment of the dispute be- 
tween Colombia and Panama. Let us hope that wise counse! may 
prevail and that any resort to extreme measures may be obviated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Wiscons 
will please suspend one moment while the Chair lays before the 
Senate the Calendar of General Orders. 

The SECRETARY. Order of Business 18, Senate bill 887. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask unanimous consent that my colleague 
may conclude his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Would it not be better for 
the Senator to make his request a little broader? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And that the resolution may be 


one 


| continued before the Senate during the day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And with one addition to 
that, that it may retain its place without prejudice. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. My concern now is that my colleague may 
have leave to conclude his remarks. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague may have leave to cou- 
clude his remarks. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will ask, as a further order of 
the Senate, tnat the resolution may continue before the Senate if 











there is anyone who desires to discuss it further after the Senator 
from Wiscons'n shall have concluded his remarks, and that it 
shall have the sams privilege to-morrow that it has to-day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that the discussion of the resolution may 
continu? and that the resolution, if not finally acted upon to-day, 
shall retain its place on the table without prejudice. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, the right of recognition of a 
new state, like every other right, must always be exercised with 
reference to circumstances then existing. Those circumstances 
are suppose to be known to the executive power by the many 
avenues afforded for gaining information that this branch of the 
Government does not possess. 

[ will only say, respecting the duty of the President in connec- 
tion with this matter of recognition, that here is a revolting prov- 
ince of Panama. It has been attached as an appendage t»> a con- 
glomerate government located in another grand division of the 
world, located in South America, and removed from it by hun- 
dreds of miles of impenetrable forests and impassable morass. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Eight hundred miles. 

Mr. QUARLES. Other Senators in discussing this matter have 
already referred to the fact that this was not a recent outburst of 
a new desire on the part of Panama for her autonomy. It is an 
aspiration that has been cherished there for many, many years. 
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It has manifested itself in rebellion and revolt that has become | 


almost chronic. 
POLITICAL CONDITIONS IN PANAMA, 

I wish to call attention for a few moments to the situation, so 
that the Senate may understand more in detail the environment 
of Panama. It has been a terra incognita so far as Americans 
are concerned. What did we know about Panama prior to the 
time of the recent disturbance? What means have we had? I 
grant that the means within our power at this time are inconsid 


1- 
erable. I have here a book written by Hon. William L. Scruggs. 


who for twenty-seven years was a diplomatic representative of | 


this Government in South America. He writes what he has ob- 
served himself, and if I may be pardoned I wish to lay before the 
Senate two or three passages from it,so that we may comprehend 
the situation down there a little more thoroughly than we weuld 
otherwise do. On page 140 Mr. Scruggs says: 

During the thirty years intervening from 1550 to 1861 there were five suc- 





chosen to do his will as an irresponsible sovereign, they prepared 
this constitution, and it is then, by a hocus-pocus arrangement, 
ratified by certain boards of aldermen. The dignity of statzhood 
is taken away from Panama. She is left practically in the con- 
dition of a conquered province. 

If you will consult that alleged constitution, you will find that 
especial reference is made to the district of Panama and author- 
ity is conferred to legislate for Panama. What would be the 
propriety of that provision if Panama were voluntarily entering 
into a constitution on an equal footing with the other States 

But, Mr. President, you will also find in that constitution that 
Panama was to be governed by an officer sent from Bogota. Pan 


: 
acl 


ama had no hand in the selection of a governor; and, likea Roman 
proconsul, that governor, wholly alien to Panama, repr g 
only that little coterie of politicians at Bogota, presided over the 


destiny of that poor, feeble state, or district, or colony. Panam: 
has been to the United States of Colombia the sheep that has been 
plucked and shorn from year to year, and the wool has all gone 


| to Bogota. 


Why, Mr. President, think of a despotism that insists 
levying taxes upon a province like that without even building : 
road for her. There is not to-day a highway between : 





| cities on that whole Isthmus. The great highway ref 1 to 
earlier which was built by the Spaniards four hundred y 20, 
a magnificent highway, was suifered to go into decay : 
As you ride along that railroad to-day you see little patci 
there; it has all gone to ruin for lack of repair. Not a highway 
has been constructed, not a schoolhouse has been built, nothing 
has been done to promote her internal development or to indicate 
any interest at Bogota in the fate of Panam Ther f 
the canal treaty, which was of such vital importance to Panama, 


s the last straw that broke the camel’s back. 
Now, let us recall the statement made by the learned Senator 


from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] the other day. Youtalk about the 

illegitimacy of that Government on account of her brief iod of 

gestation. What did the learned Senator from Alabama narrate 
| to us from his great knowledge of history? That in 1898 Sancle- 

mente, the President of that Republic, received a million francs 
| from the New Panama Canal Company for an extension of thei 


cessive constitutions, not one of which was ever respected when it became 
an obstacle to tho ambition of some local military chieftain. There were no | 
two whole years of perfect peace and tranquillity during the entire period, 


for there was a “revolution,” local or general, on an average about ev: 
eighteen months. Even in its most tranquil moments the Government 
failed to inspire public confidence, and what capital there was in the coun- 
try generally soughtinvestment abroad; in short, to again adopt the incisive 
lancuage of a distinguished Colombian scholar and statesman, “the main- 
tenance of public order was the exception and civil war the rule.” 


On page 142 he says: 
This constitution— 
teferring to the constitution of 1886— 


; constitution, which was, as I have said, the sixth in chronological 
orcor, remained in course for about twenty-two years, and during that time 
there was as many as eleven “revolutions,” or ong on an averace of about 
every two years. 
publicist that “during this period public disorders were much |} frequent 
than under any previous period after the dissolution of the old union.” 
might have added with equal truthfulness that when suff 
al fair elections ceased to be possibilities, and that a dk 


ry 









ge became uni- 
feated candidate 





prospect of successful appeal from ballots to bullets. 


That the Senate may have some idea of the judicial system in 
vogue in Colombia, I wish to read a footnote which appears in Mr. 


Now, that would seem in a republicar 
yet 
ixth title o 


ly bh WwW t] at 


franchise for six years. I 
form of government to be a very peculiar proceeding. and 
wish to call attention to the fourteenth article of the s 
the so-called constitution and show the Senate exact 
procedure was carried on. 

The fourteenth article provides a3 follows, in defining the power 
of their Congress: 

XIV. To approve or reject contracts or agreements enter 
President of the Republic with private persons, companies, or 
porations, in which the national treasury is interested 

Those contracts in which the national treasury is interested. 
The President of the Republic was being provided with the way 


into by the 


olitical cor- 


7 
A 
YT 
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| to put his hand into the treasury in the first instance 


And yet it has been stated by a distinguished Colombian | 


He | 


never thought of acquiescing in the result, provided he saw a reasonable | 


if they have not been previously authorized, or if the formalities prescribe 
by Congress have not been complied with, or if any conditions contained ir 
the law authorizing them have been disregarded. 

What a wonderful power that is which is conferred upon the 
Congress of the United States of Colombia—to approve a contraet 
concerning the treasury which has been made in defiance of law 
by the President! It was a scheme to facilitate blackmail. 

REVOLUTIONS IN CENTRAL AMERICA. 
Sanclemente, availing himself of that atrocious privilege, went 


i 


1 





to the New Panama Canal Company and took from it a million 
| francs for the extension of their franchise for six years. What 


Scruggs’s book. It reads: 

Ihave the following story from a well-known Colombian lawyer: A small 
politician of local influence, but who had never pretended to be a lawyer, | 
was elected judge in one of the interior districts. His first case was anaction 
ofejectment. After puzzling over the papers for a while he ordered the 


clerk to make the following entry on the court record: ‘*Considerando que el 
juez no sabe nada, ni el secretario tampoco, resnelve que se archive estas 
expedientes. Publiquese.”’ (‘* Whereas, since neither the judge nor the clerk 
knows anything, it is ordered that the case be dismissed.”') 

Here was an example of judicial candor and frankness that can 
hardly be exceeded in all the judicial annals. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was under the Colombian Govern- 
ment? 
Mr. QUARLES. 
apprehend that if the people of the United States had had the 
saine facilities for understanding the plight in which Colombia 
has been left under that so-called constitution of 1886 there would 
have been the same sympathy expressed by our liberty-loving 
p ple for Panama that was expressed for Poland in the days of 
her struggle for liberty. But we have known nothing about it. 
nr ; ? a —_— * . ae tr . } 
They have no press, and what do we find? We find that the con- 
stitution of 1886 was nothing but an instrumentality of tyranny 


in the hands of Nunez, a dictator, which he forged and put upon | 


the hands of that feeble people. 
eign pleasure nine representatives, one from each of those States, 


It was under the Colombian Government. I | 


Having appointed in his sover- | 





happened? ‘Sanclemente did not divide up with the Congr 


but assumed to keep the miilion francs himself. Thereupon a 
row—for I can characterize it in no other way—arose, and San- 





clemente, the President, undertook to prorogue the Congre: nd 
then the Congress undertook to prorogue him. I refer to that as 
| a beautiful illustration of this doctrine of one department of the 
| Government interfering with and assuming to criticise another. 





3,a 
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There was the President assuming to dissolve the Conger: and 
| the Congress, not to be outdone, passed a joint resolut ‘lar- 

ing the presidency vacant—dissolved the President! Thereupon 

they got out their fowling pieces and flintlocks and went at each 

other in characteristic Central American style. They carried on 
| that war from 1898 uniil 1902, when the combatants app 


ion 
the line of transit. Then the stately form of the battle ship iis- 
consin was descried in the distance. Her funnels were ssen; her 
flag was displayed; the marines were landed at and 
neither faction was permitted to use that line of railway for hos- 
tile purpose or to commit any act of hostility there. 





| Mr. President, the learned Senator from Alabama[Mr. MorcGan] 
said, again criticising the Government, that if it had not been for 
the partial manner in which Admiral Casey in 1902 exercised that 
function Panama would then have gained her inde] lence. 


‘She came near securing her independence then—it hung on a 





$70 


thread—and yet we are told here in ‘his discussion that the revo- 
lution was a new impulse on the part of Panama, so young, so 
fresh as té be entitled to no recognition, and suggesting collusion 
on the part of the United States. So, Mr. President, it conclu- 
sively appears that she has been constantly struggling against the 
tyranny of the Bogota Government for many years. 

Mr. President, I take the liberty of again referring to this book. 
I wish the Senate to understand a little more fully the conditions 
which were probably known to the President when he took his 
action and which were unknown to us. I wish to show the way 
armies are raised and war is waged down there. 
elections this author says, on page 148: 

Even on extraordinary occasions, when there is something like a full vote, 
there is rarelya fair count. The result is that the defeated candidate seldom 
acquiesces in the result. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is in Colombia? 

Mr. QUARLES. This is in Colombia. 

Let us trace the history of one of those revolutions which we 
a heard so much about and which nobody has ever under- 
stood. 


If he happens to be a man of ready tongue (and who ever saw a South 
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| has any interest whatever. 
| of such conflict. 


Speaking of the | 


JANUARY 19, 


derstands them; there is nothing at issue in which civilizaticy 
The buzzard is the chief beneficiary 
I am told, sir, when the bugle sounds to ¢aj] 
the Colombian army into battle, that if you were to look up into 
the sky you would see there certain dark specks whirling in short 
circles, and as the battle rages those specks grow larger, they 
come nearer, and you are able to detect that they are great, blac) 
birds, and when the troops withdraw, leaving the dead and 
wounded on the field, those birds are prepared for another atta 
When the poor wounded soldier, lying with fevered brow, hears 
the swish of thuse mighty wings, he knows that the end is neir, 
Then ensues a contest of sharp beak and fierce talon that is only 
exceeded in ferocity by the human struggle that had gone before, 
And so, for hundreds of years those wasteful wars have been 
waged. From 193 to 1902 the Senator from Alabama informed 
us that 100,000 of those poor people gave up thir lives, and for 
what? The Isthmus has been converted into a great graveyard, 
and with all the sacrifice of life and all that shedding of blood 


| nothing has been established in which civilization had any interest 
| whatever. 


American politician who was not?), he is apt to have a substantial following, | 


and in due course will become the leader of an organized faction. Hecollects 


a few muskets and machetes, assumes the title of ‘‘General,” and very soon | 


finds himself at the head of a little band of guerrillas ready for business. 
How do they raise their troops? 


The standing army consists of a few skeleton regiments of ill-paid pri- 
vates and hordes of generals and other commissioned officers, who are in- 
variably politicians. They may resign whenever they like, for others are 
always ready to take their places. To fill up the rank and file as emergen- 
cies arise the Government relies entirely upon impressments. Recruiting 
officers scour the country, lasso in hand, or lie in wait for the simple-minded 
aldeano at the market places, and catch peones very much in the same man- 
ner that a Texas herdsman lassos his cattle. The “revolutionary” leader 
adopts the same method, and between the two the docile and simple-minded 
Indian rarely escapes. Once caught and put into the army, he 
obedience. He is easily drilled and rarely fails to make a good soldier. 
is stupidly indifferent to bodily danger, and will stand up and shoot and be 
shot at without flinching. If taken prisoner, he is at once enlisted in the 
ranks of his captors and will fight quits as well there as he did on the other 
side. If he is killed while on_the winning side, some show of provision is 
usually made for his family. If he falls while fighting on the losing side, his 
family are expected to make no complaint. If he survives the strife, he re- 
turns unpaid and half naked, but quietly and peaceable, to his humble home, 
never seeming to realize that he has been badly treated. Almost any other 
human being, in any other country, would, under like circumstances, be- 
come an outlaw and a desperado. 
cepts his hard lot without even an audible murmur. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Whatisthe name of the author who makes 
that statement? 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. Scruggs. 
bia and Venezuela. He was at both places at different times, and 
his services covered twenty-seven years. 

Mr. President, I beg to read just a word from Mr. Taylor on 
International Public Law. On page 193 he says: 

There is astage in such [revolutionary] contests when the party struggling 
for independence has, as I conceive— 

This is from John Quincy Adams to Mr. Monroe— 


a right to demand its acknowledgment by neutral parties, and when the ac- 
knowledgment may be granted without departure from the obligations of 
neutrality. The neutral nation must, of course, judge for itself when this 
period has arrived— 


Of course it must. There is no one else who can determine it; 
there is no one else who can criticise it— io. 


and as the belligerent nation has the same right to judge for itself, itis very | . 5 : 
_ ‘ge di ty an ;. | the distinguished Senator from Colorado so well said yesterday, 


likely to judge differently from the neutral, and to make it a cause or pre- 
text for war, as Great Britain did expressly against France in our revolution, 
and substantially against Holland. 

Mr. President, there seems to be existing in the minds of peo- 
ple in certain quarters a deep regret that the action of this Gov- 
ernment should have interrupted such a war as would have taken 
place between Colombia and Panama. I have read from Mr. 
Scruggs an account of the manner in which those wars are waged 
and those armies recruited. 

When revolution dips a pen in warm red blood and writes a 
new chapter in the book of the world’s progress, writes some new 
achievement of human liberty, that waste of life is considered 
useful and sacrificial, but the contests that are waged down in 
Central America are sheer sodden slaughter; they are legalized 
murder and rapine. Who ever understood what those revolu- 
tions were for? What did they ever accomplish? They settled 
nothing but the temporary supremacy of some military chief, 
who ruled until some other chieftain was strong enough to over- 
turn him and again deluge the Isthmus with blood. That is the 
pitiful condition in which we found the Panama people. With- 
out departing from the strict rule of international law, we have 
been able to minister to the hope and ambition of that down- 
trodden State and we may be able to uplift that people to the light 
of civilization. 

The contests in Central America, as we read about them in the 
newspapers, Mr. President, are sometimes described as struggles 
between the Clerical party and the Liberal party, but nobody un- 


nows only | 
He | 


i 


FIRST HOPEFUL SIGN FROM ISTHMUS. 

When Panama, arising from that condition of hopeless despotism 
in which she has been kept by the Bogota Government, he!d up 
this treaty and said to the world, *‘I will permit the civilization 
of the world to pass through my dominion,”’ there was the first 
hopeful sign that has come from that Isthmus in a hundred 
years—the first response of civilization or progress or human 
liberty. And, Mr. President, I am glad that without departing 
from strict constitutional methods, without soiling our honor, 
we have been able to prevent such a war as that would have 
been and have been enabled to litt up another people to a hizher 
plane of civilization. Now, I say, having this treaty, which all 
the wor!d desires, let us accept it, and let us dig that canal. 

But there is one proposition asserted by my learned friend from 


| Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to which I wish to assent before I take my 
| seat, and that is, if this Government undertakes that gigantic 


He was our minister to Colom- | 


| neutrality, tranquillity, and impartiality, are concerned. 
| fore, I 
| level canal; a canal that will defy the earthquake; a canal that 


enterprise and concludes to spend its millions of money in making 
that isthmus a highway instead of a barrier to civilization, that 
we shall do it thoroughly and well; that we shall not consent to 
be satisfied with a canal with those great locks, which may be 


j , , € ‘ r y ne ; r cat 
But the native Indian of the Andes ac. | “4rown down by an earthquake, destroyed by dynamite, or get 


out of order, but that we shall have a sea-level canal, no matter 
what it may cost and no matter how much time is required for 
its completion. 

We are doing this work not for ourselves; we are doing it for the 
civilized world; we are not doing it for a year or even a century, 
but for all time. We wish to have a canal there that shall be a 
proper tribute to this great nation, an American canal in the 
sense of its regulation and control, but a world’s canal so far as 
There- 
say, let us not vote for any canal unless it be a feasible sea- 
in 
not be disturbed by the wanton moods of the Chagres River, but 4 
canal deep enough and wide enough in its prism to take in the 
Chagres River, so that a steamer may pass, by its own steam 
through that canal between sunrise and sunset. 

I shall not stand here, sir, to enforce the importance of this 
proposition. I have already taken far more time than I intended 
to occupy when I rose; but I could not forbear to commend what 


and I hope that his reasoning and his conclusion may find a re- 
sponse in the minds of members of this body, so that when we o 
this great work we may do it well; that it may be perma! 
that it may not be crippled by the failure of the Chagres River 10 
a dry time to furnish water for the locks; and, on the other hand, 
that it may not be endangered by its torrential power. E 
Mr. President, I am admonished by my friend that we 5.20 
here not as an individual nation contemplating this great 
provement. We have already entered into a convention with ' 
British Government whereby we stand as the representative ‘ 
collective civilization, if you please—a new term which certal 
may be used without offense in this connection. Under that 
treaty we stand as the guarantor of collective civilization. TP 
haps no nation ever before took so exalted and dignified a )) 
tion as the United States of America occupies to-day regar('n: 
this great improvement. The eyes of the civilized world are \) 
us. The construction of a canal connecting the oceans has !) 
the desire of all the nations since the time of Charles V of 5) 
All the potentates of Europe have recognized the necessit) 
this great enterprise, and now, by reason of a combination 0! 
cumstances that I have been able so imperfectly to detail, after ' 
long diplomatic struggle to escape the meshes of the Clayt: 
Bulwer treaty, after all entanglements and conflict of hostile ! 
terests, we at last stand where this dream of the ages may beco!'® 
a reality. where we can join the two oceans in the wedlock ot 
commercial intercourse. Let us not shrink from our duty, M:. 
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President. Let us not throw away this treaty as a spunky child 
throws away its most precious toy to emphasize its displeasure. 
We can neither make one hair white nor black by such action. 
The status of Panama will remain unchanged. We shall simply 
have deprived this nation of its first available opportunity to con- 
summate an honcrable ambition so long cherished. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I could not do otherwise 
than listen with pleasure to the very able argument of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES]; but as I followed his propo- 
sitions, knowing his great reputation as a lawyer, I was forced 
to believe that if he was sitting as a judge deciding the case ac- 
cording to the very right, and not according to political neces- 
sity, he would throw the case of the President out of court and 
stand with those who oppose this treaty. 

After all, Mr. President, whatever form the discourses of Sena- 
tors may take, the question to be ultimately decided is, Will the 
treaty negotiated by the Administration with Panama be ratified? 
If it is ratified, whatever wrong has been committed, will be con- 
doned. If it is not ratified, then it becomes the plain duty of the 
United States to withdraw its ships and forces from Panama and 
allow the controversy that commenced in the early part of last 
November to be settled between Colombia and its revolting prov- 
ince. 

My conviction is that the treaty should not be ratified. After 
critically examining the questions involved in the controversy, 
and recalling the ingenious arguments of those who stand for the 
action of the President in his dealings with Colombia, I feel 
that, unless one can justify the possession and retention of stolen 
property, he can not justify the ratification of a treaty that will 
give to the United States a zone for a canal that was stolen in a 
most bare-faced manner from Colombia. The Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. QUARLES] occupied the major part of his time in fol- 
lowing out the lines of attack and defense marked out by the 
President in his two messages to this body. They have both 
framed an indictment against Colombia. They have charged it 
with bad faith, with greed and avarice, with disregard for the 


sacred obligations of a treaty, and have portrayed the country as | 


the scene of many and swiftly recurring revolutions. 

It seemed to me while the President’s message was being read 
and while the Senator from Wisconsin was presenting his views 
thatitill became the representatives of this Government to indulge 
in vituperation of a country with which, commencing in 1846 and 
ever since, we have had close commercial and treaty alliances, alli- 
ances sought by the United States and granted by Colombia for the 
esteem in which it held the greatness and justice of our country. 

Colombia is not quiteso badasitis painted. Colombiais anation 
eighty and odd years old. It is older to-day than was the United 
States when the war of the rebellion commenced. It gained its 


status among the nations of the world in the same way that we | 
gained ours, by revolting from a parent country and winning | 


its right to independence upon many bloody and glorious battle- 
fields. 





In 1811 Colombia and Venezuela, under the leadership and in- | 
spiration of Simon Bolivar, the Washington of South America, | 
threw down the gauntlet to Spain, and so effectively did they | 


wage the war for independence against the then mighty power of 
Spain for eleven sanguinary years that they won the recognition 
of the United States in 1821, and in 1822 they adopted their own 
constitution and took their station in the great family of nations. 

Under Bolivar, Venezuela, New Granada, and Ecuador joined 
together and called the new nation the Republic of Colombia. In 
1832, as the result of internal dissensions, the three States dis- 
solved their union, and each reassumed its former independent 
nationality. The Republic of Colombia ceased for the time to 
exist in name, but New Granada, Venezuela, and Ecuador were 
each republics, and it was with this Republic of New Granada 
that our treaty of 1846 was made. 


Colombia, but it is not impossible that the people of Colombia 
may believe that we of the United States live in a glass house and 
should not engage in the throwing of stones. The reader of his- 
tory recalls the whisky rebellion of 1794, when 15,000 soldiers were 
enrolled to suppress a rebellion in the State of Pennsylvania. He 
will also recall the nullification movement of 1832, when a conven- 
tion was held in one of the States for the purpose of nullifying 
acts of Congress and providing for the enrollment of armies to re- 
sist the enforcement of laws that had been passed by Congress. 
The great rebellion of 1861 will not be forgotten. 

Then we have had the Pittsburg riots and the Homestead riots 
and the Chicago riots. We have had riots innumerable, and if 
there lived in Colombia an’ author with as fertile a mind and as 
facile a pen as those possessed by the man who wrote the book 
read from by the Senator from Wisconsin, I have no doubt he could 
draw a — which would be equally as pleasant to Colombian 
ears as the picture that this author drew seems to be tosome Ameri- 
can ears. 

Mr. President, the people of Colombia are not—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. TheSenatorspeaksof the Chicago riot. That 
was an interruption by violence in the State of Illinois of the in- 
terstate commerce of the United States and the transportation of 
the mails. President Cleveland acted like a President who under- 
stood the sanctity of his oath and was determined tokeépit. The 
Senate of the United States approved his course in enforcing the 
laws of the United States in Illinois in that connection. A na- 
tional convention which met after that in Chicago condemned 
him for doing it without first asking and obtaining the consent of 
the governor of the State of Illinois. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Wisconsin has told 
neither the Senate nor myself anything of which we were not 
aware. I have not undertaken to enter into the details or to dis- 
cuss the causes or the merits or demerits of any of the numerous 
and grave disturbances with which this country has been afflicted. 
I was simply recalling some of the very violent and bloody affairs 
which have occurred in this country, that we might comprehend 
how a Colombian author might present an indictment against 
the United States, charging that life, liberty, and property were 
cheaply held and that violent uprisings were of common occur- 
rence. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Wisconsin says that the Chi- 
cago convention in 1896 condemned President Cleveland for his 
action as to the Chicago riots in sending the troops there. I 
think the honorable Senator is entirely mistaken. I was a mem- 
ber of that convention. I have misread the platform if there is 
anything of that sort in it. I think the Democratic party would 
have stultified itself if it had condemned President Cleveland. I 
have no doubt that some people so understood it; it may be that 
some meant it that way; but I do not think it legitimately bears 
that construction, and I am sure it is not such as I placed upon it 
nor as I believed it to be. 

I want toenter this protest against having the Democratic plat- 
form so interpreted by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I entirely appreciate the sensitiveness of the 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam not at a!l sensitive about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes; although I do not mean that in an 
offensive sense at all. 

Mr. DANIEL. I want the truth stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Democratic platform did not refer to 





In 1861 New Granada adopted | the intervention of President Cleveland in the situation at Chicago, 


a new constitution and became the United States of Colombia, | I shall be very much pleased to have the Senator from Virginia 
and in 1886, under a new constitution, it resumed the name of | tell me what it did refer to. 


the Republic of Colombia, the name it now bears, and that was 
adopted with Venezuela and Ecuador when, as revolting colonies 
of Spain, they won their independence. 

Mr. SPOONER. There was one in 1863, too. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The junior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lops] in his learned speech gave the country to under- 
stand that the constitution of 1886, under which Colombia became 
what might be termed a consolidated republic, had been and 
was yet suspended, and that it might be deduced therefrom that 
Panama was justified, quite outside of any other consideration, 
in seceding and setting up a government for itself. The Senator 
from Massachusetts was mistaken. The constitution, though it 
had been suspended, I think, in 1900, was restored before 1903, for 
the Colombian Congress that met to consider the Hay-Herran 
treaty was elected under that constitution, and the freedom of 
the press and of speech had been completely restored. 

Mr. President, it is-true there have been many disturbances in 


Mr. DANIEL. I do not like to talk about a thing which is not 
before me, nor of one as to which my recollection does not retain 
the words and the thought; but surely the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin has not forgotten that in past years there have been many 
conflicts between the Federal Government and the States of tiie 
South, in which, according to the view of the people of the South, 
there were Executive interferences which they very much op- 
posed. And as I understood it, this was a mere general declara- 
tion of a principle, without any specific application. It might 
have been called a platitude, except that there were things in our 
history and might again be things in our history of which it was 
a just reminder. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
for a moment—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I prefer that a long argument, which at 
least is foreign to the subject I have under discussion, should not 
be injected at this time. 


If the Senator from Colorado will pardon me 
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Mr. SPOONER. I would not interrupt the Senator without 
his entire acquiescence. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think the Senator will recognize the pro- 
priety of what I have said, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is wise. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is difficult to determine just exactly 
what the Senator from Wisconsin means by his words of ap- 
proval. Whether he means that it would be unwise for me to 
allow the controversy to proceed, lest my side should receive the 
worst of it, or whether it is a testimonial to my good judgment 
generally, it is impossible for me to determine. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, to relieve the Senator—— 

Mr, PATTERSON. However, I will give the Senator from 
Wisconsin the benefit of the doubt, and as he is always courteous, 
admit that it was intended as a personal compliment. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was that. I congratulate the Senator on 
both grounds. I think he is wise in not permitting the interrup- 
tion, which I will deal with later. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin will have ample time to settle all controversies and to get even 
withalldisputants. He never limits himself as to time, and never 
as to opportunity. And while the Senator is in a complimentary 
mood, I desire to pay him a compliment. It is that never has 
there been a Senator, so far as the Senate has knowledge, who 
could so ably make black appear white and white black, no mat- 
ter what the controversy was, as the Senator from Wisconsin. 
[Laughter. ] 

The President of the United States, in what some have sacri- 
legiously styled his ‘‘ swing around the circle,’’ early in the pres- 
ent year, somewhere in Indiana, and I have forgotten the exact 
place, instructed his audience upon the ethics of national inter- 
course and particularly as to the manner in which America should 
bear itself toward other nations. As I recall it, the chief rule he 
laid down was, *‘ Speak low and carry a big stick.’’ The President 
has spoken so low in his messages as to the dealings of his Admin- 
istration with Colombia that he has hardly heard himself when 
mcouragement was given to the rebellion of Panama; but whether 
he spoke low or high, he has carried the big stick and Colombia 
has felt its weight. 

One of the questions is whether Colombia deserved what it re- 
ceived. Did it so bear itself toward this country that it deserved 
to lose Panama and the profits and benefits of the great canal 
through the intervention of the United States? The genesis of all 
discussion is the treaty of 1846. At that time the United States 
was in the heyday of itscommercial and shipping supremacy. It 
was seeking ports in every country of the world. At that time, 
according to our statistics, 85 per cent of American commerce, 
both exports and imports, was carried in American bottoms. There 
has been a sad decadence of American shipping since that day. 

The United States, looking abroad, and especially looking toward 
the South American republics, discovered that there were dis- 
criminating laws against the ships and commerce of the United 
States upon the statute books of New Granada which sadly inter- 
fered with American prosperity. And so our chargé d’affaires at 

30gota undertook to negotiate for the United States a treaty with 
New Granada, to secure the abolition of those discriminating du- 


ties upon goods the product of the United States and to open up | ereignty to be incorporated as they are in the treaty with all the 


the waterways of that country to American ships and American 
goods. 

Reading the messages of the President and the speeches of those 
whosustain him, what do we discover? Thecontention upon their 
part is that the treaty of 1846 imposed an onerous burden upon 
the United States, under which it has since been staggering, and 
that the benefits of the treaty were all to Colombia and none to 
the United States. I have taken the trouble to read the corre- 
spondence which was submitted to the American Senate by Presi- 
dent Polk in connection with this treaty, and I think it is well 
worth the while of Senators to learn, if they have not already 
learned, what it was that led to that treaty and which country 
it was that received the greater benefit from it. President Polk 
in his message said: 

I transmit to the Senate, for their advice with regard to its ratification, “a 
general treaty of peace, amity, navigation, and commerce between the United 
States of America and the Republic of New Granada.” 

- - - . * e e 


The vast advantages to our commerce which would result from such a 
communication, not only with the west coast of America, but with Asia and 
the islands of the Pacific, are too obvious to require any detail. Such a pas- 
sage would relieve us from along and dangerous navigation of more than 
9,000 miles around Cape Horn and render our communication with our own 
possessions on the northwest coast of America comparatively easy and speedy. 


Then again: 

This treaty removes the heavy discriminating duties against us in the 
portsof New Granada, which have nearly destroyed our commerce and navi- 
gation with that Republic, and which we have been in vain endeavoring to 
abolish for the last twenty years. 

It was a strong desire upon the part of the United States to ac- 
quire these benefits that led it to move for this treaty. 
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Mr. SPOONER. What? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Discriminating duties against which this 
country had been vainly struggling for more than twenty years, 
and that had practically destroyed the commerce of this country 
with that portion of South America, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I stated the other day that the treaty of 1846 
was made upon the petition of Colombia or New Granada, espe- 
cially with reference to article 35, to protect that country against 
the threatened aggression of Great Britain and France. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado corrected me, saying that I was inerror. I 
admit that so far as the public correspondence is concerned the 
Senator from Colorado may have been correct, but I promised to 
show to the Senate that what I stated was true. 

I promise now to prove to the Senate that so far as the treaty 
of 1846 between the United States and New Granada was a treaty 
of amity, friendship, and reciprocity in commerce, it was a mere 
cloak for article 35, which Colombia asked of us in order to pro- 
tect her from foreign aggression upon that Isthmus, and the cor- 
respondence which I will read has not yet been published. That 
statement is due to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iknownothing of correspondence that has 
not been published. What I stated was that the United States 
sought the treaty of 1846. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is also true that when we sought that 
treaty New Granada insisted that the provisions contained in 
article 35 should be included in the treaty. 

Let me read from the letter of our chargé d’affaires to President 
Polk, with which he transmitted the treaty of 1846, and that the 
President transmitted to the Senate with the treaty: 


It would be useless to speak of the terms of this treaty; you will have it 
before you, and it must explain itself. 

I will only say that, so far as it relates to commerce and navigation, it con- 
cedes to the United States the abolition of all differential duties—a concession 
which has heretofore been urged in vain for the last twenty years; and in all 
other respects it isas liberal as any treaty we have with any other nation. 
You will observe that the fourteenth article, in relation to the right of wor- 
ship and the liberty of conscience, grants the most entire freedom, and that 
itis much more tolerant than the treaty with Colombia in that respect. 

With regard to the right of transit and free passage over the Isthmus 
which appeared to me to be becoming of more and more importance every 
day, I have only to remark that I have procured the “ largest liberty” and 
the very best terms that could be obtained. 

I could not obtain these terms— 


Said Mr. Bidlack, our chargé d’affaires— 


without consenting to guarantee the integrity and neutrality of the territory; 
and in fact it seemed to me, upon reflection, that in order to preserve the 
rights and privileges thus ceded it would be both the potiog, the interest, 
and the duty of the United States thus to enter into an obligation to protect 
them. The guaranty extends only to the Isthmus; and anything like a gen- 
eral alliance is carefully avoided. With these hasty observations, I refer 
you to the “exposition of motives” presented by Mr. Mallarino, the secre- 
tary of state,in answer to my objection to including this question in the 
commercial treaty. 

When negotiations for this commercial treaty were entered 
into, so far as one can judge from the correspondence, the Colom- 
bian minister desired the mutual guaranties of transit and sov- 


rest it contains. But the American chargé d’affaires wished two 
treaties, one containing the purely commercial provisions and the 
other those of transit and sovereignty. 

It may be instructive to learn the suggestions that were made 
by Mr. Mallarino, New Granada’s minister, in support of his con- 
tention for a single treaty. They were reduced to writing, and 
the document gives a very interesting and graphic description of 
the contest that was then being carried on between the United 
States and Great Britain for commercial supremacy in the South 
American republics. I read from the official publication parts of 
Mr. Mallarino’s suggestions: 

1. The conduct observed by Great Britain in various parts of the South 


American continent, especially inthe Argentine Republic (where that power 
pretends the right of exterritoriality for her flag in the lengthy course of the 


| mighty rivers of that country), upon the Orinoco, in eastern Venezuela; and 


in the Mosquito Shore, on the Isthmus, unveils a preconceived and long med 
itated intention of grasping the most mercantile spotsof America, putting the 
competition of the United States out of the question, and dictating her will 
as a law in all matters concerning the consumption of foreign commodities 
And in effect—as it is well known that the Orinoco is naturally communi- 
cated with the Amazonas; that this river is interwoven with the Plata, and 
thatall of them receivein their bosom several lateral tributaries that are 
for | leagues navigable in divers directions—it is quite plain that, as 
soon as the encroachments of Great Britain shall be realized in the mouths 
of the Orinoco, she will overflow all South America with her manufactures, 
without the drawback of any custom-house barriers. 

No manufacturing country will be able to stand in competition with pow- 
erful England in those great and unencumbered mercantile thoroughfares, 
that are now deserted, but which she would almost exclusively reserve to 
herself upon acquiring their ownership. And if the usurpation of the Isth- 
mus in its channelizabie portion should beadded to these encroachments, the 
empire of the American seas, in its strictly useful or mercantile sense, would 
fall into the hands of the only mation that the United States can consider as 
a badly disposed rival. It would be perfectly superfluous to mention the 
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consequences that would be entailed u 
trolled dominion of a nation as ambitious as it 
means by which her ends are to be obtained. Great Britain would, in effect, 
virtually acquire acomplete ascendancy over all America, if to the dominion 
that she already exercises in the interior parts of Mexico, under the pretexts 


n America by the uncon- 


litical 
~ little fastidious about the 


of the mining works, she should add the so-much-wished for possession of the 
Californias, and of the Isthmus, and of the great mouths of the Orinoco on 
the coast of Venezuela, and of the Plata and other rivers adjoining it on the 
Argentine seaboard. This dominion or ascendancy would be equally ruinous 
for thecommerce of the United Statesand for the nationality of the Spanish- 
American republics; most direful for the cause of democracy in the New 
World, and constantly disturbant of public peace in this our continent. 

ll. From these facts and general considerations may be inferred the ur- 
ent necessity in which the United States are of interposing their moral in- 
uence, and even their material strength, between the weakness of the new 

republics and the ambitious views of the commercial nations of Europeand 
particularly of Great Britein. This pesnaeene, mediation must have an en- 
tirely peaceful and conventional origin, as its effects would necessarily touch 
upon, or be referent to, the liberty of the American seas, and the mercantile 
interest of this hemisphere, as well in the exportations of its productions, to 
be ay: exchanged in a free competition with foreign effects,as for the re- 
ceipt of these very foreign effects, which ought to only lawfully made 
with equaladvantages for allimporters. Onaccount of these reasons, and for 
the convenience of not awakening international jealousies by extraordinary 
and special treaties, the guaranty of territorial possession, to be given by the 
United States, ought to incidentally introduced in treaties of commerce, | 
asa part of and subordinate to them; but this should be done so that at the 
same time that the freedom of the seas should be assured, the nations of 
Europe should be compelled to abandon their anti-American plans and Great | 
Britain her plans of territorial encroachments; or, in case they should not 
abandon them, that their trade should suffer the damages consequent on the 
want of a participation in the franchises that the United States would thus 
acquire. 


Then he continues: 


This end is simply and naturally to be obtained by stipulating, in favor of 
the United States, ‘the total repeal of the differential duties, as a compen- 
sation of the obligation they impose upon themselves of ranteeing the 
legitimate and complete or integral possession of those portions of territory 
that the universal mercantile interests require to be free and open to all 
nations.” In the Granadian treaty this guaranty of territorial property and 
neutrality would only refer to the provinces of the Isthmus from their 
southernmost extremity unto the boundary of Costa Rica. 

When a treaty cofitaining such a stipulation shall exist between New 
Granada and the United States—and it could be completed and perfected 
by a subsequent and complementary convention, in which the transit of the 
interoceanic passage should be arranged and its permanext neutrality 
strengthened—half the plans of Great Britain would fall by themselves, asit 
would no longer be possible for her to encroach upon the Isthmus, nor to free 
herself from the rapid consequences of the mercantile inequality under which | 
she would have to suffer, unless she invited New Granada to alter, upon the | 
same conditions, the British treaty; constituting herself thereby, also, asa | 
guaranteeing power of New Granada sovereignity upon the Isthmus. This | 
would also be done by France. All the other nations with whom New Gran- | 
ada has express relations would do the same; and in this manner the guaranty | 
would become a matter-of-course clause and a fact of universal interest. 

i 
| 





So it will be seen that when this treaty was negotiated it was | 
contemplated between New Granada and the United States that 
Great Britain and France and other nations should enter into like | 
duties and obligations as did the United States to New Granada | 
under that treaty. But continuing: 


It thus appears that—without having to fear the eventuality of a war with 
any other power in order to maintain the sovereignty of New Granada over 
the Isthmus; without bringing upon themselves any kind of burdensome en- 
gagements—the United States can accept this clause, and thereby effect an 
entire change in the intentions of Great Britain, strengthening at the same 
time the future freedom of the American seas and the mercantile advantages | 
which oe United States must always enjoy on account of their proximity to | 
our markets. 

This blow would become complete if the United States should be able to | 
sign similar treaties wfth Venezuela respecting the Orinoco and with Buenos | 
Ayres respecting the Plata and other neighboring navigable and connected 
rivers. 

Ill. There are reasons of another kind that should also induce the Govern- 
ment of the United States to bestow their favorable attention on these meas- 
ures. Some of such reasons are referable tothe necessity in which the United 
States are, as an American power, of using the most eflicacious vigilance for 
the maintenance of the existing order of things as the most singularly favor- | 
able to their tranquillity and aggrandizement. The United States have now 
nothing to fear and a great deal to hope for from the neighboring democ- 
racies, but all the contrary would happen if the direct influence and the po- | 
litical institutions of Europe should once enthrone themselves in the South 
American regions. The other reasons are reiative to the United States’ own | 
fame and reputation, as assuredly nothing would so brilliantly vindicate 
them nor acquire them a greater augmentation of American affections than 
the fact that they, after having been branded as the oppressors and future 
conquerors of the Spanish-American republics, should present themselves as | 
the most zealous protectors of the territorial integrity of those very same 
republicsin whose preservation they would appear taking an open and direct 
interest. | 

And really the acquisition of such a treasure of glory and affections, most 
usefully subservient to the mercantile interests of the United States,isa | 
step entirely exempt from any cost or risk, and which the Washington Cab- | 
inet should surely take without hesitation or delay, for to the gratuitousness 
of its consummation are to be added honor, necessity, and expediency, which | 
all plead with an equal eloquence in favor of this measure. 

M. M. MALLARINO. 





Boacora, December 10, 1846: 


Thus it is plainly seen that a contest for commercial supremacy 
between the United States and Great Britain in the South Amer- 
ican countries was what led to negotiations for the treaty of 
1846, and that we secured by it concessions that we had striven 
for twenty years in vain to secure, and that section 35 sets forth 
the obligation assumed by the United States in consideration of 
the great benefits conferred by that treaty. 

The President, in one of his messages, suggests that for seventy | 
years Colombia has been receiving the benefits of this treaty; that | 
for seventy years Colombia has been receiving the benefit of the 


guaranty of its neutrality; but, Mr. President, for more than 
seventy years the United States has been receiving the commer- 
cial advantages that it sought and that were granted to it by this 
treaty. If the United States has done an act that is against the 
letter or spirit of this treaty, that act has been done in the face of 
the fact that for seventy years and up to the present time the 
United States has been enjoying all the commercial advantages 
this treaty gave to it and that it so zealously sought to secure. 

Let it not be again contended in the face of this correspondence 
that the obligations were upon one side and not upon the other. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spoonrer] and 
the President of the United States have declared in effect.that 
by the treaty of 1846 Colombia, by guaranteeing free and safe 
transit to the United States and to American citizens for both 
persons and articles of lawful commerce belonging to them, 
carved out of Colombia’s sovereignty over Panama some portion 
of it and conferred it upon the United States, something in the 
nature of a covenant that runs with the land, and of which the 
United States could never be deprived; and this in the face of 
the fact that it is a treaty of peace, amity, and commerce, revok- 
able—every line of it—by the express terms of the treaty at the 
expiration of twenty years, and at any time after twenty years 
on the giving of one year’s notice by either of the parties to it. 
Let us examine this pretense and see how utterly devoid of sub- 
stance it is—let it be settled by the treaty itself. 

Taking up section 35 we find that the first part of it is an epit- 
ome of most of the sections that have gone before. It is well 
worth considering and analyzing, because in its analysis will be 
found the answer to the contentions of the opposing sides. The 
opening paragraph declares that— 

First. For the better understanding of the preceding articles, it is, and 
has been stipulated, between the high contracting parties, that the citizens, 
vessels, and merchandise of the United States shall enjoy in the ports of New 
Granada, including those of the part of the Granadian territory generally de- 





nominated “ Isthmus of Panama,” from its southernmost extremity until the 
the boundary of Costa Rica, and all the exemptions, privileges, and immuni- 
ties concerning commerce and navigation, which are now, or may hereafter 


beenjoyed by Granadian citizens, their vesselsand merchandise; and that this 
equality of favors shall be made to extend to the passengers, correspondence, 
and merchandise of the United Statesin their transit across the said terri- 
tory,from onesea totheother. The Government of New Granada guarantees 
to the Government of the United States that the richt of way or transit 
across the Isthmus of Panama upon any modes of communication that now 
exist, or that may be hereafter constructed, shall be open and free to the 
Government and citizens of the United States. 

Not only be open and free to the Government and the citizens 
of the United States, but— 


For the transportation of any articles of produce, manufactures, or mer- 
chandise of lawful commerce belonging to the citizens of the United States. 


Not only that, but— 


That no other tolls or charges shall be levied or collected upon the citizens 
of the United States or their said merchandise thus passing over any road 
or canal that may be made by the Government of New Granada, or by the 
authority of the same, than is under like circumstances levied upon and col- 
lected from the Granadian citizens. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KitrrepGe in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Wis- 
consin? 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is not entirely agreeable to my friend, 
I will not interrupt him. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, yes,sothat itis reasonable. 
to time. 

Mr.SPOONER. TheSenator from Colorado will, I know, think 
this is reasonable. He is a very fine lawyer. Does the Senator 
object to that: 

Mr. PATTERSON. We will not discuss that. 

Mr. SPOONER. ThenI want to put to the Senator from Colo- 
rado this question: Is not that a grant, an unequivocal grant, to 
the Government of the United States for its governmental pur- 
poses as well as for its citizens of a right of passage across the 
isthinus of Panama and the whole Isthmus? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wis- 
consin desires to call it a grant, he is at liberty todoso. Itis 
nothing more than the guaranty of a privilege. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Colorado whether 
where the owner of territory guarantees to a government the 





I mean as 


| right of passage for iteelf and its citizens across its territory that 
does not imply a grant as well as a guaranty? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Iam not going to quibble over terms. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well, if that is a quibble—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Youcallit agrant. I callita privilege, 
or the grant of a privilege. 

Mr. SPOONER, But the grant of a privilege is a servitude. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I disagree with the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not a servitude. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, it is the grant of a privi- 
lege, such a privilege, by way of illustration, as is given to every 
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person, white or black, within the District of Columbia of free 
passage and transit over the street-car lines in the District. All 
are guaranteed that privilege upon condition that they pay the 
fare, that they will comply with the reasonable rules and regula- 
tions of the company. A privilege of that kind does not deprive 
the owner of the street-car lines of his property, nor any part of 
it. If there could be such a thing as sovereignty in connection 
with individual or company ownership of real estate or personal 
property, the sovereignty of the owner of street-car lines is in- 
tact so far as privileges of that kind might be supposed to inter- 
fere with it. 

Mr. President, this guaranty is nothing morethan this: So long 
as this treaty lasts the United States and the citizens of the United 
States shall have free passage and transit over the roads that then 
existed or upon railroads that might thereafter be constructed or 
by canals that might thereafter be dug, but conditioned always 
that they should pay the reasonable tolls and charges, it being 
stipulated that they should be no greater nor more burdensome 
than were imposed upon citizens of Granada. These are the ex- 
press conditions of article 35, which I have not yet read in full. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam disappointed by the answer of the Sena- 


tor from Colorado, because I put him a fair question and he pro- | 


ceeded to make an unfair answer to my question. I asked the 


Senator from Colorado if the guaranty by the Government of Co- | 


lombia to the Government of the United States of a right of way 
or transit across the Isthmus of Panama upon any lines of com- 
munication then in existence or thereafter to be constructed did 


not involve a grant to the Government of the United States and | 


its citizens of that right of way or transit. 

Now, if my friend will permit me, there is only one answer to 
that question. A guaranty applies ordinarily to a third party. 
If I guarantee the debt of the Senator from Colorado to some one 
else, that is not a primary obligation. If I guarantee my own 
debt, if I become my own surety, if I guarantee to the Senator 
from Colorado the right of passage across my own land, I ask him 


if that is not, first, a grant, and then a guaranty on my part that | 


he shall enjoy it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, there is a vast difference 
between a grant that attaches to real estate, or a grant that 
carves out of the sovereignty of a nation some portion of it and 
confers it upon another, and a grant or guaranty of the right of 
transit across a country upon such means of communication as 
may then exist or that may thereafter be constructed by the’ Gov- 
ernment of the country. Nations do not, as mere matter of con- 
tract, transfer sovereignty to another country, although it may 
ere and guarantee another country and its citizens privileges 
within it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colo- 
rado permit me to ask him another question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is nota grant by a government of the right of 
passage to another government a servitude underinternational law? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is not a servitude in any legal sense 
whatever. What I contend is that were this language to be con- 
strued by a judge, and if the Senator from Wisconsin were a 
judge upon the bench at this moment, acting under his oath of 


office, I am convinced that he would agree with me that this so- | 


called grant is nothing more than the guaranty of the right of 
transit upon such terms and conditions as might be lawfully im- 
posed, only provided they should exactly correspond with those 
that were imposed upon the citizens of New Granada, and that it 
could not, under any circumstances, interfere with the right of 
the sovereign to suppress insurrection against its power and soy- 
ereignty whenever occasion to suppress it might occur. 


Why, Mr. President, is it possible that the Senator from Wis- | 


consin will contend that when the sovereign nation of New Gra- 
nada granted a right of transit, a guaranty of right of transit, 
to the United States and its citizens, their goods and merchan- 
dise, across whatever means of communication existed or might 
be created, it thereby granted to the United States the right to 
interfere with that nation in its sovereign power to suppress re- 
bellion or insurrection? 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If my friend from Colorado will permit me, 
I will tell him just what I do contend. 

I contend that article 35 was both a grant and a guaranty to 
the United States and its citizens of the right of way or transit 
across the Isthmus of Panama, defined by that article to consti- 
tute the entire Isthmus of Panama from its southeastern bound- 
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ary to Costa Rica. I contend that it was a servitude granted by 
Colombia over that territory to the United States and its citizens. 
I contend that in payment for it the Government of the United 
States agreed to maintain the neutrality of the Isthmus, and by 
that I mean to be understood the whole Isthmus of Panama anid 
the rights of sovereignty and property. I contend further, if my 
friend will permit me—and I will not take time to do more than 
to state my position—that when Colombia lost control of that 
territory, when the Republic of Panama was recognized by the 
United States and by other great governments of the world, that 
grant of servitude was binding upon the Republic of Panama and 
the obligation of our treaty of 1846, article 35, to maintain the 
neutrality of the Isthmus and the rights of sovereignty and prop- 
erty was inherited by the Republic of Panama, and that we be- 
came bound by a treaty obligation to protect the whole Isthmus 
of Panama against any foreign invasion, including any invasion 
by Colombia, which, from the standpoint of international law, 
had ceased to have any interest in or sovereignty over the Isth- 
mus of Panama. That is my position. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Applying the Senator’s contention to the 
facts as we have them, it is nothing more than that by a treaty 
that might expire in twenty years; by a treaty that provided for 
the peaceful settlement of all controversies arising out of a viola- 
tion of the treaty; by a treaty that provided that there should be 
| no interruption of commerce unless there was full compensation 
made; by a treaty that gave to another country the right of pas- 
sage across its territory upon such means of transportation as 
| might then or thereafter exist, that the country making it yielded 
to the beneficiary the right to prevent it from maintaining its sov- 
ereignty over its own territory and that just so soon, however 
| they might be instigated, its citizens might rise against the parent 

country, the beneficiary under that treaty could under the treaty 
| send its ships and armies to prevent the parent country from 
suppressing the uprising and enforcing its rule. 

Mr. President, it would be something along this line: Suppose 

it was deemed of mutual benefit to Canada and the United States 
| to jointly construct a railroad from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
Ocean, running partly in the United States and partly in Canada; 
that it should lead to a treaty between the two great powers in 
which Great Britain guaranteed to the United States free transit 
over that part of the line that was in Canada, and the United 
States guaranteed to Great Britain free transit over the part of 
the line within the United States, the grant or guaranty being 
conditioned that the citizens of each should have the free use of 
| the road on payment of whatever freight or passenger charges 

were fixed by the owners of the respective sections of the road. 

Could anybody be found to contend that under such a treaty the 

United States or Great Britain had bartered away either their right 
| or duty to suppress insurrection or secession within their respec- 
| tive countries? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my friend permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
| yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
| Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not discussing with the Senator from 
| Colorado the question whether it was right or wrong for tli 
| United States—and I use that expression advisedly—to recognize 
| the independence of the Republic of Panama. I willdo that later. 
| That has been done and it is irrevocable, according to all the 
| books. 

Now, upon that postulate, what I meanis this: That the obliga- 
| tion created both the grant and the payment; the guaranty 0! 
| the right of passage or transit upon the part of Colombia became 
| a burden assumed by the successor in proprietorship of the Re- 

public of Colombia, and that the compensation for it, the guar- 
anty of the United States to maintain neutrality over the whole 
Isthmus, with the rights of sovereignty and property, inured to 
| the benefit of the Republic of Panama. 
To illustrate, if my friend will permit me, for I do not want to 
| argue the matter, suppose prior to 1860 the Government of the 
| United States had entered into a treaty with Great Britain by 
| which it granted to Great Britain for forty years the right to 
| navigate, by its ships of war on peaceful missions, and its ships 
| of commerce, the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries. 
| That would be a servitude according te all the authorities on 12 
| ternational law from Vattel down to to-day. 
| Suppose the Southern Confederacy had succeeded and had be 
/come an independent republic or government, recognized by 
| Great Britain, recognized by France, if you please, and by us, 
| would that obligation have been binding on the Southern Confed 
| eracy or not? In other words, the Government of the United 
| States, the diplomatic agent of all the States, having before re- 
| volt—no, that is not accurate; successful revolution—placed by 
contract with Great Britain a servitude upon the navigation 0! 
the Mississippi, would not the Southern Confederacy, the suc- 
cessor in proprietorship, have taken that territory cum onere; 
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would it not have taken it subject to the rights of Great Britain 
to navigate along the Mississippi through the boundaries of the 
Confederacy and along the Mississippi in the boundaries which 
would remain of the United States, or, to put it differently -——— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, that is perfectly clear. 

Mr. SPOONER. Just let me make it clearer, and if the Sena- 
tor is dissatisfied he can strike it out. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will not strike it out, Mr. President, for 
this reason, if for no other: This controversy has resulted in good. 
It has caused the Senator from Wisconsin to define himself as 
now in conflict with his position heretofore, in conflict with the 
President and every Senator who has spoken upon his side of the 
case, as I will attempt to demonstrate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am nobody’s mouthpiece in 
the Senate. I have never had the honor, if it be an honor, to be 
the mouthpiece of any Administration in the Senate. I leave that 
to others more honored than I. I proceed here, as my friend 
does, as a Senator of the United States trying to do the right 
thing under my oath of office. 

I will proceed with my additional illustration, and then I am 
through. We have had a bargain with Great Britain about the 
navigation of the St. Lawrence, which was long disputed, culmi- 
nating in the treaty of 1871. Our right to navigate that river was 
declared by treaty with Great Britain to be a right to exist for- 
ever. Suppose Canada became independent of Great Britain, 
does the Senator from Colorado contend that she would not take 
that territory subject to that servitude? Now I am through. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, as I suggested, this con- | 


troversy has not been without its benefits. Until this period of 
the debate Senators upon the other side have been contending— 
and it is practically the contention of the President—that by the 


treaty of 1846, without any secession upon the part of Panama, | 
the right to prevent Colombia from interfering with secession of | 
It is, Mr. | 
President, much to the credit of the Senator that he has abandoned | 


Panama had been conferred upon the United States. 


that position and taken his ground upon the proposition that, 
Panama having seceded, its independence now being an estab- 
lished fact and recognized by the President of the United 
States 

Mr. SPOONER. And the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Recognized by the President of the United 
States, and the treaty of 1846 being yet in force, now, and not 
before recognition, the United States, so far as Colombia is con- 
cerned, and with the consent af Panama, might properly send its 
troops and ships to protect a treaty ally from coercion back to the 
parent country. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Colorado a question illustrative of this matter? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it not a fact that the United States was given 
by Colombia simply the right of travel over her territory for 
troops and civilians? 
tor has, or any other gentleman has, to travel from here to Rich- 
mond or to New York, or for the troops of the United States to 
travel from here to Richmond or New York? Is it not the mere 
right of transit over that territory? 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. DANIEL. And is not aservitude something, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me, eee annexed to the land, and not a mere 
aerial way, so to speak? 

Mr. SPOONER. A right of way or transit. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Right of way or transit or conveyance— 
that is precisely what it is. 

The Senator from Wisconsin having practically abandoned his 
contention—— 

Mr. SPOONER. What contention? 

Mr. PATTERSON. As I understand the Senator’s contention 
in the many other speeches he has made upon this question, it is 
that even while Panama was an integral part of Colombia, by 
reason of this treaty the United States had the right to intervene 
for the purpose of preventing Colombia suppressing a revolution 
or a rebellion in Panama provided it interfered with the free 
transit across the Isthmus. That contention, I understand, the 
Senator from Wisconsin has abandoned, and he now places his 
justification for anything that the United States may oe done 
upon the proposition that, Panama having seceded, set up house 
for itself, being recognized by this country as a separate and in- 
dependent nation, the obligations of the treaty now devolve upon 
Panama, and, Panama being willing, of course the United States 
may use its troops and ships for its protection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I have not abandoned the position which the 
Senator from Colorado imputes to me—that is, he imputes it, be- 
cause I never took it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, Mr. President, it is all the better 
for the Senator from Wisconsin that he has not taken it. I 
thought he had. It justifies the high opinion that I had of his 
legal acumen and independence. [Laughter.] He is not willing 
to follow the President and Administration and other Senators in 
support of this absurd proposition they have put forward. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Nobody has taken that position. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, nobody has taken it. The 
President of the United States has not taken it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will demonstrate that a little later. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not to your satisfaction, perhaps. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave not taken that position. I have said 
that a performance by Colombia of her guaranty required that 
she should seasonably provide against insurrection and revolt 
which would interrupt the transit across the Isthmus, and I have 
said—and I do not abandon it—that if Colombia failed in the dis- 
charge of that guaranty, out of her failure arose our right to 
prevent interruption of thaf transit in a contest between Colombia 
and her own people. Thatis what I have said, and I maintain it. 

I have said another thing, Mr. President, for which I am criti- 
cised by the New York Evening Post, which criticises me without 
taking the trouble to understand what I said; and that was that, 
treaty or no treaty, the commander of the Nashville, being with 
his war ship at Colon and being apprised of danger to American 
citizens on the Isthmus, had a right to disembark his marines to 
protect American citizens and American interests. That is the 
duty of a government without treaty. We had no treaty right 





Is it anything more than the right the Sena- | 


explicitly —— 

Mr. PATTERSON. But we are not discussing that. 

Mr.SPOONER. Iam discussing that, because the Senator does 
not state correctly my position. Wehad notreaty right explicitly 
to send Chaffée at the head of our troops and Reilly's battery to 
protect our legationin China. That is nota right that comes from 
treaty. 
| Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, I know that. 
| Mr.SPOONER. That is a right that comes from God—not 
simply to a nation, but to man. I repeat, Mr. President, that 
under the circumstances, if the commander of the Nashville, in- 
formed that American citizens—men, women, and children—on 
the Isthmus of Panama were threatened by Colombian troops 
with extinction, had not landed his marines to protect them, he 
| ought to have been dismissed the service in disgrace. Does my 

friend’challenge that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. I was going to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I will reach the Nashville after awhile. Itis not at all 

| germane; it bears no relation whatever to the matter we are dis- 
cussing. I propose to stick to the text, and when we come to the 
Nashville we will take that matter up. 

The Senator from Wisconsin announced a proposition that I 
would not controvert seriously; not the Nashville proposition, 
but this, that if Colombia had failed in its duty in moving its 
forces to suppress rebellion and insurrection, if it had allowed 
them to run riot on the Isthmus, then perhaps the United States 
might, under well-established rules of international law, have 
intervened for the protection of American interest:. 

But, Mr. President, the difficulty with the situation is this: 
Colombia was prevented by the United States from taking the 

| first step that was necessary to put down the so-called insurrec- 
| tion. Before the uprising occurred the President of the United 
States cabled to the commanders of the American war vessels 
and notified them to permit no Colomb‘an troops to land any- 
where on the Isthmus. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Did that prevent their landing? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? 

Mr. PATTERSON. If it is a correction. 

Mr. SPOONER. The President of the United States did not 
do anything of the kind. The Acting Secretary of the Nayy—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, that is somewhat technical. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps it is. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; that is technical. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I will tell you why it is not exactly tech- 
nical. We occupy here a peculiar relation to the President of 
| the Wnited States. He is entitled to respect from us and fair 
| treatment from us. I think my friend will agree with me that in 
references to the President of the United States we ought to be 
entirely accurate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator means, undoubtedly, the tele- 
gram from Mr. Darling, Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Several telegrams. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but I want to ask the Senator—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. And I mean this, too, that it is not within 
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the nature of things that a single one of those telegrams could 
have been sent without the full approval, if not the direction, of 
the President. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I make the point of order that 
this conversation is not according to the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama is, 
of course, right. He is always right on questions of parliamen- 
tary etiquette. 
I have offended, and I want to exculpate my friend the Senator 
from Colorado from any animadversion which grows out of the 
observation of the Senator from Alabama. 

I wish to ask my friend the Senator from Colorado, does he 


contend that any troops sent by Colombia or designed to be sent | 


by Colombia to repress disorder on the Isthmus prior to the rec- 
ognition of the Republic there were prevented from landing? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; I do not. 

Mr.SPOONER. Well, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me answer the question fully. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The 400 soldiers upon the Cartagena ar- 
rived there, I believe, on the 2d of November? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. At that time, the Nashville being in port, 
the commander of the Nashville had not received the message 
from the Navy Department, which I believe the Senator from 
Wisconsin will admit was practically to all intents and purposes 
the message of the President. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not mean it in any offensive sense. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not offensive. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
reached the port, the Department at Washington, as I believe, 
under the direction of the President, because no Secretary or Act- 
ing Secretary would have dared to issue orders of that character, 
in such a crisis, without the knowledge and approval of the Presi- 
dent, notified the commanders of two or three American war- 
ships to permit no Colombian troops to land anywhere upon the 
Isthmus of Panama, expecting, as they did in Washington, that 
when the troops went to Panama they would go there for the 
— of suppressing the rebellion that was then expected to 

yreak out, and these troops were prohibited from going from 
Colon to Panama by the commander of the Nashville under the 
orders he had received from the Department here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course this is a great transaction and it 
gets down, as I understand the Senator, to a criticism, not of what 
happened or what was done, but a criticism of one or two cable- 
grams. Am I wrong about that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, I think that is quite unworthy of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Doesit get down to that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No, sir; it does not get down to that. 
That is only a part of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I put again, then, to my friend the Senator 
from Colorado the question whether prior to the recognition of 
that Republic any troops which Colombia sent to be landed on 
that Salen to repress disorder were, in fact, prevented by the 
United States from landing. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
was not even a child within the limits of the country who had 
any conception of public matters who did not know that the 
orders which had been issued from Washington contemplated the 


absolute prevention of the landing of a single Colombian soldier | 


upon the territory of Panama. 
Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator from Colorado, who is not a 


House which contained the cablegrams? I did not. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


or to the Senate, but there is one thing I can say with absolute 


truth, that immediately upon the announcement of the so-called | 
rebellion came the information, whether through the publication | 
of the full orders or not, that the United States had taken thein- 


surrection under its wing and would not permit Colombia to in- 
terfere with its rebellious subjects in any way. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know how it may be with my 
friend the Senator from Colorado, for whom I have really great 
respect and admiration, but for myself I did not know anything 
about this insurrection until I read it in the newspapers. I did 
not know that these telegrams had been sent until they were 
given to the public in these messages. I have not been able to 
ascertain—perhaps the Senator from Colorado can correct me— 


that the Republic of Colombia was prevented by the United States ° 
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I regret that in this respect, as in many others, | 





I say no, and then yes; and why? There | 


| bia of the Senate has reported favorably on a similar bill. 1 
| take but a moment to pass the House bill, and I ask unanimous 


| Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid 
I can not recall now the exact hour and | tion. 


day when these official communications were given to the public | 


| as said Cominissioners may prescribe, of so much of the sidewalk and park- 
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forces from landing any troops which were sent to the Isthmus 
prior to the recognition of the Panama Republic. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If it were not for the intense admiration, 
the unbounded and unlimited admiration, that I have for the 
Senator from Wisconsin. I would say that that is a mere quibble. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, that is 

Mr. PATTERSON. None were actually prevented, while he 
admits that the orders had gone forth before the so-called rebel- 
lion occurred, that none should be permitted to land. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah, but Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I havesaid in debate here before that I would 
not, I think, although I am not absolutely certain about it, have 
placed in one of the telegrams that 50-mile limit; but the people 
of the United States, in a great transaction involving much for 
all time, will try the Administration upon what was done, not 
upon a mere partisan, technical criticism of cablegrams which 
were sent to naval officers, not to the world: and that is where 
my friend and I differ. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Weare trying this case upon the things 
that were done. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to thank the Senator from Colorado 
for permitting the interruptions. I assure him that I had no 
thought whatever to annoy him. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No, you have not annoyed me. 

Mr. SPOONER. We are trying to get at the truth and we 


| ought to get at the truth, and we ought to try this whole case 
| upon the facts, the substantial facts, not on any mere leather and 
I do say that before the Cartagena | 


prunello. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to say to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that he has not annoyed mein the least. I think the in- 
terruptions have resulted in clearing the atmosphere of some : 
the fog that obstructed vision before the discussion commenced. 
I sincerely thank the Senator from Wisconsin for his interrup- 
tions and for the frank manner in which he has stated his position. 

Mr. President, the senior Senator fram Illinois [Mr. CuLuom] 
suggested that he desired an executive session, and under those 
circumstances I should like tosuspend now and resume to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize tho 
Senator from Colorado in the morning. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 819) to quitclaim all interest of the United States 
of America in and to all of square 1131, in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., to Sidney Bieber; 

A bill (H. R. 3584) to authorize the subdivision of lots or blocks 
in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 6289) to provide for the abatement of nuisances 
in the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said District, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7023) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 9311) in relation to the establishment of building 
lines in the District of Columbia. 

BUSINESS STREETS IN THE DISTRICT. 

The bill (H. R. 9292) in relation to business streets in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Committee on the District of Colum- 


It will 


consent for its present consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
shire asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 


: é A ; . | bill, which will be read for information. 
child by any means, know it until the President’s message to the | 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
ra- 
It proposes to amend the last proviso of the act of July ! 
1898, entitled ‘“‘An act to vest in the Commissioners of the Distr-c 
of Columbia control of street parking in said District,”’ so as to 
read as follows: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized a rd 
directed to denominate portions of streets in the District of Columbia as 
business streets and to authorize the use, on such portions of streets, for bus! 
ness purposes by abutting property owners, under such general regulations 


+ 


ing as may not be needed, inthe judgment of said Commissioners, by tho 
general public, under the following conditions, namely: First, where ina 
portion of a street not already denominated a business street a majority of & 
frontage not less than three blocks in length is occupied and used for pusi- 
ness purposes; and, second, where a portion of a street has already been ce 
nominated a business street and there exists adjoining such portion a block 
or more whose frontage is occupied and used for business purposes. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill (S. 8157) in relation | until disposed of, not to interfere, however, with appropriation 
to business streets in the District of Columbia will be indefinitely | bills. 


postponed, The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
INTEROCEANIO CANAL CONGRESS OF 1879. The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TELLER. In 1879 we sent Rear-Admiral Ammen and | tation of fo ee candies, ound st condi eneae, ane ae 
Chief Engineer Menocal as delegat: s to the Interoceanic Canal | Columbia and the Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic, aud for 


. : : ° ; 
mgress held in Paris. I can find but a single copy of the re- | other purposes. 
port they made to the Government, and it is in the Congressional he SPEAKER. The gentleman fror n Towa asks unanimous 
| 
| 


Library. There is nonein the Senate library or the House library, | consent that this bill may be taken up and considered in the House 
and I ask to have it printed as a document. as in Committee of the Whole, and to ~ made the conti ling 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado | order, not to interfere with appropriations o or revenue bills. Is 


ks unanimous consent that there be printed as a document the | there objection? 


rt of the engineers referred to. Is there objection? The} Mr. SULZER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. | would like to inquire if this bill has been reported from a com- 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. | mittee? 


“af ‘TT + { ° Y . “Dp TRYW ? : 
Mr. CULLOM, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-| Mr. HEPBURN, Oh, ee 
eration of executive business Mr. SULZER. What committee? 
I 2 t L6SS. Dp - r »and Hoar. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- | _, Mr. HEPBU RN, From the Committee on Interstate and For 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in eign ae —ER Was tl re —_ 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o’clock p.m.) | Mr. SULZER. as the report a unanimous repo! 


: , ZPBURN. } . oe a cemaieie 

» Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 20,|, Mr. HEPBURN. No; 1 think there are two dissenting mem 

1904. at 12 o’clock meridian | bers,so farasI know. They havemadeaminorityreport. They 
004, at 12 ; 


| are here in the House. 


- _ Mr. ADAMSON. And our report will be filed. 
NOMINATIONS. | Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker-— 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate January 19, 1904. The SPEAKER. ‘To whom does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 
CONSUL-GENERAL. | Mr. HEPBURN. To the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apam- 

Fleming D. Cheshire, of New York, to be consul-general of the eon) who mae wease © ow wag, Fy “wl . _ fon Dies tenes 
United States at Mukden, China, to fill an original vacancy Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I object to the present 
~ ’ ’ 6 . ; consideration of the bill. 


CONSULS. | TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. The 
Edwin V. Morgan, of New York, to be consul of the United Clerk will call the committees in their regular order. 
States at Dalny, China, to fill an original vacancy. BRIDGE OVER NEWARK BAY. 


James W. Dav idson, of Minnes ta, to be consul of the United Mr HEPBURN (when the Comn Littee on Interstate and Fy reign 
States at Antang, China, to fill an original vacancy. Commerce was called). Mr. Speaker, Icall up the bill H. ht. 6805. 
—oee -| TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
CONFIRMATIONS The Clerk read as follows: 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 19, 1904, A dill (H. R. 6805) toamend an act entitled “An act to bridge the Newark 
7 Bay,” epproved February 18, 1895 





PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS, Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to bridge the Newark 
First Lieut. Rush R. Wallace, jr., of the Marine Corps, to be a said act aection Tire hn Onan > i, eeened ty striking cut of 
captain in the Marine Corps from the 19th day of November, 1903. ~ “seo. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
MARSHAL. brid ige herein authorized be not commenced within ¢ one year i completed 
within three years from the approval of this act.” 
James A. Toler, of Mississippi, to be United States marshal for 7 he amendment recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
the northern district of Mississippi. and Foreign Commerce was read, as follows: 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, Strike os all after the word “five,” in line 5, and insert the following in 
Ezra B. Bailey, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for {°% ‘Hereot: iain imitati a a a 
the district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut. anaee. re ee ae ee we NN ORIN Gee 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. omen” 2. That section 2 of the said act is hereby amended s0 as to read as 
Lumar T. Hoy, of Illinois, to be appraiser of merchandise in tetaaninn 2. That this = een be null and void as act oom construction of the 
the district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois. within paseo toes a Fe oes ee ied 
POSTHASTERS, | Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker-—— 
PENNSYLVANIA. | Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
John W. Beers to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of Jersey. 
Perry and State of Pennsylvania. Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, on that bill the gentleman who 
SOUTH CAROLINA. introduced it [Mr. BENNY] and myself have been before the Board 
Joshua E. Wilson to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of Engineers, and we have agreed to lay that bill over — a 
of Florence and State of South Carolina. | proper amendment could be made which ‘would prote ct the Y= 
* Oats of everybody upon the rivers. We have been there “this 
| morning, and we were there a day or two ago, and I am very 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ee ourpeiand, one ac pe os introducer is also, to find that 
vill brought up. should ask that it be laid over until the nex 
TUESDAY, January 19, 1904. call of seneestiives : 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. | Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman from 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N, Counen, D. D. New Jersey allow me to interrupt him? 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. Mr. PARKER. I will yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You say that you want the 


RINTING AND BINDING. ° . 
TEC _ _ — ; bill laid over. What are the amendments you desire? 
Mr. TAY NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the Mr. PARKER. The amendments are wit th reference to the 


pe come ideration of the resolution which I have sent to the | mode of construction of the bridge—amendments which | both of 
cTK' 8 desk. ‘ ; | us, representing waters above the bridge, think ought to be made 
T ue SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution. and of which a copy was to be su bn nitted to pai rties inte sted on 
The Clerk read as follows: Thursday of this week, so that we could know some hing about 


Resolved, That the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions be au- what they thought and what improvements wou he eatisfactorw 
thorized toh ave such printing and binding done as may be required in the to all hands. mang : I " its vuld be satisfa ry 
« 


transaction of its business. 
My 9h +7 ritv 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The| Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. There is no minority report 


a5 : fan n the bill? 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to, . DIY . . er : 
ir hears none, ¢ " Mr. PARKER. There is no minority report simply because 


PURE FOOD, there were no hearings of the interests involved. Circumst:nces 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that | have changed on the river very greatly since the original bill was 
the bill (H. R. 6295) .for prev enting the adulteration, misbrand- | pus ed years ag Large appropriations have been made, not so 
ing, and imitation of foods, beverages, etc., be now taken up and | oe re as we doneed, but appropriations for the improvement of 


considered, and I ask that it may be made the continuing order ! the river. 
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Mr 
to 


. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 


commence on the bridge, 


Within what time is work 
and to what time are they limited? 

Mr.PARKER. One year from February 14 for beginning under 
this act. The old act hasexpired. This is really a new act limit- 
ing them toa year from February 14 for beginning the bridge, 
and to roam years from that date to complete it. My colleague 
from ow Jersey [Mr. Benny], representing the counties that 
desire tha bridge, likewise represents a district which is upon 
the river above the bridge, and we have found, in looking over 
the bill, that amendments were really necessary for the protec- 
tion of navigation. We have substantially agreed upon amend- 
ments; but as we are not certain that we are right, we wish to 
consider them and see that they are right before the bill is brought 
up: and it was understood between both of us that the bill should 
not be brought up until we perfected those amendments. 
yield to my colleague from New Jersey [Mr. Benny]. 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Speaker, the statement by my colleague 
from New Jersey is entirely correct. If the object of bringing 
up the bill now is to get some time to discuss some other subjects, 
I have not the slightest objection. In fact, I am so well pleased 
to hear the gentleman from Iowathat I am willing that he should 
take up the rest of the hour, but I hope that this North Bay bridge 
bill may be laid aside until the matter with the law department 
can be straightened out. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry for these gen- 
tlemen that this situation has come up, but their bill unfortu- 
nately is to be a vehicle on which we can ride out an hour's time. 
[Laughter.] It serves a wholesome purpose, however. This epi- 
sode will illustrate the fact that the gentleman from Kentucky 
| Mr. SmirH], by an objection I think he did not especially care to 
make, in connection with the bill that he has no possil sle- 

TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman from lowasuspend? The 
Chair desires to suggest to the gentleman from Iowathat if he de- 
sires this bill can be passed without prejudice, and, if the call of 
committees is proceeded with,the Chair is of opinion that at the end 
of sixty minutes the gentleman can be recognized to make any 
motion that he may desire, or if the call expires before sixty min- 
utes, and the committees have all been called, the gentleman’ 5 
mo ion will be in order if he desires to reach the Union Calendar 

vhen the call of committees is completed, even though sixty 
palemahen be not used, it would be in order, the Chair thinks, anid 
at the end of sixty minutes whatever may be under consideration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very wel, Mr. Speaker; I think that ends 
my desire to make a speech upon this bill. [Laughter.] I will 
therefore withdraw my application to take up the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, this bill will be passed 
without prejudice. The Chair hears none. The Clerk will re- 
sume the call of committees. 

HULL (when the Committee on Military Affairs was 
reached). Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be passed without prejudice. I have sent for a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Military Affairs be passed without 
pre judice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY (w hen the Committee on the Public Lands was 
reached). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands be passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
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The question was taken; and the joint resolution was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, was read the third time, 


and passed. 


I now | 


On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vot 
was laid on the table. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the call. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who also informed the Honse of 
Representatives that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: 

On January 15, 1904: 

H. R. 9866. An act making appropriations for clearing the Po- 
tomac River of ice and for the removal of snow and ice in the 


| District of Columbia; and 


H. R. 9160. An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act moking 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904,”’ approved March 3, 1903. 


CALAVERAS GROVES OF BIG TREES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ace im- 
panying documents, was ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a petition to the President of the United States to aid 
in preserving the Calaveras groves of big trees, submitter 1 by the Calaveras 
Big Tree Committee and the citizens of California and elsewhere. 

I cordially recommend it to the favorable consideration of the Con 
The Calaveras big tree grove is not only a Californian but a national 
heritance, and all that can be done by the Government to ineure its prese: 
tion should be done, 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuite Hovss, January 15, 1904. 

RELATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES WITH COLOMBIA AND PANAMA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the Pre ident of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was ordered printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a report fror 
Secretary of State covering copies of additional papers bearing upon tho re- 
lations of the United States with Colombia and the Republic of Panama 


$ THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE HousE, January 18, 1904. 


PURE-FOOD BILL. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of t! 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6295) for prevent- 
ing the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, bever- 
candies. drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic therein, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Cominittee of th: 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. LAWRENCE in 


ages. 


| the chair. 


consent that the Committee on Public Lands be passed without | 


prejudice. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 
TRANSFER OF MILITARY ROLLS AND RECORDS. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I have now received the bill, or the 
resolution, that I sent for. I call up House joint resolution No. 
29, providing for the transfer of certain military rolls and records 
from the Interior and other Departments to the War Department. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Joint resolution ame for the transfer of certain military rolls and rec- 
ords from tie Interior and other Departments to the War Department. 


Resolved, etc., That the military rollsand records of the Indian wars or any 
other wars 
artments, be transferred to the War Department, to be preserved in the 
Record and Pension Office of that Department, and that they shall be prop- 
erly indexed and arranged for use. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if anyone desires information, the 
report will give very full information in the matter. It is simply 
to authorize the transfer of rolls that have been prepared for 
transfer to the Department and are now in boxes awaiting the 
formal action of Congress. It is requested by the Secretary of 


ric wr to the civil war, now preserved in the Interior or other Do- | 


the Interior, and is in the nature of good administration, to pre- | 


serve the Indian war records by placing them with the records of 
the civil war and other wars in the Record and Pension Bureau 
of the War Department, where all other records of the wars have 
heretofore been placed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the joint resolution. 


| 


The Clerk reported the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lowa asks unanimous 
consent that the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, my colleague the gentle 
from Georgia |Mr. ADAMSON] has made the minority report f1 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce on this bi! 
I would like to know from him if it is practicable now to deter 
mine what time may be used in the general discussion of the 
bill. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The request that has been made to me for 
time upon this side, I will state, will consume two hours. !t 1s 
suggested, however, that others might desire time, and perha))s 
we better just procecd and see how things develop. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will consent, I would 
rather we fixed the time. I would be very glad if we could gt 
through with the bill to-day. I understand there will be app! 
priation bills to-morrow, and that it is desirable that we shou! 
conclude to-day if we can. I will be pleased, therefore, if } 
would consent that there might be four hours of debate, two on 
his side, to be controlled by him on the side of the minority. and 
two on this side, to be controlied by my colleague the gentleman 
from Mlinois { Mr. MANN] who made the report of the committee 
for the majority. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Of course, Mr. Chairman, I wish to afford 
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all opportunity desired that I can for debate on this side of the 
House. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa and to the minority 
leader, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs], that we 
vote on the bill to its passage at a quarter of 5 o’clock,. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithink there is no objection to that—say half 

ast 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
at a quarter to 5. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Mr. Chairman, I would like to inter- 
rupt the gentleman from Iowa just amoment. It may be that 
some on this side would desire to offer amendments to the bill, 
and if a quarter to 5 o’clock be the time set for voting upon the 
bill, when will it be read under the five-minute rule, so that amend- 
ments may be offered? 

Mr. HEPBURN. At some time earlier than that, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I think there should Le some under- 
standing, so that amendments will not be cut off. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I say two hours on this side for debate; but 
so far as our position is concerned, it does not depend on the ques- 
tion of amending or not amending the bill. It is the principle of 
the bill on which I make my fight. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is only a quarter of an hour difference | 
between us, 

Mr. ADAMSON. Say four hours. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Four hours of debate, to be controlled 
ejyually by the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Mann] and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that general debate on the pending bill continue for four 
hours, the time to be controlled equally by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apam- 
son}. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman. I yield to my colleague on the | 
committee, the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. MAnn]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill is practically the | 
same bill that was passed by the House at the last session of Con- 
gress; and while the committee. as a matter of convenience in 
inserting the minor verbal amendments, have presented a substi- 
tute for the bill, it is the same pure-food bill that has been acted 
upon before. And it might be well to say that this is not a hasty 

roposition. Almost the same bill was presented as long ago at 
foal as the Fifty-fifth Congress, under the name of the Brosius 
bill. Various pure-food conventions or congresses have been held 
from time to time of people interested in this subject from all 
over the United States, and there has been a practically unani- 
mous opinion, finally converging upon the bill which is now pre- 
sented to the House. The bill meets the approval also of the offi- 
cials of the Government in the Bureau of Chemistry of the Agri- 
cultu#al Department, whose particular duty it has been and is to 
give investigation and study to the subject of impure and adul- 
terated foods. 

Some minor amendments have been made to the bill, and sec- | 
tion 12 of the substitute is new so far as this bill is concerned, 
but it puts into the pure-food law the law as it now stands in 
force through the Agricultural appropriation bill of last year. 

The need of pure-food legislation, Mr. Chairman, is without 
contradiction. As the laws now stand, the various States of the 
Union are authorized to control the subject of the purity or im- 
purity of food products within the limit of their own States, but 
not to interfere with food products shipped from one State to an- | 
other until they are finally offered for sale. 

Under this bill it is proposed in general language to give to the 
Bureau of Chemistry of the Agricultural Department the power 
to make examinations of all kinds of food products and drug 
products and to fix for them a standard of purity, and then to 
forbid interstate commerce in articles which are found to be adul- 
terated or misbranded. The whole theory of the bill is to aidand 
supplement the efforts of the local State authorities. It is not 
proposed that the General Government shall in any way interfere 
with the State pure-food inspectors or the State pure-food laws, 
but that the General Government shall aid such efforts of the 
States to the extent of forbidding interstate commerce in articles 
which are now forbidden as subjects of State commerce. 

There is no article of food to-day, or almost no article—honest, 
perhaps, of its character—which does not meet in the market com- 
petition with dishonest, misbranded, or adulterated articles. Some 
gentlemen have been so kind as to examine a very nice-looking 
bottle of wine which I hold in my hand. No better colored article 
of high sauterne was ever shown, but the color comes from the use 
of sulphur, and the article itself is injurious to the stomach and 
damaging to the health. 

Under the legislation which is now in force in the annual ap- 
propriation bill, and which we propose to put into permanent law, 


I think we can begin to vote | 
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this article of wine imported from a foreign country will be for- 
bidden entrance into the United States. No one could tell by the 
color or the taste of the article that it was injuriously affected by 
the use of sulphur, but the chemical analysis shows that this 
wine has so much sulphur in it and has been treated chemically 
by the use of sulphur to such an extent that very much use of it 
would injure the well and perhaps kill the ill. 

Here is another bottleof wine which we propose to shut out of 
the country because it has in it, to prevent fermentation, salicylic 
acid, which everybody admits is a good preservative of dead arti- 
cles and exceedingly good to kill living persons 

Here is another article—a German manufacture of sausage— 
forbidden to be sold in Germany; but under the law which was 
in force in this country, the German makers made this sausage 
with large amountsof boracic acid in it to preserve it and shipped 
it from Germany to this country, thinking perhaps that what was 
not good enough for live Germans would be good enough to kill 
Yankees. 

There are many articles of the same sort which have been 
presented before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. I have here a sample of ‘‘ preserved raspberries,’’ im- 
ported from Germany, colored with aniline dye, a poison, and 
sweetened with glucose. I am not informed at this moment 
whether there were any raspberries originally used in the manu- 
facture of this article; but we have had shown to us repeatedly 
‘*strawberry preserves’’ in which the only likeness to a straw- 
berry was the reddish color and the clover seed. There are or 
have been large quantities of that kin1 of preserves put up and 
sold in the market where people were deceived into believing 
that they were eating ‘‘ strawberry preserves ’’ because they were 
munching clover seed between their teeth. 

It is not necessary, Mr. Chairman, to repeat to this committee 
the necessity for some legislation upon this subject. It is proper, 
however, to state to the committee that the proposition of the 
bill is to organize the present Bureau of Chemistry of the Agri- 


| cultural Department into a department of chemistry and foods 


and to give that Bureau, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, authority to collect samples of foods and drugs in 
interstate traffic throughout the United States and make exami- 
nations of them for the purpose of testing their purity or impurity. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. MANN. Ido, gladly. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman tell us what 
additional~authority this bill confers upon the Bureau of Chem- 
istry, in the Department of Agriculture, that is not already en- 
joyed by that Department? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the authority conferred by this 
bill is at present, in that respect, enjoyed by the Bureau of Chem- 
istry of the Agricultural Department, but the authority is con- 
ferred in the annual appropriation bill and is not in the form of 
permanent law. This bill simply puts what is now in the appro- 
priation bill into the shape of a statute, which continues the au- 
thority without being put into the bill every year. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The explanation is very satis- 
factory. 

Mr. MANN. Now, in addition to conferring upon the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture the authority to make investigations, we pro- 
pose to permit them to fix the standards of pure foods, so that we 
may know what is the standard, for instance, for milk or other 
articlesabout which there may bea difference of opinion in inter- 
state commerce. I take it that in the city of Washington, and in 


} every large cityin the country, the local legislative body has fixed 


(or that city the standard, for instance, for milk, determining the 
quantity of butter fat which must be found in the milk and the 
quantity of butter fat which must be found in cream; but in this 
bill we also define what shall be termed misbranded articles and 
what shall be termed adulterated articles. 

We say that under the term ‘“‘drugs”’ shall be included all 
medicines and preparations recognized in the United States phar- 
macopoeia for ternal or external use. That will include all 
classes of dru We say that the term “ food”’ as used in the 
bill shall include articles used for food, drink, confectionery, 
or condiment by r domestic animals, whether such article 
be simple, mixed, or compound. We endeavor to cover in that 
respect the whole range of subjects which may be used as medi- 
cines or food or drink by the human person or by domestic ani- 
mals. 

We term “ misbranded ” those drugs or articles of food or arti- 
cles which enter into the composition of foods the package or 
label of which shall bear any statement regarding the ingredients 
or substances contained in such article, which statement shall be 
false or misleading in any particular, either as to the substance 
of the food or as to the country or territory in which it is manu- 
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factured or produced. And then we de 
tions, and we say that by the bill a any mie of food or drink 
shall be consid adulterated which has its quality or strength 
reduced, or which has any substance substitate 4 wholly or in part 
for the article itself, or which has any valuable const 
article a oe ted. or which is an imitation of some other article 
with a distinctive name, or which is mixed, colored, powdered, o 
stained so as to conceal di amage or inferiority, or which has added 
to it any poisonous ingredient, or which is labeled or branded so 
as to mislead the purchaser, or which consists in whol le or in part 
d matter or the produ animal. 
ly endeavor to cover the subject so that foods may be 
] are: so that impure foods or foods deleterious 
id at all in interstate traffic. 
is not my purpose to speak at any length 
‘+t so pate nt as this. We have hd these bills before 
rs. We have had them before various conven- 
ions They have been a subject of interest to the 
manufa tus of the country and to the commercial 
interests of the country, and I believe that in this bill the people 
particularly intereste .d in pure foods and the commercial interests 
of the country feel that they can unite upon its provisions. For 


» what are 


rs P scar 7 
‘t of a diseased 


‘ 
4 


not ves 


it w 


sorts. 


+ - 
uring conce 


years some of the manufacturers and producers objected to pure- | 


food legis! 

that th: 

Government must, in fulfilling its functions, see to it that impure 

foods shall not hide behind a constitutional provision forbidding 

the > States to — in interstate commerce. 

fr. Chairman. I reserve the balance of my time. 

STE PHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yi 

aus tion? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. STE — NS of Texas. I sympathize with and am in favor 
of the general provisions of your bill. What I donot understand, 
however, is ‘this: Is there not law now on the st itute book suf- 
ficient to prevent the introduction from foreign countries of dele- 
terious food substances such, for instance, as you have referred to? 
Can they not now be prohibited, under existing statutory law, 
from beizg introduced from foreign countries, if the articles are 
deleterious? 


Mr. MANN. Mr. 


yn, but they have recognized the inevitable necessity 


eld for a 


hairman, in the annual appropriation for 
the Agricultural Department there was inserted a provision. which 
is now the law, practically the language of section 12 of this bill, 
and the po se of putting it into this bill is twofold. First, i 
the bill pass, to have the pure-food legislation in one act and ons 
place in the statutes sfor the sake of convenience; and second, be- 
cause the Agricultural Department in the enforcement of the law 
thinks a few verbal ame ndme nts are needed, and these are in- 
serted. That is the only change. They are now keeping these 
impure articles from being imported from abroad. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand the States are power- 
less to protect themselves for the reason that interstate commerce 
will cas vent the State legislatures from protecting their States. 
Is that your argument? 

Mr. MANN. The States, under the interstate-commerce clause 
of the Constitution, cam only take the food after it gets out of the 
original package in the States and is offered for sale, but can not 
reach food passing from one State to another. So they are 

—-. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
the bill should pass. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
minority report in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


I regret my inability to concur with the majority of the Committee on 
Intersts ate and Foreign Commerce in reporting with favorable recommenda- 
tion House bill No. 6295, “For pre’ 
imit og 


Then, that being the case, I think 


at tion of fi ods, beverages,” etc. 
Aside from my ‘partiality for the old-f 

art of government to be administered by local authority,I object as a Mem- 
or of Congress to impx wing on the Federal Government "subjec ts of legisla- 
tion and litigati on Ww holly foreign to its purpose, and which, if at all effective, 
must prove br urdensome, annoying. and expensive. 

The founders of our Republic, fully appreciating the blessings of good gov- 
ernment and the evils of bad government, though not as well up as we on 
amass fit 1d figuring diseri minating tariffs, had no thong! it that the 
Federal Gov ner 1tcou ld possibly embark in the business of regu! lating 4 
menu or the table e Gquett e of the citizens of the States. The line of arg 
ment that bill would apply as well to any and all avenue Sof 
human busin nd conduct. It is insisted that this legislation is necessary 
to protect agai ns t frauds in interstate commerce, but I listened and cross- 
examined in vain during our long hearing 3 dt ring ‘the present and preceding 
Congress s to find a single situation which could not reached more cer- 
tainly and eff etual tly the State courts. 

The fundamental m . ake seems to be that people imagine the Federal 
Geox rnoment may tal e their troubles off their hands and punish so-called 
violators anywhere, re os lless of locality and without difficulty or expense 
to then invoking its aid. entirely losing sight of the elementary principles 
that the venue must be laid in the same way for trials in Federal and in 
State courts, and proof must be forthcoming to convict in either. 


ets this 
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adultera- | 
| interstate-commerce law, it has never been pretended that a Stat« 


ituent of the | 


re should | be legislation and have come to see that the | 


enting the adulteration, misbranding, and | 


ashioned idea of leaving the greater | 


Whatever ¢ 


J ANUARY 19 


may be the privileges of shipping and selling in unbroken packages u nder the 
Can not 
punish common che ats and swindlers if they dec eive as to the char 
the article 


} 
matter wi 


of 
sold, or if they sell one thing and deliver another in its stead. no 
nce the package may have ‘ome nor whether broken orunbroken, 
N Nor do J believe ¢ i single State in this Unior a capab! e of refusing to pr 
for si nishments. The h¢ AP ngs have disclosed some bad conduct in 
food tre vce well asin some other departments of life and business, } 
operly co izable in State courts, and in my judgment notc 
ble v th the possible evils resultant from the proposed legislation, whic 
sary, if no other objection existed. 
W.C. ADAMSON 
I fa wor th e enactment of much contained in this measure, 
provis re so distin ctively umptuary that I believ 
pass without amendment. 
D. W. SHACKLEF 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, the minority re? 
from the Clerk’s desk substantially embodies my vit 
tion to this bill, and as several of my colleagues desire to s! 
my limited time, I shall not tres; upon the attention of 
House very much in addition to what is contained in the 1 

There are some amendments which I might have suggest 
I would have done so if I had had any encouragement; b 
covering none, I did not encumber the Recorp or take th 
of the commitiee to offer the = 

For instance, I would have been willing to take the first 
and half of the third section, providing for investigation ai 
licity, authorizing the Federal Government, with its 
facilities and powers, to gather information and to publish { 
benefit of the people the results of the investigation, elimi: 
from the bill all the other drastic and, as I consider, unneces 
provisions. 

I would have been willing, however, to have retained the 
vision relating to commerce with other nations. I recogni 
propriety as well as the constitutionality of that. There \ 
provision put on by amendment in the committee, and nowa 
of the substitute bill reported, prohibiting the importation 
this country a dand impure foods. Iwould have 1 
willing to amend by limiting other — ions of the bill to the 
District of Columbia and the Territorie But the District 
Columbia and the Territ ries, already hav ving le gislation, obj 
to being touched at all by this bill, and if they had been 
out it would have b enlike taking the character of Hamlet out 
the play of ** Hamlet.” It would have taken out all that Cong 
in my y Jadgment, could with propriety legislate about. 

I investigated closely and examined tl he witnesses clos 
ing he long hearings in a preceding Congress and in th 
I failed, } however, to deve lop a solitary situation w) 
could not be met and effective iy remedied by the local autho 
in the various States and Territories of this U n ion. 

N ww, Mr. Chairman, per fectibility is not available or obta 

inder human laws. S me times people discover that evils 
isting and instead of endeavoring to remedy them thems 
app aling to the local authority for that, they think that ( 
gress, being omnipotent, can always with propriety do all thi 
and have been blindly rushing to Congress. Sometimes th 
not so blind. LI imagine that I can see occasionally in th 
ings some faint suspicion that perhaps some interests woul: 

nefited by legislation that would operate against some 
nterest. 

Lalso sus spect, as a lawyer, t 


would oppose as utterly unnece 


but some o 
e the bill ought 1 
ort ju 
ws in Oo 


MASS 


OTeSS, 


to prosecute others imagined that they could do so in the Fed 
courts at the expense of the United States and not at the e 
of their own pockets, whereas in the State courts they m1 
tain a lawyer or act as their own lawyer, and in that event | 


hat perhaps some people who wanted 
] 
5 


a fool for a client and proceed at their ownexpense. That, 
pect, might make some difference. But I fail to find any « 
for legislating that the Federal Government, its executive o 
and courts shall be at the expense of intermeddling with th 


| rangements and the private domestic affairs of the people, \ 


we know from our experience and observation are much m 
effectually and satisfactorily transacted by the local authorities. 

It is an axiom that the people who are governed the least are 
governed the best, and the next best axiom is that those people 
who govern themselves are governed the best, and the finest fea- 
ture of our Federal system is that the people in each c ommunity 
knowing the evils, the conditions, knowing the people, bein 
the vicinage, and understanding all the circumstances, can "d . 
charge that part of the public duties better than it can be done 
from the central authorities. 

Now, there need be no misunderstanding about this subterfuze 
as to the interstate-commerce law. Of course Congress can regu- 
late commerce, and of course the States can not interfere with t! 
commerce considered as legitimate commerce; but no lawyer ! 
ever asserted, no court has ever held, no Federal Constitution 

law has ever provided that under the guise of interstate commer 

a man can perpetrate a fraud by se ling one thing and delivering 
another and escape punishment by State authority, no matter 
whether the package be broken or unbroken. 
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Mr. Chairman, how much time have I consumed? Mr. SHERLEY. Is this bill for thepurpose of affecting blended 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has consumed ten minutes. | whiskies, and do you think that it covers such cases? 
Mr. ADAMSON. I yield to my colleague on the committee Mr. MANN. his bill prohibits the blending of whisky and 





{Mr. SHACKLEFORD] such time as he may desire. nae it as ——— ae = people want to sell it as a blended 
a ‘ . Sd . 4 _ | whisky, and show that it is such, they can do so. 

ae <8 SHACKLEFORD addressed the committee, See Appen Mr.SHERLEY. What provision of the law permits the selling 

aix, 


| of it if it is shown to be blended, and yet does not permit the sell- 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- | ing of it if it be sold as straight whisky, not blended? 


man from Chicago a question or two for information. Mr. MANN (reading): 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. In the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly indicate 
Mann] consent to be recognized? that they are mixtures, compounds, combinations, and imitations and blends— 
Mr. MANN. Yes. That is on page 17, line 12— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri. Provided, That the same shall be labeled, branded, or tagged so as to show 


Mr. CLARK. I want to ask two or three questions. I want | the character and constituents thereof. 
to preface them with the statement that I favor the provisions Mr. SHERLEY. Now let me ask the further question: Would 
of this bill generally, but in lines 10, 11, and 12, on page 16, I find | the Secretary of Agriculture have the power to prohibit the sale 
the following: | of blended whisky, that is, if marked “ blended,” if in his judg- 
First. If any substance or substances has or have been mixed and packed: | ment he considered that it was an impure production? 
with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength. Mr. MANN. Iwill say tothe gentleman under this bill the 
Now, I want to know, does that mean that the thing there com- | Secretary of Agriculture does not have the authority to prohibit 
plained of is put into the article, or —_ packed with it in the | anything 
same box, or whatever the package is? That is the first question. Mr. LAMB. But his chemists do—— 
Mr. MANN. Oh, it means that it is put into it, packed with it Mr.MANN. And his chemists do not have authority to prohibit 
in such a way that it becomes a part of the article. anything. : 
Mr. CLARK. Then I want to ask youanother question. Does Mr. LAMB. But they fix the standards. 
the committee understand, and does this bill mean, when it says Mr. MANN. The Secretary of Agriculture, through his chem- 
lowering, to reduce, and that you are injuriously affecting its | ists, hasthe power to fix the standards of purity. Then they have 
quality and strength? Does the committee think lowering the | the power to say that a certain article does not come up to the 
quality of an article necessarily injures its usefulness? standard of purity; and then they have the power to direct that 
Mr. MANN, If they sell it as the pure article, and not as what | a prosecution shall be commenced; and then if the court is of the 
it is. | opinion that the standard of purity fixed by the Secretary of 
Mr. CLARK, Then I want to ask you another question. | Agriculture is correct, and that the article is injurious to health, 
Where does wine come in this bill? Does it come under the head | or does contain deleterious substances, or is a fraud, then the 
of “ drugs” or ** food?” court sustains the prosecution; but the court is not bound by the 
Mr. MANN. I will say that there is a definition of the word | opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
“food”? in the bill which includes under the one term all foods, Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that, but is it not true the bur- 
drinks, confectioneries, and condiments. den will be put upon every manufacturer who is making any sort 
Mr. CLARK. Now, you know, I suppose, that you can not | of a blended whisky that the Secretary of Agriculture may not 
make wine east of the Rocky Mountains in this country without consider a good blend to prove to the court that the blend is not 
mixing other things with the juice of the grape. It is utterly im- | injurious to health, in order to have the right to sell it? 














possible. There isnot a man in the House who drinks a spoonful Mr. MANN. Itis true only under this bill that if, after ex- 
of it without being mixed. amination by the Bureau of Chemistry, the Secretary of Agricul- 
Mr. MANN. This comes in the class of mixed wines. ture believes that a whisky made for sale is a blend that is injuri- 
Mr. CLARK, Does this bill cut them out? ous to health the burden of proof to show it is not bears upon the 
Mr. MANN. It does not. manufacturer. There is no other way that I know of of doing 


Mr. CLARK. Does it interfere in any way with the making of | anything in this direction. 
wine and mixing it when it comes up to the label that is put upon it? Mr. SHERLEY. Ido not mean to contend for the right of a 
Mr. MANN. It does not. It expressly authorizes it. man to sell a bad brand of whisky, but I wanted to call out the 
Mr.CLARK. Now, suppose this chemist over here, the adviser | fact that you are putting it into the power of one man practically 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, takes it into his head that there | to determine that question. I spoke of whisky because I happen 
has to be a particular standard for wine—I take that because | to be familiar with that trade. 
some of my constituents are interested in its manufacture, and Mr. MANN. Well, if the gentleman knows any method by 
they are the largest manufacturers of wines east of the Rocky | which you can say that a good man shall never be prosecuted, but 
Mountains. Suppose this chemist takes it intohis head thatthere | that a bad man must be prosecnted, without leaving it to some- 
ought to be a certain standard in this, that, or the other kind of | body’s opinion. I will be very giad to learn of it; but 
wine, and these intelligent men who have been manufacturing Mr. SHERLEY. Ido not; but I know the system that was in- 
wines do not believe his standard is right, is there anything in | stituted when this Government was founded was to leave those 
this bill which would absolutely break up their business? things to tc respective States, in order that the power of the bad 
Mr. MANN. Well, if the gentlemen whom the gentleman | man should not be accentuated. 
from Missouri speaks of are making the wine and purporting it to Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that we do not take 








come from France or ry away a single power anywhere which is conferred on a State. 
Mr. CLARK. But they do not do it. Mr. SHERLEY. But you give most dangerous powers to the 


Mr. MANN (continuing). Their business ought to be broken | Government. 
up. Butif they are making a wine by a name, giving its name, Mr. CLARK. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tlinois 
and selling it as that, why this bill does not interfere with them | if the committee have considered the constitutionalits of sections 


in any way whatever. 8 and 9 in this bill, and whether it does not infract the rule that 
Mr. CLARK. If that is true, how does it happen that these in- | a man shall not be compelled in this country to give evidence 
telligent wine manufacturers come to be opposed to the bill? against himself? 


Mr. MANN. Well, I may say that they did not appear before Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I endeavor to be as consistent as 
us and object to the bill. It is a fact, however, to-day that in | possible and not change my opinion without good reasons. When 
every large city and in some small cities many people are engaged | this bill was before the House last year, I stated that in my opin- 


in making blends. ion that section was unconstitutional. 

Mr. CLARK. What is that? Mr. CLARK. What do you say now? 

Mr. MANN. “ Bilends.”? Blends mean whisky that the gentle- Mr. MANN. Iam still of the opinion that it is without the 
man from Missouri—— power of the Government to compel a man to furnish evidence 

Mr. CLARK. I drink straight whisky when I drink any. | against himself; but, Mr. Chairman, if the Government has the 
[Laughter. power it ought to be exercised. If it has not the power it will 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman thinks he drinks straight whisky, | soon be determined by the courts it has not the power and will 
as many other gentlemen think when they drink whisky. Blended | not then affect the rest of the bill. 
whisky is sweetened, and much of its qualities are said to be Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, the makers of wine and 
added through blending. Very often they add very deleterious | the distillers of whisky having been heard, I would like to ask a 


substances. question on behalf of the people who are making the temperance 
Mr. SHERLEY. Will the centleman answer me a question? drink of this country. 
Mr. MANN, I will if I can. Mr. MANN. Water? 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. Beer. There seems to bea great deal of 
difference of opinion about the effect of this bill, and I would like 
to ask my friend from Illinois whether the effect of this bill will 
be the constitution of a board in the Department of Agriculture 
or somewhere else—the establishment of an authority—which is 
to determine and prescribe the ingredients which are to go into 
the makeup of what we call American beer. We all understand 
that beer is being made out of malt, barley, hops, and water. I 
believe some of the brewers have found that the American taste 
has called for a modification of these ingredients in some respects. 

For instance, American ladies prefer a drink which is made of 
corn, the malt of corn, hops, and water, and for that reason, in 
some instances, corn is being used. Now, I should like to know 


whether, under this bill, there would be an authority created | 


anywhere which could prohibit and forbid and prevent the use of 
any such ingredients as experts may have by experience found to 
be necessary in order to satisfy the taste of the American public? 

Mr. MANN. I may say to that, Mr. Chairman, that I would 
not be at all surprised—while I am not able to answer all por- 
tions of the question—that beer made from corn, while it might 
be sold, would be compelled to indicate that fact; that is, that 
you could not sell beer, purporting to be good beer, supposedly 
made from malt and hops, but which was made from corn. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I request the gentleman from 
Nllinois to permit me to answer the question of the gentleman 
from Missouri in part. I do not believe that under the provisions 


of this bill it would be possible to do what the gentleman from | 


Missouri has indicated. Now, this law—that is, this portion of 
the law which gives definition and enumerates in a series of par- 
ticulars of what adulteration shall consist—is a repetition, in fact, 
of the English law which has formed the basis of the pure-food 
legislation in all the States. This is no new provision given in 
this bill. It is the same definition, or series of definitions, that 
appears on the statute book of forty-three States of the Union, 
and the clause which the gentleman has been discussing with 
reference to the establishment of standards by the Secretary of 
Agriculture is of no particular importance in this issue. 

You can either leave it in or strike it out. If the Secretary of 
Agriculture establishes any standard which is not reasonable 
with the provisions of this bill, the court will remedy that. So 
far as beer is concerned it does not make any difference whether 
you make it out of corn or out of barley, or whether you make it 
out of any other grain which is wholesome, it is beer just the 


same and would not be under the ban of this law unless it con- | 


tained something which was injurious to the public health. 

Mr. CLARK. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Where 
does he get the authority for stating that if the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture establishes a standard which is unreasonable the court 
will knock it out? What court has the right to knock it out on 
the ground of unreasonableness? 

Mr. MANN. The court is not bound by any standard fixed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. The bill does not pretend to make 
itso. It is for the ‘“‘information’’ of the court that the opinion 
of the Agricultural Department is had. 

Mr. CLARK. Iwantthe gentleman from Wisconsin to answer 
the question where he gets the authority for stating that the court 
has a right to knock the law out because it contains an unreason- 
able provision. 

Mr. ADAMSof Wisconsin. The court will interpret the action 
of the Secretary of Agriculture in construing the law, and if he 
has misconstrued the law the court will undoubtedly sustain the 
law in its original purpose. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed thirty-six 
minutes of the two hours. 

Mr. MANN. [yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, just a moment to answer the 
question which the gentleman from Missouri asked. I under- 
stand that the gentleman from Missouri is not opposed to the 
general purpose of this law. 

Mr. CLARK. That is right. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is entirely proper that he shonld 
be fairly answered. I want to call his attention to the purpose 
fixed by the law for these standards. He will find on page 18, 
section 7, this language: 

Sxc. 7. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to fix 
standards of food products when advisable for the guidance of the official 
charged with the administration of food laws and for the information of the 
courts, and to determine the wholesomeness or unwholesomeness of preser 
atives and other substances which are or may be added to foods, and to aid 
him ia reaching just decisions in such matters he is authorized to call upon 
the committee on food standards of the Association of OMicial Agricultural 
Chemists and such other experts as he may deem necessary. 

That is all; simply for these officers of his who have imposed 
upon them the daty of inspection. 











ber that all over the country we have difficulties growing ont , 


the different standards. For instance, the grain inspectors: j, 
one State there is one standard for wheat, and in another Star, 
wheat graded No. 1 would not be No. 1 in the first State I ha 
referred to, This is for the purpose of having uniformity in ; 
administration of the law by the inspectors of the Departmey;, 
Now, if the gentleman will go a little further—— 

Mr. CLARK. Wait a minute. Right there I want to as] 
question. It is desirable to have uniformity, and on the 1m. 
principle of this bill he and I concur, but if this performanc. ,; 
the Secretary of Agriculture and his assistants is merely for t). 
information of the courts, the courts are not to be bound by jt 
are they? ott 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not suppose the court would be bound 
by it in any sense that they must follow in every instance, but [ 
undertake to say that the courts probably will want some guides, 
This is a scientific measure. It is not always a question of law. 
but often a mixed question of law and facts, and therefore the 
courts would be glad to have some authoritative statement as a4 
guide—not conclusive, but as a guide, 

Mr.CLARK. We all desire—everybody desires—that we shall 
know what we are eating and drinking. Would it not serveevery 
purpose that Congress ought to have to pass a law substantially 
to the effect that the article of interstate commerce which is offered 
for sale should come up to the label, or proclamation, or tag, or 
whatever it is that describes it, and making it a criminal offense 
if it does not come up to it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think this bill does that. 

Mr. CLARK. I know this bill does that; but this bill does a 
good deal more than that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I think not. That is the purpose of it; 
but I would call the gentleman's attention a moment further to 
what may be in fact a further answer. The bill provides that 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall fix standards of food products, 
etc., and **‘ determine the wholesomeness or unwholesomeness of 
preservatives ’’—not of the foods, but of the added preservatives 
of the manufacturer—‘‘ which are or may be added to foods.” 
He does not do this alone. This is well guarded. To aid him in 
making just decisions in such matters he is authorized to call 
upon the committee of food standards of the Association of Official 
Agricultural Chemists and such other experts as he may deem 
necessary. Now, if the gentleman can find another tribunal 
where probab!y there will be more of wisdom, less of prejudice, 
and a more constant disposition to be absolutely fair than this 
tribunal, I would be glad if he will name it, and we will consider 
its selection rather than this. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to ask the gentleman one more question 
before my brother from Alabama [Mr. RicHAaRDSON] begins 
cause really I am trying to get information in regard to the mat- 
ter. Does this bill in any way interfere with any statute that a 
State has already made or may hereafter make on this same sub- 
ject of wholesomeness of food? I will give the gentleman a sam- 
ple. In Missouri we have a statute which prohibits the killing of 
a calf for veal purposes which is under either a month or six 
weeks old, I have forgotten which, on the ground that it is un- 
healthful. Does this statute interfere or have any tendency to 
interfere with a statute like that or any other which may be 
passed? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithinknot, Certainly not with that statute. 

Mr. CLARK. Of course it does not specify that statute, but | 
just happened to think of that one. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But that is wholly, I take it, within the 
jurisdiction of the State, and that is a matter of State commerce. 
It is possible, if that calf should become interstate commerce ani 
go into another State, it might then be subject to the provisivus 


_ of this law. 


The gentleman will remem- ! the quality of them? 


Mr. CLARK. That is exactly what they do, because the iliree 
largest cities in the State are right on the edge of the State 

Mr. HEPBURN. Even then I do not see how it would inier'ere 
with that law. 

Mr. CLARK. I simply cited that as an example. 

Mr. MANN. It would not interfere with the law resp 
the killing of the calf, but if after the calf was killed ana i! 
came then interstate commerce, it would interfere—— 

Mr. CLARK. The law itself does not interfere with the 
ing of a calf under six weeks old. It interferes with killi! 
and using it for veal purposes. Now, I want to ask the g' 
man from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] another question while 
giving usinformation. These two gentlemen, the gentleman !' 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] and the gentleman from lowa {Mr. 
BURN], ought to know a good deal about this matter. I wan 


call attention to the same question that I asked the gentic! 





| from Illinois respecting the word *‘ lower,” in line 11 on page 


and ask if the committee assumes that to ‘‘lower”’ the qualit 
provisions or drinks, or anything of that sort, necessarily in) 
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Mr. HEPBURN. No; it does not. of the public as thoroughly and carefully as any bill it has ever 
Mr. CLARK. Because if it does, it ought to be stricken out. been my pleasure to support on this subject. I know and under- 


Mr. HEPBURN. But it may be the means of perpetrating a | stand fully that this bill is not perfect. Doubtless there are de- 
fraud upon a purchaser, and therefore it is right and proper that | fects and infirmities in the bill, but it is a long step in the right 
if he does thus lower the quality or standard of excellence he | direction. : 
should so state upon his labels. ; Having before us a great and difficult question to solve—that of 

Mr. CLARK. Of course he ought to so state on his labels. protecting and preserving the public health from adulterated 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is required by this law. : foods that are calculated to injure it—we are all bound to admit 

Mr. CLARK. But by all the rules of construction it would | that we draw close and near to what some people are disposed to 
look as if ‘‘lower”’ was intended to have the same meaning as | call an invasion of individual rights. This bill and its aim and 
the words **injuriously affect.” end is wholly misunderstood by anyone who thinks that the in- 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading): alienable individual rights of a citizen are impaired or interfered 

That for the purposes of this act an article shall be deemed to be adulter- | With. I contend that in a bill of this kind, having in view suchan 
ated- object as this bill has, the only way that we can finally determine 


First. If any substance or substances has or have been mixed and packed | yj,a+ j _— - rag »eardingly ia f. 3 
with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength. what its defects are and correct them accordingly is to put it in 


; : 7 7 1 ; force, to test it and try it. 
That, in my judgment, simply requires that the article, in order | We ought not to be afraid to trust the courts of our country. 
to exempt it from the charge of adulteration, shall have a brand | The courts of the country are made the final arbiter under the 
upon it showing directly what it is, as is provided by another | provisions of this bill for the protection of the rights of the public. 
section. . : 4 ,, | You can not accomplish any great object, any great beneficial 

Mr. CLARK. One more question and then I will quit—quit | purpose, such as is aoeneeel . this bill for the general public 
at this time, to resume after a while. What does the gentleman | unless you commit power to some one authorized to make rules 
say about sections 8 and 9 of this bill? Can they be enforced? | of regulation and have some one at the head of the movement. 
Do they not contravene the rule—I ask the attention of the gen- | We ought not togo upon the presumption that a standard adopted 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to this point—do they not con- | by a competent man, after consulting with experts, for the purity 
travene the rule that a man shall not be compelled to give testi- | of food will be based upon wrong or injury to the public. Should 
mony against himself? such a presumption prevail, then all legislation of this character 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well,I do not think the provisions of the would fail, and for the sake of a pretended individual right the 
bill undertake to compel a man to give testimony against himself. | general public would be made the victims of food importers, 

Mr. CLARK. The physical fact in the case has been decided | Rather should we presume that it will be correct and right. 
over and over again to be the very best evidence, and here you un- Now, agree with my worthy friend from Georgia [Mr. Apam- 
dertake to compel a man to give the physical facts in testimony | son] and with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEF RD] 
against himself. | in the truth of the platitudes that they have so well asserted in 

Mr. HEPBURN. To what section does the gentleman refer? | regard to ‘‘ State rights.” I do not undertake to deny such plat- 

Mr. CLARK. To sections 8 and 9. I call attention particu- | itudes as that ‘‘ the people who are the least governed are the best 
larly to the language at the top of page 19. | governed.’? Why, Mr. Chairman, we all agree to that. But I 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading): | do not believe those platitudes or the question of State rights or 

Shall furnish within business hours and upon tender and full payment of | the interference with the laws of the States have any application to 
the selling price a sample of such drugs or article of food to any person duly | this bill; and the reason they do not apply is found in this simple 
authorized by the Secretary of Agriculture to receive the same. provision of the bill: 

What provision of the Constitution does the gentleman under-| sxc. 10. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with commerce 
stand that that clause of the bill infringes? wholly internal in any State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by 

Mr. CLARK. It is a rule of evidence everywhere—in Iowa | the several States: but foods ang drugs fully complying with all the prov. 
and Missouri and everywhere else in the United States and in | States when transported from one State to another so long as they remain in 
England—that a man shall not be compelled to give testimony | original unbroken packages, except as may be otherwise provided by stat- 
against himself or to incriminate himself. That is the usual | tes of the United States. 
phrase. Mr. BARTLETT. Right there, Mr. Chairman, if it will not 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is only when the evidence incriminates | interrupt the gentleman—— 
him, is it not? The gentleman is assuming that the man on trial Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Not at all. 
is necessarily a criminal, and therefore he is to be permitted to The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield? 
continue in this business. Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. No, sir; I do not contend any such thing; but I Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman think that the laws 
contend that 386 Congressmen, most of them supposed to be first- | of the various States of the Union on the subject of pure food are 
rate lawyers, should not undertake to pass a bill here that flies in | sufficient, under the exercise of the police power of the States, to 
the face of the rule of evidence which is in force everywhere | cover this subject? I have here the law of my own State. These 
where English or American law prevails. | laws of the different States have, in many instances, been sus- 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman voted for this bill a year ago, | tained by the Supreme Court. I hold in my hand one of the late 


did he not? | cases, sustaining the Tennessee law in reference to cigarettes. 
Mr. CLARK. I knowl did. Does not the gentleman believe that the States have the authority, 
Mr. HEPBURN. And it then had this provision in itin avery and that in most of the States laws have been passed which, when 

much more offensive form. | enforced, will protect the people of those States from the imposi- 


Mr. CLARK. I know my friend from Illinois jogged my mem- | tions of adulterated food and other products injurious to health? 
ory about that, and I concluded he was right. He has now | Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. My answer to my friend 
changed his position and gone over to you. from Georgia is simply this: If he had heard what we in the In- 

Mr. HEPBURN. And you have changed your position and | terstate and Foreign Commerce Committee have heard as to the 


gone away from us. | profound failure of quite three-fourths of the States successfully 
Mr. CLARK. Exactly. to enforce and carry out any legislation upon their statute books 
Mr. HEPBURN. Well, we will call that even. | regulating pure food, he would see the necessity of this bill. I 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me to | admit that the State has authority to regulate the question and 
call attention in this connection, so that it may be inthe Recorp, | to put upon its statute books laws which, if enforced, would be 
to what the Constitution says? In Article V thelanguageis: ‘‘ No | sufficient. Of course Iadmit that it has that right, and this bill 
person, etc., shall be held to answer, etc.; nor shall be compelled | does not interfere with that power or authority in any way. 


in any criminal case to be a witness against himself.’’ Mr. ADAMSON. If the gentleman's experience is anything 
Mr. Chairman,I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | like mine, he has found the juries in State courts superior in every 
RICHARDSON] so much time as he may desire. | way to the juries in Federal courts in the proper enforcement of 
Mr. SHERLEY. Before the gentleman from Alabama pro- | the law. 
ceeds, I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa a question. | Mr. BARTLETT. May I continue? 
Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman from Alabama ought to| Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly the gentleman 
be permitted to proceed. | may, because, while I differ thoroughly with the gentleman on 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog- | this subject, I know that he is honest and sincere in his opinion. 
nized. | Mr. BARTLETT. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, this bill is | Iam asking with reference to the power of the State to enforce 
the same that was passed by the House of Representatives in the | its laws. Now, the gentleman has admitted that. 
Fifty-seventh Congress, save in two respects, and by the changes Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Of course. 
which have been made I think the bill has been greatly improved.| Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman stand here to say that 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that this bill safeguards all the interests ' the administration of the laws in the various States needs the ad- 
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ditional power given in this bill, and to have Federal authority in- | at this matter, and see wherein this bill clearly provides that it 
voked to administer the law? Permit me to say, sofaras my own | doesnot invade nor trespass upon any rights or police regulations 


State is concerned, that I stand here to refute any suggestion that 
the courts of the State of Georgia are in any degree inefficient in 
the enforcement of the law against the adulteration of food. The 
laws of the State will be as efficiently enforced by the State courts 
as by any Federal court to which the power can be given. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Inanswertothegentleman’s 
question I will ask him this one: Has he ever heard of any man 
in Georgia being arrested for violating a pure-food law? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. What was done with him? 

Mr. BARTLETT. He was tried and convicted. 
= fr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is one case I never 

eard of. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Permit me to say further that I hold in my 


hand herea case, and the United States Supreme Court reports are | 
full of casescarried from the various States which have pure-food | 


of the State. If this is done, why not, then, have a pure-food bil]? 

Why, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] speaks 
of a putrid dog, and he reads the section of the bill which refers 
to putrid food. Is it possible we have to resort to an argument 


| of that kind to make votes against a pure-food bill, that anything 


laws upon their statute books—cases that have been carried to the | 
Supreme Court of the United States—and in those cases the de- | 
cisions have been that the State, by reason of the exercise of its | 


police power, has ample authority on this subject. There has 
been not only one, but there have been innumerable cases that 
have gone up from the various State courts to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where the State laws have been sus- 
tained. The gentleman, I know, can not have investigated 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You can not get me com- 
mitted to the idea that a State has not the right to put a statute 
upon its books regulating pure food; but I say that the impracti- 
cability of the enforcement of these laws—which have not been 
enforced in three-fourths of the States, as the evidence showed 





clearly before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


merce—is a justification for the passage of this bill. Different 
standards of the purity of foods are erected in different States. 


that is put there in the way of decomposed matter shall be pro- 
nounced unwholesome? The fact is that this bill, without my 
going into minutiae or into a discussion of its principles, wnder- 
takes to accomplish and does accomplish but one thing, and its 
whole purport and object is that thing. 

What is it? It is tomakea man who offers upon the market to 
sell certain food products to you or me or any other citizen brand 
his goods according to the truth. It prevents him from making a 
false representation and false statement. It prevents him from 
adulterating his flour with sand and selling it—selling it as pure, 
wholesome flour. Itprevents him from putting three-fourths of 
glucose in his New Orleans sirup and calling it pure sirup. It 
requires him to place upon that barrel a proper and truth{ul label 
before he can sell it, and he must show to the purchaser that there 
is three-fourths of glucose in that sirup. Does any man oject 
to that? It is a standard of truth and reality, as well as justice, 
that the bill proposes to establish. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, what we 
object to is the tribunal that this law provides to determine what 
shall be pure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
tribunal? 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I have answered that. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is the difference of opinion among 


What do you suggest as the 


The State is the tribunal in a matter of that 


| Members. 


The State has no extraterritorial jurisdiction, and confusion and | 


failure to enforce the law has followed in case after case. The 
State is restricted and confined in its jurisdiction within its own 
State line. Kentucky would have one standard for the ascertain- 
ment of pure whisky and Alabama another. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand the position of the gentleman, 
then, to be this: That while he recognizes the power of the States 
to regulate 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And this bill does, too. 

Mr. SHERLEY (continuing). He claims that they do not in 
fact do it, and therefore he thinks you should go to the National 
Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; and not only that—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. Iam glad to see the gentleman so candid as 
to admit that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Recognizing the honesty and 
sincerity of my brother Democrats from the South, I say that I 
truly and really believe that they lay too much stress upon this 
question of ‘State rights.’’ While I recognizeand uphold thesov- 
ereignty of my State and the fundamental doctrine of local home 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Well, then, when you give 
it to the State would you be willing for the State to fix the stand- 
arafr 

Mr. SHERLEY. ILIanswer youin regard to the States simply 
this: That I think there is less liability to be wrongful and cor- 
rupt administration of the law in a matter which is exceedingly 
dangerous in every way, and because the people’s rights are bet- 
ter protected in that the administration is closer at home among 
the people in each particular State, and I further say that it was 
upon this theory that the Government was founded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do you not believe that the 
theory of this bill and its object and aim is not to permit a man 


| to sell anything without making him sell it according to what it 


rule as much as any man in this Union recognizes it, I do not | 


think there is a ‘‘ scarecrow behind every bush ’”’ simply because 
we concede authority to the Federal Government in certain mat- 
ters and on certain lines peculiarly subject to Government control. 
This bill, in truth, makes the Federal Government and State au- 
thority cooperative with each other—the Government seeking to 
cure the defects that obstruct the enforcement of the pure-food 
laws in the States. 

I think that the Federal Government has some power and some 
authority in such matters as this bill treats of, and I say it with 
great respect and deference to those who differ with me. 
it has been said of us in the South that while we were standing 
contending for constitutional rights and States rights our north- 
ern friends were getting all the money from the Treasury. Now, 
I do not say nor do I mean to be understood that I would impair 
nor would I relinquish or surrender in any way the authority and 
the sovereignty and the rights of Alabama or any State in the 
Union under any conditions. 

We had the Marine-Hospital Service bill here before the last 
Congress. What was the purport and object of it? It was to 
bring the medical officers of the Federal Government into coop- 


eration and support and sympathy or in consultation with the | 


medical boards of the States. It was to regulate that dread dis- 


is assumed to be? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I believe the motive of the people back of this 
bill is pure as can be, but the fact that the motive of the bill is 
good does not necessarily make the bill a good one, and that it 
will not, when administered, be subject to a great deal of corrup- 
tion. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Don’t you believe that the 


plain, specific provision in this bill requires the man to sell the 
goods for exactly what they are? 
Mr. SHERLEY. I believe in that; but I think these agencies 


are necessarily defective. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Well, God Almighty in 
framing man made us with some imperfections. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The founders ot this Government kept ques- 
tions like this of the police authority from the General Govern- 


| ment, and did not give to Congress any police powers. 


Why, | 


ease, yellow fever, and prevent that ‘shotgun policy’ of quar- | 
antine which every hamlet and village adopted on hearing that | 
yellow fever had appeared at some distant place. Trade and traf- | 


fic were suspended. Medical boards of a large number of the 
States most interested petitioned that the Federal Government 
come to their aid. It was done in a wise, prudent law, which is 
working splendidly; yet gentlemen on this floor vociferously de- 


lared in their opposition to the bill that the rights of the States were | 


being invaded. I say, Mr. Chairman, we ought to look carefully 





| 


| 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now. Mr. Chairman, there 
were two changes in this bill from the one that we passed in tie 
House of Representatives in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

One of them related to a number of experts, ete. That was 
changed and made fewer, leaving more discretion as to consul ':\- 
tion with certain men. The next change, or, rather, the ony 
other change, is to strike out—and I read now from Doctor Wiley 
in his testimony in the hearing before our committee a few days 
ago on this subject—the only other change is to strike out, as | 
stated, the methods of taking samples, which are designated in 
section 8, that my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] has been 
talking about. Doctor Wiley says: 

It seems to me it is far better to leave that to the regulations of the Sec 
tary, just as in the tariff law; the regulations for carrying out the examine 
tions and taking samples of substances at the portsare left to the regulations 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and when he finds that these regulations 
are not working well, he may change them so as to make them work better 


What more sensible statement, from a man eminent as Doctor 
Wiley, can be made than this? Weare but human, and we ert 
in these things, but when a regulation has been made, trying 
get at the truth, and having in view the efficiency—the wholesom’ 
ness—of this law and protecting the people, why should we not be 


allowed to make a change in that regulation where it is intended 
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to deal more liberally and honestly and fairly with the public? 
That is all. What objection can be made to that? 

|] think, Mr. Chairman, that the most stringent and drastic pro- 
vision of this bill is the last one—section 12—and yet I concur in 
that because I say that when we launch out upon legislation of 
this kind we have to go upon the basis of commonsense. I could 
stand here to-day, surrounded by good astute lawyers, and could 
make technical objections to this bill almost the balance of this 
Congress. We have to proceed upon the lines of common sense 
and having some confidence and some trust in the officers of the 
Government. 


I was just proceeding, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of | 


the committee to section 12. That section has been added to the 
bill which passed in the last Congress, andI have no hesitancy in 
saying, although it appears somewhat drastic upon its face, that 
it was necessary to put such a section in there to meet the pur- 
pose and object of this bill. It says: 


Suc. 12. That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to investigate the 
character and extent of the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liquors when- 
ever he has reason to believe that articles are being imported from foreign 
countries which by reason of such adulteration are dangerous to the health 


of the people of the United States, or which are forbidden to be sold or re- 
strict odin salein the countries in which they are made or from which they are 
ex ported, or which shall be falsely iabeled inany reapess in regard to the place 
of manufacture or the contents of the package, shall make a request upon the 


Secretary of the Treasury for samples from original packages ¢f such arti- 


cles for inspection and analysis; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby | 


authorized to open such original packages and deliver specimens to the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture for the purpose mentioned, giving due notice to the 
owner or consignee of such articles, who may be present and have the right 
to introduce testimony; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall refuse de- 
livery to the consignee of any of such goods which the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture reports to him have been inspected and analyzed and found to be dan- 
gerous to health, or which are forbidden to be sold or restricted in sale in the 
countries in which they are made or from which they are exported,or which 
shall be falsely labeled in any respect in regard to the place of manufacture 
or the contents of the package. 

Now, what is that? We have had great complaint, as we have 
heard in the hearings before our committee, that Germany, for 
instance, was transporting to this country certain food products 
which were prohibited from being sokl in Germany and they 
were selling them to our country and to our people. This pro- 
vision is made for the purpose of stopping it. Wherever it is for- 
bidden to be sold by the laws of Germany or any foreign country, 
why, the Secretary has the right tostop it. Surely the gentleman 
does not object to that? While it is a stringent and most drastic 


Now these, Mr. Chairman, are the real leading provisions of 
this bill, and in reference to the question asked by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLark] as to the consti- 
| tutionality of section 8, I have never heard a gentleman of his 
ability state wherein and how that provision, in requiring a man 
who is suspected of having violated the law simply to give a sam- 
| ple of that which he has been selling, is requiring him to testify 
| against himself. That is not testifying against himself. 


| No innocent man could object to that. That isa physical fact. 
| There is no testimony in it, and there is no court that has ever 
| held, within my knowledge, that a physical fact like this, as pro- 

vided for in sections 8 and 9, is making a man furnish testimony 
| against himself. If that were the law and the Constitution could 


| be violated» in that, you can readily see that under the laws of 
| this country a great deal of valuable testimony looking to the 
| conviction of criminals would be eliminated from the courts. 
I say it is nothing but a physical fact. It is not like a man be- 
ing drawn up for a game of cards and testifying who was in the 
| gaine with him. Notthatatall. That is giving oral testimony. 
| This is a physical fact, that the law requires to be put in the 
| hands of the person duly authorized by the Secretary of Agricul- 
| ture to receive the same, for the purpose of investigating to see 
whether that man is a criminal and has violated the statutes of 
| the country. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest a 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States upon that 
| line, which the gentleman says no court has decided? I do not re- 
| call the name of the case, but it is a case where the court held, on 
a question of forcing a railroad corporation, or its officers, to pro- 
duce their books of record in order to show that they had violat 
the interstate-commerce law with reference tocharges for freigh 
that it was unconstitutional. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Which is not on a parallel 
with this case at all. I say I never have seen a case where any 
court has passed upon that question and said that a physical fact 
is making a man testify against himself. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 
| Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not as much a physical fact when you 

require the owner, or the proprietor, or seller of this alleged 
| adulterated article to furnish you samples of it as it is when you 





feature, it is wholesome and wise and prudent and is intended | Teduite the officials of a railroad corporation to furnish you their 
to stop that evil that foreign countries are perpetrating upon the | books and papersin order to ascertain if they have violated the law? 


peopie of our country. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, just in conclusion of the remarks which | 
I have made, let us look and see—and it is common sense that we | 
want in this bill; it is not so much legal ability and knowledge of | 


technicalities as it is plain, ordinary common sense to be applied 
toit. Now, here it says: 

f it bean imitation of or offered for sale under the distinctive name of 
another article. 

In the case of confectionery: 

If it contain terra alba, barytes, talc, chrome yellow, or other mineral 
substances or poisonous colors or flavors, or other ingredients deleterious 
or detrimental to health. 

If it does that, it falls under the ban of the provisions of the 
bill. 

Now, in the case of foods: 


First. If any substance or substances has or have been mixed or packed 
with it, so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not think it is. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It occurs to me that it is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I know the gentleman and I 
differ on these questions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. With pleasure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman know that re- 
peatedly courts have held that it was error to compel the defend- 
ant in a criminal case to stand up and give his measurement 
alongside of a witness to determine who was the tallest man? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; I know that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not true that in a recent remarkab'e 
case where the real physical fact was whether the defendant was 
&@ man or a woman the judgment of the court was reversed be- 
cause the court compelled the defendant to exhibit the fact that 


° * ° shea ws - ‘ and ° 
Does any man think it would be right for another one who had | she was @ woman and not a mani? 


offered to sell me acertain product for my table to lessen the 
quality or quantity,so as to injuriously affect the product? This ; 
compels obedience to the law, and proposes to punish the man | 
who violates it. You must not doit. As I have said, the whole 
object of this bill is to make men sell things according to the truth 
and what they really are, and not let them impose upon the public. 
If he violates the law in doing it, he ought to be punished. The 
bill nowhere proposes to prohibita man from selling. It requires 
him when he does sell to sell his goods or products exactly for 
what they are. 

What is the next? 

Second. If any substance or substances has or have been substituted wholly 
er in part for the article. 

Is there anything wrong in that, to come and tell me you are 
selling me pure sirup, ‘‘ New Orleans molasses,” when you have 
three-fourths of glucose init? Isthatright? Ought not the man 
who does it to be punished? And here is the law to prohibit it. 


on. If any valuable constituentof the article has been wholly orin part 
tracted. 

Fourth. If it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the distinctive 
Rame of another article. f 

Fifth. If it be mixed, colored, powdered, or stained in a manner whereby | 

amage or inferiority is concealed. : 

Sixth. If it containanyadded poisonous ingredient whigh mayrendersuch | 
article injurious to health. , 

Seventh. If it be inbeled or branded so as to deceive of mislead the pur- 
chaser, or purport to be a foreign product when not so. 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That was on the question of 
decency, I reckon. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all; it was on the sole ground that 


| she was compelled in that way to furnish evidence against her- 


self. Iam not arguing that there is anything in the bill uncon- 
stitntional, but the gentleman was making a broad statement that 
no production of a physical fact had ever been held erroneous 
where forced upon the defendant. I thought I would cal! his at- 
tention to these facis. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am very much obliged to 
the gentleman for that. We all know that decisions of the Su- 
preme Court are based upon peculiar facts; that you have got to 
understand the facts of the case before you can apply the theory 
toothercases. I say thatthe facts and surrounding circumstances 
of the opinions of judges must be known before you can apply 
them. A man may take the bald facts and statement of a judge 
in a decision and apply it to some other case and it does not ap- 
ply at all when you look at it, because the facts are different. I 
Say again, in my humble opinion, that this eighth section, which re- 
quires that a man shall furnish these samples, is not unconstitu- 
tional. It is not the first time we have discussed this; it has been 
before our committee, and while I differed in the last Congress 
with my distinguished friend from Illinois, I now think that that 
provision is not unconstitutional. Of course lawyers will differ 
upon all these questions. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I have occupied more time than I intended 
to upon this bill. It was my pleasure to have discussed it at 
length in the last Congress, and I admit, in view of the fact of 
the deficiency and inefliciency, you may call it, of a great many 
of the States on that subject of pure food, I became interested in 
the enactment of this bill as a law. Not that it is going to in- 
vade the kitchen, as my distinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. 
ADAMSON] said. It is not going to invade the kitchen; it is not 
going to limit the cook and require her to cook certain things; it 
will not limit the good housewife to the selection of what goods 
are on her table. The only thing this bill says to that cook and 
to that housewife is that when you do cook anything and put it 
on the table it shall not be a false article, but it shall speak the 
truth and be what it assumes to be. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. CHARLEs B. LANDIS 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 1935. An act providing for the holding of an additional court 

I 4 
in the northern district of West Virginia at Martinsburg, W. Va.; 
and 

S. 782. An act granting a pension to Mary D. Duvall. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 33. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound 10,000 copies of the Report of the Commission on Inter- 
national Exchange and the appendixes thereto, being House Document No. 
144, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, 2,000 of which shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for 
the use of the Commission on International Exchange. 

Senate concurrent resolution 29. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed ay the First Annual Report of the Reclamation Service, 
from June 17, to December 1, 1902, with the accompanying maps, of which 
1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives. 

Senate concurrent resolution 34. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print from 
stereotype plates and to bind 2,500 copies of the Second Annual Report of the 
Reclamation Service, of which 750 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
1,250 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 200 copies for the use 
of the Department of the Interior, and 300 copies for the use of the United 
States Geological Survey. 

Senate concurrent resolution 35. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to cause a survey to be 
made for a ship canal extending from a point_in the city of Newark, N. J., 
below the junction of the Pennsylvania and Lehigh Valley railroads, through 
the Newark Meadows and Newark Bay to New York Bay, said ship canal to 
have a width of 300 feet and a depth of 3 feet, and to report such survey to 
Congress, together with an estimate of the cost of the same. 

S. R. 28. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of additional 
copies of Agricultural Bulletin No. 124, being a report on irriga- 
tion in Utah. 

‘che message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 6804) providing for the appoint- 
ment of a customs appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa. 


PURE FOOD, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, in the first place I want to enter 
my solemn protest against the way that legislation is railroaded 
through this House. 
affecting the interest not only of every manufacturer, wholesaler, 
and retailer in the land, but also of every consumer, was dumped 
in here yesterday and taken up to-day for immediate considera- 
tion, giving even the most industrious man no adequate time for 
investigation or refection. 
erate in a boiler factory or in the roar of battle as in this House 
when in full blast. These comments apply not only to this bill, 
but to legislation here in general, and this method does not se- 
cure the best results. 

I wish to state as preliminary to anything I may say in the 


course of my remarks that I heartily agree with the intention of | 


the committee in bringing in this bill; that is, to prevent the del- 


eterious adulteration of foods and drinks and drugs that we use | j,, the jan 


| of war or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same © 
| to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled 1! 


either from necessity or for pleasure. If properly amended I will 
vote for it; but as reported by the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce it is too drastic. It is doing things that have 
alreauy been done aswel by the States as they will be done by the 
United States Governinent. 

Any man who manvfactures and puts on the public market an 
article of food or drink which is deleterious to health or destruc- 
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| the State. 


| lible. 
| world as to what is healthful and what is not healthful. 
| been thumped into our heads ever since we were born that cis- 


This bill, which is of the gravest importance, | 


| tion, because it is good reading. 
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| tive of life ought to be in the penitentiary—perhaps he ought to 


be hanged. Nobody can make that part of it stronger than that. 


| While in the Missouri legislature I was chairman of the committes 


on criminal jurisprudence and procedure. I reported and helped 


| to report several bills looking toward the prevention of the manu- 


facture or sale of improperly adulterated and deleterious foods ip 
I especially remember one about candy. 

One trouble with this bill is that it lodges in the hands of the 
Agricultural Department the right to say what is wholesome 
food. I have a great deal of respect for the Secretary of Agricu)- 
ture, Hon. James Wilson. He is one of the most valuable public 
functionaries now in the city of Washington or that ever wags 
here, but I do not believe that his chemists are necessarily infal- 
Scientific men differ all over the country and all over the 
It has 


tilled water is the most healthful of all drinks, yet within the 
last two or three years some distinguished chemist somewhere 
has declared that if a man drinks distilled water it will kill him 
in a short time because it takes out of his stomach certain juices 
and salts in undue proportion. 

We have been taught from time immemorial that cleanliness is 
next to godliness and that we ought to bathe frequently. | re- 
member seeing a long article in a newspaper once eulogizing 
Joseph Chamberlain because he bathed three times a day; but a 
distinguished scientist in the city of Chicago, whence the gentle- 
man | Mr. MANN] comes, and whence so many preposterous the- 
ories come, has recently arisen to declare that bathing is an un- 
healthful and unnecessary performance. [Applause and laughter. |] 

M. MANN. I hopethe gentleman does not think they come 
in parrs. 

Mr. CLARK. I do not know. One professor out there got 
himself into hot water by attesting that all the poetry that has 
ever been written in the way of Christian hymns is mere doggeré|, 
and another gave it as his opinion that John q. Rockefeller was 
greater literary genius than William Shakespeare. [ Laughter. | 
Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman yield for a moment’ 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. BOUTELL. In justice to the different parts of Chicago, I 
wish to say that none of these comes from my district. 

Mr. MANN. I am willing to accept the responsibility of 
University of Chicago. 

Mr. CLARK. Let us take another case. All the scientists 
have been proclaiming the doctrine from time immemorial that 
oatmeal is the most healthful and best brain-producing food we 
can eat, notwithstanding old Doctor Johnson’s sneering definition 
of oats as *‘ Grain which Scotchmen eat and which others feed to 
their horses.’’ The oatmeal habit has become almost universal. 
Recently, however, a distinguished physician in the city of Lo 
declared that oatmeal has less nutriment in it than almos 
thing else, and is the worst food that people are in the ha! 
consuming. 

I don’t know which one of these scientists is right, but I say 
that when scientific men differ—when doctors disagree—i 
posterous to put into this bill or any other bill the authority 
one set of chemists to determine what we are to eat in thi 
try. In Missouri we have a statute providing that a cal! 
not be killed for food purposes and the meat put on sale 
calf is under six weeks or a month old—I have forgotten v 
it is—on the ground that itis unhealthy; and the question | a 
Colonel HEPBURN was this: Does this bi!l override State stat 
on this same subject? 

As to sections 8 and 9,I believe they are unconstituti 
believe that any court in Christendom will so declare, | 
they compel a defendant to furnish evidence agajnst him»: 
criminal prosecution. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. H®! 
wants to know if I am in favor of shielding these fellows 51] 
because they are criminals. No! But I am not in favor o! 
ing a bill here which on the very face of it is unconstitution: 


the 


" Or | which will stultify every man who votes for it. 
One might as well attempt to delib- | 


Let us see what the constitutional provision is. I refer to [he 
fifth amendment of the Constitution. I will read the w! 
And, by the way, the firs! 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States contain! 
of the principles of human liberty than all the rest of the © 
tution put together: 


No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous 
unless on ne or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases 
d or naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service 1! 


criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, |! 
or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be ' 
for public use without just compensation, 


The clause pertinent here is: 
Nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against him 











1904. 


Here is the statute on that subject. I refer to section 860 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States of 1878, second edition: 


Src. 860. No pleading of a party, nor an¥ discovery or evidence obtained 
from a party or witness by means of a judicial proceeding in this or any for- 
eign country, shall be given in evidence, or in any manner used against him 
or his property or estate, in any court of the United States, in any criminal 
proceeding, or for the enforcement of any penalty or forfeiture: Provided, 
That this section shall notexemptany party or witness from prosecution and 
punishment for perjury committed in discovering or testifying as aforesaid. 


In the case of Counselman v. Hitchcock, in 146 United States 
Reports, the Supreme Court says, inter alia: 

It is quite clear that legislation can not abridge a constitutiona! privilege 
and that itcan not replace or supply one, at least unless it is so broad as to 
have the same extent in scope and effect. It is to be noted of section 860 of 
the Revised Statutes that it does not undertake to compel self-criminating 
evidence from a party or a witness. * * * We are clearly of opinion that 
no statute which leaves the party or witness subject to prosecution after he 
answers the criminating question put to him can have the effect of supplant- 
ing the privilege conferred by the Constitution of the United States. Section 
860 of the Revised Statutes does not aeaeny a complete protection from all 
the perils against which the constitutional prohibition was designed to guard 
and is not a full substitute for that prohibition. 

In view of the constitutional provision, a statutory enactment, to be valid, 
must afford absolute ae . future prosecution for the offense 
to which the question relates. In this respect we give our assent rather to 
the doctrine of Emry’s case, in Massachusetts, than to that of People v. 
Kelly, in New York, and we consider that the ruling of this court in Boyd v. 
United States, supra, supports the view we take. Section 860, moreover, 
affords no protection — that use of compelled testimony which consists 
in gaining therefrom a knowledge of the details of acrime, and of sources of 
information which may supply other means of convicting the witness or party, 

The argument used in that decision shows sections 8 and 9 of 
the bill we are considering are unconstitutional. 

My friend from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON] says that under 
sections 8 and 9 of this bill when a merchant is compelled to fur- 
nish these kages of goods upon demand of a Government in- 
spector to be used in these criminal proceedings his act is simply 
a production of physical facts and does not fall within the inhi- 
bition of that constitutional provision. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Under the provisions of this bill, suppose the 
Secretary of Agriculture sends to one of the dealers referred to in 
this section for a package of this merchandise. Is that a crim- 
inal prosecution under the Constitution? 

Mr. CLARK. Why, certainly; it is for the purposes of a crim- 
inal prosecution and to be used in evidence against him. 

Mr. HEPBU®N. Wait a minute. 
ascertaining what? Whether there is a deleterious substance in 
that merchandise. Now, it is not a prosecution against the man. 
There may never be a prosecution. 

Mr. CLARK. How do you know? 

Mr. HEPBURN. [If there isa prosecution against him, then 
the question that the gentleman suggests may arise. 
tion may then be made to the introduction of that testimony. 

sunt in the meantime this man will aid science in determining 
whether a wrong is being perpetrated upon society. There is no 
proceeding against him until later on; and then he may take ad- 
vantage of the constitutional provision. — 

Mr. CLARK. Well, now, if all that is true, why did you not 
put it in this proposed statute? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is here. 

Mr. CLARK. No, sir; by the next section it is provided that 
if the merchant do’s not give up his stuff to an inspector he shall 
be guilty of an offense. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Surely. He is compelled to do that. But 
how does that hurt him in a prosecution? Shall that man say 
that you want to use this matter against him, possibly in a crim- 
inal prosecution? He can not be permitted to say that, because 
when the prosecution occurs and the prosecutor proposes td in- 
troduce this evidence, then the constitutional objection of incom- 
petency will be raised and the evidence will be ruled out. So the 
man will not be harmed. ; 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Chairman, if that is true, then there 
is no sense in putting these sections in the bill. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. We want them in the bill for the 
purpose of enabling the Secretary, perhaps, to fix his standard— 
perhaps to find out that there is a ground for a prosecution that 
may be pending against this person, if other evidence not objec- 
tionable can be found against him. eae ; 

Mr. CLARK. And perhaps for the purpose of instituting this 
criminal proceeding. 


Mr. HEPBURN. No; not for that purpose, because it can not | 


be used for that. 
Mr. CLARK. Why can it not be? 

. a. HEPBURN. Because, you say, the Constitution pro- 
ibits it. 
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quently, perhaps, the prosecution of the individual for a crime. 
The gentleman does not differentiate between those two things. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] a question at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] yield? 

Mr. CLARK. No; I do not want to have this side debate go on 
over there. 

Mr. PERKINS. What I am about to say is in the line of the 
gentleman’s contention. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, then, go on. 

Mr. PERKINS. Suppose a man is suspected of having stolen 
goods in his possession. Do you suppose that under a law which 
we may have passed you could compel such a man, upon request, 
to furnish those goods, so that you may find out he has stolen 
goods in his possession? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the difference? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, the difference is as broad as the diffe~- 
ence between day and night. Here are two distinct, substantive 
proceedings. One is to find out whether there is a deleterious 
substance in this food that this man is selling. The other isa 
prosecution against him. Now. in the first instance, it is not a 
prosecution against him. We havea right, I think, to compel 
him, being a dealer engaged in interstate commerce, to make this 
proffer for the purpose, not of prosecuting him, but for the pur- 
pose of finding out whether or not there is a deleterious substance 
in that which he is selling. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no prosecution in getting the goods 
from a man whom you suspect of holding stolen goods. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, that is an entirely different question. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not see the difference. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. You can issue a search war- 
rant and look for the goods. 

Mr. PADGETT. I will suggest to the gentleman that on page 
14 of the act it is expressly provided— 


| which certificate shall be admitted in evidence in all courts of the United 


This is for the purpose of | 


States without further verification. 


Mr. CLARK. Yes. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not a bit of 
doubt that the intention of the man who drew this bill was to use 
the evidence obtained against the man from whom he obtained 
it. The gentleman from Alabama says these are physical facts. 
Every criminal lawyer, in this House or out of it, knows that the 


| very strongest evidence that can be produced in a court of justice 


An objec- | 


Mr. CLARK. Certainly; that is what I have said, and that is | 


the reason why those two sections ought to go out of this bill. 
Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman does not differentiate be- 

tween the two proceedings—the proceeding to discover whether 

there is a deleterious substance in this food product and, subse- 


is a physical fact. A witness may go on the witness stand and 
swear to a lie as to what he saw or heard, but he can not go on 
the witness stand and exhibit a lie by way of a physical fact. 

I will give you an example: When I wasa boyI had a play- 
mate who had a double thumb. Now, suppose a murder had 
been committed in that neighborhood after that young fellow 
became big enough to commit a murder, and it had turned out 
by the blood marks that the man who committed the murder had 
a double thumb, and it also had turned out that my double- 
thumbed playmate had been placed on trial for that murd 
will any man here who is fit to try an assault and battery case in 
the court of a justice of the peace assert that you could have 
made that man stand up and exhibit his double thumb to that 
jury as a matter of evidence against himself? 

I will give you another example that some of you have not 
noticed: Ont here on the walls of the Rotunda is a great picture 
of the Baptism of Pocahontas. There isa big buck Indian sitting 
up there, with six toes on one foot. Thatisa part of the art in 
the city of Washington! Now, if there ever was such an Indian, 
suppose that in his day, generation, and neighborhood somebody 
that had six toes on his right foot, as shown by tracks, had com- 
mitted a murder? Does anybody believe that that Indian could 
have been made to stick his foot up in the presence of a jury and 
exhibit the six toes on his right foot as evidence on which to con- 
vict himself? 

The prosecution might prove aliunde that the Indian defendant 
had six toes on his right foot, but he could not be compelled to 
establish the physical fact himself by placing his foot with the 
superfluous toe in evidence against himself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question there? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He has given me just the illustration that I 
want. Suppose, now, that your friend with the double thumb had 
left the impression of it in some way upon an article that was 
afterwards stolen. An action of replevin is brought to recover 
that stolen property. 

Mr. CLARK. Oh, that is a civil procedure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Could you not make him put up his thumb? 

Mr. CLARK. That is acivil procedure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This isa civil procedure to get this article 
for the purpose of having it examined. 








Mr.CLARK. No; this provides for a criminal prosecution. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; it is not. It is a civil proceeding, a 
scientific inquiry. The criminal proceeding comes afterwards, 
and when you attempt to prosecute, then that question can be 
raised. 

Mr. CLARK. 


man from lowa another question: Does he know of any kind of a 


civil procedure in which a man is liable to be fined and sent to | 


ail? 
: Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 
Mr. CLARK. What is it? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Why, where he refuses to act as a witness 
he is fined for contempt and sent to jail. 
Mr.CLARK. Oh, thatis a quasi-criminal procedure, that grows 


out of the civil procedure. 
e Mr. HEPBURN. Well, in torts often. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, listen. I will read to you the law, your 
own bill. Section 9: 

That any manufacturer, producer, or dealer who refuses to comply, upon 


demand, with the requirements of section 8 of this act shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor—— 


Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 
Mr. CLARK (reading): 


and upon conviction shall be fined not exceeding $100 or imprisonment 
not exceeding one hundred days, or both. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ADAMSON. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr. HEPBURN. When a citizen in this civil inquiry refuses 

to do his duty he becomes delinquent and he may be prosecuted 

under the law. 


Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have another objection | 


te this whole business. 

Mr. STANLEY. Is it not a fact that the Hitchcock decision 
to which you refer was simply a question in which a witness re- 
fused to ne to the grand jury on the ground that it wasa 
judicial decision? 

: Mr. CLARK. I may not have stated everything that was in 
that case. I want to repeat here that Iam not opposed to legis- 
lation that is fair and within reasonable scope on this subject. 


But the whole tendency of Congress under this interstate-com- | 


merce clause of the Constitution is to usurp all the authority of 
the States and to discriminate against somebody and in favor of 
somebody. 

My friend from California [Mr. BELL] has introduced a bill 
here dividing all wines into “‘pure wines”’ and “ compound 
wines.’’ I used to go to school to a college professor, Prof. John 
H. Neville, of Kentucky University, who divided all creation into 
Greeks and barbarians, [Laughter.] Now, here is a provision 
of Mr. BEww’s bill: 

Section 1 (in substance). ‘‘ Pure wine is a wine that has no for- 
eign substance whatever in it, and all other wines are compound 
wines.”’ 

Sec. 2. That from and after the passage of this act there shall be levied 
and collected upon all wines produced in the United States or imported into 
the United States from any other country the following tax: Epon pure 
wine the sum of one-tenth of a cent per gallon, and upon compound wine 
the sum of 25 cents per gallon, to be paid by the manufacturer of the home 
product or the importer of the foreign product, as the case may be. 

Mr. Justice Miller said: ‘‘ The power to tax is the power to de- 
stroy.’’ 

Mr. Beuw’s bill would tax all American wines except California 
wines out of existence. 


Now, Mr. BeLu, when he introduced that bill, knew that in | 


California they grow grapes of a character that they can make 


wine from without adding anything to the juice, while we know | 


that wine made from grapes grown east of the Rocky Mountains 


wine, and do not believe I have drank a gallon of wine in my 
life. 


ot this bill before the House now, wines made out of Missouri, 
hio, and Kentucky grapes, or any other grapes except those 
ef California, are absolutely prohibited. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? The gentleman said that this wine part or text of the 
bill was in keeping with the bill before the House. 
the gentlaman from Missouri if it is any more in keeping and if 
it is not on all fours with the outrageous oleomargarine bill passed 
during the last Congress? 

Mr. CLARK. I will say that itis just exactly the same sort of 
a bill. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And if it is not the direct outgrowth of the 
precedent which we established then, and which the distinguished 


gentleman from Mississippi, the leader on that side of the House, | 


said would flow into this Congress? 
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| the Mississippi Valley have as good a chance to make wiue as 





The Missouri River bluffs produce grapes that make wine | 
equal to the wines of France or California, and under the terms | 


I want to ask | 
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Mr. CLARK. Yes,exactly; I voted forthe oleomargarine bill, 
Open confessionis good for th soul. (Laughter.] What I have 
to say is this: I am not making a speech in favor of temperance 
or of prohibition, or against temperance or prohibition. And I 


‘ | am not going to have any controversy with anybody in this House 
Now, Mr: Chairman, I want to ask the gentle- | m 


or out of it on that subject. The making of wine is going on in 
this country, and the drinking of wine is going on, and if that is 
to be the case I want to see the grape growers of Missouri and 
L { 
grape growers of California. Now, I want to read to vona tae 
words from a letter which I have received from a constituent. 

Down in the south end of my district there is one of the larcest 
wine manufactories. if that isthe proper term for it, in the United 
States. It is the Stone Hill Wine Company. It is not a bogus 
concern that makes wines without grapes or that sails under ) 
colors or gets money under false pretenses. They have built ap 
a vast business, not only selling to the people of Missouri and th; 
people of the United States, but they make wine of such 1 
that they ship it to Europe and compete in the fairs and th 
hibitions of Europe with the wine manufacturers of France. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. CLARK. Give me five minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman now, and 
later will try to give him five minutes more, 

Mr. CLARK. Now, these gentlemen say: 

If this bill— 

That is, Mr. Beiu’s— 
passes Congress, all wineries, large and small, east of the Rocky Mountains 
will be wiped out of existence with one lick. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to pacify 
him on that point? 

Mr. CLARK. No. 


sab 


If you will allow me to read this part of 


| this letter, then you can come in. 


Mr. HEPBURN. You are talking about another bill, not this 


|; one. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Betuw’s billis just simply a sort of supple- 
ment to your bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLARK (reading): 

We haveanaltogether different climate here (the climate east of the Rocky 
Mountains) than that of California, and under the many and altogether 
ferent conditions it is necessary that the making of wine is handled altoether 
different in the eastern section of the United States than they do to k 
wine in the tropical State of California. Why should it not be allowed and 
considered as absolutely pure wine if sugar and water is added to grapes in 
the Eastern States, since said grapes are not so sweet as those grown in Cali- 
forni: With the same argument we could consider asimpurea sweet-pota 
pie made in Northern States from northern sweet potatoes, as they co not 
contain the excessive amount of sugar as those grown in the Southern Stat 
from which they make pie without adding sugar, for the potatoes are sweet 
enough. Gallizing wasnotinvented in America, but is practiced since centu- 
ries in Germany and France, the two greatest wine-producing countries in 
the world. The whole matter is very simple. 

That it is necessary to nse sngar in making wine from grapes 
raised east of the Rockies is clearly demonstrated in a book en- 
titled “‘American Grape Growing and Wine Making,” published 
by the Orange Judd Company, of New York City, from which I 
would read copious extracts if time permitted. 

Now, if the gentleman from Iowa desires to ask me a question 
I will hear him. ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Missouri will direct 
his critical attention to page 17 of the bill, beginning at line 6, he 


lif- 


| will find this language: 


That anarticle of food which does not contain any added poisonous or dele- 
terious ingredients shall not be deemed to be adulterated in the following 
as: 
First. In the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or 
time to time hereafter known as articles of food, under their own distinctive 


from 


| names, and not included in definition fourth of this section. 


has to have sugar or other ingredients put into it to take away | 
the superfluous acidity so as to make it palatable for people to | 
drink. I want to say in that connection that I rarely drink | 


That does not prohibit the use of sugar in grape juice in the 
manufacture of wine, but does permit that to be done if the suger 
is not a poisonous or deleterious ingredient. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, there is on the statute books of 
this country what is known asthe Sherman law. I believe t)at'' 
is sufficient when it is supplemented by the various State laws on 
this subject of the adulteration of food. It is very short and very 
simple, and I will read it: 


Anact to prevent a false branding or marking of food and dairy products 
as to the State or Territory in which they are made or produced 

Be it enacted, etc., That no person or persons, company or corporation, 
shall introduce into any State or Territory of the United States or the 
District of Columbia from any other State or Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, or sell in the District of Columbia or in 
any Territory any dairy or food products which shall be falsely labeled or 
branded as to the State or Territory in which they are made, produced, 
grown, or cause or procure the same to be done by others. 


Sexo. 2. That if any person or persons violate the provisions of this act, 


| either in person or through another, he shall segue of a misdemeano 


shall be punished by a fine of not less than five hundred nor more the two 
thousand dollars; and that the jurisdiction for the prosecution of sail m's- 
demeanor shall be within the district of the United States court in which it 
is committed. 

Approved July 1, 1902. 
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Now, if section 1 were extended to all things edible and drink- When we leave the great good that is to be accomplished by 


able, then you would do what we ought to be attempting to do | 


with this bill, and it would not require all this expensive machin- 
ery and the risk of having somebody in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment discriminating against one kind of food and in favor of 
another. They say the gentlemen over there are high-toned gen- 
tiemen. I have no doubt of it, but there is a possibility, if not a 
probability, that they would favor one and discriminate against 
another. Mark Twain said once that human nature is very strong, 
and we all have a heap of it in us. 

These gentlemen over there are, I take it for granted, honest. 
They are not free from prejudice; and if their chemical analysis 
as to what is wholesome in this country and other countries and 
what is not wholesome is to be taken as final, then their prejudice, 
if not their interest, is liable to warp their judgment to such an 
extent that they may discriminate in favor of one food product 
and against another equally good. If these gentlemen will take 
this bill back and remodel it and bring it in here so shaped that it 
is reasonable, there will be no opposition on my part. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, so that we may have a full dis- 
cussion of the subject of wine, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. BE]. 

Mr. BELL of California, Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to 
represent in part the State that stands first in this Union in the 
production of wine and olive oil. 
reasons of a more general character, Iam very much interested 
in the provisions of this bill. In the limited time that has been 
afforded me I have carefully examined its terms to ascertain if 
there be any grounds for the fears expressed by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLarK]. I ean not find anything in the 
measure that need cause apprehension to the honest wine makers 
of the country. The bill is much more liberal than the pure-wine 
bill that I have introduced in the House, and which is now be- 
ing considered by the Committee on Ways and Means, and which 
will ultimately be os to this body, I hope, so that I may 
present its claims, T 
vents the wine manufacturers east of the Rocky Mountains from 
using sugar for the purpose of inducing fermentation or raising 
the alcoholic strength of their wines. We find all the important 
provisions defining the adulteration of food and liquors in the 
seven subdivisions of section 6. 
are the only ones that affect wines, in my judgment, and they are 
as follows: 


6. If it contain any poisonous ingredient which may render such article 
injurious to health. 

7. If itis labeled or branded go as to deceive or mislead the purchaser, or 
purport to be a foreign product when it is not. 


For this, as well as for other | 


2ere is nothing in the pending bill that pre- | 


The last two, six and seven, | 


| the man is punished in a criminal pr 
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this bill and enter into a discussion of some constitutional ques- 
tion involved in one of its provisions, it seems to me that we are 
getting away from the vital features of the bill. I differ from 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] as to the right of the 
Government to demand sampies of suspected goods. By sucha 


requirement a man is not being compelled to become a witness 
against himself in violation of the Constitution. In every State 
the assessors of each county requires a man to render a report of 


his property, showing its character and extent; and if he should 
make a false return, or include therein the evidence to indict him, 
ceeding, and I have never 
yet heard anyone claim that by rendering such a report he was 
compelled to become a witness against himself. 

Again, in every State of the Union there are laws that require 
births and marriages and deaths to be registered, and a failure to 
do so is punishable by fine or imprisonment; yet I have never 
heard of a man’s going before any court of justice and saying, 
“You had no right to compel me to make sucha record; you have 
noright to punish me for anything that I have included or omitted 
from such statements, for thereby you forced me tosupply evidence 
against myself.’’ Let us get down to the essentials of this bill. 
Its prime object is to prevent the adulteration of foods. It af- 
fords protection to every legitimate industry in the land; it pro- 
tects the American public from fraud and deception. These are 
things that this measure is bound toaccomplish, and every Mem- 
ber who desires to protect our people from imposition and fraud 
should cheerfully give his assent to this act. [{Applause.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHrrury]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to begin my brief ar- 
gument on this bill by seconding the protest of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLarKk] as to the way in which we do busi- 
ness in this House. It may not become a new Member to com- 
plain, and yet here we havea bill reported on the 18th of January, 
a bill that will perhaps affect in as many ways as many manu- 
factured products of this country as any bill that has ever been 
introduced, and on the 19th of the same month we are called upon 
to vote upon that very bill, and must hear arguments as to 
whether we shall even be allowed two or three hours on a side 
for the purposes of debate. 

I want to say in all candor that I do not feel qualified now to 
deal with a great many features of this bill that I would have 


aT 


undertaken to make myself qualified to speak to, simply because 
| I have had no opportunity of seeing the bill as reported until I 
| came to the House this morning. I! want to enter my protest to 


I hope that the friends of the wine industry as well as the friends | 


of other pure foods will vote for this bill, because it will be of 
immense benefit not only to the consumers of America, but also 
to the producers of the land. Sincecoming to Washington I have 


on several occasions consulted with Doctor Wiley, chief chemist | Tood X t cwe é 
| diction which ought to control us all in legislating here. 


of the Department of Agriculture, to acquaint myself with the 


actual operation of the law that went into effect last year, and by | 
which the Treasury Department was authorwed to examine foods | ; t 1 ery 
come up; but I believe there is a clean line of cleavage between 


and liquors shipped into this country from abroad, and to refuse 
them entry wherever they were found to be injurious to health. 
Without derogation to any other man who may be a friend of 
the industries I mention, permit me to say that, in my opinion, 
Doctor Wiley has done more real good for the wine industry and 
the olive-oil industry of America during the last year than was 
ever done before by any man or by any agency. Why? Because 
he is constantly holding up at the port of entry all importations 
of wineand olive oil and other foods that are deleterious to health. 
In consequence no article is now permitted to enter this coun- 
try that is unfit to be eaten or drank or which will not stand the 
test of the stringent pure-food laws of the European stateg. Sev- 
eral great cargoes of wine and olive oil have been rejected and 
reshipped to the place of exportation. This is a protection that 
we have long needed, and now we ought to go further and sup- 


| long to the nation and that this bill particularly disregards t 


pam that law by a measure that will prevent adulteration | 


1ere at home. As it is new, you do not know when you call for 


a bottle of wine and pay a fancy price for it whether you are | 
drinking the pure juice of the grape or are drinking a chemical | 


wine. 

A great portion of the wines consumed in this country contain 
chemicals, acids, coloring matters, and other substances that are 
positively injurious to health. Nothing could induce you to ex- 
tract the sulphuric acid from that spark, ing bottle of sauterne on 
the desk of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], pour it into 
a spoon, and ethpty it into your system. Yet, unwittingly, you 
may at any time sit down with a friend at a nice dinner, pay a 
fancy price for just such an article, and proceed to poison your- 
self with the sulphuric acid it contains. I shall at some future 
time, when occasion affords, go into this subject much more 
deeply, so that I may show up some of the impure wines of this 
country in their true light. 





another proposition. I am not willing to disregard what I con- 
sider to be the fundamental principles at the base of our Govern- 
ment for any purpose, no matter how good the purpose may be 
that lam after. Iam not willing because I am in favor of pure 
food to disregard that distinction between Federal and State juris- 


I am not one of those sticklers for State rights who are willing 
to use that as a pretext for obstruction to everything that may 


should be- 
hat 
distinction. Our National Constitution owes its existence to the 
interstate commerce of America. It was because Virginia and 
Maryland were unable to agree in regard to commerce passing be- 
tween the States and along the rivers on which they both border 
that there was a convention called between those tio States. 
Out of that convention thus called came the eall for another 


what legislation should belong to the States and what 





convention, at which different States of the then Confederation 
came together, and in that convention was formulated the now ex- 
isting Constitution of the United States, and when we have here for 
consideration a measure as important as this, based on the com- 
merce clanse, and we are told that we shall not consider any S- 
tion other than the need of pure-food laws, I propose to pr 
It is in the power of every State of this Union the moment 
goods come within that State to say to any man or any citizen of 
the State that he shall not use those goods or that he shall not 
sell them. A State can absolutely prohibit him from eating or 
| drinking a thing he brys if the State so desires. [It can not pro- 


hibit the coming in of that article from another State, but »when 
it gets into the State it can say what shall be done withit. Now, 
there is ample power in every State of this Union to regulate 
everything necessary for purity of food. 

I am perfectly willing to, I would gladly, aid in passing a bill 
through this House that shall regulate the purity of commodi 


lities 


if it is limited to foreign goods brought into our markets or to the 
| control of goods within the District of Columbia or any of the 
| Territories. 
Government. 
But I do not believe that the National Government should un- 
dertake to usurp a function of the State. 


That is properly the province of the National 


It has become the 
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fashion in recent years for men to turn from the State to the nation. 
It is one of the inheritances of the civil war that we should cen- 
tralize power; but unless we are going to reform radically our 
whole Government we must recognize that of necessity more than 
90 per cent of the things that relate to life and property belong 
within the jurisdiction of the States. And the remedy for evils 
such as this bill aims at is not to turn to the National Govern- 
ment, but it is to make your State governments effective. 

Say to these people that come from the different States asking 
Congress to regulate affairs that, do not belong toits sphere, ‘‘ Go 
back to your State, have your State pass proper laws, and then see 
that your State enforces the law.’’ That is the remedy; not to 
come here asking us to step outside of our legitimate authority. 


Just one other suggestion, and that is that the commerce clause | 


of the Constitution has two distinct functions, and in my judg- 
ment they are very distinct. One of them relates to foreign com- 
merce and the other to commerce between the States. 


son why theyshould be supposed to beidentical. The power of Con- 
gress in reference to this subject as defined by the Constitution is: 

To regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several States 
and with the Indian tribes. 

So far as that provision relates to foreign commerce, I believe 
it was the intention of the makers of the Constitution that Con- 
gress should not only regulate in the ordinary sense, but that 
Congress should have power to prohibit, if necessary. 


sired to have national control over commerce, so as to be able to 
strike at England and other foreign countries that were destroy- 
ing our commerce. 

But when it came to a question of commerce between the States, 
that provision was inserted in the Constitution for the sole pur- 
pose of establishing free trade between the States. And if there 
has been one thing that has made the American States great— 
great in spite of all your protective-tariff laws—great in spite of 


everything that has been done to hamper trade—it has been that | 


provision of our Constitution which has absolutely required free 
trade between the States. 

Now, gentlemen. I do not believe that it was intended that this 
clause of the Constitution should be used as a cover to take away 
from any State its police power, and to undertake to regulate 
commerce in the sense of saying what particular things should be 
articles of commerce and what should not, and to provide that a 
standard might be established by one man, enabling him to say 
whether or not a thing should be permitted to be used as an article 
of commerce. That is the great objection I have to a bill of this 
kind. 

I believe there are sufficient objections to individual features of 
the bill to cause this House to hesitate before voting to place it 
upon the statute book. I do not believe it wise to centralize 
power as you proposetodohere. You are practically saying that 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the officers under him—and after 
all they will be answerable to him—you are practically saying 
that one man shall determine whether a given product comes up 
to the standard of purity that he may set forth, and according to 
his standard that product shall or shall not be used. 

I believe that a large part of the talk about the need of pure- 
food legislation is ‘*‘ buncombe,’’ anyway. I believe that the mass 
of the people have enough intelligence to take care of themselves. 
I am tired of constantly hearing somebody get up in a legislative 
body, State or national, and say, ‘‘ You must protect the people.”’ 
Usually the people are amply able to take care of themselves. 
And when you sift the matter down, these appeals in the name of 
the people are simply a cover for some manufacturer who is try- 
ing to get the best of some other particular manufacturer. 

My contention is that you should materially amend this bill, 
and at the proper time, if I should have the opportunity, I shall 
move to strike out those provisions relating to trade between the 
States, making this bill apply simply to commerce with foreign 
nations, and also perhaps to the Territories, though it does seem 
to me that even as to the Territories it would be better to leave 
such matters as this to the Territorial legislatures. But certainly 
you should strike out those provisions that undertake to regulate 
commerce between, the States. Leave such trade free, as the 
founders of our Government intended it should be. 

3y withholding such legislation as this bill proposes you are 
not taking away the police power of the respective States. The 
moment that any article of commerce in the form of adulterated 
goods goes into the State of Kentucky, for instance, that moment 
the State can say that the citizen shall not use or shall not seil 
those adulterated goods. 

Nothing has done so much to promote peace between the differ- 
ent sections of this country as the freedom of trade which the 
Constitution wisely provided for. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky | 


has expired. 
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Simply | 
because those two powers are granted in a single sentence is no rea- | 


At the | 
time the Constitution was adopted the people of this country de- | 


JANUARY 19, 


Mr. SHERLEY. I ask for just a couple of minutes more. 
Mr. ADAMSON. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 
Mr. SHERLEY. The provision to which I have just referred 
has prevented jealousies between the States. It was put into the 
Constitution for that purpose. But now you are proposing a law 
the effect of which may be to shut out the food products, the to- 
bacco, the whiskies of my State from other States, or the wines of 
California from other States; in fact, the goods of any State froin 

| other States, not at the instance of such other States, but prac 
tically at the dictation of one man. 

And thus you are sowing the seeds of discord. You are creat 
ing those things that make sectional strife, and you are preparing 

| the way for the disruption of our Union. I believe that this } 
is fraught with much evil. Let us stay within the lines that were 
| originally laid down, and let the States regulate the matter for 
| themselves. [Applause. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
| man from Kentucky | Mr. STANLEY]. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, [ shall address myself to ony 

| one proposition, that discussed by the gentleman from Missouri 

{Mr. CLARK], as to whether or not this bill has within it regula 

tions that are unconstitutional. 

If this bill has anywhere within it any provision that is . 

| érary to the plain letter of the Constitution, then it does not ma 
ter how much good there is in the bill, it ought to go down, I» 
cause the Constitution is more sacred than any or all statute law 
and we should learn at the very threshold not to regard it as 
immaterial matter—not a matter to be guessed at by the cow 
If we believe it is unconstitutional, then we should never support 
it. And itis because I believe that this question is essential! 
vital that I have addres°ed myself to it. 1 am frank to say that 
I am not such a criminal lawyer as the gentleman from Mssouri 
| [Mr. CLARK]; but tomy mind nothing could be clearer than that 
it is not unconstitutional. 

The gentleman from Missouri fails entirely to draw the distinc 
tion b: tween that privilege guarante-d by the Constitution, which 
is simply personal, and extraneous independent facts beyond the 
control of the accused which may be used in a criminal procedure 
against him, and the distinction is very simple and very p!ain. 
This bill of rights of which the gentleman speaks conferred no 
additional authority. Weare no better off, we who are under th: 
common-law rule, than if the Constitution had said nothing about 
it, because it was but a reaffirmance of the old common-law rule, 
and my authority for that statement is Judge Story. Then I say 
that every lawyer who is acquainted with the o'd common-law 
rule knows that there is nothing here that is unconstitut onal. 
The gentleman as a criminal layer gives an instance of the boy 
with two thumbs and of the Ind’an w:th six toes. 

Suppose that the Indian with six toes had been guilty of murder 
| and the blood from his victim had fallen upon the ground, and 

his six-toed foot had stepped in it, and in his flight across 

cabin he had left the tracks of his foot there. Will you tell: 

sir, that you could not bring a jury within that cabin becaus 

was his cabin or his wigwam and his wigwam could not be us 
| against him? 

Mr. CLARK. What do you say about making him hold up h 
foot bef re a jury to ascertain if he had six toes? 

Mr. STANLEY. That is the difference between an India: 
foot and an Indian’s track, and that is the difference betwe« 
privilege personal to a man and a bottle of merchandise })ls 
out in the open markets of the world. Ifthe printof that India 
double thumb had been left on some article of his own, that arti 
could be used as evidence. So it is that when a man puts int 
open markets of the world articles that are deleterious, that 
full of extraneous and poisonous matter, the articles put 0} 
sale are separate and distinct from the man, and he can not ca 
a personal privilege when you want to take the article from t 
open markets of the world and use it in evidence against him 

A very simple illustration, I think, will make my point 
fectly clear. None of you ever went into a side show with 
seeing these various freaks selling their pictures. Suppose t!) 
the two-headed boy or the fat woman should commit a mur 
here in the city of Washington, and you come here after the | 
woman has gone to Missouri and you say to the photograp! 
who has the negative and who is selling her pictures as her age! 
‘Here is a 50-cent piece. I want a picture of that fat woman '0 
introduce in evidence in a court in Missouri.’’ Will the learne: 
gentleman say that you have no right to purchase that pictu™ 
and that if you purchase it you have no right to introduce it here 
because it is the property of the fat woman? Certainly not. 

Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. ADAMSON. I yield to the gentleman from Massaclinsetts 
| [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
‘tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] has recently dis- 


+ 


¢ 





1904. ' 


$$$ 


cussed the question of reciprocity with Canada, which has been 
raised by the resolution of the Democratic leader, Mr. Joun S. 
Wiuuiams. I think it may be shown that the views of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts are not representative either of his dis- 
trict or his State. Nor do I believe they are shared by any other 
member of the Massachusetts delegation. When the voice of that 
State is not suppressed by the leaders of the Republican party it 
will be raised on this floor in favor of reciprocity with Canada 
by Republicans as well as Democrats. 

“The demandsof her leading trade bodies, such as the New Eng- 
land Shoe and Leather Association, Boston Fruit and Produce | 
Exchange, Boston Chamber of Commerce, Boston Merchants’ As- 
sociation, and her merchants and manufacturers generally as 
represented in hundreds of commercial organizations throughout 
the State, leave no doubt of Massachusetts’ desire for freer trade 
relations with Canada. She favors immediate reciprocity with 
Canada, and will not be satisfied with the explanation that reci- 
procity in noncompetitive products is the only possible basis of | 
negotiation, for she knows that reciprocity means mutual con- 
cessions, and that we must be prepared to accept some temporary 
losses as the result of competition, knowing that the increased 
volume of trade will eventually compensate us a hundredfold. 
It will be easy to show that the views of many manufacturers 
in his district are not in agreement with his own, as his attack 
upon reciprocity has called forth a chorus of dissent from leading 
manufacturers in his district and, indeed, throughout New Eng- 
land generally. He said that he was not prepared to sacrifice the | 
shoe interests of his district, and, acting upon this suggestion, a 
trade paper addressed to the shoe manufacturers of New England | 
the following query: 


Are you in favor of a treet of roctgredity with the Dominion of Canada 

by the terms of which Canadian-made shoes would be admitted into the | 
United States free of duty if American-made boots and shoes were admitted | 
into Canada upon the same terms? 


Sixty replies were received from manufacturers who represent 
invested capital of $50,000,000, and fifty-four of the sixty, who do 
in the aggregate an annual business of $55,000,000, replied in the | 
affirmative. This shows an overwhelming sentiment in favor of 
free trade with Canada in boots and shoes. The majority senti- | 
ment of the manufacturers is epitomized in the reply of Hon. | 
William B. Rice, of Boston, who said that ‘‘if the question could 
be settled by the shoe manufacturers, reciprocity with Canada | 
would begin at once.’? While a large majority of New England 
shoe manufacturers favor reciprocity with Canada in boots and | 
shoes now, it is apparent that if the duty of 15 per cent on hides 
were removed practically the entire trade would favor it. The 
fact that leather imported into the United States and tanned here 
may be sold in Canada cheaper than in the United States accounts 
for some of the opposition to free admission of Canadian shoes. 

There seems to be amongst shoe men in New England three 
classes of Opinion. First, the great majority that believe in free 
admission of Canadian shoes in consideration of their free admis- 
sion of our shoes; second, some of the minority that would favor 
it if the duty of 15 per cent on hides could be removed; third, the 
remainder of the minority who would favor it even if the 15 per 
cent duty on hides remained, provided the 99 per cent rebate on | 
leather exported from the United States to Canada could be 
stricken out. The rebate duty in fhis case operates on the patri- 
otic Republican principle of charging our own citizens more than 
we charge foreigners. [Applause. } ; 

Now, tariff conditions are equal as respects rates, both coun- 
tries imposing a 25 per cent duty on boots and shoes. Therefore, 
if the duties on shoes were abolished by both countries, tariff con- 
ditions would be no more unequal than they are now. Canada 
would be able to sell her shoes cheaper here than she can now; 
but so would the United States be able to sell shoes cheaper in 
Canada than she does now. But the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts says that Essex County manufacturers would be crushed by 
Canadian competition if we admitted Canadian shoes free. He 
says that the Canadians have “far lower wages, laxer enforce- 
ment of labor laws, and far weaker labor unions.’’ He adinits, 
also, that Canadian shoemakers are just as skillful as those em- 
ployed in the United States. He might have added that Canadian 
manufacturers could obtain imported leather which had been 
tanned in the United States cheaper than New England manu- 
facturers could. Therefore, on his own showing, every item of 
cost of production would be less in Canada than here. 

According to the protection idea, therefore, Canada should be | 
able to supply all of her own citizens with boots and shoes, be- 
cause the greater cost of production in the United States should 
prevent American competition from being successful. Yet, in | 
spite of the so-called advantages of Canada in cheaper labor, 
longer hours, laxer enforcement of labor laws, and the protection | 
of a 25 per cent tariff duty. we undersell her in her own market. | 
Thus we sold her $800,000 worth of boots and shoes last year, 
while Canada sold us practically none. It will be difficult for my 
colleague to explain this paradox by any process of reasoning 
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| and say to Canada, ‘* Heads, I win; tails, you lose.”’ 
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practiced by his party, but the explanation is easy, after all. It 
is because our industries are established longer, are more highly 
developed, and have more intelligent and better paid, because 
more productive, labor. 

It is for these reasons that, although Canada has abundant stores 
of iron ore and coal, she has to pay bounty to encourage manu- 
factures of iron and steel, and, notwithstanding these advantages, 
natural and artificial, the United States, after paying tariff duties 
to Canada, undersells her in her own market in products of iron 
and steel. Thus, United States steel billets have been offered 
in Canada at $20 per ton, while Canadian manufacturers were 
asking $24 and $26 per ton for pig iron. And it is common 
knowledge that American steel rails easily control the Canadian 
market. 

The gentleman says, however, that he believes in reciprocity 
“‘inageveral way.” I fear that his belief is very general indeed— 





| as general perhaps as the last declaration of the Republican plat- 


form in Massachusetts on the subject. In fact, so general that it 
is incapable of being formed into any specific proposition. I sus- 
pect that the gentleman would like to throw a cent into the air 
Such a pro- 
position would suit him. If Canada agreed to buy all she con- 
sumed from the United States and sell to us only those things 
we did not produce, and which, therefore, we might as well buy 
from Canada as anyone else, he would agree to that kind of reci- 
procity if, after examining the scheme carefully on both sides, he 
became convinced that it did not contain some diabolical device 
to ruin the fish interests of Gloucester. | Laughter and applause. | 
These must be saved though the heavens fall. For we have 
learned from him that the Gloucester fishing fleets are the nursery 
of the future American Navy, and to neglect these mariners is to 


| leave us exposed to the ravages of the natives of Colombia and 


other piratical nations. [Laughter.] 
Indeed, he burns with the wrongs of Gloucester’s fishermen 


| when he says that Newfoundlanders ‘‘come out at night with 


their guns and tear up our nets.’’ Softly, I pray! This dire 
charge contains the horrible potentiality of war. It may reach 


| the ears of the Executive, and one can not tell what may happen 


some dark night. [Laughter.] We have troubles with nations 
to the south of us. We would not add new ones at the north. 
The recitation of our grievances with Newfoundlanders is truly 


| pathetic, and I will not harrow the feelings of the gentleman by 


examining further this branch of his statement. Furthermore, I 
do not like to discuss this special aspect of his speech, as it is ‘‘a 
fish story ’’ on its face, and I do not think the House cares to hear 
a reply toa fish story. [Laughter.] 

He says he believes ‘‘ perhaps in reciprocal treaty arrangements 
with Canada in such products as are noncompetitive,’’ but that 
we ought to see first whether we are making a good bargain be- 
fore we throw open the trade of our 80,000,000 people in return 
for the trade of Canada’s 5,000,000. The answer to this sug- 
gestion is that disparity in population is no criterion of the wis- 
dom of bargaining for mutual trade benefits. Thus, although 
Russia and China are more populous than Canada. reciprocity 
with Canada would be far more profitable than reciprocity with 
Russia or China. Furthermore, if this rule of disparity were, 
strictly applied, reciprocal tariffs would be impossible, as no two 


| countries are equal in population. 


The real test is not how many individuals are on opposite sides 
of the line, but what products on one side may be exchanged for 
products on the other with profit to both sides. [Applause.| He 
believes that as our products and theirs are alike, the admission 
of their products would imperil the existence of our industries. 
Therefore, he argues. we should not have reciprocity except in 
noncompetitive products. Let me cite distinguished Republican 
authority on this point. Thomas B. Reed, speaking of this ob- 
jection, said, in substance, that a reciprocal convention on non- 
competitive products could be framed only in the mind and that 
reciprocity in both competitive and noncompetitive products is 
the only possible basis of negotiation. 

Nor need it be feared that American capital will leave this coun- 
try if reciprocity is established. The fear that Americans may 
invest their capital in Canada for the purpose of manufacturing 
and then exporting products to the United States to compete with 
ours because of the cheapness of production in Canada owing to 


| low prices of labor is groundless, for there is no duty on Canadian 


labor. It may cross the line freely; it actually does, and the most 
ardent protectionist has never sought to protect American labor on 
this side of the line by a tariff on Canadian workingmen. Ameri- 
can capital has crossed the border because it could obtain the 
materials of manufacture cheaper there than it could in our own 
trust-ridden land, and nothing will check this transfer of capital 
to Canada quicker than the reduction of duties upon materials of 
manufacture imported from Canada into the United States. 

Let us not be governed by the false idea that we prosper only 
when we sell most and buy least. Both countries gain by supply- 
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ing each other’s wants. Canada needs a market for her lumber, 
fish, and farm products, coal, and ores. Our manufacturers 
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wonld be benefited by her lumber, coal, and ores, as they would | 


afford relief from the exactions of our tariff-protected trusts, and 


our labor would receive the benefit of lower prices for food | 


th ough the competition of Canada’s fish, farm, and dairy prod- 
ucts. On the other hand, Canada requires our agricultural im- 
plements, boots, shoes, and manufactures of cotton, rubber, iron, 
and steel. 


In 1902 we exported to Canada goods of a total value | 


of $120,814,000 and imported from Canada goods of a total value | 


of $66 567.000. 
tured pr ducts was $69,536,000 and of farm products $51,278,000. 


Of onr imports from Canada, the value of manufactured products | 
These figures | 


was $59,540,000 and of farm products $7,027,000. 
do not represent the possibilities of our commerce with Canada, 
for tariff duties diminish the total volume of trade. Now, is it 
not wise to preserve unimpaired the volume of this beneficial 
trade and to avail ourselves of every opportunity to increase it to 
the limit of its possibilities? 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts says that the discussion 
of reciprocity is purely academic and can bring no practical re- 
sults. Does he speak by the card? Are the treaties with South 
American republics now pending in the Senate, under which 
hides would be admitted into the United States free of duty, 


Of our exports to Canada, the value of manufac- | 


academic propositions or are they practical matters upon which | 


the Republican party really intends to act? Did the bills intro- 
duced by members of his party from his State demanding free 
coal and free hides for Massachusetts manufacturers embody only 
academic questions also? 
measures of reform? The coal duty has 
party, with all the machinery of government in its control, did 
not lift a finger to prevent the outrage. Will the free-hides bill 
die a-borning also? Weare afraidit will, asa campaign is coming 
and contributions from the beef trust are needed by the G. O. P. 
{Applause. } 

I do not believe reciprocity with Canada is an academic proposi- 
tion. Theshoe manufacturers of New England evidently regard it 
as a practical proposition and consider the theories of its opponents 
as academic. The benefits resulting from its consummation will 
be real, not fanciful. If we open our doors to Canada’s products, 
the necessaries of industry will become cheaper; then our manu- 
facturers will sell cheaper and their sales will increase. Wages 
wiil advance because of the increased demand for labor. and gen- 
uine prosperity thus created will raise the standard of living and 
promote the advance of civilization. 


tain the commercial benefits we now enjoy. There is a limit even 
to Canadian patience, and the granting of a 33} per cent preferen- 
tial rate to English imports indicates that the limit has been 
reached. It is not wise to wait until Canada,in an ugly mood, 
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do not take the former, you will have the latter forced upon yon. 
Remember the words of William McKinley: ‘* Commercial wars 
are unprofitable. A policy of good will and friendly trade rela- 
tions will prevent reprisals. Reciprocity treaties are in harmonay 
with the spirit of the times; measures of retaliation are not.’? 
You have the power to embody the spirit of these words in the 
law of the land. You are charged with the duty of legislation 
upon this subject. Will you discharge your duty and obtain the 
approval of the people or violate your trust and meet their con- 
demnation? [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON. How much time have I remaining, Mr 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has twenty- 
four minutes remaining. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I yield that to the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. ZENoR]. 

Mr. ZENOR. Of course, when the Chairman has announced 
that the gentleman in charge of the time of the minority has only 
twenty-four minutes, I desire to inquire of my friend from [ii- 
nois [Mr. MANN] whether or not he can grant any further timo 
from his side? 

Mr. MANN. Ivery much regret to say, Mr. Chairman, it 
not within my power to grantthe gentleman time. If I had ti 
to spare, I would be more than willing to yield it to the gentle- 
man. My time is very nearly exhausted. 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the tim 


| limited would not permit me to attempt to address myself prop- 


r mly | erly to the subject on which I desired to submit my remark 
Or were they intended to be practical | 
gone on again, and his | 


‘2 


upon this occasion, with all due deference to my friend f: 
Georgia, fully appreciating his courtesy, I desire to surrend 
back the time and let it beused by those who desire to occupy 
the floor in discussion of the bill now before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized. 
The gentleman from Indiana has yielded back the twenty-four 
minutes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. LI yield to the gentleman from Georgia, 1 
colleague [Mr. BARTLETT], such time as he wants. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I was not aware of 
provisions of this bill until just now, it having been reporte: 
the House yesterday, and it is my purpose now to occupy but 
little time in the discussion of it. I do desire, however, if I can 
have the attention of the committee. to say that I do not believe 
that this bill is necessary, so far, at least, as my own experience 
is concerned with the laws of my own State, nor do I believe that 


- 


7. 


ly 


the 
i to 


| it is necessary so far as the laws of other States are concerned in 
We can not expect to treat Canada unfairly forever and still re- 


imposes upon us retaliatory tariffs or grants further preferences | 


to England. 

It was natural to expect that when our tariff prevented Canada 
from trading on fair terms in our markets she would endeavor to 
get along without our aid. Accordingly she encouraged the 
growth of manufactures within her borders. These manufac- 
turers now would like nothing better than commercial war with 
the United States that would result in prohibitive tariffs and give 
Canadian manufacturers freedom from the competition of our 
manufactures in the Canadian market. When Canadian manu- 
facturers are strong enough to control their government liberal 
terms for our manufacturers can not be had in any reciprocity 
treaty that may be obtained. She will not continue to buy from 
England only 40 per cent of what-she buys from us while Eng- 
land buys from her twice as much as we do. 
natural products are her greatest source of wealth, we have a 
chance of getting a favorable treaty by admitting these natural 
products at reduced rates now, but we may lose that chance if 
we wait until her manufactures increase so as to equal her natu- 
ral products. 

Longer delay means the further development of her manufac- 
tures. Increase of manufactures means increase of political 
power in the hands of the manufacturers and increased duties on 
American manufactures in any possible trade treaty. There is 
the further danger of the success of Chamberlain’sscheme. That 
will mean, of course, increased preferentials by Canada to Eng- 
land and will mean, in addition, retaliatory tariffs by England 
and all her colonies. If we anticipate Chamberlain by framing a 
reciprocity treaty with Canada. the preferentials to Mngiand will 
disappear and Chamberlain’s scheme will fall to the ground—not 
alone the Canadian branch of it, but the entire plan, because he 
can not bring his agitation to a successful conclusion unless he is 
absolutely certain of Canada’s cooperation. 

What, then, will the Republican party choose? Reciprocity or 
retaliation? Commercial friendship or commercial war? If you 








Still, as Canada’s | 





| 
| 
| 


order to, have the laws against the adulteration of foods or the 
sale of fraudulent goods punished or prevented. 

I stand here to say, Mr. Chairman, and I am sorry that my 
distinguished friend from Alabama | Mr. RicHarpson] stated that 
he thought otherwise, that in my judgment the courts of the 
State of Alabama and the courts of Georgia and the courts of all 
the other States of this Union and the juries of the State courts 
in Alabama and in Georgia and in every other State in this Union 
are perfectly able to take care of the questions of enforcing the 
laws that they have upon their statute books against the adul- 
teration of food and deceiving the people into purchasing falsely 
named or branded products. I will never admit what the gentle- 
man from Alabama seems to admit, that the Fede®al courts or the 

«Federal juries are more efficient in the administration and the 
enforcement of the laws of the United States than the courts and 
juries of the States are in enforcing the laws of the States against 
the same classes of offenses. 

Furthermore, I make bold to assert that, from my information 
and reading of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in construing, in upholding, and in enforcing the laws of 
the various States passed to prevent the adulteration of food, and 
the punishment therefor, and the laws passed to punish the 
palming off upon the public things represented to be one thing 
when they are not what they are represented to be, that the 
States of this Union now have the right, in the exercise of that 
police authority which they retain, and will always retain, to 
punish effectually for such offenses. I would not be willing to 
believe or say that the courts of the States do not administer the 
laws in the States efficiently, and I do say most positively that. so 
far as the State I have the honor in part to represent upon the 
floor of this House is concerned, the laws of the State are en- 
forced as efficiently in the courts of the State as they are in the 
Federal courts held in that State; and that so far as passing this 
bill in order to have the laws more efficiently enforced by giving 
jurisdiction of the offenses made by this bill to the couris of the 
United States, I deny that it will be done more efficiently than the 
laws of the States are now enforced by the State courts. 

This I deny. Why, in the Federal courts you have the same 
class of citizens drawn upon the juries that are to try these criml- 
nal cases as make the juries in the State courts. They are drawn 
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from the same citizens as they are in the State courts. The men 
upon the bench of the State judiciary are the peers of either the 
district or circuit judges that preside over the Federal courts. 

Now, coming back to the proposition. My State has upon its 
statute book laws that are enacted to protect its citizens from the 
sale of adulterated or impure food and food products, and laws to 
protect its citizens from fraud, and this effort to vest in the Fed- 
eral Government supreme control of the citizen’s business by pass- 
ing this law simply destroys the power of the State, and it is but 
the concentration of all power in the General Government, and 
places in the hands of the Federal judiciary the punishment of 
the citizen for the violation of laws, which should be left to the 
courts of the State. 

The State of Georgia has a number of laws upon her statute 
books in the interest of pure food and against the selling of 
falsely branded goods, adulterated goods, or impure food. 

These laws can be found, commencing with section 456 of the 


Criminal Code of Georgia, of 1895, in article 16 down to and in- | 


cluding section 486 of article 17. 
[t may not be amiss to call attention to some of these provisions 
in the Georgia Code. 


Section 456 prohibits the sale, or offering for sale, of any un- | 


clean, impure, unwholesome, or adulterated milk. 

Sections 457, 458, and 459 prohibit the sale of imitations of but- 
ter and cheese as butter and cheese. 

Sections 459 to 465 prohibit the sale of any article designed to 
be used as a substitute for food products, except as they shall be 
marked and branded as such substitutes. 

Sections 446 to 468 punish the sale of unwholesome provisions, 
unwholesome bread, drink, or pernicious and adulterated liquor. 

And it is made the duty of the grand juries in the several coun- 
ties to specially inquire into all the violations of these laws and 
make presentments against the violators of these laws. 

The whole of article 17, containing section 470 and sections 
following to 484, inclusive, prohibits the sale of adulterated and 
impure drugs, and prescribes penalties for the violations of these 
provisions. 


Upon an investigation of these laws of Georgia, as contained in | 


these sections, it will be seen that the State of Georgia has made 
ample provision for the protection of its people from imposition 
and injury from the sale of impure food, adulterated food, food 
products, and adulterated drugs. The grand juries of the State 
courts in Georgia are intelligent and upright men, and can be 
depended upon to indict violators of the law; and the trial juries 
are intelligent and honest, and as efficient in the enforcement of 
the law as the juries in the Federal courts. So far as Georgia is 
concerned, there is no necessity for this bill. 

But the Congress of the United States has already passed all 
the law on this subject that should be asked of the National Gov- 


ernment, and under the provisions of that act it can be easily | 


ascertained what food products offered on the market are pure or 
adulterated, which are wholesome and which are unwholesome. 

In the appropriation bill for the Department of Agriculture 
passed during the last Congress ample and all necessary provision 
was made to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate 
the character of food and other substances added to food, to de- 
termine their relation to digestion and health, and to establish a 
standard which should guide in their use. In other words, under 
the present law, without this bill, all necessary information can 
be obtained by the Secretary of Agriculture and by the officials 
of the Department of Agriculture, already appointed, so as to es- 


tablish standards of purity for food products, to determine what 


are regarded as adulterations therein, and the results thus ob- 
tained by the Department of Agriculture can be used for the 
guidance of the officials of the various States and for the courts 
of justice. 

Already the Department of Agriculture is armed with full 
power and authority to legally doeverything that should be done 
in the matter, and this bill but duplicates that work, increases to 
a large extent the number of officials, many of whom are to 
swarm over the country for the purpose of prying into the’busi- 
ness of the citizens, and obtaining, by spying upon his business 
dealings and meddling with his property, evidence upon which to 
base a prosecution in the Federal courts. Against such an un- 
lawful and unnecessary annoyance of the citizens of the various 


States of the Union, and such vicious intermeddling with the pvi- | 


rotest now, and, unless the bill is 


vate affairs of the citizen, I 
jection, I shall by my vote protest 


amended so as to meet my 
against it on its passage. 

When these laws are violated the power of the State courts and 
the State authority is am to enforce them, and they are as 
efliciently enforced by the State courts as they could be or would 
be under a law like this. 

It is unnecessary for the Congress of the United States to pass 
any such law as this—drastic in tf 





ts nature, and giving to and vest- | 


ing the Federal authority with the power to invade the States 
and take charge of their police regulations, so far as food, food 
products, drugs, and the matters mentioned in this bill are con- 
cerned, and turning the administration of the law with reference 
thereto over to the Federal courts. 

Section 7 of this bill permits the Secretary of Agriculture to set 
up and fix a standard for food products and to determine the 
wholesomeness or unwholesomeness of them by the standard he 
may thus fix, and in this way compel all dealers in the States who 
shall buy food products imported from other States to keep them 
up to the standard so established by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Not only this, but he is authorized to fix such a standard as cer- 
tain gentlemen calling themselves ‘* The Association of Agricul- 
tural Chemists”’ and other experts may determine. Thusa large 
corps of unnecessary officials is created, whose principal duty will 
be to pry into the business of the citizens, interfere with their busi- 
ness, and make them comply with certain rules and regulations 
established by the Secretary of Agriculture at Washington, and 
| if the citizen fails to comply with them, then to subject him to 
indictment, punishment, and penalty. Not only that, but he is 
compelled under sections 8 and 9 of this bill to furnish evidence 
that may be used and will be used in the courts to convict him. 

I have stated that this law is unnecessary, that it is an invasion 
of the right of the States to exercise their police power in their 
| own territory, even as against goods imported from other States 
and foreign countries, because under the Constitution of the 
United States, as interpreted by the Supreme Court, every State 
has the inherent power, in the exercise of its police authority, to 
enact laws for the preservation of the public health and safety, 
though it may interfere indirectly with interstate commerce, and 
that it may pass any law necessary or feasible to guard the health 
or morals of its citizens, although such laws may discourage im- 
portation or diminish the profits of the importer or lessen the 
revenues of the General Government. This principle of law is 
clearly recognized by Chief Justice Taney in the License Cases. 
| (5 Howard, p. 504.) The right of the States to regulate by law the 
| sale of products and goods in order to protect the public health 
and morals is fully recognized in other cases, some of which I cite: 
| Bartemeyer v. Iowa, 18 Wallace, page 129; Beer Company v. Mas- 
| sachusetts, 97 United States, page 25; Powell v. Pennsylvania, 127 
United States, 678. 

In the case of Plumley v. Massachusetts. 155 United States, 
page 461, the State of Massachusetts prohibited the sale of oleo- 
margarine, artificially colored so as to cause it to look like yellow 
butter, and so brought into the State. This was held not to be 
in conflict with the commerce clanse of the Constitution. 

Nor dol believe that it is necessary, in order tomeet the sugges- 
tion made in the argument of those who favor the passage of this 
bill, for Congress to legislate upon this subject in order to meet the 
decisions of the Supreme Court on the subject of what is known 
as *‘ original packages.’’ The Supreme Court ofthe United States, 
in the case of Austin v. Tennessee (179 United States, p. 343), in 
my opinion, have rendered a decision which invests the legisla- 
tures of the States with power to pass, and the State courts to en- 
| force, any law for the purpose of protecting the people in their 

health and morals in the importation of goods into such States. 

In that case it was held that it was within the province of the 
| State legislatures to declare how far cigarettes may be sold or 
| to prohibit their sale entirely after they have been taken from 
| original packages or after they have left the hands of the im- 
| porter, provided no discrimination be used as against those 
imported from other States and there be no reason to doubt that 
| the act in question is designed for the protection of the public 
health. It was further held that original packages are such as 





are used in bona fide transactions carried on between manufactur- 
ers and wholesale dealers residing in different States. In this 
case the Supreme Court held that the law of the State of Tennes- 
see which declared that— 


It shall be a misdemeanor for any person, firm, or corporation to sell or 
offer for sale, or bring into the State for the purpose of selling, giving away, 
or otherwise disposing of any cigarette, cigarette paper, or other substitute 
for the same, and a violation of any provisions of the act shall be a misde- 
meapnor-— 


was constitutional; and the court declared that— 


It is perfectly competent for any State to pass any law which would pro- 
— — sale, by retail or otherwise, of any impure food and to punish the sale 
re 


| The moment the package is broken for the purpose of retailing 
to the consumer the law of the State would reach it and would be 
enforced. 

The whole theory of this bill proceeds upon the idea that al- 
though the States have the power under the Constitution of the 
United States and under the decisions of the Supreme Court ad- 
judicating and maintaining that power and authority of the 
States, yet that the State authorities either do not or will not 
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enforce the law. To such a proposition as this Iam unwilling to 
give my consent. While I am in favor of prohibiting the sale of 
impure food or food products, I am not willing to look to the 
United States Congress and the United States courts as the only 
power and authority now left in this country that can or will pro- 
tect the people from imposition and frauds. I repeat that, so far 
as my information goes, all the States enforce the laws on their 
statute books as efficiently as the Federal courts do. I know that 
the courts of the State of Georgia can be relied upon at all times 
to enforce the laws of that State efficiently and promptly. 


In reference to sections 8 and 9, in my judgment these will be 


nugatory and can not be enforced, especially that portion of sec- 
tion 8 which provides that the manufacturer or dealer shall 
furnish to the Secretary of Agriculture a sample of his goods to 
be analyzed, and by section 9 it is provided that in case he fails 
to do so he shall be indicted and punished as for acrime. Tak- 
ing the latter part of section 8 in connection with section 3, 
which provides that a duly authenticated copy of the result of the 
analysis shall be admitted into the courts as evidence against the 
manufacturer or vendor, it is plain to my mind that such pro- 
visions of the bill violate the fifth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, which provides as follows: 

i No petoee shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against 

imse 

Referring briefly to the case of Austin v. Tennessee, in the one 
hundred and seventy-ninth volume of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, I call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that it shows that there is now resting with the State 
legislatures the power to enact laws to punish for the offering for 
sale impure foods or goods injurious to the health, and that the 
power is not destroyed by the ‘‘ commerce ’”’ clause of the Consti- 
tution. And the books are filled with decisions, where the de- 
cision of the State courts have been upheld, punishing the viola- 
tions of State laws. Therefore I am not in haste to vote fora 
measure which has for its purpose the destroying of the power 
of the States to regulate their own affairs within their own bor- 
ders, Which has upon its face a proclamation made to the people 
of the United States that we ask for this law because the courts 
of the various States of the Union are inefficient in administering 
the law and therefore we ask to have the power of the Federal 
judiciary extended over these subjects. 

Now, one more word in reference to the suggestion made by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] as to sections 8 and 9 
of this bill. So far as I am concerned, I have no doubt whatever 
that the provisions of this bill which require the vendors of the 
other articles mentioned in the bill to deliver up—I do not care 
whether you pay for it or not—to deliver up to the agents of the 


United States or their officials samples of their wares that they | 


may be examined; that they may be analyzed for the purpose of 
investigating, for the purpose of prosecution for the violation of 
the law. In my judgment, every such effort and every such case 
is in violation of the fifth amendment of the Constitution, which 
has been read by the gentleman from Missouri; and if gentlemen 
will examine the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States upon this subject, they will find that not only has that 
court held that the verbal statements and responses made by 
parties and attempted to be used against them in criminal prose- 
cution have been rejected, but physical facts, papers procured 
by force, have been placed on the same footing and rejected. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman about a proposition of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Could you make a man give up 
a counterfeit bill which you suspected he had, or make him give 
up arms when the carrying of concealed weapons is prohibited? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will answer the gentleman—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I know you can do it if it can be 
done. 

Mr. BARTLETT. So far as the seizure of counterfeit coin, lot- 
tery tickets, or gambling implements is concerned, they may be 
seized, because it is unlawful for a person to have them in his 
possession; but you can not seize his private property or papers or 
compel him to deliver them up to be used as evidence against him. 
If a man has not committed any crime, or if it was to be done for 
the purpose of establishing a crime or of using against him in 
evidence in the prosecution of a crime, you take it from him 
against his will, you could not. If he was forced to give up evi- 
dence in his possession in order that you might prosecute him for 
a crime, you could not use it if the evidence thus elicited was in- 
tended to be used or offered in his trial. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now will the gentleman allow me 
one more question? 
Mr. BARTLETT. I will. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
pected of having concealed weapons, which were prohibited, and 





My proposition was, he was sus- | 
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| of having counterfeitmoney. Now, we can go and get that coun- 
| terfeit bill and those weapons, but can not we use them after- 
wards as evidence against him, and are they not used as evidence 
against the accused? 

Mr. BARTLETT. You can not if the concealed weapon was 
taken from him or furnished to you against his will and without 
his consent and he had committed no crime other than having the 
weapon concealed; you can not force him to give it up in order to 
prosecute him. 

The courts say the search for and seizure of stolen or forfeited 
goods or goods liable to duties and concealed to avoid payment 
of duties, are totally different from search for and seizure of a 
man’s private papers and books or his private property for the 
purpose of obtaining information and using itagainst him. They 
| differ widely. In the one case the Government is entitled to the 
property; in the other it is not. Stolen goods may be seized be- 
cause they are not the property of the thief. So as to counterfeit 
coin, it may be seized, because it is unlawful for anyone to have 
counterfeit coin in his possession and it can not lawfully be the 
private property of the citizen. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman consent 
to one question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. STANLEY. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
statements of an accused can not be used against him? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; if the statements are freely and volun- 
tarily made, I do not mean to say they can not be used, but | 
mean to say that statements not freely and voluntarily made can 
not be used in any courtin any country where the law is properly 
administered, certainly not in ourown. For the last two hun- 
dred years, even under the English law, confessions or statements 
not voluntarily and freely made can not be so used. So the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution provided that he shall not be com- 
pelled to furnish evidence against himself. Whenever he does it 
voluntarily, whenever he does so without objection, of course it 
cau be so used, but whenever you, by threats or intimidation, or 
| by force of law, or force of authority of an officer armed with the 

law, compel him to furnish evidence with which you afterwards 
propose to convict him of acrime, you can not do so without vio- 
lating the Constitution of the United States—the fifth amend- 
| ment, which has been referred to by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARK]. 
| In the case of Boyd v. The United States (116 United States Re- 
ports, p. 616 et seq.) the Supreme Court of the United States ren- 
dered a decision which, in my judgment, fully sustains the ob- 
jection to these two sections, 8 and 9 of this bill, that they are 
unconstitutional, because they in effect compel the dealer to fur- 
nish evidence against himself—evidence procured for the pur- 
pose of being used against him in a criminal prosecution fora 
violation of this so-called *‘ pure-food”’ bill, and also to make it a 
crime for him to refuse to comply with the demand of the Gov- 
ernment official that he furnish the evidence to convict himself. 

In the case referred to the court decided that an act of Congress 
passed for the purpose of enforcing the customs-revenue laws 
which authorized a court of the United States to require the de- 
fendant or claimant of goods to produce in court his private books, 
invoices, papers, etc., to be used as evidence in the interest of the 
Government to be unconstitutional and void, ag, being repugnant 
to the fourth and fifth amendments to the Constitution; that a 
compulsory production of a party’s private books and papers to be 
used against himself or his property in a criminal or penal pro- 
ceeding or for a forfeiture is within the spirit and meaning o! 
the amendments. The assertion has been made on the floor that 
the proceeding to forfeit the goods of the dealer, as provided in 
this bill, is not a criminal proceeding. The very contrary of this 
proposition is held in the case of Boyd, for the court says: 

A proceeding to forfeit a person's goods for an offense against the law 
though civil in form, and whether in rem or in personam, is a criminal! 
within the meaning of that part of the fifth amendment which declares t! 


no person “shall be compelled in any criminal case to give evidence aga 
himself.” 


The court further held that— 

The seizure or compulsory production of a man’s private papers to 
used in evidence against him is equivalent to compelling him to be a wit! 
against himself, and ina prosecution for a crime, penalty, or forfeitur 
equally within the prohibition of the fifth amendment. 

Thus do these sections clearly violate the constitutional pro- 
visions made for the security of the person and property of | 
citizen, which should be liberally construed in the interest of | 

| citizen, instead of being violated and attempted to be destroy: 
as these sections do. 

The practice of issuing writs of assistance to revenue officers. 
empowering them to search suspected places for smuggled goo's 
in the American colonies obtained, and this practice of searchins 
the premises of the citizens was pronounced by Mr. James ' 
in 1761 to be ‘‘ the worst instrument of arbitrary power, the most 
| destructive of English liberty and the fundamental principles 0! 
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law that ever was found in an English law book,”’ because “* they 
placed the liberty of the citizen in the hands of every petty offi- 


cer.” And from such an arbitrary exercise of power as that, 
similar to the powers granted in the provisions of this bill, in part 
sprang the opposition to the oppression of Great Britain, and led 
to the Revolution, which finally resulted in the independence of 
the Colonies, and the adoption of these provisions in the Consti- 
tution of the new Republic. 

However much I favor, as I do, the punishment of those who 
sell or manufacture for sale impure or adulterated food, I am un- 
willing to vote for a measure having these provisions so clearly 
violative of the rights of the citizen, the preservation of which 


should be dear to every lover of the fundamental law of his | 


country. The manufacture and sale of impure food should be 
made a crime, but the law which is enacted to punish the crime 
should not at the same time destroy one of the dearest rights of 
the citizen. 
act, when it becomes a law, should at least be entitled to the same 
rights and privileges when tried as are granted to the murderer, 
the burglar, or the commonest felon. 

I do not think there is any question that these two sections are 
violative of the Constitution. They not only provide that this 
evidence can be used against him, but they provide that there 
shall be an independent prosecution, an indictment based on the 
fact that the manufacturer or dealer has refused to furnish the 
evidence on which it is proposed to convict him. This bill not 
only violates the law by compelling the citizen to furnish evi- 
dence, but it violates the law in that it proposes to base on that 
evidence that is illegally and unconstitutionally obtained from 
him a prosecution which, resulting in his conviction, punishes 
him with imprisonment and fine. As faras this bill is concerned, 
with these obnoxious features in it—yes, as far as the bill is con- 


cerned as reported by the committee—Iam opposed to it and shall | 


give my vote against it on its passage. [Applause.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I have no other request for 
time of which I am aware of. If any gentleman desires to com- 
bat the bill, I will yield to him. How much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ten minutes. 
gentleman does not desire to take it, the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. DolI understand, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Georgia waives the use of the balance of his time? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from 
Georgia to state that there was no one on that side who requested 
more time. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Q 
to give away the time to somebody to combat the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well; the gentleman from Georgia is 
recognized for ten minutes, 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I have said about all I in- 
tended to say, and I should prefer to yield the time to other gen- 
tlemen, if any wish to speak. It appears to me that the gen- 
tlemen on the other side, being wrong, are in the condition of 
the man who left the path and floundered about, and the more he 
floundered about the worse he got into difficulty, and the harder 
he tried to rectify his error the more he was lost. Now, when 
you start out on an essentially wrong proposition it is hard to 
rectify it by talking about its details. The trouble with this bill 
is that it is essentially pernicious, because it seeks to do something 
that we ought not to do in its essence. 

As a Member of the American Congress, not talking as a citi- 
zen of a jealous State, =, around with a chip on its shoulder, 
desiring somebody to knock it off with reference to State rights, 
but as a Member of the American Congress, jealous of its rights, 
and proud of the power, greatness, and glory of this great Repub- 
lic, protesting against every little petty interest and claim rush- 
ing here to load down this Federal Government with matters of 
litigation and legislation with which it ought to have no concern, 
I protest against this bill. The States not only have rights, but 
they have responsibilities and duties. I would be ashamed to rise 
on the floor of this House and apologize for supporting this bill 
by saying, as distinguished Members have said here, that the States 
are incompetent to do their duty. If I lived in a State about 
which I entertained such a low opinion, I would register in 
another before night. 

If States of this Union do their duty, there is no necessity for 
any of the provisions in this bill. If they do not do their duty, 
why is it? Is it because the walking delegates and the people 
who manufacture sentiment and enthusiasm on these questions 
came to see us here instead of going to the legislatures of these 
States? Is that the reason? Why not use their energy and per- 
suasive powers to incline the legislatures in those States to do 
their duty? I desire for one, Mr. Chairman, to proclaim that the 
food in my State is as pure as the Federal Administration there 
and is not likely, under existing conditions, to be improved by 





The persons who may be charged with violating this | 


If the | 


I was trying, Mr. Chairman, the best I could, | 


Federal espionage. [Applause.] The administration of justice 
by State authority there is as pure and efficient as the like serv- 
ice under Federal jurisdiction. [Applause. } 

Right here I desire to call attention to a fundamental mistake 
that my distinguished and able friends make. You can not cure 
| a defect in a locality nor change the character of the people who 
have the administration of the law, whether it be by State or 
Federal courts. You can not convict a man in the Federal or 
State court without alleging and proving the venue. You must 
secure your juries from the same vicinity in both courts. The 
judges reside in the same vicinity, either natural born or by 
adopted residence. 

Ican notsee,then, with these facts remembered, why gentlemen, 
without shame, can arise here and say that the States can not do 
| the work as well as the Federal courts. For one, I say that my 
| State is willing and able and is already doing its duty. If there 
are other States which are shirking their duties, I demand, as a 
| Member of the Federal Congress, that these States do their duty 

and relieve us of the labor, responsibility, and expense. [Ap- 
| plause. | 
| Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
| question? 
| Mr. ADAMSON. Certainly. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman if.in 
| his examination of this bill, he has not ascertained the fact thata 
| man may be punished without any guilty knowledge, and that 
| the word *‘ willful’’ does not appear init. Under this bill aman 
may ship into a State a bill of goods and not know that an article 
contains deleterious substances, and placeit in the hands of a small 
retailer, and that retailer may retail it to customers and:not know 
| that it is deleterious; but under this bill he may be punished, 
and from beginning to end of the bill there is no protection along 
this line for the retail dealer. Without the word ‘ willful” or 
**knowingly’’ being inserted in the penal clause of this bill it 
would be a very dangerous bill, because any man who might sell 
| adulterated goods without knowing them to be adulterated could 
or might be brought before a Federal grand jury and indicted and 
| punished under the provisions of this bill. 
Mr. ADAMSON. That isa good speech, and I am glad the gen- 
_ tleman made it. Iam sorry he did not take more time and make 
a longer one of the same quality. There is so little in this bill 
| that is good and necessary that it would not take a minute to dis- 
| cuss it, while there is so much of it that is bad and pernicious and 
unnecessary it would take me a year to get out of the mazes and 
intricacies of error and fallacy presented by the details, and I 
| have wasted notime withthem. I meet themeasure at the thresh- 
old and propose that we totally destroy it im limine, because in 
toto it is bad, and only bad—beyond remedy or redemption. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will state that at 
first thought I was going to vote for this bill, but during the brief 
time for discussion I have been investigating it and studying it, 
and I feel that this pointand others mentioned by the gentleman 
should prevent anyone after examining it, in my judgment, from 
voting for it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I congratulate my friend on his saving con- 
version and commend all my other friends and brethren who have 
not studied the question to imitate his example. *‘ While the 
lamp holds out to burn, the vilest sinner may return.”’ 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, one of the objects of this bill is 
to prevent the misbranding of articles of food. The bill itself is 
not misbranded. It is known as the Hepburn pure-food bill, and 
I yield the balance of my time to the distinguished gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HepsurN], chairman of the Committee on Inter: 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman yields, 
I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Ican not yield at this time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that there is 
any deep-seated or widespread sentiment or opposition against 
the general purposes of this bill in this House. Nearly everrone 
who has spoken upon the subject has indicated that there was a 

necessity for legislation of the character desired and that he 


Will the gentleman allow me a 


favored some form of legislation. Some gentlemen object to the 
bill because the Federal Government essays to bring about a 
remedy. They think that the power in this behalf is lodged only 
in the hands of the States. Some gentlemen think that this bill 
is a little too drastic in some of its parts. Some think that its 
methods are not happily selected. Mr. Chairman, I have had to 
do with this subject in committee and in this House now for more 
thaneight years. Itisasubject difficult indeed todeal with. There 
are sO many interests and so many varied methods that it is im- 
possible to find any common ground on which even a committee 
can unite. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
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Before the gentleman gets | 


into the full thread of his argument, I want to get some explana- | 


tions from him. I find here that in section 8 you say that the 
people are required to give a sample to the agent of the Secretary 
of Agriculture in order to be analyzed, and then in section 9 I find 


alties. Now, of course it goes without saying that if a man re- 


frses without knowing that it is an agent of the Secretary of | 


Agriculture he is guiltless upon prosecution. 
That being the case, does the gentleman not think that that 


provision about which so much has been said will absolutely de- 
1 
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this direction. Almost every State in this Union and every Ter. 
ritory has legislation of this character. This bill is not complete, 
It can not from the very nature of the case be complete, because 
there is a large part of the commerce of the United States that 
the State laws can not reach. They can not reach foreign com- 
merce; they can not reach interstate commerce. This form of 
commerce must cease to be foreign, nrust cease to be interstate, 


| before the law of the States can be made applicable and remedial, 
that when they refuse to do that they are subject to certain pen- 


Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. THAYER. Iam in favor of the general provisions of this 


| bill, but I want to submit to the gentleman the question whether 


feat the enforcement of his bill if he lets it stay in there; and for | 


this reason, if a man goes toa guilty party and says to him, ‘‘] 
want a sample of your California wine or whatever it is branded, 
or your maple sirup, for the purpose of being analyzed by the 
Secretary of the Agriculture,’”’ then the man to whom the applica- 
tion is made, unless he is a fool, will give him the pure wine and 


the pure maple sirup, and nothing will be found against him. 
Now, in the enforcement of the oleomargarine bill it was found 
important that the dealer should not know that the person mak- 
ing the purchase was an agent of the Government. 
gentleman not think that leaving this which has been so much 
objected to in the bill will defeat the operation of the bill toa 
large extent? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is one of the chances that we have to 
take on kind of legislation. It might be that some other form 
would de nex 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman not think 
that it would be better to leave it out and let them purchase it in 
the open market? They can send agents to purchase it, just as 
they did when they sent agents to purchase butter which was 
really oleomargarine. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
placed there by a congress composed of agents or representatives 


eCSSary. 


dressing themselves to this very meet. the subject of pure food. 
It was one of their provisions, and the committee have adopted it 
because, largely, it was the recommendation of a large number of 
men who had studied this matter and on three or four occasions 
had assembled in this city, constituting congresses devoting them- 
selves to this very subject. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. W1LLiaMs] that this pro- 
vision is contained in nearly every State oleomargarine law in the 
Union; that in those States those cases have been bitterly con- 
tested, and the contention made by the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. CLARK], so far as I know, as to the constitutionality of a 
provision of that kind has not been determined against the pro- 


visions of this act; and, further, that in my own State we have | 


exactly the same provision, not only in the oleomargarine law, 
but in the pure-food laws of the different States, and never has 
that es been successfully attacked, to the best of my 
knowledge. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
windmill. I have not said the bill is unconstitutional. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I was not directing that remark 
to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not assume that this bill is perfect. I 
fancy that there are many defects in it. But it is the very best 
that under the circumstances your committee could secure. It 
is the best that up to this time I have ever seen. I have nodoubt 
that many amendments will be made to it. I have no doubt that 
experience in attempting to enforce it will force changes upon the 
attention of Congress. 5 

Perhaps the very ee that the gentleman has suggested 
may arise. But, 1 repeat, this is the very best bill we can get 
upon this subject, a subject upon which legislation is universally 
demanded. Nearly every State in this Union has attempted to 
control this subject of impure food. The evil is one that is uni- 
versally recognized. The gentleman from Georgia is the only 
man I have seen who understands the subject that is entirely con- 
tent with the purity of the food that is offered to him. Every- 
where we hear complaints on this subject. We had before us 
scores of witnesses—men who are familiar with the production of 
food—and yet we were told that almost every article that you may 
buy to-day in the corner grocery—nearly all the canned goods, 
all prepared goods, nearly all coffees, nearly all siru that ar- 
ticles of this kind are anes universally ‘‘ doctored,’ in order 
possibly that they may be made more palatable, possibly that they 
may be better preserved, or possibly that they may be made more 
cheaply. 

There is a necessity, in my judgment, for legislation such as that 
here proposed. This is evidenced by the efforts of the States in 





The gentleman is attacking a | 


we are not flying in the face of all legislation directed to the pro- 
tection of the people and the punishment of crime when we here 
fail to require, as the gentleman from Texas has suggested, that 
in order to secure conviction under the law willful intent shall 
be proved. It seems to me that if we stop the manufacture 
these unwholesome products we shall have gone far toward 
meeting the evil that we are undertaking to deal with. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have yielded only for a question. 

Mr. THAYER. What I wanted to ask was whether the com 


| mittee would not be willing that there should be inserted in the 


Mr. Chairman, that provisionin this bill was | 


| bill by way of amendment a eee that the person, in order 
Does the | 


to be convicted, shall be willfully and knowingly guilty of the 
offenses which the bill undertakes to deal with. ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. We provide in this bill for the safety of the 
seller. No manwho under the terms of this bill provides him- 
self with the guaranty of the vendor that the the in question 
is pure, provided the vendor be a citizen of the United States and 
his residence is given, he being the manufacturer, will be su’)j 
to punishment under the law. So that no man engaging in the 
sale of these goods need expose himself to punishment. 

Mr. THAYER. Would it not be unreasonable to require that 
every man who engages in the sale of these articles which may 
be deleterious shall procure such a guaranty? . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, it may be; but the gentleman knows 


aced : | that there is nothing more difficult in a criminal prosecution than 
of different bodies throughout the United States that were ad- | 








to show intent. It is very much better that the other party have 
some portion of the burden of proof upon him, and that he, being 
familiar with all the facts that will exculpate him, be required 
to prove those facts before the court. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does not the bill also provide that for the 
first offense under this bill the punishment shall be light, there 
being in that case noimprisonment? Only in case of a repetition 
of the offense is there such punishment. 

Mr. THAYER. If a person should buy a case of extract of 


| malt and it be found adulterated, he not knowing that fact, 
| would it not be unduly severe to impose upon him a penalty of 


$201 )? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. He ought to know what he does. 

Mr. MANN. Is it nota fact, also, that the retail dealer in no 
case needs to suffer under the provisions of this bill, because 
is permitted in every case to protect himself under the guaranty 
of = party from whom he purchases as to the purity of the 
article? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, objection has been made to 
sections 8 and 9 of this bill. I do not think that those objections 
are well taken. I do not think that gentlemen%n the other side 
of this proposition recognize the fact that there are two transac- 
tions that may occur under the bill. One is the attempt to prose- 
cute simply of itself, and it is in that case that the cooperation 
and aid of the seller is required; and it isin that prosecution that 
the law proposes to punish him in case he fails to aid the legal 
authorities. 

The other transaction is when he may be indicted as a criminal 
under the provisions of this law; and in that event I undertake 
to say that the courts will not permit any evidence that he ma” 
furnish to be used against him. The constitutional prohibition 
is intended to be operative in this second transaction and has 10 
relation whatever, in my judgment, to the first transaction. _ 

Some gentleman has said that legislation of this character, 10 
his judgment, issimply hambug. The great mass of the people of 
the United States as represented by men in the State legislatures 
evidentlydo not coincide with thatopinion. Ihave called attention 
to the universality in nearly all the States of legislation, all the 
legisintion that the States can indulge in, but they are incapable 
of that complete legislation that gives complete remedy and safety. 

There is another reason why this bill should pass. It is true 
that the results that I hope for may not be secured, but it is most 
desirable that there should be uniformity in the legislation. | 
agree that there must _be legislation on the part of the States. | 
assert that there must be legislation on the part of the Federal 
Government also. The two supplement one another and they 
ought to be uniform, The laws of the States ought to be modeled 
upon the laws of the Federal Government. To-day they are 43 
varied as the States. My information is there are something like 
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forty-three distinct and differing statutes upon this subject. 
State requires one form of label; one State requires one method 
of packing the goods; another State gives one definition as to 
what shall constitute adulteration; what is an imitation; what is 


fraud in goods offered for sale. The Statesvary. A man having 
a large business in many States has to prepare his products for 
sale in each of the States. 

A gentleman was telling me yesterday of being in one of the 
large wholesale houses in the city of Chicago. Here he found a 
huge bin with the label over it, “These goods may be sold to 
lowa;”’ another, ‘‘ These goods may be sold to Wisconsin;”’ an- 
other, ‘‘ These goods may be sold to Minnesota;’’ another, ‘* These 
may be sold to Illinois.”” They have to familiarize themselves 
vith the legislation of each of the States. They have to adapt 
their business methods to this legislation. It results in constant 
harassment, and there have been no persons who have been more 
insistent before our committee that we should come to their re- 
lief, in the hope of securing uniformity, than these very men 
against whom this statute would seem to be leveled. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Time for general debate has expired. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, lask unanimous consent that 
that portion of the bill stricken out by the committee be omitted 
in the reading and that only that part that the committee pro- 
poses to enact shall be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowaasks unanimous 
consent that that part of the bill stricken out by the committee 
be omitted in the reading. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And I further ask that the portion read be 
read by paragraphs. I suppose under the rule that this is one 
amendment and that it should all be read, but for convenience 
J ask unanimous consent that it be read by paragraphs for amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, at the proper stage I wish to 
move to strike out the enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will first put the request for 
nnanimous consent. The gentleman from [owa asks unanimous 
consent that the reading of that portion of the bill stricken out 
by the committee be omitted and that that part submitted by the 
committee as an amendment in the nature of a substitute be read 
by paragraphs—or by sections? 

Mr. HEPBURN. By sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. By sections. This arrangement will not 
interfere with the rights of the gentleman from Georgia to offer 
a motion to strike out the enacting clause. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Now, is it proper to make the motion to 
strike out the enacting clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Georgia 
will not be in order until after the first section has been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Georgia wishes to offer his motion now. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes, sir. I wish to move to strike out the 
enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to be heard on 
that? 

Mr. ADAMSON. No, sir. , 

The CHAIRMAN. Does anybody wish to be heard in opposi- 
tion to the motion to strike out the enacting clause? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Vote! , 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to strike out the enacting clause. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. — 

Mr. ADAMSON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 128. 

So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That for the purpose of protecting the commerce in food products and 
drugs between the several States and in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories of the United States and with foreign countries the Secret&ry of 
Agriculture shall organize the Bureau of Chemistry of the Department of 
Agriculture into a Bureau of Chemistry and Foods, which shail hayeé the di- 
rection of the chemical work of the present Bureau of Chemistry and of the 
chemical work of the other Executive Departments whose respective heads 


may apply to the Secretary of Agriculture for sach collaboration, and which 
shall also be charged with the inspection of food and drug products, as here- 


try, or intended for export to a foreign country. The Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is hereby authorized to employ such chemists, inspectors, clerks, labor- 
ers, and other employees as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of 
this act and to make such publication of the results of the examinations and 
analyses as he deem proper. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend the first sec- 
tion by striking out, on page 11, in line 18, the words “‘ between 
the several States and;” and on page 12, in line 10, ‘“‘or in any 


State other than that in which they shall have been respectively 
manufactured or produced;’’ and adding after the word “or,” 
“when imported from a foreign country;’’ and after the word 
*or,’”’ at the end of line 12, ‘‘ when intended for export to a for- 


, 


eign country.’ 

Mr. Chairman, the,purpose of these amendments is—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
ments reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers the 
amendments, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11, in line 18, after the word “drugs,” strike out the words “ be- 
tween the several States and.” 

On page 12, in line 10, after the word “ Territory,” strike out “or in any 


‘ q 
amenad- 


| State other than that in which they shall have been respectively manufac- 


tured or produced.” 


In line 12, after the word “or,” insert “when imported from a foreign 
country;” and after the words “country, or,” insert “ when intended for ex- 
port to a foreign country.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the effect 


of those amendments (of course if they should prevail it would 
require certain other amendments in other sections) would he to 
limit this act to the Territories and limit it to foreign commerce 
and would remove any effect in regard to interstate commerce. 
As the gentleman from Iowa has well stated, the States now have 
absolute control over commerce which comes into the State, and 
it seems to me, as I stated earlier, dangerous and unnecessary to 
have this bill now affect interstate commerce, believing that it 
was intended that Congress should make commerce free and not 
make it restrictive. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendments proposed by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, if adopted, would make this bill only 
apply to the District of Columbia and the Territories, and the very 
purpose of the bill is to make it apply to interstate commerce; 
and it is not the design of the bill to say what the Territories may 
do within their own Territorial districts or to say just how the 
pure-food regulations shall be enforced in the District of Colum- 
bia, and I hope the amendments will not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendments 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The amendments were rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the introduction into any State or Territory or the District 


of Columbia from any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, 
or from any foreign country, or shipment toany foreign country of any arti- 
cle of food or drugs which 1s adulterated or misbranded, within the mean- 


ing of this act,is hereby prohibited; and any person who shall ship or de- 
liver for shipment from any State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
to any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or to a forei 

country, or who shall receive in any State or Territory or the Districto 
lumbia from any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or 
foreign country, or who, having received, shal! deliver, in original unbroken 
packages, for pay or otherwise, or offer to deliver to any other person, any 
such article so adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of this act, or 
any person who shall sell or offer for sale in the District of Columbia or the 
Territories of the United States such adulterated, mixed, misb 
imitated foods or drugs, or export or offer to export the same to a1 reig 
country, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for such offense be fined not 
exceeding $200 for the first offense and for each subsequent offens 
ceeding $300 or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, in the discr 
tion of the court: Provided, nevertheless, That no article shall be deemed mis- 
branded or adulterated within the provisions of this act when intended for 
export to any foreign country and prepared or packed according to the 
specifications or directions of the foreign purchaser when no sul 








used in the preparation or packing thereof in conflict with the laws of the 
foreign country to which said article is jntended to be shipped; but if said 
article shall be in fact sold or offered for sale for domestic use or imp- 
tion, then this proviso shall not exempt said article from the operat f all 


the other provisions of this act. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the com- 


mittee having charge of the bill if they will not agree to strike 
| out all of line 20 on page 13, all of line 21, all of line 22, all of 
line 23, and the first three words in line 24? 
I wish to say, in connection with this point, that during the 
discussion of the bill nothing has been said by any Member of the 


inafter provided in this act. The Secretary of Agriculture shall make nec- | 


@ssu 
which the Director of the Bureau of Chemistry and Foods shall procure from 
time to time, or cause to be procured, and analyze, or cause to be analyzed 


rules and regulations for carrying out the provisions of this act, under | 


or examined, chemically, microscopically, or otherwise, samples of foods and | 


igs offered for sale in original unbroken packages in the District of Co- 
lumbia, in any Territory, or in any State other than that in which they shall 
have been respectively manufactured or produced, or from a foreign coun- 
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House, if my recollection serves me, in regard to the export trade. 
I endeavored to have the gentleman in charge of the bill make 
some explanation, but was not able to secure his attention. 


I am fully in accord with the necessity and proper desire to 

| protect the people of this country against foreign goods coming 
to.our market that are deleterious and inferior in quality and 
therefore injurious to the people of the United States, but when 


we take up the question of export business we all know it is nec 
essary to pack and put up goods in a different way from what we 


898 


do for the home market. It is also well known that most coun- | 


tries are very liberal in their laws in connection with foreign 


trade, and while it is just possible that we should look after and | 


care for the health of people who are aliens as well as the people 
of our own country, it is not generally done. 
to me that we can easily strike out these words without doing 
any injury or harm to this bill so far as relates to its other pro- 
Visions 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 


me, i can explain to him why that provision is in the bill. A | 
delegation of packers from Chicago came before the committee | 
and asked that that provision be put in the bill, and they exhibited | 
They say | 
that where pork is put up with boracic acid, according to the | 


to us a large number of orders from foreign countries. 


orders of the English purchaser, for example, it can be sold. 


It is more marketable than it is when put up solely with salt. 
The gentleman will see that the provision is simply in accordance | 


with the idea of complying with the request of the purchaser 


which it is to be exported. 


We did that simply at the instance 
of these gentlemen. 


They explained to us that, for example, pork 


ance that it did not have when treated in the other way. 
fore it was necessary to do it to sell it in the English market, and 


they exhibited to us a large number of foreign orders describing | 


the manner in which it should be put up. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I agree in perfect good faith 
with the explanation of the gentleman from Iowa, but that does 
not lessen my objection, and there is no reason why these foreign 


orders should not be packed according to the requirement and de- | 


sires of the foreign customers if the clauses named are omitted 
from the bill. I still adhere to the fact that the words mentioned 
are likely to prove a detriment to our export commerce. I can at 
present send an order to the pork packers to have them put up 
my pork in any way which may be best for my market, if I ama 
foreigner. I think this clause, however, goes further. It says 
that— 

when no substance is used in the preparation or packing thereof in conflict 
with the laws of the foreign country to which said article is intended to be 
shipped. 

I do not consider it necessary for us to go into the laws of foreign 
countries or endeavor to aid in their enforcement. They can pro- 
tect themselves. It is well known that certain export countries 
purposely make their laws so lax that they can send goods abroad 


which under no circumstances would they allow to be sold in | 


their own country. It is also known that a certain brand of 
Florida water is largely drank by the natives of foreign countries. 
I question the taste of these gentlemen, but at the same time it is 
not our fault if the men drinking it do not use it for the purpose 
for which it was packed. Many other similar instances can be 
riven. 

. I appeal to the gentleman from Iowa, and believe if he will 
carefully read these lines, 20, 21. 23, and 24, he will see that 
no injury will result to his bill if they are stricken out, and so 
doing may prevent harm to our commerce, which he has so often 
eloquently and earnestly advocated and upheld on the floor of 
this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, beginning at line 20, strike out all of lines 20, 21, 22, 23, and the 
words ‘‘to be shipped” in line 24. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, all of that section on page 13 be- 
ginning with the words “‘Provided nevertheless,”’ line 17, to the 
bottom of the page, was an amendment which was urged before 
the committee by the export trade of the country as one entire 
amendment, and now the gentleman moves to strike out a part, 
whereas the export trade is perfectly satisfied with the provision 
as it stands. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I pretend to know as much 
about the export trade of this country as does the gentlemaz. from 
Illinois, and while I do not question his statement or the question 
of fact, I do not believe that the export trade of the country want 
that clause in the bill at all. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not claim to have any per- 
sonal knowledge of the export trade of the country, such as the 
gentleman from New York undoubtedly has.’ The statement | 
made, and I repeat it, is that the amendment was prepared by the 
people engaged in the export trade and submitted to the commit- 
tee upon their statement that that would absolutely protect the ex- 
port trade of the country from any injurious effect. Under this 
provision people engaged in the export trade can pack and ship 
goods to Great Britain, which has one standard, and yet comply 
with the provisions of this act, and the people with orders from 


purchasers in Germany may ship the same goods differently | 
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packed to comply in each case with the orders of the purchaser 
and I understand they are satisfied with this provision of the bil] 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 


| to ask him a question? 
It therefore seems | 


Mr. MANN. With pleasure. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman not think that the words 
in line 21, beginning with the words ‘“‘ when no substance is used 
in the preparation or packing thereof in conflict with the laws of 
the foreign country to which said article is intended to be 
shipped,”’ that when goods are shipped to a foreign country that 
may not be entirely friendly to American goods, they might im- 
pose such restrictions or laws as would practically exclude Ameri- 
can products? 

Mr. MANN. Isayto the gentleman, in reply to the suggestion, 
that if any person manufacturing goods wishes to comply with 
the general provisions of the act, then this particular provision or 
exception does not apply to him. But if he wishes to ship goods 


: plyit | which do not come up to the standard of this act, he can do so if 
when there is no prohibition on the part of the government to | 


the foreign purchaser so requests him; and so we are willing to 


~ 


exempt them from the general provisions of the act and throw 


| the door open, but we do not want to throw it wide open unless 
treated simply with salt would have a slimy and greasy appear- | 
There- | 


they comply with some law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman does not catch my point. I 
concede that the provision in respect to packing, according to the 
specifications of the foreien purchaser, may be all right; but when 
you go further and provide that when no substance is used in the 
preparation and packing thereof in conflict with the laws of a 
foreign country to which said article is intended to be shipped, 
that country could very easily under its law make restrictions 
that would make it impossible for an American importer to send 


| his goods there. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is mistaken, be- 
cause this provision does not require all goods exported to c 
within this provision of the act. This is an exception made for 
the benefit of those who do not wish to pack goods in conformity 
with the rest of the provisions of the act. In other words, in 
Germany they do not permit dressed meat to be imported whic! 
is dressed with boric acid. In England the purchasers demand 
that the dressed meat shall be dressed with borax. Now, under 
this provision of the act, the English law recognizing that borax 
is not an injury to the goods and the German law recognizing 
that borax is an injury to the goods, the seller can sell goods to 
England packed with borax and can sell goods to Germany that 
are not packed with borax. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is our law on the subject of 
borax respecting goods for domestic purposes?” 

Mr. MANN. We have not fixed a standard on the subject. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Didn’t we legislate on that at the 
last session in some way? 

| Here the hammer feil. } 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to strike out the last word is not 
in order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I move to amend theamend- 
ment by striking out the entire proviso from the word *‘ Provided” 
down. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman off€r that as an amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that inasmuch as the 
bill is being considered as an amendment consequently the amenc- 
mentoffered by the gentleman is in the nature of an amendment 
in the third degree and is not in order. 

Mr. GALNES of Tennessee. Can Imove tostrike out the w! 
section? 

The CHAIRMAN. After this amendment has been acted 0 
the gentleman can offer another. The question is on the amend 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejecte. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee and Mr. STEPHENS of Texas rose 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has an amend: 
ment which he wishes to offer. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the Chairman 
stated that the Chair would recognize me to make this motion 
when I had the floor a moment ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that he would recon 
the gentleman from Tennessee to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understood the Chair to sta'e 


me 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


| that he would recognize me to make a motion which I rose tv 


make before. B 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Chair will 
ognize the gentleman from Tennessee before the proposition is le!t. 

Mr. GAINESof Tennessee. But the Chair stated that he would 
recognize me to make that motion, and I rose to make it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
before the paragraph is left, but the gentleman from Texas has 
been struggling for some time to be recognized. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Inasmuch as everybody is strug- 
gling here to be recognized, and particularly on this side, I yield; 
but anybody in order to get justice in this House has to struggle, 
and particu ularly gentlemen from Texas and from our country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is out of 
order and will be seated. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would just as soon be out of 
order as in order when I know I am right. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I demand a division on that | 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York demands a 
division on the amendment offered by himself. 

Mr. CLARK. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 
port the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the amend- 
ment. 

The question was again taken on the division demanded by Mr. 
DovuGLas; and there were—ayes 30, noes 78. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an amend- 
ment, which the Cler« will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, after the end of line 24on page 12, and at the end of | 
lines 2and 5 on page 13, and after the word “shall,” in line 9 on page 1: 3, the | 
word “ willfully;” so as to read: “‘and any person who shall will ully ship or 
deliver,” ‘‘or who shall willfully receive,” “shall willfully deliver.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that this bill, if not amended, 


would change the entire intention and trend of the criminal laws | 


of the United States and of every State, so faras I know. The 
design of criminal law is to punish a man only where he has a 
criminal intent. In this bill Congress is proposing to pass a law 
that will punish a man who may have no criminal intent, and 
unless this word “ willfully’ or ‘‘ knowingly ”’ 
bill, as proposed by my amendment, that will be the effect of it. 
I desire further to state, in answer to the gentleman from Iowa 
{[Mr. HepBuRN], that the provisions of the bill he refers to do not 
apply to retail dealers who purchase their goods in foreign mar- 
kets, for the foreign merchant can not give the guaranty. 

I call attention—his attention—to the language of the bill on 
page 17, beginning at line 22: 

Provided further, That no dealer shall be convicted under the provisions of 


this act when he is able to Per e awritten guaranty of purity, in a form 
spans ed by the Secretary of Agriculture as published in his rules and reg- 
u 


itions, signed by the manufacturer or the party or parties from whom he | 


purchased said articles: Provided also— 
Now, here is the provision to which I desire the particular at- 
tention of the House and of the gentleman from Iowa— 


Provided also, That said guarantor or guarantors reside within the juris- 
diction of the United States. 


Now, itis apparent that if the retail dealers purchast such goods | 


from some man in Canada or Mexico or anywhere else outside 


the United States that can give him no guaranty, he can be pun- | 


ished, although he may have no knowledge that the material he 
sells contained any deleterious substance such as this bill under- 
takes to deal with. If the article is manufactured inside of the 
United States, then the guaranty provision that the gentleman 
from Iowa alludes to does apply; but the provision preclud- 
ing foreigners from making the guaranty would, I apprehend, 


be legislation in favor of men, perchance of trusts, who man- | 


ufacture articles inside of the United States, and would prac- 
tically prohibit our merchants from dealing in any such articles 
manufactured outside of the United States, because the protec- 
tion given by the guaranty would be impracticable and impossible. 


If a grocer should buy articles from a wholesale dealer or a | 


manufacturer in a foreign country, and those articles should be 
shipped to him from abroad, he could not in that event get the 
guaranty contemplated by the proviso 1 have just read; and in 


that case he could be made criminally liable under this bill, if | 


enacted into law,if he inadvertently sold deleterious goods. For 
this reason I think the amendment I have proposed sheuld be 
adopted, and in my judgment its language should be even stronger 
than I have made it. 

Mr. THAYER. I suggest to the gentleman from Texas whether 


we could not get this provision into a somewhat more euphonious | 


shape, and arrive at the same end that he is seeking, by inserting | 
after ‘‘ country,” line 12, page 13, the words * knowing or having | 


reasonable cause to believe the same to be adulterated, mixed, | 


misbranded, or imitated foods or drugs.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
[Mr. THAYER] proposes a modification of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS}. 





is inserted in this | 
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Mr. THAYER. AsI understand, the gentleman from Texas is 
willing to accept the modification. 

Mr. ‘STEPHENS of Texas. Iam. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire that the proposed amendment be 
reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Afte sr “country,” in line 12, page 13, insert: 

“Knowing, or having reasonable cause to believe, the same to t 
| ated, mixed, misbranded, or imitated foods or drugs.” 


| Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, of course the ultimate purpose of 


| an amendment of this sort is to affect the practical operation or 
working of the proposed law. I take it that no one here desires 
to impose any extra burden or hardship upon the retail dealer. I 
can say to this committee that without question the retail dealer 
is by the terms of this bill absolutely protected. The idea is that 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall make regulations, as authorized 
by the bill. so that upon every article of food or drugs in any pack- 
age there shall appear the guaranty of the manufacturer or the 
| wholesale dealer. That is the protection to the retail dealer. 
The gentleman from Texas calls attention to the fact that this 
| guaranty must be made by some one residing within the juris- 
| diction of the United States. Mr. Chairman, I venture to assert 
that no retail dealer in this country buys goods from a foreign 
| manufacturer except through a factor or a wholesale dealer 
| located in this country. If “the retail dealer should buy goods 
from a Canadian manufacturer, he would not be protected under 
| the terms of this bill. But no retail dealer does that. We are 
| talking about the practical operation of the bill; and as a matter 
of fact, under its practical operation no retail dealer will be ex- 
| posed to unnecessary prosecution, or to any prosecution, if he fol- 
lows the intention of the act and makes any effort at all to sell 
| fair goods and to secure the guaranty contemplated by the bill. 
To say that the retail dealer, before conviction, must be shown 
to have had knowledge that he was selling something deleterious 
is practically equivalent to the motion made a while ago to strike 
out the enacting clause. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I am as much in favor of the 
general provisions of this bill as any man in this House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must say to the gentleman that 
avote having been called for, and there having been five minutes’ 
debate on each side of the pending question, the debate can not 
proceed further except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. THAYER. Well, I ask unanimous consent for five min- 
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to allowing the gentle- 
'man from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] to proceed for five min- 
utes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, as I have just remarked, Iam 
in favor of the general purpose of this bill, but some of its provi- 


»e adulter- 


sions are ill considered and faulty. My purpose is to protect the 
consumer against being obliged to use adulterated food. I under- 


take to say that whenever we can stop the manufacturer and pro- 
ducer of these products from putting them on the market we have 
done away with nine-tenths of the frauds that the people are now 
| suffering from by being obliged to use this class of adulterated 
gor ds, 

If we say to thos» to whom we delegate authority, ‘‘ You can go 
| tothe great manufacturing centers, or send yourauthorized agents 
| there, for the purpose of investigating tie methods of the manufac- 
| turers in doing business and what ingredients they are using, and 
| thus gather evidence against the parties we seex to prohibit from 
placing adulterated food on the market and against the manu 
facturers,’’ they will have every reason to kn ow, or good reason to 
| believe, at least, that they are producing adulterated food. They 
| will have been deceived by noone. They will simply have been 
| taking their chances; but to carry out this thing practically 
| and secure convictions of the retail dealers will be quite imp °ssi- 
ble. I do not believe that the country grocer should be com- 
| pelled to know whether every article in his store is adulterated. 
Neither do I think he should be required to have a written state- 
| ment of the drummer or agent who sells to him whether there is 
sand in the sugar, or bark in the cinnamon, or things of that kind. 
He buys in the open, reputable market, and assumes, and has a 
right to assu.e. that he gets pure food or drugs. I believe a 
great measure of the evil will be done away with by preventing 
the original producer from putting upon the market deleterious 
products, and it seems to me that it can then be easily carried out 
by having only a limited number of places for the officers of the 
law to investigate. We can go to the great centers and stop 
them from manu acturing and selling to the retailer anything 
but a pure product, and that will, in a great measure, protect the 
people. I believe it will sufficiently protect the public—at least 
for a starter in this attack on adulterated food. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 
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Mr. THAYER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Inthiseraof good feeling, this consideration 
for the criminal, does the gentleman not think it would be well 
o insert a provision in this bill which provides a penalty that he 
‘be fined $100 or condemned to imprisonment, provided he 
{Laughter. ] 

YER. In answer to that I will say that I am not 
iding here to defend the criminal, but I am attempting to pre- 
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vent the enactment of a law which makes a whole class of men, | 


as honest and law-abiding as the gentleman from Iowa and myself, 
criminals without a particle of evidence having been produced 
against them of any illegal or criminal act and compelling them 
to prove their innocence in advance of any evidence having been 
advanced that they are willfully violating any law. WhatIam 
speaking against is making the retailer in a corner store out-in 


the country guarantee that everything in his store is absolutely | 


pure, and I am agains} this portion of the bill which compels him 
to prove his innocence before anybody has fairly charged him as 
being guilty or introduced any evidence of his guilt. 


It would be comparatively very easy to seek out these mant- | 


facturers and prevent them from making these adulterated prod- 


ucts and foisting them upon the public through innocent middle- | 
men—the retail grocers—and the producers should be the ones to 


apply the law to, and it should not apply so rigidly to the innocent 
and honest peddlers and grocers, and we should not attempt to 


convict them until it appears that they are knowingly in collusion | 


with the wholesalers and producers in perpetuating this fraud on 
the public. 


I hope the amendment will prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 80. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Texas, Mr. STEPHENS, and the gentleman from [Ili- 
nois, Mr. Mann. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
106, noes 100. 

So the amendment was agreed to. [Applause.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, on page 13, after 
the word “‘Provided,”’ in line 17, I move to strikeout the proviso. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has been 
recornized. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I just want to state what my ob- | 


jection to this proviso is, and I believe that my distinguished 
friend from Iowa will agree with what Isay. I want to say that 
I am in favor of pure food and clean money, but I want the law 


enacted within the limitations of our granted or necessarily im- | 


It 
I hope we can make this 


plied powers. If that is done,I am not opposed to this bill. 
would then properly aid the States. 
bill a little bit better than I think it is. 

The matter that I wanted to insist on a few minutes ago cov- 
ered the very motion that I now make, and for this reason: Here 
we are, the greatest lawmaking power in the world, attempting 
to embody provisions in this bill to condemn articles as unfit for 
our use which we make. Under this proviso we permit impure 
food, which we condemn, to go to foreign consumers, with whom 
we should remain in peace and cultivate an honest friendship and 
an upright standard of commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that a great many foreigners think that 
we unload the unclean American product on them and keep the 
clean or superior products here at home unlike the samples they 
sell by. I have been told this by foreign drummers representing 
great American firms. Yet, here we are, standing here to-day 
with our eyes wide open to the fact that unclean and impure foods 
are being manufactured and sold to innocent people, and yet we 
permit them to be sold to Canada, our neighbor, with whom we 
want reciprocity, at least friendship, peace, and honest commerce. 

What will they think of us when they read this bill or our de- 
bate in the morning press? Are they not our neighbors? 

We would ship this impure food to our mother country, and 
then go over there and helpeat it every year,every summer! We 
would ship to England simply because Chicago wants it, it is said. 
Well, Chicago hasa great many things that I think Chicago ought 
not to have, and, possibly, she does not get all she should have. 
My friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] says that he speaks for the 
export trade. The gentleman from New York, who is evidently 
an exporter, disputes his contention and condemns the policy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as a matter of public policy should we 
knowingly permit to go away from our shores an impure food 


Neither should we legislate in the face of the well- | 
established principles of criminal law universally recognized. | 
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| article? This bill says yes. It is not the best advertisement for 
| us as a people or our goods; it is not the best evidence of hich 
/morals. Simply because Chicago wants to eat rotten beef and 
| Chicago wants to sell rotten beef or beef put up in some particular 
| way that we say is unhealthy for us is no reason why we should 
permit this statute to go upon our statute books and put every 
| bit of meat, every bit of food exported and sent from this country 
under suspicion. But this bill does that very thing. 
It does almost literally, and hence, Mr. Chairman, I ask to strike 
it out and let our English friends and our German friends and 
| our Russian friends and all our friends of all the world see that 
| we will do by them exactly as we do by ourselves—that we eat a 

clean thing and that we ship a clean thing to them—that we legis- 
| late by and live up to the standard erected by the Golden Rule, 
as individuals and as a republic. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to 

strike out the proviso. 
| The motion was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committes 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the 

| state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
6295) for preventing the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation 
of foods, beverages, candies, drugs, and condiments in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories, and for regulating interstate 
traffic therein, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 

| to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 29: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthere 
be printed 2,500 copies of the First Annual Reportof the Reclamation Service, 
from June 17 to December 1, 1902, with the accompanying maps, of which 
1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,500 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 33: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 

printed and bound 10,000 copies of the Report of the Commission on Inter- 
national Exchange and the appendixes thereto, being House Document No. 
144, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, 2,000 of which shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for 

| the use of the Commission on International Exchange— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 84: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
| Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print from 
stereotype plates and to bind 2,500 copies of the Second Annual Report of 
the Reclamation Service, of which 750 copies shall be for the use of the Sen 
ate, 1,250 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 200 copies for tlie 
use of the Department of the Interior, and 300 copies for the use of the United 
States Geological Survey— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 35: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to cause a survey to be 
made for a ship canal extending from a point in the city of Newa: v.J., 
below the junction of the Pennsylvaniaand Lehigh Valley railroads . i 
the Newark Meadows and Newark Bay to New York Bay, said ship cana! to 
have a width of 300 feet and a depth of 35 feet, and to report such survey to 
Congress, together with an estimate of the cost of the same— 
| to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

S. 1935. An act providing for the holding of an additional c 
in the northern district of West Virginia, at Martinsburg, W.Va 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. be 

S. R. 28. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of additional 
copies of Agricultural Bulletin No. 124, being a report on inmga- 
tion in Utah—to the Committee on Printing. 4 

S. 2549. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Jellison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2576. An act granting an increase of pension to James Red- 
shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2577. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 
shall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2612. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

S. 2642. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 
Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

S. 2643, An act granting an increase of pension to Melinda H. 
Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2668, An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Fawcett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ é 

S. 2712. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


sourt 
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S. 2797. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Cotting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2809. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. Fin- 
i the Committee on Pensions. 


S. 2947. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bratton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3166. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi B. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2559. An act granting a pension to James Graham—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2388. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved June 13, 1902—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

S. 1911, An act granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. 
Tanc e—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. 2858. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 
tuar rt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





S. 1451. An act granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. 
Hord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2548. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma Mc- 
Farland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1947. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Jvdge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1799. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and Trading Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Cantalla Creek, in the 
district of Alaska, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I move thatthe House now take a recess un- 
till 11.55 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Hernurn; and 
on a division (demanded by Mr. BARTLETT) there were—ayes 101, 
noes 81. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
25 minutes) the House took a recess until to-morrow at 7 11.55 
o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows 

A message from the President, transmitting & pe tition to aid in 


| preserving the Calaveras groves of big trees, submitied by the 


Calaveras Big Tree Committee of California a and elsewhere, with 
recommendations for favorable action by Congr 
A message from the President, transmitting a report from the 
Secretary of State covering copies of additional papers beai ing 
upon the relations of the United States with Colombia and the 
| Republic of Panama. 
| Aletter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 


486. An act granting a pension to Green B, Yawn—to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 
128. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara M. 
Gihon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 


S, 


following titles: 
5.112. An act granting an increase of pension to Harry G. Ham- 
mond: 


5. 65. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Allen; 
5. 11. An act granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 
S. 8. An act granting an increase of pension to Perry Kittredge; 
5. 839. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. 
chardson; 
S. 3388. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt; 
S. 215. An act granting a pension to Mary D. Perry; 
S. 172. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Mc- 


R 





Claren; 
5. 137. An act granting a pension to Hannah Kelley; 
S. 1604. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
B Dp; 
. 368. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Wilcox; 
S. 367. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Richardson; 
. 1704. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucretia Rich- 
havi; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 
Mc iiillan; 
5. 772. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise K. 
Ty ni 
. 1756. An act granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 
Cushman; 
i755. Anact granting an increase of pension to Thomas Banks; 
S19, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
c yar. 
‘ 16ers 
1832, An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
He L: 
: . Anact granting an increase of pension to John Monahan; 
29. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
e. 
wx 


. 1018. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. 
Heavrison; 
S. 1935. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 


8! 
8 1984. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
man; 
2078. An act granting an increase of pension to Hampton C. 
ve - - 


ranting a pension to Cora M. Converse; 
an increase of pension to Marcus T. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
3y unanimons consent, the Committee on the Territories was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6780) 


5.6. An act ¢ 
. 2125. An act granting 
Cas well: and 
. 2218. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda’ 
Tisdel. 


a copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for diplomatic service of t] 
United States in the Isthmus of Panama—to the Committ 
Appropriations and Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmittin: 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War 
ting an estimate of appropriation for gun and mortar baiteries— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


1A 


son 


sii 
u 





A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General 


submitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiency in the pay 
of letter carriers, rural free delivery—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for naval station at 
Olongapo, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands—to the Commitiee on 


| Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


| W. 1. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Crittenden, trustee Mount Holly Baptist Church, Morris- 
ville, Va., v. The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and caininl to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of law and fact in the French 


spoliation cases relating to the vessel schooner Polly, Richard 
Lakeman, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions of the follow- 

ing titles were severally reported from committees, del iy red to 

| the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 


} 


| 


as follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5761) to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen Bridge ‘ Com 
to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River, re l 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (N 0. 416 
said bill and report were referred to the Hy pase Calend 

He also, from the same committee. to which was re fe) rred 
bill of the House (H. R. 3578) to authorize the Mercantile Bridce 
Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River 
sylvania, from a point in the borough of North Charlero sh 
ington County, toa point in Rostraver Township, Westmoreland 
County, reported the same with amendment, ascor l ar 
port (No. 417); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


; whic 


nh 
pa 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and re i of 
the following titles were sever: ally reported from com: ees. de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9583) granting 
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an increase of pension to James H. Hargis, sr., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 889); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7732) granting a 
pension to Mary Chenowith, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 390); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7447) granting an increase 
of pension to William Bailey, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 391); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9030) granting a 
pension to John Daly, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 392); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5555) granting an 
increase of pension to James R. Hauptley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 393); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6994) granting an 
increase of pension to Theresa Nebrich, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 394); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8717) granting a 
pension to Henry Edwards, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 395); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6426) granting a pension to David J. 
Beidler, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 396); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5883) granting an increase of pension to 
David Warentz, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 897); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5865) granting | 


an increase of pension to Joshua Harlan, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 398); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5818) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip Snow, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 399); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5179) granting 
a pension to Joseph J. Murray, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 400); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4915) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Hibbert, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 401); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5391) granting 
a pension to James Keleher, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 402); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4759) granting 
an increase of pension to David P. McDonald, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 403); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Shepherd, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 404); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4136) granting 
an increase of pension to Caleb Arnett, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 405); which said bill | Okla.—to the Committee on Public 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8521) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hawker, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
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by a report (No. 406); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3411) granting 
| an increase of pension to William J. Hart, reported the samo 
| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 407); which said 
| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3337) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Craigue, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 408); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3172) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert E. Pogue, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 409); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2809) granting 
an increase of pension to John Watt, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 410); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2553) granting an increase of pension to 
| George Wintz, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 411); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1883) granting a 
pension to Harriet A. Cook, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 412); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1330) granting a 
| pension to Samuel W. Searles, reported the same with ameni- 
| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 413); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 812) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles F. Emery, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 414); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7079) granting an 
increase of pension to John J. Fleming, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 415); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2360) granting an increase of pension to Georganna 
Parker—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 


| to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 6569) for the relief of William E. Cummin—Com 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred t@ the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9592) for the relief of William H. Steimann—Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 





mittee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memoria 
of — following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 10412) for the reli« 
of the Creek tribe or nation of Indians—to the Committee on |n 
dian Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10418) for the relief of the Chickasaw Nat 
or tribe of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10414) for the relief of the Choctaw Nation 
or tribe of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. E 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 10415) ratifying an act of the 
legislative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma legalizing th 
waterworks bond election held by the city of Geary, in said T 
ritory—to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10416) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Oklahoma City, 

Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10417) to pre- 
vent cruelty to certain animals in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 10418) to ratify and amend an 
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agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reser- 
vation, in South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision 
to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10419) to revive and 
amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned property 
and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within 
the United States, and acts amendatory thereof—to the Commit- 


tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10420) to revive the right of action under the 
captured and abandoned property acts, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 10421) to provide for the re- 
moval of snow and ice from the sidewalks of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10422) to distinctively designate parcels of 
land in the District of Columbia for the purposes of taxation and 
assessments, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 10423) relating to the removal of 
civil cases from the State courts to United State court—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ° 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10424) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge and approaches thereto across the Mis- 
souri River at or near Council Bluffs, lowa—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 10425) to restrict the un- 
limited transfer of merchandise in bonded warehouses—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 10426) to amend the home- 
stead laws as to certain unappropriated lands in Nebraska—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 10427) to enable the Secretary 





of Agriculture to conduct experiments in the noncorn-growing | 
States and Territories in the fattening and finishing of cattle for | 


market, and in growing crops and forage plants adapted to these 
purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 10428) to amend section 1 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for other 


purposes,’ approved April 12, 1902—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10429) for the erec- 
tion of a monument to Jeremiah O’Brien—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 10430) for the re- 
lief of the Cherokee Nation of Indians—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 10431) to further regulate 
commerce and protect trade and commerce against unlawful re- 


straints and monopolies—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | 
tions for the support of the Army, and for other purposes, and 


eign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 10432) making appropriations 
for the removal of the quarantine station at San Diego, Cal., and 
to acquire a new site, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10433) authorizing the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office to quitclaim the title conveyed | 


to the United States for land in forest reservations, under certain 
conditions—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 10434) to establish a fish- 


hatching and fish station in the State of Michigan—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 10435) to provide for the 
construction and maintenance of roads, the establishment and 
maintenance of schools, and the care and support of insane and 
destitute persons in the district of Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Territories. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10436) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to | 
define and punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to provide | 
a code of criminal procedure for said district,’’ approved March 3, | 


1899—to the Committee on the Territories. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10487) authorizing the city of Nome, a mnu- | 


nicipal corporation organized and existing under chapter 21, title 


3,of an act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled ‘‘An act | 


making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and 
for other purposes,’’ to construct a free bridge across the Snake 
River at Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10488) providing for the election of a Dele- | 


gate to the House of Representatives from the district of Alaska— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 10439) to divide 
the northern judicial district of California into two divisions, and 
to provide for the holding of terms of the district court therein—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 





! 


| 


| 
| 


| 


By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 10440) to es- 
tablish a national military park at Guilford battle ground, in 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10441) to regulate the charges 
for telephone service within the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10442) to modify an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States,” approved January 16, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10443) to set apart certain 
lands in the State of Washington asa public park, to be knownas 
‘* The Elk National Park,’’ for the purpose of preserving the elk, 
game, fish, birds, animals. timber, and curiosities therein—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 10444) to provide for the building 
of extensions and additions to the Federal court and post-office 
building in the city of Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 10445) to modify and amend 
an agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, 
in North Dakota, to accept and ratify the same as amended, and 
making appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 10446) to provide against 
entering into a contract by any officer or employee of the Gov- 


| ernment of the United States of America for products of convict 
| labor—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 10447) authorizing the 
establishment of a light-house at Indiana Harbor, in the State of 
Indiana—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 81) forsur- 
vey of the shore line of James River at Jamestown, Va., witha 
view to protecting, by a sea wall, the site of the first successful 
English colony in America—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) to 
extend the invitation of Congress to the Interparliamentary Union, 
and making an appropriation for the entertainment of its mem- 
bers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 31) to 
print 10,000 copies of the coinage laws of the United States—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 32) to print 6,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on the pro- 
duction of precious metals; also to print 8,000 additional copies 
of the report of the Director of the Mint covering the operations 
of the mints and assay officers of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. HULL: A resolution (H. Res. 157) making appropria- 


legislation providing for consolidation of the Adjutant-General’s 
Office and the Record and Pension Office—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 158) to amend the 
House rules—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 10448) to remove the charge of 
desertion against William R. Cassel, and granting him an honor- 
able discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10439) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Peter C. Sawyer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10450) correcting the military record of Jaines 
H. Ackerman and granting his widow, Sarah J.,a pension—tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10451) to correct the military record of Car- 
los H. Cady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10452) to amend the military record of Wil- 
liam G. Alspach—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10453) to correct the military record of W. F. 
Elliott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10454) to correct the military record of 
Charles H. Jessup—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10455) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Naus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10456) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie T. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10457) granting an increase of pension to John 


| Hathom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





904 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10458) granting an increase of pension to Ste- 
phen A. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a = (H. R. 10459) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Als 0, @ bi = H. R. 10460) granting an increase of pension to 
re W. -ob—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi i (H. R: 10461) granting an increase of pension to 

Joshua R. Gouldy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al so, a bill (H. R. 10462) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah Heed to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

an a bill (H. R. 10463) granting an increase of pension to 
Beriville Spangler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10464) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Zon a to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. 10465) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob M. Rife—to he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10466) granting a pension to Emma G. 
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (A. R. 10467 

he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
lso, a bill (H. R. 10468) granting a pension to George Cun- 
zham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10469) granting a pension to James K. 
Rheinhard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Mary C. Fisher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10471) granting a pension to Achsah Barnes— 
to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 10472) granting a 
pension to Henry Dority—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1047: 3) granting a pension to J. J. Winkler— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Alsi », a bill (H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Cyrus L. Mob- 
ley—to the C foeaditne on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10475) granting a pension to Sadie M. Jun- 
german—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10476) granting a pension to Charles B. Gal- 
lasher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10477) granting an increase of pension to 
Eucene Stillman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10478) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Hayter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10479) granting an increase of pension to 
Erastus D. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10480) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Bayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10481) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to grant an honorable discharge to Henry Wilson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10482) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to review and revoke the sentence of court-martial 
against John W. Beach, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee om Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 10488) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to pay George F. Fitzclarence the : sum of $100 
as soldier's bounty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10484) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to issue an honorable discharge to P. C. Farrell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 10485) gran an in- 
crease of pension to Louisa Kirkham—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 10486) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Goolsby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10487) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Almira Carico—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 10488) granting an increase of 
— to Jonathan W. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid 

I oy 


nsions. 


Ger 


ting 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10489) to correct 
tho military record of John H. Ethridge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS 
pensi ion to Job n Wurster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


: A bill (H. R. 10490) granting an increase of 


o,a bill (H. R. 10491) granting an increase of pension to 

bbe W. Campion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10492) for the relief of Capt. M. R. W. 
Grebe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10498) for the relief of John W. Magann—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also.a bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to James F’. Shell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10495) granting a pension to A. H. Case—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


) granting a pension to Lizzie S. Fecker— | 
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By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 10496) granting an’increase 
of pension to Lafayette F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10497) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret C. De C i i i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10498) to correct the military record of 
Joseph Van Valkenburgh—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10499) makin 1g pro- 


| vision for conveying in fee the piece or strip of ground in St. 


Augustine, Fla., known as the “‘ Moat,’ 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10500) making provision for conveying in 
fee certain public grounds in the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for 
school purposes—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 10501) for the relief of the es- 
tate of H. F. Cocke, noite the Semnniens on War Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 10502) granting an increase of 
pension to Abram Young—to the Commitice on Invalid Pensio: 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10503) granting a pe1 
sion to William D. Moyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to John Ff’. Hicks— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10505) granting a pension to Susan Lukens 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 10506) granting a pension t 
Charles H. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 10507) for the relief of Mary 
V. Shaw—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10508) granting an increase of 
pension to Jennie E.’ Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10509) to correct the 
military record of Julius H. Rogge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10510) for the relief of S. Steele Finley—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10511) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
Keating—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10512) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Patrick English—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10513) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Peter Tansy—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10514) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the milits ary record of Edward Wall—to the Committee on 
Military Affai 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10515) to 
authorize the President of the United States to appoint Wiison B. 
Strong captain and quartermaster in the Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Milit 4 fairs. 


’ for school purposes—to 


ary Affa 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 10516) for the relief of Ed- 
ward J. Farrell—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 10517) granting an increase 
of pension to James Scrogum—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10518) granting an increase of pension to James 
Moody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 10519) granting a pension to John H. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10520) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William S. Laney—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H.R. 10521) for the relief of Central 
College, at Fayette, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10522) granting a pension to Mary Brady— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDW ICK: A bill (H. R. 10528) granting a pension 
to Edson H. Crawford—to the Committee on Military Afia irs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 10524) granting an increase 
of pension to Fountleroy B. Florence—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 10525) granting a pen- 
sion to Ulysses Rhoads—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 10526) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Howard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10527) granting 
an increase of pension to Barzillar P. Irons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10528) for the 
relief of George C. Ellison—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10529) for the relief of George F. Fuiler—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 10580) for the relief of the estate 


‘of John M. Higgins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10531) granting | 


a pension to George W. Farr—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 10582) for the relief of Emma | 
F. Everman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 10538) for the relief of Capt. | 
E. P. Brewer—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 10534) grant- | 
ing a pension to William Rommel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 10585) to correct the military | 
record of Thomas O. Wool—to the Committee on Military Af- | 
fairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10536) granting an increase of pen- | 
sion to Charles W. Derby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10537) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Richard H. | 
Welch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10588) removing charge of desertion from | 
military record of Charles Branstetter—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 10539) granting an increase of pension to Ray 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10540) granting an increase of pension to M. 
V. B. Amos—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10541) to correct the military record of V. B. 
Gatewood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10542) to correct the military record of Rob- 
ert W. Marr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10543) granting a pension to John J. Kern— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10544) granting an increase of pension to 
H. H. Rhoads—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 10545) for the relief of | 
<r firm of McNaught, Ormond & Co.—to the Committee on War | 
Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 10546) for the relief of the Meth- 
— Episcopal Church at Macon, Mo.—to the Committee on War | 
Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 10547) appropriating the | 
sum of $3,000 to reimburse A. O. Tucker, of Elizabeth City | 
County, Va., for property taken and destroyed by enlisted soldiers | 
serving in the Army of the United States on August 21, 1898—to 
the Committee on War Claims. | 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 10548) granting an increase | 
of pension to Hiram M. Van Arman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 10549) granting an increase | 
of pension to John W. Kerwin—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10550) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Clampitt—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10551) granting a pension to Thomas F. | 
Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10552) granting am increase of pension to 
Mary Douglas—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10553) for the relief | 
of E. P. Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 10554) granting an increase 
of pension to John McGregor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10555) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Gerard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 10556) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10557) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin J. Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 10558) referring the claim 
of Hannah S. Crane and others to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10559) for the 
relief of James Boro, of Memphis, Texn.; Mary Boro, of Natchez, 
Miss., and the estate of James Boro, deceased, late of Memphis, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10560) for the relief of the Germantown 
Paptist Church, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10561) to carry into effect the findings of the 





Court of Claims in the case of Amos Woodruff. president of the | 


Overton Hotel Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10562) to carry into effect the findings of the 


Court of Claims in*the matter of claim of Abner D. Lewis—to the 


Committee on War Claims. : vas 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10563) to carry into effect the findings of the 


| Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Robert C. J 
| administrator of estate of David Jameson, deceased—to the Com- 


| Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the est: 


Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Emma R. Bailey, 
executrix of John J. Bailey, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10564) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of A. A. Wade. ad- 
ministrator of estate of S. L. Carpenter, deceased—to the Com- 


re 


mittee on War Claims. 


£ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10565) to carry into effect the findings of the 


meson, 


mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10566) to carry into effect the findings of 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of estate of J. J. Todd. 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10567) to carry into effect the findings of the 
: of Eliza- 


beth Burke, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


the 


a+ 
t 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10568) for the relief of Lottie Bowman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10569) for the relief of Lottie Rowman—to 


the Committee on War Claims. 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10571) for the relief of T. F. Crawford—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 10572) for the relief of John C. 
Ray, assignee of John Gafford, of Arkansas—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10573) for 
the relief of the estate of Enoch R. Kennedy and Leonora J. Ken- 
nedy, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala., formerly of 
East Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 10574) granting an increase of 
pension to Thurlow Weed Lieurance—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10575) granting an increase of pension to P. S. 
Lynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 10576) granting a pension to 
Lulu E. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 10577) for the relief of Julius 
E. Miigge—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr.SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 10578) granting an increase of pen- 
gion to Robert B. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10579) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Dodd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 10580) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Longberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 10581) for the relief of 
James A. Jackson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10582) for the relief of the heirs 
of Mrs. Charity Clements, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10583) for the relief of the heirs of Johnathan 


= 


| Davis—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 10584) for the relief of the administratrix of 
John H. Record, deceased—to the Committee on War Clai: 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10585) for the relief of the vestry of ©] 


ns. 


ict 
t 


| Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs, Miss.—to the.Commiitee on 


War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10586) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Joiner, decezsed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10587) for the relief of Jordan Broadway— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10588) for the relief of the heirs of W. E. 
Tomlinson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10589) for the relief of the heirs of William 
M. Kimmons, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10590) for the relief of the heirs of Sam 
Scott, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10591) for the relief of the heirs of John Par- 
ham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


uel 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10592) for the relief of the heirs of John P. 
Caruthers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10593) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. Ful- 
ler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10594) for the relief of Charles O. Spencer— 


e » . ‘ 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10595) for the relief of Margaret Raiford 
Loftin, administrator of the estate of Robert Raiford, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10596) for the relief of the heirs of Hardin P. 
Franklin, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 10597) for the relief of Frank 
| W. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 


} 
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By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 10598) for the relief of Canton | By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 10639) granting an increase of 


Lodge, No. 77, of Free and Accepted Masons, of Canton, Ga.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bil! (H. R. 10599) correcting the mili- 
tary record of Martin Barley—ic the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10600) to restore to the pension roll James 
Scovey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10601) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Eph B. Cooper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10602) to pay and reimburse John F. Milich— 
to the.Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10603) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10604) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stoddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10605) granting an increase of pension to | 


James Dayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also,a bill (H. R. 10606) for the relief of Arra M. Farnsworth— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10607) for the relief of James I. Mabee—to 


the Committee on Claims. 


the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10609) granting relief to James L. Carpenter— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10610) granting relief to Edwin A. Wells—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10612) for the relief of Myron C. Bond—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10613) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10614) granting relief to certain members of 
the Seventh Michigan Cavalry, war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10615) for the relief of James Scovey—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10616) for the relief of Joshua P. Talford— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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pension to Benjamin F. Heald—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10640) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace E. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10641) granting an 


| increase of pension to Valentine Cook—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10642) granting an increase of pension to 
Garrett Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 10643) granting an increase of 
pension to James F. Belcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10644) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 10645) granting a pension to 
Rachel J. Swiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10646) granting a pension to John Kirk- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10647) for the relief of Maramon A. Martin, 
late private of Company A, Sixth Regiment of West Virginia 


| Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10608) for the relief of Peter Mommie—to | 


By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of 


| pension to Agnes Shearer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 10649) granting a pension to 
Lucius Harrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10650) granting an honorable discharge to 


| James B. Mulford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10611) granting relief to Guy M. Claflin—to | 


By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10651) granting 


| a pension to Katherine M. Laurence—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


Also, a bill (H. RB. 10617) for the relief of Peter Fisher—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H.R. 10618) granting relief to Anna Wendell Miller— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10619) for the relief of Herman B. Robb—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 10620) granting relief to George C. Lull—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10622) granting a pension to John M. Cheev- 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10623) granting a pension to James Hummel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10624) granting a pension to Jerusha M. 
Crane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10625) granting a pension to Amelia B. Gif- 
ford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 10626) granting a pension to Mary J. Conant— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10627) granting a pension to Naomi Green— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10628) granting a pension to Mary C. Rapp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10629) granting an increase of pension to James 
McIntyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10630) granting a pension to Sarah M. A. 
Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, Also, a bill (H. R. 10631) granting a pension to Elizabeth Epke— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10632) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of D. W. 
Price—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 10634) for the relief of Julia 
Nolan—to the Committee on War Claims, 


By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of Good Roads Association of 
Marinette County, Wis., praying for legislation affecting rates of 
freight charges in interstate commerce—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Major Lee Post, No. 277, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Rossville, Ill., favoring the passage of a servic: 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Neoga, 
Ill., favoring the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Denver commercial bodies, praying for 
the erection of a new Federal building—to the Committee on Pub- 


| lic Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10621) granting relief to William H. Rogers— | 


Also, memorial of F. M. Allen and 190 other citizens of Lithonia, 


| Ga., praying for legislation limiting the power of injunction as 


| 


exercised by the courts in labor disputes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
Also, memorial of J. H. McClellan and 192 other citizens of 


| Lithonia, Ga., praying for the enactment of an eight-hour law— 


to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Philade!- 
phia Division, No. 102, Order of Railroad Telékraphers, relative 


| to an eight-hour law and anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
| on Labor, 





Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 


| relative to an act toregulate commerce—to the Committee on In- 


terstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 


| relative to the inspection of grain by the Government—to tle 
| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. BABCOCE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10026, 
granting a pension to Clarissa Seymour; papers to accompany 
bill H. R. 7878, granting an increase of pension to Richard Jones; 


| papers to accompany bill H. R. 8709, granting an increase of pen- 


sion to James A. Porter, and resolutions of John McDermott 
Post, No. 101, Grand Army of the Republic, of Boscobel, Wis., 
favoring the passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. . 
By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolutions of James Browne Post, No. 
222, of Cedar Falls, Iowa; Fairbank Post, No. 367, of Fairbank, 
Iowa; Bent Post, No. 489, of Sumner, Iowa, and Charles Payne 


By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 10635) granting an increase of | Post, No. 141, of Iowa Falls, Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic. 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 


pension to James M. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10636) granting a pension to Sarah E. McCor- 
mack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10637) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10638) granting an increase of pension to 
August Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of the Merchants and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Baltimore, relative to deepening main 
ship channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., rela- 
tive to merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also, resolution of the Kansas State Grange, relative to increas- 
ing powers of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 6520, grant- 
ing a pension to T. A. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Dilworthtown 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, Chester, County, Pa., 
relative to the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolutions of Luke Mayfield Post, No. 
516, of Girard, Ill.; N. B. Buford Post, No. 246, of Piasa, Ill.; J. 
Vlerebome Post, No. 618, of Buffalo, Ill.; Mother Bickerdike 
Post, No. 402, of Edenburg, Ill., and Stephenson Post, No. 30, of 
Springfield, Il., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
relative to the inspection of grain by the Government—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of the Merchants and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Baltimore, relative to deepening main 
ship channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Ministerial Association of Pittsburg, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Fontaine, Kans., against passage 
of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas City, Kans., in favor of 
House bill to prevent discrimination on railroad by common car- 
riers, etc.—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


Also. resolution of the National Encampment of the Grand Army | 


of the Republic, relative to a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CLAYTON: Petition of B. F. Powell and others, rela- 


tive to parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 


Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of Walters Post, No. 229, 
of Hebron, Ind.; Elliott Post, No. 160, of Dayton, Ind.; Martin 
Post, No. 216, of Westville, Ind., and Champman Hill Post, No. 


171, of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic: and members of | 


National Military Home, Virginia, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lafayette, Ind.,in favor of the 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lafayette, Ind., against parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lafayette, Ind., against sale of liquor 
in Soldiers’ Homes and Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petitions of all of the churches of Horton, 
Kans., and of the Law and Order League of Horton, Kans., for 
the passage of the Hepburn interstate liquor act—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9355, 
granting an increase of pensiou to Byron Drake—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of R. H. Gibson Post, No. 448; Tom Custer 


Post, No. 178; Ralph Ely Post, No. 150; Stevens Post, No. 66; | 
Montcalm Post, No. 176, and William B. Stewart Post, No. 324, | 


United States Commercial Travelers, urging an amendment to sec- 
tion 64 of the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Denver commercial bodies, praying for 
the erection of a new Federal building—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Merchants and Man- 
ufacturers’ Association of Baltimore, relative to deepening main 
ship channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Dekalb, Ill. , in opposi- 
tion to the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. H. Bliss, of Chicago, I1l., favoring pensions 
for military telegraph operators—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of G. L. Nevins Post, No. 1, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Rockford, I1., favoring the passage of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Mrs. L. E. Coopwood, praying 
eee of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of Robert C. Jameson, administrator, praying 
oe of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of A. Lafayette Prater, praying reference of claim 
| to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for the 
relief of Andrew Keefa—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany bill granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Jacob Brandmier—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill providing for a public building 
at Columbus, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
| Grounds. 
| By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of William S. Laney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of W. G. Eaton Post, No. 34, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Otsego, Mich., in favor of a service- 
| pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. " 
| Also, resolutions of Elliott Post, No. 115, of White Pigeon, 
| Mich.; Sterling Post, No. 74, of Bradley, Mich., and Fitzgerald 
Post, No. 125, of Hastings, Mich., Grand Army of the Republic, 
relative to a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 7393) grant- 
ing a pension to Gevert Schutte—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Affidavits of Edson H. Crawford, of 
Muskogee, Ind. T., for an increase of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the Astoria Chamber of 
Commerce, relative to the Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of business men and merchants 
of Hebron, Nebr., in opposition to the parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of Alpheus Clark Post, No. 118, of 
Morrison, I1l.; George Kreidler Post, No. 575, of Milledgeville, I1., 
and John Muster Post, No. 365, of Orangeville, Il., Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the Village Im- 





Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor | provement Association of Cranford, N. J., in favor of pure-food 


of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10205, 


for the relief of James G. Carmack—to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10039, granting a pension 
to Margaret C. Hecker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10038, granting a pension 
to D. W. Snider—to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10037, granting a pension 
to Joe B. Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10036, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard M. Ogle—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of George W. Glenn, of Com- 
pany E, First Arkansas Infantry, to remove charge of desertion 
presented against him—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Merchants and Manufac- | 


turers’ Association of Baltimore, relative to deepening the main 
ship channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, petition of the Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., rela- | 


tive to merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. : 
By Mr. ESCH: Petitions of Chequamegon Council, No. 245, of 


Ashland, Wis., and Sparta Council, No. 223, of Sparta, Wis. | $586 and 6482—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


legislation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

| By Mr. HUFF: Memorial of Upper Mississippi River Improve- 
| ment Association, for permanent Federal improvements of upper 
| Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Philadelphia Division, No. 102, Order of 

| Railroad Telegraphers, for more favorable legislation for teleg- 
raphers in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES: Affidavit of George F. Fuller, praying for 
the payment of a claim—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolution of Colonel Mills Post, No. 45, of Adel, 
Iowa, and Marshall Post, No. 43, of Redfield, Iowa, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers toaccompany bill for relief of Thomas 
O. Wool—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Santa Fe Board of Trade, 
relative to the establishment of a national park to include the 
cliff dwellings—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the New York Zoological Society, relative 
to the preservation of the big trees of California—tothe Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, letter of Hugh H. Henry, national commander of the 
Army and Navy Union, in favor of H. J. Res. 6 and bills H. R. 








Also, resolution of Robert F. Lowe Post, No. 167, Grand Army 
of the Repu rblic, Department of Iowa, in favor of aservice- pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to C l Derby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr iTTL EFTELD: Resolution of Brown Post, No. 84, of 
Bethel, Me.. favoring the passage of a service-pension law—to 
the Comm ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Jansen & oe 

n ai d- other merchants of Springfield, Minn., against the pa 
CX cl -post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pest-Roa ~~ 

Also, resolutions of H. H. Edwards Post, No. 135, and John A. 
Dix Post, No. 96, ¢ rand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Min: \, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensior 

By Mr. M ane THY: Resolution of the Fremont Commercial 
Club, of Frer mont, Nebr., relative to the Brownlow good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on . Agriculture. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Resolution of William anes Post, 
No. 98, Grand Army of the Republic, Port Huron, Mich., in favor 
of a service-pen sion bill—to the Committee on tte lid Pensions. 

By Mr. Mi ON of Tennessee: Papers to acc vommpany bill H. R. 1064, 
for relief of Solomon Bell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Petition of citizens of Rice County, Kans., 
relating to the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commiitee on the 
Judici: v: 

Also, petition of Western Retail Implement Dealers’ Assoc - 
tion, aga in st certain features of Senate bill 1261—to the Commit 
tee on the Post-Ofiice and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of members of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Newton, Kans., praying for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
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Ry Mr. SPIGHT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Hardin P. Franklin, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the Outdoor Art 
League of San Francisco, relative to the big trees of California— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
p°rtation, against repeal of the national bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Asso ‘ia- 
tion of Baltimore, relative to deepening the main ship channel— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SULZER: Memorials of the Denver Chamber of Com- 
m and Commercial Club and the Denver Real Estate and 
Stock Exchange, relative to the purchas? of a site and the ercc- 
tion of a public building—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Groun ds 

By Mr." ATE: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of Can‘ 
Lodge, No. 77, Free and Accepted Masons, of Canton, Ga. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 28146, 
to correct military record of Charles G. Chamberlain—to . the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1902, ger 
nsion to Clark Robinson—to the Con 
sions. 


By Mr. TIRRELL: 


ree 


aT 


m 
to 


rles 


inting an increase 
imittee on Invalid 1 Pen- 


Papers to accompany bill H. R. 1909, re!a- 


tive to relinquishment of a strip of land—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolutions of Woodbury Post. No. 45; 
George J. Leighton Post, No. 321, and Welch Post, No. 137, 


rand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

By Mr. WACHTER: Resolution of the Merchants and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Baltimore, relative to deepening the 


| main ship channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of McPherson, Kans., in favor of the 
passage of the McCumber bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, pr titions of citizens of Ellinwood, Kans.; of the South- 
western Kansas and Oklahoma Implement and Hardware Deal- 
ers’ Association; of the Wichita (Kans.) Wholesale and Retail | 


Merchants’ Association, and of citizens of St. John, Kans., against | 


passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Thomas Brennan Post, No. 380, Grand Army 
of the Republic, National Military Home, Leavenworth, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Resolutions of L. P. Blair Post, No. 634, of 
Fairview, Ill.; Colonel Horney Post, No. 131, of Rushville, I11., 
Thomas Layton Post, No. 621, of Lewistown, Ill., Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Retail Merchants’ Association of Quincy, 
Ill., against parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- Roads. 

Also, resolution of Tri-City Lodge, No. 617, Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Trainmen, relating to bills H. R. 7041 and 89—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Kans., | 


By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- | 


change, relative to arbitration treaties between United States and 
foreign countries-——_to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also. resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, relative 
to the inspec ‘tion of grain by the Government at terminal mar- 
kets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Baltimore, relative to deepening the main ship channel— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, in favor 
of deepening the channel of Harlem (Bronx) Kills—to the Com- 
mittee on Kivers and Harbors. 

By My. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of O. C. 
others, of La Otto, Ind., in opposition to the parcels-post bill—to 
the Committee on the Post Yffice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Paper to accompany bill providing for a 
pn building at De nver—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings an i Grounds. 

By Mr. SHULL: 
Conway—to the C “omnmnittee on Military Affai:s. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of citizens of Mercer County, Pa., 
asking for reforms in the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mir. 
of pension to Joseph to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Walter A. Slaughter Post, No. 568, of Ed- 
gerton, Ohio, and of Choat Post, No. (6, of Napoleon, Ohio, Grand 
Army of the Republic. in favor of a service-pension law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


- 
nic 


mg berry— 


Himes and | 
| accompanying papers, was referred to the 


| municati 
Papers to accompany bil! for the relief of John | : 7 


», petition of John J. Cornell and others, of Baltimore, rela- 
tive to the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8420, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jolin Patton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Resolutions of Ben Sheldon Post, No. 136, of 
Brandon. Wis.; Andrew J. Fullerton Post. No. 193, of West Bend, 
Wis., and Hans C. Heg Post, No. 114, of Waupum, Wis., Grand 
Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: Resolution of Phil Kearny Post, 
No. 1, Grand Army of the Re public, of Newark, N. J., in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 


Ay 
aint 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 20, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epnwarp Everett HALgz. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal gf yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 

THE DAWES COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
accordance with the request from the Commission to the Five 
Civilized Tribes, a memorial of members of the Dawes Commission 
to the Senate of the United States of America, together with a 
copy of the Commission’s letter of transmittal; which, with t! 
Select Committ n 
the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, and ordered to be printed. 

VESSEL BRIG WILLIAM. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
n from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act « f 


e oO 


| January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in t! 


SNOOK: Papers toaccompany bill granting an increase | 


findings by the court relating to the vessel brig William, Thomas 
Farnham, master; which, with the accompanying paper, Was Tre- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ISAAC G. MOALE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the co: urt 


in the cause of Isaac G. Moale, administrator of William N. Wat- 
mough, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
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panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 29) providing for the transfer of 
certain military rolls and records from the Interior and other 
Departments to the War Department; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. TELLER presented petitions of Post No. 63, of Colorado: 





of Post No. 23, of Colorado; of George H. Thomas Post, No. 7, of 
Fort Collins; of Post No. 18, of Colorado: of Post No. 81, of Den- 

ver; of Post No. 88, of Colorado; of Anderson Post, No. 96, of 
Cripple Creek; of Post No. 106, of Colorado, and of Post No. 100, 








f Ci ( ok rado, all of the Departmer it of Colorado, Grand Army of 
th Republic, in the State of Colorado, praying for the enactment 
of a service- pension law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Simpson 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Denver; of the congregation of 
the Highlands Methodist Episcopal Church, of Denver; of sundry 
citizens of Pueblo; of the congregation of the Christian Church 
of Grand Junction; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 
val Church of Durango; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Bolscopal Church of Aspen; of sundry citizens of Frinto; of the 
congregation of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Evans; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Fountain; of the 
congregation of the First Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Den- 
ver; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Pueblo; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Colorado Springs; of the Woman’s Christian oo Union of 
Boulder; of the congregation of the Central Presbyterian Church, 
of Longmont; of the congregation of the Presby terian Church of 
La Salle; of the congregation of the Westminster Presbyterian 
Church, of Denver; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 

pal Church of Castle Rock; of sundry citizens of Cripple Creek; of 
the congregation of the Pilgrim B: ptist Church, of Pueblo; of the 
Young ‘People’ s Society of Christian Endeavor of the Central 
Presbyterian Church. of Longmont; of sundry citizens of Boulder; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Colorado 
Springs; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Florence; of the Woman’s Christian Te ‘mperance Union of 
Denver; of the Mesa Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Pueblo; of the Woman's Mission: iry Society of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Canon City; of the congregation of the Chris- 
tian Church of Loveland, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union.of Loveland, all in the State of Colorado, and of the 
Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed ag: tinst Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Salinas, Cal., and a petition of the congregation 
of the United Presbyterian Church of Salinas, Cal., praying for 


the enactment of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday | 


of the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which were referred 
to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of John A. Dix Post, No. 96, 
Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lu- 
verne, Minn., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of Te- 
cumseh, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministers’ Association of 
Linco!n, Nebr., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
E‘ections. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of sundry settlers on the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache Indian Pasture Reserve No. 3, of Co- 
manche County, Ok!a., praying that their lands be opened to set- 
tlement under the homestead laws, and remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation providing for the sale of such land to the 
highest bidder; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of John F. Reynolds Post, 
No. 38, Department of Wyoming, Grand Army of the Ri public, 
of C heyenne, Vyo., and a petition of O.O Howard Post, No. 11 0, 
Department of Wyoming, Grand Army of the Republic, of Basin, 
Wyo., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; w hic h 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


, announced that the House had passed | 


which were referred to the Committee on | 


| He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Cheyenne, Wyo., praying for an 

| investi igation of the charges made and filed ag: sacs Hon. Reep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: which was referred to 

| the Commitiee on Privileges and Elections. 

| 









Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Philadelphia Div isi on 
| No. 102, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Philadelphia, Pa. 
| praying ‘for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill nd also 
| the anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


Education and Labor. 
Mr. BURROWS presented a eae of Charles E. Wendell 


Post, No. 316, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensic ms. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the East Washington 
Heights Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying 
the enactment of legislation to extend the time for completing 

the East Was shington Heights Traction Raiiroad; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Epping, N. H., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

Healso presented the petitions of Right Rev. W.W. Niles, Bishop 
of New Hampshire, of Concord; of Rev. J. H. Coit, of St. Paul’s 
School, of Concord; of sundry ministers of Charlestown, all in 
the State of New Hampshire; of J. Cardinal Gibbons, of Balti- 
more, Md., and of Charles C. Pierce, chaplain, United States 
Army, of Fort Myer, Va., praying for the enactment of leg 
tion to recognize and promote the efficiency of army chaplains; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present petitions of Post No. 296, of Carnie; 


tor 


visla- 


of Edwin D. Lowe Post, No. 295, of Jerseyville; of George Krid- 
ler Post, No. 575, of Milledgeville; of Post No. 210, of Cerro 
Gordo; of Post No. 231, of Hennepin; of G. W. Trafton Post, 


No. 239, of Knoxvill @; of John A. Rawlins Post, No. 579, of Mul. 


berry Grove: of E. C. Camp Post, No. 149, of Bement; of Post 
No. 620, of New Douglas; of Eli eee Pest, No. 92, of Olney, 
and of William Lawrence Post, No. 744, of Ne w Burnside, all of 


the Department of Mlinois, Grand: hoot of the Republic, in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law. 
I desire to make one remark in connection with these petitions. 
It seems to me that almost every (4rand Army post in Illinois is 
asking for the passage of a service-pension bill. Whether the 
posts in the rest of the country are similarly interested I do not 
know, but I wish to call the attention of the Committees on Pen- 
sions to the subject and ask that they give it serious consideration. 
I do not know what the cost would be arising from the passage of 
such a bill. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. Forty million dollars. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr. QUARLES presented a oxen of the Marinette General 


Improvement Association, of Marinette, Wis., and a petition of the 
M: wrinette County Good Roads Associ iation, of Marinette County, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interst which were re- 
ferred to t 


ate (commerce Commission; 


he Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. SMOOT, from the ( committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 11) to authorize certain « Ts 
‘tain 
counties of Arizona 4, reported it without amendment, and sub- 


of the Treasury Department to audit and ce rtify clair 
mitted a report thereon. 


Mr. aed ART, from the Committee on Clain hom was 





referred the bill (S. 905) for the relief « f ( F. Schild, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the ¢ Scmauaitéee on vims, t »whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1274) to authorize the re adjust ment « of the 
accounts of army officers in certain cas« e and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same ea to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3127) for the relief of G. Ratleff, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report f. reon 

Mr. OV ERMAN, from the mmiite e on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 623) for the relief of Hi iry UO. Ba sett, heir 
of Henry Opeman Basse tt, deceas . reported it without amend- 
ment, _ submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. AP P, from the Committee on Claims. to whom were re- 
dime the f follo 12 bills , report dth In seve ally W utamen l- 
ment, and aubmitte: 1 reports thereon: 

A bill = $199) for the relief of A. M ee and 

A bill (S. 721) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall. 

Mr. C LAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 






910 


ferred the bill (S. 735) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the 
Dominion of Canada, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1787) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the Dominion 
of Canada, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to: and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1827) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the 
United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as he 
may be justly and equitably entitled to; and 

A bill (S. 964) to grant jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of Southern Railway Lighter No. 10, her 
cargoes, and so forth. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1546) to amend section 2745 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance: which was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 
Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and 
Abandoned Lands; 

A bill (S. 2888) for the relief of Priscilla R. Burns; 

A bill (S. 1407) for the relief of John W. Gummo; and 

A bill (S. 2233) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, as- 
signees of Addison C. Fletcher. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 





resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. ELKins, reported it with- | 


out amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and the same | 


is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be 
necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on bills or other matters 


penne ‘before said committee, and to have the hearings and bills printed | 


for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


CLERK IN SENATE POST-OFFICE, 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Kansas 
{Mr. Burton], to report it favorably without amendment, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be authorized to em- 
ploy one clerk in the Senate post-office at a compensation of $1,200 per annum, 
= no we id out of the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided 

vy . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. There is a great flood of proposed increases in the 
clerical force of the Senate, and we are from day to day providing 
for increases. 
this resolution would state to the Senate what isthe present force 
in the post-office of the Senate, whether the officials who are there 
are insufficient to do the work, and whether they are engaged in 
the Senate post-office in the service of the Senate in the work for 
which they are paid. I do not know how many officials there are 
in the Senate post-office, but I am told that the work there is 
practically done by one man, that the employees of the Senate 
who are in the office do not attend to the duties, and that this is 
a supplemental man to increase the force and to aid the man who 
is doing the work but who is not drawing all the salary. Ido not 
know about the matter, but I have been so told. I should like to 
have the Senator from New Jersey explain the situation. I do 
not even know who are employed in the office. 

Mr. KEAN. I will say to the Senator from Maine that this 
resolution is for the purpose of retaining in the post-office the ef- 


Is there objection to the pres- 


ficient man, the person to whom he referred, who does the work | 


in the post-office. 

Mr. HALE. What other officers are there besides this man 
who does the work? 

Mr. KEAN. 
vised as to how many other people there are in the post-office. 

Mr. HALE. I do not rebuke the Senator, because he is very 
faithful in his duties, but ought he not, before he reports a reso- 
lution of this kind, to know what the force is in the post-office and 
whether the men who are there and who are paid for doing its 
work are doing it? Does the Senator know that that is the case? 
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2579) for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. Wager | 


I wish the Senator from New Jersey who reports | 


I believe there is a postmaster, but I am not ad- | 
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Mr. KEAN. Iam sorry to say that I can not inform the Sen- 
ator as to the post-office employees. 
| Mr. HALE. Iask that the resolution may go over until the 
| Senator can tell us about the transaction. 
Mr. KEAN. I shall be glad to do so. 
_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes to the 
Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
| erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
| on Pensions: 
| A bill (S. 8627) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
| Osborn; and 
F A ay (S. 8628) granting an increase of pension to Daniel McCul- 

ough. 
| Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3629) to restrict the unlim- 

ited transfer of merchandise in bonded warehouses; which was 
| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3630) to amend an act en- 
| titled ‘‘An act to grant the right of way through the Oklahoma 
Territory and the Indian Territory to the Enid and Anadarko 
| Railway Company, and for other purposes;”’ which was read 
| twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
| the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3631) to provide for the organiza- 
tion and maintenance of public schools in the Indian Territory; 
| which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3632) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Lieut. Francis Ware, deceased, of the Revolu- 
tionary war; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
re paper, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 
| Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3633) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles W. Barnes: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3634) to restore Lieut. Ken- 
|neth McAlpine to the rank and number formerly held by him in 
the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3635) granting a pen- 
sion to John M. Godown; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 3636) for the relief of Charles 
Hall; which was read twice by its title,and, with the accompany- 
| ing papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3637) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Taylor; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 8638) to relieve Orville B. 
Merrill, late captain Company I, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, of the charge of dishonorable dismissal; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 3639) making provision 
for the payment of certain sums of money foundo be due to the 
| Nez Percé Indians of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KEARNS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3640) granting an increase of pension to John 35. 
Stevens; 

A bill (S. 3641) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Kinsel; and 

A bill (S. 3642) to extend the provisions, limitations, and bene- 
fits of the act of July 27, 1892, as amended by the act of June ~/, 
1902. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3648) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Baptist Church of Pine Bluff, Ark.; whi 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
| Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8644) to regulate the 
issue of licenses for Turkish, Russian, or medicated baths in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3645) granting an increase of pen 
sion to Francis Hall; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 3646) granting a pension to Thomas 
| C. Trumbull; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 8647) granting an increase of 
| pension to Josephine S. Wainwright; which was read twice by 
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its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3648) granting a pension to 


Adolph Roensch; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3649) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to William Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 3650) for the relief of Thomas 
Watson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3651) granting an increase of 
pension to Mildred S. Ogden; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Ipresenta memorandum covering the case, which 
I ask may be printed with the bill and referred with it to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions with the accompanying papers, which 
will be printed. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3652) granting a pension to 
James R. Ward; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY. For my colleague [Mr. McLaurin], who is 
necessarily absent, I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 3653) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue to Louis Trager a patent for certain lands situated in Wil- 
kinson County, Miss., was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3654) granting a pension 
to Hannah Hall; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3655) for the relief of Ellen 
Sexton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 3656) granting an increase of 
pension to William Turner; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PANAMA AND THE PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN. I introduce a bill, which I ask may be read in 
extenso, its first reading being at length. 

The bill (S. 8657) to acknowledge the independence of the Re- 
public of Panama and to provide for the construction of an isth- 
mian ship canal, and for other purposes, was read the first time 
at length, as follows: 


Many nations having recognized the secession of Panama from the Repub- 
lic of Colombia and its independence as an accomplished fact: 

And the President of the United States having approved and protected the 
secession of Panama with the naval forces of the United States: 

And the President and the Senate having recognized the independent Gov- 
ernment of Panama by appointing and accrediting an envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to the Republic of Panama: \ 

And the people of Panama having chosen their delegates to a constituent 
assembly, now in session, to ordain a system, plan, and constitution for the 
Government of that Republic: . 

Whereby the independence of Panama has become an established fact. 

Be it enacted, etc, That said Republic of Panama is annexed to the United 
States on the terms and conditions following: 

That when this section of this act is adopted and ratified by the Govern- 
ment of the Republic of Panama, through the action of a constituent assem- 
bly or of the Legislature of the Repnblic of Panama thereunto empowered, 
the Republic of Panama, formerly known as the Department of Panama, 
with its boundaries and dependencies, shall become a part of the territory of 
the United States and subject to the sovereign dominion thereof, and all 
and singular the rights ond roperty of said Republic of Panama, of every 


description, shall vest in the United States of America, without reserve, and | 


shall be subject to their sovereign jurisdiction. 

And thereupon the President of the United States shall issue his procla- 
mation that the Republic of Panama is annexed to the United States under 
the provisions of this section of this act. 

Sec. 2. The sum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, subjectto the warrant of the Pres- 
ident, as compensation to the Republic and people of Panama for the cession 
of its territory and rights under and in accordance with the provisions of 
section 1 of this act. Three million dollarsof said sum shall be immediately 
available to be used, in the discretion of the President, for the benefit of the 
Government of Panama, and the remaining $7,000,000 shall be reserved in the 
Treasury, subject to the further disposition of the Congress of the United 
States, for the benefit of the people of the Republic of Panama and their re- 
spective territorial and local municipal governments. 

Sec. 3. The sum of $15,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be mahect to the warrant of the 
President of the United States, when Congress shall have approved and rati- 
fied any agreement the President shall make with the Republic of Colombia, 
in respect of the secession of Panama from Colombia, including an agree- 
ment as toany public debts that Colombia may owe to other governments, 
which might otherwise be claimed as a debt, in whole or in part, that may be 
obligatory upon the Republic of Panama, and also including all rights and 
claims of every kind and character in favor of Colombia, in any manner or 
form, growing out of her relations to or dealings or connection with the Uni- 
versal Panama Canal Company or the New Panama Canal Company. : 

Sec. 4. The sum of $40,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise ap ropriated, to be applied as follows and upon 
the following conditions, namely: f 

“That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to acquire, 
for and on behalf of the United States, at a cost not exceeding 900,000,00, the 
rights. privileges, franchises, concessions, grants of land, right of way, un- 
finished work, plants, and other property, real, personal, and mixed, of every 
name and nature, owned by the New Panama Canal Company, of France, on 





the Isthmus of Panama, and all its maps, plans, drawings, records on the 
| Isthmus of Panama and in Paris, including all the capital stock, not less, 
however, than 68,863 shares of the Panama Railroad Company, owned by or 
| held for the use of said canal company, provided a satisfactory title to all of 
said property can be obtained.” 

And after such contract or purchase is made it shall be submitted to Con- 

ress for its ratification and shall not be finally obligatory until it is so rati- 
| fied; whereupon the President is authorized to draw his warrant on the 
| Treasury of the United States for such sum, not to exceed $40,000,000, as Con- 
gress shall make available for such purchase. 

The President shall report to Congress the terms and conditions of such 

urchase and the names of the persons or corporations that are lawfully au- 
thorized and empowered to make a sale and conveyance of such property, 
and to receive and give acquittance for the sums of money to be paid for the 
property and rights of said canal companies purchased under the provisions 
of this section of this act. 

The President shall also report to Congress the facts he may ascertain as 
the basis of the right of either of said Panama Canal companies to make a 
| sale and conveyance of their property and concessionary or other rights to 
the United States, and of the state and condition of those concessions and 
upon what laws or decrees of Colombia they rest for their validity. 

Src. 5. The appropriation of $10,000.00 for the construction of an isthmian 
canal in section 5 of the act approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans,” and the other provisions of said section shall apply to 
the construction of a canal at Panama, subject to the provisions of this act, 
and nothing contained in sections 2, 3, or 4 of this act shall in any manner re- 
tard or delay the construction of acanal on the Panama route oron the Nica- 
ragua route, as described in said act of June 28, 1902. 

Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to affect any right, power, or 
duty of the President under said act of June 28, 1%2,in respect of the Nica- 
ragua route, as therein provided, or as affecting any right of the United 
States under the agreements, respectively, between the iepublics of Nica- 
ragua and Costa Ricaand the United States, signed, sealed, and interchanged 
on the Ist day of December, 1900. And if a canal is constructed or com- 
menced to be constructed, subject to this act, at Panama, all the provisions 
of said act of June 28, 192, shall apply to the same, except the first section 
thereof, as fully and completely asthe same would have applied toa canal con- 
structed in conformity thereto under atreaty with Colombia if such treaty 
— been made when it was the sovereign owner of the Department of 

‘anama. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the bill may go over, and on its 
second reading to-morrow I shall ask the leave of the Senate to 
submit some observations upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kgeaninthechair). The pill 
will go over for a second reading. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $720 to pay balance due the Independent Line steamers, 
of Tampa, Fla., in settlement of all claims against the United 
States for damages to the steamer Manatee, due to a collis‘on with 
the U.S. 8S. Hilisboro, in Tampa Bay, Florida, November 18, 1901, 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted the following amendments, intended 
to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, and ordered to be printed: 

An amendment proposing to change the grade of the consulate 
at Stuttgart, Germany, from Class 1V, Schedule B, to Class LI of 
the same schedule; 

An amendment proposing to change the grade of the consulate 
at Odessa, Russia, from Class IV, Schedtile B, to Class III of the 
same schedule; 

An amendment proposing to increase the salary of the consul- 
genéral at Christiania. Norway, from $2,000 to $2,500; and 

An amendment proposing to change the grade of the consulate 
at Bergen, Norway, to Class VI, Schedule B. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $4,926.67, in full compensation for damage to the owners 
of the Norwegian steamship Nicaragua by reason of the rescue 
of an American citizen, John McCafferty, and the consequent 
quarantine of said ship at Mobile, Ala., 1894, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,000 for chief of division of printing, in the Department 
of Commerce and Labor, intended to be proposed by him to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





PURE-FOOD BILL. 
Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following order; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That there be printed, for the use of the document room cf the 
Senate, 500 extra copies of Senate bill 195 and of the report thereon, Senate 
Report No. 301. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

| Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
| Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, 
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to report such testimony as may be taken by the committee or its subcom- 

mittees in connection with appropriation bills, and to have the same printed 

fc rits wu 

the Senate. 
RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA, 

Mr. HALE. The other day I introduced a resolution relating 

to the situation in Panama as a substitutes to the resolution of the 


Senator from Georgia |Mr. Bacon], and it went with his resolu- 
tion. Those resolutions are on the table. I now introduce the 


same resolution, simply that it may be referred. The Senator 
from Georgia is not here. I ask that my resolution may be re- 
ferred, not touching his resolution, to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is : y a refere 

Mr. HALE. 
other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As it has been read before, it 
will not, unless the Senator desires, be read again. The resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. HALE on the 13th instant was 
rred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 
‘hereas the State of Panama, formerly a part of the Republic of Colom- 
a, has seceded from that Republic and has set up a government, repub- 
. in form, under the name of the Republic of Panama; and 

ereas the independence of said Republic of Panama has been recog- 
i by the United States and by many other nations; and 
horeas a treaty is now pending before the Senate between the United 

und the I of Panama, the ratification of which will insure the 


The proposition of the Senator 
» of the resolution? 
A reference of this resolution, not touching the 


imp! 


rei 








Repub! ce 
wedy building of the interoceanic canal by the United States across the ter- 

itory of said Republic of Panama: Therefore 
olved, That in any claim which the Republic of Colombia, in any form, 
make against the said Republic of Panama for indemnification or loss of 
te xy or increased burden of the debt of said Republic of Colombia, the 
President is requested to tender his best offices toward the peaceful adjust- 
ment of all controversies that have arisen, or may arise, between said Re- 
and the Republic of Panama. 


public of Colom bia 
NICARAGUAN CANAL. 
Mr. MORGAN. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
prin ed and go Over. 
ihe concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That obe- 
dience to the act of June 28, 1902, known as the “Spooner law,” and the 
preservation and execution of the agreements between Costa Rica, Nicara- 
gua, and the United States entered into, sealed, and interchanged on Decem- 
ber 1, 1900, requires that the President shall proceed to open negotiations with 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica for a treaty to further arranges and settle the 
terms in detail for the construction of a ship canal on the Nicaragua route. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be printed 
and goover. Itis not, however, an ordinary resolution, recognized 
as coming up in the morning hour. It isa concurrent resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It can go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. In accordance with the request 
of the Senator from Alabama, the resolution will go over. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 29) providing for the transfer 
of certain military rolls and records from the Interior and other 
Departments to the War Department was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SIVEWRIGHT, BACON & CO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompa- 


nying papers, relating to the claim of Messrs. Syrewright, Bacon & Co., of 


ma 








| 


, and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of 


| from conspiring with domestic traitors to destroy that sovere1 





right of free passage and transit to the United States and citizens 
of the United States and their goods and merchandise, revocable at 
the expiration of twenty years if either party desired its revocation 
or at any timeafter twenty years upon a year’s notice of the par y 
desiring the end or the amendment ofthe treaty. Further, that it 
was a grant to the United States of very important commercial 


privileges that the United States had been striving in vain for 
twenty years to secure. These commercial privileges, of course 


we mutual, but the commercial advantages were all with the 
United States, for this was a country of great commercial enter- 
prise. It desired the expansion of its commerce throughout South 
America. It was in competition with Great Britain in seeking 
the republics of South America as its markets, and through this 
treaty it was given much more advantageous ground than was 
held by its British competitor. 

All the provisions of the treaty of 1846 that I have discussed 
were to the great advantage of the United States. I now come 
to the only part that could be claimed to be a burden upon the 
United States, and so much as gave the guaranty of the United 
States to maintain the sovereignty and property of Colombia in 
the Isthmus of Panama. I read: 

And, in order to secure to themselves— 

That is, the United States— 
the tranquil and constant enjoyment of these advantages— 

That is, the commercial advantages to which the treaty had be- 
fore referred and that are epitomized in article 35— 
and as an especial compensation for the said advantagesand for the favors 
they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles of this tr he 
United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to New Granada, by the 
present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned Isthmus, 
with the view that the free transit from the one to the other sea may not 


re 


interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty exists, and 
in consequence the United States also guarantee in the same man 


tT 18 
rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada has and possesses 


over the said territory. 


Mr. President, in view of the strong and comprehensive lan- 
guage used in this clause of article 35, I was inclined to believe, 


when I first gave it my consideration, that the United States had 
not only guaranteed the neutrality and the property of Colombia 
in Panama as against foreign nations, but that it had also guaran- 
teed them as against domestic insurrection. Reflection has satis- 


fied me that such was not the case and that both the Presid 
and Secretary Hay are right when they concluded that the United 


States guaranteed the sovereignty of Colombia over Panama only 
as againstforeign governments. So,in whatI shall say upon this 
clause of article 35, I will be guided by the conclusion rea 1 
by the President and by Secretary Hay, and as is contended for 


by the Senators upon the other side. 
But, Mr. President, when the United States guaranteed the 
sovereignty of Colombia over Panama and guaranteed the proy 
erty of Colombia in Panama as against foreign nations, surely it 
also guaranteed that the United States would never participate 
so long as the treaty lasted, in wresting that sovereignty over 
Panama or Colombia’s property in Panama from Colombia. Ii 
it was not an obligation upon the United States resting in ex- 
press words, it was an obligation commanded by every oblivation 
of international morality—that when a nation guarantees the neu- 
trality and the property of another nation in a fart of its posses- 
sions as against foreign powers, it has effectually tied its own | 


te 
q 


That this treaty provided as clearly as language could a 


| anything like force or war being waged against Colombia for any- 


Manchester, England, British subjects, for compensation for damages sus- | 


tained by their vessel, the British steamship Zastry, in consequence of col- 
lisions, in June, 1901, at Manila, with certain coal hulks belonging to the 
United States Government. 

[ recommend that, as an act of equity and comity, provision be made by 
the Congress for reimbursement tothe firm of the money expended by it in 
making the repairs to the ship which the collisions rendered necessary. 

THRODVORE ROOSEVELT. 








Wuaire Hous, 
Washington, January 20, 1904. 


RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 73, by Mr. GormMAN, calling 
tpon the President for certain information touching former nego- 
tiations of the United States with the Governments of New Gra- 
nadia or Colombia, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the 
Senate, and the Senator from Colorado {[Mr. Patterson] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, when I suspended my re- 
marks yesterday the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER] and I 


of article 35 of the treaty of 1846, namely, that it was a grantof a provides for interruptions in transit across the Isthmus. It pro- 


thing arising out of the treaty is manifest in every article and 


line of it. I call attention to article 3, because this article ce- 
clares by what rules the subjects of one of the nations whet in 
the territory of the other shail be governed: 


ARTICLE 3. 


The two high eutmaeag rties, being likewise desirous of placing the 
| commerce and navigation of their respective countries on the liberal 
| perfect equality and reciprocity, mutually agree that the citizens 
| may frequent all the coasts and countries of the other, and reside a 
re in all kindsof produce, manufactures, and merchandise, and U 
ill enjoy all the rights, privileges, and exemptions in navigat 
merce which native citizens do or shall enjoy, submitting themsolv: ) 
laws, decrees, and usages there established, to which native citizeus i . 
jected. 


By this article citizens of the United States prosecuting com- 
merce in Colombia and living there were to be bound by tue laws 


| decrees, and usages of Colombia to the same extent as native‘ 


zens were, 
discussion. 
When we consider article 8 of the treaty we find the fullest and 
most complete provisions made for the rectification of any vicla- 
tion of the treaty by either side. It provides that the citizens 


This is a consideration of no mean importance in the 


| either of the countries shall be liable to an embargo on Panama 
had reacheda conclusion about what has been a controverted clause | 


commerce. I read it for another purpose—to show that this treaty 








1904. 


vides for embargoes, for deliberate detention in transportation 
upon conditions, as will be seen from the reading of the article: 


ARTICLE 8. 

The citizens of neither of the contracting parties shall be liable to any em- 
bargo, nor be detained with their vessels, cargoes, merchandise, or effects 
for any military éxpedition, nor for any public or private purpose whatever, 
without allowing to those interested an equitable and sufficient indemnifica- 
tion. 

Here, then, is a clear provision by implication that embargoes 
might be placed upon commerce; that interruptions in the transit 
of persons, cargoes, merchandise, and effects might occur. For 
what nation can surely provide against the contingencies of in- 
ternal troubles? And it is the necessary result that in such 
treaties as the one of forty-six, provisions must be made excusing 
the guaranteeing state from unforeseen contingencies, 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? fe: 

Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
article of the treaty, which applies in general. 
Senator’s attention to the thirty-fifth article, to the portion of it 
which refers to the Isthmus of Panama particularly, and to the 


Certainly. 
The Senator is reading now from the eighth 


right of transit across the Isthmus of Panama, and I ask him | 


whether under approved rules of construction that would not be |“. : 
| osition which the Senator has denied. 


considered as an exception to the general rule laid down in the 
eighth article? 

Mr. PATTERSON. .] take it that the whole ineludes every 
part, and whenever this treaty provides for a course of conduct 
applicable to the whole of Colombia it includes Panama as well 


as every other of the nine Departments of which Colombia con- | 
Therefore, Mr. President, while there is another provision | { L 
| hear the extract read, whether President Pierce refers to the na- 


sists. 
in article 35 which relates distinctly to Panama, there is no room 
to question that article 8 is also applicable. 

I now eall the attention of the Senate to the provision of article 
35,to which the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLory] referred. 
It is the fifth subdivision: 

Fifth. If, unfortunately, any of thé articles contained in thistreaty should 
be violated or infringed in any way whatever, it is expressly stipulated that 
neither of the two contracting parties shall ordain or authorize any acts of 
reprisal, nor shall declare war against the other on complaints of injuries or 
damages, until the said party considering itself offended shall have laid be- 
fore the other a statement of such injuries or damages, verified by compe- 


tent proofs, demanding justice and satisfaction, and the same shall have been | 


denied, in violation of the laws and of international right. 


if there had been any violation of this treaty upon the part of 
Colombia, what was the bounden duty of the United States? If 


the President desired to observe the treaty that we all admit is | 
yet in force, because neither nation has denounced it and the 
President rests his justification in part upon it, it was his solemn | 


and bounden duty to pursue the course marked out by this clause 
of the treaty. Has it been done? There is no suggestion of the 
kind. 
presented. If there had been, then the duty of the President was 
plain to pursue the course marked out by this section. But 
granting there was some nonobservance of the treaty by Colom- 
bia, which is not charged, and which did not occur, then the 
Presilent ignored the treaty, and by intervention for the Panama 
junta made war his method for redress. 

The fact that the President has not pursued the method pre- 
scribed in the treaty, for nonobservance of its terms is proof posi- 
tive, since treaties are the supreme law of the land, as he is a 
law-abiding citizen and observes the obligation of his oath of 
ofiice, that in his judgment there was no violation of the treaty 
and there was no necessity for him to proceed under article 35. 

Now, let us see what the President says in his message about 
the action of Colombia with reference to the right of transit and 
the treaty. I read from his last annual message: 


In the year 1846 this Government entered into a treaty with New Granada, 
the predecessor upon the Isthmus of the Republic of Colombia and of the 
present Republic of Panama, by which treaty it was provided that the Gov- 
ernment and citizens of the United States should always have free and open 
right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama by any modes of com- 
munication that might be constructed. 


If the President had been entirely frank, he would have said 
that the United States and the citizens of the United States were 
entitled to transit across the Isthmus of Panama so long as the 
treaty of 1846 was in existence. The treaty does not say that the 
right of transit shall always exist. Then he continues: 


While in return our Government guaranteed the perfect neutrality of the 
ahove-mentioned Isthmus with the view that the free transit from the one to 
the other sea might not be interrupted or embarrassed. The treaty vested 
in the United States a substantial property right carved out of the rights of 
sovereignty and property which New Granada then had and possessed over 
the said territory. 

Of course this latter is a conclusion reached by the President. 
But if when one nation grants to another by treaty, revocable at 
the will of either after a certain period, the right of transit upon 
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Not a single charge of the violation of the treaty has been | 
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it carves out for the beneficiary some of the sovereignty and sub- 
stantial property rights of the guaranteeing nation, then it is time 
for nations to revise the language of treaties and to adopt new 
terms for expressing their agreements. Certainly never until 
this exigency arose have the representatives of any nation ex- 
hibited sufficient temerity to claim that the treaty grant of the 
right of transit to its citizens across another country deprived the 
government of that country of any of its sovereignty and con- 
ferred that sovereignty upon another, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator from Colorado refers tothat pgs- 
It does not occur 
to meto beentirely a novelty, as the same proposition in substance 
seems to have been made by President Pierce in his message on 
this subject in 1856. Will the Senator permit me to read a single 
passage from it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. He does not say that any part of the sover- 
eignty of Colombia was carved out, but he says that it was a ma- 
terial element of sovereignty; which I understand to be the prop- 
President Pierce says: 





It would be difficult to suggest a single object of interest, external or in- 
ternal, more important to the United States than the maintenance of free 
communication, by land and sea, between the Atlantic and Pacific States and 
Territories of the Union. It isa material element of the national integrity 
and sovereignty. 


Mr. PATTERSON. It is difficult to tell, Mr. President, as I 
tional integrity and sovereignty of Colombia or of the United 
States in the clause which has been read by the junior Senator 
from Iowa |Mr. DoLLIVER]. But there is no pretense in what he 
has read that Colombia had carved out of its sovereignty over its 
own territory any portion of it and conferred it upon the United 
States or upon any other country. Most undeniably, Mr. Presi- 


| dent, communication between ocean and ocean through our own 


States and Territories isa material element of national sovereignty, 
but there is no suggestion that the United States has ever parted 
with any of it, through treaties or otherwise, although the citi- 


; zens of all our treaty countries have free right of way across 


them. What the Senator has read is in no wise germane to the 
discussion. ° ‘a 

Mr. President, if the claims of the Administration are true, 
thén the following is the necessary logical result: 

That article 35 of the treaty of 1846 was a burden which the 
United States assumed without consideration; that its true mean- 
ing was that for the great benefits that were to accrue to the 
United States and the civilized world New Granada granted to 
the United States the right— 

To exclude New Granada from use of whatever kind of trans- 
portation might cross the Isthmus, however necessary its use 
might be to suppress rebellion or insurrection. 

To deprive New Granada of the right to land troops or other 


| munitions of war on the Isthmus for the purpose of overcoming 


rebellion or preventing secession. 

This, the President holds, is upon the theory that such trans- 
portation or landing threatens the free and uninterrupted use of 
such means of transportation, to keep open and maintain which 
uninterrupted became the bounden duty of the United States. 

As if it were possible that a nation could enter into a treaty 
upon the face of which its most cherished possession, state or de- 


| partment, was made secure to it as against foreign aggression, 
but which rendered it powerless to retain that possession against 


its own subjects or to struggle against domestic revolution, re- 
bellion, or secession. 

Mr. President, I shall not occupy longer time with the discus- 
sion of the terms of the treaty, but I desire to call attention to 


| the views which have been taken of the treaty by different Amer- 


ican Administrations. It has been up for construction not infre- 


| quently in the past. Cass, Seward, Bayard, and other Secretaries 


of State, with the approval, unquestionably, of the Presidents 
then in office, have had occasion to consider this treaty. They 
have done so in no uncertain words. I desire to read what Presi- 
dent Roosevelt says, and then quote the language of the officials 
to which he referred, that we may determine whether he cor- 
rectly interprets their language, He says, in his first message to 
the present session: 


The duty of the United States in the premises was clear. In strict accord- 


| ance with the principles laid down by Secretaries Cass and Seward in the offi- 
| cial documentsabove quoted, the United States gave notice that it would per- 
| mit the landing of no expeditionary force, the arrival of which would mean 


chaosand destruction along the line of the railroad and of the proposed canal, 


means of communication in the territory of the granting nation, | and an interruption of transit as an inevitable consequence. The de facto 


a 
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gevers ment of Panama was recognized in the following telegram to Mr. 
chrman: 


“The people of Panama have, by apparently unanimous movement, dis- 
solved their political connection with the Republic of Colombia and resumed 
their independence. When you are satisfied that a de facto government, re- 
—— in form and without substantial opposition from its own people, has 

een established in the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with it 
as the responsible government of the territory and look to it for all due ac- 
tion to protect the po ns and property of citizens of the United States and 
to keep open the isthmian transit, in accordance with the obligations of exist- 
ing treaties governing the relations of the United States to that territory.” 

The inference the President seeks to convey is that Secretaries 
Cass and Seward, and doubtless other heads of the State Depart- 
ment, have held that Colombia had no right to land an expedi- 
tionary force for the purpose of preserving its integrity and soy- 
ereignty over Panama. I assert, Mr. President, that nothing 
Secretary Cass or any other Secretary of State has said can be 
tortured into such a claim; and I shall endeavor, by recurring to 
the language of these Secretaries, to show that what I say is sus- 
tained by their language. I reread what Secretary Cass said: 


While the rights of sovereignty of the states occupying this region (Cen- | 


tral America) should always be respected— 


He starts out with the proposition that the rights of sover- 
eignty of the South American States should always—not a part 
of the time, but always—be respected. I commence the quota- 
tion again: : 

While the rights of sovereignty of the states occupying this region (Cen- 
tral America) should always be respected, we shall expect that these rights 
be exercised in a spirit befitting the occasion and the wantsand circumstances 
that have arisen. Sovereignty has its duties as well as its rights, and none of 
these local governments, even if administered with more regard to the just 
demands of other nations than they have been, would be permitted in a spirit 
of eastern isolation to close the gates of intercourse on the great highways 
of the world and justify the act by the pretension that these avenues of trade 
and travel belong to them and that they choose to shut them, or, what is al- 
most equivalent, to encumber them with such unjust relations as would 
prevent their general use. 

Mr. President, so far from Colombia having, in a spirit of East- 
ern isolation, closed the gates of Panama to intercourse from 
ocean to ocean, it has religiously observed every day and hour 
of the treaty, so far as it could, the pledge which it gave to 
the United States. When Colombia granted the franchise for 
the construction of the Panama Railroad, in that grant of fran- 
chise it fully provided for the rights of transit it had guaranteed 
to the United States, and it is by virtue of the clauses it inserted 
in the Panama Railroad franchise that the railroad company has 
never undertaken to discriminate either in passengers or freight 
against citizens of the United States, and if there had been any 
other mode of transit constructed, there is no question but that 
we would have found Colombia again observing the obligations 
of the treaty by insisting that the transit privileges guaranteed 
to the United States by the treaty of 1846 should be strictly pre- 
served for them. 

It is an historical fact that there has been no closing of the Isth- 
mus to transit of any kind, except occasionally for very short 

riods when domestic disturbances made it unavoidable. In- 
deed, Colombia, with the single exception of refusing to ratify 
the Hay-Herran treaty, which was its indisputable right, has 
been without offense against the United States ever since the 
treaty of 1846 was made. I call upon Senators on the other side to 
indicate, if such is not the truth, when and where and how Colom- 
bia failed to perform its duty. It is true that at times there have 
been insurrections upon the Isthmus of Panama which obstructed 
for the time being free transit across the Isthmus, but if Colom- 
bia was unable to speedily clear the way for the citizens and goods 
of the United States it has unhesitatingly called upon the United 
States to lend its aid in opening up the transit. 

But supplemental to the utterance of Secretary Cass that I have 
just read, I call attention to another treaty, quite independently 
of that of 1846, that was entered into between the United States 
and Colombia in 1857, by Secretary Cass. There had been obstruc- 
tion of the transit across the Isthmus, and this treaty was nego- 
tiated to enable citizens of the United States to collect damages 
from Colombia by reason of the obstruction, and the damages 
were demanded by the United States because it asserted what 
Colombia admitted that it was its duty and not that of the United 
States to keep the transit open. The first article of this treaty of 
1857 reads: 

All claims on the partof * * * citizens of the United States upon the 
Government of New Granada * * * and especially those for da 
which were caused by the riot at Panama on the 15th of April, 1856, for which 
the said Government of New Granada acknowledges its liability arising out 
> privilege and obligation to preserve peace and order along the transit 

It seems to me that the President should revise his statement 
about General Cass’s construction of the treaty of 1846. The lat- 


ter maintains, in direct conflict with the claims of President 
Roosevelt and his Secretary of State, bya solemn treaty, solemnly 
negotiated between the two countries, and solemnly indorsed by 
the then President of the United States and the American Senate, 








that it was the duty of Colombia to preserve peace and order along 
the transit route; and because in this instance Colombia was un- 
able to preserve it as it had Buaranteed to do the United States 
had a claim for damages against it; and New Granada, in the 
most formal manner, acknowledged its responsibility. 

Could there be a more solemn and binding recognition by any 
country of the duty of another country to keep open its own 
line of passage and transit? But yet this Administration takes 
the ground that it was the duty of the United States to keep the 
transit open, and that it was the right and duty of the United 
States to prevent the parent country from keeping open the line 
of transit and from suppressing a rebellion that threatened the 
transit, and that so much of the sovereignty of Colombia as im- 
posed upon it the duty of keeping open the route had been abdi- 
cated and transferred to the United States under the treaty of 1846, 
I will now read what Secretary Seward said.. I quote the extract 
from the President’s message: 


The United States have taken and will take no interest in any question of 
internal revolution in the State of Panama, or any State of the United States 
of Colombia— 


Ah, Mr. President, this was when Mr. Lincoln was President 
of the United States, when Mr. Seward was his Secretary of State, 
when calmer heads and better judgment and more loyal observ- 
ance of the law were the rule at the capital of the nation. Then 
Mr. Seward declared: 


The United States have taken and will take no interest in any question of 
internal revolution in the State of Panama or any State of the United States 


| of Colombia, but will maintain a perfect neutrality in connection with such 


domestic altercations. 


If the United States had maintained neutrality would there be 
the Republic of Panama to-day? If the United States had not in- 
terposed its vessels of war and marines between the parent coun- 
try and its revolting province, does any one doubt that Panama 
would be to-day, as it was before the 4th or 5th of November last, 
one of the Departments of the Republic of Panama? 

Secretary Seward continues as follows: 

The United States will, nevertheless, hold themselves read 
transit trade across the Isthmus against invasion of either 
eign disturbers of the peace of the State of Panama. 

Who were the disturbers of the peace of Panama? The Govern- 
ment? Those in authority? Those whose duty it was to execute 
the law and punish offenders? No, Mr. President; but rather 
those who rose against the lawand sought to overthrow the regu- 
lar Government. Against those Secretary Seward declared tie 
United States held themselves ready to protect the transit. 

President Roosevelt and his Secretary of State declare that not 
only will the United States hold themselves ready to protect the 
transit across the Isthmus, but they will, to do so, make success- 
ful a revolution against Colombia—the country whose sovereignty 
over Panama we guaranteed in the most solemn and binding man 
ner. It seems to me that the President and his Secretary might 
well be disturbed by the shades of Lincoln and Seward. They 
have reversed the honest and statesmanlike dealings of Lincoln 
and Seward with Colombia and have flown in the face of the recog 
nized international law of the world to accomplish their ambitious 
ends. 

Then Secretary Seward continues, and this extract is continued 
from the President’s message: 

* * * Neither the text nor the spirit of thestipula#on in that article by 
which the United States engages to preserve the neutrality of the Isthmus 
of Panama imposes an obligation on this Government to comply with the 
requisition [of the President of the United States of Colombia for a force to 

»rotect the Isthmus of Panama from a body of insurgents of that countr) 
he purpose of the stipulation was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure 
or invasion by a foreign power only. 

Again, Secretary Seward wrote to our minister at Bogota on 
April 30, 1866, as follows: 

The United States desire nothing else, nothing better, and nothing more 
in regard to the State of Colombia than the enjoyment on their part of cou 
plete and absolute sovereignty and independence. If those great interests 
shall ever be assailed by ane pour at home or abroad, the United States wil! 
be ready, cooperating with the Government and their ally, to maintain and 
defend them. 

On October 27, 1878, Secretary Fish, President Grant’s Secre- 
tary of State, said in an official dispatch to Mr. Keeler, referring 
to section 35 of the treaty of 1846, as follows: 


This engagement— 


That is, the engagement to protect Colombia in Panama 4s 
against domestic revolution or disturbance— 
however, has never been acknowled. to embrace the duty of protecting 
the road across it from the violence of local factions. Although such protec: 
tion was of late efficiently given by the force under the command of Admiral 
Almy, it appears to have n granted with the consent and at the instance 0/ 
the local authorities. It is, however, regarded as the undoubted duty of th 
Colombian Government to pet the road fo attacks from local insur- 
gents, The discharge of this duty will be insisted upon. . 

That was the attitude of President Grant and Secretary Fish— 
not that the United States would interpose to prevent Colombia 
from suppressing disturbance on the line of transit in Panama, 
but that it was the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government 


to protect the 
omestic or for- 
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to protect the road against attacks from local insurgents, and that 
the United States would insist upon the discharge of that duty. 


Secretary Bayard had something to say upon this proposition 
during the Administration of President Cleveland. He said: 


On several occasions the Government of the United States, at the instance 
and always with the assent of Colombia, has, in times of civil tumult, sent its 
armed forces to the Isthmus of Panama to preserve American citizens and 
property along the transit from injuries which the Government of Colombia 
might at the time be unable to prevent. But, in taking such steps, this Gov- 
ernment has always recognized the sovereignty and superior right of Colorshia 
in the premises. 

These are strenuous days, Mr. President, but the strenuosity 
that marks them is hardly a justification for the radical departure 
from the principles of sound statesmanship of our most recent 
and illustrious Presidents and their Cabinets, and they but fol- 
lowed in the footsteps of the Presidents who went before them. 

The President of the United States admits that he has no right 
to recognize Panama under the law of nations—he deliberately 
admits it—and practically says in words: ‘‘ What are you going 
to do about it?’”? Let us see what he says: 

Thave not denied, nor do I wish to deny, either the validity or the propriety 
of the general rule that a new state should not be recognized as independent till 
it has shown its ability to maintain its independence. 

Let us reflect upon that language of the President. It has been 
the contention of Senators upon this side, whether they favor the 
treaty or not, and it is the admission of the calmer and the more 
deliberate of the Senators upon the other side. that under the 
well-settled law of nations the President was without authority 
to recognize Panama; more than that, he was forbidden to do so 
under the circumstances attending that act, and the President 
says this is true. He continues: 

This rule is derived from the principle of nonintervehtion, and as a corol- 
lary of that principle has generally been observed by the United States. 

I would ask the defenders of this Panama transaction to point 
out when and where it has not been observed; where and when 
in all the history of the United States in our dealings with revo- 
lutions in other countries has this country recognized a seceding 
section until it had demonstrated its power to maintain its inde- 
pendence without that recognition? 

The President further says: 

But, like the principle from which it is deduced, the rule is subject to ex- 


ception; and there are in my opinion clear and imperative reasons why a | 


departure from it was justified and even required in the present instance. 


| honest duty. 


He admits a departure from the rule, but he says there were | 


clear and imperative reasons justifying it, and then he gives the 
reasons: 


These reasons embrace, first, our treaty rights; second, our national inter- 
ests and safety; and third, the interests of collective civilization. 


Mr. President, it is not necessary to refer again to the treaty of 


1846 or to any other treaty for the purpose of showing that there | 


was no right conferred upon the United States by any such treaty | 
to interfere in any way with the sovereignty of the Republic | 


of Colombia over every one of its nine Departments. The state- 
ment of the President that our treaty rights justify his departure 


from the general rule is wholly voluntary and absolutely baseless, | 


and I think it will call into play the utmost ingenuity and the most 
reckless line of argument to maintain the shadow of the shadow 
of a pretense that the treaty warrants such a claim. 

The next reason, which he says is imperative and clear, is that 
founded on our national interests and safety. I supposed that 
so far as Colombia was concerned our national interests were 
guarded by the treaty of 1846, a treaty which is yet in existence, 
which Colombia, notwithstanding the tremendous provocation, 
has not yet seen fit to denounce. Our national interests and 
safety. Who is threatening the safety of the United States? It 
is true that in case of war our fighting ships might go from the 
Pacific to the Atlantic and the reverse more speedily by way of 
an isthmian canal than by the Cape, but who ever before suggested 
that the mere matter of convenience was a justification for inter- 
fering with the sovereign rights of an independent republic: 

It is an absurdity to suggest that our national safety is at this 
time imperiled to a greater degree than it has been in the one hun- 
dred ont twenty years of national life. This country has grown 
great and strong; its Navy has been reenforced; its people are of 
the fighting type and character that makes them resistless on the 
field of battle. Who but the President will suggest that the 
safety of the United States is soimperiled from any quarter as to 
warrant his claim that the safety of our country justifies his 
total and aggressive disregard of the treaty and international 
rights of not only a sister republic, but our ally by treaty and 
common interests? 

But what next does he say? 


In the third place, I confidently maintain that the recognition of the Re- 
polite of Panama was an act justified by the interests of collective civiliza- 
ion. If ever a government could be said to have received a mandate from 
civilization to effect an object the accomplishment of which was demanded 
2 the interest of mankind, the United States holdsthat position with regard 
the. interoceanic canal. 


| President and his Cabinet. 








That our position as the mandatary of civilization has been by no means 
misconceived is shown by the promptitude with which the powers have, one 
et another, followed our lead in recognizing Panama as an independent 
state. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLEs] properly said yes- 
terday that “‘ collective civilization ”’ and the ‘* mandatary of the 
collective civilization of the world” are new phrases. They are 
new phrases. The President, when he penned them, must have 
been in a state of mental exaltation; and there are such occasions 
in the livesof many men. There were Mohammed, Joe Smith, 
and Dowie, and others whose minds at times moved in the realms 
of space and led them when in that exalted atmosphere to imagine 
themselves the vicegerents of Jehovah. The President, when he 
advanced the claim, to justify despoiling Colombia of its most 
prized department, that the United States was *‘ the mandatary of 
collective civilization,’’ to do the job must have abandoned the 
field of treaty obligations, of international law and national mor- 
ality to soar where imagination supplants reason and fiction is 
divorced from fact. 

When we speak of “‘ civilization ’’ we mean the improved con- 
dition of man resulting from the establishment of social order, in 
place of individual independence and the lawlessness of savage or 
barbarous life. It may exist in various degrees. It is susceptible 
of continual progress. Such is the definition by Guizoz. 

Mr. President, civilization means respect for law, regard for 
the obligations of duty, coveting neither a man’s wife nor an- 
other country’s territory; yet we find this Administration leading 
in an act admitted to be in violation of the rules of international 
law, that strips Colombia of a large section of its territory, while 
maintaining that it was compelled to doso by the mandates of 
collective civilization. 

If the President had followed the mandates of collective civili- 
zation, he would have learned his duty from the treaty of 1846. 
He would have followed the paths hewn out by Lincoln and 
Seward, by Cass and Pierce, by Grant and Fish, and by Cleve- 
land and Bayard, and he would have respected the sovereignty 
of our treaty neighbor. 

Akin to this and in line with it. I may refer to an historical 
event which shows that other American statesmen have at other 
times, and in what they believed were other critical periods of 
the nation’s history, appealed to something above the law and 
The Senator from Rhode Island, in the controversy 
over the Cuban treaty, referred tothe Ostend manifesto. In 1854 
Messrs. Buchanan. Mason, and Soulé, the ministers of the United 
States at London, Paris. and Madrid, met at Ostend and issued a 
joint declaration advising the purchase of Cuba by the United 
States for $120,000.000, and having given this advice they pro- 
ceeded to say in this manifesto: 

If Spain, dead to the voice of her own interest and actuated by stubborn 
pride and a false sense of honor, should refuse to sell Cuba to the United 
States, then the question will arise, What ought to be the course of the United 
States under the circumstances? 

And these three American minist*rs answered the question for 
themselves. They said: 

After we shall have offered se a price for Cuba far beyond its present 
value, and this shall be refused, * * * then by every law, human and 
divine, we shall be justified in wresting it from Spain, if we have the power. 

It is the same doctrine as that preached in the year 1904 by the 
They propose to do lawless acts, sanc- 
tified, as they claim, by every law, human and divine, and, in 
responding to the commands of collective civilization. They un- 


| blushingly disregard the rights of nations, set up their own 


standard of right in dealing with them, and insist that they shall 
have what they want, though lawless force is the agency to ac- 
quire it. 

Mr. President, the first Republican national convention, a con- 
vention over which one of my then townsmen in Indiana, the 
Hon. Henry S. Lane, presided, met not long after the Ostend 
manifesto, and expressed itself about it in a platform plank in 
the following language: 

The highwayman’s plea that “might makes right.’ embodied in the 
Ostend circular. was in every respect unworthy of American diplomacy,and 
would bring shame and dishonor upon any government and people that gave 
it their sanction. 

It is true that in that day they wanted Cuba to help maintain 
the balance between the free and the slave States. In this day 
we want the Isthmus of Panama for a canal for the more con- 
venient passage of steam vessels. That is the only difference. 
It is the same plea in effect. It is the higher law. It is the cast- 
ing behind by those high in power of that which is declared to be 
the supreme law of the land. 

I will now take up the question of the good faith of Colombia 
and of this country in dealing with the Panama question and 
what is known as the Hay-Herran treaty. The Spooner law was 
passed, and under it a treaty was framed between the diplomatic 
representatives of the two Governments for the building of the 
isthmian canal. But I take it that that treaty was nothing more 
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reel 


than a proposition until ratified by the ratifying power of both 
Governments. Under the Constitution of this country it had to 
be ratified by the Senate; under the constitution of Colombia it 
had to be ratified by the Colombian Congress; and until it was so 
ratified it could have nodignity beyond that of an instrument that 
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was prepared for the consideration and ratification or rejection of | 


the ratifying bodies of the contracting nations. 
I recollect very well when that identical treaty came before this 
body for ratification. The controversy over it was long and fierce. 


against its ratification, and they did. 


; Suppose that number had 
been in the majority. 


That would have been the end of the 
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annual rent of $10,000. The Government ordered the legation to ask as 
of $10,000,000 oa an annuity of $600,000. ™ — 
And, by the way, that is the amount of revenue that Colombia, 
up to the very hour of the forceful wresting of Panama from it, 
had been receiving from the Panama Railroad. 
The Seretary of State,ina note which had the form of an ultimatum, reduced 


| the rent to $250,000. The diminution of $350,000 in a period of only one hun- 


dred 


years represents a difference of $35,000,000, and as the convention will 


| probably last more than a century, it is clear that the difference is no lighs 
NC : c ¢ } matter, but of much consideration. 
A number of S nators believed it was their bounden duty to vote | 


treaty, and who will question the right of this body—no one will | 
question its power todecline to ratify that or any other treaty pre- | 


sented to it? 

Mr. President, I understand that there are treaties of amity and 
commerce between the United States and foreign nations, nego- 
tiated by our diplomatic representatives, that have been in the 
Committee on Foreign Relations for years and years, not ratified, 
and never will be ratified. Will anybody suggest that because 
the United States decline to ratify the pending treaty with France 
or a treaty with Germany or a treaty with Great Britain, there 
is a casus belli? 
pendent as the Senate of the United States. The duty resting 
upon the members of that body was just as solemn as the duty 
resting upon this body. It was their right to receive that treaty 
and discuss it, and if in their judgment it was not for the best 
interests of their country to ratify it, undeniably they had the 
power and it was their bounden duty to reject it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Wil the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. PATTERSON, Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. DoIunderstand that anybody has disputed 
the right of the Colombian Congress to deliberate on the treaty 
and amend it if they saw fit? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Nobody in this Chamber has publicly de- 
nied their right, but the chief cause of offense to the President by 
Colombia is that the Congress of Colombia, in the exercise of 
its sovereign right, did not ratify the Hay-Herran treaty. This 
the President makes very plain in his messages. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ido not understand that the Administra- 
tion took the position that the Colombian Congress was obliged 
to ratify the treaty as it was sent to them, without deliberation 
or amendment, if they saw fit to amend it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will show you from the official corre- 
spondence that the Administration did threaten Colombia with 
serious consequences in the event that it did not ratify the treaty. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. K&an inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I think the President, in his message, char- 
acterized Colombia’s rejection of the treaty as an unfriendly act 
toward the United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. We will see just what was done about it. 

In the first place, while it is true that Colombia desired that a 
treaty for the construction of a canal should be entered into be- 
tween it and the United States, it is also true that the treaty 
when framed was not in conformity with the expressed desires 
of the Colombian Government. One would imagine, reading the 
messages of the President, that the Government of Colombia had 


The Congress of Colombia was is as inde- | . 
yy Ti . bia was and is as inde- | not what the Government of Colombia wanted, and yet its repre- 


Thus we see 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
submit one observation in connection with that? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN, In April, 1902, Mr. Hay and Mr. Concha, min- 
ister from Colombia, agreed upon atreaty,and Mr. Hay informed 
Mr. Concha that the President had directed him to sign that 


| treaty whenever the Congress authorized the President to make 


such a treaty-—-not that treaty, but such a treaty—and that treaty 
signed by Mr. Concha contains many provisions in favor of Pan- 
ama which were stricken out by the Hay-Herran treaty after the 
passage of the Spooner law. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Undoubtedly, Mr. President, the treaty is 


sentative was willing to sign it; doubtless hoping that the Colom- 
bian Congress could be induced to ratify it. And the treaty thus 
framed was sent to Colombia. 

What was the situation of the parties? The United States had 
its Senate, to which the treaty was sent; Colombia had its Congress 
elected for the purpose of considering the treaty. The Senator 


| from Indiana does not deny the right of the Colombian Congress 


| States have done? 


not only to consider a treaty, but to reject it; and I think he will 
be frank enough to say that such a rejection was no justification, 
not even an excuse, for the assumption of an unfriendly attitude 
toward that Government. 

But I call the Senate’s attention to this extraordinary condition 
of things. The Secretary of State, when the Colombian Congress 
met, when it was engaged in the consideration of this very treaty, 
deliberately, through the American minister, communicated the 
gravest insult he well could to that Congress. Let us take this 
situation: While we had the last Hay-Pauncefote treaty before the 
Senate, if Great Britain, through its minister at Washington, had 
caused to be communicated to the Senate that if the Senate did 
not ratify the treaty the friendly understanding between the two 
Governments would be so seriously compromised, that action 
might be taken by the British Parliament that every friend of the 
United States would regret, what would the Senate of the United 
It would have thrown the treaty out without 
further consideration. It would not have given another minute 
to its consideration. It would have resented such an insult in 


| other ways than by failing to further consider the treaty. 


I call your attention to the attitude of the Secretary of State 
toward Colombia. As early as June 9, Mr. Hay sent the follow- 
ing telegram to our minister at Bogota. The Colombian Con- 


| gress was not proceeding according to the ideas of Mr. Hay nor, 


presumably, the ideas of the President. The President was not 
used to having a Congress of any kind thwart his wishes. He 
had been able, upon several occasions, to bring at least the Repub- 


| lican side of the Senate to any of his new-fledge@ views by a } roc- 


ess of rough riding—for which he is entitled to the patent—and 


| doubtless he felt that he could do the same thing with the Con- 


executed a perfected treaty almost in the very terms that Co- | 


lombia desired, and that the Government itself, the treaty-mak- 
‘ing power, had subsequently rejected it. 
as is practically admitted by the question of the Senator from 
Indiana. But I desire to call attention to the points wherein the 
treaty as framed was not in conformity with the desires of the 
Colombian Government. In a communication from Luis Carlos 
Rico, the Colombian secretary of state, to Minister Beaupré, he 
calls the attention of our minister to the differences between the 
wishes of Colombia and the provisions of the treaty. He says: 


There is a very notable difference between some of the propositions pre- 
sented by Colombia and the respective modificationsintroduced by the United 
States. 

That difference is apparent comparing the memorandum presented by 
the Colombian legation on March 31, 1 with the proposed bases by the 
Secretary of State, especially those ES to the sovereignty of the zone, 
judicial jurisdiction in same, and the price of compensation for the use of the 
same for the mere proprietorship of the Panama Railroad, and for the rent of 
$250,000 demanded for the same railroad, likewise as to the rights, privileges, 
and exemptions which she gave. 

It is further to be observed that in the memorandum of the legation the 
establishment of tribunals in the zone was not mentioned, while the Secre- 
tary of State, in a project sent with his note of November 18, 1902, proposed 
it, and that they be divided into three classes, Colombians, Americans, and 
mixed; as also in the Colombian memorandum, a sum of $7,000,000 American 

old was asked and an annual sum which was to be determined as a price for 
© enjoyment of the railroad and fee for use of the zone, and in attention to 
other circumstances. The Secretary of State only offered a sum of $7,000,000 
and an annual rent of $100,000, or if preferred, a sum of $10,000, and an 


Such is not the case, | 





gress of a weak foreign country. Mr. Hay sent this communica- 
tion to our minister at Bogota: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, June 


The Colombian Government apparently does not appreciate the gravity o! 
the situation. The canal negotiations were initiated by Colombia, and w: 
energetically poems upon this Government for several years. The propo 
sitions pes ed by Colombia, with slight modifications, were fina!!) 
cepted by us. In virtue of this agreement our Congress reversed et vious 
judgment and decided upon the Panama route. If Colombia should no 

ect the treaty or unduly delay its ratification, the friendly understa! 
between the two countries would be so seriouly compromised that. A 
might be taken by the Congress next winter which every friend of Colom vi 
would regret. 


Now, if that was intended to be communicated to the Colon 


| bian Congress, it was a threat open and direct. 


Mr. MORGAN. It was communicated. ; 

Mr. PATTERSON, I will come to that. It was a menace 0! 
some punishment of Colombia by the United States if the Colom- 
bian Congress refused to ratify the treaty. The Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Farrpanxs] shakes his head; but, Mr, President, / 
take it that this language contained in a a from Great 
Britain to the United States, if sent while we had under consi 
eration the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, would be taken as an inex- 
cusable threat and insult—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President-——- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield? 
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——. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
rupt him unduly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
factory. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ithink the Senator, who is fair, puts an 
erroneous construction upon that langnage. As we are all ad- 
vised, there are two routes contemplated by the Spooner Act, and 
I can see that the Administration might very well lay before 
Colombia the possibility of the adoption of the Nicaragua route 
if they shou'd by undue exaction drive the Administration away 
from Panama. I think all the Secretary of State had in contem- 
plation in this dispatch was that Congress might take the matter 
in its own hands at the ensuing session and possibly adopt the 
Nicaragua route. The suggestion of the possible use of any force 
was not within his purpose; I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Spooner Act was com- 
municated to the Colombian Government along with the treaty. 


Certainly. 
The Senator knows I do not wish to inter- 


Iyield, The interruption is entirely satis- 


The Spooner Act stated in the most explicit terms that if within | 
a reasonable time the President could not negotiate for the right | 


of way across Panama, then it was the duty of the President to 
negotiate with Nicaragua for that route, and to commence the 
construction of the canal across it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. The language used there is that Congress 
might take some action which the friends of Colombia would re- 
gret. It did not require any action of Congress to go to the Nic- 
aragua route. That was already provided for in the Spooner Act. 
The President himself was directed to go to the Nicaragua route in 
the event he could not make an arrangement with Colombia, and 
it did not require any action of Congress. Soit seems to me that 
on the face of it that language could not have referred to the 
alternative proposition of the statute. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iwill ask the Senator if it wou!d not have 
been entirely proper for the President to have called the matter 
to the attention of Congress upon its reassembling? He was au- 
thorized by the Spooner act to adopt the Nicaragua route after a 
reasonable time had elapsed, failing to secure a proper concession 
from the Republic of Colombia. I think it would be quite com- 
petent and proper for the President, if he had failed during the 
vacation, to negotiate a suitable treaty with Colombia, to bring 
the matter back to the attention of Congress for its further con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CARMACK. That may be, Mr. President, but if the Sena- 
tor will permit me—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will permit me further, the 
President had power undoubtedly under the Spooner act, but in 
a matter so-important, where the Congress had expressed its 
opinion so strongly in favor of the Panama route, I think it would 
have been entirely proper for him to have brought this subject to 
the further attention of the Congress before finally adopting the 
Nicaragua route. 

Mr. CARMACK. That may have been, but the President in 
his message, in justifying the action he did take in the matter, 
refers to the fact that he had forewarned Colombia, apparently 
referring to the action he tookin making an arrangement with 
Panama. Hesays himself he had looked forward tomaking such 
an arrangement, and the implication certainly from his message 
is that that was intended as a warning that he would do some- 
thing else besides executing the alternative provision of the 
Spooner act. Again, our minister, Beaupre, was interrogated by 
the minister for foreign affairs as to what that did mean, whether 


it meant to execute section four of the Spooner act or to dosome- | 
thing unfriendly to Colombia, and he declined to give any expla- | 


nation or to make any statement on it. It is true that Secretary 


Hay did later send in a communication threatening to put into | 


execution the alternative provision of the act. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think that is all the Secretary had in 
mind in the use of the language in question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In this connection it is better that there 
shall be nomisunderstanding. The President in his message says: 

That there might be nothing omitted, Secretary Hay, through the minis- 
terat Bogota, repeatedly warned Colombia that grave consequences might 
follow from her rejection of the treaty. 

But, Mr. President, this telegram from Secretary Hay was in- 
tended to be communicated to the Congress itself, as the closing 
paragraph shows: 

Confidential. Communicate substance of this verbally to the minister of 
foreign affairs. If he desires it, give him a copy in form of memes 

But that was not all. Our minister communicated to the Co- 
lombian Government the following: 


Iavail myself of this opportunity respectfully to repeat that which I al- 
read stated to your excellency, that if Golombia truly desires to maintain 


the friendly relations that at present exist between two countries, and at the 
same time secure for herself the extraordinary advantages that are to be 
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| produced for her by the construction of the canal in her territory, in case of 
its being backed by so intimate an alliance of national interests as that 
which would supervene with the United States, the present treaty will have 
to be ratified exactly in its present form without amendment whatsoevet 
I say this because I am profoundly convinced that my Government will not 

in any case accept amendments. 
| It was not a question with Minister Beaupré, or of ‘retary 
Hay, of the United States adopting the alternative of the Spooner 
Act. Itis a notification to the Colombian Government that it 
must not be amended in any form if the Colombians desire to 
| maintain the friendly relations that at the time existed between 
the two Governments. I care not what government it may be, 
however weak and despised, if it has the right of determining a 
given course for itself, it is less likely to yield that which it objects 
to under sucha threat than if pacific measures had been followed. 

But, Mr. President, Colombia is a State with 4,000,000 people, 
of mixed blood very greatly, it is true, and of a peculiar tempera- 
ment, fastidious upon questions of honor and of dignity. What 
was to be expected of a representative body of that people whena 
great nation like the United States threatened to break off the 
friendly relations existing between them unless it ratified a treaty 
| that the United States desired? If the President had sought 
means to defeat the treaty, he could not have pursued a course 
more certain to accomplish that end, and as he is a rational man 
and from his long experience is supposed to know what influences 
the human mind, especially when a question of patriotism is in- 
volved, he must have known, when he threatened the Colombian 
Congress with the severing of friendly relations with the United 
States unless that Congress ratified a treaty, it was the sure and 
certain way of securing its rejection. 

We find in the correspondence that this threat was read to the 
Colombian Congress, and let us see with what result. It was in- 
tended to be communicated to the Colombian Congress. In one 
of the letters of the American minister, discussing this ultimatum, 
as it were, from the President to Colombia, we find the following: 

My memorandum and notes, in which I pointed out that the Colombian 
Government did not apparently realize the gravity of the situation, and that 
if Colombia should now reject the treaty or unduly delay its ratification the 
friendly understanding betw 





nat 


en the two countries would be so seriously com- 
promised that action might be taken by our Congress next winter which 
every friend of Colombia would regret, was received with loud murmurs of 


disapproval by the densely packed gallery. 


The gallery of the Colombian Congress. And why should it not 
be? It fed the fires of anger and discontent. if any were aflame 
at that time. Colombians knew that the United States were 
strong and rich, and they were weak and poor. They must have 
believed that the threat was an insult offered only because of the 
difference in theirstations. That the treaty was not ratified may 
be largely traced to the inconsiderate and insulting attitude of Sec- 
retary Hay tothe Colombian Congress. It, if noother provocation 
existed, would have insured its rejection. 

Our minister, under date of July 31, writes to Secretary Hay 
as follows: 


Instructions heretofore sent to you show the great danger of amending 
the treaty. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEan in the chair Will 


the Senator from Colorado suspend for a moment? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock 


having 


arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
Calendar of General Orders. The first bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Order of Business 13, Senate bill 887, for the 


purchase of a national forest reserve in the southern Appalachian 
Mountains, to be known as the National Appalachian Forest Re- 
serve. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask that the Senator from Colorado may be 
allowed to proceed with his argument. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the re- 
quest of the Senator from Alabama to be that this bill be tempo- 


rarily laid aside, and that the Senator from Colorado may pro- 

ceed with his remarks. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to 

| another matter in connection with the suggestion that Colombia 


committed some unforgivable offense by its failure to ratify the 


treaty. It is shown by the official correspondence that the 
Spooner Act was communicated to the Colombian Government 


with the treaty. Therefore, that Government knew its terms. 
What alternative did that act present to the Colombian Govern- 
ment, and what did Colombia have a right to expect would be 
the only penalty it would suffer if it should not ratify the treaty? 
The Spooner Act required that the President, if he did not se 
the right of way and other concessions for the Panama route within 
a reasonable time, should negotiate with Nicaragua, and, having 
secured the proper terms, commence the construction of that 
| canal. Colombia was practically informed by the United States 
| that the penalty to be visited upon it for refusing to ratify the 


ure 
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Hay-Herran treaty would be that Colombia would not get the | 
benefit of the canal that was to be constructed. 

And did the Spooner Act not give to Colombia the right to ac- 
cept the alternative? The Spooner Act plainly said to the Govern- 
ment of Colombia, it is not a matter of very great moment to the 
United States whether you ratify this treaty or not; there are 
two routes; the Congress of the United States prefers the Panama 
route, but it is just about as well satisfied with the Nicaraguan 
route as with the Panama route; we give you an opportunity to | 
ratify a treaty by which you will secure the canal across your 
territory, but if you do not, then the President will, as directed, | 
negotiate with another government and dig a canal across the 
territory of that government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON, Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In the connection in which the Senator is | 
just speaking,I would remind him as to the contention of the 
President that Congress had selected this route and practically 
given instructions that no other shall be earnestly and honestly 
attempted to be obtained; that the House of Representatives by a 
vote of 302, I think, to 2- 

Mr. PATTERSON. Three hundred and nine. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, the House of Representatives, by three 
hundred and something to 2—practically nothing—voted for the 
Nicaraguan route, and they only accepted the Spooner conipro- 
mise in conference. Therefore the contention that the Congress 
as a Congress selected the Panama route as a finality is unproven 
and can not be maintained. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, that is true, and I may re- | 
fer to that feature more at length before Iconclude. But what I 
am endeavoring to make clear is the alternative that was pre- 
sented to the Colombian Government, and the only alternative. 
It was presented to it in such a way that that Government had 
a right to believe that it would not be considered an unfriendly 
act for it to reject the Hay-Herran treaty. As I said before, that 
treaty reached Colombia in this form: ‘*Accept this treaty if you 
will. The United States prefers the Panama route; but if you 
do not accept it, it is not a matter of very great account to us. 
There is another route that the United States can secure so nearly 
equal to this in desirability and advantages that the mere matter 
of $).000,000 in the cost of construction bridges the chasm.” 
That is the case, provided Congress and the President, when they | 
adopted the Spooner Act, were in earnest and did not include the 
alternative as a fraud upon the United States and a bluff to coerce 
Colombia into an acceptance of the treaty. 

I understand that the Assistant Secretary of State Loomis, ina 
speech in New York—and I shall be corrected if I misstate his 
speech—in effect stated that the President never had a thought 
of constructing a canal along the Nicaragua route; that he held 
that route to be impracticable and in every way undesirable, and 
that from the first he stood for the Panama route, and practically 
it would be the Panama route or none. 

If such is the case, then the Government of the United States 
was not honest with Colombia. When it presented the Spooner 
Act, in connection with the Hay-Herran treaty, it was an invita- 
tion to Colombia to exercise its judgment and to exercise it 
freely and without restraint, so far as the United States were con- 
cerned, because the United States had another string to its bbw— 
that is, that if it did not secure Panama, then it would, under 
the direction of Congress, dig a canal via Lake Nicaragua. So | 
Colombia accepted the alternative. It was not that Colombia | 
did not want the canal. <A reading of the official correspondence 
between the American minister and the Colombian secretary of 
state discloses that Colombia was anxious for the canal, but it 
was unwilling that it should be constructed under the terms and | 
provisions of the Hay-Herran treaty. 

The correspondence further discloses beyond peradventure that 
the Colombian Congress wished to amend the treaty and to again 
submit the treaty in due and orderly course, as amended, to the | 
Government of the United States, and that our Secretary of State, 
representing the views of the President, in the most explicit terms 
informed the Colombian Government over and over again that 
Colombia should accept that treaty without the dotting of an ‘‘i”’ 
or the crossing of a “‘ t,’’ and that it would not be accepted by the 
United States in any other form. 

The correspondence also discloses that the reason Colombia did 
not insert the amendments they wished in the treaty was, first, 
on account of these repeated statements by the American diplo- 
matic representative, and, next, because they wished to leave the 
ground entirely free and open when the authorities of the two 
Governments should again meet for the purpose of preparing a 
new treaty to be submitted to both Governments. 

Mr. President, I do not believe there has been a more earnest 
advocate of the Isthmian Canal than myself. Im season and out | 











| Nicaragua. 


of season, before coming to this body and since, I have urged it, 
I believed it should be constructed via Nicaragua. From my in- 
vestigation I became convinced that was the most practicable and 
desirable route; that that route would best subserve the interest 
of the United States; that a canal could, in fact, be constructed 
more cheaply there, and that there were fewer difficulties to over- 
come. I had becomeconvinced, and that conviction has not been 
removed or impaired in any degree, that there are obstructions in 
the Panama route that have not yet been solved, and that the 
successful construction of the canal is still within the realm of 
experiment. 

When the Nicaragua route was rejected, I voted for the treaty 
for the Panama route, and I believed, as did every Senator when 
that treaty was ratified, that the President would observe the 
commands of the Spooner Act faithfully and without reluctance. 

What condition has confronted the people of the United States 
and the Senate? Certainly not one that was anticipated when the 
Spooner Act was passed and the Hay-Herran treaty was ratified 
We all believed in the possibility of the rejection of that treaty 
by Colombia. We knew it was within the power and the pur- 
view of that Government to either ratify or reject or amend it. 
We believed that if it were rejected, the President, obeying the 
law, would immediately take steps to secure the canal via Lake 
Now, who could have anticipated that when this 
Congress met, Nicaragua would be wholly abandoned, Colombia 
would be flouted, that Panama would be revolutionized into an 
independent Government, and that the United States, in violation 
of its treaty obligations and of the admitted rules of international 
law, would have first abetted the secession and then negotiated a 
treaty with that mushroom Republic? 

Mr. President, it is a matter of some moment as to whether 
there was or was not complicity upon the part of the United 
States in this Panama uprising. The President states in most 
emphatic terms that no member of the Administration either 
aided, or abetted, or encouraged it. I will not take issue with 
the President. It is not for me to say that, as he sees the truth, 
he does not speak it, but I have a right to call the attention of 
the Senate and the country to certain incontestable facts, so that 
the country may determine whether or not—unconsciously it 
must be as the President is an honorable man—that he is, to an 
extent, at least, responsible for the condition that now exists. 

We discover, Mr. President, that in the summer of last year 


| while the President says there was still hope that the treaty might 


be ratified he had two possibilities in mind; he was thinking of 
the very condition that followed—a secession by the Panamaians 
and if that did not occur, then a proposition to Congress to seize 
Panama willy-nilly, pay to Colombia what the United States be- 
lieved to be a fair compensation, and let Colombia do the best it 
could in its helplessness. 

The President professes in his message great indignation against 
the Colombian Government, because some of its officials suggested 
that the concessions which were given to the New Panama Canal 
Company might be withdrawn and that Colombia might treat 
with the United States for the Panama route under circumstances 
that would permit Colombia to obtain the benefits that were to xo 
to the New Panama Canal Company. The President expresses 
great horror and indignation at the suggestion of such a fhin 
not made by the Government of Panama, but By some of the offi 
cials of that Government; but he does not hesitate to state to t! 


| world that he proposed to submit to Congress a proposition ' 


forcibly take Panama from Colombia and dig the canal wit! 
its consent. I do not know, Mr. President, which is the m: 
honorable, whether measured by individual morals or inter 
tional morals, a proposition to withdraw in a legal way somethin: 
that has been conferred, or a proposition to seize through sh: 
might and power that which undeniably belongs to another. 

The President in his message says: 

My intention was— 


j 


Before the Colombian Congress adjourned, when he believed 
that the treaty would not be ratified— 
to consult the Congress as to whether under such circumstances it w 
not be proper to announce that the canal was to be dug forthwith; tha' 
would give the terms that we had offered and no others; and that i! 
terms were not agreed to we would enter into an arrangement with Pan! 


| direct, or take what other steps were needful in order to begin the eu! 


prise. 


Is not that a statement to the country that the President con- 
templated arranging for the secession of Panama, that it was !1)s 
purpose, long before the so-called revolution occurred at Panam: 
to submit a proposition to Congress to arrange for the canal with 

’anama? He could not do it unless Panama had been induced ' 
secede and to set up a government for itself, propped upon t! 
bayonets and the guns of the United States. Further, the Pres!- 
dent says: 

A third ae was that the people of the Isthmus, who had formerly 
constituted an independent state, and who until recently were united t 


Colombia only by a loose tie of federai relationship, might take the protec 
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tion of their own vital interests into their own hands, reassert their former 
rights, declare their independence upon just grounds, and establish a gov- 
ernment competent and willing to do its share in this great work for civiliza- 


tion. This third possibility is what actually occurred. Everyone knew that 
it was a possibility, but it was not until toward the end of October that it 
a] ceonell to be an imminent probability. 

The President is right when he says that the secession of Panama 
was spoken of; that it was discussed in the press of this country; 
that it was spoken of in Bogota; that the Government of Colom- 
bia had been warned that sucha thing might occur. Thatis true; 


but it is also true, Mr. President, that the President of the United | 


States, long before the adjournment of the Colombian Congress, 
was considering two things: First, the probability of being com- 


pelled to seize Panama and take it out of the Colombian sister- | 


hood of States by sheer force and negotiate with Panama for the 
construction of the canal, or, if a revolution occurred, to take ad- 
vantage of that and negotiate with the revolutionary government. 
That was in the President’s mind most undeniably. 

Mr. President, do you doubt—can any man doubt who reads 
this message—that the President not only contemplated these 
things, but consulted about them with his intimates? The Presi- 
dent speaks his mind freely; and whether directly with represent- 
atives of the Panama revolutionary junta or not, it is beyond ques- 
tion that those who were devising the Panama secession had ample 
information from those who had a right to know what the pur- 
pose of the President was, and they were going to take advantage 
ot it. 


To that extent, Mr. President, he is responsible. He had con- 


ceived the probability of the secession of Panama under his own | 


guidance. He does not pretend that he did not express his opin- 
ions and desires freely; and that being the case, it does no vio- 
lence to the President to suggest that his views and purposes were 
known, considered, and believed in by those who comprised the 
Panama revolutionary junta. Thus we find that long before the 
revolution occurred—if we can dignify it by that name—the Presi- 
dent was contemplating preparations for it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question before he passes from the last subject? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that there 
would have been any impropriety in the President consulting 
Congress with reference to what he would do in case Colombia 
rejected the treaty? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No, sir. But I do think, Mr. President, 
answering the Senator from Connecticut, that there was grave 
impro;iiety in the President suggesting to Congress an act of 
treach: ry to a sister Republic. I do believe that it was a grave 
impropriety for the President to have determined to submit to 
Congress the proposition that it should ignore Colombia and deal 
with a section of Colombia—namely, the Department of Panama, 
for the canal, knowing that he could not do so unless he could 
induce Panama first to secede from Colombia and set up a gov- 
ernment of its own. 

To propose such a thing to Congress would, I takeit, have been 
an insult to the integrity and the honesty of Congress. Certainly 
this body did not and could not have anticipated the submission 
to it of a proposition such as that. and I take it, Mr. President, 
that if the secession had not occurred and Congress had been con- 
vened, if the President had in cold blood submitted to it the propo- 
sition to unite with Panama to wrest it from the Government to 
which it owed allegiance in order that the United States might 
deal with it as an independent nation to secure the canal, that 
the proposition would have been indignantly spurned by every 
Member of Congress, both Senate and House. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not so sure of that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; perhaps I ought not to be so sure 
either. Perhaps I spoke with a little too much certainty, because, 
Mr. President, we have witnessed strange things. Who would 
have supposed six monthsago that the President would have sent 
American vessels of war to Panama, both upon the Atlantic and 
Pacific sides, upon orders to prevent Colombia landing or march- 
ing troops for the purpose of maintaining its sovereignty in Pan- 
ama, and that the kKepublican majority would as one man approve 
the act? But, Mr. President, the power of an Administration has 
been displayed many times, not alone by this Administration but 
by others. I have seen an Administration secure a treaty that 
the judgment of the Senate of the United States was against by 
a large majority. I have seen an Administration secure approval 
of an act that if presented by somebody else than the President 
would have been treated as an insult to the entire body. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

We have been listening to im- 





Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 





peachments of the President, and now we are 
impeachment of Congress. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, Mr. President, it is quite well enough 
to impeach Congress occasionally in its collective capacity. It is 
not above it. It is not anointed from on high. All the wisdom 
and all the virtue of the country does not lodge in Congress, and 
some of its acts are neither to be condoned nor approved. 

Now, with both of these alternatives in the mind of the Presi- 
dent, what do we discover? But first I call attention to another 
statement by the President. He urges the small number of ma- 
| rines on the Nashville and that were landed at Colon on the report 
of danger to American residents, as proof that the Administration 
had no participation in the Panama revolt. If it had, would there 
not have been a much heavier American war force on hand for 
the occasion, he inferentially asks. The Nashville's men were 
landed on November 4. The Nashville reached Colon on the 2d. 
But it officially appears that the Cartagena with its troops was 
| not expected until the 10th, and the Cartagena was the only Co- 
| lombian vessel supposed to be heading for the Isthmus. I quote 
from the President's message: 


listening to an 


Before this telegram was sent, however, one was received from Consul 
Malmros at Colon, running as follows: 

* Revolution imminent. Government force on the Isthmus about 500 men. 
Their official promised support revolution. Fire department, Panama, 441, 
are well organized and favor revolution. Government vessel, Cartagena, 
with about 400 men, arrived early to-day with new commander in chief, To- 
bar. Was not expected until November 10. Tobar’s arrival is not probable 
to stop revolution.” 

Except the Colombian troops that would arrive on the Carta- 
gena, there were none in Panama but those who had been bought 
for the insurrection with the money supplied either by the bank- 
ing syndicate in New York or that was taken out of the Colom- 
bian treasury at Panama. 

Since the Cartagena was not expected until November 10, and 
that was the only vessel supposed to be carrying troops to Panama, 
well might the authorities here believe that the issuance of orders 
to different war vessels of the United States on the 2d of Novem- 
ber would send them to Panama in ample time to afford the sup- 
port to the contemplated revolution which the junta expected. 

On the 2d of November then, before the revolution broke out, 
when it was known that. if a revolution occurred, Colombia 
would as speedily as it might send its forces to overcome it, the 
following order was sent from Washington to the Boston, the 
Nashville, and the Dixie: 

Maintaining free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption is threatened 
by armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed 
force with hostile intent, either Government or insurgent, at any point 
within 50 miles of Panama. Government force reported approaching the 
Isthmus in vessels. Prevent their landing if, in your judgment, the landing 
would precipitate a conflict. 

This dispatch, Mr. President, required American war vessels to 
prevent the landing of Colombian troops within 50 miles of Pan- 
ama. But another dispatch was sent to the same vessels on the 
same date by which the scope of action of our naval force was 
enlarged. The dispatch is as follows: 
NASHVILLE, care American Consul, Colon: 

Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed force 
with hostile intent, either Government or insurgent, either at Colon, Porto 
Bello, or other point. 

From every part of the Isthmus exclude Colombian forces from 
landing if they are landing with hostile intent. Hostile intent 
against whom and what? Not against the United States, but 
hostile intent against the insurgents who were expected to rise 
and overthrow their Government. 


If interruption threatened by 


_ Send copy of instructions to the senior officer present at Panama upon ar- 
rival of Boston 

And then the President tells to what other vessels similar orders 
were sent. 

So, Mr. President, it must be perfectly clear, first, that the 
President knew of the uprising that was threatened; that the Presi 
dent had determined to prevent interference by Colombia with 
the uprising: that the President had made up his mind to defeat 
every effort of Colombia to overcome the rebellion of its subjects, 
not requiring of Panama to demonstrate its ability to maintain 
its independence as against Colombia. Pure, cold-blooded, d: 
erate participation with the rebels, though the President avers it 
was without previous arrangement, but undeniably the secession- 
ists knew his mind. He tells us that his mind was made up. 

It was along the line that his efforts afterwards went. Can 
there be any doubt that the President thoughtlessly, he main- 
tains, played into the hands of the rebels at Panama? Of course 
it was for a purpose. To secure the Panama Canal in defiance of 
treaty obligatiéns and the rules of international law. The law 
of nations provides the same rules of conduct for strong nations 

| dealing with weaker ones that it does for strong nations dealing 
with those equal instrengthand power. But this Administration 
‘ has one rule of conduct for dealings with weak nations and gn- 
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other rule of conduct by which to guide its actions in dealing with 
equal or stronger nations. 

If the weaker nation has what we want, then in the name of 
collective civilization we will take what we want. If we can not 
directly we will get it by connivance and conspiracy and 
ion. I take it, Mr. President, that international law should 
as binding mover the consciences of nations as the civil law is 
ed to be binding upon the consciences of individuals; that 
1e one is as much to be respected and enforced by those in au- 


get ui 
ré bell 
. 

be 
expect 
ti 


thority as the other, and when the head of a great nation fails to 


the commands of international law he is as much a vio- 
ards statute law whether 


observe 
lator of law as is a citizen who disreg 
it be the criminal or the civil code. 

Mr. President, the Cartagena arrived at Colon on the morning 
ofthe3d. Itsofficerslanded. The Cartagenahad brought troops, 
a new governor, anew set of officials for Panama because the Gov- 


ernment had been informed of the disloyalty of Colombian officials 
then in control of Panama. At that time Colombia relied upon 
the good faith of the United States. In all the dealings of Co- | 


lombia with us it had had no occasion to doubt that the obliga- 
tions the United States had assumed by the treaty would be faith- 
fully observed, and that the United States as the controlling 
power of the Western He misphere would deal with Colombia as 


it would with the strongest power upon the face of the globe. It 
had faith in the justice and honor of the United States, and so 
Colombia sent troops to Panama, not to contend with the United 
States, but to replace troops whose loyalty it suspected and to re- 
place Panama’s local official force. 

But what was discovered? As soon as the Colombian officers 
landed at Colon—Generals Tobal and Amaya—they were not only 
refused transportation over the Panama Railroad for their troops 
from Colon to Panama, the seat of Government, but by the chi- 
canery of the railroad officials they were decoyed into going with- 
out their forces to Panama, into the very arms of the conspira- 
tors, whose treachery had not then been displayed in open revolt. 
They were thrown into the Panama prison on the evening of the 
very day they went to Panama. Then, after their arrest, after 
the last train from Panama to Colon had departed on the night 
of the 3d, the revolution came out into the open. It was im- 
mediately accomplished. There were no Colombian forces to op- 
pose them, and a brass band, with some speeches, with the United 
States in the background, gave the secessionists their victory. 

It was not until the morning of November 4 that information 
of the so-called uprising was communicated to the people of Colon. 
On the 3d Colonel Torres, who had been left in command at Colon 
of the Colombian troops, learned of the arrest of his two superior 
officers. He knew it was the result of treachery; that American 
officials, in conjunction with the Panama junta, had prepared the 
trap that led them to the prison. Torres demanded their release, 
and it was when denied that he, it is asserted, threatened the 
lives of Americans at Colon. 

| now take up the Nashville incident, to which the Senator from 
Wisconsin |Mr. SPOONER] referred on yesterday. The following 
is the account given of it by Merrill A. Teague. It has never been 
disputed. He is a journalist of high repute. He visited Panama 
immediately after the disturbances. He wrote these letters and 
they were published in nearly a dozen different influential jour- 
nals in the United States, and no issue has yet been taken with a 
single material fact that his story of the so-called revolution con- 
tains. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator assume that uncontradicted 
newspaper reports are reliable history? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have discovered that whenever a newspa 
per statement is made, especially in the press of the capital, of mat- 
ters with which prominent members of the Administration are 
associated, if they are untrue and relate to material matters, they 
are pretty promptly contradicted. I might refer to a newspaper 
statement which attracted everybody’s attention but a few days 
ago. It is unnecessary to be more specific. The Senator from 
Rhode Island, I think, will recall what I refer to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It was stated in the press that the Chief 
Executive had said that a certain gentleman, when he returned 
to Washington, would be compelled to fish or cut bait, and we 
know how promptly that was denied from the White House, and 
very properly, too. 

This is the account given by 
count which differs from it: 

It was at this juncture that Governor Mollendes— 

Governor Mollendes was appointed mayor of Colon by the revo- 
lutionary government. He had been appointed on the evening of 
the 8d. He got back to Colon on the train on the morning of the 
4th, and this new mayor, a mulatto, was the gentleman who re- 


Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 


Mr. Teague, and there is no ac- 
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| ported d that Colonel Torres was about to assassinate all the 
| American citizens in Colon. 

_It was a this juncture that Governor Mollendes executed a little ¢ oup of 
his own, to which American intervention is directly traceable. 

The let ters of this correspondent are written in the most friendly 
spirit to the Administration. They are in no wise hostile. In 
every one of his comments you can ‘discover his direct and strong 
leanings to the Administration. So when he details facts of the 
revolution we may well conclude that he does not aim to do the 
Administration injustice. He writes: 

It was at this juncture that Governor Mollendes executed a little coup of 


his own to which American intervention is directly traceable. Mollende 

| vited Colonel Torres, the Colombian commander, to meet him in confe) 

| at the Hotel Washington, another isthmian institution which is controlled |} 
the Panama Railroad, 


og 


g all his persuasive abilities Mollendes urged Colonel Torres to 
his troops and sail away, leaving the Isthmus to pursue its ov 
course. This lineofargumentonly increased Torres’s bitterness. He becar 
more defiant, even bombastic, and at 12.3) made a vehement threat that f 
Generals Tovar and Amaya were not given their liberty by 2 o’clock he would 
turn his battalion loose and slaughter every American in Colon, Not] 
suited Mollendes an d the other secesstonists better than th 
threat. Mollendes waited not a minute after hearing Torres’savowal. De- 
spite his excessive avoidupois he broke from the conference room in 
Hotel Was hing ston and running all the way covered the 300 yards to th 

eral offices of the Panama Railroad in rem: urkably fast time. 

There he communicated to General Superintendent Shaler the nature of 
Torres’s threat, and in a moment more a signal was going from the smail 
tower on topof the railroad’s general office, by wigwag, to the Nash e to 
the elfect that the life and property of all Americans in the city wer 
dangered. The long-desired excuse for American intervention had at 
been dis “ove ‘red by the secessionists, and before Torres could have commu 
cated with his force jackies were going over the Nashville's sides, consti it- 
ing a landing party, smallin numbers, but matchless for grit and abil ) 
shoot 


EK —— I 
reembark 


could have 


So the threat to assassinate is based upon what? Based upon 
the report of Mollendes. He may have been truthful and he may 
not, but it is perfectly clear that such a threat was not in accord 
with the known attitude of Colombians toward the United Stat 
at every stage of this transaction and before it. The fact is, the 
Colombian Government and its army have ever shown respect for 
the prowess and strength of the American Army and Navy. It 
has been the policy of Colombia, communicated to the Colombian 
army, to commit no overt act that would bring Colombia in con- 
flict with the United States. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] asked.me yester- 
day whether lLapproved the act of Commander Hubbard in bring- 
ing the American marines and sailorsto Panamasoil. Isay I do, 
To him, when the communication was made, the threat was a 
fact that he could not trifle with, and he very properly ordered 
the men of his command to land and take a position that would 
enable them to protect the American population if it became nec- 
to do so; but there is this disclosed by the communication 


essary 


of Commander Hubbard itself: It is true that the landing and 
behavior of this small body of American marines was, under 
| the circumstances, a brave and proper act; nevertheless, there 
| was in reality no danger from Colonel Torres’s force. Captain 


Hubbard does not claim that the Colombian force made or at- 
ae ited to make any attack. The most he claims is that they 
rht to provoke the Americans into making an attack. The 
fair conclusion is that no attack by the Colombians was contem- 


sou 


plated. But the feeling upon both sides was tense, and a slight 
indiscretion upon either side might have brought on a conflic 


My judgment is that there was no thought™of an attack. 
there had been, forty or fifty American soldiers would not have 
let erred 400 Colombians from striking. It would have been 400 


ait 
against lessthan seventy. True, the Colombians knew the prowe 


il! 
1 
} 


of the American soldier, but tell me what army has not confid: 
in itsown prowess? If the Colombians had been inclined to ma 
in assault upon that occasion, numbering as they did six to one 
| the assault would have been made. 
Mr. President, Torres was denied transportation for his force to 
Panama. The naval officers were compelled to deny it to him un- 


der the orders they had received from Washington. Under those 
circumstances it is not to be wondered at that they were will! 
to retire altogether from Panama. They were useless, not even 
ornamental. Respecting the power of the United States, tau - 
as they had been to believe in the justice of the American natio 
- iving no question at that time but that ultimately justice would 
be done to Colombia by the Government with which Colom! 
had been in treaty relations for more than seventy years, th: 
passage being paid, they embarked upon a British vessel and |r 
the railroad company. the American officials, and those who sym- 
pathized with the uprising, in complete control of Colon. 

This, Mr. President, is a skeleton history of that uprising. 
| This is th» history, so far as the public has knowledge, and that 
| is all by which we can be guided. No American can feel proud 

of his country as he readsit. The course of the President through- 
out all his dealings with that unfortunate country has been 
counter to the principles and actions of every previous Adminis- 
tration with Colombia and the South American republics. What 
‘has the President sought to gain? He had decided, so he and his 


1 
ir 














1904. 


es 


| 


friends admit, to construct the canal by the Panama route or | 


have nocanal at all. In this resolution he defied the act of Con- 
gress that required him to proceed to Nicaragua when honorable 
negotiations for the Panama route failed. 

And why this sudden and unjustifiable determination to force 
the Panama route? [recall that never until the last Congress 
was there any sentiment whatever in the United States for the 
Panama ‘route. It all favored the Nicaraguan. In 1896 the Re- 
publican National Convention declared in its platform— 





The Nicaraguan Canal should be built, owned, and operated by the United 
States. 
Ta 1900 the platform was more general. It reads: 
We favor the construction, ownership, control, and protection of an Isth 
mian canal by the Government of the United States 


The Republican majority in Congress gave construction to that 
declaration as soon as Congress met. In 1902 the Hepburn bill 
was introduced providing for the construction of the Nicaraguan 
Canal, and it passed the House by the remarkable vote of 309 to 2, 
and the two who voted against it, as I understand, are opposed to 
the construction of any canal whatever. Soit may be said that the 
Republican House of Representatives as soon as Congress met 
after that platform declaration of 1900 spoke the meaning of the 
platform, and, so far as it could, provided legislation under which 
to construct a canal. 
lican house declared in favor of the Nicaraguan route. 

That bill came over to the Senate. It was at that time that the 
amended report of the Isthmian Canal Commission was made, in 
which it was stated that in view of the lessening of the price to 
$40,000,000 for the property of the New Panama Canal Company 
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By a practically unanimous vote the Repub- | 


the Commission believed it would be better to adopt the Panama | 


route. 

Mr. President, In my opinion that was an evil day for the real 
friends of an isthmian canal. There was then injected into the 
controversy an element which had not been in it before. It was 
the equivale nt of hanging up a purse of $40,000,000 to be contested 
for. The New Panama company is comfy osed largely of mem- 
bers of the old robber canal company, those who had learned 
their lessons in France and had paid a partial penalty for their 
misdeeds. They had learned the efficacy of immense sums of 
money in corruptiug public sentiment in the purchase of news- 
papers and other influence in the building up of lobbies to haunt 
legislative chambers. 

Bunau-Varilla, one of the principals of the old Panama Canal 
Company, and its engineer, was appointed minister of the new Re- 
public of Panama to the United States, when he had not even set 
his foot in Panama since 1886. He, the accredited minister of a 
new Panama Republic? No; the minister of the New Panama 
Canal Company, representing it. He received some sort of cre- 
dentials from Panama, and he came here to lobby through, as he 
had lobbied through other governments, the scheme in which he 
is so deeply interested and from the success of which he will be 
immensely profited. 

Mr. President, as soon as this purse of $40,000,000 was hung 
up—because if the Panama ronte was adopted $40,000,000 went 
to those who controlled it, while if Nicaragua was adopted, nota 
dollar would be available for anybody, and all that had been done 
at Panama was lost—I could almost see the delivery end of the 
venal press of the United States turned toward Washington, and 
with it came the manufactured change of sentiment. 


one the friends of Nicaragua dropped away. One by one the 


| might underta 


One by | 


ratiks of the Panama cabal were recruited, until by a small ma- | 


jority the Panama bill passed the Senate, went back to the House, 
and was acquiesced in by the House. The House had stood loyally 
for the Nicaraguan Canal, but rather than have no canal its 
Members changed their yotes and gave their support to Panama. 

This, Mr. President, is the history, so far as the country knows, 
of the sudden rise of Panama and the downfall of Nicaragua. 
Nicaragua has been the favorite route of the American people 
since the question of an isthmian canal has been discussed. More 
efforts have been made, by ten to one, by citizens of different 
nations and by different countries to secure a canal at Nicaragua 
than at Panama. 

Examining the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, I 
made a brief synopsis of what has been done from time to time 
in connection with it. Omitting the transactions of the very 
early dates, we find that in 1780 Spain had declared war against 
Great Britain, and an invading expedition under the command 
of Captain Polson was set out from Jamaica. Admiral Horatio 
Nelson, the great British admiral, then a post captain, was in 
charge of the naval operations. 
the general purpose of the expedition as follows: 

In order to give facility to the 
pess the Lake of Nicaragua, whic 
inland Gibraltar of Spanish Ameri ic a. Itcommands the only water pass be- 


tween the oceans; its situation must ever render it a principal post toinsure 
passage to the southern ocean— 
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nerally 


or 


The name by which the Pacific g 


called— 


and by our possessi 


Ocean was then 


on of it Spanish America is divided in two. 


c of Cen- 
rnment, 


On the 8th of February, 1825, the envoy of the Republi 
tral America at Washington, under command of 


er 


his (FOVE 


addressed a letter to Mr. Clay, then Secretary of State, assi ring 
him that nothing would be more grateful to ‘* the Republic of the 
center of America ’’ than the cooperation of the American people 
in the construction of a canal through Nicaragua se that they 
might share not only in the merit of the enterprise, but also in 


the great advantages which it would produce 
Mr. Clay made. a favorable response to this 

stating that if an investigation confirmed the 

it was believed this route posses: 


communication, 
preference 
d, it would be necessary to con- 


which 


sult Congress as to the nature and expense of the cooperation 
which should be given toward the completion of the work. In- 
structions were given to our chargé d'affaires in February, 1826, 
to put the President in po:session of such full information upon 


the subject as would serve to guide the judgment of the authori- 
ties in the United States in determining their interests and duties 
in regard to it. 

In June, 1826, the Re public of Central America decreed that 
proposals should be received for the right to « ‘onstruct an inter- 
oceanic canal via Lake Nicaragua, and ente 


" d into ¢ a contract 
with Aaron H. Palmer and his associates for its construction. 
The navigation and passage through the canal was to be common 


to all friendly and neutral nations. Palmer was unst ssful in 


floating the enterprise and the c ontract was never executed. 
Negotiations were entered into between the Central American 
Republic and a company of the Netherlands for the construction 


of a canal via Lake Nicaragua, 
adopted by the two houses 


and a basis for an agreement 


was 


of Congress in September and Decem- 
ber, 1830. This effort also ended in failure. 
After this failure the Congress of Central America turned tothe 
United States and offered to grant to the Government the right 
7 ¥ 


to construct the canal. Inresponse the Senate,on March 3, 183%, 
passed a resolution requesting the President to consider the expe- 
diency of entering into negotiations with the Republic of Cen- 
tral America and New Granada for the purpose of protecting by 
suitable treaty ee such individuals or com} 
ike to unite the Atlantic and Pacific 


anies as 


ceans by the 


construction of a ship c anal across the American Isth mus and of 
securing forever to all nations the free and equal right of navi- 
gating it on the payment of reasonable tolls. Pre side nt Jackson, 
acting upon the resolution, sent Mr. Charles Biddle to visit Ni 
ragua and Panama for the purpose of cnumnining the different 
routes of communication, etc. 

President Van Buren sent Mr. John L. Stephens to the Isthmus 
to examine and report as to the most feasible route. He recom- 
mended the Nicaraguan as the most desirable, but did not think 
the time was favorable for undertaking such a work because of 
the unsettled and revolutionary condition of the country. 

In 1826 an English company sent out Mr. John Bailey to explore 
the country and negotiate for a conc on. Failing in his main 
purpose, he remained in Central ian sricn, and in 1837 was em- 


ployed by President Morazin to determine the best location for a 


canal. The route he favored was via Lake Nicaragua. 

In November, 1827, Mr. J. A. Lloyd received a commission 
from President Bolivar to survey the Isthmus of Panama in order 
to ascertain the most eligible line of communication across it 
whether by road or canal. He recommended a change of the 
route then used, but made no recommendation as to a canal. 

In 1838 the Republic of New Granada granted a concession to 


a French company, authorizing the construction of roads, rail- 


| roads, or canals across the Isthmus to the Pacific terminus at 
Panama. The company spent several years making explorations 
and communicated the results to the French Govarnment. In 
September, 1843. M. Guizot, minister of foreign affairs, instructed 
Napoleon Garrela to proceed to Panama to investigate the ques- 
tion of the junction of both seas by cutting through the Isthmus 
and report the means of effecting it, the obstacles to be overcome, 
and the cost of such an enterprise. Garrela’s report disappointed 
the expectations that had been raised by the projectors, and no fur- 
ther steps were taken in the matter and the concession was forfeited. 
Then came the dispute with Great Britain as to the boundary 
line west of the Rocky Mountains, the war with Mexico, the ces- 
sion of California, the organization of Osegon into a Territory, 


In his dispatches the latter stated | 


reat object of government I intend to pos- 
1 for the present may be looked upon as the | 


and the discovery of gold. These things made necessary better 
methods of transportation between the two oceans, and negotia- 
tions were entered into with the Government of New Granada to 


secure a right of transit across the Isthmus of Panama, which 
resulted in the treaty of 1846. 
In 1849 the construction of the Panama Railroad was com- 


menced, and the road was completed in 1855. 













In June, 1849, Mr. Elijah Hise, for the United States, nego- 
tiated a treaty with Nicaragua, by the terms of which Nica- 
ragua undertook to confer upon the United States or a com- 
pany of its citizens the exclusive right to construct through 
its territory canals, turnpikes, railways, or any other kind of 
roads, so as to open a passage and communication by land or 


water, or both, for the transit and passage of ships or vehicles, | 


or both, between the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean. In 


return the United States was to aid and protect Nicaragua in | 


all defensive wars. Mr. Hise exceeded his authority in making 
this treaty and it was not approved by the Administration at 
Washington. He was succeeded by Mr. E. G. Squire, who nego- 
tiated another treaty of like character, with modifications. This 
treaty was not ratified. 

The negotiations over these treaties led to the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty of July 5, 1850. By thisit was agreed, among other things, 
that the two contracting parties should support and encourage 
such persons or company as might first commence a ship canal 
through Nicaragua, with the necessary capital and with the con- 


spirit and intention of the convention. A company had already 
been organized that had entered into a contract with Nicaragua 
that was protected by this treaty. 

The following year a company availed itself of the privileges of 
a new contract and established a transportation line from Girey- 
town up the San Juan River and across Lake Nicaragua by 
steamboats to Virgin Bay on the western side of the lake, and 
thence by stage coaches 13 miles over a good road to San Juan del 
Sur. In connection with steamship lines in the two oceans at 
the ends of the transit running to and from New York and San 
Francisco a regular communication was thus maintained between 
the Atlantic and Pacific ports. 

In 1869 General Grant, in his first annual message to Congress, 
commended an American canal on American soil to the Ameri- 
can people. Congress promptly responded to this sentiment by 
providing for further explorations of the Isthmus by officers of 
the Navy, and expeditions were organized and sent out for the 
purpose. 

In March, 1872, 
pointment of a commission to study the results of the explorations 
and to obtain from other reliable sources information regarding 
the practicability of the construction of a canal across the Ameri- 
can continent. The President appointed on this commission Gen. 
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January, 1895, but failed in the House. 


Another bill that retained 
the company organization, but eliminated the private or individual 
stockholders, was passed by the Senate in January, 1899, but no 
final action was taken upon it by the House. 

In March, 1895, the sundry civil bill was approved. 
of amendment provided for a Commission to ascertain the feasi- 
bility, permanence, and cost of the construction and completion 


It by way 


of the canal through Nicaragua. It provided fora board of three 
engineers to be appointed by the President. One from the Corps 


| of Engineers of the Army, one from the Navy, and one from civil 


| engineer, 
sent of the local authorities and on principles in accord with the | 


life. Under regulations to be made by the Secretary of State 
this board was to visit and personally inspect the route, examine 
and consider the plans, profiles, sections, prisms, and specifications 
for its various parts and report to the President. The board was 
appointed and proceeded to Nicaragua in performance of its 
mission, Later a new Commission was appointed conisting of 
Rear-Admiral John P. Walker, U. S. Navy; Col. Peter C. Hains, 
Corps of Engineers, U.S. Army; and Prof. Louis M. Haupt, civil 
; It was designated as the Nicaragua Canal Commission, 
Admiral Walker being named its president. This Commission 
was to have all the powers and duties conferred upon the former 
board and was to report upon the proper route for a canal in 
Nicaragua, its feasibility, and the cost of the work, with the 


| view of making complete plans for the construction of such a 
| canal as was contemplated. 


This brings the history of the transits of the American Isthmus 
and of the efforts to discover or construct a navigable waterway 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific to the close of the nineteenth cen- 
tury in an abbreviated form, except that relating to the Commis- 
sion under whose second report Congress has been proceeding. 

Mr. President, in this connection I desire to call attention to a 
communication from Professor Haupt that is printed in the Manu- 
facturers’ Record upon the subject of the two routes and the con- 
troversy as it now exists. Itis both suggestive and instructive, 


| and I will be pardoned, I know, for calling the attention of the 


| Senate to it. 


a further resolution was adopted for the ap- 


A.A. Humphreys, Chief of Engineers, U. 8. Army; C. P. Patter- | 


son, Superintendent of the Coast Survey, and Commodore Daniel 
Allen, Chief of the Bureau of Navigation. 

The above-named canal commission had before them a report 
on the Nicaragua route made by Maj. Walter McFarland, Corps 
of Engineers, U. 8. Army. who had been detailed by the War 
Department to aid in making these examinations. His report 
was highly favorable, and it placed the cost of the canal, which 
was to be 26 feet deep, at $140,000,000. 

The commission also caused a route for a canal along and near 
the line of the Panama Railroad to be surveyed, and a favorable 
report upon this line was presented. The commission had also 
before it surveys of various routes in Darien and the Atrato 
Valley, reports of which are printed as House Miscellaneous Doc- 
ument No. 113, third session of the Forty-second Congress. This 
interoceanic canal commission reports: 

After a long, careful, and minute study of the several surveys of the vari 
ous routes across the continent, we find that the route known as the Nica 
ragua route (here it is described) possesses, both for the construction and 
maintenance of a canal, greater advantages, and offers fewer difficulties from 
engineering, commercial, and economic points of view, than any one of the 
other routes shown to be practicable by surveys sufficient in detail to enable 
a judgment to be formed of their respective merits. 





The Nicaragua route was again surveyed in 1885 under an order 
of the Secretary of the Navy, by Mr. A. J. Menocal. His report 
shows that the route is altogether feasible. 

In December, 1884, a treaty was negotiated between the United 
States and Nicaragua authorizing the construction of a canal by the 
former over the territory of the latter, to be owned by the two 
contracting parties. While the treaty was pending in the Senate 
it was withdrawn by the President, who stated as a reason for his 
action that it proposed a perpetual alliance with Nicaragua and 
the protection of the integrity of the territory of that State, con- 
trary to the declared policy of the United States. 

In 1887 Nicaragua granted a concession to Mr. A. J. Menocal 
and others for a ship canal, but no construction occurred under 
that concession. 

Then came the organization of the Maritime Canal Company 
for the construction of a canal over the Nicaragua route. The 
operations of that company are so recent that they need not be 
here repeated. Propositions to aid this company were before Con- 
gress for several years, through an arrangement by which the 
Government was to become a stockholder and an indorser of the 
company’s bonds. A bill for this purpose passed the Senate in 





Professor Haupt is a distinct friend of the canal. 
He was amember of the Canal Commission. The communication 
I refer to is printed in the issue of the Manufacturers’ Record ot 
December 24,1903. He comments upon the attitude of the Admin- 
istration toward Colombia and Panama, but I will not occupy the 
time necessary to read that. I will, however, quote what he says 
about the Nicaragua and Panama routes. He says: 
In view of the sequel, as revealed by recent events, it would seem that t) 

rogram to substitute the Senate for the House bill was an adroit piec 

f aldbion. and that the apparent discretionary power was introduced 


| secure the passage of the bill with a determination to adhere to the Panan 


route, because it was regarded as the least injurious to the interests which have 
always opposed the isthmian waterway, cnd possibly, also, with a prescienc: 
of the ease with which its construction couid be indefinitely postponed 

Of the numerous examinations, surveys, and official reports submitted since 
the date of the Childs survey of 1852, none of them deny the entire feasibilit 
and superiority of the Nicaragua route, not even the renowned De Less} 
himself, and the physical conditions remain the same to-day, since they 1 
the work of the Creator. “The winds and the sea obey him.” The calms 
the Bay of Panama, which lies in the zone of the equatorial calm belt, « 
tute a most serious obstacle to the use of that route by the sailing vessel 
is the cheapest known form of ocean carrier, and hence the most feared by « 
petitive transportation interests. 

I recall very well that when the canal discussion was up at 
former session of the Senate the claim that the Panama Canal wa: 
not available for sailing vessels by reason of thequatorial caln 
that prevails on the Pacific side practically throughout the yea! 
was made and admitted. The proof was so conclusive that it was 
confessed, and then it was attempted to avoid it by the suggestion 
that the day of the sailing vessel was fast passing and that nav! 
gation by steam would soon altogether take its place. But, Mr. 
President, the truth remains that it is the cheap transportatio! 
of the sailing vessel that the great transcontinental lines fear mor 
than the much more costly transportation by steam. Neverth 
less, the Panama cabal succeeded in securing action by Congres 
that eliminates the sailing vessels of the world from the use 0 
the isthmian canal and forces sailing vessels as of yore around 
South America. Professor Haupt continues: 

Another reason which may be assigned for the forcing of the Pana: 
route may be found, as stated in the report of the late commission, to be t 
difficulty of securing a tight dam, which is a vital feature for the canal. 

That may be one of the reasons for securing the indorsement of 
the Panama route by those who heretofore have been opposed to 
acanal. I know at least one Senator who did not hesitate to say, 
not publicly, that he was opposed to any canal, and voted for the 
Panama route because it was the most certain to on the con 
struction and ultimate completion of any canal, I read again 
from Professor Haupt: 

Another reason which may be assigned for the forcing of the Panama 
route may be found, as stated in the report of the late commission, to be (/« 
difficulty of securing a tight dam, which is a vital feature for the canal, It is 
said: ‘ E 

“The Bohio dam is the most important structure on the line, being of 
great magnitude, of vital necessity to the scheme, and offering many diffi 
culties of construction. * * * Its total height above the lowest part of the 
foundation is 228 feet. * * * This requires the pneumatic process to be 














used through a length ot 1,314 feet, ot which about 310 feet is at the maxi- 
mum depth of 128 feet below sea level.” 

This depth is unprecedented in pneumatic work. Moreover, the report 
bears inherent evidence that other important features of construction have 
not been satisfactorily solved, for, in referring to the great volume to be ex- 
cavated from the Culebra divide, it says: 

“The amount of excavation in this section is 43,317,200 cubic yards. The con- 
centration of so large an amount of excavation in so smali a space is without 
precedent, The engineer will recognize at once that thorough organization and 
tools specially adapted to the work are here required, * * * The method of 
conducting the work in general principles and in detail should be thoroughly 
worked out before actual execution is begun.” 

Again in reference to the maritime section of the canal at the Colon end, 
the report says: 

“The canal in the low region above and below Gatun must be protected 
from overflow by levees, their total length aggregating about 5.4 miles. The 
height to which these levees should be carried can not be determined with ac- 
curacy from the present data, and must be fixed from the observation of 
floods hereafter. As in all other cases of doubt, a height has been adopted 
which will err, if at all, upon the safe side. For the purpose of estimate, the 
height has been placed at elevation 25.” 

Then Professor Haupt continues: 


From this extract it would seem that further surveys and extended obser- 
vations on flood heights are desired to determine the heights to be fixed for 
the protecting levees, and yet the records show that in the severe flood of 
1879 the Chagres River rose 46 feet and flooded the country for a distance of 
80 miles along the line of the Panama Railroad. This would require an eleva- 
tion of double that given in the report as the basis of an estimate. 

Then he says: 


At the rate of progress previously made in the excavation at Culebra, with 
lavish expenditures and an ample plant, the average has been about 1,000,000 
cubic yards annually during the most active years, so that the 43,000,000 cubic 
yards may make the date for the completion of this part of the work a very 
remote contingency. 

The best that has been done in the Culebra cut heretofore, with 
the most lavish expenditure of money and the use of the most 
scientific tools and machinery, has been in the neighborhood of 
1,000,000 cubic yards per annum. If that is in anywise a test for 
the future of this canal, then it may be safely said that the Cule- 
bra cut alone is an obstacle that can not be overcome for the next 
twenty-five years. Professor Haupt says: 

No mere edict of man can remove these serious difficulties, which are in- 
herent. In this route, and the determination toadhere to it notwithstanding 
the alternative, which is yet available, does indeed emphasize the statement 
that ** the question is simply whether or not we shall have an isthmian canal.” 

Mr. President, it seems to me that these are matters for reflec- 
tion. Why this almost insane determination to have a canal via 
the Panama route or none? Was the voice of the American peo- 
ple so loudly in its favor that Congress is forced to provide for a 
canal which when constructed will give the least competition to 
the great transcontinental lines and, next, will take an unneces- 
sarily long time for completion? Is it or is it not another leaf in 
the history of successful opposition to the opening of an isthmian 
canal that has been made through the influence of those whose 
interest it is to defeat a canal altogether? 

Mr. President, those who have opposed an isthmian canal are 
all in favor of the Panama route. They recognize that the edict 
of the American people is that a canal shall be built. They 
must bow to it, and bowing to it they stand by the route that 
will require much the longer time to construct, whose success- 
ful construction is, according to the report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission yet veiled in doubt, and that eliminates from com- 
petition with them the sailing vessels of the United States and 
of the entire commercial world. 

Mr. President, there are mysteries upon mysteries. If the Presi- 
dent of the United States had followed the law that was given to 
him for his guidance by the Congress of the United States; if he 
had not determined for some inscrutible reason to stand for the 
Panama route, come good, come evil, he would by this time have 
ended negotiations with Colombia, and the construction of the 
Nicaraguan canal might have been almost commenced. 

It will never do to say that those who have opposed this treaty 
from conscientions conviction of solomn duty are opposed to an 
isthmian canal. The real friends of the canal are those who op- 
pose the treaty. The real friends of the canal and who desire its 
speedy construction are those who say, Defeat this treaty; with- 
draw our ships and troops from Panama; let the obligations of 
our treaty with Colombia once more have sway in dealing with 
that unfortunate country, and let us commence the construction of 
a canal to which there are no insuperable obstacles, a canal which 
can be constructed and be placed in full operation, in my judg- 
ment, not less than fifteen or twenty years earlier than the Panama 
Canal, and that is admittedly much more advantageous to Ameri- 
can interests than the Panama Canal. 

Mr. President, as a Senator sworn to observe the supreme law 
of the land, believing that moral considerations should control 
Senators in dealing with nations as well as in dealing with their 
fellow-man, earnestly and anxiously desiring the construction 
and the speedy opening of an isthmian canal which will bring 
into competition with the great transcontinental railways not 
only the steam vessels but the great sailing fleets of the world, 
standing for a canal that will realize the wishes and desires of 


the American people in a much shorter period than is possible | 
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under the Panama scheme, I shall vote against the ratification 
of the Panama treaty, feeling that in doing so Iam best serving 


| my country and its people. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, yes, as stated by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaTrerson], there have been 
mysteries in this debate. It has been a mystery, which I have 
been until now unable to solve, that for days and weeks the 
motives and honesty and good faith of the President of the 
United States—not your. President nor mine alone, but the Presi- 
dent of the United States—should be assailed, sometimes in brutal 
language, sometimes in language the brutality of which was thinly 
disguised, for the action which he has taken in reference to the 
recognition of the new State of Panama. 

But the last half hour of the speech of the Senator from Colo- 
rado dissipates the mystery. It is because, as he announces, that 
there is a determination that the isthmian canal shall not be con- 
structed across the Isthmus of Panama, but shall be constructed 
on the Nicaragua route. The purpose of the attack to which we 
have listened, and the arguments which have been made, and the 
suspicions which have been dealt in, were perhaps disclosed by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] even more boldly than 
by the Senator from Colorado. The Senator from Tennessee 
stated in effect. almost in words, that the President of the United 
States had violated all constitutional obligations, every canon of 
international law, and the plain statute law of the United States, 
rather than to allow a canal to be built where the Democratic 
party desired it to be built. I think I do the Senator no injustice, 
although I may not quote his langnage with absolute accuracy. 

So I am glad, for one, that the reasons of these objections, of 
these arguments and insinuations, of this questioning of motives 
is at last disclosed. I do not desire in this debate to follow all 
these charges, all these attacks and arguments, in their various 
ramifications, but I do desire briefly to call the attention of the 
Senate to some facts. 

One important fact, which seems to have been almost over- 
looked in this discussion, is that there has been a new State. anew 
nation established, created, and organized in the family of 
nations, a new State as thoroughly capable of dealing with the 
other nations of the world as is the United States or Great 
Britain, Germany, France, Russia, Brazil, Peru, Nicaragua, or 
any of the other nations which have recognized the Republic of 
Panama. Thatisa fact. It is a fact which can not be gainsaid, 
which can not be overthrown any more than can the nation 
which has thus taken its place among the nations of the world be 
overthrown except by violence and war. 

We have recognized it. It is said that we have done so in 
violation of the rules of international law. I may refer to that 
before I get through with my remarks, but we have done it. So, 
since the 13th of November last there has been a State called the 
** Republic of Panama”’ entitled to all the consideration which any 
state in this world is entitled to: as fully competent to deal with 
us and with other nations as is any other country. 

If we have violated the principles of international law in the 
recognition of that State, and thereby assisted it to take its place 
among the nations of the world, then at least twenty other govern- 
ments of the world have violated all the canons of international 
law. so when anyone attempts to impeach the Government of 
the United States for having improperly. prematurely, or hastily 
recognized this new nation—this new State—they not only do that, 
but they assume to impeach all the great nations of the earth in 
the same words. If we have violated international law. so has 
England, so has France, so has Germany in the recognition of 
this new State. 

I have been surprised that Senators who say that the President 
of the United Stutes,in his recognition of this new State, had vio- 
lated the principles of international law did not think that in so 
saying they were laying a charge at the doors of the great nations 
of the world, which have existed and studied international law 
for hundreds of years, and who have the best international law- 
yers, perhaps, in the world to advise them. I am surprised, 
when France within three days after the recognition extended by 
the United States to the Republic of Panama, Germany within a 
few days thereafter, and Great Britain within about a month rec- 
ognized this new Republic, this new State, that Senators should 
arise here and charge the United States with a violation of the 
canons of international law. Iam surprised that in their zeal to 
attack the President of the United States they should not have 
seen that their arguments also led them into an attack of the 
other great powers of the world, and the rulers and cabinets and 
statesmen of those powers. 

It is a fact, Mr. President, that the State, called the ‘‘ Republic 
of Panama,”’ exists, and that we can enter into relations with it 
and it can enter into relations with us, and that nothing can 
change that fact or deprive that State of the power to enter into 
relations with us, or us to enter into relations with it, except force, 
war, conquest. 


; 
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That bein: so, we take note of one other fact: That State has 
negotiated with the United States a treaty, a treaty which by that 
State has been ratified. 
treaties in open session, and Iam not going tosay anything about 
this treaty which may not be said in open session. 
made public. By the treaty that State, equipped with all the 
powers of a State, proposes to give the United States of America 
the right to construct a canal across its territory. 

if that treaty be ratified here in the Senate, without amend- 
ment, it is the end of this long, long, weary controversy for the 
building of a canal which shall join the waters of the Atlantic 
and the Pacific ocea 
. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senat 
necticut yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire toask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut a question, which is, whether or not he believes that if the 
United Stat 
manded the entire Isthmus of Panama upon the penalty of with- 
drawing American war vessels from its ports, we should not have 
got it? In other words, is it not ours if we see fit to take it? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think that ques- 
tion is entirely outside of any discussion which I was making. I 
think I will answer it before I conclude my remarks; but right 
at this period I want to ask Senators what they are going to do 
with that treaty? I believe under the provisions of the Spooner 
but certainly, if it be hecessary to supplement that, by 
provisions which could surely be passed through this Congress, 
a canal can be commenced before this Congress shall adjourn, 
and completed, and nobody on the face of the earth can longer 
say us “‘ nay.’’ 

Now, I want to ask those who are opposed to this treaty what 
they are going to do with this fact and with this condition? 
Will they vote against the ratitication of the treaty because 
they think perhaps there was haste in its negotiation; because, 
against the word of the President of the United States, they 
still think that in some way or other the President was in com- 
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I know it is not customary to speak of | 


It has been | 


es, in negotiating this treaty with Panama, had de- | 


plicity with the revolution which created the State of Panama, or | 


for any of the other reasons which have been discussed here? 
Will they vote against the treaty except for the very reason 
avowed by the Senator from Colorado, that he proposes to pre- 
vent, if possible, the building of this canal across the Isthmus of 
Panama, so that it may be built across Nicaragua? 

It has been said, Mr. President, that great wrong has been done 
to Colombia; that Colombia has a just right to complain of the 
United States; that we have helped to wrest from her a portion of 
her territory. I deny these charges and these assumptions. But 
suppose it be true that we have acted hastily; suppose it be true 
that we are in some way responsible for the creation of this new 
State; that in some way the moral aid of the United States has 
been given to the creation of the new State—what is to be done? 
What will Senators do then? The Senator from Colorado is very 
frank about it. He would withdraw the ships of the United 
States which now patrol the waters of the Isthmus of Panama. 
Would any other Senator do it? How many Senators does he 
think will vote for the resolution which, with the views he enter- 
tains, he ought to introduce, running something in this way: 

Resolved by Congress, That the President be directed to withdraw from 
the Isthmus of Panama the naval veasels now in those waters. 

I think, Mr. President, that when Senators came to face that 
issue they would hesitate. 
shall be constructed except across Nicaragua, they would prob- 
ably do it; but if they desire the construction of a canal along 
the route already selected by the Congress of the United States, 
I think they would not vote for such a resolution. 

I thank the Senator from Colorado for his frankness and his 
boldness, but I do not think he represents the wishes or sentiments 
of the American people. I do not think they would be satisfied 
that the Congress of the United States, issuing its directions to 
the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, shou!d require 
the withdrawal of those vessels from those waters. Would he go 
further than that? Would he say, if he thinks as he argued and 
as other Senators have argued, that we, the United States, pre- 
vented Colombia from putting down its revolution, that we should 
right that wrong, or so-called wrong, by going there and helping 
Colombia to recover the Republic of Panama? Where would 
Senators stop? 

So much for the fact, Mr. President, which seems to have been 
lost sight of, but which can not be ignored—the fact that here is 
this State fully organized, fully equipped, with power to nego- 
tiate with us, and which has negotiated with us a treaty, ratified 
upon its part, for the construction of a canal across the Isthmus 


If they are determined that no canal | 
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to discharge the duties which have been placed upon it by the 
nations of the earth in making it their trustee, for accomplishing 
this great work in the interest of commerce, in the interest of 
civilization, and in the interest of peace. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe Senator wiil yield to me, I will make a 
motion that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 5 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 
21, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 20, 1904. 


[Continuation of legislative day of Tuesday, January 19, 1 
AFTER THE RECESS. 

The recess having expired, at 11.55 a. m. the House was called 
to order by the Speaker. 

PURE FOOD, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House reso 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 1) 
Union for the further consideration of the bill which was before 
the House yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state o 
Union, with Mr. LAWRENCE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of t] 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consic 
tion of House bill 6295, known as the pure-food bill. Wher 
committee rose yesterday amendments were being consider: 
the second section. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, where is it we are at? 
ter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenthecommittee rose yesterday amend- 
ments were being considered to the second section. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the : 
ond section by striking out the words ‘* mixed ’’ and ** or imita 
in line 11, page 18, and inserting before the word ‘* misbranded ”’ 
the word ‘* or.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, line 11, strike out the words “‘mixed" and “or imitated” and 
insert before the word * misbranded” the word “or.” 

Mr. CLARK. The reason I do that is this: Down in line 29 
page 12, the phraseology is ‘‘ adulterated or misbranded.”’? © 
on the next page the same phraseology is used in line 8. W 
you get down to the last part of line 10, it says ‘‘ such adu! 
ated, mixed, misbranded, or imitated food.’’ That is, it puts in 
that line (the word **such’”’ referring to what has gone befor 
the additional words ‘* mixed’”’ and ‘‘imitated.’’ I suggest to th 
chairman of the committee that, for the purpose of consist 
in the bill, either the words ‘* mixed and imitated’’ oug! 
struck out in line 11 or they ought to be also inserted in line 

mage 12, and in line 8 on page 13. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have neobjection at all 
striking out the word **mixed’’ and the words ‘‘ or imitated 
and inserting the word ‘“‘ or’”’ in line 11 of page 13. 

Mr. CLARK. All right. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sec. 3. That the Director of the Bureau of Chemistry and Foods shal! m: 
or cause to be made, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by 
retary of Agriculture, examinations of specimens of foods and dr 
for sale in original unbroken packages in the District of Colum): 
Territory or in any State other than that in which they shall have bee! 
spectively manufactured or produced, or from any foreign count 
tended for shipment to any foreign country, which may be collected fr 
to timein variouspartsofthe country. Ifitshallappear from any su 
ination than any of the provisions of this act have been vioiated, th 
tary of Agriculture shali at once certify the facts to the proper UL! 
district attorney, with a copy of the results of the analysis, dul 
cated by the analyst under oath, which certificate shall be admitted in 
dence in all courts of the United States without further verification 

Mr.MANN. Mr. Chairman, inline 13 the word * than *’ should 
be the word ‘‘that.’’: I offer that informal amendment. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthereisno objection, theinformal amenc- 


d to 


[Lau 


| ment will be agreed to. 


of Panama, and the further fact that the ratification of that treaty | 


by the Senate of the United States and the exchange of ratifica- 


tions with Panama gives the United States full right and power ' 


There was no objection. ; 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend section 3 }) 
striking out all after the word “‘ country,”’ in line 12. I will rea: 


the words I want stricken out, and then I will give the reason fo! 
striking them ont. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 14, line 12, after the word “ country,” strike out the remainder of 
said line, and lines 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19. 
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Mr. CLARK. The words which should be stricken out are 
these, and I ask the patient and careful attention of every man 
in the House: 

Tf it shall appear from any such examination that any of the provisions of 
this act have been violated, the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once certify 
the facts to the proper United States district atgorney, with a copy of the 
results of the analysis, duly authenticated by the analyst under oath, which 
certificate shall be admitted in evidence in all courts of the United States 
without further verification. 

Mr. Chairman, that provision violates the sixth amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States. There is not a man in the 
House that can read amendment 6 and then read the language of 
the bill which I have just read without recognizing the fact that 
the provision of this bill just quoted runs counter to that amend- 
ment. One of the clauses in that amendment is that— 

In all criminal prdsecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to be con- 
fronted with the witnesses against him, 

There is not a State in the Union in which that same provision 
does not appear in its constitution. Every man that has ever 
practiced law, and every man that has ever been around a court- 
house much, knows that the most valuable right that a defendant 
has in a criminal case is the right to be confronted by the wit- 
nesses and to have them cross-examined. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, if I can get my time extended. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is not this provision applicable to civil 
cases? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; and it is also applicable to criminal cases. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Then, in so far as it is applicable to civil 
cases, it is not unconstitutional? 

Mr. CLARK. No. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does not the gentleman think that when 
he said that the unconstitutionality applied to all cases he was not 
correct? 

Mr. CLARK. I never said it was applicable to all cases. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman said generally it was un- 
constitutional, and he now says it is unconstitutional with refer- 
ence to certain specific cases. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I believe I can generally state 
what I want to. What I stated was that in a criminal prosecu- 
tion that clause in this bill is unconstitutional in so far as it ap- 
plies to a criminal prosecution. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But the provision is not unconstitutional 
according to the gentleman’s statement as applied to a large 
number of cases in this bill. 

Mr. CLARK. Then why does not this bill confine it to cases 
in which it can be applied in a constitutional way? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I presume that is because everybody 
knows or ought to know that a law may be constitutional as ap- 
plied to certain facts and circumstances, and unconstitutional as 
applied to others. The law is constitutional so far as civil cases 
are concerned, at least. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of this committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Herpurn], is not only a veteran legislator, but is a veteran 
lawyer. I want to propound to him and to this House this ques- 
tion: What is the sense of incorporating into this bill a clause 
which is palpably unconstitutional? Up to the present time hu- 
man ingenuity has never been able to devise a better scheme for 
the ascertainment of truth, for exposing of ignorance, or for the 
discovery of perjury, than cross-examination. 

There is not a jodge in the United States who for two seconds 
would permit a certificate from the Secretary of Agriculture to 
be used in a criminal case against a defendant at bar, and the 
truth about the whole thing is that we have fallen into the bad 
habit in this House of slapping together a bill in any shape, rail- 
roading it through in the raw, and then sending it over to the 
Senate, taking chances on Senators putting it into what they con- 
sider to be properform. Iam opposed tothat. There were some 
who doubted the point which t made yesterday that sections 8 
and 9 are unconstitutional, but there is not a lawyer in the House 


who will rise in his place and state here that this particular clause | 


or sentence is not unconstitutional when applied to criminal cases. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. Mr. Chairman, before I reply to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] I wish tosay that on yesterday 
I entirely misapprehended the bill as it stood, or rather was in 
ignorance of the presence in this bill of one of the important sec- 
tions or clauses of the bill. I have been all of my life, since I 
have been a lawyer, wholly opposed to punishing any man for a 
crime that he did not purposely or negligently commit. I there- 
fore voted for an amendment inserting certain words point- 
ing out the willful character of the violations that would come 
Within the scope of this enactment. I had not read the bill with 
that care which I should, and on further examination I am satis- 
fied that in section 6, beginning on page 17, there is an entire and 
adequate protection to a retail dealer who has in his possession 


the certificate of the manufacturer that the article is pure. There- 
fore, when the opportunity comes, I shall vote on the other side of 
the question. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] made such 
a strong and lucid statement of the case that it strengthened my 
opinion that we were proceeding in the direction that I have com- 
batted so many years. I know that the precedents of the statutes 
of the country are against even the position which I take. For 
instance, the first conviction ever upheld because of the sale of 
adulterated milk was upheld by the supreme court of Massachu- 
setts on the ground that it was the duty of the retailer to know 
whether he was selling a fraudulent article or not, and the same 
question, although controverted by myself originally, was so up- 
held by the supreme court of Ohio. Yet I have never favored 
that sort of legislation and voted upon the long-established opin- 
ion which I have held. 

Now, as to the objection made by the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. CLARK], I do not think it is well taken. In the first place, 
as to this document which is to be used in evidence, I should have 
said myself that it was not necessary to say that it was competent 
evidence, because if it is not competent evidence no enactment of 
Congress can make it so, provided its incompetency grows ont of 
the constitutional provision that the gentleman from Missouri 
has cited. 

But there are two answers to the proposition. The first one is 
that this evidence, even under his argument, is competent in a 
civil action, which is the principal action sought to be enforced 

| by its presence. Thus far I think everyone will agree with me 
that the certificate of the officer who has made the examination 

| is competent. Itis not conclusive. This act does not undertake 

| to give to that certificate the force and effect of law or of the 

| truth of the certificate in its character and value as proof, but it 

| says that for whatever it may be worth it shall be competent 
evidence. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio what construction he places upon the words 
‘* without further verification,’’ in lines 18 and 19, and whether he 
does not believe that those words were intended to convey to the 
mind of the district attorney prosecuting, or to the mind of the 
judicial officer, the idea that there need be no further investiga- 
tion into the truth of the certificate or further cross-examination 
of the analyst making the certificate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think that the language can bear 
any such construction as the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Why should the words to which I have 
referred be there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the meaning is that the signature 
of the officer, without any other verification, without any further 
proof of the character of the examination, shall be competent 
evidence. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does the gentleman mean-— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That language gives to the paper the 
character of a written record, which does not necessarily import 
verity, but does import competency as a matter of evidence. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CLARK. * I ask that the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] have five minutes further, and when that additional time 
is granted I want to ask him a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. On account of the condition of my throat 
I am speaking to-day with some difficulty, and I should lke five 
minutes more, so that I may not be hurried. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to granting to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio an extension of five minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK (to Mr. GROSVENOR), 
plain constitutional provision? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam coming to that now. I may differ 
from some of my friends around me here as to the question which 
would arise inacriminal case. The constitutional provision first 
applies beyond doubt to a criminal prosecution. 

Mr. CLARK. Undoubtedly. 

| Mr. GROSVENOR. Everybody would say that. 

Mr. CLARK. That is all it does apply to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. My contention is that it ap- 
plies to the “ witness’’ and not to the character or value of the 

| public document made evidence by the statute itself. Now, to 
illustrate: A soldier is on trial for desertion. Is it not competent 
to bring the muster roll of hiscompany and regiment, certitied by 
the War Department, as evidence that he was a soldier? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; but amendment 6 specifically excepts that 
sort of a case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; we will come to that in a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. CLARK. I want youtocometoitright now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not hurry me, 

| because I am talking under a very great disadvantage. 


What do you say about the 
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Now, in the next place, I call the attention of the committee to 
the distinction in all law books between the word ‘‘ witness ”’ and 
the word ‘‘ evidence.’’ Evidence is one thing, and is widely dis- 
tinguished from the word ‘* witness.’’ The constitutional provi- 


in his favor.’’ Now, that, in my judgment, does not apply toa 
written document offered to be used in evidence, because if that 
were so it would be simply impossible to try any man for forgery, 
or counterfeiting, or desertion, or a great many other things. 

Take the case of the manifest of goods shipped or the consular 
manifest from abroad. On a charge of smuggling you can not 
cross-examine the paper; a man can not be confronted by it as a 
living witness. SoI make the distinction between the term “ evi- 
dence,’’ meaning a living embodiment of humanity, and the term 
‘* document ’’—a dumb witness—the paper, the counterfeit money, 
the forged order, the stolen goods, or whatever else it may be 
that is made competent evidence, but is not a ‘‘ witness’’ within 
the meaning of the constitutional provision. 

But my answer on this whole matter is that it is competent for 
us to leave this provision in the bill for the purposes of all civil 
actions growing out of this measure, and allow the courts of the 
country to administer it so far as criminal proceedings may arise. 

Mr. CLARK. Iak unanimous consent for five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] concluded? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
asks unanimous consent to occupy five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of | 


the House to the peculiar verbiage of the last part of this sentence: 


Which certificate shall be admitted in evidence in all courts of the United 
States without further verification. 


That is what I am objecting to, both because it is unconstitu- | 


tional and wrong in principle. 

I may be mistaken about it, but it seems to me that if that lan- 
guage be literally construed, all that has to be done is that the 
prosecuting attorney or the district attorney shall rise in his 
place, address the court, and say, ‘‘ I have here a certificate from 
the Agricultural Department at Washington, certifying so and so, 
and I offer it as evidence.”’ If the trial judge pays any attention 
whatever to this statute, then that certificate is simply slipped 
into that case without even a messenger carrying it to that court; 
it may be sent by letter. 

I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, 
a question. He is not only a veteran lawyer, but he is a distin- 
guished criminal lawyer. What would he doif the legislature of 
Ohio or the Congress should pass a law authorizing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to make analysis of the contents of a stomach 
where it is charged that the dead person was poisoned? What 
would you do if they undertook to introduce one of those certifi- 
cates in a case where you were defending a person for murder? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not catch the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. CLARK. I say suppose the legislature of Ohio or the Con- 
gress of the United States were to pass a law authorizing the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to make an analysis of the contents of a 
dead person's stomach in a case where it is charged that death 
was produced by poison and to certify to what was founc in the 


stomach, and that the certificate should be offered in the courts | 


of Ohio or the United States courts as evidence against the de- 
fendant. What would = do if you were defending the person? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would first save an exception to the in- 
troduction of the evidence. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK. Of course you would save an exception. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Secondly, I would proceed at once to in- 
sist that the man who made the analysis was alive, if he was alive, 
and I would bring him into court under the provision that my 
— was entitled to have him there, and I would cross-examine 

im. 

Mr.CLARK. Yes; and thatis exactly what Iam contending for. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hopelI have maintaiped the reputation 
that the gentleman gave me as a competent lawyer, at least. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to retract one thing that I said a while 
ago about the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, Colonel Hersurn. He is not guilty of this at- 
tempted great wrong individually, except so far as he consented 
to it. He is not primarily responsible for this bold attempt to in- 
fract the Constitution of the United States as well as the consti- 
tution of every State in the Union. Judge RussEL1, of Texas, 
calls my attention to the fact that in the bill as originally intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Iowa section 3 stopped short after 
the word “‘ oath’ that is now in this seventeeth line, and does not 
contain these words, which I am trying to strike out: 


Which certificate shall be admitted in evidence in all courts of the United 
States without further verification. 
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I take it that the gentleman from Iowa, Colonel Hepsury, is 
too good a lawyer to put that kind of stuff into a bill of his own 
motion, and then ask the House of Representatives and the Sen- 


| ate of the United States to pass it and the President of the United 
sion is that the accused shall be *‘ confronted with the witnesses | 
against him and have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses | 


States to sign it, but that some other gentleman, with less knowl- 
edge of law than the gentleman from Iowa, but with a greater 
zeal in behalf of some particular interest in this country, slipped 
that obnoxious clause into this bill surreptitiously and unbeknown 
to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If a man were indicted for 


| selling property under a mortgage, what would be the character 
| of the certificate that could be used as proper evidence before a 


grand jury? 
Mr. CLARK. Well, now, let meask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; answer that. 
Mr. CLARK. Well, yes, I will answer that. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And then I willanswer yours. 
Mr. CLARK. You can use that mortgage in a criminal pro- 
cedure. You could use this certificate in a criminal procedure if 
the right kind of machinery were provided for it. But when you 


| come to use that mortgage you can not slip that mortgage into 


the case without having a witness on the witness stand to identify 
it and to be cross-examined. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Under the laws of all the 
States I am familiar with you can put that mortgage in when it is 
a certified record from the office of the probate judge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 


| has expired. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Missouri have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman having expired, 
the gentleman from Georgia asks that the time of the gentleman 
from Missouri be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, the procedure in the case that you suggest 
is this: The recorder of the county—that is what we call him in 
Missouri; he is called the county clerk in Kentucky, and I do not 
know what he is called elsewhere—is put upon the witness stand. 
You have a witness there right before your face, from whom you 
can find out whether this is a bogus certificate or a real one. You 
can cross-examine him to your heart’s content. 

But in this case you can send the certificate of the Department 
by mail to St. Louis or elsewhere, and the district attorney under 
this bill may shove it into the case. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now, is it not a fact, under 
the additional requirements of this third section that you propose 
to strike out, that there are more safeguards in it to bring the 
evidence that is to be certified without qualification than in the 
case of a mortgage? ° 

Mr. CLARK. No, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is perfectly plain and 
patent in this. In the first place, you have that the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall certify the facts to the proper United States 
district attorney, with a copy of the results of the analysis duly 


| authenticated by the analyst under oath. That has all got to b 


certified under oath, and if this is so it is evidence, and nothing 
else but evidence. It does not carry verity with it. The theory 
of this section is merely to make it a record, not one bearing ver- 
ity, but as the usual record in the case. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I have yielded to the gentleman 
nearly the whole of my five minutes, and I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will not the gentleman from Missouri mod 
ify his amendment soasto strike out all after the word “ oath,”’ in 
line 17, down to and including the word “ verification,’’ in line 1: 

Mr. CLARK. That is all I objected to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But your amendment covers more. 

Mr. CLARK. I know it covered more than was necessary, be- 
cause I did not have time to separate the section properly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I suggest that you move to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘ oath,” in line 17. ’ : 

Mr. PAYNE. DoI understand the gentleman from Missouri 
wants more time? 

Mr. CLARK. I want to get through with this thing, because 
I believe I am right about it. I want to modify my amendment 
by striking out all after the word “‘ oath,” in line 17. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lines 17, 18, and 19, strike out all after the word “ oath,” in line 17. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yieldtome now? You 
have asked me a hypothetical question; let me ask you one now. 

Mr. CLARK. It took you a good while to get your wits to- 
gether. [Laughter.] 












Mr. GROSVENOR. I have already disposed of that. Now 
you can get your wits together. Let me suppose that a man in a 
certain county of Missouri is charged with bigamy. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And it is alleged or claimed that in a cer- 
tain other county, or in another State of the Union, I do not care 
which, he was married to a certain person. 

Mr. OLMSTED and others. A woman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A woman; female. [Laughter.] After 
proving the more recent marriage the district attorney produces 
the record, a certified copy of the record, certifying that it is a 
true copy of the marriage record. The court takes judicial knowl- 
edge of the laws of that State, or having proof of it, as the case 
is made up. Then, with identification of the man as being the 
same man charged in the record, would that record be competent 
evidence to prove the offense? 

Mr. CLARK. It would be competent pro tanto. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Pro tanto? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; pro tanto. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. .Then, this record is a record pro tanto? 

Mr. CLARK. It would be competent thus far: That in a cer- 
tain record in a certain county in Missouri there was a record of 
the marriage; but it would not be competent to show by certifi- 
cate that the defendant was the same man. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly not. 

Mr. CLARK. Then, what do you argue? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have already said there must be a wit- 
ness to identify the man, and this is not precluded. 

Mr. CLARK. But somewhere you have the right to cross-ex- 
amine every witness. Now, in the case you suggest it is an offi- 
cial record. But in this case up here, it is a mere certificate of 
some chemist somewhere or other, not toa fact, but simply to 
his opinion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. ; 

Mr. CLARK. Wait a minute. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- | 


yired. 

Mr. CLARK. 
settle this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK. The very purpose of this statute is to make this 
certificate a record, and clothe it with exactly the same power as 


I ask another five minutes, as it is important to 


a mortgage or mortgage record or any other record provided for | 


under the statutes. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the case that the 
gentleman from Ohio speaks of, that is an official certificate by 
an officer of the law. 

In this case in this bill a chemist in a Department in Washing- 
ton is not certifying to a fact, but he is certifying to his opinion, 
and who cares what his opinion is? I desire to call your atten- 
tion to another thing. The man who makes this certificate makes 
it ex parte. There is no chance for anybody to cross-examine 
him. Such a skillful cross-examiner as the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] is might take one of these chemists and in a 
good many cases by a strict and intelligent cross-examination may 
make him reverse his opinion, as we have all seen it done time 
and again in the trial of a case in court. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I would 
not attempt to cross-examine one of these gentlemen at all; I 
would refer them to the Civil Service Commission. . 

Mr. CLARK. They are about of a piece with the Civil Service 
Commission; they are part of it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Would not the chemist when put on the stand 
be required to qualify as an expert before the testimony would be 
admitted at all? 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This would make evidence without the slight- 
est qualification. He may be a mere clerk in a Department. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir; and I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman for the suggestion. ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. And this is an oxtrageous proposition. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; itis. Now, I want to make another sug- 
gestion to the gentleman from Ohio. He stands up here year in 
and year out and inveighs against this ‘‘ civil-service fraud,’’ as 
he denominates it. I donot denominate it any such thing. Now, 
he comes in here and insists that some underling in the Agricul- 
tural De ent, who got in there through this very same 
“fraud” he is always protesting against, shall be permitted to 
make an analysis, the certificate of which shall be used as evi- 
dence in any nook or corner of the country against a defendant in 
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a criminal trial. It does not lie in his mouth to come in here and 
attempt to bolster up any part of the civil-service system. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, to adopt the proposed 
provision that the certificate of the analyst giving the result of 
an analysis shall be admitted in evidence in all courts of the 
United States without further verification is not only to make a 
wide departure from the rules that obtain in the trials of civil 
and criminal cases, but is to set aside by force of legislation the 
safeguards which the law has always provided to an accused 
party for the protection of his rights and the proper ascertain- 
ment of the truth. 

It is proposed that an ex parte certificate of a subordinate official 
holding office by appointment shall be allowed in evidence with- 
out proof of the qualifications or expertness of the party making 
the analysis and without the opportunity or right to cross- 
examine him. Such an innovation on the law of evidence should 
not be permitted: 

It was well suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] that no defendant accused of a violation of law should be 
deprived of this highly important privilege of cross-examination. 

Indeed it may well be doubted whether such a provision is con- 
stitutional at all. The gentleman from Alabama, as well as the 
gentleman from Ohio, suggests that a certified copy of a record 
could be introduced in evidence under the laws of their respective 
States. The cases are not analogous. 

It is intended by the framers of the bill now under considera- 
tion to allow whoever may be for the time being selected as the 
scientist for the Department to certify to an analysis, and his cer- 
tificate is to be accepted in all courts without allowing the ac- 
cused to show inaccurate tests, false analysis, want of profes- 
sional skill on the part of the chemist, improper motive, or even 
honest mistake. 

All these things might be disclosed on a cross-examination, yet 
under the bill the accused is to be concluded by a certificate made 
ex parte and in secret. A suggestion was made that the certifi- 
cate is to be likened toa certified copy of a mortgage, which when 
certified could be admitted in evidence. Such a case is entirely 
foreign to the one to which the bill relates. If 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield 








| to the gentleman from Iowa? 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It might be possible to have a modification 
of this, and there would be no objection on the part of the com- 
mittee to consenting to a motion to strike out the words following 
the word ‘‘ oath,’’ in line 17, and if the gentleman will permit me 
just a moment 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The objection, as I understand it, is the lan- 
guage in the last two lines: 

Which certificate shall be admitted in all courts of the United States with- 
out further verification. 

Suppose it be made applicable only to all civil cases; then the 
objection which is urged would not properly lie. 

Suppose the gentleman from Missouri adds, after the word 
** verification,’’ the words ‘‘ in all civil cases under this act,’’ so 
that it will read ‘*‘ which certificate shall be admitted in evidence 
in all courts of the United States without further verification in 
all civil cases under this act.’’ 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I should be as unalterably opposed tosuch 
a provision as lam to the paragraph as it now stands. For the 
purposes of my objection it is immaterial whether the case in 
which the ex parte certificate is to be used is a civil or a criminal 
one, or whether the penalty entails the imposition of a fine or the 
imprisonment of an alleged offender. 

The principle is the same. The legislation is just as vicious 
and the innovation on the rules of evidence just as dangerous. To 
so invade the good old rule of the common law is dangerous. I 
object to it. o mere appointee in a department or bureau should 
be given such wide scope and invested with the power which this 
section gives to the so-called analyst, even though the penalty was 
a single penny. 

The stigma cast on a defendant who may happen to be innocent 
remains in the eyes of the community the same. 

One charged with violating the law should have the right to 
cross-examine, so that the tribunal, court. or jury may say 
whether the analysis made was a good or a bad one; whether it 
was indeed one which stands the proper tests; whether it was one 
on which reliance can be placed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
his time be extended for three minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
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suggested that in a prosecution for bigamy a marriage record, 
properly certified, could be introduced in evidence. 


tificate would not be admissible. 
If the certificate authenticated the record signed by bride and 


groom, and this was properly authenticated under some statute | 
which made that record so executed evidence, then, possibly, such | 
But it never was and I hope | 


certified record might be admitted. 
it never will be the law that a mere statement or opinion of an 


officer against one accused of a violation of law shall be admitted | 


without giving the accused that right to examine into the quali- 


fications of the so-called expert, and without the important privi- | 


lege to cross-examine. 


It would be an unsafe doctrine to interject in our law. It is so 


violative of every principle of justice that it onght not to be re- | 


tained in the bill. Whether the case be civil or criminal, the 
effect which an unjust conviction might produce is almost the 
same, and I should, unless some safe, wholesome legislative rule 
was provided, seriously object to having any man convicted un- 
less the evidence against him was of a character warranted by 
the good, old common law and of a kind which, allowing an ac- 
cused to confront the witnesses against him, meets the. spirit of 
the Constitution. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


address the committee for five minutes. . 
The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
Is there ob- 


The CHAIRMAN. 
consent to address the committee for five minutes. 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentle- 

nan from Missouri if he will make the modification I suggested. 

Mr. CLARK. 
HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this section was deemed 
necessary for this reason: The bill provides that the duty of mak- 
ing a chemical investigation in any part of the country for any of 
the States may be imposed upon the officers of the Government 
authorized under this law, men who have an official character, 
men whose appointment and whose official character is evidence as 
to their competency, and that is why, to some degree at least, the 
necessity for cross-examination as to their fitness is not required. 

Now, these officers are sent from the capital here—say, to the 
State of Iowa—for the purpose of making a series of investiga- 
tions, perhaps in regard to many articles. . They are officers; they 
make an official statement of what they do, and the purpose of 
this statute is to give that official statement the character of a 
record, and nothing more. It is to place that record in the same 
category, upon the same basis as all other records, to be used in 
evidence when competent and to be denied such a place when not 
competent; and the verification provided for is simply for the pur- 
pose of doing away with the necessity and expense of sending to 
a great dis’ ance the officer who made that investigation. He 
would certify to what? Not tothe guilt of a man, but to what 
he found with reference to a certain commodity of commerce; 
thatisall. He is not a witness against a man, fixing the crime 
upon him, but he is there to show, as a scientist, an officer of the 
Government, that he has discharged the duty devolving upon him 
and that he found certain results. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman par- 
don an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Doesthe gentleman from Iowa mean that 
simply because the analyst may reside a great distance from the 
place of trial, the right of cross-examination should therefore be 
cut off? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, that is not a legitimate query at all, 
and the gentleman knows what I said and what is to be inferred 
from it. I want to save this expense. I want this law to mean 
something in the way of enforcement. 


AT y+ 
aii. 


presented to us by some of his constituents, perhaps—certain 


dealers in New York who wanted us to adopt a bill that from | 


That was 


first to last did not contain a prohibition or a penalty. 
I want a law under which convic- 


their idea of a pure-food bill. 
tions may be had. 

I want a law that may assert the rights of the innocent people 
of the United States. Iam sorry that the solicitude of all these 
new-fledged constitutional lawyers is in the interest of crime and 
ofcriminals. Ispeak for the masses of the people who are wronged 
from day to day by these men over whom you gentlemen are so 
wonderfully solicitons. 

Mr. MIERSof Indiana. Mr.Chairman,will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I understand the gentleman to say 
that the whole purport of this is to make a record? 


If all there | 
was to the certificate was the statement that the marriage took | 
place, if the record only stated the marriage took place, such cer- | 


No; I think I will stand on my original motion. | 


| made, or the fact that the exa 


I did not desire it to be | 
the kind of statute which would suit the gentleman and that was | 


—____.. 


Mr. HEPBURN. To give this paper the character of a record. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. If that is true, what does the gentle- 
man do with this language: 

If it shall appear from any such examination that any of the provisions of 


| this act have been violated, the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once cer- 


tify the facts to the proper United States district attorney, with a copy of 
the results of the analysis, duly authenticated by the analyst under oath 
which certificate shall be admitted in evidence in all courts of the United 
States without further verification. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, the gentleman does not assume, does 
he, that any human being would suppose that the Secretary of 
Agriculture is called upon to certify the facts of the cémmission 
of a crime? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. That is the language of this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Surely not. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. But that is the language. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The fact of what isfound there and whether 
it is a crime or not is a simple inference; but there must be a dis- 
tinction some place. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be permitted to proceed for five minutes, most of 
which I would like myself. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be ex- 
tended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would ask if tho 
gentleman holds as alawyer that it is proper for a certificate under 
the Constitution to do anything more than to certify a record: 
The Constitution provides that the witness shall be presented to 
be examined. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, now, I have but five minutes, and two- 
thirds of that is already mortgaged. I will ask the gentleman not 
to make a speech. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Then will the gentleman answer t 
simple question as to whether he holds that anything beyond a 
record itself can be certified? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, surely not. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Then that is out of the way. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is all this does. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the g 
man from Iowa if he ever Considered the first two lines of section 
5 in connection with that paragraph of that section which I wish 
to strike out. The first two lines are that the Director of the 
Bureau of Chemistry and Foods shall make, or cause to be made, 
this examination; that is, he can employ anybody he choos 
it may be Tom, Dick, or Harry; a chemist or not a chemist—to 
make it. That is one thing. Down in the last part of that sec- 
tion it provides that the Secretary of Agriculture shall make this 
certificate, not the man that made the examination, but that th: 
certificate shall be made by the Secretary of Agriculture as to 
what this lieutenant of his has done. I will ask the gentleman 
what he has to say in regard to that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I say simply this, that of course the chemist 
or the director of that bureau can not perform all of these duties. 
He must depute his power to some subordinate of his office and 
require it to be performed by him. How often does it happen 
that a clerk of the court deputes a deputy—he may have many 
for the purpose of doing that thing which in contemplation 


ntle- 


| law he does, and that after this subordinate has made to him the 


proper teports—has informed him—he makes the certificate. just 
as would the Secretary of Agriculture here—a certificate of the 


facts as they are found in the regular and orderly procedure 0! 


| business in that office by the subordinate who is deputed to per- 


form that duty. 

Mr. CLARK. What fact—the fact that an examination was 
niner found certain facts? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The fact that the examination was made an 
the results as reported to him. ' 

Mr. CLARK. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 
He wants to confine this provision that I am trying to strike out 
to civil cases. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wonld not strike ont any of it. 

Mr. CLARK. But you asked me to do it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I asked you to strike out less than you 
at first proposed. 


Mr. CLARK. Now, if this is acriminal procedure, what is the 


| reason that the deposition of this man could not be taken? 


Mr. HEPBURN. Probably it could; but you can get pre 


| cisely the same results in this way. 


Mr. CLARK. No; in a deposition you can cross-examine and 
find whether the man knows anything about the matter or not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The defendant can take his deposition any- 
how. The provision does not cut off any man’s right. But I see 
that the amendment would do this—it would make more dif- 
ficulty in the enforcement of the law. I do not believe gentle- 
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men want that. I take it the gentleman from Missouri does 
want a law upon this subject—that he does regard it as an im- 
portant matter that the existing evils shall be dealt with; and I 
submit to him that these hypercritical objections ought not to be 
urged against this measure. We have tried to make it symmet- 
rical and harmonious. We have labored on this bill for a long 
time. Itis,in my judgment, the best bill that has ever been pre- 
sented. The conditions are varied in the various parts of the 
country, the interests affected are multitudinous. We have tried 
to harmonize them as best we could, but if gentlemen will insist 
upon all these hypercritical objections we shall simply have to 
abandon it. 

If we are to have any law, and if I have anything to say as to 
what it should be, it will be a law that means something, a law 
that can be enforced, a law that is intended to punish and can 

ynnish those who are criminal—those who are preying upon the 
health and the lives of the people of the United States. 

engaged are those that we ought to try to reach and to punish. 
Our sympathies and solicitude should be for their victims—those 
thousands and thousands who suffer to the extreme—every year 
that we live. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I am as much in favor of pure 
food and pure drugs and in favor of the general provisions of this 
bill and of its enforcement as is the gentleman from Iowa. But 
there is very high authority for the preposition that it is better 
that ninety-nine guilty men should go free than that one innocent 
man should suffer. Now, here is a provision which, in my judg- 
ment, is the most dangerous I have ever seen put or attempted to 
be put into an act of Congress. Here isa provision which puts 
every man engaged in the business of selling groceries or drugs 
at the absolute mercy of the Secretary of Agriculture or of any 
man, expert or inexpert, scrupulous or unscrupulous, employed 
by his Department to make an analysis. 

Under this provision a man is to be employed by him with no 
qualifications prescribed by the act; that man makes an analysis; 
the Secretary of Agricultures certifies the result of that analysis. 
But that is not all. How does this bill read? 
what may be the interpretation of my distinguished friend from 
Iowa, the language in the act will have to be construed as it 
stands. I read from the bill: 


If it shall appear from any such examination that any of the provisions of 
thisact have been violated, the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once certify 
the facts to the proper United States district attorney, with a copy— 

Not even the original is required— 
witha _— of the results of the analysis, duly authenticated by the analyst 
under oath, which certificate— 


The certificate of the Secretary of Agriculture as to all the 


Men so | 


And no matter | total of the appropriation bills. 
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facts of the violation of this act, including the results of the | 


analysis— 
shall be admitted in evidence in all courts of the United States without 
further verification. 

Now, as the gentleman from Iowa has properly said, the find- 
ing of an analyst, whether a professional chemist or not, ap- 
pointed by the Government would have great weight with the 

ury. . 
’ Here is a Government official making this certificate. You 
can not question his qualification. 
it is made evidence; I say that the defendant in either a criminal 
or a civil suit would, under the provisions of this bill, be at an un- 
due disadvantage. 
defend himself. Here is the officer of the Government presenting 
his certificate, which certificate is to be taken as evidence of the 
facts in the case. A man tried under such a provision, no matter 
— he were guilty or innocent, would not have one chance 
ten. 

l agree with what the gentleman from Missouri has said. In 
Pennsylvania we have a banking department; we have also an 
insurance department. Those departments examine banks and 

surance companies. Their examiners report to the respective 
heads of those departments, which in turn certify to the attorney- 
general the result of their examinations; he thereupon proceeds 
to bring the matter into court. But when he goes there he is 
required to prove his case de novo. Neither the certificate of the 
examiner nor of the banking commissioner nor of the insurance 
commissioner can be used as evidence. SolI say that the certifi- 
cate contemplated in this bill, while eminently proper to move 
the attorney-general or the district attorney to action, is mani- 
festly improper to be used in court as evidence of the facts in the 
case. It places at once upon the defendant the burden of proving 
his innocence, depriving him of the ordinary presumption which 
should hold good until his guilt has been proved. I hope the 
amendment will prevail. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask what the pend- 
ing motion is. 
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2 a CLARK. It is to strike out everything after the word 

oa 9? , 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will interpose no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the amendment been modified by the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. CLARK. No; the amendment is to strike out all the 
words in section 3, after the word “‘ oath,”’ in line 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty of every district attorney to whom the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall report any violation of this act to cause pro- 
ceedings to be commenced and prosecuted without delay for the fines and 
penalties in such case provided. 

Mr. CLARK. 
word. 

It is not to be assumed that everybody who wants to amend 
this bill is opposed to the principle of it. I have just as much 
solicitude for the great body of people in this country as has the 
gentleman from Iowa, Colonel HEPpBuRN, and I represent just 
as many of them on this floor, too. That kind of speech does not 
terrify me one particle. It is precisely the argument that has 
been made in favor of every bad bill ever introduced into this 
House. On this bill, as on all others, I do what I think is right. 
Iam as much opposed to fraud in sale of food products as any 
man here or elsewhere, and Iam as much in favor of punishing 
criminals. What I wish to call the attention of the House to at 
this moment is a thing that everybody overlooked when the bill 
was being read. 

This bill will necessitate a great number of new employees in 
the Agricultural Department. I know there is a Bureau of Chem- 
istry up there, but this bill provides practically for the creation 
of a new army of Federal officers, a great multitude that no man 
can number. I believe the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations [Mr. HEMENWAY], and all the members of the commit- 
tee, as far as I know, are honestly trying to cut down the sum 
I am heart and soul with them 
in that undertaking. Now comes the gentleman with this bill 
and proposes to create a host of new employees, and, Mr. Chair- 
man, if this bill goes through in its present form Federal spies 
under the guise of inspectors will swarm over this country in 
scores and hundreds and thousands, until they become almosi as 
great a pest as the flies and frogs and lice in Egypt. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the boll weevil. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam opposed to the bill unless there is some re- 
striction placed upon the number of officials who will be em- 
ployed under it. That is all I want to say at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his formal 





Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


| amendment? 


There is the certificate, and | 





Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ADULTERATIONS. 

Sec. 6. That for the purposes of this act an article shall be deemed to be 
adulterated 

In case of drugs: 

First. If, when a drug is sold under or by a name recognized in the United 
States Pharmacopeeia, it differs from the standard of strength, quality, or 
purity, as determined by the test laid down in the United States Pharma- 


| copoeia official at the time of the investigation. 


He would really have no proper opportunity to | 


Second. If its strength or purity fall 
which it is sold. 

Third. If it bean imitation of or offered for sale under the name of another 
article. 

In the case of confectionery: 

If it contain terra alba, barytes, talc, chrome yellow, or other mineral sub- 


low the professed standard under 


| stancesor poisonous colors or flavors, or other ingredients deleterious or detri- 


mental to health. 

In the case of food: 

First. If any substance or substances has or have been mixed and packed 
with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength. 

Second. If any substance or substances or have been substituted 
wholly or in part for the article. 

Third. If any valuable constituent of the article has been wholly or in 
part abstracted. 

Fourth. If it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the distinct 
name of another article. 

Fifth, If it be mixed, colored, powdered, or stained in a manner whereby 
damage or inferiority is concealed. 

Sixth. If it contain any added poisonous ingredient which may render 
such article injurious to health. 

Seventh. If it be labeled or branded so as to deceive or mislead the pur- 
chaser, or purport to be a foreign product when not so. 

Eighth. If it consists in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid 
animal or vegetable substance, or any portion of an animal unfit for food, 
whether manufactured or not, or if it is the product of a diseased animal, or 
one that has died otherwise than by slaughter: Provided, That an article of 
food which does not contain any added poisonous or deleterious ingredients 
shall not be deemed to be adulterated in the following cases: 

First. In the case of mixtures of compounds which may be now or from 
time to time hereafter known as articles of food, under their own distinctive 
names, and not included in definition fourth of this section. Seco: In the 
case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly indicate that they 


ive 
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are mixtures, compounds, combinations, imitations, or blends: Provided, 
That the same shall be labeled, branded, or tagged so as to show the charac- 
ter and constituents thereof: And provided further, That nothing in this act 
shall be construed as requiring or compelling proprietors or manufacturers 
of proprietary foods which contain no unwholesome ingredient to disclose 
their trade formulas, except in so far as the provisions of this act may re- 
quire to secure freedom from adulteration or imitation: Provided further, 

hat no dealer shall be convicted under the provisions of this act when he is 
able to prove a written guaranty of purity, in a form approved by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture as published in his rules and regulations, signed by the 
manufacturer or the party or parties from whom he purchased said articles: 
Provided also, That said guarantor or guarantors reside within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States. Said guaranty shall contain the full name and ad- 
dress of the party or parties making the sale to the dealer, and said party or 
parties shall be amenable to the prosecutions, fines, and other penalties which 
would attach in due course to the dealer under the provisions of this act: 
Provided, That when in the preparation of food products for shipment they 
are preserved by an external application applied in such manner that the 
preservative is necessarily removed mechanically or by maceration in water 
or otherwise, the provisions of this act shall be construed as applying only 
when said products are ready for consumption. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to strike out, in line 3, page 18, all after the word “articles ”’ 
down to and including the word ‘* States,”’ in the fifth line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Os page 18, line 8, beginning with the word “ Provided,” strike out the 
fas: 

we Provided also, That said guarantor or guarantors reside within the juris- 
diction of the United States.” 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, it is a little alarming to see that 
in almost every bill of a national character presented to this body 
we find some restriction against trade with other countries. I 
do not understand why this is so. In offering this amendment I 
do not expect the people whom I have the honor to represent 
directly will be greatly benefited thereby, but I do believe that 
a large portion of the retail dealers of the United States who live 
adjacent to foreign territory will be benefited if this provision is 
stricken out, because they will not have to apply to some whole- 
saler to make purchases for them from a manufacturer in Canada, 
Mexico, Cuba, or other foreign countries in order that we may 
have the benefit of the sale of it in this country. 

I realize, sir, that the burden already resting upon the people is 
great enough by reason of the unjust tariff that they have to pay 
upon the necessities of life when they are brought from other 
countries into ours; and now to say that the retailer who lives 
just across the St. Lawrence from Canada must go to some whole- 
saler who lives in this country and say, *‘ I want certain products 
manufactured over the line in Canada, and in order to get them 
under the pure-food bill I must get you to purchase them for me; 
hence I will have to pay you your profit for your trouble in the 
matter in addition to the tariff that rests upon them,”’ is certainly 
wrong in policy and in fact. I*think it is unjust to make that 
requirement, and for that reason I move that the words be stricken 
out as mentioned in the amendment I offer. 

I believe that the people of this country ought to have the 
greatest privileges on earth to trade wherever they please. I be- 
lieve when God created men he intended to put them all upon an 
equal footing and allow them to have equal opportunity in the 
race of life, untrammeled by law, so long as they did not interfere 
with the rights or privileges of others. SolI stand fora broad 
liberality of trade, that every American ought to be permitted to 
engage in, unrestricted by the provisions of every little bill that 
comes into Congress with proposed legislation upon any subject 
whatever, pure food or anything else. I want no restriction upon 
our own people, so that they can not go abroad under the same 
rules that you can go to your neighbor and purchase the things 
that you want to dealin. That strikes me as reasonable and just, 
and I can not think that the committee desires to impose further 
burdens upon the people in this free land of America by a further 
restriction of trade opportunities. Sir, I believe the committee 
will see that this bill does restrict our trade and will strike out 
the words indicated and say to the people who live along the 
Canadian and Mexican lines, and those who live along the coast, 
that they can go to neighboring territory and there make pur- 
chases without being subject to the provision that some whole- 
saler shall go and buy the product forthem. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the difficulties which 
the gentleman has called attention to, but I desire to say he does 
not fully realize what the effect of his amendment would be. If 
his amendment should be adopted, the foreign sellers of goods 
could send in any rotten produce, which could be sold to the 
retail dealer of this country, and the retail dealer would be prose- 
cuted, but the foreign seller could not be prosecuted, because we 
could not reach him; but his American competitor is required to 
furnish a guaranty, and we could reach the American producer 
or manufacturer. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Suppose the retail] dealer bought of a foreign 








manufacturer and sold the goods, having reasonable cause to )o- 
lieve that they were impure, then he would be liable? 

. Mr. MANN. He would not be, begging the pardon of the gen- 
tleman. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. This statute provides as it stands now that 
anyone who sells goods having reasonable cause to believe they 
are impure, no matter where manufactured, can be prosecuted, 

Mr. MANN. That is very true; but the bill excepts the retaj] 
dealer from prosecution when he is able to produce a written 
guaranty, and, of course, that is controlling. 

Mr. PERKINS, Let me suggest to the gentleman that if the 
bill stands as it is now there is sufficient provision, and he should 
strike this provision out as inconsistent to the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is inco: 
sistent with the bill at all. The purpose of this provision is to 
exempt the retail dealer, the small dealer throughout the coun 
try, from prosecution under the terms of this bill, although he 
may sell an article which is adulterated if he is acting undera 
guaranty furnished to him by the wholesaler from whom he pur- 


| chased, and then it is the duty of the Government to proceed 
against the wholesale dealer or manufacturer in a proper way 
We want to get at the big dealers, who make these articlhs and 
endeavor to impose them upon the public. Weare not after the 


little dealers who innocently handle the articles about which they 
can know nothing, but the effect of the amendment proposed 
would be absolutely to give all the benefits to the foreign manu- 
facturer as against the local manufacturer. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MACON. Do yousuppose for a single moment that a local 
dealer who was subject to prosecution under this act would be 
fool enough to buy rotten goods of a manufacturer in Canada, or 
foreign goods, and subject himself toa prosecution when he knew 
the men across the line would be exempt? 

Mr. MANN. I have just stated tothe gentleman the local deal- 
ers would not be subject to prosecution under this act. If the 
gentleman’s amendment prevails and he gets a written guaranty 
from the foreign producer, no matter what the contents of the 
food may be—— 

Mr. MACON. Does it not say here by the amendment adopted 
yesterday that if he has reasonable cause to believe that it is adul- 
terated he will be as guilty under this law as if he did it knowing 
it to be so? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly not, because there is a provision ex- 
empting the retail dealer from any prosecution if he produces a 
guaranty. Now, we propose that if he produces a guaranty by 
some one whom we can reach, he shall be excepted. You propose 
if he produces a guaranty made by some foreign manufacturer, 
whom we can not reach, he shall still be exempted from the pro 
visions of the act. 

Mr. MACON. I did not say so—— 

Mr. MANN. That certainly will be the effect of the amend- 
ment; there is no possible question about it. Now, as a matter 
of fact, foreign manufacturers do not sell directly to retail deal- 
ers of the country. It will not, in fact, hurt the foreign mua: 
facturers. They do not sell directly to the retail dealer. They 
sell to factors in this country or to wholesale dealers in tliis 
country, with possibly the exception of a sMall number along ‘ 
Mexican line or the Canadian line, not large enough to make any 
great difference in its effect in the operation of the bill. 

Mr. BASSETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. At this point I intended yesterday to offe: 
amendment to the fourth paragraph of this section, referring (0 
imitations and to goodssold under names of other articles, but 0.1 
studying more carefully that provision last evening I came to tht 
conclusion that my objections were more fanciful than real. Y: 
terday I was very strongly inclined to combat many of the | 
visions in this bill and I spoke in that way to many of my collea: 
but on examining it more carefully since then I have come to 
conclusion that, notwithstanding some defects, it is my duty ' 
support the bill; and as I do not want to be considered a pers: 
who talks one way and votes another, I take a few moments to 
my reasons therefor. 

Iam in favor of limiting the provisions of the Constitut!on 
strictly as much as any Member upon this side. All my inclin- 
tions are toward preserving unimpaired the proper functions 
the State governments. I believe that the family should do tl 
things which the family can do better than the city, and t! 
the city should do those things which the city can do bet! 
than the State, and that the State should do those things w!! 
the State can do better than the National Government: but 
when we come to pure-food requirements for the benefit © 
all the ple as related to those articles of food which are diy 
tributed through all the States by single producers, I have come 
to the conclusion that the National Government can accor! 
plish more than can the State governments, and for these res 
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sons: Pure-food legislation in the States is increasing, and it 
ought to increase, and what is more it ought to be enforced. 
There will soon be systems of laws regarding pure food that 
will all differ in the different States, and the result will be as 
great variety in pure-food requirements as there is now in divorce 
provisions. This is right enough as to State products consumed 
in that State, but not as to goods sold throughout the country. 
Manufacturers who are sending their goods to all the States will 
have to put them up in different “a to conform with the differ- 
ent requirements of those States. The goods that are produced 
in a State and used in that State properly remain subject to State 
legislation, and questions arising respecting them will be decided 
in the State courts. If there is a Federal pure-food law, there will 
be a tendency to limit State legislation to State products. Those 
goods that are sold throughout the country should be under a 
uniform pure-food law. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers as a 
substitute the words he has suggested ant which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 11, page 16, after the word “lower,” strike out the word “or” and 
insert the words “so as to.” 


Mr. MANN. May I not suggest that he put in the word 
**thereby ’’ instead of the words *‘ so as’? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Iam willing to accept that suggestion. 

Mr. CLARK. Iwill state to the gentleman from Iowa and the 
gentleman from Kentucky that if they will strike out the words 
**reduce or lower,’’ Iam perfectly willing to accept the words 
**injuriously affect.”” Iam willing that they should be left in. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, that would 
cover his own case, but there are many things where you reduce 
or lower the quality, and there might be a controversy as to 


Now, I want to cite an example: In Gloucester, Mass., salted | Whether you thereby injuriously affected its quality or strength. 


fish are put up in different ways and sold as codfish. The hake 
is put up to imitate codfish. Pure cod brings a better price than 
pure hake. 
a strict law, they mark it ‘‘ pure fish;’’? but if the same article is 
to go to other States, they mark it ‘‘ pure cod.’’ And so it would 
be in many of those articles that are sent all over the country if 
State pure-food laws increase and no Federal law is passed. It 
would be necessary to have interstate articles conform to all sorts 
of different requirements in the different States, and therefore it 
seems to me that it is in the interest of pure food throughout the 
country if we have a Federal law such as this. Some of the de- 
tails of this bill should be amended now, and others will be 
amended hereafter, as occasion may require. But modern inven- 
tion is finding so many ways to cheapen foods by imitating, sub- 
stituting, altering, and preserving, most of which is at the expense 
of the health of people who can not know the danger, that the 
time has come for the Federal Government, as well as for the 
States, to stop it. I believe, also, that this bill means purer food 
and drugs for the poor people of New York City, who of neces- 
sity incline to buy the cheapest. And for these reasons I have 
decided to support the bill. Mr. Chairman, I hereby withdraw 
my motion to amend. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, 
from the President of the United States was communicated to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNES, one of his secre- 
taries. 

PURE FOOD. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate on 
this section and the amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment that I want 
to offer myself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman may have all the time, as far 
as I am concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that all 
debate on the pending section and amendments thereto be closed 
inten minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
hears none. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 
10, 11, and 12 on page 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 16, beginning with line 10, strike out lines 10, 11, and 12. 


Mr. CLARK. Yesterday, Mr. Chairman, I undertook to get the 
gentleman from Iowa to give me his construction of the words 
“reduce or lower or injuriously affect.’’ I wanted to know 
whether the three things were intended to mean the same thing. 
There are certain things you can not use or consume with any de- 
gree of pleasure or profit unless the quality is reduced or lowered. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
a suggestion, I think we can cure his objection. It is to strike 
out the word *‘ or ’’ after the word “‘ reduced,’’ and the word ‘‘or”’ 
after the word “‘lower,’’ and insert in lieu of the last ‘‘ or ’’ the 
words *‘ so as to;’’ so it will read ‘‘ so as to reduce, so as to injuri- 
ously affect its quality.” 

Mr. CLARK. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is not what I want 
exactly, but it is better than it is now. 

Mr. MANN. It would read ‘so as to reduce or lower, so as to 
injuriously affect.”’ 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I insist on my amendment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
one offered by the gentleman from Missouri the suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Iowa, which, I think, covers the objection. 
It will then read:‘‘ If any substance or substances has or have 
been mixed and packed with it so as to reduce or lower so as to 
injuriously affect its quality or strength.’’ 


If the gentleman on the other side will allow | 


| 


| 


| 


| ing the quality or strength. 


The Chair | 


} 





Mr. Chairman, I offer as an amendment to the | 


|Itis both a blessing and a curse to mankind. 


| pure. 


Mr. CLARK. Thatis one objection to the bill. that we have 
to have somebody here to say whether you are making it better 


When they send hake to a particular State that has | OF worse. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 11, after the word “lower,” strike out the word “or” andinsert the 
words ‘‘and thereby:” so as to read, “‘so as to reduce and thereby injuriously 
aifect its quality or strength.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I did not so understand the 
suggestion. Iam willing to correct the language as to its gram- 
mar, but I am nof willing to change the sense. I think by put- 
ting in the words ‘‘ and thereby ’’ instead of the words * 
as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, you determine as a 
matter of fact that the lowering or reducing is injuriously affect- 
That is the point I want to cover by 
my amendment. I shall therefore, under the circumstances, in- 
sist on the substitute that I offered to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I see the point of the gentleman. 
It might be subject to that construction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky to again state the substitute which he submits. 

Mr. SHERLEY. ‘the substitute I offer is in line 11, to strike 


so as to.’ 


| out the word ‘‘ or” and insert the words “‘ so as to thereby.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered 
by the gentleman. from Kentucky to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now comes upon the amend- 
ment as amended by the substitute. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to fix 
standards of food products when advisable for the guidance of theofficials 
charged with the administration of food laws and for the information of the 
courts, and to determine the wholesomeness or unwholesomeness of preserv- 
atives and other substances which are or may be added to foods, and to aid 
him in reaching just decisions in such matters he is authorized to call upon 
the committee on food standards of the Association of Official Agricultural 
Chemists, and such other experts as he may deem necessary. 

[Mr. SHACKLEFORD addressed the committee. 
dix. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina is 
recognized in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I believe one of the real evils of the 
age is the practice of adulterating what we eat and drink, and I 
maintain that there is nothing in this bill which an honest manu- 
facturer may be afraid of. I am told that a certain kind of earth 
has a market value because of its use in the adulteration of flour 
and candy, and it is a matter of common knowledge that it is ex- 
ceedingly difficult to purchase an absolutely pure article of 
whisky. A few times in the life of a man he must have spirits. 
Every day we see 
prices quoted for that article which would seem to be impossible, 
considering the tax levied by the Government, if it were absolutely 
Eminent chemists tell us of all sorts of adulterations of 
what weeatanddrink. Large establishments engaged exclusively 


See Appen- 


| in the manufacture of food adulterants have grown up in our 


country. 

It is time that the strong arm of the law should protect the 
millions of human beings who are compelled to consume these 
manufactured food products. I do not believe in any needless 
restriction of legitimate business, and I admit that the tendency 
toward paternalism in our Government is alarming; that long 
sessions of Congress tend to evolve too much law—too many laws. 
A government simple in its operation, few in its functions, leav- 
ing the largest liberty to the individual, is the government which 
the citizen loves most. I admit that imperial tendencies have 
carried the ship of state sc far from its original moorings that it 
is doubtful if it will ever again be steered back into the track 
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marked out by those who handled the old ship with such success | does not the gentleman recognize the fact that whosoever sells an 
in the older days of the Republic. | article not of the standard fixed by the Secretary is guilty of vio- 

But occasionally a law is proposed which ought to pass. No | lating the act, and that the question in a prosecution under this 
honest man ought to object to the enactment of a law which re- | act would be as to whether the individual charged sold an article 
quires him to manufacture pure food. No honest man should | below the standard fixed by the Secretary? That would be the 
object to a law which prevents him from obtaining money under | only question to be submitted to the jury. 
false pretense. This law, in my judgment, not only will not in- Mr. POU. I think the gentleman is mistaken. I think the 
jure but will actually stimulate honest business. Only the man | question would be whether or not the food sold was wholesome 
who offers the spurious for the genuine, who does business in | or unwholesome. I do not believe under this bill the decision of 
secret, who is afraid for the public to know the ingredients of the | the Secretary or of the expert would be final. 
food products he offers for sale, only this man need fear the pas- Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield to another 
gage of this bill. question? 

I admit, Mr. Chairman, the force of some of the arguments of| Mr. POU. Certainly. 
the opponents of the measure. The contention that the bill gives Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does the gentleman know that a similar 
the Secretary of Agriculture great power is not without force, but | provision was incorporated in the bill relating to the importation 
in the administration of all law power must be vested in some one. | of teas, and that the constitutionality of that provision was chal- 
The judge on the bench construes the law; twelve jurors say | lenged and is now before the Supreme Court of the United States 
whether their fellow-man shall live or die. The enactment of | for decision? 
every law must assume that its administrators will be honest. If Mr. POU. If the gentleman says so, Iassume it to be a fact, as 
the judge isc rrupt, he should be impeached. If the juror Vio- | Tam not informed with respect to the pendency of the action 
lates his oath, he should be prosecuted and punished. If we hesi- | mentioned by the gentleman. 
tated to pass a necessary law because of the danger thatadishonest | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
official would administer it, then the people would be without | Mr. POU. I ask that I may have permission to proceed for 
protection. We must assume in the enactment of law that offi; | three minutes. 
cials are honest, not dishonest. The power vested by this bill in The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
Secretary of Agriculture is infinitely smaller than that exercised | that he may be allowed to proceed for three minutes further. Is 
by the hundreds of judges who preside every day over the courts | there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
of the various States. We must, therefore, assume that no dis- Mr. POU. I merely ask for an extension of time. Mr. Chair- 
honest Secretary of Agriculture will ever have charge of that De- | man, that the gentleman from Kentucky may have the opportu- 
partment, and let us assume in the enactment of this much-needed | nity to ask a question. 
law that the Secretary who abuses the trust reposed in him will| Mr. JAMES. Do you take the position that this law would re- 
be impeached and driven from office. peal all the State laws upon pure-food legislation? 

Therefore I do not think the fears expressed by the gentleman Mr. POU. Well, I will say to the gentleman candidly that I 
from Missouri are well founded. Every judge toa certain extent | have not examined the laws of the various States which have 
isan autocrat, and there must be lodged in somebody’s hands the | legislated upon this subject sufficiently to answer that question 
power to execute all law. intelligently. I leave that to him to determine. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask Mr. JAMES. Do you not think that this is an unusual and ex- 
him a question? traordinary power to place in the hands of an officer appointed 

Mr. POU. Certainly. by some political power and exercising the duty of a political 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Is it the understanding of the gentle- | oftice? 


man from North Carolina that this bill confers judicial functions Mr. POU. I think it is an unusual and extraordinary power 
upon the Secretary of Agriculture? 


Mr. POU. Id t Senet providing for and meeting an abuse which demands that unusual 
Mr. t . Oo not so understand it. and extraordinary power be vested in somebody for the efficient 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. You said every judge should have the administration of the eae , 
power. : 7 Mr. JAMES. I will ask you the further question, If the Secre- 
Mr. POU. I say every judge, to a certain extent, is an auto- | tary of Agriculture should be so disposed, is it not with‘n his 
crat. You are bound to lodge in somebody’s hands the power to | power to create the greatest monopoly known in the United Siates 
determine the wholesomeness or unwholesomeness of goods offered | in the article of pure food or any article of food? 
for sale. Now, that being the case, this bill provides that this Mr. POU. I think if he were to abuse his power he would 
official shall act in an advisory capacity to the Secretary of Agri- | probably be treated like any other corrupt official—impeached, 
culture. In the second place, I do not think the position of the prosecuted, and turned out of office. 
gentleman is well taken, because the provision which gives to this Mr. JAMES. Suppose Mr. Machen occupied that place, or Mr. 
individual the power to say whether or not the food is wholesome | Neely, what would vou say then? 
or unwholesome does not make his decision final with respect to| Mr. POU. . Well, will not apprehend any such condition would 
the courts. His decision is merely evidence in the court, just as | arise 
the evidence of any other witness. Mr. JAMES. You doubtless would not have apprehended that 
Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima | which did arise. — 
question? | Mr. MANN. This provision is to prevent any preference such 
Mr. POU. Certainly. ‘ie eee P P Pas 
Mr. SCUDDER. Until the courts are called to pass upon this| Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered tat 
question, what is going to happen to the man’s business? | yesterday two gentlemen made violent opposition to some of the 
Mr. POU. It must be governed, as a matter of course, by the | provisions of this bill. They took occasion when leisure ca.ne to 
decision of the Government official. And, Mr. Chairman, unless | them to read the whole bill to ascertain what was in it. and tis 
you clothe somebody with the powerset forth in this bill, you can | morning they were frank enongh to recant the errors which tlie) 
ee _— that could be operative which would accom- | had made because of the pertinent information which they ha 
SS : | obtained by reading the whole bill. If gentlemen would read the 
Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him an- jj) before they become so violently agitated over it, it would be 
other question? ae very much better,in my judgment; and especially if my colleague 
Mr. I OU. Certainly. : on the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Sm#ack/'- 
Mr. SCUDDER. If the Secretary of Agriculture does not pro- | porn], would allow me amiably to suggest that fact to him I woul 
= ———— has the man whose business has had the stigma | take it kindly, because it is evident that he has not read the sey ent h 
cass Upon Tur f ~ ay 5 section of this bill. He would not have made the assault upon it 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. You might get out an injunction. if he had. It has nothing like the important relation to the matior 
Mr. POU. The point I am making is simply this: In the first | that he gave to it. The section is simply— 
place it is absolutely necessary to vest this determining power in That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to fix standards of 
the hands of some official. In the second place, having put it in 


food products when advisable for the guidance of the officials charged with 
the hands of that official, this bill does not make his decision final. | t»e administration of food laws. 


The decision of the Government expert is merely used as evidence Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Read the next clause. 
in the courts, to be passed upon by the jury as the evidence of Mr. HEPBURN (reading): 





anv other person. And for the information of the courts— 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Read the next section. 
a question? Mr. HEPBURN. I will read the next sentence. 


r. POU. Certainly. 


And to determine the wholesomeness or unwholesomeness of preservatives 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Now, this bill further provides where it | and other substances which are or may be added to food —— 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to fix standards Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That is corn meal or flour. 
of food products. Now, having fixed a standard of food products, Mr. HEPBURN. It is “ preservatives.” 
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Mr. SHACKLEFORD. No; it says 
ingredients.’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh,no; “ preservativesand other substances ”’ 
which are or may be added to foods. ‘‘ Preservatives’’ or other 
substances used for preservation. That is whatit means. That 
is what the courts will say about it. The courts will not give 
that wide range and scope ‘that the gentleman thinks. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a wholesome provision, and it is in the 
interest of the dealer; it is in the interest of the manufacturer; 
it is to give him some guide as to what the correct standard ought 
to be; itis to furnish him with information, and it is, in my judg- 
ment, largely in his interest. 

Mr. Chairman, this will almost invariably be a question in- 

volving science, a question involving questions of chemistry—a 
class of information that the officials of the United States are not 
necessarily conversant with—and this prov ision imposes upon the 
officers who have the information to make necessary examina- 
tions and publish them in proper form to bring them within the 
reach of those officers who are charged with the administration 
of thislaw. Itis anaid to them in the administration and per- 
formance of their duties; it is an aid to the manufacturers; it is 
an aid to the sellers to let them know what it is proper for them 
to sell, and to put them on their guard and give them an oppor- 
tunity to avoid the acts that.come from ignorance. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. One moment. I want simply to move that 
all debate upon this section and amendments be closed in ten 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
that there is another amendment which will be offered if this 
umendment fails, and I think probably there should be some de- 
bate on the amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ThenI move that debate upon this amend- 
nent be closed in ten minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that all 
debate upon the pending amendment be closed in ten minutes. 

Tae motion was agreed to. 


**preservatives or other 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, section 5 defines the 
term ‘‘drugs,’’ food, misbranded, etc. That is all well enough. 


If we make a mistake it is the fault of those who misunderstand 
it. The subject is considered. 

Section 6 provides that for the purposes of this act certain arti- 
cles shall be deemed to be adulterated, and then takes up what 


shall be deemed an adulteration in drugs, and makes four or five 


items. It takes up the case of confectionery, and then the case 
of food. There are eight exceptions, and in the eighth exception 


there is a proviso or two. Now, that limits, that defines, that is 
saying what those who vote upon this bill intend the bill shall 
mean. That is well enough; it is legislation. Section 7 follows. 
The bill defines what shall be an adulteration of drugs and of 
food, what shall mean misbranding, etc. The bill leaves the court 
to determine the truth of the evidence as in any matter relating 
to adulteration, mislabeling, etc., and this is good; but section 7 

t shall be the duty of the Se 

To do what?— 
to fix standards of food products when advisable for the guidance of the offi- 
cials charged with the administration of food laws and for the information 
of the courts and to determine the wholesomeness or unwholesx omMeNess of 
preservatives and other substances which are or may bo added to food. 

He may not only cover one section of the country by his judg- 
ment, but every section; not only the capital, but every State in 
the Union. And he may do more than that. He may bring to 
his aid in reaching decisions of such matters, as he is authorized 
to call upon the committee of food standards, experts. What 
does that mean? The bill defines pure food. It also defines ex- 
ceptions. Section 7 says the Secretary of Agriculture may set up 
another standard, a standard that controls the courts as well. 
The gentleman from South Carolina, as well as the gentleman 
from Lowa, say the only purpose of this section is that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture may furnish testimony. He may do that if 
you strike out section 7. If the Secretary of Agriculture has any 
information that is admissible in the courts, he may be called 
= to im} part that information. Section 7 goes further, and 

says that he shall not only establish rules, but that he shall deter- 
mine what is wholesome or unwholesome. The Secretary con- 
cludes and binds the Departments and the courts. 

Mr. POU. Does the gentleman from Indiana contend when this 

bill gives the Secretary of Agriculture power to fix a standard 

iat that makes his decision anything more than evidence in the 
courts upon the trial of a man for the violation of this law? 

Mr. MIERSof Indiana. It certainly means more than that or it 
would not be inthis bill. If the matter were not mentioned, his 
knowledge would be evidence in the court, if he has any, but he 
would not be permitted to make a certificate that would close up 
an institution in Indiana or Michigan or New York before there 


eretary of Agriculture— 


‘making an illegal sale. 


had been an opportunity of investigation, before there had been 
any effort to inform the institution that there was a charge of 
IL say, Mr. Chairman, that while we do 
want pure food and a pure-food bill, I do not believe we o1 ught, 
as a proposition of law, to give the Secretary of Agriculture an- 
thority to make a ruling that would say that this is impure or 
that is impure in the face of the bill that defines what shall be im- 


pure. Leave that to be determined by the law and the cot _ 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 

has expired. The gentleman from Indiana asks permission to 

extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? {After 


a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of the 


provisions of this bill as a whole, and for that reason I am more 
anxious that no evil provision should creep into it. I regard sec- 
tion 7 as the only section in the bill which is essentially pernicious, 
for two reasons. In the first place it gives judicial authority to 
@ man occupying a political office and to an expert. If there is 
anything that an expe rt seldom has, it is practical imformation 
about anything. Theyare useful as experts, and as experts only, 


and it is unwise to give to an expert—to a man holding a merely 
political office—judicial authority. It is essentially napdent the 
| whole policy of the law for any man to at once be able to make a 


charge and pass upon that charge. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow 1 

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman aware that the provision of this 
section is existing law? 

Mr. STANLEY. I am not aware that the provisi 
bill are law or ever will be law. 


me a suggestion? 


of this 


Mr. MANN. Isaid the provision of this section. 

Mr. STANLEY. Iam not aware that thereis any existing law 
lik ce this. 

Mr. MANN. Let me call attention to the Agricultural appro- 


priation bill: 





To enable the Secretary of Agriculture, in collaboration with the associa- 
tion of official agricultural chemists, and such other experts as he m my 
necessary, to ests ablis sh star dards of puri ty f food produ r- 
mine what are regarde das adulterations therein, for the gui: ils 
in the various States and of the courts of j ju ation. 

Mr. SCUDDER. That is for the guidance of the courts. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; and that is the provision in this section. 

Mr. SCUDDER. The objection to the section, in my opinion, 


is to be found in the provision which authorizes the Secre 
of Agriculture to fix the standard of food products, and there 
a@ person aggrieved thereby can not get to the courts for red 
unless the Secretary proceeds against him, which he may not 
Moreover, it is not clear that this section does not rest a discre- 
tionary power in the Secretary of Agriculture which is not open 
toreview. If it does,a man can be ruined without redress or 
opportunity to right himself 





ress 


7 
do. 


Mr. MANN. Wesay “information ”’ in this bill, which is not 
quite as strong as ‘* guidance,” and the sole purpose of putting 


this section in the bill is to have a pure-food ta in one pamph! 

so that it will all be together. It is existing law, and noi only 
existing law, but passed the muster, on two occasions at least, of 
the Democratic leader of the House, who was th¢ ‘lending minority 
member of the Committee on Agriculture, and has been in force 
for two years, never meeting objection. 





Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Illinois a question. 

Mr.MANN. I will be giad to answer it, if the gentleman from 
Kentucky will yield. 

Mr. STANLEY. [I yield. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Of course the Secretary of Agricul ure 
could call upon anybody for information. Now, why in section 
7 is it provide 4d that to aid him in reaching just cecisions may 
call upon the committee on food standards of the Association of 
Official Agricultural Chemi:ts? He could goout and inform him- 
self from any source whate:er. Why is this specially provided? 
What is the object? 

Mr. MANN. The on'y reason why it is speciall; so provi‘ed in 
this section is becaus <e it is so provided in existing law, which has 
passed the House—‘‘to enable the Secret: ary of Agricul », in 
collaboration with the Association of Official Ag rY 1 Chem- 
ists,’’ which I may say holds an annual meeti and the re- 
sults of their meetings are reported and publishe a as a Govern- 
ment document. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Why is it put in by way of legislation? 


) 
7f } + ~ 
ir he 1s to OX 


He 


standards, he 


could have called upon them, or any chemist; 
could inform himself generally. 


Mr. MANN. Originally the section provided th t ther ild 
be a commission ap] Jinted of various }x ople, but we thought that 
ought not to be done. These official chemists are chemists from 
each State of the Union, employed in the various agricultural 


colleges. 
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Mr. GOLDFOGLE. But I make the point that there is no ne- 
cessity for putting that in the section at all. 

Mr. MANN. Possibly that provision could be taken out. He 
could call upon them, but we thought to put in the existing law, 
so that all the law would be in one place. I may say that ordi- 
narily it is not an easy thing to find anything in the statutes of 
the United States. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to answer any 
questions, but I wish to make a still further objection, which to 


{ 


my mind is much stronger, and that is this: That it takes away a | 
privilege more valuable than the right to have wholesome food. | 
It is | 


There is nothing more sacred to a man than his business. 
in a way the bread of life. Under the common law you can not 
assail a man’s business, you can not injure a man’s business, ex- 
cept at your peril. 
hold him responsible, but make the charge that he is a charlatan 
and you do it at your peril. If aman is guilty of selling poison- 
ous foods, under the various State laws you can hold him respon- 
sible, but charge him with a violation of those laws and you do 
so at your peril. 
manufacture. 
and may get hold of some forgotten and obscure expert, who in 
turn may secure the ear of the Secretary of Agricnlture. This 
grave charge comes in an official character and the man suffering 
from it has no remedy. Had that charge been made by any indi- 
vidual without being barricaded behind this provision of law, 
that individual making the false charge would be compelled to 
answer in damages. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
one more minute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be discour- 
teous, but we must get along with this bill and we have hada long 
discussion. 

Mr. STANLEY. Isimply wish to finish the sentence. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw any objection to that. 

Tic CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to continue for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STANLEY. If aman is guilty of a violation of this law, 
any person with a knowledge of the facts can make the charge; 
but without this law, if the charge is false, the man has a remedy 
for the great damage donehim. With this law his business can 
be destroyed and he is utterly without redress. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now comes on the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri to strike out the section. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SHACKLEFORD) there were—ayes 60, noes 75. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk begins reading 


section 8 I would ask unanimous consent that sections 8 and 9 be 
read and considered together, with the privilege of amending 
either, because I want to offer some amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK] 
asks unanimous consent that sections 8 and 9 be read as one sec- 
ti ym. 

Mr. CLARK. With the privilege of amending either. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That does not preclude amendments to | 


the pending section? 
The CHAIRMAN. No:; section 7 is still open to amendment. 


[Mr. GORDFOGLE addressed the committee. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Patrrerson of Penn- 
sylvania having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a mes- 


sage from the Senate, by Mr. ParKINSON, its reading clerk, an- | 


nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 

in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 
uested: 

: S. 1558. An act to grant to the State of Minnesota certain vacant 

lands in said State for forestry purposes; 

S. 277. An act for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon; 

S. 371. An act granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 acres 
of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry; 

S. 113. An act to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Congress 
of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; 

S. 1352. An act for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb; 

S. 2795. An act to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act for the regu- 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, 


If a man is guilty of malpractice, you can | 


Now, @ man may engage in some particular | 
Some rival institution may wish to destroy him | 


See Appendix. ] | 
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and for the protection of the people from empiricism in relation 
thereto,’ approved June 6, 1892; 

S. 347. An act providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station in the vicinity of Cape Flattery or Flattery Rocks, on the 
coast of Washington; 

S. 121. An act granting additional lands adjacent to its site to 
the University of Montana; 

5. 2133. An act to change the name of Madison street to Sam- 
son street; and 

S. R. 26. Joint resolution providing for the publication of 8,500 
copies of a set of four charts on food and diet. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 9292) in relation to business streets in 
the District of Columbia. 

PURE FOOD. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. Thatevery person who manufactures or produces for shipment and 
delivers for transportation within the District of Columbia or any Territor 
or who manufactures or produces for shipment or delivers for transportation 
| from any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, to any other State. 

Territory, or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, any druyv 
or article of food, and every person who exposes for sale or delivers toa pur 
chaser in the District of Columbia or any Territory any drug or article 
food manufactured or produced within said District of Columbia or any T 
ritory, or who exposes for sale or delivers for shipment any drug or article of 
food received from a State, Territory, or the District of Columbia other than 
the State, Territory, or the District of Columbia in which he exposes for sa 
or delivers such drug or article of food, or from any foreign country shal! 
furnish within business hours and upon tender and full payment of the sell 
ing price a sample of such drugs or article of food toany person duly author 
ized by the Secretary of Agriculture to receive the same, and who shall a; 
ply to such manufacturer, producer, or vender, or person delivering toa pu: 
chaser, such drug or article of food for such sample for such use in sufficient 
quantity for the analysis of any such article or articles in his possession 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, is it the agreement that sections 
8 and 9 are to be considered together? 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the agreement adopted by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 9. Thatany manufacturer, producer, or dealer who refuses to comply 
upon demand, with the requirements of section 8 of this act shall be guilt 
a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined not éxceeding $100, 01 
imprisonment not exceeding one hundred days, or both. And any person 
found guilty of manufacturing or offering for sale, or selling, an adulterated, 
impure, or misbranded article of food or drug in violation of the provisions 
of this act shall be adjudged to pay, in addition to the penalties hereinbefore 
provided for, all the necessary costs and expenses incurred in inspecting and 
analyzing such adulterated articles which said person may have been found 
guilty of manufacturing, selling, or offering for sale. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,I give notice that I will in- 
sist upon the observance of the rule in regard to these two sec- 
tions as to amendment and discussion. 

Mr. CLARK. Do you mean that we can not consider them to- 
gether? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no. What I mean to say is that the pro 
forma amendment can not be offered, and discussion can not be 
prolonged beyond the five minutes in the affirmative and the fiv: 
minutes in the negative. 

Mr. CLARK. I wish you would make that ten minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I have no objection to the gentleman taking 
ten minutes. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I move to strike out All of section 8 and 
that part of section 9 beginning with the word “‘that’’ at the be- 
| ginning of line 25, on page 19, and extending to the word ‘ both, 
| in line 5, on page 20, including that word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
| amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike ont all of section 8 and that part of section 9 beginning with t! 
word “that” in line 25, page 19, down to and including the word “ both,” in 
line 5, page 20. 


Mr. CLARK. Sections 8 and 9, to which I referred yesterday 
and which I now move to strike out, run as follows: 


Src. 8. That every person who manufactures or produces for shipment 
| and delivers for transportation within the District of Columbia or any Terr)- 
| tory, or who manufactures or produces for shipment or delivers for tran 
| portation from any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, toany other 

State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, any 
drug or article of food, and every person who exposes for sale or delivers to 
a purchaser in the District of Columbia or an erritory any drug or article 
of food manufactured or produced within said District of Columbia or any 
Territory, or who exposes for sale or delivers for shipment any drug or art 

cle of food received from a State, Territory, or the District of Columbia 
other than the State, Territory, or the District of Columbia in which he ex- 
poses for sale or delivers such drug or article of food, or from any foreign 
country shall furnish within business hours and upon tender and full pay- 
ment of the selling price a sample of such drugs or article of food toany per 
son duly authorized by the Secretary of Agriculture to receive the same, 
and who shall apply to such manufacturer, producer, or vender, or perso? 
delivering to a purchaser, such drug or article of food for such sample for 
such use in sufficient quantity for the analysis of any such article or articles 

| in his possession. 

Seo. 9. That any manufacturer, producer, or dealer who refuses to com- 

' ply, upon demand, with the requirements of section 8 of this act shall be 
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guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined not exceeding 
$100, or imprisonment not exceeding one hundred days, or both. And an 
person found guilty of manufacturing or offering for sale, or selling, an adul- 
terated, impure, or misbranded article of food or drug in violation of the 
provisions of this act shall be adjudged to pay, in addition to the penalties 
fereinb fore proveese for, all the necessary costs and expenses incurred in 
inspecting and analyzing such adulterated articles which said person may 
have been found guilty of manufacturing, selling, or offering for sale. 

Mr. Chairman, the sum and substance of these two sections is 
that any Government inspector can apply to any merchant selling 
anything and compel him to sell that article to him for the pur- 
pose of furnishing evidence against himself. 
sell it, he may be prosecuted for refusing. If he does sell it, and 
an analysis shows it to be a forbidden article, he is thus com- 
pelled to furnish evidence against himself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. p 
ask him, if he is going to strike out that part of the section, why 
not strike out all of the balance of section 9, because it has no 
connection with anything else? 

Mr. CLARK. Then let both sections go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the gentleman from 
Missouri then to modify his amendment so that it moves to strike 
out all of sections 8 and 9. 

Mr. CLARK, Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I think the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
HEPBURN] is mistaken about the latter part of section 9, which 
covers penalties for violation of the act, and is not applicable 
simply to this section. I think the original motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri left that properly in the bill. All after the 
word ‘‘ both,’”’ in line 5, page 20, relates to the general provisions 
of the bill and violations of them, and not to the matter of selling 
to a Government inspector. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no; I think not. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, I will save all trouble by moving to strike 
out the whole thing, both sections. 

Mr. Chairman, these two sections do what I started out to say 
they would do. They provide that any Government inspector 
can go to any merchant who is selling any of these articles sup- 
posed to be forbidden and compel him to sell to him a sample of 
the stuff for the purpose of furnishing evidence against himself. 

Yesterday, when I said that those two sections were obnoxious 
to the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
several constitutional lawyers jumped onto me, and they jumped 
so vigorously, some of them, that I began to be shaky about the 
correctness of my own position, because, as the gentleman from 
Iowa |Mr. HePsBurN] suggested, I am rather new as a constitu- 
tional lawyer; but my friend the gentleman from Georgia, 
Judge BARTLETT, who is an able and indefatigable lawyer, has 
aided me in this matter of constitutional law by referring me to 
a decision rendered by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
the syllabi of which I will read, as I have not time to read the 
whole opinion. It confirms me in the belief that I had yesterday 
that both sections are unconstitutional. In 116 United States 
Supreme Court Reports, page 616, is the case of Boyd v. The 
United States. Here are the syllabi: 

The fifth section of the act of June 22, 1874, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 


If he refuses to so | 


Right here, will the gentleman permit me to | 
| fore ought to go out of the bill. 
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his property is totally difierent from the search and seizure of stolen g 
dutiable articles on which the duties have not been paid, and the like, whi-h 
rightfully belong to the custody of the law. 

Constitutional provisions for the security of person and property should bs 


liberally construed. 

The fifth amendment therein referred to I set out in full in my 
remarks yesterday. 

The fourth amendment is as follows: 

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and 
effects against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be violated ( 
no warrants shall issue but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affir- 
mation, and particularly describing the place to be searched and the per- 
sons or things to be seized. 


Mr. Chairman, I submit that that decision of the highest judi- 





| cial tribunal in the land establishes the proposition which I stated 


yesterday, that sections 8 and 9 are unconstitutional, and there- 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it may seem a peculiar attitude 
to put me in to defend sections 8 and 9 after I have on the floor of 
the House and elsewhere repeatedly expressed my personal opin- 


| ions that the sections were unconstitutional, and if they were no 


they ought to be. These sections of the bill, however, were put 


| into the original pure-food bill at the request of the State boart 


of food commissioners or inspectors, and they stated that they 
found difficulty sometimes in getting samples where there wou'd 
be any controversy; and the original provision in this section pro- 
vided that when samples were taken in this manner the seller 
should be protected by having left with him one of the samp!es. 
Now, so far as the Government itself is concerned, the officia!s of 
the Government who have been befriending this bill say that is 
makes no great difference to the Government. 

Doctor Wiley, in his recent testimony before the committee in 
reference to section 8, was asked these questions: 

Mr. MANN. Does it still require a man to sell evidence to convict himse] 
That is what the old bill did; I thought maybe you were trying to eliminate 
a. Wiky. Yes; that is in section 8. As faras my experience goes with 
the administration of the law relating to foreign foods, I thin 
no difficulty in getting all the samples we want without suc! 


° 





there can bo 


a section com- 





pelling the man to sell to convict himself, if necessary, because there are 
always ways to get those samples. a 
Mr. STEVENS. Is not that the most straightforward way to get them? 
Mr. WiLEY. Yes: it is a good deal better, it seems to me, than to get them 
by subterfuge; but there will be no difficulty in getting samples anyway 


Now, the purpose of the section was not to convict the seller 


| from whom the provision is made to get ths samples, but to pro- 


tect him. If the Government official goes there and demands a 


| sample from the dealer the dealer has a chance to have an analy- 


sis made of the same sample and is protected, but if the Govern- 
ment official walks in as an outsider and gets the sample the 
dealer has no protection against the testimony of the analyst wo 
analyzed the sample. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May Linterrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If itis done for the protection of the dealer, 


| why in section 9 do you make it a crime for the dealer not to 


customs-revenue laws,” etc., which section authorizes a court of the United | 


States in revenue cases, on motion of the Government attorney, to require 


the defendant or claimant to produce in court his private books, invoices, | 


and papers, or else the allegations of the attorney to be taken as confessed: 
Held. to be unconstitutional and void as applied to suits for penalties or to 
establish a forfeiture of the party’s goods, as being repugnant to the fourth 
and fifth amendments of the Constitution. 

Where proceedings were in rem to establish a forfeiture of certain goods 
alleged to have been fraudulently imported without paying the duties thereon, 
pursuant to the twelfth section of said act: Held, that an order of the court 
made under said fifth section, requiring the claimants of, the goods to pro- 
duce a certain invoice in court for the inspection of the Government attor- 


comply in something that is for his protection? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, Mr. Chairman, if the law is to be that 
way it must be enforced, but the purpose of the section originally 
was, and still is, to protect the dealer, so that he may have notice 
when the Government is claiming that he is selling an impure 


| article, and so far as the Government itself is concerned, so tar 
| as the bill in other respects is concerned, it makes no difference 


| whether these sections are in or out. 


Personally, Mr. Chairman, 


| | have always believed, as I stated before, that they were uncon- 


ney, and to be offered in evidence by him, was an unconstitutional exercise | 


of authority, and that the inspections of the invoice by the attorney and its 
admission in evidence were erroneous and unconstitutional proceedings. 


And that was not half so bad as this bill. 


| ends the question. 


It does not require actual entry upon premises and search for and seizure | 


of pos to constitute an unreasonable search and seizure within the mean- 
ing o 

books and papers to be used against himsel? or his property in a criminal or 
penal — ing, or for a forfeiture, is within the spirit and meaning of the 
amendment. 

It is equivalent to a compulsory production of papers to make the non- 
—— of them a confession of the allegations which it is pretended they 
wi rove. 

A Somtaniing to forfeit a person's goods for an offense against the laws, 
though civil in form, and whether in rem or in personam, is a “criminal case” 
within the meaning of that part of the fifth amendment which declares that 
a og ‘shall be compelled, in any criminal case, to be a witness against 

imself.’’ 

The seizure or compulsory production of a man’s private papers to be used 
in evidence against him is equivalent to compelling him to bea witnessagainst 
himself, and, in a prosecution for a crime, penalty, or forfeiture, is equally 
within the prohibition of the fifth amendment. 

Both amendments relate to the personal security of the citizen. They 
nearly run into and mutually throw light upon each other. When the thing 
forbidden in the fifth amendment, namely, compelling a man to be a witness 
against himself, is the object of a search and seizure of his private papers, it 
is an “unreasonable search and seizure” within the fourth amendment. 

Search and seizure of a man's private papers tc be used in evidence for the 
purpose of convicting him of a crime, recovering a penalty, or of forfeiting 


» » . . 1 7 -oOducti 7 o} re > | ° > . . . 
the fourth amendment; a compulsory production of a party's private | pontleman from Missouri to strike out sections 8 and 9. 








stitutional, but the only way that that can be tested is by leaving 
them in the bill, letting them become a part of the law, and have 
the courts determine them, and if they are unconstitutional thas 
If the courts hold them constitutional, then 
the dealer knows when the Government is endeavoring to convict 
him of selling an impure article and knows what the article is 
and has a chance himself to have it analyzed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the 


The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 67. 

Mr. CLARK. Tellers, Mr. Chairman, 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Missouri, Mr. CLARK, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Mann, 
to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, 
noes 90. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment I 
wish to offer to section 8. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding at the end of line 2%, section 8, the following: 

‘But no sample of such drugs or articles of food obtained under the pro- 
visions of this sec tion, or any information derived therefrom, shall be used 
as testimony in any criminal case against the person or persons from whom 
such samples were obtained for the purpose of securing convictions forthe 
violation of the provisions of this act.” 


Mr. MANN. May I ask that that be reported over again, Mr. 
Chairman? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- | 


ment. 
The Clerk again read the amendment. 
Mr. CLARK. 
speech about that, but that amendment accomplishes precisely 
what the gentleman from Iowa said yesterday was the meaning 
of this law. 


not use this evidence that you make a man give as against him- 
self; you can use it against anybody else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. CLARK. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

ll. That any article of food or drug that isadulterated or misbranded 
within the meaning of this act, and is transported or being transported from 
one State to another for sale, or if it be sold or offered for salein the District 
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States, or if it be imported 
reign country for sale, or if intended for export toa foreign coun- 

able to be proceeded agaigst in any district court of the United 
thin the district where the same is found and seized for confisca- 
n, bya process of libel forcondemnation. Andif such article iscondemned 
ng adulterated the same shall be disposed of as the said court may di 

, and the proceeds thereof, if sold, less the legal costs and charges, shall 
d into the Treasury of the United States, but such goods shall not bo 
nany State contrary to the lawsof thatState. The proceedingsof such 
shall conform as near as may be to proceedir i ralty, ex 
that either party may demand trial by jury of any issue of fact joined 

+h case; and all such proceedings shall be at the suit of and in the name 

» United States. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman.I move to amend that section by 
striking out all, beginning with the word ‘‘ and,’’ in line 5,0n page 
21, extending to and including the word “ State,’’ in line 10, on 
the same page. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

l, in line 5, beginning with the word “and,” strike out all the 
tinder of line 5, lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10, including the word ** State.” 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will read that excerpt for 
the information of the House. 

And if c 
disposed of as the said court may direct, and the proceeds thereof, if sold, less 
the legal costs and charges, shall be — into the Treasury of the United 
States, but such goods shall not be so 
that State. 

Mr. Chairman, that is a most remarkable proposition, that the 
courts of the United States shall pronounce judicially that a thing 


SEC 


On page 2 
rel 


is sold in violation of this law by reason of adulteration and then | 


proceed to sell the very same identical thing, by a public author- 
ity, the sale of which is prohibited to a private citizen. It is an 
outrage on common sense and ordinary decency. There is not a 
man living that can justify it. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Missouri pardon me? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose milk is being sold as good milk, and it 
is confiscated as being skim milk. Is there any reason why it 
should not be sold as skim milk? 

Mr. CLARK. Notabit; but if it is skim milk it is fit to drink. 
I deny that Congress has any power to prohibit the sale of skim 
milk. 

Mr. MANN. 
as milk. 

Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. MANN. 


It has the power to prevent the sale of skim milk 


If it isn’t milk, what is it? [Laughter 
It is not milk; it is skim milk. 

It is milk, ali the same. 
Yes; it is skim milk. 

Mr. CLARK. I am not going to dispute with a dairyman on 
the subjectof milk. [Laughter.} Hereisaproposition. In one- 
half of the States of this Union there is a law against gambling, 
and as one of the penalties it authorizes the destruction of the 
gambling apparatus. There is some sense in that. But suppose 


the statutes should authorize the sale of the gambling apparatus | 


and the turning of the proceeds into the public Treasury. What 
would you think of that? The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that no- 
body knows precisely what is in this bill. 

That was demonstrated within the last fifteen minutes by the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not want to make any | 
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fact that the chairman of the committee, Mr. Heprurn, and the 
lieutenant chairman of the committee, Mr. MANN, fell afoul of 
each other as to what the last part of section 9 means. I do not 
believe there are a dozen men in the United States who, if it really 
ever percolates through their brain what these words mean that 
I have moved to strike out, would venture to vote for the bill with 
those words in it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the words that the gentleman 
moves to strike out do not require the sale of the article that is 


| found to be adulterated. 


Mr. CLARK. The words authorize the sale. 


Mr. MANN. Itauthorizesthe court todispose of it. The illus- 


| tration that I gave the gentleman disposes of this proposition. 


The article may be offered as cream and it may be simply milk. 





That is, it makes plain what has been extremely | 
obscure heretofore (if itis in the billatall). Thatis, that youcan | 


ich article is condemned as being adulterated the same shall be | 


d in any State contrary to the laws of | 


If it is offered as cream and is in fact only milk, it is subject to 
seizure. There is no reason in the world why it should not be 
sold as milk. 
Mr. CLARK. This section is about adulterated goods, and you 
do not claim that skim milk is adulterated. 
Mr. MANN. Iclaim that if it is offered as cream, it is adul- 
terated under this act. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That would be misbranding. 
Mr. MANN. Under the language of the bill skim milk offered 
as cream is adulterated. Other language might determine it to 
be something else. It is of no importance what you call it. 
There is no reason in the world why an article should be destroyed 
if it can be sold for what itis. Many articles are offered for sale 
under another name which would be perfectly proper if sold under 
their own name. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. ° 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HrepBuRN) there were—ayes 77, noes 78. 
Mr. CLARK. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 
Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. CLarx of 
Missouri and Mr. Mann of Illinois. 
The question was again taken; and the tellers reported- 
, noes 95. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend section 11, line6, page 21, by inserting after the word “ adulterated” 
the words “or misbranded within the meaning of this act.” 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there is no objection to that 
amendment. 
‘The question was taken; and the amendment was agfeed to. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 
*. 12. That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to investigate the 
racter and extent of the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liquors and 
w! er he has mm to believe that articles are being imported from for- 
eign countries which by reason of such adulteration are dangerous to the 
health of the people of the United States, or of kinds which are forbidden 
’ 


ayes 
85 


ito or forbidden to be sold or restricted in sale in the countries in 
which they are made or from which they are exported, or which shall be 
falsely labeled inany respect either by the omissionof the name of any added 
ingredient or otherwise, or in regard tothe place of manufacture or the con- 
tents of the package, shall make a request upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for samples from original packages of such articléfor inspection and 
| analysis; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to open 
such original packages and deliver specimens to the Secretary of Agriculture 
for the purpose mentioned, giving due notice to the owner or consignee of 
such articles, who may be present and have the right to introduce testimony; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury shail refuse delivery to the consignee of 
any of such goods which the Secretary of Agriculture reports to him have 
been inspected and analyzed and found to be dangerous to health, or of kinds 
which are forbidden entry into or forbidden to be sold or restricted in sale in 
the countries in which they are made or from which they are exported, or 
which shall be falsely labeied in any respect either by the omission of the 
name of any added ingredient or otherwise, or in regard to the place of man- 
ufacture or the contents of the package. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last word. Two years ago I was in favor of and voted for a bill of 
| this character. Since that time we have passed legislation in the 
| form of amendments.to the Agricultural appropriation act which, 
|in my judgment, makes this legislation absolutely unnecessary. 
{ want to read for the information of the House, because few 
Members are aware of this legislation, the items covering the 
appropriation for the Bureau of Chemistry in the Agricultural 
| Department. 

Laboratory, Department of Agriculture.—General expenses, Bureau of 
Chemistry: Chemical apparatus, chemicals, laboratory fixtures and supplies, 
repairs to engine and apparatus; gas and electric current, purchase of all 
necessary office fixtures, supplies, and necessary expenses in conducting — 
cial investigations, including necessary traveling and other expenses, tele- 
gragh end telephone services, for expressand freight charges, labor and 
expert work in sach investigations in the city of Washington and elsewhere, 
and in collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such 
experiments; to continue the collaboration with other bureaus and divisions 
of the Department desiring chemical investigations and to collaborate with 

| other Departments of the Government whose heads request the Secretary of 
Agriculture for such assistance, and for other miscellaneous work; for the em- 
ployment of additional assistant chemists, when necessary, and for the rent 
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of buildings occupied by the Bureau of Chemistry; to investigate the adul- 
teration of foods, condiments, beverages, and drugs, when deemed by the 
Secretary of Agriculture advisable, and for all necessary expenses of every 
kind connected therewith. 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the character of food 
preservatives, coloring matters, and other substamces added to foods, to de- 
termine their relation to digestion and to health, and to establish the prin- 
ciples which should guide their use; to enable the Secretary of Agriculture 
to investigate the character of the chemical and physical tests which are ap- 
plied to American food products in foreign countries, and to inspect before 
shipment, when desired by the shippers or owners of these fooc¢ ——-, 
American food products intended for countries where chemical anc yg 
tests are required before said food products are allowed to be sold in the 
countries mentioned, and for all necessary expenses connected with such in- 
spection and studies of meth¢ds of analysis in foreign countries; to enable 
the Secretary of Agriculture, in collaboration with the Association of Official 
Agricultural Chemists, and such other experts as he may deem necessary, to 


establish standards of purity for food products and to determine what are | 


regarded as adulterations therein, for the guidance of the officials of the 
various States and of the courts of justice. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, under that last clause which I have just 
read—*‘ for the guidance of the officials of the various States and 
of the courts of justice’’—the Secretary of Agriculture is em- 
powered to cooperate with the State authorities; and I claim that 


the power to cooperate, supplemented with the power of the State, 


is sufficient to prevent the adulteration of food in the several 
States and in interstate commerce. 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has on his desk is of goods im- 
ported from abroad which have been refused entry in this country 
by virtue of a paragraph in the agricultural appropriation act, 
and which he repeats as section 12 of the bill. Therefore section 


12 of the bill is simply a repetition of legislation already in force. | 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, that is what I stated in the open- 
ing of the discussion. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I know that; that is all right; so that 
the only question here to consider is the question of interstate 
commerce in adulterated food. I claim the provisions of the law 
from which I have just read will cover everything. I think this 
law is unnecessary. It will simply lead to an army of employees 
all over this country and a duplication of work. 

Mr. POU. 
have the privilege of extending my remarks in the Recorp. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
Is there | 


unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 12 by striking out, in lines 18, 19, and 20, page 21, the words 
“by reason of such adulteration are dangerous to the health of the people of 
the United States’ and insert in lieu thereof the eowins: “adulterated or 
misbranded within the meaning of this act; and by striking out, in line 11, 
page 22, the words ‘dangerous to health” and inserting the words “‘adulter- 
ated or misbranded within the meaning of this act.” 


Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for the 
purpose of harmonizing this bill with the other portions of it. It 
will be seen that in section 2 of the act it reads ‘‘ adulterated or 
misbranded within the meaning of this act.’’ That language is 
used throughout this act except in this section. The provisions 
of the act are applied to all manufactures that are produced within 
the United States, but in this section different language is used, 
and while inthe balance of the act all manufactures are prohibited 
that are deleterious or poisonous, in this section, asapplying tothe 
products of foreign countries, this peculiar language is used: ‘* by 
reason of such adulteration are dangerous to the health of the 
people of the United States.”” I believed when I read this that it 
was an inadvertence on the part of the committee in using differ- 
ent language in this section providing for importations from for- 
eign countries than that used in regard to the manufactures of 
this country. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the products 
of foreign countries introduced into this country under the terms of 
this bill ought not to enjoy any special privilege and be exempted 
from the general provisions of the bill, and it is for that reason 
that I suggest this amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I can understand the reasons 
which the gentleman has in his mind for proposing the amend- 
ment, but I am fully convinced that if he were aware of the 
operations of the existing law he would not have proposed the 
amendment. 


Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- | 


mana question. Are not the provisions of this law intended to 
take the place of all other laws? 


Mr. MANN. The existing law upon this subject was enacted | 


in an agricultural appropriation bill, not for a single year, but as 
the law. Some of the provisions in the agricultural bill are only 
continuing as they are passed from time to time, but this isa perma- 
nent statute and has been in operation since the ist of last July. 
Under its terms the Agricultural Department and the Treasury 
Department together have returned from the United States goods 


Every sample that the gen- | 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I may 
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which were imported here to the extent of many vessel loads of 
adulterated and deleterious goods. 

The law has worked satisfactorily. If we put a different pro- 
vision in this statute it will not change the law as it now stands 
on the statute books, because there is nothing here to repeal that 
enactment, and the only purpose of putting section 12 in this bill 
is that when a man in the country who deals in these goods gets 
hold of the pamphlet containing the pure-food law he has the 
whole Federal statute on the subject before him and does not have 
to seek through all the indexes of the Statutes at Large to find 
out whether he is violating a statute or not. 

Mr. SNAPP. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. Will not this law itself repeal all other laws ix 
conflict with it without a special clause to that effect? 

Mr.MANN. Why, certainly, Mr. Chairman. The gentleman, 
who is a fine lawyer, knows that that question need hardly to be 
asked or answered. 

But this law would not be in conflict. To confer additional 
power upon the Secretary of Agriculture does not take away the 
power that he now has under the present law. And we deem it 
far better to leave the law the same in both places. 
| Ido not know all the particular merits of that preposition; 





but 
I understand that in some cases goods have been forbidden to be 
| sold in Germany or France or Italy, but have been sent over 
| here to be sold, and we have shut them out on the ground that 
| they are forbidden to be sold in the countries from which they 
|came. We say that if a German manufacturer can not make 
goods fit to be sold in his own country he ought not to be per- 
initted to send the same goods over here to us. 
I think the gentleman is mistaken in his amendment; and I 
| trust it will not prevail. 
| Mr. CLARK. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. I do not want to be rude, but I must raise a 
point of order against that motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point being raised, the Chair mustrule 
that the motion is not in order. 
Mr. CLARK. Allright. I will get it in anyway. 
The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


. 


Sxc. 13. That this act shall be in force and effect from and after its passage. 


| Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out, in line 19 of page 22, the words ‘‘ its passage,’’ and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ the 1st day of September, 1904.’’ 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
| FULLER} desire to be heard on his amendment? 
Mr. FULLER. No; I think not. It is suggested to me that 
there will be no objection to the amendment if the language be 
changed so as to read *‘ ninety days after its passage.’’ That will 
be satisfactory to me. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that it 
might be better to fix a definite time, for this reason— 
Mr. FULLER. I think I will adhere to the amendment as I 
first offered it. 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to occupy five min- 
utes. A few words by way of conclusion to this long wrancle. 
I believe every man in the House is desirous of accomplishing 
whi the authors of this bill claim thatthey want. A man may be 
in favor of pure food without being in favor of every verbal or 
legislative monstrosity labeled ‘‘A pure-food bill.”’ Nobody is in 
favor of deleterious stuff being sold, either to eat or drink. My 
own judgment is—and it has been demonstrated here time and 
| again within the last two days—that this bill contains some pro- 
visions that are bad, others that are tautological, others that are 
mystifying, and some that are in contravention of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 
* If I had not been opposed to the bill before, I would have been 
opposed to it by reason of what the gentleman from New York 
| Mr. Wapsworta], the chairman of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, has just stated; that the Secretary of Agriculture already 
has ample power—authority, officials, and money—to do the very 
things that the authors of this bill claim they wish to have done. 
If that is true, to enact this bill into law is a work of supereroga- 
| tion. Iam opposed to duplicating work by Government officials. 
It has been stated on the floor of this House repeatedly, in a pre- 
ceding Congress, by the gentleman who is now Speaker [{Mr. 
CANNON], that the duplication of work exists in the Departments 
nearly everywhere—not only duplication, but triplication and 
quadruplication. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I want to state that the appropriation 
for the Department of Agriculture to be used for purposes of this 
| kind is, in round numbers, $100,000. 

Mr. CLARK. The gentleman from New York states that the 
| appropriation is,in round numbers, $100,000, to do the very things 
| you are proposing to do now by this bill. 

In very few words I will give you my opinion as to what a new 
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Every lawyer } 
of words there are in 
by the courts. 


a statute will constructions thereof be made 


It is not the part of wisdom to use thousands of words to ex- | 


press the same thing that you could express in a short paragraph. 
If this House will pass a bill something like this, providing that 
every article of interstate commerce shall be plainly branded or 
labeled in the English language, stating what it isand the quality 
thereof, and that to manufacture it, to put it on the market, to 
wholesale it or retail it, or to offer it for sale when it does not 
come up to the label or brand, shall be treated by the courts as 
obtaining money, or attempting to obtain it, under false pretenses, 
then fix a penalty for the violation of that law—you have accom- 
— the whole thing. I would unhesitatingly support such a 
vill. 
The truth about the matter is that there is scarcely a State in 


the Union that has not a law of the sort that can be enforced | 


now. The prosecuting attorney that understands his business 
and has the courage to discharge his duty can convict every man 
who is selling goods that do not come up to what is pretended 
for them—can convict him under the common law against swin- 
diing. 

I am opposed to the multiplication of statutes, and especially 
statutes that contain such a stultifying provision as that the 


courts of the United States shall be permitted to sell the articles | 


which they confiscate from the citizen on the ground that they 
are not fit to be sold by the citizen. When a man buys such 
property at a Government sale, what is he going to do with it? 

If he sells it again he lays himself liable under this statute. 
he can not eat it all or can not drink it all, what is he going to do 
with it? The proposition is preposterous. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The reading of the bill is completed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Imove as an amendment that the bill 
be recommitted to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion will be properly made in the 
House, and not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest thatthe matter of 
the title has not been disposed of yet. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: 

“A bill for the preventing the adulteration or misbranding of foods or drugs, 
and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatisa formality, and it will be agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
the committee amendment. 


The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment as | 


amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill favorably to the House. 

Mt r. WADSWORTH. I offer as an amendment to that motion 
that the committee recommend that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be very glad to hear 
either gentleman on the precedence of these motions. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is not my motion in the form of an 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that the 
motion of the gentleman from Iowa has precedence, but the Chair 
is not sure about it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I offer my motion as an amendment to 
the motion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair then will put the motion to the 
committee, as the gentleman from New York suggests his motion 
as an amendment to the motion of the gentleman from Iowa, and 
will put the question that the committee rise and report the bill 
back to the House with the recommendation that the bill be re- 
committed to the committee. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Wapswortu, and the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. Mann, to act as tellers. 
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JANUARY 20, 





The committee divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 111. 

So the motion to report the bill with the recommendation that 
it be recommitted was lost. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6295, and 
had instructed him to report the bill back with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, with the recommendation that the 
amendment be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the 
bill, and ask for the previous question on the amendment and 
bill to its passage. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask 
unanimous consent that sixty minutes’ time be given to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. ZENoR] for the purpose of discussing 
a question that he desires to discuss. I had some conversation 
with him, and I understand that if he will wait until the bill is 
voted upon there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK. Does this motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
| shut anybody out from a motion to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 
Mr. MANN. May I ask whether any disposition has been made 
| on the order of voting on the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has not yet been reported. 
There is only one amendment. 

Mr. MANN. There is more than one amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It does not appear so from the report made 
| by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of section 2 down to the word “court,” in line 17 on page 13, 
and insert the following: 

“Sec. 2. That the introduction into any State or Tefritory or the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia from any other State or Territory or the District of Co 
lumbia, or from any foreign country, or shipment to any foreign country of 
any article of food or drugs which is adulterated or misbranded, within the 
meaning of this act, is hereby prohibited; and any person who shall ship or 
| deliver for shipment from any State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
| togny other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or to a foreign 
| country, or who shall receive in any State or Territory or the District of Co- 
lumbia from any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or for- 
eign country, or who, having received, shall deliver,in original unbroken 
packages, for pay or otherwise, or offer to deliver to any other person, any 
such article so adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of this act, or 
| any person who shall sell or offer for sale in the District of Columbia or the 
Territories of the United States such adulterated, mixed, misbranded, or imi- 
| tated foods or drugs, or export or offer to export the same to any foreign 
country, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for such offense be fined not 
exceeding ) for the first offense and for each subsequent offense not exceed 
ing $300 or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of 
the court.” 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendment. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. IfImay be permitted to retain the floor, I 
will withhold my motion for the previous que#tion for a moment 
until I explain the effect of this amendment that I have offered. 
As I understand the parliamentary situation, this bill comes to the 
House now from the Committee of the Whole as one amendment, 
| only one amendment. The proposition that I offer is an amend- 
ment to section 2, covering all that part of section 2 that was 
| amended by the committee, or rather recommended to be amended 
by the committee, and restoring the bill precisely as it was re- 
ported here. That is the purpose of it. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, what becomes of the amendments we put 
in that section? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It simply eliminates them entirely. Now, 
| Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question upon my amendment, 
| the amendments of the committee, and the passage of the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 1n- 
quiry. 

: The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does that strike out the amend- 
ment—— ° 

Mr. HEPBURN. It strikes out the word “ willful’’ and the 
addition the gentleman added, which would make the bill prac- 
| tically inoperative and prevent convictions under the law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That applies also to section 2—— 

Mr. CLARK. . Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

| Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. as 
Mr. CLARK. There is another amendment in that section 
| which was agreed to. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Not in this part. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa, and on that the 
gentleman from Iowa demands the previous question. 

The question was taken; and upon a division (demanded by 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas) there were—ayes 133, noes 95. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa, 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ADAMSON. We might just as well ask for the yeas and 
nays at once, as I understand the amendment would simply undo 
what was done yesterday. 








The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 126, 


answered “ present ’’ 6, not voting 105, as follows: 
YEAS—145. 
Humphrey, Wash. Reeder, 


Acheson, 
Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 


Allen, Dwight, Kennedy, Scott, 
Bartholdt, Esch, Ketcham, Shafroth, 
Bede, Fordney, Kinkaid, Shiras, 
Beidler, Foss, Knopf, Sibley, 
Bell, Cal. Foster, Vt. Kyle, Smith, Ml. 
Benny, French, Lacey, Smith, Iowa 
Birdsall, Fuller, Lafean, Smith, Samuel W. 
aoe, Gaines, W. Va. Lawrence, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Boutell, Gardner, Mass. Lindsay, Smith, Pa. 
Bowersock, Gardner, Mich. Loud, Southard, 
Brown, Pa. Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager, Southwick, 
Brown, Wis. Gibson, McCarthy, Spalding, 
Brownlow, Gillet, N. Y. McCreary, Pa. Sperry, 
Burke, Gillett, Cal. McLachlan, Stafford, 
Burkett, Graff, McMorran, Sterling, 
Butler, Pa. Granger, McNary, Stevens, Minn. 
Calderhead, Greene, Mann, , Sulloway, 
Campbell, Grosvenor, Marshall, Tawney, 
Cassel, Hamilton, Metcalf, Thomas, Iowa 
Conner, Haskins, Miller, Tirrell, 
Cooper, Pa. Hedge, Minor, Townsend, 
Cooper, Wis. Hemenway, Mondell, Van Voorhis, 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. Morgan, Volstead, 
Crumpacker, Hepburn, Needham, Wanger, 
Currier, Hermann, Norris, Warnock, 
Curtis, Hill, Conn. Olmsted, Watson, 
Cushman, Hinshaw, Otis, Weems, 
Dalzell, Hitt, Otjen, Wilson, Il. 
Daniels, Hogg, Overstreet, Woodyard, 
Darragh, Holliday, Palmer, Wright, 
Davidson, Howell, Utah Patterson, Pa, Young. 
Davis, Minn. Hughes, N.J. Payne, 
Deemer, Hughes, W. Va. Porter, 
Dixon, Hull, Powers, Me. 
NAYS—126, 
Adamson, Foster, Tl. Lever, Russell, 
Aiken, Gaines, Tenn. Lewis, Scudder, 
Baker Garber, Lilley, Shackleford, 
Bankhead, Garner, Lind, Sheppard, 
Bartlett, Gillespie, Little, Sherley, 
Bassett, Glass, Livernash, Shull, 
Beall, Tex. Goldfogle, Livingston, Sims, 
Benton, Goulden, Lloyd, Slayden, 
Bowers, Gregg, Lorimer, Small, 
Bowie, Griggs, Lucking, Smith, Ky. 
Burgess, Gudger, McAndrews, Smith, Tex. 
Burleson, Hamlin, Macon, Snook, 
Caldwell, Hardwick, Maddox, Southall, 
Candler, «Harrison, Mahoney, Spight, 
Cassingham, Haugen, Martin, Stanley, 
Clark, Hay, Maynard, Stephens, Tex. 
Clayton, Henry, Tex. Moon, Tenn. Sullivan, Mass. 
Cochran, Hill, Miss. Padgett, Tate, 
Cowherd, Hitchcock, Page, Thayer, 
Croft, Hopkins, Patterson, N.C. Thomas, N. C, 
Crowley, Humphreys, Miss. Pierce, Thompson, 
Davis, Fla. Hunt, Pinckney, Trimble, 
De Armond, James, Pou, Underwood, 
Denny, Johnson, Rainey, Wade, 
Dickerman, Jones, Va. Reid, Wallace, 
Dinsmore, Kitchin, Claude Rhea, Webb, 
Dougherty, Kitchin, Wm. W. Rider, Weisse, 
Douglas, Kiuttz, Rixey, Williams, Ih 
Emerich, Lamar, Mo. Robb, Williams, Miss. 
Field, Lamb, Robinson, Ark. Zenor. 
Finley, Legare, Robinson, Ind. 
Fitzgerald, Lester, Rucker, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—46, 
Brantley, Honston, Kline, Miers, Ind, 
Griffith, Jenkins, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Alexander, Brundidge, Dick. Hearst, 
Ames, Buckman, Dovener, Hildebrant, 
Babcock, Burleigh, Dunwell, Howard, 
Badger, Burnett, Evans, Howell, N. J. 
Bates, Burton, qusgntetok, Howell, Pa. 
pnagnem, Butler, Mo, Flack, Huff, 
Bradley, Byrd, Flood, Jackson, Md. 
Brandegee, Capron, Fowler, Jackson, Ohio 
Breazeale, Cooper, Tex Gilbert, Kehoe, 
Brick, Cromer, Gillett, Mass. Keliher, 
Brooks, Davey, La. Goebel, Knapp, 
Broussard, Dayton, Gooch, Lamar, Fla. 





Draper, 
Dresser, 
Driscoll, 


Hunter, 
Jones, Wash. 








tichardson, Ala. 
Ryan, 
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Robertson, La. 
Rodenberg, 


Landis, Chas. B. Morrell, 
Landis, Frederick Mudd, 


Taylor, 
Vandiver, 


Lanning, Murdock, Ruppert, Van Duzer, 
Littauer, Nevin, Scarborough, Vreeland, 
Littlefield, Parker, Sherman, Wachter, 
Longworth, Patterson, Tenn. Shober, Wadsworth, 
Lovering, Pearre, Slemp, Warner, 
McCall, Perkins, Smith, N.Y. Wiley, Ala. 
McCleary, Minn. Powers, Mass. Snapp, Wiley, N. J. 


McDermott, Prince, Sparkman, Williamson, 


McLain, Pujo, Steenerson, Wilson, N.Y. 
Mahon, Randell, Tex. Sullivan, N. Y. Wynn. 
Marsh, Ransdell, La. Sulzer, 


Meyer, La. 
Moon, Pa. 


Richardson, Tenn. Swanson, 
Roberts, Talbott, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 
Mr. MorReExLL with Mr. Kine. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. Brick with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
Mr. BUCKMAN with Mr. GILBERT. ‘i 
Mr. BuRLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
Mr. DoOVENER with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. Evans with Mr. BURNETT. 
| Mr, Knapp with Mr. Lamar of Florida, 
Mr. LANNING with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. MAHON with Mr. Houston. 
Mr. WARNER with Mr. BREAZEALE, 
For this day: 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. McDEerRMoTT. 
Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. Puvo. 
Mr. BaTEs with Mr. Wiison of New York. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
Mr. Burton with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
Mr. Capron with Mr. Goocu. 
Mr. Dick with Mr. BRovussARD. 
Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. FITzPaTRICK. 
Mr. FLAcK with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. Giuuett of Massachusetts with Mr. RicHarpson of Ten- 
nessee. 
{ Mr. HtLpDEBRANT with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
Mr. Howe. of New Jersey with Mr. SHOBER. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. TALsorr. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Howe of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS with Mr. Howarp. 
Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. McLarty. 
Mr. LitTavER with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 
Mr. LONGWORTH with Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. WiLry of Alabama. 
Mr. McC.Leary of Minnesota with Mr. KELInER, 
Mr. MArsH with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Krnor. 
Mr. NEVIN with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 
Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. PRINCE with Mr. PatrEerson of Tennessee. 
Mr. Rosperts with Mr. FLoop. 
Mr. RopDENBERG with Mr. Van DuZER. 
Mr. SLEMP with Mr. SWANSON. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. HEARST. 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 
On this vote: 
Mr. BRANDEGEE with Mr. BADGER. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. Wynn. 
Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and paying at- 
tention when his name should have been called? 
| Mr. WYNN. No, sir; I was not present at the moment my 
i name was called. 
The SPEAKER. The rule does not permit the Chair to allow 
the gentleman to vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute amendment as amended. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
was read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Upon-that question, Mr. 
Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER. Twenty gentlemen rising; not a sufficient 
number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. CLARK. The Committee of the Whole adopted an amend- 


ment here, striking out the last words in section 3. 
been done with that amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that the only knowledge that the Chair can have touch- 
ing this amendment is by the report of the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The 
Chairman reported the amendment in its perfected form in the 
shape of a substitute for the original bill, and the amendment 
stands by itself complete, as reported by the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 
the bill moved to amend the substitute. 
that amendment and adopted it. 
age of the bill as amended. 
1e question was taken; and upon a division (demanded by Mr. 
Ricuarpson of Alabama) there were—ayes 201, noes 68. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended. 


What has 


The House voted. upon 
The question now is upon the 





There was no objection. 
Mr.MANN. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent that gentle- 
men who have spoken upon this bill have leave to extend their 


remarks in the Recorp for ten calendar days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that Members who have spoken upon the bill just passed 
have leave to extend their remarks in the Recorp for ten calendar 


days. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I object unless the gentleman 


makes it five days. 

Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I shall have to modify my 
request and make it for five days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request as modified? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
cousent that the Committee on Mines and Mining be permitted to 
have such printing done as is necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Mines and Mining have leave 
to order such printing as may be necessary. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iobject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, by direc- 
tien of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 10670) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on the 
bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice at this time 
that to-morrow I will move to take up this bill for the considera- 
tion of the House. 


CARRIAGES, ETC., MAINTAINED AT GOVERNMENT EXPENSE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Waysand Means I offera privileged report, reporting back House 
resolution 146 and offering asubstitute therefor, of which I desire 
immediate consideration, which I shall send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to furnish to this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement showing the 
number of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at Government ex- 
pense for the use of officials in his Department, together with a statement 
showing the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness, the date 
of purchase, from what fund the payment was made, and the amount of 
wages paid to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and chaffeurs, whether car- 
ried on the rolls as such or in some other classification; alsothe list of officials 
entitled to the use of said carriages, and the date when such service was in- 
aucurated. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, that contains all of the requests 
for information in the original resolution, and also some additional 
points of information. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
that I hope the resolution will pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
resolution. - 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended hy the substitute. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

SIVEWRIGHT, BACON & CO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 


Now,the gentleman in charge of | 





} 





panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompa- 
nying papers. relating to the claim of Messrs. Sivewright, Bacon & Co.. of 
Manchester, England, British subjects, for compensation for damages sus- 
tained by their vessel, the British steamship the Eastry, in consequence of 
collisions in June, 1901, at Manila, with certain coal hulks belonging to the 
United States Government. 

I recommend that, as an act of equity and comity, provision be made by 
the Congress for reimbursement to the firm of the money expended by it in 
making the repairs to the ship which the collisions rendered necessary. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


y 


Wuire Hovsg, 

Washington, January 20, 190k. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ZENOR] be granted 
forty-eight minutes within which to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 


| mous consent that the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. ZENor] be 


granted forty-eight minutes within which to address the House. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC ROADS. 

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Speaker. I desire to testify my appreciation 
of the kindness of the minority leader |[Mr. WILLIAMs of Missis- 
sippi] and the distinguished gentleman from Iowa | Mr. Hersurn] 
and this indulgence of the House, for I feel that the opportunity 
of presenting some remarks upon a subject which I regard as of 
general importance is due to the courtesy of the gentlemen men- 
tioned and of the House. 

We have just listened to a very interesting and animated dis- 
cussion of the provisions of the bill just passed the House—a 
measure involving to some extent the consideration of questions 
which are closely related to the subject on which I desire to ex- 
press these views. 

The bill just passed is one intended to regulate and secure to 

the people of this country the use of pure food and pure drink. 
My sympathies were with the provisions of that bill. There were 
some few provisions and sections of the bill which did not entirely 
meet my approval, which seemed to be open to some criticism 
and to be somewhat amenable to objections made—provisions 
which were discussed upon the floor of this House. But taking 
the bill as a whole I did not regard the objections made to it as 
sufficient to warrant any successful opposition to its passage. 
The bill involved to some extent the question as to the power 
of the Federal Government to enter the different States of this 
Union for the purpose of regulating and controlling what is said 
to be the commerce of the United States. The purpose of the bill, 
if I have properly apprehended the scope of its provisions, was not 
to interfere with the domestic concerns of the different States of 
this Union, was not in any manner to invade or interfere with 
the right of the States to control their own local and domestic 
affairs. The provisions of the bill, as I have understood them, 
does not undertake to interfere with the exercise on the part of the 
States of the police power; nor do they invade the sovereign juris- 
diction of the States. 
I have always been an uncompromising advocate of pure food. 
I believe that this bill is responsive to the demands of the great 
body of the people of thiscountry. I believe thatthe moral sense 
of the American people approve legislation projected along lines 
of this kind, having for its purpose the suppression of the prac- 
tice of frauds, adulterations, and misrepresentations in the sale of 
food products, and that the same should receive our support. I 
believe that such legislation upon the part of the Federal Govern- 
ment is wise, in order to wipe out the practices that have grown 
up and the evils that are incident to the commerce of this coun- 
try, and in order to secure the people in their rights and protect 
them against frauds. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question to which I desire to call, 
briefty, the attention of the House at this time is neither new nor 
novel. It has challenged the attention and agitated the minds of 
the people of every civilized nation of the world. From the 
earliest period of authentic history to opening dawn of the pres- 
ent century roads and road building have been among the most 
important subjects that have engaged the attention ‘of the great 
body of the people and commanded the respectful thought and 
consideration of their legislators and legislative bodies. 

In our own country, almost contemporaneous with the inaugu- 
ration of government, began the agitation of the question of the 
construction of canals and public roads. And with the advent 


of Jefferson’s Administration the sentiment of the country had 
attained such force and cohesion that it found expression in the 
introduction of the bill in Congress which has since become so 
widely known as the bill authorizing the building of the Cumber- 
land road. 

This was the pioneer measure that blazed the way for others of 
like character. Following in the wake of this came the bills 
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which were enacted into laws, authorizing the construction of 
the roads from Detroit to Chicago, from Natchez to Nashville, 
from the frontier of Georgia to New Orleans, and from Memphis 
to the St. Francis River, in the State of Arkansas. 

Jefferson approved the law authorizing the construction of the 
Cumberland road as early as 1806, and the legislation subse- 
quently authorizing these other enterprises occurred between 
that date and the year 1835. 

While these measures were being considered, and others intended 
to effectuate and carry them into operation, they received the at- 
tention of many of our leading public men and were advocated 
by such eminent statesmen as Clay, Calhoun, and others of equal 
note. I may say that it was the concurrent opinion at that time 
of those who have left a record upon the subject that the surplus 
revenues of the Federal Government could not be used toa better 
purpose nor in the promotion of a more worthy and meritorious 
cause than the improvement of the highways and common roads. 

While it is true that they did not always agree as to the power 
and scope of the authority of the General Government to under- 
take and carry on the work, it was the prevailing opinion that it 
should be done by the Government or under its controlling super- 
vision, and they favored an amendment to the Constitution, if 
this was necessary to that end. Upon this question of the power 
of the Federal Government to appropriate money out of the Fed- 


eral Treasury in aid of the construction of internal improvements | 


of this kind, it is both interesting and instructive to study the 
able and masterly veto message of President Jackson upon this 
subject. 

In his veto of the bill proposing to authorize a subscription of 
stock in the Maysville, Washington, Paris and Lexington Turn- 
pike Road Company by the Government, he took occasion to enter 


j ‘ iscussi stio ‘ is | ! t c ‘ ° 
into an elaborate discussion of these ques tions and presented his | subject for the serious deliberation of Congress, and it may be fortunate for 


views at great length. In the course of this discussion he re- 
viewed at some length the views held by his predecessors, Mr. 
Jefferson, Mr. Madison, and Mr. Monroe. In speaking of Mr. 
Jefferson’s Administration he uses this language: 

In the Administration of Mr. Jefferson we have two examples of the exer- 





cise of the right of appropriation, which in the considerations that led to their | 


ion i in their effects upon the public mind have had a greater agency | y € i 
omepeens ane Sn Teer eecte wpe pe S — | struction of highways in the several States. 


in marking the character of the power than any subsequent events. 

I allude— 

Says he— 
to the payment of $15,000,000 for the purchase of Louisiana and to the origi- 
nal appropriation for the construction of the Cumberland road, the latter act 
deriving much weight from the acquiescence and approbation of three of the 


most powerful of the original members of the Confederacy expressed through 
their respective legislatures. 


Continuing, he says: 

Although the circumstances of the latter case (referring to the Cumber- 
land road) ma 
construction of the road of the force of an obligatory exposition of the Con- 
stitution, it must nevertheless be admitted that so far as the mere appropria- 
tion of money is concerned, they present the principle in its most imposin 
aspect, no less than twenty-three different laws have been passed through all 


the forms of the Constitution, appropriating upward of $2,500,000 ont of the | 


National Treasury in support of that improvement, with the approbation of 
every President of the ited States, including my predecessor, since its 
commencement. 


Referring to the Administration of Mr. Madison, President 
Jackson, in this veto message, says further: 


Independently of the sanction given to appropriations for the Cumberland 
and other roads and objects under this re, the Administration of Mr. 
Madison was characterized by an act which furnishes the strongest evidence 
of his opinion of its extent. A bill was passed through both Houses of Con- 
gress and presented for his approval “setting apart and pledging certain 
funds for constructing roads and canals and improving the navigation of 
water courses, in order to facilitate, promote and give security*to internal 


commerce among the several States, and to render more easy and less expen- | 


sive the means and provisions for the common defense.” 

Regarding the bill as asserting a power in the Federal Government to con- 
struct roads and canals within the limits of the States in which they were 
made, he objected to its —_—- on the ground of its unconstitutionality, de- 
claring that the assent of the respective States in the mode provided by the 
bill could not confer the power in question; that the only cases in which the 
consent and cession of particular States can extend the power of Congress 
are those specified and provided for in the Constitution, and superadding to 
these avowals his opinion that “a restriction of the power" to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare “to cases which are to be provided for 
by the expenditure of money would still leave within the legislative power 
of Congress all the great and most important measuresof Government, money 
being the ordinary and necessary means of carrying them into execution.” 

I have not been able to consider these declarations in any other point of 
view than as a concession that the right of appropriation is not limited by the 
power to carry into effect the measure for which the money is asked, as was 


formerly contended. , 


President Jackson, proceeding further and quoting the views 
held upon this question by Mr. Monroe, says: 


The yiews of Mr. Monroe upon this subject were not left to inference. 
During his Administration a bill was passed through both Houses of Con- 
ress conferring the jurisdiction and prescribing the mode by which the 
ederal Government should exercise it in the case of the Cumberland road. 
He returned it with objections to its passage, and in assigning them took 
occasion to say that in the early stages of the Government he had inclined to 
the construction that it had no right to expend money except in the per- 
formance of acts authorized by the other specific grants of power, according 
to a strict construction of them, but that on further reflection and observa- 
tion his mind had undergone a change; that his opinion then was “ that 


| factory to all. 


Congress have an unlimited power toraise money, and that in its appropria- 
tion they have a discretionary power, restric only by the duty to appro- 
priate it to purposes of common defense, and of general, not local, national, 
not State, benefit,” and this was avowed to be the governing principle, 
through the residue of his Administration. 


Mr. Speaker, these are the views in brief of the early Presi- 
dents of our Government upon this subject as defined and under- 
stood by President Jackson, himself a strict constructionist and 
jealous guardian of the rights of the States in all their full scope 
and power. He, too, cherished doubts of the power of Congress 
under the Constitution, to authorize the Federal Government to 
engage in the work of road and highway construction, and ex- 
pressed his unwillingness to indorse or sanction such a policy as 
proposed under the provisions of the bill then under consideration, 
it being the bill proposing a subscription tothe stock of the Mays- 
ville Turnpike Company. 

His views may be ascertained by a reference to this same veto 
message, where he says: 


In the message which was presented to Congressat the opening of its pres- 
ent session I endeavored to exhibit briefly my views upon the important and 
highly interesting subject to which our attention is now to be directed. I 
was desirous of presenting to the representatives of the several Statesin 
Congress assembled the inquiry whether some mode could not be devised 
which would reconcile the diversity of opinion concerning the powers of this 
Government over the subject of internal improvements and the manner in 
which these powers, if conferred by the Constitution, ought to be exercised. 

The act which I am called upon to consider has, therefore, been passed 
with a knowledge of my views on this question as these are expressed in the 
_ megs referred to. In that document the following suggestions will be 

ound: 

After the extinction of the public debt it is not probable that any adjust- 
ment of the tariff upon principles satisfactory to the people of the Union 
will, until a remote period, if ever, leave the Government without a consid- 
erable surplus in the Treasury beyond what may be required for its current 
service. . 

As then, the period approaches when the application of the revenue to the 
payment of the debt will cease, the disposition of the surplus will present a 


the country that it is yet to be decided. Considered in connection with the 
dfticulties which have heretofore attended appropriations for purposes of 
internal improvement, and with those which this experience tell us will cer- 
tainly arise whenever power over such subjects may be exercised by the 
General Government, it is hoped that it may lead to the adoption of some 
plan which will reconcile the diversified interests of the States and strengthen 
the bonds which unite them. Every member of the Union, in peace and in 
war, will be benefited by the improvement of inland navigation and the con- 


Let us, then, endeavor to attain this benefit in a mode which will be satis- 
That hithertoadopted has by many of our fellow-citizens been 


| deprecated as an infraction of the Constitution, while by others it has been 


be such as to deprive so much of it as relates to the actual | 





| 


viewed as inexpedient. All feel that it has been employed at the expense of 
harmony in the legislative councils. And,adverting to the constitutional 
power of Congress to make what I considered a proper disposition of the 
surplus revenue, I subjoined the following remarks: 

* To avoid these evils it appears to me that the most safe, just, and Federal 
disposition which could be made of the surplus revenue would be its ap- 
portionment among the several States according to their ratio of repre- 
sentation, and should this measure not be found warranted by the Constitu- 
tion, that it would be expedient to propose to the States an amendment 
authorizing it.” 


This, Mr. Speaker, is a brief résumé of the views and the opin- 
ions that were held from Jefferson down to President Jackson. 
Is there any gentleman upon the floor of this House who doubts 


| that in the consideration of these measures Jefferson did not 


have in mind the scope, limitations, and restrictions of the Fed- 
eral Constitution? Is there a Democrat upon this side of the 
House that doubts that James Madison, under whose Adminis- 
tration quite a large number of these bills passed proposing to 
make ¢ppropriations for the support of the old Cumberland road 
and the other roads to which I have called the attention of the 


| House, did not adhere strictly to his views of the limitations of 


the Constitution of his country? 

Will it be doubted that President Jackson, who of all the Presi- 
dents that have occupied that high and exa!ted position com- 
mards in the highest degree the confidence and respect of not cnly 
Democrats, but of ail other parties in this country, had these in 
mind? Yet there is nowhere to be found in the veto message of 
President Jackson an intimation that the Congress of the United 
States did not possess the power to both raise the revenue and to 
appropriate the same in the construction of public roads and pub- 
lic highways. 

He even went so far as to recommend that that was the best dis- 
position that could be made of the surplus that had accumulated in 
the public Treasury, when we reached the point that the United 
States debt was extinguished. In his message he expresses the 
opinion that the people of this country would not consent toa 
modification of the tariff duties for a considerable time in the 
future, and in the meantime the public debt, which had been 
rapidly diminishing, would be extinguished, and then the country 
would be confronted with a proposition for the disposition of the 
surplus moneys in the public Treasury; and then the Congress of 
the United States would have for consideration the proposition of 
appropriating this surplus revenue to internal improvements and 
to the construction of public highways. 

There is nowhere an intimation that power does not exist in the 
Federal Government both with reference to raising tho revenue 
and the appropriation of it. The exercise of the veto power of 
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President Madison in the one instance and President Jackson in 
the other, was based upon the ground that, in their opinion, it was 
an infraction of the rights of the States for this Government to 
enter upon a scheme of public improvements that reached out to 
the different States and to take charge of the actual construction 
of the work within the limits of the States and therefore to inter- 
fere with the exercise, on the part of the States, of the police 
powers of the States. 


[ agree with the views as expressed by these Presidents of the | 


United States. Iam a devotee of the teachings of Jefferson. I 
have been brought up and educated in that school of thought of 
which Jefferson, Jackson, and Monroe, and all of the illustrious 
Presidents who followed in their footsteps were the chief exem- 
plars. These great and eminent statesmen taught in their day 


that the Constitution of our country was above all statutory | 


laws; that the Constitution of this country should be held sacred, 
and that the rights of a State also should be observed; that the 
limitations of the National Government and of the State govern- 
ments should be enforced when involved in a-measure of national 
legislation. 

The doubt expressed by General Jackson of the propriety of 
the measure to which he interposed that veto was that it entered 
into the States, authorized the Federal officers to enter into the 


States and take charge and enter upon the construction of the | 


roads. Congress even went farther than that in the last law that 
was passed in reference to the Cumberland road, which was a 
law for putting the roads in repair, and all roads from time to 
time need repairs, and the Cumberland road proved to be no ex- 
ception to this rule. 

The roads of this country are to-day in such a horrible condi- 
tion that an appeal is coming up from every township, county, 
parish. and section—in fact, from all over this Union—for relief. 
The old Cumberland road, of course, got out of repair, and the 
question was addressing itself to the Congress of the United States 
whether or not it would be best to pursue the policy of appropri- 
ating money out of the Treasury or to adopt a scheme of tollgates 
upon the old Cumberland road from which they could derive a 
revenue with which to repair those roads. That was the bill 
which met with the veto of the President, and upon good and 
tenable grounds. 

I am not and never have been in favor, as I understand the gen- 
eral limitations of the Federal Government, of any law that in- 
vades the rights of the States, that destroys the powér of the 
States in the control of theirown domestic affairs. I believe with 
Jefferson when he declared that the State governments in all 
their constitutional rights should be maintained as the best ad- 
ministrators of our domestic affairs and chief bulwark against 
anti-Republican tendencies; therefore these bills were all vetoed 
upon grounds which do not appear and are not involved in any 
proposition pending before this Congress to-day. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call attention briefly to two bills which 
have been introduced and are now pending in the Congress of the 
United States, one in the House, knownas the Brownlow bill, and 


the other in the other end of the Capitol, known as the Latimer | 


bill. I have carefully examined those two bills. 
drafted along similar lines. 
are very nearly the same but vary in detail. 

What are the propositions contained in those bills. I donot re- 
fer to them as meeting my entire approbation or that I am wi ling 
at this particular time to say I would be willing to support them 


They are 


without perhaps some amendments, but I call attention to the gen- | 


eral policy. They propose to organize a Bureau of Public Roads 
in the Agricultural Department. That Bureau of Public Roads 
shall take the place of what is known as the “ Office of Public 
Road Inquiries ”’ to-day. 

What has been the work of this Office of Public Road Inquiries? 
I feel sure that I reflect the public sentiment throughout this 
country, especially in all sections of it where the operation and 
benefits of its practical experiments have been witnessed and felt, 
when I say that its experiments in this work of giving object les- 
sons in road building have been of immeasurable profit to the 
masses, and that the people will testify their appreciation of the 
value and benefits that they have derived in the country from them. 
Demands are being made for the expansion and the extension of 
these experiments. 

This Bureau of Public Roads is to take the place of the Office of 
Public Road Inquiries, and the powers of this Bureau of Public 
Roads are to be extended and the provisions contained in the two 
bills are to the effect that the Federal Government shall cooperate 
with the different States and Territories of this Union in the con- 
struction of common roads and public highways. Is there any 
objection to it? Is there any constitutional reason why these bills 
thus far should not be favorably considered? 

I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, there can not be found in the 
provisions of either one of those two bills anything which is ob- 


They are projected along lines that | 





| noxious to any constitutional provision. They propose that the 
| State or subdivisions of the State shall raise revenues sufficient to 
| defray one-half the expense of the construction of any public 
| highway for which application is made and that the State shall 
| furnish to the Federal Government or to the director of the bu- 
| reau of public roads a certificate showing that the State has se- 
' cured the right of way over and upon which the road is to be 
constructed. 

That the States are to assure the Federal Government, certify 
| to the Federal Government, satisfy the Federal Government that 
| they have raised money sufficient to defray one-half of the expense 
_ of the construction of such road. When the application is made 
| by the State to the director of the bureau of roads, he takes the 
| matter up, and through the officials of that bureau he makes an 
examination of such proposed highway and sends experts upon 
| the paens to ascertain the feasibility of the construction of same 

road, 

If, after investigation, it is determined that the road is worthy 
of the aid of the Federal Government, in contemplation of the 

| provisions of the law, then he recommends that the road be 
| adopted. He drafts plans and specifications and makes an esti- 
| mate of the cost of the road. 

The Federal Government is not required to pay a single cent on 
the enterprise inaugurated under the policy proposed by these 
bills until the road is completed, except the payment upon an esti- 
mate made by engineers of the department of the Bureauof Roads, 
not exceeding 80 per cent of the cost of construction. The resi- 

_ due of the payments shall be withheld until the completion of the 
| road and the final payment is made. 

I do not care to take up the time in going over the details of 
these bills. but I say, Mr. Speaker, there is not one sentence in 
the provisions of these bills that would conflict with the views 
as expressed by Jackson, by Monroe, by Jefferson, the great road 
builders of this country; Jefferson, the pioneer in road construction 
of this country; the pioneer in his intellectual conception of the 
needs of his country; the pioneer in the reformation of all those 
vicious laws and customs that were handed down to the Americian 
colonies through centuries of royal power and kingly rule; the pio- 
neer in the great reform movement for the abolition of the union 
of church and state; the pioneer in that great reform that set the 
land titles of this country free [applause]; the man that occupied a 
seat in the Congress of the United States, and when he felt that he 
saw this Government of ours launched safely upon its proud and 
glorious career, Voluntarily resigned and went to the grand old 

| State of Virginia, in order to reform the laws and customs that 
| had been handed down to them by the colonies in conformity 
| with the provisions of the Constitution, in conformity with 
his conception of the character of this Republic of ours. [Ap- 
plause. 

No other man. Mr. Speaker, with less influence than Thomas 
| Jefferson, could have accomplished this wonderful achievement. 
He brought order out of chaos and reformed the customs of this 
country, and among the best, perhaps, of all was the separation 
of church and state. And finally, coming down to 1806, we have 
the authority of Thomas Jefferson for the inauguration of a sys- 
tem of public improvements from which we do not propose to de- 
part. The old Cumberland road, the conception of Jefferson, was 
a road beginning at the source of the waters which empty into 
| the Atlantic, extending across the State of Maryland, over a part 
| of the Stateof Virginia, over a part of the State of Pennsylvania, 
through the great State of Ohio. and through my own State 
of Indiana and through Illinois to its final terminus at the city of 
St. Louis. 

It was a gigantic enterprise, supposed to be in that day worthy 
of the patronage and support of this great Government of ours. 
| It issaid that it was the longest road that was ever projected in tlie 
history of the world. For years it was maintained at the expense 
of the Government, as were the others to which I have alluded. 
Upon these projects there was expended, it was said, $14,000,000, 
by the Government of the United States. 

The time has come when that portion of our people the most 
directly interested in the good-road construction should be heard 
in the halls of Congress. What are they? Who are they that 
appeal to us for consideration of this proposition? One-third of 
the population of our country occupy the rural districts; two- 
thirds occupy the towns and the cities. ,One-third of the peo- 

jle have to bear all the burdengand almost the entire cost of 
eeping up the common roads and common highways of this 
country, while these public roads, at least all the important ones, 
are post-roads of the United States, used by the Government 1n 
transporting and carrying the mails. Some one suggests, Why 





not the State, by a system of taxation levied upon the wealth of 
the State, create a fund out of which to construct these highways? 

My answer is, gentlemen, that the importance and the benefits 
of these roads exteud beyond our State lines, and besides, many 
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of the States are so poor that they have not the resources to fur- 
nish sufficient means with which to construct these public roads. 
While many of the States of this Union have an abundance of 
wealth, many of them are very poor. It is said, according to the 
best estimate, the best approximate estimate that can be made, 
that a levy of 1 mill would raise a fund sufficient to construct all 
of the roads itt the State of New York. 

New York is one of the wealthiest States of this Union. New 
York, the great Empire State of this Union, has resources to 
which she can appeal to get revenue with which to construct 
public highways. On the other hand, take the State of South 
Carolina, and it is only one among many others, and we find in 
that State the resources are so limited, their wealth is of such a | permitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 
character, that it would require fifty times the amount of tax There was no objection. 
upon the property interests in the State of South Carolina to raise Mr. ZENOR. Iam very thankful to my colleague [Mr. Grir- 
a sum equal to 1 mill in the State of New York. FITH] for his kindness and to the House for this generous treat- 

These burdens ought to be shared equally by the wealth of the | ment. Mr. Speaker, that seems an astounding statement, but 
entire country, to the extent at least of 50 per cent of the cost of | it is according to statistics, and these statistics are confirmed 
construction. This would average the general burden between | by an investigation of the history of the countries from which 
all of the States of this Union. What reason is there for asking | they were taken, that the cost of transportation per ton per mile 
the Federal Government to interpose or to join with the States in | of farm products over the present condition of roads is 25 cents, 
this great enterprise in the construction of the country roads and ; while the cost of railroad transportation, according to the sta- 
public highways, some one asks. tistics of this country, is one-half cent per ton per mile. 

Why, my reason for it is—and it is a mest convincing reason to Look at the difference of cost to the farmers of this country 
me—that the revenues of this Government of ours are derived | who have to transport their goods from the farms to the towns 
from a system of taxation that imposes its burdens upon the con- | and to the railroad stations and to the wharves of the rivers. 
sumers of this country, and the consumers of this country con- | Twenty-five cents per ton per mile to haul these goods over these 
tribute this enormous surplus that has congested the vaults of the | bad roads is the amount the farmers of this country have paid 
public Treasury to-day; and of all of the men who have without | out of their sweat and toil and sacrifice, making the sum of 
murmur contributed their portion of this burden it has been the | $1,000,000,000 annually. This is the stupendous sum they have 
great agricultural classes—the farmers of this country, that class | been and are now paying as the, price of their folly and for the 
of our men that have asked the least of the Government and have | enjoyment of the luxury of bad roads in this country. 
received the least—who have contributed more than any other How much have been the total receipts of all the railroads and 
class of people in the country. : transportation companies of this country per year? According to 

These burdens of taxation are borne by all of the citizens through- | recent reports made, the aggregate receipts of all the railroads 
out this country. Therefore the gyevenue that is accumulated in | amounted last year to $700,000,000. It thus appears that the 
the public Treasury is contributed by all of the people of this | amount the farmers of this country pay for the transportation of 
country. The revenues to-day that are in the public Treasury | their farm products from the farms to the railroad stations artd 
have been the tribute of the sweat and the toil and the labor of | markets is more money by $300,000,000 than all the receipts of all 
the farmer perhaps in a greater degree than any other class of | the railroads put together in this country per annum. 
people in the country. How much can be saved by good roads? Did you ever stop to 

This enormous surplus is the result of a system of excessive | think of the proposition? According to statistics and the most 
taxation with which I confess I have no sympathy. This system | reliable estimates that have been made, good roads—macadamized 
of taxation is a protective tariff higher than any ever enacted in | roads, etc.—will reduce the cost to the farmers in the transporta- 
this country before. And I ask my Republican friend if he can | tion of their products from the farm tothe markets from 10 to 124 
offer any objection to a proposition of this kind which purposes | cents per ton per mile. What does this mean?, It means a re- 
to equalize and distribute the burdens in the maintenance and | duction of the cost to the farmers of thiscountry. It means asav- 
construction of the public roads because it may be suggested that | ing out of the hard earnings of these millions of toilers upon the 
they are of local significance and of local benefit? Where are the | farmsof this country; the saving of just $500,000,000 per annum. 
great masses of the people of this country benefited by a system In addition to that there are other reasons. Take a farmer who 
of high protection? lives on. the line of one of these improved roads. Suppose that he 

Iam not here this evening to enter upon a discussion of the | has a farm of, say, 80 acres, and that is about the average num- 
policy of protection. The country has accepted the tariff system, | ber of acres owned by the farmers throughout my section of the 
at least for the present, as being the fixed policy of this Govern- | country. Those 80 acres are worth, say, $30 an acre; and if the 
ment, but the benefits derived from this system of taxation have ; farmer has in addition farming implements and animals with 
gone to the beneficiaries of the system itself. The tribute that | which to carry on his operations amounting in value to $800, his 
has been paid to create this enormous surplus has been paid by | total investment is $3,200. 
the farmers and the agricultural people of the country to maintain Now, that farmer, according to the best estimates, will trans- 
a system that has built up the plutocracy and wealth of the coun- | port from his farm to the marxets 30 to 40 tons a year. He pays 
try, the manufacturing interests of the country. upon each ton per mile 25 cents. Twenty-five cents per ton per 

Yet, there ought not to be any want of harmony between the | mile upon those 30 tons would be $7.50 per mile. The average 
interests of the farmer and the agricultural people and those who | distance that he is obliged to travel in transporting these prod- 
are engaged in producing the manufactured products of the coun- | ucts to market is about 8 miles. Eight times $7.50 makes $60. 
try. Their prosperity and their welfare ought to harmonize and | Thus there would be a clear saving to the farmer in this single 
mingle together. There ought to be no hostility as between the | item of $30, when we take into consideration the reduction of cost 
two. But speaking of the equity and the reasons why this Fed- | by good roads of one-half. 
eral Government should contribute a portion to the building of How much would be the tax upon the farmer for a macadam- 
public roads, I say that according to every principle of equity, ized road in his neighborhood under the policy proposed to be in- 
justice, and right, in the form of reason and good conscience, the | augurated by either of the bills now pending in this House? If 
man who advocates this system of protection can not afford to | that policy be inaugurated and these roads are built, the aver- 
stand up and deny to the farmers of the country the poor pittance | age tax, according to the best estimates, would be 5 mills on the 
of a small contribution from the groaning surplus in the Treasury | dollar. 
vaults, the result of their own contributions, the result of their Five mills, continued for five years, with the aid of the Federal 
tribute to this system of taxation. Government, is the expenditure proposed by the Agricultural 

They should receive a portion of the benefits, and the only way | Department. for putting all the roads of this country into very 
they can receive it is by an appropriation by the Federal Govern- | excellent condition. Five mills on the dollar, if paid by the 
ment, and, as Jackson said, inasmuch as the public debt of the | farmer whose farm and farming implements, etc., amount to 
country did not require the use of all of the surplus in the Treas- | $3,200, would be $16. Therefore, to the farmer who pays $16 
ury, then the question would come for the consideration by Con- | there is a saving or, in other words, a clear profit of over $14—an 
gress of the appropriation of this surplus money to the construction | actual saving in the transportation of his products to the rail- 
of public roads and internal improvements. roads and the markets. 

You have no use for the surplus to-day in the public Treasury, Not only that. According to the statistics of 1900, there were 
and we will have none so farasthe public debt is concerned until | about 16,000,000 horses and mules maintained upon the farms 
1907. and yet we have a surplus of over $226,000,000 absolutely,' of this country for the purpose of their operation and conduct. If 


free and under the control of the Congress of the United States. 
But what is this proposition, and what does it mean to the farmers 
of this country, my friends? Mr. Speaker, according to the best 
estimate that has ever been made, the farmers and the agricul- 
tural people pay the enormous, almost incomprehensible, sum of 
a billion of dollars for the transportation of farm products from 
the farms to the market places at which they sell them. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DauzeLL). The gentleman 
from Indiana asks unanimous consent that the gentleman may be 
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you had good roads—macadamized roads—-you would not only | were made for the rescue of the people of Martinique, a colony of 
reduce the number of horses required, but you would increase | France, by an appropriation of $200,000 I believe it was. 

their power to carry the products over the roads when completed. I call attention to the appropriation made for the benefit of the 
Under the estimate of the Department it is supposed that when | Cuban people while it was said that that country was suffering, 
these roads are completed at least 2,000,000 of these horses and | I believe that amount was $50,000. Not only that. There are 
mules could be dispensed with. | other appropriations we have made frequently in yesponse to re- 

The average cost of keeping a horse or mule is about $50. The | peated appeals of distress in this country. 
support and maintenance of 2,000,000 horses or mules would | But more particularly I want to call attention to the enormous 
amount to $100,000,000. This burden to the farmer of the coun- | sums of money that have been appropriated out of the public 
try could be wiped out by the adoption of the system of improved | Treasury for the riversand harbors of this country. I donot ob- 
roads. Not only that, but there is not a single road that would | ject to that. I believe it is an improvement worthy of corhmen- 
be projected and built under the policy proposed that would not | dation and worthy of the support of this Government of ours. I 
bring to the farmers living along the line of that road an in- | believe that all the great highways upon which are borne the com- 
creased value to every acre of his farm. merce of this country and which are calculated to develop its in- 

The lowest estimate placed upon this would be $5 an acre, so | ternal resources should be patronized liberally by the Govern- 
that a farmer with his 80 acres of land would receive an incre- | ment. 
ment in the way of its enhanced value of $5 an acre, and that | In addition to that, when the Pacific railroads were built this 
would be about $400; and putting his tax at $16 for five years we | Government, in a spirit of unprecedented liberality, voted to the 
have a total in the tax contributed on the part of this particular | Pacific railroads and their collateral branches 197,000,000 acres of 
farmer toward building and improving the public roads of $80, | the public domain. Was this apublic purpose? Is the Northern 
and he will save it five times over in the construction and use of | Pacific Railroad a public enterprise, or is it a private corporation 
good roads. and a private enterprise? 

There are other phases of this question which could be presented That 197,000,000 acres of land that the Government appropriated 
which would demonstrate to a certainty that in no other direction | and donated as a free gfft of this Government to the railroads of 
can the economy upon the farm be so much enhanced as in this | this country at $5 an acre, which is a low cost, would approximate 
way. In addition to that, there are other things to be considered | a billion dollars; so that the Government is not without precedent 
besides the financial aspect of a proposition of this kind. Ah, you | in entering upon and considering a proposition to afford aid in the 
say that the Government is not able to contribute $24,000,000 for | construction of the public roads and the public highways of this 
the purpose of aiding the different States in this Union in bring- | country. I might call attention to other appropriations of more 
ing up and placing upon a higher plane the common roads and | doubtful propriety than any of those to which I have already al- 
highways of this country. luded. 

Do you believe, as some people profess, that it would bankrupt My friends, these are some of the questions that appeal to us in 
this Government? Ah, we heard that cry and that argument | the consideration of the bills which propose national aid and na- 
made when the proposition was submitted in this House for the es- |. tional cooperation with the different States and Territories of the 
tablishment of rural free-delivery mail routes. Thatcry was made | Union in order to build up the common roads and the common 
then by those who were suspicious that the final and ultimate | highways, and in a measure te place these upon a higher plane 
effect of the operation of that policy would be the bankruptcy | and in closer touch with the present high standard of our progress 
of this country; and to-day that experiment of rural free delivery | and achievements in all other respects. The present system of 
has brought comfort, happiness, and prosperity to a very large | roads is an antiquated system. 
majority of the people that have been blessed by its benefit. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, there are other reasons, it 

It not only has done that, but it has increased the revenues of | seems to me, that might influence the judgment of the Members 
the Government by reason of the fact that these rural delivery | of this House favorably toward the consideration of this proposi- 
routes traverse and permeate the country, increasing the mailand | tion. The farmers of this country, the agricultural people, have 
increasing the revenue, adding to the revenue of the Government | always in all of the great crises in the history of our country 
s0 that they have almost become self-supporting because of the | been most conservative, loyal, and devoted to their Government. 
increase of the revenue coming to the Government and because In all the great contests and in all of the great struggles through 
of the abolition of many of the crossroads post-offices in the neigh- | which our country has passed, both in domestic and foreign war, 
borhoods in which routes are established. it was the farmers of this country who marshaled themselves in 

There are social phases of this question that are entitled to a | response to the call of their country and marched to the firing lino 
higher consideration than any financial consideration. My | in defense of the flag. 
friends, the farmers of the country need all the facilities possible It was the farmers from the Southern States and other sections 
for transporting their products to the market. They need all the | of the Union, when the battle of New Orleans was fought—it was 
facilities, all the advantages to which our present advancement and | the farmers in homespun, with flintlock guns—who rushed to the 
high civilization in this country entitle them. They of all the | assistance of General Jackson, and by their courage, patriotism, 
classes of people in this country share the least in the advantages | and unerring marksmanship challenged the British forces to call 
and benefits of legislation which has so materially contributed to | a final halt at the city of New Orleans. It was the farmers, my 
the wealth of this country. They are leaving the country. It | friends. who, in 1845, shouldered their guns and marshaled the 
is an isolated life, and it becomes monotonous to the young | armyof the Union on the Texas frontier an® drove the invading 
men, the bone and sinew of the farm, the young men upon whom | foe across the Rio Grande and planted the Stars and Stripes upon 
responsibility must ultimately fall for the operation and conduct | the heights of Chapultepec and the proud Montezumas. 
of thefarm. They are getting tired of the isolation and drudgery The farmers of this country have in all its greatest emergencies 
of farm life in the country, and there is a constant tendency to | demonstrated and proved their unselfish devotion and loyalty to 
shift from the healthy atmosphere of the country, from the farm | this Government of ours. The time has come, it seems to me, 
in which the young man receives his best impressions and that | when these demands of the agricultural classes, the demands of 
physical and mental discipline which so well serves him in after | the men most interested in the construction of public highways, 
years and prepares him for an honorable and useful career as a | should be recognized by Congress. 
poe citizen. He needs to be made contented. Todo that you Mr. Speaker, I have occupied more time than I intended to 

ave to improve the public highways. when I rose to address the House. I feel conscious of the fact 

In addition to that, Congress has the power to establish t- | that I have used more time than wisdom in the expression of 
offices and post-roads throughout this country. To-day the Gov- | these views. If I have exhibited some apparent zeal in speaking 
ernment is utilizing all the most important public running | upon this subject, I trust that it has been inspired by motives as 
through the counties in which this system of rural free delivery | honorable and an ambition as worthy as the great cause of the 
has been introduced. Is there, therefore, no reason why this Goy- | great rural population of this great Republic and which needs no 
ernment of ours should not contribute a pro rata share for the | apology here or elsewhere. 
maintenance, for the upbuilding of this system of public.roads? My friends, if professions of zeal for the farming classes, if to 
I have heard of no convincing argument yet made why national | be their friend is a virtue which deserves commendation, then I 
aid and cooperation should not be extended to the different States | cherish the conviction that my country is blessed with an abund- 
of the Union. ance of it, for I can not conceive it possible that anywhere under 

But I must hurryon. There are other reasons. It is said that | the shadow of the flag or shelter of the Republic there can be 
this Government is proposing to enter upon a policy that savors | found any intelligent, patriotic citizen who does not wish to see 
of paternalism. But it is getting late in the history of the legis- | them happy, prosperous, and contented. [Applause.] ‘ 
lation of this Congress for any man to reproach the advocate of I wish to submit in connection with my remarks the following 
Government aid to the public roads with the suggestion that it | table prepared by the et Yaw ad of Agriculture, showing the 
is paternalism. I call the attention of Members of this House, |;amount each State would receive from an appropriation of 





some of whom were Members at the time when appropriations | $24,000,000, to aid the States in the construction of good roads. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC ROAD INQUIRIES, 
Washington, D. C., January 12, 1904. 
Population of the various States of the United States, according to the census 
of 1900, and amount to be appropriated for the construction of public roads 
in each State, apportioned according to population. 











Appro- 
Population, ppt 
State. oman of erator 
1900. ‘or public 
roads. 
Alabama, . ..... - 2200 oon ene cone cece eee co ccee cocenecocces 1, 828, 697 » 264 
ROIS .cassbtiia bam qnag cquauenecum ences veeensuhesen 1,811, 564 421,910 
CE incls Gosta sins otddes duccabtbinins bccuecuuseuune 1, 485, 053 477,719 
Colorado oo oces wecess coccce cocces cocses cccs cocceos couses 539, 700 173, 613 
CE hehe Segbndh instar eqencqweesdiutenininsia 908, 420 292, 225 
TED clone dniedtinceyonncevance dkince choundeneswess 184, 735 59, 426 
WE SERRE Cabs Gkbvadtedascdnnendes cddecucdwunsseded 528, 542 170, 024 
CS cristae dnnortwrirwsiabestninetstvenkdesdhuata 2, 216, 331 712, 960 
Sn ihn eka toc bcmniidend inne tend edciadhnneeen 161, 772 52, 040 
PEE a contpnaedenedsounce dhsaeidissitits npiadiarekh nee abel 4,821, 550 1,551,019 
SL See nied nthe daun Poses orecses duséuuscsunn ubdeel 2,516, 462 809, 507 
Se lanai a ckdha Gide cueecatkoeadssocnedaeendeened 2, 231, 853 717, 953 
Ee EEE i debrdbinnen akkauinaocemmnahadiel 1, 470, 495 473, 086 
EET eiennt dabennapynsecconcccquses veansecseneuudes 2,147,174 690, 713 
FEE talk cncnks itecapatdbnaewedaspencnienbeth 1, 881, 625 444, 448 
pO EE Se eer 694, 466 223, 399 
cc nibnawchind maine (ibinecagneémenandatunah 1,188, 044 882,175 
TT <n ninaudueeaseeondhnnenewkennn counnebde 2, 805, 346 902, 437 
Michigan......... ee oeitd Oieennsiuduahemekaudaawaeeehas 2, 420, 982 778, 798 
PE intudinnd cuntegavececcethacusshounmenwes oat 1, 751, 304 563, 397 
MigGlahGGE oo. cccccocnccceccccccescne cocccesecwesceseces 1,551, 270 499, 020 
A ctbntiniene ndnddqunendcecnnedncescessessasunset 8, 106, 665 999, 366 
Ee bd chase ibdesaaddéadadeceecdctnwsna 243, 329 78, 275 
EE ikcneinks ceukiscdinke déipecaceteeuineeswiieted 1, 066, 300 843,012 
ERE edn cits a eaegeidnesiwhestadaadbaaeniis 42,335 13,618 
ES ines cin dik bantdiphdtanenm ncn’ innnleeeds 411,588 122, 401 
ee ith dak nd acwecbocdecscaddedstsbneckbubbenh 1, 883, 669 605, 947 
wi ipiiem annua: 7, 268, 894 2, 388, 292 
DE adtandedusssbiu oestansocekoosnsintacedes 1, 893, 810 609, 210 
ee ae er ee 319, 146 102, 664 
Cee cad eettas ata tasted onen babsne cctecuancetountinnll 4,157,545 1,387,418 
Ee cue addnidens nbebiseneinenden ecenaneehn 413, 536 138, 028 
OE a a en 6, 302,115 2, 027 , 294 
sis 2 ae nee dboennaewen 428, 556 137, 860 
i et Oe ame wanenune 1, 340, 316 431, 159 
EL : ctcebaedinecedecea shite alitaciwis ies nate ata } 401,570 129,179 
RET RE RR EE Ce: | 2,020,616 650, 001 
ads Gi kin cicaddinha died Waewadeunekeswhetions 8,048,710 980, 723 
tee eo beni ane anon 276, 749 89, 026 
IE thie. eC. Sach cagus cacebindaabess 343, 641 110,544 | 
i th. ka Dinca cdawenad bees nndesusdimenaos 1, 854, 184 596, 463 
a aaa ak Die ies cies meaeaieminen 518, 108 166, 666 
nn eka cuneheeaeaued 958), 800 308/431 | 
cee c a Sha scbacinsussawesagettheanceates | 2,069, 042 | 665, 579 | 
Weal et kcdtdimaddedessnccacnences a eerkia willie | 92,531 | 29, 766 
oe aed auenhes 74,607,225 | 24,000,000 
Territories (including Alaska and Hawaii), District 
of Columbia, military and naval............-...--.-- oO eee 
NN a6. nn cd pwawhousnsaudsasocss 76, 303, 887 | 24,000, 000 


Nore.—The appropriation contemplated, $24,000,000, is equal to 32.16846626 
cents for each of the 74,607,225 persons residing in the various States, as enu- 
merated in the census of 1900. The appropriation indicated for each State is 
equal to its population multiplied by the average appropriation per capita. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 1558. An act to grant to the State of Minnesota certain va- 
cant lands in said State for forestry purposes-—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

S. 277. An act for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

S. 371. An act granting tothe State of North Dakota 30,000 acres 
of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 118. An act to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Congress 
of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


S. 1352. An act for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph | 


Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

S. 347. An act providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station in the vicinity of Cape Flattery or Flattery Rocks, on the 


coast of Washington—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


Commerce. me ; : 
S. 121. An act granting additional lands adjacent to its site to 


the University of Montana—to the Committee on the Public | 


Lands. 


S. 2183. An act to change the name of Madison street to Sam- | 


son street—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. R. 26. Joint resolution providing for the publication of 8,500 
copies of a set of four charts on food and diet—to the Committee 
on Printing. 
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S. 782. An act granting a pension to Mary D. Duval—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the following changes of reference were 
made: 

The bill (S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson—from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions. 

House resolution No. 150—from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Pending that, the Chair will sub- 





mit the following request for leave of absence: 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted Mr. VAn- 
DIVER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
The motion of Mr. PAYNE was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting a statement of 
the cost of all type and experimental manufacture of guns and 
other articles manufactured by the Government during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1902—to the Committees on Appropriations 
and Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Missouri 
River from Sioux City, Iowa, to the mouth; also near Hermann, 
West Glasgow, Wilhoite Bend, Lexington, and St. Joseph—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
kESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
| the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House. 
(H. R. 7056) creating a commission to consider and recommend 
legislation for the development of the American merchant marine, 
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment. ac- 
companied by a report (No. 418); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees. deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1938) granting an 
increase of pension to Aldridge Patterson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 419): which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same commiitee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1760) granting a pension to Ann A. Devore, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a repo t 
(No. 420); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin Almy, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 421); which said bill and report were referred 
| to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1825) granting a pension to Josephine L. 
Webber, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 422); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1559) granting an increase of pension to 
Marie A. Rask, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 423); which said bill and report were re- 
| ferred to the Private Calendar. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. 


Shepherd, reported the same without amendment, accompanied | th 


by a report (No, 424); 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 754) granting a pension to 


John M. Lawton, reported the same with amendment, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 425); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff 


and her five children, reported the same with amendment, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 426); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- | 


ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 195) granting a pension to 
Michael J. Landy, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 427); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8850) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Joyce, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 428); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4946) to restore James F. 
Wheeler to the pension roll, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 429); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8916) 
for the relief of Susie G. Seabury, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 430); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6547) granting a pension to 
John Holzer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 


by a report (No. 431); which said bill and report were referred to | 


the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7799) to 
increase the pension of John O. Rice, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4382); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was | 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7072) granting a pension to 
Mary McCall. reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 433); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONG WORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6091) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Brown, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 484); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6020) granting 


an increase of pension to William P. Connor, reported the same | 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 485); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2822) 
granting a pension to Louisa Phillips, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 436); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the House (H. R. 2916) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis 8. Howard, reported the same with amendment, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 437); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2912) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza- 
beth A. Jones, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 438); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3485) granting an increase 
of pension to John M. Pratt, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 489); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 219) granting 
a pension to M. J. Burton, widow of Thomas Burton, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 440); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


| By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 10667) to amend chapter 11 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
e consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 


which said bill and report were referred to | ypon referred, as follows: 
| A bill (H. R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and 


| Trading Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Cantalla Creek in the district of Alaska—Committee on the Ter 
ritories discharged, and referred to the Committee Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

| A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to H. F. Jones—Com 

| mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com 

| mittee on Pensions. 

| A bill (H. R. 8771) granting a pension to Walter F. Horner 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to t} 

| Committee on Pensions. 

| A bill (H. R. 9122) granting an increase of pension to Mildred 

| S. Ogden—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 

| to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10067) raising the rank of B. F. Wood on the r 
tired list of the Navy—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6344) granting an increase of pension to Clara M 
Gihon—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Mrs. T. W. Mittag 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
| Committee on Pensions. 














PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ane following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
| follows: 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 10652) to amend s 
| tion 8 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for a permanent 
| Census Office,’’ approved March 6, 1902—to the Committee 
the Census. 
| By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 10653) to provide for purchas 
| of site and the erection of a public building thereon in the city 
| New York, in the State of New York—to the Committee on Pu 
| lic Buildings and Grounds. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10654) to provide for the erection of a bran 
| post-office in the city of New York, in the State of New York—+ 

the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 10655) relating to proo! 
under the homestead laws, and to confirm such proofs in certai1 
cases when made outside of the land district within which the 
| land is situated—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10656) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act t 
provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii,’’ appro\ 
| April 30, 1900—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10657) to declare a portion of the Red Ri 
| of the North unnavigable—to the Committee on Interstate and 
| Foreign Commerce. . 
| By Mr. SOUTHWICKE: A bill (H. R. 10658) to provide for t! 
| purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereo: 
Schenectady, in the State of New York—to the Committee 
Public Buildings and Grounds. = 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10659) to establi 
| a permanent military camp ground in the vicinity of Spokan: 
the State of Washington—to the Committee on Military Aff: 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10660) fort 
benefit of officers of the Marine Corps, upon retirement, who ser 
during the civil war—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10661) to increase the « 
pensation of inspectors of customs at the port of Philadelphia 
| to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 10662) for the extension 
Eighth street northeast, otherwise known as Railroad ayenu 
| to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10668) to authorize the abandonment of W 

street northeast, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on t! 
| District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 10664) to provide for t 
improvement of a lot provided for the burial of veterans of t 
civil and other wars of the United States in Oakwood Cemeter) 
Parscns, Kans.—-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 10665) providing for the man 
| facture or antitoxine serum, and for other purposes—to t 
| Committee on Agriculture. 
| By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 10666) concerning the regis 
| tration and recording of ships and vessels—to the Committee on 

the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 











-of the laws of 1897, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide revenue for the 
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Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States ’’—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 10668) to amend section 73 of the | 
act entitled “‘An act providing for the public printing and bind- | 
ing and the distribution of public documents,’’ approved January 
12, 1895—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 10669) to regulate the issue 
of licenses for Turkish, Russian, or medicated baths in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 10670) making appropriation for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes— 
to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 10674) to amend section 1754 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 10756) to amend an act en- | 
titled ‘‘An act to provide revenne for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States,’’ approved July 24, | 
1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 
83) providing for the printing and distribution of the Statistical 
Atlas of the Twelfth Census—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 34) providing for 
printing and distributing the Abstract of the Twelfth Census—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A resolution (H. Res. 159) requesting 
the Public Printer to furnish certain information as to the num- 
ber of official carriages in his Bureau—to the Committee on 
Printing. 


| 
| 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 10671) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Hindman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 10672) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 10673) granting an increase of 
— to William H. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 10675) for the relief of the 
heirs of Davis Knight, of Fayette County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 10676) for the relief of Ferdi- 
nand W. Rave—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 10677) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Seeher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 10678) granting relief to Charles 
E. Russell, as administrator of John H. Russell, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to 
Emma W. Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 10680) granting an increase 
of pension to 8S. B. Coe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10681) for the 
relief of Capt. and Bvt. Maj. Thomas H. Carpenter, United States 
Army, retired, or his legal representatives—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 10682) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marion Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to 
William Lanier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10684) granting a pen- 
sion to Lucretia Jane Davidson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10685) granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth 
Davidson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 10686) granting a pension to 
Michael Kurtz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10687) granting an increase of pension to 
George Leonard Foss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 10683) for the relief of 
Johann A. Killian—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 10689) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10690) to 
provide suitable medals for the officers and crew of the United 
States vessel of war Kearsarge—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10691) granting an in- 
crease of pension to J. W.. Hilyard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 10692) for the relief of the Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church, of Stephens City, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10693) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Stimon—tothe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10694) granting an increase of 
pension to Alderson T. Keen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10695) granting an 
increase of pension to Jefferson Martin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10696) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Clink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. #0697) granting a pension to Mary Conter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 10698) granting an honorable 
discharge to Jeremiah Duane—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, 4 bill (H. R. 10699) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Brockway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 10700) granting a 
pension to Ella D. Madden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 10701) granting an increase 
of pension to Abbie A. Durant—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 10702) for the relief of John 
Riley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 10703) granting a pension to 
Sarah Kearney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 10704) for the relief of Moses 
J. Robertson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 10705) for the relief of Samuel 
M. Blair—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 10706) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred J. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10ns. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10707) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John McVicar—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10708) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred A. Burrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10709) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Seavey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10710) granting a pension to Augusta Reich- 
burg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10711) granting a pension to Mary Henrietta 
Baston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 10712) granting a pension to 
Henrietta Weidner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 10713) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Kitty Douglass—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 10714) for the relief o 
cis M. Sheppard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 10715) granting an increase of 
pension to Alpheus W. Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10716) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Russell—to the Committee or 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 10717) to reinst 
S. Nash as a surgeon in the Navyy—to the Committe 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10718) granting a pension to 
John B, Banghman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10719) for the relief of Mrs. G. W. Ross. 
Mrs. H. C. Cary, Mrs. Annie Brooks, L. C. Wilcoxon, and Willi 
Wilcoxon, heirs at law and representatives of Wiley Franks. 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10720) for the relief of the heirs of 
Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10721) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Susan 
L. Bailey, deceased, late of Marshall Connty, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10722) for the relief of the estate of C. G. 
Boswell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10723) for the relief of George L. McGehee 
and John C. McGehee, heirs of Mary McGehee, deceased—t 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10724) for the relief of W. A. French—to 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10725) for the relief of the estate of William 
Parker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10726) fer the relief of James H. Knox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10727) for the relief of Mrs. Martha T. Davis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10728) for the relief of Dr. J. N. McIntyre— | 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10729) for the relief of the heirs of H. G. 
Spencer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10730) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin 
Hawes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10731) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Louisa 
Ragsdale—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10732) for the relief of the heirs of John Car- 
ruth, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10733) for the relief of W. D. Aston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10734) for the relief of Henry C. McElroy— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10735) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth 
Hull Wellford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10736) for the relief of the estate of Eben N. | 
Davis, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10737) for the relief of the estate of David A. | 
Hamilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10788) for the relief of Martha A. Allen, ad- | 
ministratrix of Wyatt M. Allen, deceased, late of De Soto County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10739) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. M. 
A. Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10740) for the relief of the estate of William A. 
Jeffries, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10741) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Tate, of 
De Soto County, Miss.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10742) for the relief of William Moyers, of 
Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10748) for the relief of Mrs. A. T. Mason, of 
Benton County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10744) for the relief of the estate of Isham G. 
Bailey, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10745) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Polly 
Callahan, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Com- | 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10746) for the relief of the estate of Maria A. 
Reinhardt, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10747) granting an increase 
of pension to George Crosby—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

3y Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 10748) granting an increase of 
pension to Kate Ridgeway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 10749) granting an increase of pension to John 
Brafford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10750) granting an increase of pension to | 
Libbie G. Rawls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10751) granting a pension to William J. Bal- 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 10752) granting a pension 
to Francis M. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 10753) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Gwinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10754) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Jarvis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10755) granting an increase of pension to 
John Thrasher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





| 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Z. T. Baum and 34 others, of 
Paris, Ill., praying for favorable legislation in behalf of Moses B. 
Paze—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of George S. Hummer and 30 others, of Sheldon, 
Ill. protesting against legislation for the establishment of a par- 
cels-post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD): Affidavits in war claim of heirs of Davis 
Knight, of Walker County, Ala., for reference to Court of Claims 
under section 14 0f Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of Altoona Lodge, No. 302, 
Atlanta. Ga., of Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, favoring 

ssage of bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolution of Lookout Post, No. 70, Du- 
buque, Iowa, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. BISHOP: Resolutions of Dahlgren Post, No. 149, of Hol- 
ton; Maurice B. Weller Post, No. 218, of Luther; Joseph Hooker 
Post, No. 26, of Hart; S. Mallison Post, No. 298, of Pierpont; 
James F. McGinley Post, No. 201, of Manistee; Albert Sperry 
Post, No. 337, of Ravenna; Phil Kearnes Post, No. 7. of Muske- 
gon; and Pap Williams Post, No. 15, of Ludington, Mich., Grand 
Army of the Republic; also petition of Veterans of 1861, of Bailey, 


| Mich., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petition of the Commercial Club of La 
Cygne, Kans., protesting against enactment of parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of merchants of Mount Olive, 


| Ill., protesting against the passage of the parcels-post bill —to the 
| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


3y Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolutions of Commercial Club of To- 
peka, Kans., relative to the American merchant marine—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Antietam Post, No. 64, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Parsons, Kans., for an appropriation for improve- 
ment of soldiers’ cemetery—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Resolutions of the members of the 


| bar of Beaumont, Tex., favoring the passage of bill H. R. 10145— 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of citizens of Grapeland, Tex., against the passage 


| of the parcels-post bill—to the.Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of Robert Mitchell Post, No. 206, 
of Marion; P. M. Coder Post, No. 98, of Vinton, and John B. Han- 
cox Post, No. 314, of Belle Plaine, Iowa, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the Pioneers of Los Angeles 
County, in favor of preserving the big trees of California—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, fa- 
voring the purchase of the Calaveras grove of big trees, in Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, fa- 


| voring measure to provide for destruction of derelicts at sea—to 


the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, in 
favor of bill for protection of harbor of Hilo, Hawaii—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Melvina J. Twiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret Delaney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolutions of Carter Wright Post, No. 772, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Somonauk, Ill., in favor of a 
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Denver Chamber of Commerce and other or- 
ganizations of Denver, Colo., for a new Government building—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of independent tobacco manufacturers, in op- 
position to bills H. R. 6 and 97—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Res®lutions cf Boston 
Branch, National League of Commission Merchants, and other 


| bodies, favoring the granting of more authority to the Interstate 


Commerce Commission—to theCommittee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 
Also, resolutions of Boston Chamber of Commerce, favoring 


| the continuance of rebating the duty on bituminous coal im- 


ported—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of citizens of Peaster, Tex., for 
the passage of the McCumber bill and the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany bill granting an 
increase of pension to J. W. Hily—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolution of W. M. Enderton Post, No. 729, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Rock Falls, [l., in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of citizens of Rappahannock, Va., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver biil (H. R. 4072)—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of the Evangeli- 
cal Lutheran Church of Stephens City, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. . 

By Mr. HUGHES: Petitions of J. Walter Mitchell, Hamilton 
C. Goss, and George Howell, favoring the bill to construct 4 
war museum building—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. . 

By Mr. HULL: Affidavit in the matter of the claim of Joseph 
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R. Shannon, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on In- | Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
valid Pensions. _ | and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Franklin Desk Company, of By Mr. SULZER: Letter of the American Trading Company, 
Franklin, Ind., in favor of bill H. R. 9302, to place alcohol used | of New York City, indorsing the Lodge bill—to the Committee 
for industrial purposes on the free list—to the Committee on Ways | on Foreign Affairs. 


and Means. Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolution of J.G. Shackle- | tion of Baltimore, for improvement of main ship channel—to the 
ton Post, No. 83, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of | Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

New Jersey, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee | Also, letter of Edward A. Bond, of Albany, N. Y., in favor of 
on Invalid Pensions. bill H. R. 4508—to the Comméttee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Merchants and Manufactur- By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Sac City, Iowa, 
ers’ Association of Baltimore, Md., asking for an increase in the | favoring the passage of bills H. R. 4072 and 8. 1390—to the Com- 
depth of the main ship channel giving access to the port of Balti- | mittee on the Judiciary. 
more from 30 to 35 feet depth of water at mean low tide—to the By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of P. P. Adams and others, of 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Waitham, Mass., for the payment of a bounty by the United 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolutions of Bosworth Post, No. 2, | States for the extermination of dogfish and the establishing of fer- 
of Portland, Me., and of Edwin Libbey Post, No. 16, of Rockland, | tilizer and oil works on the Atlantic coast—to the Committee on 
Me., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension | the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. WADE: Resolution of Albert Winchell Post, No. 327, 

By Mr. McNARY: Petitions of vessel owners, fishermen, and | Grand Army of the Republic, of Lyons, Iowa, in favor of a service- 
others of Boston and Gloucester, asking the Government to offer | pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a sufficient bounty on dogfish to insure their extermination—to | By Mr. WARNOCK: Resolutions of Harry Davis Post, No. 612, 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. | Grand Army of the Republic, of Woodstock, Ohio, urging the 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of trustees of Pleasant Grove Bap- | passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
tist Church, of Ringgold, Ga., praying reference of war claim to | Pensions. 
the Court of Claims under Bowman Act—to the Committeeon | By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolutions of Grand Army of 
War Claims. | the Republic posts of Wayne City, Grayville, West Salem, Albion, 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, | and Louisville, Ill., urging the passage of a service-pension bill— 
that unallotted lands tributary to Devils Lake Indian Reservation | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
be opened to settlement—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, that unallotted lands e diaiee 
tributary to Devils Lake Indian Reservation be opened to settle- SENATE. 
ment—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. wr: a oe 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of James P. Moore, praying ref- | THURSDAY, January 21, 1904. 

Claims of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War) Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everert Hate, D. D 
Claims. : Secrets aeiedl . : ‘ soahemianta mam. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Resolutions of G. W. Trafton Post, No. 239, | coadings, whem on request of Mr. BEVERIDGE, and by unanimous 
of Knoxville, Ill., and of Joe Hooker Post, No. 69, of Canton, Ill., consent, the further reading was dispensed with. — - 
Saati to te Comaniohen on Fora Peele omen The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the 
e 2 Pansat > ‘4 \ a .s 7 ‘ saans ° . an 

By Mr. RAINEY: Resolutions of Edwin D. Lowe Post, No, | 2°U"2#! Will stand approved. It is approved. 





295, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jerseyville, Ill., favoring SEIS CP GEETEEN STALEY. 
the enactment of a service-pension law—to the Committee on In- The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
valid Pensions. munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


By Mr. RODEY: Resolution of Aztec Post, No. 15,Grand Army | mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
of the Republic, Department of New Mexico, in favor of a service- | in the cause of William B. Staley, Ellen R. Whitson, and Robert 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. D. Staley. sole heirs of Stephen Staley, deceased, v. The United 

By Mr. RYAN: Memorial to accompany bill providing for a | States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
oe building at Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Public | Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ee ae ee ee = MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

y mr. Bee * setition Of the Sons Of Hermann and the | A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
eee o—— ee, Ss op re to the Hep- | Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a 
ee Se ee Ce, ee OS Se CRT. bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adulteration or misbranding 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers toaccompany bill for war of food or drugs, and for regulating traffic therein, and for éthe 
claim of the Baptist Church of Columbia, Ky.—to the Committee adh pe x bay ee oe eager I gt ir iia 

on Was Chains purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of Statelick (Pa.) | PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Epworth League, praying for the passage of the McCumber, Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a memorial of the Grays 
Hepburn-Dolliver, Humphreys, and Dryden bills—to the Com- | Harbor Trades and Labor Council, American Federation of Labor, 
mittee on the Judiciary. | of Aberdeen, Wash., remonstrating against the reenactment of 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolutions of Philadelphia Maritime Ex- | the law authorizing the payment of allotment in the coastwise 
change, favoring international arbitration—to the Committee on | trade; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Foreign Affairs. He also presented petitions of sundry ministers of Seattle and 

Also, resolutions of the South Side Business and Improvement | of sundry citizens of Seattle and Waitsburg, all in the State of 
Association, favoring a new Federal judicial district for central | Washington, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
Ohio, with court located at Columbus, Ohio, and favoring an ap- | and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
propriation to enlarge the Government building at Columbus, Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. Elections. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: Memorial to accompany bill for the re-| He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Christian 
lief of Francis S. Nash—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | Church of Waitsburg, of the congregation of the First Baptist 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of Admiral Farragut Garrison, | Church of Everett, and of the congregation of the United Presby- 
No. 25, of Albany, N. Y., in favor of bill H. R. 83586—to the Com- | terian Church of Waitsburg, all in the State of Washington, 
mittee on Naval Affairs. | praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the Sunday 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of B. B. Richardson and 67 others, | closing of the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which 
of Drayton, N. Dak., in favor of the passage of the Hepburn- | were referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Cen- 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Fargo, N. Dak., relative to navi- | tralia, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made in aid of 
gation of Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- | the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was referred 


bors. | to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
By Mr. SPIGHT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
Wiley Franks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis- 


Also, papers to accompany bill relating to the Payton Tate | lation providing for the removal or destruction of derelicts; 
pension claim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Mrs. Par-| He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
ley—to the Committee on War Claims. San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
Also, papers to accompany bill for rel'ef of William Mayers, of | the protection of the harbor of Hi'o and for the improvement of 
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the entrance to the harbor at Honolu'u, Hawaii; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Second 
Presbyterian Church of San Jose; of the congregation of the Cal- 
vary Baptist Church, of Oakland; of the congregation of the Trinity 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Berkeley; of the congregation of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Oakland; of the congre- 
gation of the Brooklyn Presbyterian Church, of Oakland; of the 
congregation of the Tenth Avenue Baptist Church, of Oakland; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Oak- 
land; of the congregation of the Plymouth Avenue Congregational 
Church, of Oakland; of the congregation of the Thirty-fourth 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Oakland; of the Chester 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Oakland; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Baptist Church of Oakland, and of sundry citi- 
zens of Hemet, all in the State of California, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the congregation of 
the First Baptist Church of Milford, of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mil- 
ford. and of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of 
the Congregational Church of Milford, all in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Rrrp Smoor,a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Universalist Church of Woodstock, of the congregation of 
the Christian Church of Woodstock, and of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Chittenden County, ail in the State of 
Vermont, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Retail Grocers’ As- 


sociation of Danville, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of | 


the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Calumet Joint Labor Coun- 
cil, American Federation of Labor, of Kensington, Ill., praying 
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and also the anti- 
injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 
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States Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was referred 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Ml., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the improvement of the public highways of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Il., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made fer the construction of a deep waterway or ship 
canal connecting the Mississippi River with the Great Lakes and 
thence to the Atlantic seaboard; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Grange of Tlinois, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Il., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called ship-subsidy bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Dlinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Il., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit railroad companies from exacting higher 
rates for carrying the United States mails than for the transpor- 
tation of freight by express companies; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Il., praying for the enactment o! 
legislation to establish postal savings banks: which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Ill., praying for the passage of 
the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred tothe Committ« 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois. P: 
trons of Husbandry, of Danlap, Ill., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the salary of rural mail carriers from $6\)\) 
to $800 per annum; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Martins 
burg, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah: which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lak: 
Pleasant, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislat’on to regulate 


He also presented petitions of Seward Nelson Post, No. 251, of | the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 


Wapella; of Thomas Riddle Post, No. 230, of Leroy; of Randall 
Post, No. 568. of Trenton; of W. W. Burnett Post, No. 527, of 
Eldorado; of Millstadt Post, No. 684, of Millstadt; of P. Schooley 
Post, No. 418, of Watson: of S. T. Rogers Post, No. 531, of El Paso; 
of Will Enderton Post, No. 729, of Rock Falls; of Fred O. Spooner 
Post, No. 294, of Argenta, and of Joe Hooker Post, No. 69, of 
Canton, all of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Ill., praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution to regulate and control corpo- 
rations and combinations that monopolize and restrain trade; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Dlinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Il., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap. Ill., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to revise the fees and salaries of all Federal officers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Il., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to extend the foreign markets for American agricul- 
tural products; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Ilinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Ill., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the use of shoddy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Ill., praying for the passage of the 
so-called pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Il., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to require all laws to be approved by a vote of the people; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, Il., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of United 





referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Societ) 
of the Presbyterian Church of State Lick, Pa., praying for th: 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in Soldiers’ Homes and all Government buildings; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Philadelphia 
of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Kittanning; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Greensburg; of the St. 
Panl’s League, of Lancaster; of the Brown Chapel Christian En- 
deavor Society, of Allegheny; of the Civic Club, of Carlisle; 0! 
the congregation of St. Paul’s Methodist Episcopal Church, o! 
Lancaster, and of the National Union of Women’s Organizations 
of Philadelphia, all in the State of ae praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrrp 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred t 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rivera, Lincoln 
San Francisco, Wildomar. Lemon Grove, Santa Ana, Success 
Alpine, Riverside, Redlands, Bostonia, Hanford, Ramona, Sa! 
Jose, Vacaville, Watsonville, Cupertino, and Fresno, all in t! 
State of Galifornia, and of Marion, Oreg., praying for the passag 
of the so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Com 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Northern California 
Indian Association, praying that Government lands be allotted t 
the Indians of the sortie rn part of the State of California, who 
are now not in the possession of any land; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

Mr. LONG presented the affidavit of James K. Oliver, of Sta! 
ford County, Kans., in support of the bill (S. 2872) granting an 
increase of pension to Ruth A. Schermerhorn; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. é 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the National Congress o! 
Mothers and a petition of the National Union of Woman's Or 
ganizations, praying for an investigation of the charges mad: 
and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a Senator from the State o! 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of Post No. 147, of Park Rapids; 
of B. F. Sweet Post, No. 149; of Money Creek Post. No. 182, and 
of Ransom Post, No. 165, all of the Department of Minnesota, 
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Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Minnesota, praying 
for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Stonington, Conn., praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Connecticut Horticultural 
Society, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the preservation of the Calaveras groves of Sequoia gigantea in 
California; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. R. E. Smith and sundry 
other citizens of Connecticut, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and Clark 
Centennial Exposition; which was referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Maryland, 

wraying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Ton. Rexp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for Government inspection of grain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Admiral John Rodgers Post, No. 
28, of Havre de Grace; of Pickett Post, No. 17, of Winfield, and 
of Burns Post, No. 18, of Westminster, all of the Department of 
Maryland, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Mary- 
land, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of Phil Sheridan Post, No. 
88, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Clay 
Center, Kans., praying for the enactment of aservice-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas State Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Garnett, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect prohibition States and districts against 
‘‘ original-package ’’ tricks; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of the Waupun Study Club, of 
Waupun; of the Monday Afternoon Club, of Ottawa, and of the 
congregation of the Church of Christ of Tedrow, all in the State 
of Maine, and of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Wabash, 
Ind., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Civic League of 
Farmington, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
vent nullification of State liquor laws and no-license ordinances 
by so-called “‘ original-package”’ and other *‘ interstate-commerce”’ 
tricks; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Civic League of 
Farmington, Me:, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 


Grounds. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2516) for the relief of Nye & Schneider Com- 
pany, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 7 Shaded — wa 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2560) for the relief of G. G. Martin, | read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 114) to extend the provisions of 
the act of March 3, 1885, relative to officers and enlisted men of 
the United States Army, reported it with an amendment. 
Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 


tures from Indian allotments in Minnesota, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (8S. 3658) ratifying an act 
of the legislative assem! ly of the Territory of Oklahoma legaliz- 
ing the waterworks bond election held by the city of Geary, in 
said Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 
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He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
s1lons: 

A bill (S, 3659) granting an increase of pension to Anslem Hobbs 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 8660) granting an increase of pension to Mary Oakley 
(with accompanying papers); : : 

A bill (S. 3661) granting an increase of pension to James Har- 
ris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 3662) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Wilkins; and 

A bill (S. 3663) granting an increase of pension to Jemima E. 
Johnson (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3664) for the payment 
of the heirs of Porter, Harrison & Fishback for legal services: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3665) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen M. O'Connor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. A 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3666) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Carrier; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 3667) granting an increase of pen- 
sion te Orv lle T. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 3668) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George S. Howard; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introdtced a bill (S. 3669) for the relief of the 
estate of Isham G. Bailey, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3670) for the relief of the estate of 
Richmond Pace, deceased; which was read twice bvits title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3671) to cor- 
rect the military record of John Alspangh; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8. 8672) authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to establish building 
lines: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3673) to regulate the 
sale of poisons in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3674) to pay certain 
Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan unpaid annuities under treaties 
made with them; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present a memorial to accompany the bill. 
I move that it be printed, and that it be referred with the bill to 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. for the 
relief of Robert Frost; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


a~ 


92 
o041o) 


: L au | ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 
| 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3676) for the relief of the estate of 
George W. Curtis, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3677) for the relief of George J. 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He alco introduced a bill (S. 3678) to provide for the creation 
of an additional land district in the district of Alaska; which was 


Lands. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills: whi 
erally read twice by their titles. and referred to the ( 
on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 3679) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Gettysburg, in the State 


h «war - 
“n were seyv- 


ynmittee 


- ae . lof Pe svivania: : 
was referred the bill (S. 3424) to authorize the removal of struc- | of Pennsylvania; and 


A bill (S. 3680) to provide for the purchase of asite and the 
erection of a public building thereon at York, in the State of 


| Pennsylvania. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3681) to establish a perma- 
nent military camp ground in the Conewago Valley, in the counties 
of Dauphin, Lebanon, and Lancaster, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3682) to establish four permanent 
military camp grounds: In the vicinity of Fort Sam Houston, 
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Tex., Camp Douglas, Wis., in the Conewago Valley, Pennsylvania, 
and ator near Nacimiento Ranch, California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3683) to divide the northern 
judicial district of California into two divisions, and to provide 
for the holding of terms of the district court therein; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 8684) to place David Robert- 
son, sergeant, first class, Hospital Corps, on the retired list of the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 3685) for the relief of Capt. 
and Bvt. Maj. Thomas H. Carpenter, United States Army, re- 


tired, or his legal representatives; which was read twice by its | 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3686) granting a pension 
to Elhanan C. Devore; who was read twice by its title. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of Elhanan C. Devore, first lieutenant, Company H, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, together with the affidavits of 
Dr. C. E. McBride, W. H. Haughawout, Jesse Frankenberger, 
Stonewall Pritchett, and Thomas Hackney, and letter from the 
Pension Office. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3687) authorizing the pur- | 
chase of a site for a bui'ding for the accommodation of the Su- 


preme Court of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3688) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Minne- 
apolis, in the State of Minnesota; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3689) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William F. McMillan: which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3690) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Gregory; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3691) granting a pension to Nancy | 
A. Robbs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sevy- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 


on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3692) granting a pension to Sallie E. Sperring; 

A Lill (S. 3693) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Cooper: 


A bill (S. 3694) granting an increase of pension to Leonard | 


Fisher; 

A bill (8. 3695) granting an increase of pension to Thomas §. 
Cozley: 

A bill (S. 3696) granting an increase of pension to William 
Wright; 

A bill (S. 3697) granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 
Henry (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3698) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Main; 

A bill (S. 3699) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Davidson; 

A bill (S. 3700) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Litchfield: 

A bill (S. 8701) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Foster: 

A bill (S. 3702) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. 
“Hall; 

A bill (S. 8703) granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Loveil: 

A bill (S. 3704) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
Troxell; and 

A bill (S. 3705) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Henneberger. anne 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S.3706) in aid of the con- 
struction of the Valdez, Copper River and Tanana Railroad in 
Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. ? ; 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 8707) granting an increase 
of pension to Jane I. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3708) for the relief of the St. 





| James Episcopal Church, Marietta. Ga.; which was: read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8. 8709) to increase the efficiency 
and safety of the mercantile marine of the United States by creat- 
ing a commission to revise the laws relating to. construction, 
| installation, and inspection of marine boilers. to provide uni- 
formity of inspection of marine boilers in the United States and 
| insular possessions, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title. and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3710) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Austin W. Royal; which was read twice by its title, and, 
| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commitiee on 
| Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3711) to authorize the sale of 
a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation in 
the State of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $60,000 for continuing and enlarging the work of the Geolog- 
ical Survey in examining, analyzing, and testing the coals and 
lignite of the United States in order to determine their fuel values, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
| priations, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF NEW MEADOWS RIVER, MAINE. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
| survey to’ be made of New Meadows River, Maine, with a view to its improve- 
| ment from the head of navigation to deep water in Caseo Bay. 

PANAMA AND THE PANAMA CANAL, 

The bill (S. 3657) to acknowledge the independence of the Re- 
| public of Panama and to provide for the construction of an isth- 
| mian ship canal, and for other purposes, was read the second 
| 





time by its title. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to introduce into my 
remarks, without reading, a copy of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
The bill (S. 3657) to acknowledge the independence of the Re- 
| public of Panama and to provide for the construction of an isth- 
| mian ship canal, and for other purposes, introduced yesterday by 
| Mr. MorGAN, is as follows: 


| Many nations having recognized the secession of Panama from the Repub- 
| lic of Colombia and its independence as an accomplished fact; 

And the President of the United States having approved and protected the 
| Secession of Panama with the naval forees of the United States; 

And the Presidentand the Senate having recognized the independent Gov- 
| ernment of Panama by appointing and accrediting an envoy extraordinary 

and minister plenipotentiary to the Republic of Panama; 

And the people of Panama having chosen their delegates to a constituent 
| assembly now in session to ordain a system, plan, and constitution for the 
| government of that Republic; 

Whereby the independence of Panama has become an established fact: 

Be it enacted, etc., That said Republic of Panama is annexed to the United 
States on the terms and conditions following: 

That when this section of this act is adopted and ratified by the Govern- 
| ment of the Republicof Panama, through the action of a constituent assembly 

or of the legisiature of the Republic of Panama thereunto empowered, the 
Republic of Panama, formerly knownas the Department of Panama, with its 
boundaries and dependencies, shall become a part of the territory of the 
United States and subject to the sovereign dominion th®reof, and all and sin- 
| gular the rights and property of said Republic of Panama of every descrip- 
tion shall vest in the United States of America without reserve, and shall be 
subject to their sovereign jurisdiction. 
| And thereupon the President of the United States shall issue his proclama- 
tion that the Republic of Panama is annexed to the United States under the 
provisions of this section of this act. 

Sec. 2. That thesum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, subject to the warrant of the 
President, as Compensation to the Republic and people of Panama for the 
cession of its territory and rights under and in accordance with the provisions 
of section 1 of thisact. Three million dollars of said sum shall be immedi- 
ately available, to be used, in the discretion of the President, for the benefit 
of the Government of Panama, and the remaining $7,000,000 shall be reserved 

| in the Treasury, subject to the further disposition of the Congress of the 
| United States, for the benefit of the people of the Republic of Panama and 
| their respective territorial and local municipal governments. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $15,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be subject to the 
warrant of the President of the United States, when Congress shall have 
approved and ratified any agreement the President shall make with the 
Republic of Colombia in respect of the secession of Panama from Colombia, 
including an agreement as to any public debts that Colombia may owe to 
other governments, which might otherwise be claimed as a debt, in whole or 
in part, that may be obligatory upon the Republic of Panama, and also in- 
cluding all rights and claims of every kind and character in favor of Colom- 
bia, in any manner or form, growing out of her relations to, or dealings or 
connection with, the Universal Panama Canal Company or the New Panama 
Canal Company. 

Sec. 4. That the sum of $40,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be applied as follows and 
upon the following conditions, namely: 5 : 

“That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to acquire, 
for and on behalf of the United States, at a cost not exceeding $10,000,000, the 
rights, privileges, franchises, concessions, grants of land, rigat of way, un- 
finished work, plants, and.other property, real, personal, and mixed, of every 
nameand nature, owned by the Now Panama Canal Company, of France, oD 
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the Isthmus ot Panama, and all its mops. plans, drawings, records on the 


Isthmus of Panama and in Paris, including all the capital stock, not less, 
however, than 68,863 shares, of the Panama Railroad Company, owned by or 
held for the use of said canal company, provided a satisfactory title to all of 
said property can be obtained.” 

And after such contract or purchase is made it shall be submitted to Con- 
gress for its ratification and shall not be finally obligatory until it is so rati- 
fied; whereupon the President is authorized to draw his warrant on the 
Treasury of the United States for such sum, not to exceed $40,000,000, as Con- 
gress shall make available for such purchase. 

The President shall report to Congress the terms and conditions of such 
purchase, and the names of the persons or corporations that are lawfully au- 
thorized and empowered to make a sale and conveyance of such property, 
and to receive and give acquittance for the sums of money to be paid for the 
property and rights of said canal companies purchased under the provisions 
of this section of this act. 

The President shall also report to Congress the facts he may ascertain as 
the basis of the right of either of said Panama Canal companies to make a 
sale and conveyance of their property and concessionary, or other rights, to 


upon what laws or decrees of Colombia they rest for their validity. 
Src. 5. That the appropriation of $10,000,000 for the construction of an isth- 
mian canal, in section5 of the act approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to 


provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic | 


and Pacific oceans,”’ and the other provisions of said section shall apply to 
the construction of a canal at Panama, subject to the provisions of this act, 
and nothing contained in sect'ons 2, 3, or 4 of this act shall in any manner re- 
tard or delay the construction of a canal on the Panama route, or on the Nica- 
raguan route, as described in said act of June 28, 1902. 

Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to affect any right, power, or 
duty of the President, under said act of June 28, 1902, in respect of the Nica- 
ragua route, as therein provided; or as affecting any right of the United 
States under the agreements, respectively, between the Republics of Nicara- 
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on the Ist day of December, 1900. Andif acanal isconssructed,or commenced | 


to be constructed, —- to this act, at Panama, all the provisions of said 
act of June 28, 1902, shall apply to the same, except the first section thereof, as 
fully and completely as the same would have applied to a canal constructed 
in conformity thereto, under a treaty with Coiombia, if such treaty had 
been made when it was the sovereign owner of the Department of Panama. 


Mr. MORGAN. The resolution that I submitted yesterday is 
within the scope and meaning of the bill now before the Senate, 
and would have been incorporated in it, but it is not, in its terms, 


a matter that should be sent to the President for his concurrence. | 


I will read that resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatobe- 
dience to the act of June 28, 1902, known as the “‘ Spooner law,” and the pres- 
ervation and execution of the agreements between Costa Rica, Nicaragua, 
and the United States, entered into, sealed, and interchanged on December 1}, 
1900, requires that the President shall proceed to open negotiations with Nic- 
aragua and Costa Rica for a treaty to further arrange and settle the terms, 
in detail, for the construction of a ship canal on the Nicaragua route. 

I will not, in explaining this bill on its seeond reading, com- 
ment on the duty of the President as itis expressed in this reso- 
lution. My purpose is the higher one of trying to find a way to 
relieve the country and Congress from the embarrassment of a 
difficult situation into which all have been suddenly and unnec- 
essarily plunged by events that are attracting the attention of all 
Christendom and are disturbing the confidence of the people in 
their Government to the profoundest depths. 

I have no ambitious motive in presenting this measure for the 
consideration of this body. I only desire that good will, sincerity, 


953 


putable legal proposition, that the ratification of the Hay-Varilla 
treaty does repeal every appropriation in the Spooner law, taken 
in connection with the action of the President of the United 
States in declaring in his message to Congress that the door of 
opportunity for treating with Colombia was closed at the time of 
the adjournment of their late session of Congress, and of course 
it is closed now, since it is asserted by the President, and has been 





| approved or ratified by many governments, that Colombia has 


ceased to have any sovereignty over the Isthmus of Panama. 
Another purpose is to annul all legislation and all our national 
compacts in respect of any canal on the Nicaragua route. 
A third purpose is to fix an obligation on Congress that respect 
for the nation will forbid it to repudiate, no matter how it may be 


| tainted with corruption and injustice, to pay a great price to the 
the United States, and of the state and condition of those concessions, and | 


New Panama Canal Company for its claims that are fraudulent 
and unjust. 

Congress should have full power and opportunity, untrammeled 
by the action of the treaty-making power, to pass upon this sub- 


| ject. 


In the Senate this question, if it is permitted to be inquired into, 
will be heard behind closed doors, and when it comes out of the 
Senate it will be regarded as a decree from which no appeal will 
lay to the public conscience. 

The people and the Congress of the United States will all be con- 


gua and Costa Rica and the United States, signed, sealed, and interchanged | sidered as bound absolutely by that decree of the Senate passed in 


an executive session as a part of the treaty-making power of this 
country. 

By asserting its power to legislate as to the entire subject, Con- 
gres3 will escape from the alleged moral effect of the decree of 
the Senate that Panama is in fact an organized treaty power, em- 
powered to participate with the Senate and the President in 
enacting supreme laws for the people and Government of the 


| United States. 


Without repeating on this occasion the facts and the reasons 
that make this situation so utterly repugnant to our conceptions 
of duty and national propriety, it is not too much to say that it 
is derogatory to the character of this Republic that we have aided 
to set up a few men in authority at Panama, and by our dip- 
lomatic recognition and protection have coddled them into a 
treaty-making power, to sit in their chambers, and, in their own 

vay, that is wholly unknown to us, enact supreme laws, in con- 


| junction with our President and Senate, for 80,000,000 of free and 


| 


self-governing people. 
It is better—and I prefer it—that the Senate and the House of 


| Representatives in Congress assembled should enact these laws, 


having the unabridged power to do so. 
I will not at this moment discuss the question of the methods 


| employed in the negotiation or in the other steps taken in it or as 
| to the persons engaged in the parturition of that diplomatic abor- 


| tion. 


justice, and success shall attend our efforts to execute the will of | 


the people in their great mandate; that their money shall be spent 
wisely, honestly, economically, and with due speed in the open- 
ing of a ship canal through the American Isthmus. 

The proper power of the Government to be employed in this 
work is the Congress of the United States, which can dispose of 
every question that has arisen or can arise in this imbroglio, in 
a single bill, to be openly discussed and passed upon in both 
Houses. , 

Todivide this great subject into three parts—one to be controlled 
by the President in his executive powers, including his supposed 
arbitrary powers in diplomacy and his real authority as Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy, another part to be con- 
trolled by the President and the Senate as the treaty-making 
power, and another by the legislative power in making appropria- 
tions, that are the life of the whole scheme—is dangerous, per- 
plexing, and absurd, if Congress has the power to do all that can 
be done and to direct and control all who can possibly participate 
in this national work. Congress has unquestionably that full 
power, and all of this matter ought to be concentrated in the 
hands of one body consisting of the two Houses, that has that 
amplitude of power. 

It is especia!ly unfortunate that the present shape of the vital 
questions now presented for adjustment is such that the treaty- 
making power is called into action for three most serious and 
dangerous purposes. 

One of these is the repeal of every appropriation made for the 
construction of a canal either on the Panama route or the Nica- 
ragua route in what is called the Spooner law. 

I will not discuss this question. I prefer to state it as the opin- 
ion of every lawyer in the Senate to whom the question has been 
presented by me, and they are many and very able. that the Hay- 
Varilla treaty, when ratified, will repeal all of those appropria- 
tions. 

It is their opinion, and I regard it as an undeniable and indis- 





That was a Panama Canal Company operation, of which I 
will speak fully at another time. 

If Congress ever gets the opportunity or is required to look into 
the doings of M. Bunanu-Varilla in that transaction, the end of that 
vital feature of the Hay-Varilla treaty willsoon bereached. With 
its exposure some lofty heads will fall into the basket of the po- 
litical guillotine. That will be a ‘‘ business”’’ operation. 

I wish to read in support of that statement an article from the 
New York Sun, as follows: 

PARIS, January 19, 1904. 

A meeting to Oppose the sale of the Panama Canal to the United States 


was held here to-day. The treaty representatives of the Latin-American 
republics were present. 


I suppose that means that all the plenipotentiaries from all of 


| the Latin-American states were present at that meeting. 


M. Thiebaud denounced the saleascriminal. Hesaid the Government had 


| failed in its duty in the premises, and that the company was a gang of spec- 


ulators. 

He attacked the Crédit Lyonnais, but his special thunder was reserved for 
M. Bunau-Varilla, the minister of Panamaat Washington, whom he called a 
traitor, and whose firm he declared was compelled to refund two millions 
overcharged for work done for the old company. 

That locates that eminent plenipotentiary among the sixty whom 
the Government of France refused to name to Admiral Walker’s 
Commission when they were in Paris, as being the men who had 


| been convicted in the French courts, some of them for crimes 
| against the old company and sentenced to the penitentiary, and 
| others against whom large judgment had been recovered in the 


courts of France, all of which crimes were condoned to them and 


| all of which judgments were entered as being satisfied upon their 


promise to form the New Panama Canal Company under the de- 
crees of the French courts and to complete that canal. It seems 
that M. Thiebaud, in a public assemblage, where more than 500 
people were met, denounced our minister from Panama as being 


| one of the persons concerned in that rascality, and that he was 


compe'led to refund $2,000,000—or it may have been francs—over- 
charged for work done for the old company. 


M. Thiebaud denounced M. Jusserand; the French ambassador at Wash- 
ington, for receiving such a plenipotentiary with open arms. 
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He added that he feared that the appetite of the United States had been 


only whetted by devouring Spain's colonies. 
the French a oni Ss. 

He demanded that M. Delcassé, the French foreign minister, clarify the 
actual status of M. Bunau-Varilla. 

I will add the latest news of this “ uprising: ”’ 

[New York Evening Post, January 20, 1904.] 
DISAFFECTION IN FRANCE—FRENCH GOVERNMENT OFFICERS SAY PANAMA 
AGITATION IS NOT IMPORTANT. 
Paks, January 20, 1904. 


Panama would be followed by 


Following the address of George Thiebaud last evening at the meeting of | 


representatives of all the republics of Latin-America (called especially for 
the b 
and Senate, and of the municipal council, the press, financial companies, and 
engineer societies, and comn ial and industrial unions), against American 
control of the Panama Can some unrepresentative newspapers are seeking 
to have the French Parliament take up the Panama question. 

The Patrie gi isational prominence to a series of questions which, it 
gavs, will be 1 
tice and foreign affairs. 
transfer of theo 
eign Minister Deleassé for not sending warships to Panama when the revolu- 
t curred 


eS se! 


These questions seek to impute irregularity in the 


dc 


A iit 


sents the views of a small, disaffected element. 


{New York Evening Post, Wednesday, January 20, 1904.] 

What is this? 
tractor? So the morning dispatches announce, and unpleasantly corrobora- 
tive evidence lies before us in the Gil Blas of November 18, 1903. 
paper gave some very damaging extracts from official documents bearing 
upon the “affaires de Panama.” 
Quesnay de Beaurepaire, charged M. Philippe Bunau-Varilla by name with 
having got up a contracting firm to bleed the company, partly by means of 
false reports of excavations made. 

. ¢ 


than sign a contract which involved an agreement by M. Bunau-Varilla to 
give a “rake oi—f” (une remise) of 1 franc 40 centimes per meter. Finally, 
Gil Blas quotes from the company’s bulletin to show that Bunau-Varilla’s 
firm was paid for excavations in one section of the canal, amounting to 
1,724,536 cubic meters, although the work actually done was only 818,500 
meters. Suits were threatened, but were dropped when Bunau-Varilla and 
his associates subscribed 2,200,000 francs in new shares. 

All this would be serious business for any man, but for a silver-tongued 
diplomat, hand in glove with the Government of the United States in the 
great work of creating a nation “in the interests of civilization,” it is some- 
thing which requires instant attention. Yet M. Bunau-Varilla, erstwhile so 
loquacious, refuses to talk about these charges against his own integrity. 
Does the President know about them? It has been stated recently in Wash- 
ington dispatches that Minister Bunau-Varilla was to resign as soon as the 
treaty is ratified. 
attention of the State Department. 
his retirement later, for him to hold on will simply mean the bottling up of 
a scandal only to explode with greater violence afterwards. 


If this bill becomes the law, the Panama Canal Company will be 
required to content itself with complying with its obligations in 
good faith and in working out its contracts with Colombia, if that 
is agreeable to it. 
prived of the opportunity to rob the people by their speculations in 
the bonds and stocks of the old Panama Canal Company that gave 
wings to the Mercury they dispatched to Washington to demand 


he immediate conclusion cf the Hay-Varilla treaty under false ac- | 


susations against his co-commissioners that they were opposed to 
some of the provisions of that treaty and would not sign it and 
would put obstacles in the way when they arrived here. 
were then on their way between New York and Washington, and 
the treaty was signed in order that it might be concluded before 
their arrival to participate in the negotiations, they being commis- 
sioners Messrs. Amador and Boyd, appointed by the junta in Pan- 
ama and charged with the express duty of negotiating. this treaty 
in conjunction with M. Bunau-Varilla. 

But [ must not delay in the discussion of Varillaat thistime. I 
will leave him for the present alone in his glory, which he thus 
describesin an interview with the correspondent of the New York 
Tribune of to-day: 

With reference to my resignation, I have only to say that I have served 
the ov of Panama in a diplomatic capacity because its interests were 
coincident with the Panama Canal, and when the salvation of the Panama 
Canal is assured by the ratification of the pending treaty there will be no 
reason for my further representing the Republic of Panama. This has been 
understood from the start. Once the treaty has been ratified, my task will 
be completed, my end accomplished. 

I will have fulfilled the pledge I made to myself twenty-three years ago in 
the Ecole Polytechnique, at the conclusion of a lecture delivered by De Les- 
seps himself. I shall have remained faithful te the motto of that great scien 
tific school, “For the country, for science, and for glory.” 

With the alleged $2,000,000 of profits in the hands of his syndi- 
cate. earned by his rushing the signatures to the treaty, before 
Amador and Boyd, joint commissioners with him, could arrive 
in Washington, his *‘ glory’ has taken on the golden tint that is 
so worshiped by the admirers of the success that succeeds. 

I wish to explain the purposes and effect of this bill, and the 
facts of the situation that we are compelled to confront and that 
it is designed to meet, and for which condition the country is in 
no way responsible. 

The situation we must all try to relieve, so as to save the coun- 
try from perils that are moving against us like the pestilence 
that walketh im darkness and wasteth at noonday, is not of our 
creation. It has been forced upon the country by willful dis- 


idholders of the Panama Canal Company, members of the Chamber | 


propounded in the Chamber of Deputies to the ministers of jus- | 


nal company tothe new company. and criticises For- | 


Government officials say the agitation is not important, as it repre- | 


Bunau-Varilla denounced in Paris as a fraudulent con- | 
That news- | 


For example, the procureur-général, M. | 


mer secretary of the company testified that he had resigned rather | 


That may imply that his record has been brought to the | 
But if the thing is bad enough to force | 


The New York and Paris syndicates will be de- | 


They | 
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| obedience of the plainest mandates of the law by the President of 

| the United States. 

| But fora single act of disobedience, those fearful tronbles, wit) 
worse to come, could not have occurred. The enumeration o{ 
them is distinct, in the public conscience. They can not be for- 
gotten any more than the scars that are graven on a human heart 
by the sins of any sensate being. They are the defiance of public 
law, under pretexts that are mere inventions, too shallow to re- 

| quire refutation. 

The obligations of our treaty of 1846 with Colombia have been 
broken without excuse, and only to gratify disappointed ambition 
and personal resentments that have no just foundation in any 
facts that are known. This unjust and unreasonable attitude js 
forced upon the country, and we owe it to ourselves, to Colombia, 
and to all Christendom to repair the injustice as well as we can in 
other ways, because it is impossible to restore the status quo ant 

t is not possible to reinstate the rights of Colombia as they ex 
isted prior to November 3, 1903. The consequences of this breach 
of treaty obligations are no longer avoidable. 

The Republic of Panama has been charged with the care of the 
| transit by the express orders of the Secretary of State to our con- 
sul at the city of Panama. This transposition of treaty rights, 
duties, and powers by our act, without even a consultation with 
| Panama to get her consent to assume these duties, is the most 
extraordinary case of forced heirship that is found in all 
romances of law or diplomacy. Colombia is relieved of al! | 
treaty obligations and Panama is invested with them by the order 


| of Mr. Hay. 


If President Roosevelt should conceive a dislike to or have a 
distrust of the present Government of Panama, he could, in t! 
exercise of the same powers, transfer these treaty obligations to a 
new “‘uprising’’ and, with it, the sovereignty of Panama. Th: 
laws of nations were violated by our recognition of the de facto 
government when the neutrality of the act was vitiated by tho 


| fact that we had a distinct purpose and motive, for our own ad- 
| vantage, in making such recognition. 
| engaged in the effort to repress the rebellion with arms, our want 
| of neutrality in the recognition put us in alliance with Panama, 


And Colombia being th 


which was armed intervention. Our statutes as to neutrality 
were violated by sending our ships of war to support the insur- 
rection in Panama. 
These acts of Government are not revocable. They will stan‘, 
and their consequences will folow them. To get rid of t 
| consequences we must reach some agreement with Colom)ia 


| The state of war between Panama and Colombia will continue 


until Colombia is ready to abandon the conflict, and that will b 
when the Spaniard forgets his pride of country and his chival 
blood has been polluted or has escaped from his veins. As | 
as it is convenient to avoid war with the United States Colom! 
will not attack the Republic of Panama. 

She is now engaged in a lawsuit in the French courts and mnst 
test the question whether, as to her rights of any sort, her title 1 
all of her property has passed to a small party of actual insur? 
tionists in Panama, while she disputes the lawfulness, the ind 
pendence, and the sovereignty of Panama, not being disma) 
because other governments have acknowledged it and becanus: 
United States, that is trying to appropriate the best part of Pa 
ama, is affording her protection. How this lawsuit will « 
one knows; but thatitcan not be justly d@cided against Colom 
everybody knows. 

This open disputation by Colombia of the sovereignty of | 
ama is notice to the world that Colombia is still insisting | 
her rights without qualification or diminution. 
war against Panama is a litigation. If that is decided ag: 
Colombia it will hasten her next step. 

Colombia is not quarreling with Europe over this recog 
of Panama. She knows and those states know that th: 
tional recognition given by France is a compact with Pa 
which makes France guardian ad hoc for the New Panama 
Company, destroys the Monroe doctrine. and that the 
states of America, and all the states of Europe rejoice 
| breaking of that cordon of protection we drew around the : 
America. This is a second step in the war with the Un 

States, and it has won a dangerous position for Colombia. 

The third step is the transfer of our trade with all the Span 
American states to Europe and Asia. The ambulances are rap 
filling with our dead and wounded in this commercial war, 
will be of long duration. The long final step will be the pr 
tory warfare of the bushwhacker, the Indian, the Panama «: 
ers, and the loosecharacters who now swarm in Panama, and wi!! 
be recruited from the low and desperate characters, such as have 
heretofore resorted to Panama in flocks, who will gather together 
again to enjoy the spoils of every device of lotteries, monte banks. 
and vice that evil men caninvent. The refuge of every scoundrel 
who will be attracted to Panama, when he is suspected or has 

| been convicted of lawlessness, will be in the mountains and dense 


Thus far 
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jungles of Panama, and his companions in revengeful warfare 
will be the Indians of the eastern Isthmus and of all Colombia, 
led or directed by the Spaniards. 

Our troops in camps or cantonments will swelter in the intol- 
erable heat and will die of yellow fever, Chagres fever, smallpox, 
and beriberi, which is about to become the master plague of 
Panama. To construct trochas, as Weyler did in Cuba, to keep 
back the Indians will become more futile than his failure to pre- 
vent parties from passing at will between the eastern and western 
ends of that island. If anything could add to the horrors of the 
hell that has its home in Panama, it will be the long Indian war 
that will occur in that region. 

If we build and maintain a canal at Panama, it must be with 
the help of peace and the good will of Colombia. Wehave thead- 
vantage of them in numbers and arms and all the resources of 
of war, except in dogged pluck and courage. They have the ad- 

vantage of us in the argument, because our attitude is wrong, and 
that is the trouble of the souls of a people of high order of Chris- 
tian civilization. The canal is easy of access to them by land, 
while we can only reach it by long voyages. We had better agree 


with our adversary quickly while he is in the way. To prepare | 


for the adjustment with Colombia and to control the population 
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of Colon, Panama, and the canal zone while constructing the | ™ ) : 
| Chagres River, or any water courses that we may find necessary 


canal and operating it every dictate of reason demands that we 
shall have the fullest powers of government consistent with our 
Constitution over the entire area of the Republic of Panama. 


should be undivided, and that the United States shall be able to 
bilities. There is some revolt against the annexation of any part 


of American territory among good people, and it is a bitter pill 
when it is the result of the spoliation of a sister republic of 


which Bolivar, the Washington of South America, was the founder. | 


Few persons could be more reluctant than I am to aid this first 
encroachment on Isthmian America. 

I can not misunderstand the feelings of such aman as Secretary 
Hay, when he would put aside the annexation of Panama as an 
apparent reproach to the animus of his policy in negotiating the 
Hay-Varilla treaty. His ambition is not so broad as that would in- 
dicate. He was not out for territorial aggrandizement in his foray 
against Colombia. 
for men who claimed to be oppressed by Colombia, and he would 
not claim the annexation of more than 500 square miles of Pan- 
ama to the United States. That he took; and his conscience did 
not reprove him, nor should it have done so, for the absolute 2on- 
trol of the 10-mile zone from ocean to ocean is indispensable to a 
canal in Panama, 

I will now read from the third article of this treaty and after- 
wards from the second article what our powers are to be in the 
10-mile zone when the treaty is ratified. 

ARtTIcL® II. 
The Republic of Panama grants to the United States all the rights, power, 


and authority within the zone montioned and described in Article I of this 
agreement and within the limits of all auxiliary lands and waters mentioned 


He had milder views, softened by sympathy | 
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struction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of said canal of 
the width of 10 miles, extending to the distance of 5 miles on each side of the 
center line of the route of the canal to be constructed; the said zone begin- 
ning in the Caribbean Sea 3 marine miles from mean low-water mark and 
extending to and across the Isthmus of Panama into the Pacific Ocean toa 
distance of 3 marine miles from mean low-water mark, with the proviso that 
the cities of Panama and Colon and the harbors adjacent to said cities, which 
are included within the boundaries of the zone above described, shall not be 
included within this grant. 

The Republic of Panama further grants to the United States in perpetuity 
the use, eeeupatten, and control of any other landsand waters outside of the 
zone above described which may be necessary and convenient for the con- 


| struction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of the said canal 


or of any auxiliary canals or other works necessary and convenient for the 
construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of the said 
enterprise. 

The Republic of Panama further nts in like manner to th 
in perpetuity all islands within the limits of the zone above described and in 
addition thereto the group of small islandsin the Bay of Panama, named 
Perico, Naos, Culebra, and Flamenco. 


United States 


There we have a perfect plan of annexation, as to the 10-mile 
feature of which, with the exclusion of the cities of Panama and 
Colon, our sovereignty is perfect and complete; but outside of 
that we have an additional element or attribute of sovereignty 
that Panama can not dispute at all, under which we are permit- 
ted to take lands and condemn them for the purposes of a canal, 
and also to control the water courses that are tributary to the 


for the better protection or maintenance of the canal. Having 
gone that far in this treaty, to halt at this line. to say that we 


The chief point in this control is that the powers of government | Will not go beyond it, no matter how urgent and imperious the 


necessity may be, is simply an attitude of folly, of weakness, and 


hold every official in Panama to the full measure of his responsi- | Will bring us into trouble and into contempt if we undertake to 


execute this treaty in that form. 

So the question of the acquisition of territory in Panama is now 
settled conclusively by this treaty, and the only open question 
in regard to it at all is whether or not it is necessary for us, by 
annexing the entire State, to acquire such authority there as is 
needful and indispensable to protect us against the people resid- 
ing there and also against the outside world. 

The sovereignty of the United States in that canal zone under 
the Hay-Varilla treaty is as perfect and exclusive as it is in 
Porto Rico or New Mexico. Indeed.itis more absolute. It is not 
restrained by any treaty relations with Spain or any other power. 
We take the jurisdiction of land and water and people and of all 
things therein. 

But the treaty carved the cities of Colon and Panama and their 


| ad acent harbors out of this canal zone and left them as an im- 


and described in said Article Il, which the United States would possess and | 


exercise if it were the sovereign of the territory within which said lands and 
waters are located to the entire exclusion of the exercise by the Republic of 
Panama of any such sovereign rights, power, or authority. 

There could not be stated, Mr. President, a more perfect act of 
annexation than that, because it places that i10-mile zone, which is 
158 miles long between its outer borders, within the exclusive 
sovereign jurisdiction of the United States, so that any act of 
Congress relating to the people, the land, the property, the peace, 
the government in any form within that canal zone belongs to 
Congress indisputably. If there is any country in the world that 
is entirely subject to the laws of the Congress of the United States, 
that country is thereby annexed tothe United States, and there is 
nothing to the contrary stated in the treaty. 

Therefore Mr. Hay, in this very article of the treaty, annexed 
500 square miles of territory in Panama to the United States, cut- 
ting right through the middle of the Republic and taking that 
portion of its territory which I suppose would amount to 90 per 
cent at least of the value of the entire area they own and possess. 
There we have established not only the principle but the fact of 
annexation as to the 500-mile zone. 

In the bill I present the question is only whether or not, for rea- 
sons of public necessity and public safety, that zone shall be in- 
creased. I do not know where to stop it, except at the outer 
boundaries of the Isthmus of Panama. It might be profitable to 
give the lower part of that zone, that we have no use for, to Co- 
lombia and to settle certain boundary questions between Panama 
and Costa Rica by yielding that question. and we might give more 
than that with advantage. unless it interferes with the head- 
waters of the streams which are tributary to the Chagres River. 
In locating this zone the following language is used: 

ARTICLE II, 


The Republic of Panama grants to the United States in perpetuity the use, 
occupation, and control of a zone of land and land under water for the con- 


| 


perium in imperio, in the heart of it, tosay nothing of these breed- 
ing places of pestilence and nurseries of vice and crime, than 
which there are none worse in the whole world. They areand will 
be more than ever the cockpits for the pronunciadores and unat- 
tached generals and inferior officers, whose passion and whose 
profession and living it is to create strife in politics and deadly 
mischief at every opportunity. 

With a canal zone to prey upon, and the easy chance to compel 
us to keep heavy and expensive garrisons in the zone, and large 
bodies of police there, so as to bring money and dupes for gam- 
blers and vice resorts into those cities. our troubles will soon ac- 
cumulate until we will be compelled to extend our jurisdiction 
over those cities. We know that this will occur very soon, and 
why should we not be honest with those people and with oursely 
and our own people and do that in the beginning that we must 
do at an early day? 

It may be said without reserve that no matter what is said in 
this treaty, we intend to govern the cities of Panama and Colon 
and all the contributary country mentioned in the treaty just as 
we will govern the canal zone. And on the first occasion when 
the necessity is developed we will govern the Republic of Panama 
in the same way. 

Vhile we have the making and the ratification of this treaty in 
our own hands, let us not flatter and play with that Republic. asa 
child plays with a doll, but let us, like American Senators, speak 
and act the truth in the fear of God, with perfect justice to the 
people of Panama and toward our own people. 


es 


The fourth section, relating to the Panama Canal Company, 
strikes the vital point of every trouble we have ever had, except 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, in our efforts to open an American 


isthmian canal. Until that pirate got aboard the ship was safe 
and free. It has now, and has had since De Lesseps made his 
“business *’ visit to the United States, too many great speculat rs 
behind it and has made too many friends of the mammon of un- 
righteousness. to be passed over with neglect. I have too long 
contended with it behind the closed doors of the Senate, where. 
whatever gets out. nothing not desired by the majority gets in, 
not to be anxious that it should have at least one hearing before 
the Congress of the United States. 

And that is one of the purposes of this biN. It is that article 
22 of this treaty shall not put upon this country the obligations— 
unknown, unascertained, and undescribed obligations—of a con- 
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templated purchase of that property, but that the Congress of 
the United States shall know before it accepts that contract all | 
of its terms and all the facts that affect its honesty, its integrity, | 
and its decency. Our rights under the twenty-second article of | 
this treaty are made to depend entirely on the ratification by the | 
Senate of this unknown, undescribed, ‘‘ contemplated contract.”’ 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that any party is so pressed, or 
that any exigency or any necessity that has ever occurred in this 
Government or any other has ever been held sufficient to bind a 
pa*liamentary body to the adoption of a contract of purchase of | 
a vast property, heretofore estimated at $40,000,000 in the Spooner 
law, without knowing anything about the terms or what it is to be. 

What is all this quarrel in France about now? Why are they 
contesting the right of Colombia to be represented by the 5,000,000 
francs of stock that she owns in the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany? Why has that company refused admittance to her dele- 
gate into the meeting of stockholders when he had been sitting 
in those meetings for as many as twelve or fifteen years? It is 
because the suggestion was made that Colombia had ceased to be 
the owner of that stock under this forced heirship of Panama, 
and that Panama, the sovereign Republic recognized by France 
upon a condition precedent, was the owner of that stock, and 
here the question touches us which rages in France. 

They say in France—so the newspapers inform us, and I appeal 
to the newspapers, Mr. President, because there is no other source 
of information open to this Senate, nor will there be. All the 
resolutions you may put before this body to corkscrew informa- 
tion out of the State Department are going to be dead failures. 
Even that presentation of the honorable senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] for information respecting this whole 
situation has been delayed, and will be denied. 

No answer will come. at least before the question of the ratifi- 
cation of this treaty is forced upon the Senate. Therefore I ap- 
peal to the newspapers, and I make that appeal with no sort of 
doubt that the great leading newspapers of the world in a matter 
of this kind will use their utmost endeavors to get clean, clear, 
and truthful information. I accept it, Mr. President, as being 
satisfactory, because we can get no other, and for the reason that 
it comes from an authoritative source in a large degree. 

These newspapers inform us of this controversy in the stock- 
holders’ meeting of the New Panama Canal Company and of Co- 
lombia being rejected for the reasons to which I have just ad- 
verted. 

We read that immediately upon the arrival of Sefior Reyes from 
Colombia he was accompanied by Mr. Holguin. Mr. Holguin 
went straightway to Paris to present the rights which had been 
denied to Colombia in the courts, and it was his intervention there, 
by authority of Colombia, that started up this litigation. 

When Reyes got through with his efforts here. whatever they 
may have been; when Reyes got through with his experiment in 
diplomacy here, he also went to Paris, the Colombians, clamoring | 
for his not having returned home, doing the man the injustice of | 
supposing that perhaps he had got his pockets stuffed with money 
here, and, like many other leading South Americans, had gone to 
Paris to enjoy it. 

But that is not true of Reyes. He didno such thing; he would 
not have accepted it if it had been tendered to him, and I am 
sure it was not tendered to him. He has gone there on the busi- 
ness of Colombia, to superintend, investigate,and prosecute that 
suit and to get a determination from the courts of France as to 
whether the recognition that was made by M. Delcasse there is 
such a one as will exclude those courts from jurisdiction or will 
compel them to follow the political currentsin France, or whetk sr 
he can get a decision in France upon the merits of his case. 

Suppose the decision in France is made that this forced heirship 
of Panama does not carry with it these properties and rights con- 
nected with the Panama Canal Company over to Panama from 
Colombia; there is a question behind that remaining to be con- 
sidered, and we, at least, can not deny it. The Panama Canal 
Company, in which Colombia holds stock, owns 90 per cent, I will 
say, of the stock of the Panaina Railroad Company, a New York 
corporation. They bought that stock in open market and paid 
175 for it when it was selling in New York for about 85 or 90. 
But they wanted it. In their estimation they were obliged to 
have it. 

That stock was all transferred to the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, and it is to be held by that company even after the failure 
to complete the canal becomes an acknowledged or evena judicial 
fact. Seen what terms? The payment of 4,000,000 francs for a 
property that is worth not less than they bought it at—the price 
of $15,000,000—used as bribes to these Panama culprits to get 
them to get up this New Panama Canal Company. 

Now, Colombia has got her interest in that stock. That isa 
piece of property that is owned by Colombia as personal prop- | 
erty that did not pass to Panama. We can not buy it from Pan- | 








ama and get a title, but we can get the railroad bed and all of its 
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appurtenances and appliances from Panama, and the New York 
company will be able to conduct its operations there, and, with 
our consent, would be able to pay the $250,000 a year to Panama 
instead of to Colombia. But that action on our part would not 
give an acquittance as against the company even in our own 
courts. No court would respect a receipt for that money given 
by Panama to Colombia not only until this treaty had been rati- 


| fied, but also until it had been judicially ascertained that that 
| was property that went over from Colombia to Panama in conse- 


quence of her secession. 

These situations concern the people of the United States. They 
are involved, difficult, intricate, almost insoluble even by the 
judgment of the Senate; but they are all solved in the twenty- 
second article of the treaty, which provides that our rights under 
that article shall not take effect—and, I believe, under any article, 
shall not take effect—as absolute rights until we have consum- 
mated this contemplated purchase. Mr. President, the Senate of 
the United States has no power as a treaty-making body to legis- 
late in respect of this very complicated and unusual and danger- 
ous situation. 

If we need the richest part of Panama and are willing to cut 
the Republic in twain to get it, why should we not take the en- 
tire Department and govern it under the benignant laws of the 
United States? If this is a violation of principle or sound policy, 
the acquisition of 500 square miles is only smaller in degree. The 
principle is the same. If this is done to evince a spirit of self- 
denial by the United States, it is much out of place in our pro- 
gramme as to Panamaand Colombia. The robe of charity we are 
wearing in the service of this cruel and covetous raid does not 
conceal the cloven foot. Our demand should be all of Panama or 
none, for there may be other canal routes leading into better har- 
bors that we may prefer to open. 

We now protect all of Panama from Colombia, so that if we are 
not vigilant to a degree Panama will be destroyed, or it may even 
desert us on our first serious quarrel and go back to Colombia or 
into some confederation that may be organized to annoy us, as is 
expressly provided for in this treaty. 

We give her the power to enter into new governments, only 
reserving what rights we have got there as being unchanged by 
the fact of her making such political alliances. 

In the event of her forming such a confederation with other 
powers or of her withdrawing and going back to Colombia, as 
she has a right to do under this treaty, it would take armies and 
navies even to hold the canal, and its protection would be impos- 
sible for any considerable time with a hostile people and soldiers 
in and along the canal zone, and in possession of the fortress at 
Panama. 

Mr. President, if time served me and I had the strength on this 
occasion, I would present another feature of this situation that 
this treaty is intended to destroy, which is very serious to us, and 
in the future may become utterly destructive of all of our hopes 
in respect of the canal. There is no assurance of a positive char- 
acter given by any engineer who has ever reported upon or testi- 
fied to—for they have sworn about this matter, as well as reported 
about it—there is no assurance of any substantial and positive 
character that a canal at Panama is practicable. 

As to the sea-level idea, on which some Senators have com- 
mented here, the French engineers, the American Isthmian Canal 
Commission, and I believe every other engMeer who has ever said 
anything on the subject, have come to the conclusion that a sea- 
level canal there is absolutely impracticable, either to dig or to 
maintain, and especially to maintain. 

Here is a tide of 21 feet, coming once a day every day, and some- 
times twice a day, and rushing intothe mouth of that canal, which 
requires a tide lock, and that tide lock is a great obstruction to 
the facilities of commerce, for ships can not pass through that 
tide lock when the tide isin. They have to wait until it goes 
out; and that is an obstruction which will not permit more than 
twenty-four vessels in twenty-four hours, on the average, going 
through that canal—a fact which some gentlemen seem totally to 
ignore. 

But there is no assurance that the dam at Bohio can be built 
and made permanent. It is not worth my while, as I have neither 
the time nor the inclination just now, to go into any inquiry as to 


| the facts upon which I predicate this statement; but every engi- 


neer who testified said that the work to be done at the Bohio dam 
was beyond the experience of any engineer. It was a matter to 


| be calculated for on conditions that could be created, that were 
| not in existence at this time, by the ingenuity and the per-ever- 


ance of man. When we get to digging that canal, Mr. Pre ident, 
under this law we may very soon find that there are difficulties 
that we can not possibly overcome. : 
When that is the case, what will be the next most desirable situ- 
ation for the United States to be in? it will be to have an alter- 
native route, to which we can resort whenever it may appear that 
that canal is impracticable. In doing this, if we should hereafter 















be forced to an alternate route, Panama would still have its rail- 
road, which is one of the finest pieces of property, if not the finest 
piece of property, of that description in the world. The last report 
that anybody has been enabled to unearth about it shows that it 
was earning 19 per cent on a capitalization of $15,000,000. 

They hide their reports in order to prevent us from knowing 
anything about what they are doing. They do in that matter as 
they do ineverythingelse. It is agame of secrecy, exclusion, and 
exploitation. Addition, division, and silence are the character- 
istics of all of the operations of that canal company and of all the 
men who are associated with it and of the men whoare upholding 
it as the means of speculation in the bonds of the old company 
and on the Bourse, and also as the means of getting at the $40,- 
000,000, as they will. The stockholders of the New Panama Canal 
Company will get near 100 per cent on the money they have put 
into that canal. air nae 

Now, when these propositions confront us is it not reasonable, 
Mr. President, that the Congress of the United States should have 
the opportunity of considering them and of imposing upon the 
President of the United States the stipulations that I have put 
into this bill, which I shall read: 

Sec. 4. The sum of $40,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be applied as follows and upon 
the following conditions, namely — 

The next part of it, which I shall not read, because I am not 
very well, is extracted from the Spooner Act as to the making of 
the contract. 

And after such contract or purchase is made it shall be submitted to Con- 
gress for its ratification and shall not be finally obligatory until it is so rati- 
tied; whereupon the President .is.authorized to draw his warrant on the 
Treasury of the United States for such sum, not to exceed $40,000,000, as Con- 
gress shall make available for such purchase. 7 

The President shall oar to Congress the terms and conditions of such 
purchase and the names of the persons or corporations that are lawfully au- 
thorized and empowered to make a sale and conveyance of such property, 
and to receiveand give acquittance for the sums of money to be paid for the 
property and rights of said canal companies purchased under the provisions | 
of this seetion of this act. 

The President shall also report to Congress the facts he may ascertain as 
the basis of the right of either of said Panama Canal companies to make a 
sale and conveyance of their property and concessionary or other rights to 


the United States, and of the state and condition of those concessions and 
upon what laws or decrees of Colombia they rest for their validity. 


I do not propose to refuse to these men any just allowance that 
may be made under contract with them for what they have in | 
Panama or elsewhere pertaining to this canal company, but I 
propose that that subject shall undergo the investigation of Con- 
gress. The Senate, in an executive session, can not do that. It | 
is futile to undertake it, because there is no matter of legislation 
in which they can participate. Therefore the subject ought to be 
opened up and full and fair justice done, as will be done by the 
act of the Congress of the United States. 

Now, the other proposition which I mentioned and was about 
to discuss is this: The treaty, if ratified, destroys so much of the | 
Spooner Act as relates to the construction of a canal at Nicaragua, | 
because it takes away the appropriation. It has to be renewed | 
by an act of Congress after the treaty has been passed, which in 
itself, when ratified, becomes the supreme law of the United 
States, before the President or anybody else can use the appropria- 
tion in the Spooner Act for the building of a canal at Nicaragua. 

There are many contingencies which may arise. There are 
some that now present themselves to the United States with great | 
force, in which it may be very essential that we should abide by 
and perform that noble And valorous act of President McKinley 
when he acquired the basic rights of concession from Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica under agreements signed, sealed, and «inter- 
changed, that are still in force. 

We may have to treat with Nicaragua and Costa Rica when we 
find that we are driven to it, either by the pressure of public 
opinion upon the President or by obstructions that are as yet not 
fully understood in Panama, by difficulties that we may find down 
there in the protection of the canal route against the villainous 
population that inhabits and lives all around it, composed of men 
who are there for no other purpose in this world except spoil and 
vice; men who do not go there for agriculture, for the mechanic 
arts, for merchandise—or at least very few of them; men who do | 
not go there for any kind of industry, but who go there to prey 
upon the vices of the laborers and the officers, and live in the 
whirlpool of unmentionable vice. that exists and has always ex- 
isted in that unfortunate and unhappy land. 

We may find it necessary to go elsewhere to get this canal. 
What then should we do? Certainly we should do nothing to 
strike down rights that already exist or provisions of law that | 
already exist and contract rights between the President of the | 
United States, Mr. McKinley, and Costa Rica and Nicaragua. 
To say the least of it we ought to put into an act of Congress a | 




















reservation of those rights to the United States. untouched by 
this treaty or by anything else. But it will be too late to do that 
when this treaty has*been ratified, because that will break the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








contract with Costa Rica and Nicaragua on one side and the 
United States on the other. 

Therefore, and for reasons of public faith and for the purpose 
of establishing confidence among the people as to the building of 
any canal anywhere, I have insisted and do now insist, and in this 
bill I insist and make provision for an appropriation, the same 
amount of money mentioned in the Spooner Act and upon the 
same terms and conditions, except in respect to the treaty with 
Colombia that are set forth in that measure. 

When we have ratified that treaty and destroyed these appro- 
priations and have obliterated these contracts with Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica, those contracts can not be restored hereafter, we 
then are thrown upon Congress for appropriations to do any work 
in Panama—an appropriation to get the $10,000,000 that we pledge 
to Panama; an appropriation of $10,000,000, the first specific ap- 
propriation, for work on the canal. All these are swept away by 
this treaty, and we have to come into Congress to open the fight 
again for these appropriations. 

Where will we begin and where will we end? We will begin 
where we began fifteen years ago, and every enemy that the canal 
has ever had will at once appear from the sage and chaparral 


| and swarm around Congress for the purpose of destroying any ap- 


propriation at all. This long battle will have been won and lost. 
This great appropriation will all have perished and with it our 
agreements with Costa Rica and Nicaragua. We commence de 
novo. From the ground up we will have to work our way again. 

When will another appropriation be made? There is one propo- 
sition I can safely assert and that is, never so long as M. Bunau- 
Varilla can make speculations on the stock board at the Bourse. 


| Another is, never so long as Mr. Cromwell shall hold this matter 


in abeyance as he has been doing now since the beginning of the 
civil war in Colombia; never so long as the transcontinental rail- 
roads can prevent it; never so long as those gentlemen who are 
opposed to any canal on principles that are entirely satisfactory 
to themselves can prevent it. 

We throw open the whole door of debate and discussion, oppo- 
sition, and antagonism, and the President of the United States, 
whatever power he may have over the Army and the Navy and 
the Republican party, will not find himself able to force those ap- 
propriations through. Indeed, I do nog think he wants to do it. 
I do not believe that he intends to attempt to doit. It is better 
for him to leave promises open to the public during the Presiden- 
tial campaign than it is to meet the consequences of actual legis- 
lation. 

Now, should we not, with this power in our hands that we have 
or this floer to-day, say to the Republican party, ‘‘ Take up the 
subject and make your appropriations? Then consider the neces- 
sity of ratifying the treaty.’’ Pass the act that I have the honor 
to recommend to the Senate and you will get one that will ac- 
complish the whole purpose without any treaty, not by force, but 
by leaving this subject of annexation to the constituent assembly 
now sitting in Panama. 

Will they refuse it when we give them a government there such 


| as there is in Porto Rico or in the Philippines or in Hawaii or in 


Alaska, under which their own men will have participation in the 
affairs of the country, with the power of this great nation to back 
them, and peace with Colombia secured? Will they refuse? Mr. 
President, it is beyond conjecture that they will be so unwise as 
to refuse a situation like that. 

Now, we have it in our power, by acting upon this subject ra- 
tionally, to settle the whole of it and to reconcile every man in 
Congress. I have one objection to the Nicaragua route that is 
overcome by this treaty, a difficulty I have always experienced in 
my various efforts to accomplish the construction of a canal on 
the Nicaragua line. and that is that we could not possibly get 
from Nicaragua and Costa Rica—and their boundary between the 
two, and involving the ownership of the lake or a line through 
the middle of it and the San Juan River—that degree of sover 
eignty that we get under the third article of this treaty. We 
could not get it. Possibly we have got it under Mr. McKin’ey’s 
great protoco's; at all events, we orght not to put ourselves in 
such position as to prevent our right to claim that we have got it. 
We have got no power in respect of the isthmian country that we 
ought in the slightest degree to throw away. 

I will ask the Senate, at an early day, for the privilege of dis- 
cussing these protocols as to their legal and diplomatic effect. 
They are of the greatest importance to this Government, now and 
in the near future. 

We are liable to be met there with difficulties arising out of the 
spirit of the people and the Government and difficulties inspired 
from other parts of the earth to prevent us from controlling in 
supreme right, I will say, orin sovereignty any cana! route across 
that Isthmus. We haveitinourpowertosecure the whole. Pass 
this bill, and we will get them all. Shall we ever need them? 

Mr. President, build your canal at Panama, which will let 
twenty-four ships through every twenty-four hours, and you have 
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not an approximation to the capacity of the Sault Ste. Marie 


Canal. The Sault Ste. Marie Canal‘does more business than the 
Suez Canal, very largely more business. More tonnage passes 
through it. There is not ours alone, but it is supplemented by 
the Canadian Sault Ste. Marie Canal, just in sight of it, which 
does very nearly as much business as we do there. Our business 
in thirty years there has risen from 6,000 tons passing through 
the canal to near 40,000,000 tons per annum. 

W hat will be the traffic between the oceans, with all the mighty 
forces that are being employed in every possible respect in every 
island in the Pacific Ocean—every one capable of civilization and 
inhabitance—and along the vast coast from Siam up to Japan, 
and around our coast by way of Alaska down to the crossing of 
this canal, and the South American coast, and that vast conti- 
nent of the southern Pacific, Australia, one of the most immense 
and important regions in the whole world? « 

That great breadth of country, demanding so much from the 
industrial people of England and all of Europe, and of the United 
States more particularly, will find through the transit of a single 
canal a very embarrassed and a very difficult passage. We will 
want two canals before we get one constructed. 

Now, shall we, in measuring ourselves up to the situation, in 
trying as American Senators to comprehend the future of this 


country, begin by repealing the advantages that we have, throw- | 


ing them to the winds, upon the supposition that we are not 
going to need them? Is that statesmanship, or is it patriotism, I 
should like to know? 

This bill, if I have been fortunate in framing it, and I have of 
course no partialities for its text that I would not willingly sub- 
mit to the judgment of any gentleman of either party for sug- 
gestion or of improvement—this bill, as I understand it, and with 
reference to the purposes for which I have prepared it, lays down 
the basis upon which the Panama Canal will be built if Mr. 
Roosevelt has the power still and the will to violate the Spooner 
Act and go along and build it, for we appropriate the money in 
this bill to do it with. It is left to his conscience and between his 
conscience and the American people and his God as to whether he 
will obey the mandate of the laws of the United States as he has 
sworn to do. 

I make all provisior, so that he can get $10,000,000 to pay 
Panama, $3,000,000 cash down, presently available, for the benefit 
of the Government now existing in Panama; $7,000,000 to be re- 


served in the Treasury of the United States, and to be applied to | 


that Government and to the other municipal governments and 
the people of Panama, as in the wisdom of Congress shall be just. 
The appropriation is made, and the only question is as to the dis- 
tribution of the money. 

They have said that they want to invest their money in some 
securities that nobody could steal. They are afraid to put it into 
banks, for the bankers there have shown their corruptibility by 
taking $140,000 of the money of Colombia out of the treasury and 
paying a partof it to bribe their troops toleave Panama. Theyare 
afraidof the banks. Theyareafraid of safes. If they are burglar 
proof, they are not proof against treachery and villainy on the part 
of the custodians. We will distribute this money, by acts of Con- 
gre 
will go into the hands of people who need it and who will be im- 
proved and helped by it. 

This bill also gives to him $40,000,000, and not exceeding that 
sum, to comply with any contract which may be made with the 
New Panama Canal Company that he reports to Congress and 
that Congress ratifies. It retains the appropriation in favor of 
Nicaragua, to stand in the event that the $10,000,000 is not first 
applied in Panama. It reverses the order of things. Nicaragua 


now has the call; it has the preference under the Spooner law. | 


I propose to yield that, and to give to the President the power of 
his-conscience to work upon the subject, he being responsible for 
it. and not Congress. But there is no denial in this bill of any- 
thing that has ever been claimed by anybody in favor of either 
route or in favor of the canal situation. 

Then this bill gives $15,000,000 to be used by the President 
of the United States in the pacification of Colombia. I did that 
n t because I had any means of knowing the will or purpose of 
Colombia, but because it has been asserted here time and again— 
and I have not yet heard it denied—that the President had agreed 
with Colombia to pay her that sum or a smaller sum for her 
pacification—that a contract had been entered into. 


Some gentleman connected officially with the affair was not 
willing to have it consummated lest it might be said that we had | 


conducted all of this operation in Panama for the purpose of buy 


ing out Colombia with money and not upon those high principles | 


of justice and national duty or necessity which might justify one 
nation in interfering with arms in the affairs of another. 
bill puts $15,000,000 in the hands of the President, which I suppose 
is a fully adequate sum, having no doubt that he could pacify 
Colombia with that. 


| treaty, if the Comptroller does not stop them. 


according to the necessities of those people, and the $7,000,000 | 


This | 





Now, how will the footing add up? Take this treaty, and sup- 
pose that it is an actual appropriation. Give that character to it. 
if the lawyers on the other side of the Chamber are disposed to 
risk their reputations on so desperate a venture as that. Give it 
the effect of an appropriation—to carry out the appropriation in 
the Spooner Act—and how does the account stand? We pay 
$10,000,000 under this bill. That I offer here to Panama, threo 
millions of it cash. We pay ten millions,as it may be needed, for 
the constr::ction purposes of a canal at Panama or Nicaragua, as 
the President may select. 

The power of selection is not expressly given to him, but it ; 
within the purview of what he supposes to be his rights, privi- 
leges, and duties. There are $13,000,000, and that is all, against 
$50,000,000 in the Spooner law, immediately available. It 
$13,000,000 against $50,000,000. 

We take time to work out the propositions. Wedo not embar- 
rass the Government or the Treasury by this demand rush'ng in, 
as it will rush in, immediately upon the ratification of this treaty. 
These men, whose itching palms are continually searching for the 
doors of the Treasury of the United States, will come like a flock 
of eagles and demand their money, and they will get it under this 

I propose to stop 
them and to investigate their rights as they go along. Let Con- 
gress act upon it, not the President, in making a contemplated 
contract, which is to be binding upon this country in respect to 
all its rights really acquired under the Hay-Varilla treaty. 

Comparing this measure with the existing state of facts, and 
with the benefits and purposes of this treaty, and its recognition 


1s 


| of the full, unexecuted force in every particular of the Spooner 


law, and comparing it with the condition that will be borne upon 
the country by this treaty, there can be no doubt of the advantage 
in the act I propose. Noman can doubt its justice, its equity, its 
respect for opinions that have been crystallized into law in t! 
Spooner Act. It maintains the majesty of the law, instead of leay- 
ing it a waif to wander about to seek an owner or a friend am 
the desert places of the world. 

I did not expect, Mr. President, to go as far as I have gone in 
this matter to-day, because I really have not been in a condition 
to do so, but I am anxious to have this question settled—settled 
right; settled to the satisfaction of all concerned; settled on t 
basis of justice and respect for existing law; settled so as to pro 
tect the United States Government against the necessity of co1 
mitting themselves in controversies for or against the recent 
strange and unusual conduct of the President in Panama; avoid 
ing that; regarding what has been done as an accomplished fa:t 
without inquiring into it in this bill, and acting upon these a 
complished facts as the basis of our further action. I do that 
the interest of peace and of good will and of success for an isth 
canal, and also of success in gathering within the powers of | 
United States the right to control in any and in every emerge: 
the transit routes through the isthmian country of America. 

I may have failed in my purpose. If so, there are wise men in 
the Senate on both sides of this Chamber to correct the fa 
with suggestions and toimprove it. But the principle of the 
posed act is right. It is an act of peace and reconciliation, a1 
hope it will be received by the gentlemen on both sides of | 
Cham ber in that sense, no matter what their personal opinions 
be or how vigorously they may have maintained them. I as! 
man to abandon his opinions upon any feature of this case, 
protest that the Senate of the United States shall not foll 
President in an open and unmistakable refusal on his part t 
the law of the land. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
twice, it will be referred 
Mr. MORGAN. To the Committee on Foreign Relation 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be refer: 

the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adulteration or ! 


as 


The bill having beer 





| branding of foods or drugs, and for regulating traffic therein, 
| for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred t 


Committee on Manufactures. 
RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 5! 
ate a resolution, which will be stated. SS 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 73, by Mr. GoRMAN, cal! 
upon the President for certain information touching former | 
gotiations of the United States with the Governments of 4: 
Granada or Colombia, etc. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, yesterday wh 


my remarks were interrupted by adjournment I had endeavor 
to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the Republic 0 
Panama is a fully equipped, existing, sovereign State, so acknow!- 
edged not only by us, but by all the great powers of the world, 
and that it could not be overthrown except by war and conquest. 
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The action of the United States and the other great powers of the 
world in recognizing the existence of the complete and sovereign 
State of Panama is irrevocable. We can not revoke it, neither 
can any of the other powers which have assented to it. The 
United States can not now take back the recognition which it 
gave to the Republic of Panama. 
tion before the Senate that fact must be taken into consideration, 
reckoned with, and acted upon. 

There is one other fact which I did not speak of and which I 
wish to call the attention of the Senatetonow. We have no longer 
a treaty with Colombia. Whatever rights we had under the treaty 
originally made with New Granada, which subsequently passed | 
over to Colombia, we must now look to the Republic of Panama | 








for, and whatever obligations we assumed by the treaty with Co- | 


lombia we must perform tothe Republicof Panama. Soany guar- | 
anty of sovereignty which we made to New Granada originally | 
and to Colombia, and any guaranty of the neutrality of the Isth- | 
mus of Panama, ‘must be performed to the Republic of Panama; 
and whatever guaranties we received from Colombia through 
New Granada we must look to Panama to fulfill and carry out. 

If New Granada guaranteed to us the right of way and transit 
through the Isthmus or Panama, as it did in the tre: aty of 1846, 
we have no longer any claim upon her to perform and discharge 
that obligation. We have a claim upon the Republic of Panama 
to discharge it as fully as we could ever have required Colombia 
to discharge it. 

I think these facts have been overlooked. It seems to me that 
the discussions which we are indulging in here in the Senate are 
largely about transactions which have passed, and which, so far 
as the action of the Senate is concerned, have no bearing and are, 
indeed, inappropriate. 

But there has been so much said to the effect that the action of 
this Government, if not absolutely dishonorable, has been unsup- 
ported by any law of our own, by any international law, or any 
right which the President might constitutionally exercise, that I 
wish in a few words to refer to these contentions. 

I deny, Mr. President, that in the dealing of the Executive, and, 
as the Executive represents the Government, in the dealing of 
the Government with Colombia, in relation to the Panama revo- 
lution and to all the acts leading up to our recognition of the 
new Government—the Republic of Panama—there has been any 
act of war committed by the United States, that there has been 
any intervention of the United States as between Colombia and 
Panama. It is easy to make such charges; it is easy to talk in 
an excited way about acts of war and intervention, but when we 
in the Senate come to consider such matters it is time for defini- 
tions; it is time for specifications; it is time that the Senators 
who say the President has committed this Government to an act 
of war against Colombia should tell us what an act of war is, and 
what particular action of the President constitutes the act of war 
which they declare has been committed. Itis quite time for Sen- 
ators who talk so glibly about intervention to tell us what inter 
vention is in the terms of international law. 

I have listened in vain, Mr. President, for Senators to declare 
that any act done by this Government has constituted an act of 
war or has amounted to an intervention, and it is what the Gov- 
ernment has done that is to be considered. It is what our officers, 
under the instructions of the Executive, have done that we are to 
look at, not what some Senator assumes that the President thought 
or desired or hoped for, but what he has done. 

Now, what did the President do? I do not desire to excuse him. 
I would not desire to excuse him if anything had been done wrong, 
because the dispatches about which so much has been said here 
were sent by the heads of the Executive Departments, either real 
or acting, for I think I know that the President himself would 
not desire to shirk any responsibility in that matter. 

Now, there was an expected revolution on the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama. At the commencement of this discussion there were insin- 
uations of all sorts expressed, with every possible ingenuity of lan- 
guage, that the President had been in some way in communication 
with the revolutionists; that the revolution had taken place with 
his knowledge and assent, and even with ‘guilty knowledge. I 
think that is a matter of the past. 

Mr. SPOONER. They assume that any knowledge is guilty 
knowledge. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; they assume that any knowl- 
edge the oe might have had of an expected or probable revo- 
lution in Panama would be guilty knowledge. Butthe insinuation 
and the veiled charges went further than that—that the President 
had been in consultation with parties who had been engaged in 
preparing the revolution; that he had known from time to time 
of the steps which were being taken to bring about that revoln- | 
tion; that he had countenanced it, connived at it, and was in 
fact in complicity with all that had been done by the persons who 
were preparing the revolution. 


But I think that has gone by, Mr. President. Those charges, | 





| events. 


direct and indirect, those insinuations, not indirect but direct, 
laced the President of the United States in a position which no 
esident ought to be placed in. They put him in the position of 
having to plead not guilty, and he sent a message to Congress in 


| 
| which he denied any knowledge of the growing revolution which 
So in dealing with the ques- | 
' 


was not available to any individual who kept track of current 
I wish to read it, though in all my experience and in all 
my reading of the history of the United States I have never known 
sucha charge brought against a President of the United States. 
I think the President is entitled to the confidence of the people ¢ 
the United States until it has been shown that he is unworthy of 
that confidence. And I want to say one thing about the present 
Executive, that the people of the United States believe, and be- 
lieve rightly, that he is honest, that he makes no attempt at con- 
| cealment, and that he tries to do those things which, in the inter- 
est of the American people, he believes to be right. Whatever 
| may be said about the President, that is the opinion whith the 
| people have formed of him. 

It amounted, Mr. President, to little less than a national dis- 
grace that the President should be charged, directly or indirectly, 


e 


by insinuation or otherwise, with having been a party to the revo- 
lution on the Isthmus of Panama. But, as I said, he met that 
charge in a message which he sent to the Congress. I think if 


had been the President of the United States I would not have 
done it. I think I would have rested my claim to the confidence 
of the American people as an honest, patriotic, and fearless Presi 
dent upon my actions and my character as the American people 
saw them and knewit. But the President said this to Congre 


I hesitate to refer to the injurious insinuations which have been made of 
complicity by this Government in the revolutionary movement in Panama 
They areas destitute of foundation as of propriety. Theonly excuse for my 


mentianing the mi is the fear lest unthinking persons might mistake for ac- 
quiescence » the silence of mere self-respect. I think proper to say, therefore, 
that no one connected with this Government had any part in preparing. in- 
citing, or encouraging the late revolution on the Isthmus of Pani ama, and 
that save from the reports of our military and naval officers, given: 
one connected with this Government had any previous knowled xe 
olution exe ept such as was accessible to any person of ordinary 


ve, no 












ligence 


who read the newspapers and kept upa current acquaintance wit h public 
affairs. 
That meets the issue pretty squarely, Mr. President. I think 


it sets those insinuations at rest. It is true I have heard, even 
since that message of the President, insinuations that we have 


not got all the facts before us; that the Republican Senators know 
something which has been held back and concealed: that if the 


light were to be turned on there would be something shown which 
would prove that our Government was in complicity with the 
parties who were preparing and bringing about that revolution. 
But, Mr. President, Itake the word of the President of the United 
States against any newspaper man in any article, signed or un- 
signed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
will suspend one moment while the Chair lays before the Senate 
the Calendar of General Orders. 

The SECRETARY. Order of Business 13—Senate bill 887 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that that be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the reso- 
lution may proceed. Is there objection? The coo hears none. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. So, Mr. President, I think we 
may put this behind us. 

But it is said that our naval forces ought not to have been sent 
to the Isthmus when a revolution was expected, not only by the Ex- 


ecutive, but by everybody who had taken any pains to keep track 
events. This whole contention, so far as the propriety of th 
action of this Government in the premises is concerned, 


oI 


me tH 


See 


me to turn on the question whether we had a right to send naval 
vessels to the Isthn 7 us when a revolution was imminent, when 
we knew it to be so, for the purpose of protecting the transit 


property, and the ane of American citizens. 

Now, if we had that right, there has been nothing done in ex- 
cess of that right: and therefore, for a few minutes—and I am not 
going to detain the Senate long—I wish to turn my attention to 
the question whether we had the right to protect the lives and 
property of American citizens on the Isthmus of Darien and 
keep open the communication by rail over that isthmus from 
ocean to ocean. 

Mr. President, if it were not for the supposed necessities of po- 
litical parties [ do not think the claim would ever have been mad: 
that this country had no such right. I claim that we had that 
right independent of any treaty. Much more did we have it wit! 
a treaty, the treaty of 1846. Further than that, I claim if the 


an 


treaty had not confirmed us in this right, —e outside of the 
treaty, we would have had that right under the conditions which 


have arisen with reference to inte iepcienteieleniiben between the 
oceans across that Isthmus. 
Now, Mr. President, I lay down as a proposition here that 
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under the Constitution,and under the laws and under the powers 
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of the Executive, as its chief magistrate and as commander of its | 


Army and its Navy, it is his duty, wherever the lives, liberties, 
and rights of American citizens are threatened in any foreign na- 
tion, to send there the protecting forces of the United States for 


the purpose of protecting those lives, those liberties, and those | 


rights. 

It does not seem to me asif at this period of our history we 
ought to be obliged to assert that doctrine in the Senate of the 
United States. It is as old as our Government, and its exercise 
dates back to the time when the founders of our Government 
were in control of its legislation and the direction of its affairs. 
It is a right exercised by every nation on earth. It is an inherent 
right of sovereignty in any nation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me 
just a suggestion? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr.SPOONER. Ononeoccasion when our marines were landed 
to protect American interests on the Isthmus of Panama a British 
war ship landed her marines to protect British citizens on the 
Isthmus, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of course, Mr. President. The 
nation that would not do that is not worthy of being called a na- 
tion. It is not worthy of a place among the nations. We have 
done it over and over again, and always with the approbation of 
the people of the United States. A President who would not do 
it would be justly condemned by all the people of this country. 

Why, just think what we have done, and done recently. I have 
heard it said (I do not know that it has been said on the floor of 
the Senate, but it has been said by others in the discussion of this 
question) that the President could not send the Army out of the 
boundaries of our Government; that while possibly under the 
practice he might send naval vessels wherever there was danger 
to our citizens and their property, there was no law, no guthority 
under the Constitution to send the Army out of the country for 
any such purpose, and that if the naval vessels with their com- 
plement of sailors and marines were not able to afford protection 
to the interests of American citizens on the Isthmus and to keep 
open the transit there he could not send the Army there for that 
purpose. 

Mr. President, I want to refer to a recent instance in our his- 
tory, an instance which I think is not eclipsed by any military 
operation in the history of the world, not excepting that great 
march of the British to the relief of Lucknow. Our legation in 
China was in peril; our missionaries there were being tortured 
and killed; their property rights were taken away from them, 
and the whole world believed that our legation and the legations 
of all the other nations there had been massacred—men, women, 
andchildren. Wedid not believeit. The President of the United 
States, President McKinley, exercised the right which he had of 
sending an armed expeditionary force for the relief of Peking, 
and in reading the accounts of that expedition and its results I 
think I am entitled to say that there is no brighter page, no more 
dramatic page, in the military annals of the world than that ex- 
pedition of General Chaffee for the relief of our legation in Pe- 
king. In just seven weeks from the time he left Washington on 
the transport which carried the troops of the Army, meeti:g the 
troops sent from the Philippines and marching to the relief of 
Peking, he reported to Minister Conger and the lives of our citi- 
zens, the lives of our ministers, the lives of our missionaries were 
saved and protected. 

Does any Senator tell me that President McKinley violated his 
constitutional obligations in doing that? And ifhe did not, Presi- 
dent Roosevelt did not violate his constitutional obligations in 
sending our naval vessels, with their sailorsand marines, into the 





waters where it was expected strife and bloodshed would put the | 


lives of American citizens in peril and destroy their property. 

In far-away Korea, in its capital, at this very hour an American 
marine forceis guarding our legation from danger, and protect- 
ing from destruction a railroad built by American citizens and 
with American capital. We have no treaty which authorizes us 
to do this, but will Senators say that thereby the President has 
exceeded his constitutional power? 

So I want to get back to this proposition: To maintain the con- 
tention which has been made in this case Senators must deny the 
right of the President to do that. Instance after instance in the 
history of this country might be cited. 

I think the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaTTEerson] in his 
speech yesterday conceded that right, as every Senator must con- 
cede it. When those horrible atrocities were being perpetrated 
in Armenia—Christians, American Christians, slaughtered, mas- 


sacred. all American property pillaged—is there any Senator or 


any individual in the United States who did not wish that we 
then had the power to send a naval force there and put an end to 
it in the interest of himanity as well as for the protection of our 
own citizens? But we did not have that force. Thank God, we 





| had been landed there the day previously. 


| mus? 


| that right was exercised in an improper manner. 
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| have it now, and if there is a recurrence of such events there the 


President of the United States, I think, would be recreant to his 
duty if he did not send a fleet there to protect our citizens, their 
lives, their liberties, and their property. 

Now, then, having, as I think, made it clear that we had aright 
to send vesse’s to the Isthmus for that purpose, let us see whether 
As I said be- 
fore, it is a question as to what we have done there. We knew, 
everybody knew, that there was to be a revolution there, and we 
knew more, what revolutions on the Isthmus of Panama are and 
have been, having had some experience in that matter. 

We knew that a revolution on the Isthmus of Panama meant 
fighting without the observance of the rules of civilized war: that 
it meant death to Americans; that it meant the destruction of 
American property; that it meant the shutting up of the passage- 
way over that Isthmus between the oceans. Does anybody doubt 
that? Weknew that from past revolutionsthere. Weknew what 
a revolution there was and would be; the Government knew, and 
everybody knew that, except for tke action of the United States 
Government, it would result in those consequences of which I 
have spoken. 


Do I need to illustrate that? When the Colombian gunboat in 


| the harbor of Panama, without notice to the inhabitants, shelled 


the city, and when all the consuls of all the nations united in 
a protest against such action, the President knew that such a 
revolution wasimpending. He knew, or he ought to have known, 
the consequences, and he did know what the consequences would 
be. He sent there some naval vessels; I do not now recall just 
how many; perhaps three or four, but four, I think, two at Colon 
and two at Panama. Senators complain of that. They say we 
had no right to do it; that the President had no right to do it. 
I wonder what they would have said if he had not done it. I 
wonder what they would have said if he had declined or refused 
to do it. 

Is this the claim they make; that we must sit idly by and allow 
the Colombian Government to interrupt that transit; allow the 
Colombian Government to attack American citizens; allow it to 
interfere with the world’s trade across that Isthmus? Is that the 
claim? Some things that have been said seeming to assert that 
we had no right to protect the line of communication across the 
Isthmus; that we had accepted in the treaty of 1846 the guaranty 
of Colombia that she would doit; that there our right ended, and 
that, no matter what might be the result, no matter how many 
lives of American citizens might be sacrificed and how much of 
their property destroyed, how much of the commerce of the world 
interrupted, we must sit idly by and let Colombia take care of it. 

So I come, Mr. President, to this proposition: We had the right 
to’do this independently of any treaty which we had with Colom- 
bia—a right inherent in the sovereignty of a nation, and without 
the exercise of which when occasion demands, no nation would 
be fit to be called a nation. 

What had we there, Mr. President? Suppose, for the time be- 
ing, in arguing this question, we forget we had a treaty; we for- 
get that a canal across that Isthmus was talked about; what had 
we there? We had a railroad joining the two oceans, fifty years 
or more old, built by a New York corporation, built with Ameri- 
can capital, officered by American citizens, over which were pass- 
ing from day to day and wee to week the goods of the American 
people. Does anybody say that under those circumstances this 
Government ought not to have used every effort for the protec 
tion of that line of transit against interruption? 

So I say, primarily, without any treaty and without any ques- 
tion of a canal, this Government was justified in sending a naval 
force there to protect our interests, and, more than that, to protect 
the interests of the whole world in that transit. It wovld have 
been recreant to its duty if it had not done it, and the outcry we 
now hear against the Government for having done it would be but 
an evening zephyr compared with the cylone of denunciation that 
we would have heard from the other side of the Chamber if it had 
not been done. 

Submit that question to the American people, put it in concrete 
form—Ought the President to have refrained from sending our 
war ships tothe Isthmus of Panama for the protection of the lives 
of our people and their interests there when he knew that a revo- 
lution, which would be bloody, was about to be inaugurated?—and 
see what the verdict would be. It would be no party quest on; 
it would be a question about which there would not be any con- 
siderable contention. 

What did the President do? We had this knowledge. They 
say we ought not to have had it. We knew that there was every 
probability that there would be a revolution there. The Nash- 
ville went to Colon; it found there some Colombian troops which 
Did it interfere with 
those troops? Did it say to them that they must leave the Isth- 
No. What was done? The commander of the Nashville 


said to them that he could not permit their transportation over 
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the railroad to Panama, as a revolution had broken out. Did he 
do anything more than had been done before by our Government, 
and with the approbation of the people? Time and again the 
transportation of Colombian troops across that line of railroad, 
where a conflict would be likely to occur, had been prevented, 
except upon condition that their arms were surrendered and that 
they were accompanied by United States guards to see that no 
conflict ensued there. 

But the revolution had broken out at Panama, and Colonel 
Torres, I think it was, when he learned that the troops could not be 
transported to Panama toinaugurate a conflict, became very angry 
and threatened to massacre every American citizen on the Isthmus, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him on 

vhat authority he makes that statement? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not on any newspaper authority. 
I take it from official documents, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. Yon take it from Hubbard’s report, I suppose. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no other authority for it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, Mr. President, has it come 
to this, that when the President of the United States says he has 
not been guilty of complicity in a revolution we are to be told 
that there is no other authority for it; that when the captain com- 
manding one of our naval vessels makes a report upon a transaction 
we are to be told that there is no other authority for it? I donot 
put it that way. The Senator did not say that Commander Hub- 
bard was not to be believed, but that there was no other author- 
ity for it. The inference can be drawn byanyone. I think I will 
read this. It will take me a little more time than I had antici- 
pated giving to the discussion of this subject if I read from offi- 
cial documents, but as we are upon what was done I think it is 
well enough to read the report of the commander of the Nashville. 
He says that the occurrences in connection with the Colombian 
troops in Colon during the three days amounted to practically 
making war against the United States. 

We have been told here that we made war on Colombia. Per- 
haps because Commander Hubbard disagrees with the opinions 
of Senators who hold that and thinks that Colombia made war on 
the United States, he is not to be credited in his report as he 
would otherwise be: 

At1 o'clock p. m. on that date I was summoned on shore by a preconcerted 
signal, and on landing met the United States consul, vice-consul, and Colonel 
Shaler, the general superintendent of the Panama Railroad. The consul in- 
formed me that he had received notice from the officer commanding the Co- 
lombian troops, Colonel Torres, through the prefect of Colon, to the effect 
that if the Colombian officers, Generals Tobal and Amaya, who had been 
seized in Panama on the evening of the 8d of November by the Independents 
and held as prisoners, were not released by 2 o’clock p. m. he, Torres, would 
open fire on the town of Colon and kill every United States citizen in the 
place, and my advice and action were requested. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patterson] in his address on 
yesterday said that the governor, who is called here the prefect, 
of Colon was a mulatto anda fat man, and that, after having been 
informed by Colonel Torres that if those generals over in Panama 
were not released by 2 o’clock he would open fire upon the Amer- 
ican citizens there, he ran as fast as he could to communicate the 
information to the commander of the Nashville. 

Well, Mr. President, what of that? Does being a mulatto ora 
fat man or his running to send word to the commander of the 
Nashville take away from the dignity or the necessity of his act? 
I really did not see the pertinence of it; but the Senator from 
Colorado seemed to think thatin some way it threw some shadow 
or some cloud over these transactions that the prefect was a mu- 
latto, a fat man, and that he ran as fast as he could to communi- 
cate the information to the commander of the Nashville that 
American citizens were in danger of fire being opened upon them 
and every life at Colon, at that end of the Isthmus, being 
sacrificed. 

T advised that all the United States citizens should take refuge in the shed 
of the Panama Railroad Company, a stone building susceptible of being put 
into good state for defense, and that I would immediately land such body 
of men, with extra arms for arming the citizens, as the complement of the 
ship would permit. This wasagreed to and Iimmediately returned on board 
arriving at 1.15 p.m. The order for landing was immediately given, and at 
1.30 p. m. the boats left the ship with a party of— 


How many? , 
forty-two men— 

There were 475 of those Colombian troops under the command 
of Colonel Torres threatening to kill American citizens there, un- 
less we took Ya in favor of Colombia against the revolutionists 
and required them to release the generals whom they had im- 
prisoned at Panama, 
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Forty-two men! I will say, Mr. President, 


that that was one of the gallant acts which our Navy is so often 
performing—42 men ready to face an infuriated 475, who wanted 
the blood and the lives of American citizens. Willanybody deny 
that Colonel Torres made that threat? I have not heard it denied— 
forty-two men under the command of Lieut. Commander H. M. Witzel, with 
Midshipman J. P. Jackson as second in command. Time being pressing I 
gave verbal orders to Mr. Witzel to take the building above referred to, to 
put it into the best state of defense — and protect the lives of tne citi- 
zens assembled there—not firing unless fired upon. 


What a wicked thing in the estimation of Senators! 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 

necticut yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will, if he does not detain me 

too long. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would it be straining the imagination of the 
| Senator if I were to ask him whether this belligerent attitude, the 
threatening demeanor, followed so soon after by the embarkation 
after Colonel Torres had received the money, was not in the nature 
of a kind of dicker or a badgering attitude in order to increase the 
price that they were to pay him? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the Senator from 
South Carolina is an accomplished debater. Whenever he sees 
that a point made is pressing home upon acontention of the other 
side, he rises with his rapier and proceeds to attack in another 
quarter. I want to exercise my Yankee privilege by asking him 
a question. Does the Senator think that Commander Hubbard, 
with his force of forty-two men under Lieutenant-Commander 
Witzel and Midshipman Jackson, had anything whatever to do 
with buying up the Colombian troops or their officers? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I answer unhesitatingly, No. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No? 

Mr. TILLMAN. But wait, now, please. 
question? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose the Senator wants to 
ask a question for the purpose of shifting this debate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Notat all. I like to hear the Senator from 
Connecticut. He speaks about adroit rapiers and all that sort of 
thing, but he uses a keen sword himself sometimes, and I enjoy a 
little passage at arms with almost anybody when I am in the 
humor. The point that I would like light on before he gets 
through is whether or not the American consul did not furnish 
| the money to pay for the withdrawal of those troops. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I answer, No; thereis no evidence 
of that in relation to the American consul, not even newspaper 
evidence of it. It has been charged in the newspapers that the 
vice-consul there, who is not an American citizen—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam speaking of Ehrman. Is he the consul 
or vice-consul? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The vice-consul. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Allright; then just transfer the question to 
the vice-consul. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator has his newspaper 
authority for it, but I have neverseen any other authority for it. 
There is nothing in the official dispatches to that effect, and if 
there was there is nothing to involve this Government in com- 
plicity with the revolution or its means of accomplishment by the 
fact that the vice-consul, not a citizen of the United States, but 
appointed from the territory itself, may have done some act of 
that sort. I do not know whether he did or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been said that he was a stockholder in 
a bank, out of which they paid some money on the demand- 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. One thing more 

Mr. TILLMAN. One moment, please. Let us not get away 
from this point. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I want to answer the question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
has the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course, I have to submit to his pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connec‘icut. The Senator may ask all these 
| questions, and I will submit patiently to their being asked, but 
| he wiil not divert me from the point to which I am speaking—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not desire to divert the Senator at all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Tonotice inconsequential matters 
| relating to this revolution in Panama. 
| I was reading from the report of Commander Hubbard that he 

had directed the officer in charge of these forty-two men to make 
the best defense possible ‘‘ and protect the lives of the citizens as- 
sembled there, not firing unless fired upon.”’ 

Ph the Senator from South Carolina make any objection to 

that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I confess that it is hardly fair 

for the Senator to turn to me in that manner, after having refused 
to allow me to progress along the line that I was pursuing—— 





May I ask another 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If it is unfair-—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to say this, if the Senator will permit 
me, right now- 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I apologize for it if it is unfair. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to say that, with the Nashviile off 
shore, coming in close with its machine guns, ready to sweep those 
442 men—and everybody else that might have been in the way—off 
= face of the earth, Ido not think there was ever very*great 

anger. 

However, I give due credit to the American officers and ma- 
rines—the forty-two men who were there to do their duty and 
obey orders and yield up their lives,if necessary. Our Navy needs 
no defense, and I am not attacking it. I am only casting a few 
side lights and some little reflectionsand criticisms upon the man- 
ner in which the Republic of Panama was born; and I will ask 
the Senator now, while I am on my feet,if he does deny that 
Colonel Black, of the United States Engineers, furnished the flag 
and helped to raise it? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will answer that question by 
asking another. Does the Senator from South Carolina think if 
an officer no longer in the regular service, but detailed to civilian 
duty, happened to assist in the raising of a flag after the revolu- 
tion had been thoroughly accomplished, that that commits our 
Government to participation in the revolution? I donot think he 
will say it does. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, we will never get the evidence as to the 


See of our Government except from the message of the 
> 





ing given Colombia of the preparation of this Government by 
sending naval vessels there. All of the incidental testimony, the 
circumstantial evidence, I will say, is along the line of proof to 


any person who is not committed in his own heart and mind to a | 


denial of it. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To any person whois determined 


that the Panama Canal shall not be built and that the Nicaragua | 


Canal shall be. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want acanal, and I want one at Panama, 
provided we do not have to steal it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the insinuation 
of that last remark is what I complain of. Ido not think the 
Senator from South Carolina, or any other Senator in his sober 
second thought. when his judgment prevails against what the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] so characteristically 
spoke of—prevails against the blood in his head—will make such 
insinuations. 

But I am reading the report of Commander Hubbard, and I am 


going to read it through, no matter how many interruptions there | 


may be. I know itis not agreeable to the Senators who are de- 
termined to find fault in this matter: 


The women and children took refuge on the German steamer Marcomania— | 


The women and the children were thought to be in danger. | 
The Senator from South Carolina thinks there was no danger, | 


but they went aboard a foreign steamer— 


and Panama Railroad steamer City of Washington, both ready to haul out 
from dock if necessary. The Nashville I got under way and patrolled with 


her along the water front close in and ready to use either small-arm or shrap- | 


nel fire. 
If he had not done it he should have been cashiered. Let us 
see whether there was any danger. 


The Colombians surrounded the building of the railroad company almost 


immediately after we had taken possession, and for about one and a half 
hours their attitude was most threatening, it being seemingly their purpose 
to provoke an attack. 
tension was very great no shot was fired. 


I do not know that I care to quote further from this dispatch, | 


except where he says: 

Iam positive that the determined attitude of our men, their coolness and 
evident intention of standing their ground, had a most salutary and decisive 
effect on the immediate situation and was the initial step in the ultimate 
abandoning of Colon by these troops and their return to Barta zena the fol- 
lowing day. Lieutenant-Commander Witzel is entitled to muc 
his admirable work in command on the spot. 


The Senator from South Carolina seems to think that the reason 
they left was because somebody paid them to leave. Com- 
mander Hubbard says that the cool and determined attitude of 
our men ‘“‘ was the initial step in the ultimate abandoning of 


Solon by these troops and their return to Cartagena the following | 


day.” 

I wish to quote one sentence from his more formal subsequent 
dispatch. I know there is nobody’s word for this except that of 
Commander Hubbard. I suppose it will not be believed on the 
other side of the Chamber, because there is not corroborative 
testimony. Has it come to this, Mr. President, that a naval officer 
must furnish corroborative testimony of the truth of the matter 
which he states in his official report? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, 


resident himself in his recital of the events preceding the warn- | 


Happily our men were cool and steady, and while the | 


praise for | 


Mr. TILLMAN. I want to say, once for all, that I have not the 
| slightest hesitancy in giving full credence to all statements that 
Commander Hubbard makes. I believe he is an honorable gen- 
tleman and an officer of the United States Navy doing his duty as 
he understands it, and obeying orders. P 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Isanything wrong with what wis 
done under the orders? The question is what we have done. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I want to ask the Senatorthis: Where 
is there any authority, by treaty or otherwise, constitutional or 
lawful, to forbid Colombia to land troops within 50 miles of Pan- 
ama? That is one of the orders. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is plenty of reason for it. 
| I do not shirk that question; I will come to it by and by. 
| In his second and more formal dispatch Commander Hubbari 


A 








| Says: 
I beg to assure the Department that I had no part whatever in the negot 
tions that were carried on between Colonel Torres and the representativ: 
| the provisional government. 
I think his word might be taken for that. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me’ 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to say this—— 
| Mr. TILLMAN. Isnot that corroborative testimony that somoe- 
| body did buy Torres off, and that Commander Hubbard knew it: 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Suppose they did. Was there 
ever a revolution inaugurated in the world where every means 
to make it successful was not resorted to? And what bearing 
has that on the question whether or not the revolution was suc- 
cessful? There is nothing in this dispatch to show it. 
I want to commence and read it over again. I hope the Senator 
will let me read this through. 
| Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will put it in verbatin 
literatim, seriatim. 
| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
_ I beg to assure the Department that I had no part whatever in the n« 
tiations that were carried on between Colonel Torres and the representati 
of the ——- government; that I landed an armed force only when t! 
lives of American citizens were threatened, and withdrew this force as s 
| as there seemed to be no grounds for further apprehension of injur 
| American lives or ees: that I relanded an armed force because 
failure of Colonel Torres to carry out his agreement to withdraw and « 
nounced intention of returning,and that my attitude throughout was st 
neutral as between the two parties, my only purpose being to protect t 
lives and property of American citizens and to preserve the free and un 
terrupted transit of the Isthmus. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I have 
| understood or heard it said that people who are on the loo! 
| for slights feel their inferiority and that people who are sus) 
cious are more or less to be watched. Why should Command! 
| Hubbard deny something in advance if he did not expect that t 
charge would be made, directly or indirectly, that he was the: 
| for the business of setting up this Republic? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am dealing with facts. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I want to ask the Senator to permit me to ad 
a word. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


| 
| 
| 


I will read it: 


Let me finish this sentence. | 
am dealing with facts. The Senator from South Carolina see! 
to be G@ealing with insinuations. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Insinuations constitute a very good wea} 
sometimes, when they have point. 
What I wish to add comes from one of the poets: 
The lady doth protest too much, methinks. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have demonstrated, I thin! 
that, independent of the treaty, and because of the fact that \ 
not only had, under charge of an American corporation, an ©) 
transit across that Isthmus, but because of the fact that ot! 
nations looked to us to guard their interests in keeping it 0} 
we had a perfect right to do everything that has been done 
is idle, and it is pitiful, I will say to the Senator from 5o! 
| Carolina, to seek to evade the plain facts developed on offic. 
documents and to try to charge something improper by insinu 
tion and suspicion and guesswork. When the American Senat: 
gets to legislating by guess it will have lost the well-earned i 
tatica that it has for dealing with facts and legislating upon! 

Mr. President, we have that primary right. Second, we hi 
under the treaty of 1846, the cumulative right to protect thi' 
Isthmus and that transit free and uninterrupted in its use. Ii | 
understand the contention of Senators on the other side—not ‘ 
of them, but of those who see fit to attack the conduct of t 
President in this matter—their contention may be stated in t! 
| way, and it is well sometimes to avoid legal terms and legal qu 
| bles and to state an issue or contention in plain, good, sim) 
| English. I understand the contention which has been made « 





| the other side that we had no right to protect that Isthmus to 
| be just this: That under the treaty of 1846 we accepted a guar 
anty from New Granada that she should protect that transit, an: 


therefore we not only had no right to protect it ourselves, but 
Colombia had the right to come and interrupt it. 


That is a fair 
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statement of the contention. The statement itself answers the 
contention. 

We did not surrender this primary right which we had to pro- 
tect our own property, a greater and more important property 
than we had anywhere else in the world outside of our own bor- 
ders; the primary, inherent right of a government to protect its 
property and the lives and liberty of its citizens in foreign lands— 
we did not surrender that when there was written into the treaty 
of 1846 that Colombia would guarantee an uninterrupted transit 
there. We asked Colombia to do it. But who asserts that we 
surrendered our right to do it, whether Colombia did it or not, if 
it was necessary in order to protect the free and uninterrupted 
use of that transit? 

Certainly, Mr. President, the obligation of Colombia to protect 
the transit did not give her any right to interrupt it and shut it 
up or to take any steps which would result in the closing of it. I 
can not understand how a lawyer can claim that by accepting 
that provision in the treaty of 1846, by not protesting against it, 
we lost our primary right, our indefeasible, inherent right to pro- 
tect that communication, and, more than that. that it gave Co- 
lombia the right to shut it up if occasion arose for her to fighton 
the line of the railroad. 

Mr. President, we did what we had a right to do. We pro- 
tected the isthmian transit. We protected the lives of American 
citizens. We protected the property of American citizens, and 
we said that Colombia should not interfere with those rights. 
That is all we said. Wedid not help the revolutionists. We took 
no part in aiding them; but under that treaty we had the right, 
existing before the treaty, to extend protection to our property 
and to our citizens there, and if Colombia came there for a fight 


which would interrupt that transit and destroy the lives of our | 


citizens and their property, and we prevented their doing it, and 
revolution ensued and independence became an accomplished fact, 
that was simply an incident of the situation which Colombia was 
bound to accept. It can not be contended with any show of rea- 
son that because Colombia wrote into the treaty, and we accepted 
it, that she would protect that Isthmus and the use of it from in- 
terruption we lost our right or surrendered our right to do it our- 
selves and gave her the right to close the transit by conflict. 

And now, Mr. President, except for the political necessities of 
this case the question never would have been made. 


the action of our marines and our troops, I think, certainly our 


marines, has prevented the Panamaians from accomplishing their | 


independence. If, as an incident, they were enabled to secure 
their independence because we would not permit that transit to 


be interrupted that was their good fortune, as it was the good | 


fortune of Colombia that in previous years while protecting the 
Isthmus we had prevented the Panamaians from accomplishing 


their independence. But I said it never would have been made | 


but for the necessities of the case. 

I wish to read what some Democratic Presidents have said on 
this subject long before there was any thought of a canal there. 
Franklin Pierce, in 1854. in his second annual message to Con- 
gress, referring to the Isthmus, said: 


Convenient means of transit between the several parts of a country are | 


not only desirable for the objects of commercial and personal communica- 
tion, but essential to its existence under one government. Separated as are 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States by the whole breadth of 
the continent, still the inhabitants of each are closely bound together by 
community of origin and institutions and by ane attachment to the Union. 
Hence the constant and increasing intercourse and vast interchange of com- 
mercial productions between these remote divisions of the Republic. At the 
present time the most practicable and only commodious routes for commu- 
nication between them are by the way of the Isthmus of Central America. It 
— duty of the Government to secure these avenues against all danger of 
nterruption. 


Mr. President, there was no railroad there then. There werea 
variety of routes across that country, some of which had been 
granted by concessions and some of which were used without con- 
cessions. The treaty of 1846 had been concluded ten years and no 
railroad and no canal was there, and Franklin Pierce said it was 


*‘the duty of the Government to secure these avenues against all | 
’ He would have been told by Senators | 


danger of interruption.’ 
on the other side that Colombia had agreed in the treaty to keep 
open uninterruptedly the use of these routes and the United States 
had nothing to do with it. 
1854 that it was the duty of the Government, not the right of the 
Government, but ‘‘ the duty of the Government to secure these 
avenues against all danger of interruption.”’ 


Let us go along a little further with our Democratic Presidents. | 


Again, in 1856, when the railroad had been opened, it having been 
opened in 1855, I think, he said: 


The present condition of the Isthmus of Panama in so far as regards the 
security of persons and property passing over it requires serious considera- 
tion. Recent incidents tend to show that the local authorities can not be re- 
lied on to maintain the public peace of Panama, and there is just ground for 
apprehension that a portion of the inhabitants are meditating further out- 
rages, without adequate measures for the security and protection of persons 


In the | 
years that have gone by the result of our action on the Isthmus, | 


It was good Democratic doctrine in | 


or property having been taken, cither by the State of Panama or by the Gen- 
eral Government of New Granada. 

Under the guaranties of treaty, citizens of the United States have, by the 
outlay of several million dollars, constructed a railroad across the Isthmus, 
and it has become the main route between our Atlantic and Pacific posses- 
| sions, over which multitudes of our citizens and a vast amount of property 
| are constantly passing, to the security and protection of all which and the 
|; continuance of the public advantages involved it is impossible for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to be indifferent. 
| Now listen to this: 
| 
| 


I have deemed the danger of the recurrence of scenes of lawless violence 
in this quarter so imminent as to make it my duty to station a part of our 
naval force in the harbors of Panama and Aspinwall in order to protect the 
persons and one of the citizens of the United States in those ports and 


to insure to them safe passage across the Isthmus. 


fy Te 
irienas, 


Aspinwallis Colonnow. I wonder what our Democratic 
who are so bitter against the action of the President, would have 
said when Franklin Pierce sent that message to Congress and told 
them that the danger of the recurrence of outbreaks there was so 
great that he had sent naval vessels of the United States into the 
ports of Panama and Colon “‘ to protect the persons and property 
of citizens of the United States in those ports and to insure to 
them safe passage across the Isthmus?’ 

When he said that in that message, would any Democratic 
| Senator have risen and said the President had violated all of his 
| constitutional obligations; that he had no business to do it: that 
| we had agreed to leave the guarding and protection of that in- 

terest to Colombia, and until we found that either Colombia did 
not intend to do it or was not able to do it we had no business to 
start a ship in the direction of Colon or Panama, no matter how 
great the danger to the lives of our citizens or how great was the 
danger to the interruption of transit? 
| But I come to another Democratic President, James Buchanan. 
| Ido not think the Senator from Tennessee even would say that 
James Buchanan was a “‘ President with blood in his head, who 
| thought with his blood rather than with his brains.’’ In his first 
| annual message, under date of December 8, 1857, President James 
Buchanan says: 

The Isthmus of Central America, including that of Panama, is the great 


| highway between the Atlantic and Pacific, over which a large poi tion of the 
| commerce of the world isdestined to pass. The United Statesare more deeply 
| interested than any other nation in preserving the freedom and security of all 
| the communications across this Isthmus. It is our duty. therefore, to take 
| care that they shall not be interrupted either by invasions from our own coun- 





try or by wars between the independent states of Central America. 

nder our treaty with New Granada of the 12th of December, 1846, we are 
bound to guarantee the neutrality of the Isthmusof Panama, throu; 
| 






a cas 
nhwaoicnh 
the Panama Railroad passes, ‘as well as the rights of sovereignty and prop- 


erty which New Granada has and possesses over the said territory.” Thi 
| obligation is founded upon equivalents granted by the treaty to the Govern- 
| ment and people of the United States. 
| Under these circumstances I recommend to Congress the passage of an act 
authorizing the President, in case of necessity, to employ the land and 
| forces of the United States to carry into effect this guaranty 
and pretection. I also recommend similar legislation for the security of any 
| other route across the Isthmus in which we may acquire aninterest by treaty. 

Let us see what James Buchanan thought about a similar con- 
dition, on all fours with this condition except there had been no 
prior treaty. 

He had negotiated with Nicaragua a treaty, on the 16th day of 
November, 1857, under the stipulations of which the use and the 
protection of the transit route had been secured not only to the 
United States but to all other nations. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give the page? 
is 1t not? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Page 516, volume5. Mr. Buch- 
| anan, having no treaty route across Nicaragua, had negotiated a 
| treaty providing for such communication, not only to the United 
| States but equally toall other nations. Nicaragua failed to ratify 

it, just as Colombia failed to ratify the Hay-Herran treaty, and 
| President Buchanan proceeded to say: 
| 


naval 


f neutrality 





Itis volume 5, 


How and on what pretext this treaty has failed to receive the ratification 
of the Nicaraguan Government will ap) ear by the papers herewith commu- 
nicated from the State Department 26 principal objection seems to have 

| been to the provision authorizing the United States to employ force to keep 
| the route open in case Nicaragua should fail to perform her duty in this 
| respect. 
| 
i 


Democratic Senators would have told President Buchanan that 
it was perfectly right for Nicaragua to reject the treaty upon that 
ground; that if she did not want the United States to use force to 
keep it open, that was her business and she had a right to do it. 
The President goes on to say: 


From the feebleness of that Republic, its frequent changes 
and its constant internal dissensions this had become a most in 
lation, and one essentially necessary, not only for the security of the 1 
but for the safety of American citizens pains and repassing to and from«< 


of Government 
portant stij 


ol 


etween 





Pacific possessions. Were such a stipulation embraced in a treaty |! 

the United States and Nicaragua the knowledge of this fact would itself 
most probably prevent hostile parties from committing agg ns on the 
route and render our actual interference for its protection unnecessary 


Now, the President says something relating to his lack of power 
to which I can not agree: 


The Executive Government of this country in its intercourse with foreign 
nations is limited to the employment of diplomacy alone. When this fails it 
can proceed no further. force withou 


+ +) 
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It can not legitimately resort to f 
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directauthority of Congress, except in resisting and repelling hostile attacks. | 


It would have no authority to enter the territories of Nicaragua even to pre- 
vent the destruction of the transit and protect the lives and property of our 
own citizens on their passage. It is true that on a sudden emergency of this 
character the President would direct any armed force in the vicinity to 
march to their relief, but in doing this he would act upon his own responsi- 
OLity 

hese circumstances I earnestly recommend to Congress the passage 


Under t 





of anact authorizing the President, under such restrictions as they may 
deem proper, toemploy the land and naval forces of the: United States in pre- 
venting the transit from being obstructed or closed by lawless violence, and in 
protecting the lives and property of American citizens traveling thereupon, 
requiring at the same time that these forces shall be withdrawn the moment 
the danger shall have passed away. Without such a provision our citizens 





will be constantly exposed to interruption in their progress and into lawless 
violence. A similar necessity exists for the passage of such an act for the 
protection of the Panama and Tehuantepec routes. 

With the treaty of 1846, with no right under it to protect the 
Panama route, yet President Buchanan asked Congress to allow 
him to employ the naval and military forces of the United States 
to protect the Panama route; and as to Nicaragua, there was no 


treaty. One had been negotiated, and Nicaragua would not rat- 
ify it. President Buchanan, under the impression that he could 


not of his own motion, except upon taking the responsibility, as 
Andrew Jackson once said, use the naval and land forces to pro- 
tect the route, asked Congress to empower him. 

And a President of the United States, James Buchanan by 
name, a Democrat of Democrats, sends a message to Congress, 
where he had made a treaty with Nicaragua, as we have made a 
treaty with Colombia, and where Nicaragua failed to ratify it, as 
Colombia failed to ratify it, and where he speaks of the pretext 
upon which Nicaragua failed to ratify it being communicated in 
the papers, yet asks Congress to permit him to use the Army and 
Navy to keep open that route and protect the lives and property of 
our citizens. 

I wonder what Senators would have said to James Buchanan 
when he sent in here a message of that sort. Would he have been 
told that he had violated all the obligations of the Constitution, 
all the canons of international law, because he had asked Congress 
to authorize him to use the Army and the Navy to keep that route 
clear from interruption? 

Mr. President, I may not dwell on this. I dislike to take up so 
much time. I think the time for action rather than discussion 
has arrived. But thereis one other ground. You may callit what 
you please. You may call it the international law of eminent 
domain, although that isamisnomer. It has nothing to do with 
the law of eminent domain. 

But when the governments owning that strip of land across 
which the world has decreed the canal shall pass say ‘‘ no,’’ and 
hedge it about with impossible stipulations—to use a phrase of 
the time and of the street, ‘‘ strike ’’ for more money, hold up the 
negotiations—there is reason for saying that the time will come 
when, if that canal can be built in no other way, the, United 
States, as the trustee for the nations of the world, will do it with 
the strong arm; and I think the message of the President is en- 
tirely justified in that respect. 

| had intended, Mr. President, to say a word about recognition. 
I deny that any of the principles laid down by international law 
writers have been violated in the recognition of Panama. Recog- 
nition depends upon the circumstances of each particular case. 
There were precedents for it. I am not going to consume the time 
of the Senate in rehearsing them. They were ably set forth by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGre]. But precedent or 
no precedent, the recognition of the Republic of Panama has 
passed into the international law of this world as a justifiable act. 

How are the principles and canons of international law laid 
down? By the consensus of the powers of the world as to what 
is just and right and honorable as between nations, as the statute 
law determines what is just and right and honorable between in- 
dividuals. It does not lie in the mouths of Senators to say, after 
these eighteen or twenty nations have looked into the case and in 
recognizing the new Republic of Panama have said that such 
recognition is justifiable and right and moral, that any principle 
of international law has been violated or any precedent has been 
violated. 

If there was no precedent for it before, that precedent has now 
been written into the international law of the world. There 

-never. was a case like it. There a never will be a caso like 
it. But given, in the territory of a government, the essential and 
necessary passageway of a canal to join the Atlantic and _ the 
Pacific oceans, a canal along which the commerce of the world is 
going to pass for the benefit of mankind, for the benefit of civili- 
zation; given.another condition, that a treaty has been negotiated 
between two governments, the Government of the United States 
and the nation in control of that Isthmus, for the right to build 
that canal by the United States and in the interest of all nations. 
Given another fact. If that treaty had been rejected because, as 
the records show, it was thought by Colombia that more money 
could be obtained out of the United States; because, as the records 
snow, it was thought by a Colombian committee of its Senate that 
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shortly the time would arrive when the property of the new Panama 
Canal Company could be confiscated and become the property of 
the Colombian Government and then sold to the United States— 
given all these conditions, and the further condition that Colom- 
bia was notified by Panama thatif the treaty was rejected Panama 
would establish an independent government, and that the act of 
which notice had beer given had been carried out, that Panama 
had become independent to the extent that its people and all its 
people consented to the new government, that the doctrine of the 
consent of the governed had been observed—given that case, these 
conditions, and who shall say that with that new State ready and 
willing to give to the United States the right to construct this 
great enterprise across its territory there was anything unjusti- 
fiable, improper, or wrong in its recognition? 

No, Mr. President; Colombia had the right, technically, to re- 
ject that treaty, but she did it at her peril. If, when sho had 
been told that if she rejected it the result would be the secession 
of Panama and the establishment of an independent state, she 
chose to persist in her rejection, she acted with notice; she has 
no right tocomplain. She has no longer any ground of complaint 
against the United States. She did it with her eyes open. She 
rejected it when she had reason to know, as all the world knew, 
that the result of it would be a revolution in Panama, an accom- 
plished independence, a treaty of Panama with the United States 
to build that canal. What right has she to complain? What 
right has she to say that we have done her a wrong? None; none 
whatever. 

Mr. President, I wish to say one word about this act of the 
recognition of Panama as the act of the Executive of the United 
States. He hasthe power to recognize new states. Itis given to 
him by the Constitution. No man can say that in exercising it 
he violates the Constitution. He exercises a constitutional right 
which is committed to him. Was it proper or required that he 
should wait and wait until a constitutional convention had been 
called, and a legislature established, and courts established before 
he recognized the new republic? 

The only test which really exists in any case existed in this case, 
making it proper to recognize the new government, the assent of 
its people—the entire, unanimous acquiescence in what was done, 
and the fact that there was at that time no show of force on the 
part of the parent government to reduce it to subjection. 

Do I say that there was an acquiescence of the people? It is 
shown in the dispatch of Secretary Hay, when he informed the 
Colombian Government that we had recognized it. It has been 
shown since in the documents transmitted to the Senate, in which 
every municipality in the whole territory of Panama has met and 
ratified that act of revolution. 

It was a great act, Mr. President. It was an act which. for all 
time to come, must affect, and affect, I believe, most beneficially, 
the United States of America. The President was equal to the 
occasion. Brave and fearless as he is. but neither rash nor im- 
petuous, he did the right thing at the right time; the thing which 
will insure the building of that canal. so long delayed; the thing 
which will contribute to the future prosperity of this country. 

Mr. President, no great executive act of any President which 
contributedsto the growth and glory of this country has ever been 
performed without a violent, vicious, vituperative attack upon 
the President who performed it. From the days of George Wash- 
ington to the days of Theodore Roosevelt, whenever any Presi- 
dent has had the courage to do what he ought to do in reference 
to foreign countries he.has been assailed as the present Executive 
is assailed. The Jay treaty, the Louisiana purchase, the Florida 
purchase or settlement, the acquisition of the Philippines, all have 
called down upon the heads of the Presidents who have taken the 
responsibility and done those great acts the coarsest calumny, 
the most unsparing vituperation. 

But, Mr. President, as time goes on and the benefits of the act 
are discovered criticism fades away; the abuse is forgotten except 
as it is regretted; the act stands out to the glory of the Presi- 
dent who performed it. 

Mr. President, the hope of the nations, the dream of the ages, 
is about to be realized. We will ratity this treaty; we will build 
the canal; and when the ships of the whole earth, with their great 
cargoes, are passing through it these criticisms, these attacks, 
these vituperations will be forgotten; and whatever President 
Roosevelt has done during this Administration or may do in any 
future one, this act of his will stand forth before the world as the 
greatest act of his Administration, the act which has conferred 
more benefit upon the United States and the world than any other 
act which he could be called upon to perform. 

Mr. TELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask the permission of the Senator from 


Colorado to occupy the floor for a minute. 
Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. TILLMAN. At this very point, and in connection with the 
very severe castigation and lecture we on this side have received 
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from the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], I wish to indulge 
in aslight reminiscence and reproduction of a little anciemy history. 

The Senator has been quoting from Democratic sources and I 
want to quote from some Democratic sources, too. It would be 
very interesting if I should read the whole document, but I shall 
read only a small extract from the famous Ostend manifesto. I 
shall ask permission, and I ask it now, lest I forget, to insert it in 
full. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here is the part I want to read, however, and 
I ask the Senator from Connecticut to please give me his atten- 
tion. I will say, by way of brief explanation, that three of the 
ministers of the United States Government representing this coun- 
try in Europe had been practically instructed by Mr. Marcy, then 
Secretary of State under Pierce’s Administration, to confer on this 
subject and announce their conclusion. It was in regard to the 
then wish or desire of this country to possess Cuba. These min- 
isters met and issued what is known in our history asthe ‘‘ Ostend 
manifesto,’’ because they met at Ostend,in Belgium. The phrase- 
ology that I wish to read just here—and I hope the Senator will 
not leave the Chamber—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is this: 

Our past history forbids that we should acquire the Island of Cuba with- 
out the consent of Spain, unless justified by the great law of self-preserva- 
tion. We must, in any event, preserve our own conscious rectitude and our 
own self-respect. 

‘*Rectitude and self-respect! ’’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Self-preservation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Self-respect. I stand by the word as these | 
Democrats wrote it. 

Whilst pursuing this course we can afford to disregard the censures of the 
world, to which we have been so often and so unjustly exposed 

Just as we are now. 

After we shall have offered Spain a price for Cuba far beyond its present 
\ alue and this shall have been refused— 

Just as Colombia refused— 
it will then be time to consider the question, Does Cuba, in the possession of 
oe outoumy endanger our internal peace and the existence of our cher- 
ie Should this question be answered in the affirmative, then by every law, 
human and divine, we shall be justified in wresting it from Spain if we possess 
the power; and this upon the very same principle that would justify an indi- 
vidual in tearing down the burning house of his neighbor if there were no 
other means of preventing the flames from destroying his own home. 

Now, this sounds so familiar and so much like the germ, the 
source, the fountain of the arguments of our President in his deal- 
ings with Colombia; I see so much that is familiar here—not the 
words, but the ideas, though the fact that this was Democratic 
doctrine in 1856, while the doctrine now announced is Republican 
doctrine in 1904, should make a difference—that I really wonder 
that history is repeating itself and that, without regard to parties, 
we Americans are disposed to look out for the main chance and 
then salve our consciences with all sorts of reasons why what we 
do is respectable and honest. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator repudiate the 
doctrine of Buchanan? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is here. I want to read for the Senator's 
benefit what his party, the recently organized Republican party, 
had to say about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What do you think about it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is another matter; but if the Senator | 
wants my opinion, I think it was the doctrine of the wolf, as enun- | 
ciated by A£sop three thousand years ago, which said to the lamb: 
**It does not matter whether the stream runs up or down, or | 
whether you are above or below me, but I want you for supper.”’ 
That is what I think about it, and no man need ask me further as 
to my opinion as to whether it was fair or honest. It was simply 
greedy and dirty and dishonorable—unworthy any man or party or 

ople! 
rae, PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How does it agree with the doc- | 
trine which I understood him to announce the other day—that he 
would say toColombia, under certain circumstances, ‘* You mangy 
cur, get out of the way?”’ | 

Mr. TILLMAN. I said without indorsing that idea I would | 
have preferred that we had pursued the policy of the bold high- | 
wayman rather than that of the sneak thief, and I repeat it. It | 
is the doctrine of the highwayman, and I will give my authority 
for calling it such. I read from the Republican platform of 1856: 

Resolved, The highwayman's plea that “might makes right,” embodied in 
the Ostend circular, was in every respect unworthy of American diplomacy 
and would bring shame and dishonor upon any government or people that 
gave it their sanction. 

The American people did not give it their sanction, and the | 
Democratic party did not dare to indorse it. 

Mr. FULTON. That party which denounced it was beaten. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, but it was victorious four years later on 





No, I am not leaving. 





May [ask the Senator a question? 
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other issues, and no one can deny that its brave denunciation of 
such an infamous programme gave it the confidence of the people. 
The party that announces the doctrine now will be beaten, too, 
if the American people have not gone to sleep and lost all sense 
of self-respect, honor, and decency. That is why we are endeay- 
oring to open up this question and get the facts. We can not 
convict you on the evidence so far presented of having stolen the 
Isthmus. The circumstances and admissions of the President 
show it to all honest men. I had better not be too sweeping. I 
will say that all honest men who are not partisans must acknowl- 
edge that our Government has stolen it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). Does 
the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
Connecticut? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then why undertake to make a 
charge here in the Senate of the suppression or concealment of 
facts or that those know any facts—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ican only make this charge: Our efforts to 
get a resolution through here calling for documents and papers 
have failed; and we were told the other day by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] that this is a Republican pie and you 
intend to cook it to suit yourselves, and that we of the minority 
could eat it or not as we liked, because you have the votes and 
you propose to run this policy over us roughshod. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think there has been any 
disposition to conceal facts. I think there has been an attempt 
made to carry such an idea, but I do not think there is any dispo- 
sition to conceal facts in any manner. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It remains to be seen as to whether the reso- 
lution, which I understand has been offered or will be offered, go- 
ing into the particulars as to what we want will be passed by 
the Senate, and then whether we will have a repetition of our ex- 
perience in the Philippine business, being told that it was not 
expedient, according to the wisdom of the Secretary of War or 
the Executive, to furnish them. 

Mr. CULLOM. Weare ready to pass the Gorman resolution 
now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ican say that it has not been our fault on 
this side that it has not been passed long ago, and this discussion 
need never have been entered into if it had not been for the oppo- 
sition on the other side and the evident purpose to smother, cloak, 
hide, and conceal. ‘ 

But I did not get up to make any speech. I merely wanted to 
revive some reminiscences; and as my friend has been dealing in 
Democratic precedents, I wanted to call his attention and refresh 
his memory about a famous and an infamous proposition which 
the American people repudiated once and are now asked to indorse. 

I say it was on all fours with the present condition, that the 
doctrine we are now following is that might makes right, that we 


| are the agents of civilization and of advancing commerce, and all 
that kind of thing, and that is the reason why we are following 


this course. 

As I have already had permission to publish the Ostend mani- 
festo in full, I put in this extract from the Republican platform 
of 1856 alongside it to let our country see how we stood then, how 
we stand now, and let us find out at the election in November 
eee the people propose to repudiate this doctrine as they did 
then. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


OSTEND MANIFESTO. 
AIX-LA-CHAPELLE, October 18, 1854. 

Str: The undersigned, in compliance with the wish expressed by the Presi- 
dent in the several confidential dispatches you have addressed to us, respec- 
tively, to that effect, have met in conference, first at Ostend, in Belgium, on 
tht 9th, 10th, and 11th instant, and then at Aix-la-Chapelle, in Prussia, on the 
days next following, up to the date hereof. 

here has been a full and unreserved interchange of views and sentiments 
between us, which we are most happy toinform you has resulted in a cordial 
coincidence of opinion on the grave and important subjects submitted to our 
consideration. 

We have arrived at the conclusion and are thoroughly convinced that an 
immediate and earnesteffort ought to be made by the Government of the 
United States to purchase Cuba from Spain at any price for which it can be 
obtained, not exceeding the sum of $—. 

The proposal should, in our opinion, be made in such a manner as to be 
presented through the necessary diplomatic forms to the supreme constitu- 
ent Cortes about to assemble. On this momentous question. in which the 
people both of Spain and of the United States are so deeply iaterested, all 
our proceedings ought to be open, frank, and public. They should be of 
such a character as to challenge the approbation of the world 

We firmly believe that in the progress of human events the time has ar- 
rived when the vital interests of Spain are as seriously involved in the sale 
as those of the United States in the purchase of the island, and that the trans- 
action will prove equally honorable to both nations. 

Under these circumstances we can not anticipate a failure unless possibly 
through the malign influence of foreign powers who possess no right what- 
ever to interfere in the matter 

We proceed to state some of the reasons which have brought us to this 
conclusion, and, for the sake of clearness, we shall specify them under two 
distinct heads: 

1. The United States ought, if practicable, to purchase ( iba with as litt'e 
delay as possible. 
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2. The - »bability is great that the Government and Cortes of Spain will 
prove willing to sell it, because this would essentially promote the highest 
and best interests of the Spanish people. 

Then, 1. It must be clear to every reflecting mind that, from the peculiar- 
ity of its geographical position, and the considerations attendant on it, Cuba 
is as necessary to the North American Republic as any of its present mem- 
bers, and that it belongs naturally to that great family of States of which 
the Union is the providential nursery. 

From its locality it commands the mouth of the Mississippi and the im- 
mense and annually increasing trade which must seek this avenue to the 
ocean. 

On the numerous navigable streams, measuring an a: ate course of 
some 30.000 miles, which disembogue themselves through this magnificent 
river into the Gulf of Mexico, the increase of the population within the last 
ten years amounts to more than that of the entire Union at the time Loui- 
siana was annexed to it. 

Tho natural and main outlet to the products of this entire population, the 
highway of their direct intercourse with the Atlantic and the Pacific States, 
can never be secure, but mustever be endangered while Cuba isa dependency 
of a distant power, in whose possession it has proved to bea source of con- 
stant annoyance and embarrassment to their interests. 

Indeed, the Union can never enjoy re nor possess reliable security as 
long as Cuba is not embraced within its boundaries. 

Its immediate acquisition by our Governmentisof paramountimportance, 
and we can not doubt but that it isa consummation devoutly wished for by 
its inhabitants. 

The intercourse which its proximity to our coasts begets and encourages 
between them and the citizens of the United States has, in the progress of 
time, so united their interests and blended their fortunes that they now look 
upon each other as if they were one people and had but one destiny. 

Considerations exist which render delay in the acquisition of this island 
exceedingly dangerous to the United States. 

The system of immigration and labor lately organized within its limits 
and the tyranny and oppression which characterize its immediate rulers 
threaten an insurrection at every moment which may result in direful con- 
sequences to the American people. 

Cuba has thus become to us an unceasing danger and a permanent cause 
of anxiety and alarm. 

But we need not enlarge on these topics. It can scarcely be apprehended 
that foreign powers. in violation of international law, would interpose their in- 
fluence with Spain to prevent our acquisition of the island. Its inhabitants are 
now suffering under the worst of all possible governments—that of absolute 
despotism—delegated by a distant power to irresponsible agents, who are 
changed at short intervals, and who are tempted to improve the brief oppor- 
tunity thus afforded to accumulate fortunes by the basest means. 

As long as this system shall endure pony may in vain demand the su 
pression of the African slave trade inthe island. Thisis rendered impossible 
whilst that infamous traffic remains an irresistible temptation and a source 
of immense profit to needy and avaricious officials, who to attain their ends 
scruple not to trample the most sacred principles under foot. 

The Spanish Government at home may be well disposed, but experience 
has proved that it can not control these remote depositaries of its power. 

Besides, the commercial nations of the world can not fail to perceive and 
appreciate the great advantages which would result to their people froma 
dissolution of the forced and unnatural connection between Spain and Cuba 
and the annexation of the lattertothe United States. The trade of England 
and France with Cuba would in that event assume at once an important and 
profitable character, and rapidly extend with the increasing population and 
prosperity of the island. 

2. But if the United States and every commercial nation would be bene- 
fited by this transfer, the interests of Spain would also be greatly and essen- 
tiaily promoted. 

She can not but see what such a sum of money as we are willing to pay for 
the island would effect in the development of her vast natural resources. 

Two-thirds of this sum, if employed in the construction of a system of 
railroads, would ultimately prove a source of greater wealth to the Spanish 

xeople than that opened to their vision by Cortez. Their prosperity would 
Bate from the ratification of the treaty of cession. 

France bas already constructed continuous lines of railways from Havre, 
Marseille, Valenciennes, and Strassburg, via Paris, to the Spanish frontier, 
and anxiously awaits the day when Spain shall find herself in a condition to 
extend these roads through her northern provinces to Madrid, Seville, Cadiz, 
Malaga, and the frontiers of Portugal. 

This object once accomplished Spain would become acenter of attraction 
for the traveling world, and secure a permanent and profitable market for 
her various productions. Her fields, under the stimulus given to industry 
by remunerating prices, would teem with cereal grain, and her vineyards 
would bring forth a vastly increased quantity of choice wines. Spain would 
speedily become, what a bountiful Providence intended she should be, one 
of the first nations of continental Europe—rich, powerful, and contented. 

Whilst two-thirds of the price of the island would be ample for the com- 
pletion of her most important public improvements, she might with the re- 
maining forty millions satisfy the demands now pressing so heavily upon her 
credit and create a sinking fund which would gradually relieve her from the 
overwhelming debt now paralyzing her energies. 

Suchis her present wretched financial condition that her best bonds are 
sold upon her own Bourse at about one-third of their par value; whilst an- 
other class, on which she pays no interest, have but a nominal value, and are 
quoted at about one-sixth of the amount for which they were issued. Be- 
sides, these latter are held principally by British creditors who may, from 
day to day, obtain the effective interposition of their own Government for 
the purpose of —s payment. Intimations to that effect have been al- 
ready thrown out from high quarters, and unless some new source of revenue 
shall enable Spain to provide for such exigencies it is not improbable that 
they may be realized. Should Spain reject the present golden opportunity 
for Lovekening her resources and removing her ncial embarrassments, it 
may never again return. 

Cuba, in its palmiest days, never yielded her exchequer after deductin; 
the expenses of her government, after deducting a clear annual income o 
more than a million and a half of dollars. These expenses have increased to 
such a degree as to leave a deficit chargeable on the treasury of Spain to the 
amount of $600,000. . 

In a pecuniary point of view, therefore, the island is an incumbrance in- 
stead of a source of profit to the mother country. 

Under no probable circumstances can Cuba ever yield to Spain 1 ad cent 
on the large amount which the United States are ing to pay for i ui- 
sition. ButSpainisin imminentdanger of 1] Cuba without remuneration. 

Extreme oppression, it is now univ ly tted, justifies any people in 
endeavoring to relieve themselves from the yoke of their . The 
sufferings which thecorrupt, arbitrary, and unrelenting local administration 
necessarily entails upon the inhabitants of Cuba can not fail to stimulate and 
keep alive that spirit of resistance and revolution nst Spain which has 
in late years been so often manifested. In this condition of irs it is vain 
to expect that the sympathies of the people of the United States will not be 
warmly enlisted in favor of their oppressed neighbors. 


Wr know that the President is justly inflexible in his determination to 
execute the neutrality laws; but should the Cubans themselves rise in revolt 
against the oppression which they suffer,no human power could prevent 
citizens of the United States and liberal-minded men of other countries from 
rushing to their assistance. Besides, the present is an age of adventure, in 
which restless and daring spirits abound in every portion of the world. 

It is not improbable, therefore, that Cuba = be wrested from Spain by a 
successful revolution, and in that event she will lose both the island and the 
price which we are now willing to pay for it—a price far beyond what was 
ever paid by one people to another for any province. 

It may also be remarked that the settlement of this vexed question by the 
cession of Cuba to the United States would forever prevent the dangerous 
complications between nations to which it may otherwise give birth. 

It is certain that, should the Cubans themselves organize an insurrection 
against the Spanish Government and should other independent nations come 
to the aid of Spain in the contest, no human power could, in our opinion, pre- 
vent the ple and Government of the United States from taking part in 
such a civil war in aapecet of their neighbors and friends. 

Bu* if Spain, dead to the voice of her own interest, and actuated by stub- 
born pride and a false sense of honor, should refuse to sell Cuba to the United 
States, then the question will arise, What ought to be the course of the 
American Government under such circumstances? 

Self-preservation is the first law of nature, with states as well as with in- 
dividuals. All nations have at different periods acted upon this maxim. 
Although it has been the pretext for committing flagrant injustice, as in the 
partition of Poland and other similar cases which history records, yet the 
principle itself, though often abused, has always been recognized. 

The United States has never acquired a foot of territory except by fair 
purchase, or,as in the case of Texas, upon the free and voluntary application 
of the people of that independent State, who desired to blend their destinies 
with our own. 

Even our acquisitions from Mexico are no exception to this rule, because, 
although we might have claimed them by the right of conquest in a just 
war, yet we purchased them for what was then considered by both parties a 
fulland — © equivalent. 

Our past history forbids that we should acquire the island of Cuba without 
the consent of Spain, unless justified by the great law of self-preservation. 
= must, = any event, preserve our own conscious rectitude and our own 

- ; 
Whilst pursuing this course we can afford to disregard the censuresof the 
world, to which we have been so often and so unjustly ex : 

After we shall have offered Spain a price for Cuba far beyond its present 
value, and this shall have been refused, it will then be time to consider tho 
question, Does Cuba in the possession of Spain seriously endanger our in- 
ternal peace and the existence of our cherished Union? 

Should this question be answered in the affirmative, then, by every law, 
human and divine, we shall be justified in wresting it from Spain if we po 
sess the power; and this upon the very same principle that would justify an 
individual in tearing down the burning house of his neighbor if there werv 
no other means of preventing the flames from destroying kis own home. 

Under such circumstances we ought neither to count the cost nor regard 
the odds which Spain might enlist inst us. We forbear to enter the ques- 
tion whether the present condition of the island would justify such a measure 
We should, however, be recreant to our duty, be unworthy of our gallant for 
fathers, and commit base treason against our posterity, should we permit 
Cuba to be Africanized and become a second Santo Domingo, with all its at- 
tendant horrors to the white race, and suffer the flames to extend to our own 
neighboring shores, seriously to endanger or actually to consume the fair 
fabric of our Union. 

We fear that the course and current of events are rapidly tending toward 
such a catastrophe. We, however, hope for the best, though we ought cer- 
tainly to be prepared for the worst. 

We also forbear to investigate the present condition of the questions at 
issue between the United States and Spain. A long series of injuries to our 
—_ have been committed in Cuba by Spanish officials and are unre- 

ressed. But recently a most flagrant outrage on the rights of American 
citizens and on the flag of the United States was perpetrated in the harbor 
of Habane. under circumstances which, without immediate redress, would 
have justified a resort to measures of war in vindication of national honor. 
That outrage is not only unatoned, but the Spanish Government has delib 
erately sanctioned the acts of its subordinates and assumed the responsibility 
attaching & them. 

Nothing could more impressively teach us the danger to which thoso 
peaceful relations it has ever been the policy of the United States to cherish 
with foreign nations are constantly exposed than the circumstances of that 
case. Situated as Spain and the United States are, the latter have forborne 
to resort to extreme measures. 

But this course can not, with due regard to their own dignity as an ind 
pendent nation, continue; and our recommendations, now submitted, are 
dictated by the firm belief that the cession of Cuba to the United States, wit! 
stipulations as beneficial to Spain as those suggested, is the only effectiv: 
mode of settlingall past differences and of securing the two countries against 
future collisions. 

We have already witnessed the happy results for both countries which 
followed a similar arrangement in regard to Florida. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
JAMES BUCHANAN. 
Jd. Y. MASON. 


PIERRE SOULE. 
Hon. Wa. L. Marcy, Secretary of State. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain th 
Senate for any length of time, but the remarkable speech of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] I think calls for a ver) 
short reply. 

The Senator started out this afternoon with the declaration, as 
I understood him, and if I misstate him he will correct me, that 
but for politics there would be no criticism of this act. 

Mr. President, that is within the proprieties of debate; I know 
there are precedents for that kind of language, but it goes further 
than anything that has been said heretofore during this debate. 
Iam notone to contend that a Senator may not express himself 
- he feels, provided, of course, that he keeps within reasonable 

imits. 

The Senator’s attitude is that if an act has been done that can 
not be undone then — are bound to keep your mouth shut, and 
that _ criticism of that act, because you can not undo the evil, 
is uncalled for and not justified. 


Mr. President, that is not the law which governs this body. 
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That is not the law which governs honest discussion amongst men 


anywhere. It may be, and undoubtedly from a practical stand- 
point it is, that we can not undo what the President has dore, 
but does it follow that we can not complain? Does it follow that 
we may not enter a protest in becoming language and in becom- 
ing spirit against what we think is a violation of international 
law, and setting a precedent that some of us, at least, believe will 
rise up to trouble us in the immediate and distant future alike? 

Mr. President, in my judgment there has never been anything 
done in the diplomatic affairs of this nation so dangerous and so 
threatening as that. The Senator asks if Senators do not under- 
stand that if there was an offense in the President when he rec- 
ognized Panama, twenty other great nations of the world have 
committed the same offense? It is not my province to complain 
particularly here of the great nations of the world. 

But, Mr. President, as I said the other day, every evil precedent, 
every violation of international law, every violation of constitu- 
tional law, will be followed by a greater violation of the law and 
the Constitution, and the first violation will be quoted as a prece- 
dent. You have got it now, for twenty nations have followed 
our act. 

When it comes to a question of propriety or of law, there is 
some distinction between the action of Great Britain and France 
and the action of this Government, not only because of our par- 
ticular relations with Co'ombia, but from the fact that it has 
been the universal practice among the nations of the earth when 
some great, leading nation has recognized another nation that 
other nations should follow. That was the case when the South 
American people were left to contest with Spain for more than 
ten years. When we recognized them, then other nations, who 
had refused up to that time to d6 so, followed our example. 

The Senator from Connecticut complains that there have been 
criticisms of the President, and, he says, some brutal criticisms 
of the President, and sometimes thinly veiled criticisms of the 
President., I have criticised the President. I can not contend 
with my associates in this Chamber that an act is unlawful with- 
out a criticism of the President; but I certainly have never been 
guilty of any infraction of the decencies of debate in that conten- 
tion, unless when the President has done an illegal act it is con- 
tended that I am to sit here for fear of Presidential disfavor or 
the disfavor of my associates in this Chamber if I should differ 
with the President. I have not myself reached the point where 
I believe the King can do no wrong. I have not reached the 
point here, and I thank God I never did reach it in my political 
life, when I would refrain from expressing my judgment upon an 
act of the Executive because he happened to be the President I 
helped to elect. 

Mr. President, if I should retort, as I might justly retort to the 
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Senator from Connecticut, it certainly would not be more offen- | : d 
sive than he has been if I should say if the President did not | the Executive on this floor was not denied by the party then in 
bring his political influence to bear upon this Senate this treaty | power, which is the party that is now in power here. 


would never be heard of. I have not said that, Mr. President. 
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a complimentary statement. It was accusatory; and it was ac- 
cusatory because we dared to stand here on this floor and say we 
differed from the party in power; because we dared here to assert 
the right of freemen; and the Senator asks, ‘‘ What are you going 
to do about it?” and says the President had the right under the 
law to do it. 

The President does have the right to recognize a nation. What- 
ever may have been the doubts regarding that right originally, 
precedent and practice have given him that authority, and I have 
myself never disputed it. He could recognize a nation, but I re- 

at the law of the world requires him to wait until certain con- 
ditions exist, and then to proceed or not to proceed as he sees fit. 
If the President violates that law and proceeds to recognition, I 
admit that we are helpless. That is one of the misfortunes and 
one of the vices of unconstitutional acts and violations of the 
laws of the world. It is not any answer and it is not any defense 
to say, “‘ You are helpless; you are bound; what we propose to do 
we can do, and what we propose to do we will do.”’ 

I will admit that the President could do it, and I have no ques- 
tion but that his act must be final, because the courts have said 
again and again that the recognition of a government is a ques- 
tion not for the judicial department but for the political depart- 
ment of a government—a rightful decision, Mr. President, one of 
which I can not and of which no other man ought to complain. 

But is the man who questions the virtue or the vices of an act 
to be answered by the statement, ‘* Why,I have got the power?”’ 
I remember theold Latin maxim, which I should not dare now to 
quote from memory, but I do remember the translation which 
has been given tothe world—“ Resolve not what you may do, but 
resolve what becometh you to do.” It is not any answer to com- 
plain of the violation of a law even that it is left to the Execntive 
to determine a state of facts. He must determine that state of 
facts carefully, honestly, justly, and righteously, or else he is open 
to criticism. 

Mr. President, I have not heard any brutal attacks upon the 
President; I have not heard anything worse in criticism af him 
than I have repeatedly heard in this Chamber in relation to other 
Executives. I remember—and I can refer to the debates which 
took place in this Chamber—when men who were connected with 
the political party then in power said on this floor things infinitely 
worse about the then Executive than anybody has thought of say- 
ing herenow. I recall that I sat in the Chamber of the House of 
Representatives on the day that the impeachment resolutions of 
Andrew Johnson passed through that body. It was an impeach- 
ment by men who were members of the political organization 
which had elected Mr. Johnson Vice-President, and thus made 
him President of the United States. I do not mean to say now, 
after so long a lapse of time, that I either agree or disagree with 
what was then done, but I know that then the right to criticise 





I recall when that great soldier, General Grant, was President 


The Senator from Connecticut asks what are Senators going to | of the United States that on this floor not only menof the opposite 
do about it? Why, Mr. President, that is none of his business. | party, but men of his own party, arraigned him before the bar of 


What right has he to ask me what I am going to do about it? | public opinion as not doing his duty as they sawit. 


But I have never been afraid, in public life, to take the conse- | 
| Chamber from Massachusetts—Charles Sumner—stood here and 


quences of my acts or the logical conclusions of my declarations. 
I stated here the other day on the floor of the Senate what I was 
going todo. Iam going to vote against this treaty. I am not 
going to vote against it because I am oe to a ship canal, 
although I am, and everybody here has known for twenty years 
that Iwas. Iam not going to vote against it because I think 
Nicaragua would be a better route; but Iam going to vote against 
it because it was inaugurated by a body that is not entitled by 
the universal recognition of mankind heretofore to be intrusted 
with the power to make a treaty with us concerning that land. 
It may make it, Mr. President, in the cold letter of the law; it 
may be, since twenty nations have recognized that nation, that it 
will be recognized in the future by the world as a government, 
and that our Government, having treated with it, it will become 
a fixed fact that we shall build a canal under that treaty. 

Mr. President, when that treaty shall be ratified, as the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut tells us it will be—and I have no doubt it 
will—when that treaty shall be ratified strictly and legally it will 
become a law of this country. Weare not allowed, in the nature 
of things, to go back and to find out whether the first step in 
such an act was an illegal one or a legal one. When this Senate 
~~ the imprint of its approval upon it it becomes the law of the 

and, and I shall do what every other citizen has to do—recognize 
it as the law of the land. What did the Senator suppose we were 
going to do? 

I heard the other day a Senator, who is not within my eye at 
this moment, say that there had been incendiary remarks in this 
body touching this thing. Mr. President, I do not know what 
that means. I certainly have never heard that word applied be- 
It certainly was not intended as 


fore to members of this Senate. 


No lessaman 
than the greatest man, in my judgment, who ever sat in this 


complained of infractions of the law by the then President, whom 
he had helped to elect. 

Mr. President, I shall ever maintain here while I stay here the 
right to criticise any man in public life, and I deny the right of 
any Senator to tell me, because I am helpless to cure a particular 
evil of which I may complain, that I must keep my seat. 

The Senator from Connecticut has gone into details to defend 
the President’s action in Panama; and amongst other things he has 
told us that General Torres threatened to kill all the American cit- 
izens there. The only authority for that statement isthe a 
ity of the prefect of that town, who went to Commander Hubbard 
and told him thatsuch athreat had been made. Ourconsul there 
in his correspondence never made sucha suggestion, and the same 
afternoon General Torres came to Commander Hubbard, who says 
he was in a very good frame of mind and very friendly, and made 
some suggestions to which Hubbard did net feel inclined toagree. 
I say there is no really good ground for making the statement 
that General Torres proposed at any time to commence an on 
slaught upon the citizens of the United States then temporarily 
on the Isthmus. I know very well what the Senator referred 
to, but if the statement had been true I think our consul would 
have heard of it. Such suggestions are made for the purpose of 
raising a prejudice to get rid of this controversy. 

The Senator from Connecticut is an old and tried debater. He 
is full of the methods of forensic debaters. He takes his opponents, 
puts them on the stand, charges them with saying what no one 
of them has ever suggested, and then he appeals, ‘* Is there any- 
body here who will say that it is right or that it is wrong?’ The 


uthor- 


Senator asks, ‘‘ Will anybody say that he did not have the right 
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to send our ships there?’’ Why, Mr. President,no man made any 
such statement on this floor. When the question was asked me 
by the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. SPOONER], I answered frankly 
that the President had the right to send the ships there. I never 
complained of his sending them there. What I have complained 
of was the impression which went out there from the utterances 
of the President—I mean official utterances—saying to the com- 
manders of the ships there practically that there should be no in- 
terference with the revolution, if a revolution should be attempted. 

Mr. President, I am not so ignorant of international law that I 
do not know that we have a right to send our ships down to the 
Isthmus and to put our marines on the shore there, treaty or no 
treaty, if American interests demand their protection. I do not 
know where the authority comes from, but I know the practice 
is a universal one, which every nation in the world is now follow- 
ing, except in a few instances. It never has been done with any 
of the great nations of the world. I do not suppose anybody 
would attempt it with Great Britain. I suppose if there should 
be an emeute, an insurrection, in London, that nobody would 
think of landing marines there. 

Mr. President, this doctrine has grown up in modern times, 
first, that such interference was proper in dealing with certain 
classes of nations, those who were not able to protect themselves, 
and who were likely to commit violence on foreigners in their 
ports. We have extended this doctrine now practically to the 
world. Has anybody here denied that right? 

Then the Senator says we had another illustration of what the 
President may do—that he may send soldiers to China. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is not any authority of law anywhere for the President 
to send troops to China—I mean direct authority of law. It is 
one of those things which I think are included in the Paesident’s 
oath to take care of the great interests of the American people. 
Mr. Buchanan, whose authority the Senator from Connecticut 
presented here, declared that there was no authority to land 


troops on the Isthmus either by treaty or otherwise, and yet he | 
declared, before he concluded, that if necessity required it would | 


be done without reference to the law. 

No man can find a letter or a word anywhere which will justify 
the sending of troops to China. Mr. President, if I had been 
President of the United States, I would have done exactly what the 
Executive did. I would have sent the troops there and have taken 
the chances of criticism, perhaps. After all, it was the proper 





| that is incumbent upon me here as a Senator. 


thing to do, and I have never heard a word of criticism against | 


that act anywhere, certainly not in this Chamber in this debate. 

Why does the Senator drag that in? 
is not satisfied with his own case and wants to make a different 
case and attack that. It is the custom of debaters to do that. 
remember that away back in the classic days Cicero was com- 


coe been. 
great question involving so much as this does. 

I despair by anything that I could say in this debate of infiu- 
encing anybody. But there is one thing which the Senator from 
Connecticut said to which I want to call attention, and then I shall 
suspend. 
been done. Hedenied that. I expected he would. 


What is to be done? What will Senators do then? The Senator from Col- 
orado is very frank about it. He would withdraw the ships of the United 
States whic 
other Senator do it? 


Mr. President, if I thought we could accomplish it, I would be 


in favor of doing that thing, but I would not withdraw the ships | 


from Panama until we had at least made some arrangement by 
which there should be no fighting on the Isthmus. I believe that 
we are responsible to-day for that Government down there. 
not say that the President has taken any hand in it, but I do be- 
lieve the influence of the Americans connected with that transac- 
tion has brought about that condition. 

As I said the other day, Mr. Amador—and he was one of the 
originators of the revolution—declared publicly in the United 
States that but for the fact that the people of Panama knew the 
Government of the United States would assist them they would 
not have entered into the revolution; and when the other day 


they had their so-called convention, in which they started out to | 


get a constitution, one of the prime movers said in the convention: 


**We are secure; we have back of us the great people of the United | 


States.”’ 

Mr. President, I would not leave the people of Panama to the 
tender mercies of Colombia; but I would say to them and say to 
Colombia: ** We restore the condition that exi:ted on the 2d day 
of November, and we will bid you keep your hands off Panama. 
Then we will enter into some kind of an arrangement by which 
we will determine what our rights shall be and what yours are.”’ 

I am not complaining of the great amount of money that an 
isthmian canal is going to cost. As I said the other day, if the 
people want it they are able to build it, and if they throw the 
money into the sea it is their business; but I think a great enter- 





He drags it in because he | 
I i 


lained of in that respect, and perhaps every other great orator | 
But, after all, it is not quite a fair way to debate a | 


He said that we complained that a great wrong had | 
He then said: | 


now patrol the waters of the Isthmus of Panama. Wouldany | 


I do | 


prise that will command, if it is successful, the admiration of 

| mankind and be a work that nothing in the history of the world 

| has equaled might be carried on by this Government in such a 
way that, when we complete it, we should have no feeling that 
we had transcended the proprieties or the decencies of the rela- 
tion that ought to exist between Colombiaand us. If this Admin- 
istration had come here with a request for a great appropriation 
for the purpose of composing that difficulty, I am one that would 
vote for it. 

The Senator says that this is an attempt not to have the canal 
on the Panama route. The President said if we did not get a 
canal on the Panama route, then we should get none at all. That 
declaration is equivalent to saying that the opposition here is be- 
cause we do not want anycanal. Mr. President, if my vote would 
defeat the canal, I should give it without the slightest hesitation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Any canal? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean any canal, unless it be a tide-water 
canal. I should have to think, I should have to look into that; 
but we have no promise yet of that kind of a canal. If the ques- 
tion was between a lock canal and a tide-water canal, I should 
vote for a tide-water canal. 

I am receiving from the people of Colorado petitions, not to be 
presented to the Senate, cider me not to oppose the canal; but I 
believe that the public sentiment of the people of the United 
States is in favor of the canal. I shall vote against the treaty. 
As I said the other day, I shall not attempt in the slightest degree 
to postpone, hinder, or delay this work; but I hope in some way 
I may be allowed to satisfy my associates in this Chamber that I 
am expressing to them frankly my opinion on this question, and 
not hiding behind something and concealing something, professing 
one thing and doing another. I do not like to have the Senator 
from Connecticut or anybody else say that I, as a Senator on this 
floor, would have been silent if it had not been that I sit on this 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. President, the temptation is great to say some other things 
before I sit down, but Ishall resist it. I have discharged the duty 

I have expressed 
my opposition to this measure; I have expressed my fear of the 
result, and I have done, I believe, what becometh me to do in this 
matter. Having so done, I leave it to the party in power—not, 
however, Mr. President, because they have any greater responsi- 
bility in the matter than I have. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator want to take the floor for the 
purpose of making a speech? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to make a few remarks. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator would just as lief go on to- 
morrow morning, I think there ought to be an executive session, 
and I will make such a motion, by his leave. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. DC ILLIVE . I do. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 





| eration of executive business. 


Mr. TILMAN. Will the Senator withhold his motion for one 
minute? 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion temporarily. 

RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to give notice that immediately after 
| the routine business to-morrow morning I shall ask permission to 
address the Senate very briefly in regard to a resolution as to 
what constitutes a recess, which I introduced here long before 
the holidays, and which I have been trying to get an opportunity 
to have acted upon. I shall endeavor to call it up just as soon as 
we get through with the morning business and try to get rid of it. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now renew my motion for an executive ses- 
sion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 22, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


wm, 





NOMINATIONS. 
| Executive nominations received by the Senate January 21, 1904. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 





William P. Upshur, of Virginia. 

Lovick P. Pinkston, of Texas. 

Arthur P. Crist, of District of Columbia. 
Edward W. Banker, of New York. 
William E. Parker, of Rhode Island. 
William M. Small, of Maryland. 
Epaminondas L. Bigler, of Ohio. 

Robert B. Farquharson, of Vermont. 
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Charles R. Sanderson, of District of Columbia, 

Walter N. Hill, of Massachusetts. 

Tillman Bunch, of South Carolina. 

Benjamin 8. Berry, of Pennsylvania. 

Russell B. Putnam, of New York. 

Benjamin A. Lewis, of New York. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY, 

Ben D. McGee, of Ohio. 

William L. F. Simonpietri, of New York. 

Neal B. Farwell, of Minnesota. 

Reginald Spear, of Pennsylvania. 

POSTMASTERS, 
ARIZONA. 

George W. Dietz to be postmaster at Congress, in the county of 
Yavapai and Territory of Arizona. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904, 

CONNECTICUT. 

Augustus G. Ising to be postmaster at Danbury, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Augustus G. 
Ising. Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

ILLINOIS. 

August J. Beger to be postmaster at Nauvoo, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Dlinois, in place of August J. Beger. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 29, 1904. 

Anna A. Buntin to be postmaster at Bushnell, in the county of 
ia and State of Illinois, in place of Henry 8S. Buntin, 
deceased. 

Sugene L’Hote to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 


Iroquois and State of Illinois, in placeof Eugene L’Hote. Incum- 


bent’s commission expires March 3, 1904. 
INDIANA, 

Charles E. Disbro to be postmaster at Greentown, in the county 
of Howard and State of Indiana, in place of Amos A. Covalt. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

KANSAS, 

Henry 8S. Mueller to be postmaster at Sedgwick, in the county 
of Harvey and State of Kansas, in place of Henry S. Mueller. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

MAINE. 

Clark H. Barker to be postmaster at Portland. in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine, in place of Clark H. Barker. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 

Arthur A. Dinsmore to be postmaster at Dover, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine, in place of Arthur A. Dins- 
more. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

William. H. Coffey to be postmaster at Tufts College, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Wil- 
liam H.Coffey. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2,1904. 

MICHIGAN, 

Fred Slocum to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of Tuscola 
and State of Michigan, in place of Fred Slocum. Incumbent’s 
commission expires February 2, 1904. 

MISSOURI, 

James M. Freeman to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904. 

Isaac V. McPherson to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Missouri, in place of McCord L. Cole- 
mun, resigned. 

William E. Osterwald to be postmaster at Festus, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

Clarence M. Zeigle to be postmaster at Bunceton, in the county 
of Cooper and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

NEBRASKA, 

John H. Crowder to be postmaster at Gordon, in the county of 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska, in place of John H. Crowder. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 5, 1904. 

Henry E. Palmer to be postmaster at Omaha, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Nebraska, in place of Joseph Crow. Incum- | 
bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

NEW JERSEY. 

R. Frank Treweeke to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of 
Morris and State of New Jersey. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904. 

NEW YORK, 

Dudley S. Mersereau to be postmaster at Union, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York, in place of Dudley S. Merse- 
reau. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Franklin A. Barkley t6 be postmaster at Lincolnton, in the | 
county of Lincoln and State of North Carolina, in place of Frank- | 
lin A. Barkley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 





William J. McDaniel to be postmaster at Rutherfordton,in the 
county of Rutherford and State of North Carolina. Office be- 
came Presidential January 1, 1904. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Henry Engelter to be postmaster at New Salem, in the county 
of Morton and State of North Dakota. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1904. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Samuel G. Wilson to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel G. 
Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

RHODE ISLAND. 
' Eugene R. Phillips to be postmaster at Phillipsdale, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in place of 
| Eugene R. Phillips. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
8, 1904. 
TENNESSEE. 

Leander W. Dutro to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county 
| of Shelby and State of Tennessee, in place of Leander W. Dutro. 
| Incumbent’s commission expires February 5, 1904. 

Edmund D. Hughes to be postmaster at Mountpleasant, in the 
county of Maury and State of Tennessee, in place of Edmund D. 
Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 

TEXAS. 


William H. Bradley to be postmaster at Groveton, in the county 
of Trinity and State of Texas. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1903. 


VERMONT. 
Mary W. Chase to be postmaster at Derby Line, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont, in place of Mary W. Chase. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 21, 1904. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF MINNESOTA. : 

Eli S. Warner, of Minnesota, to be surveyor-general of Minne- 

sota, his term having expired January 17, 1904. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Lieut. William E. W. Hall to be a first lieutenant in 

the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William H. Jordan, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 

for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 

Edward W. Hilker to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Madison and State of Ilinois. 

Frederick H. Richardson to be postmaster at Tampico, in the 
county of Whiteside and State of Illinois. 

Benjamin F. Shaw to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of 
Lee and State of Illinois. 





INDIANA. 
Frank M. Pickerl to be postmaster at Argos, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Indiana. 
MICHIGAN, 
Edgar B. Gregory to be postmaster at Jonesville, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. 
John P. Scott, jr., to be postmaster at Delray, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
Edward Chard to be postmaster at Belleplaine, in the county of 
Scott and State of Minnesota. . 
William R. Edwards to be postmaster at Tracy, in the county 
of Lyons and State of Minnesota. 
Warren D. Harden to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county 
of Mower and State of Minnesota. 
WISCONSIN. 
Horace J. Blanchard to be postmaster at Colby, in the county 
of Marathon and State of Wisconsin. 
Albert L. Fontaine to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the 
county of Wood and State of Wisconsin. 
Ashley S. Higgins to be postmaster at Markesan, in the county 
of Green Lake and State of Wisconsin. F 
Joseph E. Parry to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Florence and State of Wisconsin. : 
Theodore Riel to be postmaster at Burlington, in the coanty of 
Racine and State of Wisconsin. F 
Charles W. Tyler to be postmaster at Mellen, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Wisconsin. : 
Lansing A. Wilcox to be postmaster at Cadott, in the county of 
Chippewa and State of Wisconsin. F 
Buck Williams to be postmaster at Iola, in the county of Wau- 
paca and State of Wisconsin. 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 21, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupe, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, January 19, 1904, 
Was read and approved. 

COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 

Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Mines and Mining be allowed to 
print the proceedings already had on the mining-school bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Mines and Mining be granted 
leave to print the hearings already had upon the mining-school 
bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

HORSES AND CARRIAGES AT GOVERNMENT EXPENSE. 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the Committee 
on Labor, to whom was referred House resolution No. 145, report 
the same back by substitute, and recommend the passage of the 
substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is heréby, 
requested to furnish to this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement 
showing the number of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at 
Government expense for the use of officials in his Department, together with 
a statement showing the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and har- 
ness, and the amountof wages paid to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and 
chauffeurs, whether carried on the rolis as such or in some other classifica- 
tion; also, the list of officials entitled to the use of said carriages. 

The following amendments were recommended by the com- 
mittee: 

In line 7, after the word “ harness,” insert the words “the date of pur- 
chase from what fund the payment was made;” also, after the word “‘car- 
riages,”’ in line 10, insert “and the date when such service was inaugurated.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
mends recommended by the committee. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10670) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army, and for other purposes. 
And pending that I desire to state that the Committee on Military 
Affairs this morning agreed to not exceeding two hours and one- 
half debate on each side; the chairman of the committee to con- 
trol one half, and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SuLZER] to 
control the other half. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, asks unanimous consent that there 
may be not exceeding two hours and one-half debate on each 
side, and that the chairman of the committee shall control one 
half and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SULZER] control the 
other half for the minority. Isthere objection? [Aftera pause. | 
The Chair hears none. 

The motion of Mr. HuLL was then agreed to; and accordingly 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, with Mr. OLMSTED in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
House bill 10670, the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the report of the committee sets 
out in full detail all new legislation proposed in the bill. If the 
Members will examine the report, they will see that it sets out 
very fully all new legislation proposed to be enacted in the bill. 
The only new legislation of any importance refers to the consoli- 
dation of what is left of the Adjutant-General’s Bureau with the 
Record and Pension Bureau, to constitutea new bureau of the War 
Department, to be known as the “‘ Military Secretary’s Bureau.”’ 
The reasons for that legislation are set out very fully in the report 
of the Secretary of War in transmitting the bill to Congress, which 
is printed as a part of the report of the committee. I think any 
one reading the bill will readily see that it is in the interest of 
good administration to consolidate these two bureaus. The Sec- 
retary of War, soon to retire, has probably been more persistent 
and efficient in urging and securing the passage of legislation im- 
—- the Army than any Secretary the Government has ever 

ad. 


While as chairman of the committee I have some doubts as to 
all of the legislation we have enacted standing the test of experi- 
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ence, I have no doubt but the result, the legislation he has adyo- 
cated as an entirety, will be good for the country and the Army. 
Nothing but time and experience can demonstrate the wisdom of 
some of the legislation recently enacted. In his estimate this 
year he has so cut down the estimates of the different bureay; 
as to make the saving by Congress of a smaller amount than or- 
dinarily comes to us, and we have only been able to lop off or 
prune down the estimates some $3,000,000. 

We have taken one new feature in the bill. You all remember 
when the militia act was passed section 15 provided that appro 
priations for the militia should be made in the army appropria- 
tion bill. The maneuvers that were had the past year were paid 
for from the army appropriations, so that the country at large 
and the Congress of the United States could not determine wh; 
was expended for militia and what was expended for the regular 
establishment. The committee this year have segregated the 
items and allowed for the militia the amount that the Depart- 
ment estimated would be necessary, and provided that all 
penses for the militia in participating in the maneuvers in the 
different parts of the country should be paid from this appro- 
priation for the militia, and that the War Department must re- 

ort in detail to Congress at the next session the amount of money 
it used for such pur . ‘That was done so that the people and 
the Congress of the United States might always know what had 
been used for the different arms of the service, for the regular esta\)- 
lishment, and what is called the ‘‘ militia’’ or ‘‘ National Guard ”’ 
establishment of the country. 

We have done one other thing. We have so changed the law 
in regard to the disbursements of the Government for the Ariny 
that they must not lap over one upon another to the extent tha: 
they have heretofore, and must be reported in detail, so that it 
there is a shortage in appropriation they must come to Congress 
and ask for the additional money, in place of using one approp 
ation to carry on another and different expenditure of the Gov 
— I think, though, these are the only material changes in 
the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HULL. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I only interrupt the gentleman at 
this time to avail myself of his superior information with refer- 
ence to the army appropriation bill and the administration it 
supports. I desire to ask him if hecan give me about the figures 
of the amounts expended in scientific research, investigation, and 
operation of the subject of aerial navigation last year? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad to say to the gent’ 
man from Indiana that the Committee on Appropriations can w 
doubtedly give that information, as no part of the army app: 
priation was used for that purpose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then, Iam informed by the gent!e- 
man that no part of the appropriations carried on the army bill 
last year was made use of for the purpose I suggest. 

Mr. HULL. That is my understanding, Mr. Chairman, 
yield such time as he may desire to the gentleman from New ||: 
sey [Mr. PARKER], a member of the committee, and will ma 
my explanations of the bill in detail when we consider the vari 
ous appropriations under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, the retirement in a few days 
of such a Secretary of War as we now have marks an epoch in 
the organization and efficiency of the Army of the United States 
It may well be said that since the outbreak of the Spanish w 
that Army has been reorganized. That reorganization has | 
accomplished chiefly through the efforts of the gentleman w 
now bears the respect and admiration of everyone everywher 
our Secretary of War, Elihu Root—great as a lawyer, great a 
statesman, great as a diplomat, as shown in the last treaty with 
respect to Alaska, great in detail, great in principle, perh«j)s 
greatest in a rapier-like quickness of comprehension and of wi! 
which carries his thought to the heart and soul of everyone lic 
speaks to, great in his energy and earnestness—a man whom \\ 
all lament when he has to leave the Army that he has served s» 
well. When he took his place he announced to the country t! 
he had taken a retainer from the Army and would stand by tha‘ 
client, and nobly has he done so. 

Credit for the changes of this reorganization is also due to others. 
We of this House can not forget the painstaking service of the 
committee of which I have the honor to be a member, the ability 
of its chairman, the peace that has prevailed within it, and the 
one mind that has always existed there between members of bot! 
parties, so that politics in the management of the Army has never 
gained even an entering wedge. We can not forget the services 
of the Senate and of its committee. Wecan not forget that these 
great reforms were first instituted under that President who was 
a man of peace and hated war, but who, when war broke out, was 
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the greatest Commander in Chief that this country has perhaps 
ever known, carrying on that war in two hemispheres, making it 
in a sickly season, and ending it all within a few days. We can 
not forget the earnest interest that our present Presid-nt now 
takes in all matters affecting the Army. But to whomsoever the 
credit is due, this bill, taken line by line, represents the growth of 
a reorganization which, in my judgment, has kept almost all that 
was good in the past and which has brought in somany new things 
that are good that to read the bill is only to enumerate them. 

Mr. Chairman, when the Spanish war broke out we had an 
army limited to a certain small number of men to each company. 
We readopted the plan that had been used at the time of the 
Mexican war, but forgotten, of allowing the number of each com- 
pany to vary according to the needs of the country, so that the 
Army may be a body of one number in time of peace and double 
that number in time of war or in anticipation of war. By this 
plan new recruits go alongside of the old men who have experi- 
ence. Thus we do not send an untried army of untried men and 
untried officers into the field, but an army in which the new men 
work alongside of veterans, under officers who understand their 
business. In that one thing we revolutionized the Army. 

The war developed the faults of our staff system, and the first 
appropriation here is for contingencies of the Army, including 
the office of the General Staff. We founda President, as Com- 
mander in Chief, and a Secre of War, acivilian, with an office, 
but that the bureaus of the Department were so separated that it 
was almost impossible to bring their work together so as to be sure 
that the Quartermaster-General knew where supplies were going 
to be needed according to the orders which sent forth troops or 
that the Commissary-General should know what could be carried 
by the Quartermaster-General. 

All this work had to be done by and pass through oneman. The 
great work that we have done as to the Army, the greatest im- 
provement of all and the most recent, is indicated in the first 
items of the bill, in which provision is made for the Army War 
College, for the General Staff, and for the officers of the various 
departments who are detailed from the line of the Army. This 
change was made only last year by an act that altered the whole 
organization of those departments. They were once composed 
entirely of officers who had nothing more to do with the Army 
after they had once been put in their offices and become bound 
by the system of red tape which always must be found in offices. 
We now take line officers from the field and detail them so that 
they learn the business of the office, while at the same time they 
know the needs of the line and will do their best to supply them, 
even if they have to take responsibility. 

And over all the departments we have placed the organization 
of the General Staff—officers detailed from the highest rank down 
to that of major and captain—to inform themselves about the 
needs of the country in time of war and to coordinate all the de- 
partments as if they were one, I find this stated best in the bill 
that established that staff: 


The duties of the General Staff Corps shall be to preg jans 
tional defense and for the mobilization of the military forces in time of war; 


to tne gy and report upon all questions affecting the efficiency of the 
Army an 

sional aid and assistance to the Secretary of War and to general officers and 
other superior commanders, and to act as their agents in informing and co- 
ordinating the action of all the different officers who are subject under the 
terms of this act to the supervision of the Chief of Staff; and to perform such 
other military duties not otherwise assigned by law as may be from time to 
time prescribed by the President. 

Under this General Staff or as part of its work we provide for 
the needs of an army war college, a school of submarine defense, 
United States service schools, an artillery school, a general service 
and staff college, and a school of application for cavalry and in- 
fantry. Education of the officers in the line of their duty is going 
on all the while, and it is by these new institutions that it is 
effected. 

The next item of the bill (for the items of this bill, line by line, 
show the work that has been done) is for pay of officers of the 
line. And the first officer is a Lieutenant-General. It is only a 
few years since the Congress of the United States passed an act 
to reward suitably the great veteran of the civil war who then 
was the Major-General Commanding the Army, by giving him the 
rank that belonged to his position, of Lieutenant-General of the 
Armies of the United States. When the General Staff came in 
there were fit men to be his successors. There was General Young, 
also a veteran of the civil war, who had entered the service as a 
private. The office has now found General Chaffee, with a like 
distinguished record in both the civil and Spanish wars. 

But the reorganization did more than merely create the posi- 
tion of Lieutenant-General. That office was old and had fon 
held by various distinguished men for many years after the civil 
war. It had been abolished because it was found by experience 
that somehow or other the friction between the President as 
Commander in Chief and the Lieutenant-General as in command 
of the Army—the interference of functions which seemed to exist 

/ 


9are plans for the na- | 


its state of preparation for military operations; to render profes- | 


between those two officers wherever their opinions differed—was 
such as to hurt rather than help the Army. But in the last reer- 
ganization and in creating this position a wise plan has been 
adopted, avoiding all such difficulty, because under the present 
law the Chief of Staff, the Lieutenant-General and highest mili- 
tary officer, is not the general commanding the Army. That 
command belongs only to the President. When war arises, no 
other man can take the place of the Commander in Chief under 
the Constitution. 

A military officer, purely military, can advise how best to meet 
any military problem; but he can not determine whether action 
is made necessary by other considerations. Hecan not determine 
whether there be danger of foreign complications, making imme- 
diate action necessary, which would be foolish except for that 
danger. A purely military officer can not determine whether the 
Treasury of the United States can afford to wait or whether it is 
safe to wait and run the risk of discussion and dispute among the 
people, which would hurt us elsewhere. He can not know how 
much the prestige of early success may be needed. He can not 
know what the naval exigencies are. There are various other 
matters which he can not know. 

The responsibility for action in time of war must be placed be- 
yond all question upon the one Commander in Chief. And we 
have so placed it. The Lieutenant-General, as Chief of Staff, now 
holds his office, not, as before, for life, but for a fixed term of years: 
and he may be replaced by another man at any time as Chief of 
Staff. He is notincommand. He holds an entirely different po- 
sition. He becomes the aid, the helper, the confidant, the chosen 
confidant, of the President. He brings him in touch with the 
Army, instead of hviding an independent position. He takes most 
of the functions that formerly belonged practically to the Adju- 
tant-General. He becomes the military secretary, advising the 
President and executing whatever the President may desire to ac- 
complish, and as such he falls into his appropriate place. And 
this reform is part of the work that has been done and completed 
in the last year. 

I have already referred to the pay of the enlisted men of all 
grades, and that we are able in time of peace to reduce oyr vex- 
penses, because we reduce our Army to a minimum. Laf¢t year 
we did more. The Army is nothing unless it be an army of marks- 
men. In the Navy the general power of the President to fix’the 
pay is called into operation (for in the Navy pay is fixed by regu- 
lation and not by an act of Congress), and in the Navy they have 


| long paid first-class gunners one sum and second-class gunners 


another. In the Army we last year for the first time allowed ex- 
tra pay—small, it is true—of $1 a month to every expert with the 
rifle. And we have an amendment in this bill—subject to a point 
of order, as all these improvements have been, but a point which 
in my judgment no man in this House will raise—we have an 
amendment under this article of pay to give first-class gunners of 


| field artillery $2 a month and second-class gunners $1 a month 








in addition to their regular pay. 

Then comes the pay of the officers in the departments. Onlyan 
inspection of the list can show the marvelous change that has 
taken place in the officers of those departments. Formerly they 
were put into the department for life, sometimes being appointed 
from civil life, sometimesfrom the Army. Now, even at the end 
of one year of the workings of the new plan, more than half of 
the officers of those departments are detailed from the line forthe 
pericd of four years to learn the general business of the depart- 
ments and the general management of an army that can only be 
learned there or in assigned duty, and they go back at the end of 
that time to their regiments, carrying with them their experience 
and sending in their place practical men to carry out the same 
work and study the same problems. 

Mr. Chairman, the next item upon this list is the pay of retired 
officers. It isnot a small item, but it is not a very large one. 


It is $2,369,900.95 ont of a total appropriation of some $75,000.000. 
}, know there is a jealousy prevailing in the House and among 

be people at large with reference to the pay of retired officers. 
Mr. Chairman, there is no money so well spent as that which keeps 
good men in the Army, because they know that they will be cared 
for in their old age after they have served for salaries much less 


than those that the same skill and ability could command in 
private life. There is no money better spent than that which 
secures that result, and more especially as it enables you to do in 
an army what you could not do otherwise, namely, to get an offi- 
cer off the active list and upon the retired list after he has done 
his work the moment that he gets toanage or to a state of health 
im which he will not do his work efficiently. 

We do not sufferin the Army as you always do suffer in a de- 
partment where there is no pension list. Weare able to keep the 
officers young and active by taking care of those who have grown 
old in the service and promoting along the line. No army can 
be efficient and active, no officers will be ambitious who have not 
the chance of promotion when they do their duty. It is fair to 
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say to the House, however, that we stand in a peculiar position | 


at the present time. In one day the retirement of fifteen officers 
was announced, only three daysago. Of the 112 brigadier and 
major generals on the retired list, there were some 40 who were 
retired last year within one year, and the reason for this comes 
from a state of affairs that is unique in the history of any army. 
Eight years ago every brigadier-general, every colonel, and almost 
every major, as well as a large majority of the captains, at least 
in the artillery, and some lieutenants of artillery, were actual 
veterans of a civil war which had ended thirty years before that 
time. Those officers did not want to retire, because they would 
get less pay upon retirement than in active service. 

Our Army had been reduced in 1870 by striking off very many 
worthy officers from the list, until it was practically composed of 
the elite of the veterans of that civil war, who at the same time, 
by reason of that reduction, had no opportunity of proper promo- 
tion. An army of 25,000 men, such as we had in 1880 and up to 
a few years before the Spanish war, could only afford room for 
eight or nine brigades and eight brigadier-generals of the line 
and some two or three major-generals. An army such as we 
have now affords room for certainly double that number, besides 
the fact that we have given more rank to officers of the staff 
corps, and by reason of that fact these old veterans of the civil 
war, who had done their work in the Army for so many years, 
were getting less promotion than in any army in the world. 

It was with the view of somehow equalizing their lot that Presi- 
dent McKinley instituted the policy of allowing men to retire as 
brigadier-generals perhaps a little before the age at which they 
could be forced into retirement, in order to make room for new 
men to be promoted. The fifteen men who were retired the other 
day, the forty who were retired last year, and the others who 
have been retired since 1896 were all but one or two veterans of 
the civil war; and the retirements made with this increased grade 
were made in pursuance of a policy urged upon Congress by the 
President and his Secretary of War. President McKinley and 
President Roosevelt have both urged upon this Congress that 
they would only be doing justice if they allow to every veteran 
of the civil war who has served his country so many years at that 
time the opportunity to go upon the retired list with one increase 
of grade. 

Partially this has been done since 1897 by promotion with im- 
mediate retirement, by which President McKinley and President 
Roosevelt practically have secured retirement with increased 
grade. After a while this process must stop, or rather it should 
stop when the last of the veterans of the civil war is to be re- 
tired. It has been my judgment that this promotion on retire- 
ment for civil-war veterans should be made a matter of law; that 
it ought to be made equal to all; that all officers who have by 
any chance missed that promotion—as it is obvious that they 
might, those veterans of the civil war—that all veterans of the 
civil war, either on the retired list or to be put upon the retired | 
list, should have an increase of one grade, with the proviso that 
this is not to apply to officers who were ory ser simply for the 
purpose of retirement, or within such a short period of, say, a few 
months, of the time for their retirement as shows that promotion 
was made with reference to retirement. The House has not thus 
far been willing to pass such an amendment, although it becomes 
more and more necessary in simple justice every year. 

When we look at the retired list and see the men who were 
wounded during the civil war and have remained ever since as 
lieutenants upon that list, or when we look at those who a few 
years ago before this policy was instituted went out at a lower 
rank than they would if they could have stayed a little longer, 
and when we look at the fact that you can not always arrange 
this little matter of the appointment of a few brigadier-generals 
so as to do this, that you must sometimes go by the very man who 
was intended to be affected by it, it seems certain that this ought 
to be made a matter of law. It has been urged repeatedly by 
Secretary Root. It would cost less than half a million a year 
added to this two and a half millions of which Ihavespoken. It 
would enable the Army to have its promotions active and legal, 
and allow it to be done without any seeming evasion of the stat- 
utes of the United States. I call it a seeming evasion, for the 

romotion of a man to an office that you do not seem to intend 
im to hold seems more or less to be an evasion of the law. 

On the other hand, a promotion for the p of retirement 
is a reward of long all faithful services to which a man is en- 
titled, which he would get if he stayed in the Army until he was 
absolutely forced to retire, and it facilitates the promotion of 
vounger men to the higher positions and keeps the Army alive. 

stand by the action of the President in this regard. But I say 
that the time has come when that retirement with increased pay 
should apply to every civil war veteran, accompanied by the pro- 
viso, perhaps, that no officer should be retired at his own request 
until he has served one year in the grade to which he was ap- 
pointed. 
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Mr. Chairman, we find next in this b‘ll provisions for the pay 
of nurses, hospital matrons, and the superintendent of the nurse 
corps. Congress and the Government should be proud of the 
change in the organization of our Hospital Corps, which has 
put the nursing of our soldiers and their care in time of sick- 
ness in the kind and sympathetic hands of woman instead of 
intrusting it to the class of men that are often detailed as hos- 
pital stewards. There is likewise in this bill an appropriation for 
a school for hospital stewards. You find in it appropriation for 
dental surgeons under contract, to see that the men’s teeth are 
taken care of and that they are saved the terrors of toothache. 
That provision was new within a few years. 

In this bill we find a provision for a Porto Rican battalion and 
for Philippine scouts. We have thus enlarged the functions of 
the Army so that instead of running the risk of their tyrannizing 
over various alien races we employ their own people to keep order, 

We next come to the great appropriations for subsistence, 
horses, barracks, quarters, and transportation. Our Quarter- 
master-General’s Department, called upon suddenly for transpor- 
tation to the distant island possessions, has organized a transport 
service which is the marvel of the world for efficiency and econ- 
omy, and which saves this Government, according to the report, 
millions of dollars every year in comparison with the price 
that would be paid for private transportation. The work done is 
beyond all admiration. The honesty, the efficiency, the intelli- 
gence of the various bureaus of our War Department, whether 
in transportation, in the commissary, in the foods furnished our 
troops, in the comfort that is given them, in the management of 
the Surgeon-General’s Office—these are not matters of legislation; 
but we have trusted our Army so far as to create, or rather to 
recreate—we had departments, but in a small way—to recreate 
the vast machinery that we had during the civil war, using all 
the experience that we had gained during that war, until our 
appliances for transportation, for hospitals, and for supplies are 
the marvel of the civilized world as well as of this country. 

This bill makes liberal provision for hospitals. The enlarge- 
ment of the Army means larger hospitals. The management of 


| distant posts, some of them witha rather troublesome climate, 
| means the nation must take care of its men when they get home, 
| and we make no apology for giving an appropriation of $455,000 


for hospitals; nor do we make any apology for asking that not to 


| exceed $50,000 may be spent on any one building. The present 


limit of $20,000 goes back I have forgotten how many years. 

Mr. HULL. Fifty years. 

Mr. PARKER. It goes back fifty years. Twenty thousand 
dollars fifty years ago would have built a great deal mosre of a 
building than $50,000 will now, and the requirements for hospitals 
have increased in their variety andtheirexpense. That law ought 
to be repealed with reference not only as to hospitals but as to 


| barracks and quarters; but as to hospitals the need is imperative. 


When a hospital is needed at a particular post, it can not wait for 
the next Congress to put it up. The power must be given to the 


| honest officers of the United States to take care of our sick sol- 


diers and to build the buildings which are necessary for them. 

This bill also contains provision for a general hospital here in the 
It is well known that the little general hos- 
pital Which used to be down at the Washington Barracks somehow 
gathered about itself and near itself the most expert corps of surf- 
geons in the United States, who without much means got together 
a library, which any of us can go and visit, where the books have 
to be put in piles upon the floor for want of stacks, but where by 
exchange and an appropriation of only a few thousand dollars a 
year they have gotten together a library on medical subjects which 
is as fine as any in the civilized world, and which has been thrown 
open to every reputable physician throughout the United States 
who chooses to send forabook. Thatlibrary, that organization. is 
threatened by the fact that the barracks are now to be taken for 
the Engineer School, and these physicians therefore ask that they 
may be given money to have a general hospital for special cases, 
for the purpose of instruction in connection with the Army Med- 
ical School for enlisted men, Hospital Corps, and for nurses, and 
to serve for a base hospital in time of war. 

That appropriation is to be $400,000. Not a dollar is to be 
spent until the Secretary of War is satisfied and determines that 

lading plans and grounds, can be com- 

pleted for that sum. There, too, is a new training school for the 
surgical part of the Army, for its nurses, stewards, and doctors 
for bringing together and massing army surgical information. 
This, too, is part of the recent reorganization of the Army of the 
United States, to which I have referred and of which we can feel 
so proud because we are willing and have been willing to follow 
in the lead of the greatest Secretary of War, I think, the country 
has ever seen. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you will notice that I have made no 
formal or set speech in this matter; I have simply followed this 
bill. Almost every word of it states to the House something new 
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in the new Army of the United States, and it is in none more 
particularly to be noted than in this matter of schools. The En- 
gineer School in the city of Washingtonisnew. The War College 
is new, but when I get to the Ordnance Department of the United 
States we strike for the first time another novelty in the manage- 
ment of the Army of the United States. It is a matter of a hun- 
dred years’ history how difficult it has been to bring the Army 
and the militia together, what jealousy on the part of the Army 
there was of the militia, what an express contempt they some- 
times had for them as mere “ play soldiers,’”’ what a difficulty 
there was also in obtaining funds for the militia from the United 
States, and how little attention was paid to their training. Our 
great Secretary has changed all that. 

It is only two years ago that we had one cone in which the 
Army and militia worked together. Of course before that single 
companies had been sent to various State camps, but we had one 
large United States camp two years ago. Last year we had two 
camps, and troops from the neighboring States came to those 
camps in large numbers, participated for the first time in the 
maneuvering of a large body of troops, and were given the prob- 
lems, to a certain extent, that would come in actual warfare. 
They came to know the Regular Army officers as their brothers 
and to learn from them and to know them, and it is something 
even if men only came to look in each other’s faces and find they 
are all Americans, though one came from civil life and the other 
from West Point, as it may be, or from a rise from the ranks. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill does not go so far as to establish per- 
manent camps. We have not been able to settle finally where 
these should be.or how much they should cost. We have made 
haste slowly; but it is something in this bill to find, under ord- 
nance stores and supplies, that we appropriate $585,000 for the 
purpose of giving ten batteries of the newest field artillery for 
use by the militia—the National Guard of the United States. 
During the last twenty a, I might better say during the last 
thirty years, there has been, perhaps, nothing in our Army that 
has been more behind other countries, until recently, than the 
matter of field artillery, except, perhaps, that of small arms. In 
the Spanish war we sent our volunteer troops into the field with 
black powder instead of smokeless powder, so that every gun shot 
told where our men were. We sent them with a rifle that did not 
carry to the ranges that are now usual. We sent them with a 
rifle that had no magazine to be used at close quarters, and we 
sent them with field guns which were, it is true, breech-loaders, 
and shot well and straight, but which took about three minutes 
to aim, because when they were fired they kicked themselves out 
of position. 

We were told from year to year by the ordnance department 
that they were experimenting in the improvement of these field 
guns; that a nonrecoil carriage was supposed to be used by for- 
eign nations, but it was not perfected, and they were not satisfied 
and were stillexperimenting. Thus we had no guns fit for modern 
warfare and ready to be fired as the best recoil carriage gun can 
be, ten or fifteen times a minute, preserving the same aim. Year 
after year I have arisen in this House and put questions upon the 
fortification bill as to whether these carriages were being per- 
fected, and they were always being improved and not perfected. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have the pleasure of being able to as- 
sure the Members of this House that the carriages are being man- 
ufactured, the guns are being manufactured, and not only are we 
able to furnish enough for the whole Regular Army, but we are 
ready to give ten batteries of six guns every year to the militia. 
A battery will take care of at least 2,000 men. A gun fires so 
many more shots nowadays than it did in old times that instead 
of allowing five or six guns to a thousand men, you can now al- 
low three. One battery of six guns will thus take care of 2,000 
men. The ten batteries will take care of 20,000 men, and even if 
these guns should go out of fashion at the end of five years, we 
would in these five years supply artillery for a hundred thousand 
men. 

There is no item of which we can be prouder than of such an 
item as this. I believe, and the people of this country believe, 
that in case of a great war we should have to put a million men 
into the field, and that our Regular Army would only be the first 
fighting line even if we ran the companies up to 120 men and 
doubled and trebled that Army. Everyone knows that. But in 
case of such a war the first requirement is that we should have 
arms to arm ourmen. We have enlarged our gun factories; that 
also isa new thing. There is a new gun factory at Rock Island 
as well as one at Springfield. The capacity of these two gun 
factories, working with one-half force on one shift of eight hours, 
is 105,000 guns a year, and we are making them at a cost of 
$1,700,000. 

If it be assumed, which I do not assume, that these guns are to 
go out of fashion in five years—it may be, invention is very quick 
in this country—if it be assumed that they go out of fashion in 
five years, it is the cheapest $1,700,000 the Government ever spent. 


It will supply 105,000 guns a year, which is 500,000 in five years. 
One thousand seven hundred men will cost $1,700,000 a year; ac- 
cording to the average, a thousand dollars to a man in round 
numbers to keep in the field, whereas by this provision we shall in 
five years be enabled in an emergency to put 500,000 men in the 
field. We can do so now with the Krag-Jérgensen gun. 

I am proud of the fact that the Committee on Military Affairs 
three or four years ago when it got a report from the Secretary 
of War and an estimate from the Secretary of the Treasury, I 
think for $800,000, said that was not enough, and that by the votes 
of this House the appropriation was more than doubled in order 
to put arms in the hands of freemen in the time of war. 

The Boer war in South Africa, conducted by a poor people, 
shows that the cheapest expense which is ever suffered by a free 
veople is in providing arms to be used in a case of emergency. 

ot in maintaining large standing armies, not in unnecessarily 
taking the men away from their work to drill them every year, but 
in providing the implements of warfare. 

You may trust American intelligence to learn, but you can not 
make guns and small arms immediately in case of necessity, nor 
as well as you can make themif it be done beforehand. You are 
not as safe. Iam proud, likewise, to be able to assure the House 
that in case of necessity six times as many arms could be made. 
We are working half force on a single shift of eight hours. If 
we work full force on three shifts of eight hours we can make six 
times as many guns, or 600,000 in a year. Factories for the mak- 
ing of arms have been more than doubled in their capacity since 
I have been in the House and since the period of which we speak 
and under the superintendence of our Secretary of War. It is 
entirely in accord with what I have just been saying that we 
have made liberal provision in this bill for the transportation and 
other expenses of the militia attending the large Government 
camps and for the pay of men during the week or ten days that 
they will be there. 

It is entirely in accord with what I have said and with the whole 
principles of management of the War Department by this Secre- 
tary of War that he believes in training the whole people how to 
shoot, and that in this and in the previous bill he insisted on having 
a provision giving twenty-five hundred dollars a year for the pur-, 
pose of a trophy, medals, and prizes for good marksmanship. It 
isin accord with the principles of the Secretary of Warof making 
brothers of all the arms of the United States that he asks this year 
that the House shall order that he may open the competition for 
those prizes, some of them, not merely to the Army and to the 
militia, as was provided for in the old law, but also to the Navy 
and the Marine Corps; and he desired what we did not yet feel 
willing to do, that there should be some prizes for outsiders who 
are in rifle clubs. We may not have been right in refusing that. 
It will be for the House tosay. They mayamend the bill in that 
particular. There is something to be said in favor of reserving 
those prizes for those who, like the men of the National Guard, 
show their willingness to belong to organizations which can be 
called on in time of need. 

Let me clos: by saying that I have departed from my usual 
rule of saying nothing upon an appropriation bill in general de- 
bate, wherein it is to be assumed that the Members of this House 
know generally that we must provide for the Army; but on this 
occasion, at such a time as this, when our great Secretary of War 
is leaving his office, with the thanks of every man in the country 
for work well, earnestly, and intelligently done; for the sympathy 
and brotherhood that he has shown for departments that previ- 
ous to this were thought outside of the ken of the Secretary of 
War; for his sympathy with the National Guard and with the 
militia; for his desire to bring all the forces of the nation to- 
gether; for his determination to maintain the privileges of the 
officers of the line, and to give to those officers and not to pecu!- 
iar favorites the right to b2 in the city of Washington or on staff 
| detail, where they may enjoy society and meet their fellows, 
} instead of being sent off to forts on the plains, where they are 

left alone and where nothing is done for them—I say, at this time, 
when the man who took a retainer, as he said, as counsel of the 
Army of the United States and has stood by that client of his 
during all these years, is now about to retire, it is only right and 
proper to go over the items of this appropriation biil and to l+t 
this House and the country know how many of those items, from 
the beginning to the end, have felt the hand and have been bet- 
tered by the work of that Secretary, by the interest of our Presi- 
dent, and by the intelligence, painstaking, conservative judgment 
and action especially of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutu}, 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, under whom 
all the members of the committee on both sides of the House feel 
that it is an honor and a pleasure to have served. [Applause]. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man this question, as to whether he can tell me what has been the 
expense of transportation of troops to and from the Philippine 
Islands during the last year? 
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Mr. PARKER. Iwill say that itis givenin the Quartermaster- 
General’s report in detail. I never can remember figures. In 
that report there is given in detail exactly the cost of the army 
transport service, and likewise how much was saved by it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I think it is also set out in the hearings. 

Mr. THAYER. I refer to the cost to and from the Philippine 
Islands. Is not that all together in the report? 

Mr. PARKER. I don’t know whether that can be segregated 
or not. Idoubtit. The detailed cost of transportation is given 
in the report of the Secretary of War, and the special costof trans- 
— service is given in the report of the Quartermaster-General. 

3y taking these two together I think the gentleman can get what 
he desires. 

Mr. THAYER. 
information I seek, the specific charges to and from that place. 

Mr. PARKER. I think the gentleman will have to inquire at 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department for that. 

leased to answer any other question that I can from any other 
Member. I wish to thank the gentlemen of the committee for 
their attention during this rather long talk. 

Mr. HULL. I would now ask the gentleman on the other side 
to consume some of his time. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WiL1.1aMs}. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I wish to place 
myself this morning in the amiable attitude ot a ‘‘ chiel”’ asking 
questions. I would like to ask you, Mr. Chairman, and your col- 
leagues upon the western side of this Chamber—the side of the 
setting sun by the way [laughter]—just exactly upon what you 
are ** 
tions to the ** stand pat”’ policy. 

On the 15th day of January—a year ago—the House of Repre- 
sentatives almost unanimously passed a bill putting anthracite 
coal upon the free list for good, and giving a rebate of duties upon 
all other coals for the period of one year from and after the pas- 
sage of the act. Some weeks ago I introduced inio th's House 
two bills which i shall insert in the Recorp. 
was entitled ‘* A bill to relieve from t ixation coal imported from 
foreign countries.”’ 

The second was to provide rebate of duties on coal for one year 
longer, thereby giving to you and your colleagues upon the west 
side of the Chamber your choice as to which one of these two 
things you would do. I hardly thought you would be bold 
enough to put anything on the free list, even if the article did 
not, even from a protectionist standpoint, need any ‘“* protection.”’ 
You are so afraid of the word ‘ free.”” But I did think that per- 
haps, having yourselves passed a bill to rebate duties for one year 
upon coals other than anthracite—under the whip and spur of 
public necessity, when you flinched like cowards and did what 
you did not want to do—I thought you might perhaps, for the 
sake of consistency, be willing to continue that law in existence 
for one year longer. 

I thought this all the more, Mr. Chairman, because that year 
of rebate of duties upon coals other than anthra-ite had furnished 
to the bituminous coal miners and coal mining corporations of 
this country an object lesson of the fact that with those classes 
of coal upon the free list there was no death and no ** destruction ”’ 






and no *‘ soup houses’? connected with mining coal within the | 


United States of America. I thonght so all the more because 
the proof had been fully brought out before a committee appointed 
by this House that coal had be>n reduce to the American pur- 
chaser directly and immediately in consequence of the passage of 
that act. I thought that even Republicans were willing to reduce 
taxation to the American consumer if they could do it without 
materially hurting any favored class. 

Here are the two bills I introduced. They meet the approbation 
of the Democrats in this House, and were introduced not without 
consultation with such of them as I could conveniently reach. 

A bill to relieve from taxation coal imported from foreign countries. 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act no duty 
shall be levied or collected upon coal of any form or description imported 
into the United States from foreign countries. 


A bill to provide rebate of duties on coal. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to make full rebate of duties imposed by law on all 
coal now dutiable of every form and description imported into the United 
States from foreign countries for the period of one year from and after the 
passage of this act. 

Now, in that connection, Mr. Chairman, I have made an asser- 
tion which I wish to prove. I hold in my hand the report of the 
testimony given in an investigation before a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries of this House, that 
committee sitting at Boston, Mass., January 26, 27, and 28, 1903. 
Before I go on I want to say that in spite of the fact that I had in- 
troduced those bills, and that they had been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means, the 15th day of January—the date of the 





Then I can not find, as I understand it, the | 


I will be | 


standing pat’’ and just what things are among the excep- | 


The first of them | 
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expiration of the operation of the rebate law—was permitted to pass 
without any action by the Committee on Ways and Means. I wa): 
| to state further that yesterday the bill to continue the rebate oy). 
year longer was called up in the committee and was voted down })y 
| a strict party vote,every Republican upon the call in committee ,// 
| yeas and nays recording himself as opposed to relieving the Amer- 
| ican consumer from taxation upon coal for a year longer, eyey 
| after a year’s experience had demonstrated the relief of the co) 
sumer and that the coal miners and coal-mining corporations were 
still carrying on a highly profitable business. 
On page 18 of this report, Mr. Chairman, I find the followi: 
| which is brought out by the questions of the gentleman from N 
Jersey [Mr. McDermott]: 
| _Q. The imposition of 67 cents a ton duty upon coal during the month 
May until November way reason of the great demand and small s 
of domestic coal, a negligible quantity; that is, the demand was so 
above the foreign price, plus the cost of bringing it here, that 67 ce 
not make a great deal of difference?—A. It wasa hardship that the cor 
should not have been obliged to pay, anyway. 

Q. Do you think the consumer paid 67 cents?—A. You take a man tha: 
consuming coal; he had to pay that 67 cents and burn it up in the fun 

Q. Iam trying to agree with you that he pays 67 cents.—A. I know lx 
because he gives Uncle Sam a check for it. 

By the way, I wish to say that these are all unwilling witnesses, 
If you will observe the course of the examination, you wi!! 
that the truth is corkscrewed out of them; they are not \ 
| teering the truth. 

I read further: 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Has there been any im rted coal since the duty has been taken off’ A 
I think there has been 150,000 tons bought. 

Q. Has there been any reduction in price of imported coal’—A. T! 
run all the way from $4.15 to $7.50 for anthracite. 

Q. Has there been any apparent reduction in price of the imported 
the consumer or jobber?—A. I think there has. I think originally w: 
$5.50, delivered in the harbor here, for what we call admiralty smal] 
| culm, that the American user would not put into—— 

Q. What does that cost now?—A. I think we can buy that in the n 
hood of $4.12 or $4.15, delivered here. 

One dollar and thirty-eight cents reduction on the poor man’s 
ton of coal at a time when New England was threatened \ 
| heing frozen to death! That is the evidence of a cca! 
Boston. 

Q. Has there been any decrease of the price of domestic coal duri 
time?’—A. I think the market has weakened a trifle. 

Q. What do you mean?—A. That coal has brought $7. 
| it is now down to $6.50, no material difference. 

No material difference, says this witness. Seventy-five cents a 
ton to poor people who are all the tims upon the verge of st 
tion, not knowing to-day precisely how much they are g: 
get to-morrow, nor how many hours’ work they are going to 
| seventy-five cents a ton in the opinion of this gentleman is a nx 
trifle! 

Mr. PALMER. What is the date of this examination, p! 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I read itat the beginning. It 
was January 26, 27, and 28, 1903. - 

Mr. PALMER. That was after the strike was over 
months after the coal strike was over. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I don’t remember the ext 
date when the coal strike was ** off.’’ The question was asked 1! 
the reduction did not take place at once, as I will show you 
| moment, and the man says yes. Now, let me come to anot 
witness. And by the way, I will turn to one now dire 
| answering the point made by the gentleman. On page 140 ! 
read: 

By Representative McDERMOTT: 

Q. When you sell Nova Scotia coal— 

Now, mark this, my friend from Pennsylvania— 
is it the custom of the trade to quote prices plus the duty? 

This is the examination of Mr. Edward M. Allen, a coal dealer. 

Q. When you sell Nova Scotia coal is it the custom of the trade | 
prices plus the duty?—A. My pe ple established the precedent of maki! 
price— 

Mark it now— 
alongside in bond. 


Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question right ther 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me first finish this answ 
of the witness: 


It is rather difficult with a number of New Englanders to get that « 
pression thoroughly understood. 

. Just what do you mean by it?—A. I mean we sell the cov) at son 
delivered at Portland. The consignee assumes the duty. Of course, i! 
was to be reshipped to Portland, to go back into Canada, and it is frequ: 
handled in that way—that is, shipped in bond, discharged at Port land 
out paying any duty—and goes right through there; but when it sta) 
this country the duty has to be paid, and the consignee pays that. 

In other words, their custom of trade was to sell the coal “ alon 

| side in bond” without adding the duty and to leave the Ame! 

can purchaser to pay the duty, and nobody who is not a fool s 

pects that he did not add it on when he sold it to the consumer. 
Mr. PAYNE. Isuppose the gentleman is aware of the fact th . 

the average price of coal for the past six months in the United 
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States, with this duty suspended or taken off, has been greater 
than it was for the six months prior to the strike? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am aware of that, and I am 





aware of another thing 

Mr. PAYNE. Wait a moment. Let me ask my question. 
Does not that show that it is not the addition or the subtraction 
of the duty that makes the difference in the price, but demand | 
and supply? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What a skillful word player 
my friend is. Does he suppose that because I say that the duty 
upon coal adds to its price that I mean to say that demand and 
supply from other sources than imported coal are not also factors 
in the price? Ido not mean to say any such thing; but what I 
do mean to say is that although the condition of demand and 
supply has been such as to make the price of coal higher than it 
was in the period of industrial peace prior to the strike, in the 
equal period of time selected by the gentleman, that it would | 
have been approximately sixty-odd cents per ton still higher if 
that duty had not been taken off. Now, listen to another man | 
under oath. 

Mr. PAYNE. Wait a moment. I heve not the exact date in | 
my mind, but I think the time has already expired in which that 

| 


duty was taken off. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; on January 15, five days | 
ago, and I suppose that just as soon 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the price of coal jumped up 67 cents a ton | 
on account of that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This was anthracite coal that | 
he was talking about, and that has not jumped up because it is 
still on the free list. 

Mr. PAYNE. Any kind of coal. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The other duty was about 40 
cents. 
Mr. PAYNE. You see your argument does not bear the state- 

ment of facts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississirpi. Well, but the argument will 
bear the statement of facts. Five days is notlong. Wait and 
see. Power to charge will be followed by charging, either 
before or after the election. They may possibly keep down the 
price until after the election, so that yon, their political friend, 
“an keep in the saddle and thereby make their seat firmer and 
more permanent. If the gentleman will listen until I finish this 
question and answer, he will see that my statement is borne out 
by sworn testimony. Then I will finish answering his question 
about that. 

Q. The purchaser?—A. The purchaser. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 
Q. Where it remains in bond?—A. Where it remains in bond. 
Then a question by Mr. McDERMoTT: 


Q. What was the price before the duty was removed?—A. I have just 
quoted the price; before the duty was removed. 

Q. Just give me the figures again.—A. I said it sold in normal times in the 
neighborhood of $8 a ton alongside in bond. 


Note—‘‘ in normal times.”’ 

Remember this term, ‘‘ alongside in bond,’’ meant without the 
duty being paid by the foreign seller. To goon: ‘‘ Up to the pres- 
ent time of $5.50 and $6 alongside,”’ being a part of witness's reply. 

Q. The duty was 67 cents. The price on the last day that the duty was 
imposed on coal was then 67 cents higher a ton than it was the day following 
when the duty was offf—A. Anything that was in transit; yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, if a citizen of Boston desired to use Nova Scotia coal, 
he paid 67 cents more a ton on the day before the duty was removed than he 








would be called upon to pay the day after the duty was removed!—A. Yes, | 


éir. 

That answers your question. It is ‘‘ as wide as a church door”’ 
and ‘‘as deep as a well.’ 

Mr. PAYNE. That bears no relation to the market price of 
coal in the United States. And that man seems to be stating his 
theory, just as the gentleman from Mississippi or any other man 
might be stating his. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No theory at all. Does not 
he state that he is a coal dealer? He states a fact under oath. 


Mr. PAYNE. Theactual price of coal in the United States did | 


not decrease 67 cents the next day in the general market, and 
everybody knows that. 


Mr. WiLLIAMS of Mississippi. Of course not everywhere | 


throughout the United States the very next day. There had to 
be time for the coal to get out from the port of Newport; but it 
did at Boston. I can not allow the gentleman to make a speech 


in my time. I yielded for a question. NowI beg the gentle- | 


man’s pardon. This man is not stating atheory. He isa coal 
dealer, and he is asked a question as to the price at which he sold 
coal in Boston the day before the duty was removed and the day 
after the duty was removed. 


Mr. PAYNE. In what part of it does he say he was giving the 
wholesale price? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, the part of it that does 
it, viz, where he says he was the agent of foreign coal companies, 
importing coal into the United States, I have told it already, 
and if the gentleman will read the Recorp to-morrow, if he has 
not listened to me, he will find it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I heard what you read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then you heard that this man 
is not stating a theory. He said he was a coal dealer, selling the 
coal less the duty cheaper the very next day after its removal, and 
he tells you why. It was the custom of the business to sell to the 
American purchaser without counting the duty “alongside in 
bond,’’ and when the American purchaser went to get his coal 
he had to pay the duty. That is not a theory but a fact, and 
coming from a man who was selling the coal. That is not all. 
Here is some more of this: And I will put more into the Recorp 
after I am through with what I am reading. Here is another 
witness; let us see who he is. Edwin Hamlin. Now mark this: 

2 You are importing right along coal from England? 

. Yes, sir. 
Q. What effect has the recent legislation had upon the price? 
A. We reduced our price, I think, last week, on account of that, on the 


foreign coal. There is practically no American domestic coal in this market. 
It is practically ont of the market, our domestic bituminous coal. 


Mark the unwillingness of the witness: ‘‘I think,’’ forsooth. 
The other I read you was about anthracite. Now this is about 


| bituminous coal: 


Q. And there has been no reduction in price on the bituminous already, 
has there? 

A. Yes. 

Evidently that was not the way they wanted him to answer. 
He said: 

They call for bituminous coal and we sell it as bituminous, whether do- 
mestic or foreign. 

Q. The reduction has been horizontal)—A. But it takes effect on the 
foreign coal because there is very little American coal in this market 

Q. (By Mr. McDermott.) The consumer has received the benefit of the 
removal of the tariff?—A. Yes, sir; absolutely. 

Q. (By the CHAIRMAN.) What was the reduction?—A. One dollar a ton. 
That was not wholly on account of the tariff; that was on account of the 
easing off of freights in addition to the tariff. They eased off out that 
time 

Now mark the mathematics of it: 

Q. How much?—A. You can get freights from Norfolk and Newport News 
at 31.60. They were $2and along there. And that, with the removal of the 
duty, makes up what we consider the difference in the cost—of the dollar. 

Now, if the course of trade had been perfectly just it would 
have made up $1.07 reduction, but the coal dealers stole 7 cents 
on the way, because they naturally did not want to reduce any 
more than they were forced, and other factors in the state of the 
market enabled them to stop short of the full reduction. 

Mr. PAYNE. IfIlremember correctly, there was a syndicate of 
some kind formed in Boston about that time for the purpose of 
selling coal to poor people at cost. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This man is not a syndicate. 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘I would like to know whether this man came in 
competition with that syndicate or not? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no; the gentleman can 
not get out of it in that way. The syndicate bought at whole- 
sale from importers and dealers, like this man, and retailed to the 
poor, and their object was to give the poor, the full benefit of the 
reduction and to force retailerstodoso. Iam informed that they 
succeeded measurably weil. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. : 

Mr. LACEY. That is this: On the general subject of prices 
being paid by the tariff. in the condition of all of our people having 
suspended work, whether those conditions were such as one could 
form a clear idea in regard to taking the duty off coal, as was 
proposed? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What? 

Mr. LACEY. Atthat time our men were producing no coal. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well. 

Mr. LACEY. And therefore we had no domestic competition, 
and in buying foreign coal the price would go up on account of 
the tariff. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well. 

Mr. LACEY. But if at the same time we were producing coal 
the tariff would cut very little figure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would it not? Let me s 
Suppose I was then importing Nova Scotian or Welsh coal and 
the gentleman from Iowa were selling domestic coal in the same 






| market, and he sent hiscoal to Boston and I imported mine thither, 


Mr. PAYNE. . What part of the question indicates he was giv- | 
ing the retail price of the coal he was selling? 
r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He was not giving the retail 
price; he was giving his wholesale price. 


will he tell me that when I could goin the market and sell my 


| coal 40 cents or 67 cents cheaper, that he would not have to do 


one of two things, either quit business or meet my price? Why, 
of course. 


Be abit Naas aS tT I eee 
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Now, my friends, I arose, as I stated, simply in the amiable 
role of a ‘‘ chiel”’ asking questions. I want to ask you this: If 
you are “‘ standing pat’’ on everything, why did you not stand 
pat on that? [Applause on Democratic side.] Why did you not 
go on and give us at least another year of the rebate? Was it 
because you were afraid that you would hurt the feelings of the 
coal barons of the United States, because, although they had not 
been crippled, although they had not been destroyed, they had 
been deprived, the anthracite men, to the extent of 67 cents and 
the bituminous men to the extent of the duty, of some of their 
power to extort an unfair and an unduly high price from the 
American consumer? Were you afraid that, their feelings being 
hurt, they would not contribute to the approaching campaign 
fund? Did they ratherintimate that they would not rustle at the 
election unless you showed a nestling disposition before the 
election? 

Now, my friends, what are you ‘“‘standing pat’’ on? To what 
extent are you ‘‘standing pat?’’ You are “ standing pat’’ upon 
the revision of the tariff until after the election, you tell me, and, 
by the way, while we are talking about “‘ standing pat,’’ I saw the 
other day that the ‘‘ Great lAm’”’ of the Republican party made a 
speech in which he said, ‘‘ Fellow-citizens, we hold the ace.”’ 
Now, I had a private and confidential conversation with a gen- 
tleman connected with the Clerk’s office of the House this morn- 
ing who has had official reasons to advise himself concerning the 
phraseology of cards, and he tells me he does not know of a single 
game of cards in the world where the ace wins. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. PALMER. 


pat’ on? 


Do you want to know what we are “standing 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. Ona straight flush. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh! you are; well, of course 
I do not know what a straight flush is, but beforeI get through, 
in a minute, if I have time, I am going to prove that whether you 
have gota“ straight’’ or not—and things do not look very straight 
in the Post-Office Department, nor in the Public Lands Bureau, 
nor about some of our Indian affairs—whether you have a 
“straight’’ or not, or whether your ‘‘flush”’ is a ‘‘bobtail’’ or not, 
things are not quite as ‘‘fiush’’ as you think they are, or as you 
would have the country believe. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.} Your talk about dinner pails and prosperity and such 
things is not quite as loud and ubiquitous as it was a while back. 

Now, to proceed with my questions—and they are amiable ques- 
tious and very good-natured questions; they are intended to sat- 
isfy my own lack of information—you say you are ** standing pat’”’ 
on the tariff. The President saysso, because he omits all question 
of the tariff in this lugubrious and long-winded and singular docu- 
ment, the message of the President the last time. He says you 
are standing pat pretty well upon that subject, and upon recipro- 
city because, to the best of my recollection, he does not say one 
word about tariff revision or reciprocity in that connection. Now, 
gentlemen, I want to read you a few lines, or perhaps I had better 
insert it in the Recorp, from the Washington Post of December 
14, quoted from the Providence Journal, avery great paper of this 
country, which is headed ‘‘A Hushed Adiministration.’’ Read it, 
all of you. Italics aremine. Here it is: 

[From the Providence Journal.] 
THE HUSHED ADMINISTRATION—SIGNIFICANT SILENCE ON THE QUESTIONS 
OF TARIFY AND CURRENCY REFORM. 

Suieee and even noisy as the Administration is on such subjects as the 
upbuilding of the Navy, the supervision of corporations, and the construction 
of an interoceanic canal, something or somebody has completely silenced it on 
those still unsettled and important questions of domestic policy—the tariff 
and the currency. We may say silenced, because the only alternative ex- 
planation would be that it either is unaware of the existence of these ques- 
tions or has no views upon them, which a decent respect for our titular rulers 
compels us to consider inconceivable. 

Indeed, if Senator HANNA, representing the overprotected manufacturers, 
who must not be made too restless for the frying pan, and Senator ALDRICH, 
as chairman of the Senate Finance Committee, with other duties annexed, 
both acutely mindful of the approach of a national election—if these influ- 
ential party leaders had gone to the President and specifically ordered him to 
hush up all tariff and currency questions, the result would have been so pre- 
cisely like what we now see that it is only with extreme difficulty that one 
can avoid thinking that that was just what happened. 

‘“S-s-sh!"? these eminent Senators and their associates in party leadership 
may be conceived as saying in the inner political council chambers of late, 
whenever the project of doing something with either the tariff or the cur- 
rency or both has been mentioned tothem. And hushed the Administration 
has certainly been. “An election is close at hand; our party is not united on 
either of these questions; let us do nothing to stir up trouble and expose our 
weakness,’ we may easily imagine themsaying. And if this advice wasgiven 
and the Administration had obediently accepted it, we should have had just 
such annual communications to Congress, and through Congress to the coun- 
try, as this week we have had. 

The last of them, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, was placed 
before the House yesterday, and it contains absolutely no discussion or rec- 
ommendation regarding the tariff and only the briefest and lightest passing 
suggestion that the currency is not perfect. Remembering that the Secre- 
tary has a good er of at least one of these subjects and pronounced 
views thereupon, which he has been free to express publicly all through the 
past year, the reader of his report can fairly hear somebody's “ S-s-sh! " whis- 
pering through its slumberous pease. 

Mr. Shaw sees a surplus of only $14,000,000 for the current year, and for next 
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year his figures lead him to predict a deficit of $23,000,000. He must know that 
a continued insufficioncy of revenue will make possible a return of the peril 
from the silver element in the monetary system; yet he has not a word tosay 
of the need of any consideration of revenue problems. He recognizes that 
“our currency system is nonelastic” and that “this defect should be reme- 
died.” But when and how? He gives not a hint, even, on these points, con- 
fining himself to the superfluous warning that we want no money that is not 
sound. This silence is the more notabie because from the times of Chase 
McCulloch, and Sherman, to those of Manning, Fairchild, and Gage, the re- 
ports of the Secretaries of the Treasury form an unbroken series of state 
papers on finance, comprehensive in treatment, often extremely able in con- 
struction, and earnestly and honestly intended to direct public thought and 
guide Congressional action in the paths of sound economics. ; 

That leadership in finance which has hitherto been proudly assumed by 
administrations of each party in the conscientious, courageous, end inde- 
—— discharge of public duty has been completely abandoned by the 
Roosevelt Administration. It is hushed into silence on the two most vital 
questions of domestic concern: and as this silence is apparently just what 
is desired by the most powerful leaders of the upper branch of Conzress 
one must stop thinking about the novel situation altogether to be saved 
from reaching the unwelcome conclusion that the Administration has abd 
cated leadership in this respect in favor of that ‘“‘overshadowing Sens 
which has now come, through tho facile submission of the President ana 
Secretary of the Treasury, to usurp some of the most important functions of 
even the Executive Department. 


So the President says by his silence, ‘‘ We are standing pat on 
these two great questions.’’ 

There is another man, a very distinguished gentleman from the 
State of my friend, Mr. Lacey, from Iowa, who, on December 11, 
is quoted as maintaining his views: ‘‘ Governor Cummins repeats 
demand for reciprocity, for tariff revision also—Address to the 
executive board at Boston, Mass., association banquet.’’ Such is 
the heading of the editorial in the Washington Post, December 11. 
Let me read it: 


il- 





GOVERNOR CUMMINS’S ADDRESS. 


Charles 8. Hamlin was then called upon to read the address of Governor 
Cummins. The governor’s address follows: 

“It goes without saying that we ought to, if we can, secure treaties that 
will hurt nobody, but to allow an interest that puts a million dollars of 
goods annually into our markets to stand in the way of a series of interests 
getting ten millions of dollars of goods into a foreign market, is turning the 
doctrine of protection from a beneficent policy, which bestows its largess 
upon the country as a unit, into an instrument of avarice and selfishness. It 
must not be understood that I am for any trade arrangement that would 
strike down any industry whose existence is necessary to make us independ- 
ent of other nations in so far as our natural resources can make us inde- 
pendent. Here again the principles which I invoke sway the situation—the 
good of the people. 

“The reciprocity which I advocate is the reciprocity for which, I believe, 
Blaine expended his maturest wisdom, and which he illuminated with the 
best thought of his ripest years. It is the reciprocity which McKinley saw 
as he uttered his last word to the American people. It isthe only reciprocity 
which will aid our producers in their strugg!e for the trade of the world, and 
if we are not ready to stand for it, and fight for it, we ought to consign the 
word and the thought to the oblivion of outgrown heresies. 

“It has often been said that our manufacturers sell theirjproduct abroad 
cheaper than they sell it at home, and some prejudice has arisen upon this 


| phase of the problem. I do not intend toinquire whether the charce be true 


or false, for to me itis a matter of utter indifference whether they sell at 
rices in foreign markets than they sell in their home mar- 
kets, provided always that our tariff laws do not permit them to sell at hom 
Sor more than a fair American price without meeting with the competition of 
other lands. Our tariff schedules should be so adjusted that our producers 
can pay American compensation for the work of production, reward the 
capital invested with a fair American profit, and then the American buyer 
or consumer will never pay more than he ought to pay; for the foreign com- 
petitor can enter whenever the prices rise above this point. 

**In my opinion some of the schedules of the law of 1897 are too high, and 
during the period of overwhelming demand, which we have witnessed in the 
last three or four years, our home producers have been able to exact more 
rice for what they have sold. I recognize the difficulties of pre 
paring tariff schedules so that they will answer with accuracy the abstract 
test,and we may not look for absolute perfection, yet the disparity is so great 
in some things that I have believed, and still believe, that, without regard to 
reciprocal treaties, there should and must be a revision of these schedules. 

“THE HABIT OF SHIVERING.” 


“T deprecate the habit of shivering into which we are in danger of falling 
Why should the business interests of the United States be taught to tremble 
whenever it is proposed to modify trade regulations along the lines of greater 
home production? I refuse to believe that our industrial and commercial 
structure rests upon a foundation so insecure. I refuse to believe that there 
isso utterly a want of confidence in the wisdom of Congress that a proposi- 
tion to amend our schedules or negotiate a trade treaty would terrify our 
producers ; but if we must either stand still or have a spasm, I still say, move 
on. 

“As I recall it, the negotiations of the McKinley treaty did not paralyze 
business orarrest enterprise. As Iremember the meetingsof the Joint High 
Commission did not disturb the serenity of the public mind, and I do not see 
that the treaty with Cuba, about to be consummated, has any serious effect 
upon the stability of industrial affairs. May we not hope, therefore, that 
we can go quietly on doing the best we can to get better terms in foreign 
markets and avert threatened retaliations without a quiver of apprehension 
or a shadow of distrust? 

“Let me ‘test the sincerity of those who profess fear that a movement 
toward reciprocity would dismay, dishearten, and frighten the business men 
of the country. Itake Canadaasan illustration. Suppose we could to-night 
add Canada, from ocean to ocean and from her southern line to the North 
Pole, to the territory of the United States, so that when some courageous 
American explorer plants the banner of the Republic upon the axis of the 
world, and its beautiful folds fill the air of the north, it will proclaim the 
eternal sovereignty of the United States. How many are there here or else- 
where who would not hail the mighty event as the proudest victory achieved 
since the old flag was run up over the ramparts of Yorktown! ; 

‘*How many are there here or elsewhere who would look upon the accession 
of power and of population, of land and lake and sea, as a misfortune to our 
country or a blow inflicted upon our prosperity? I go further and « liminate 
national pride. How many banks would fail on that account? How many 
factories would close because the Stars and Stripes were flying over this vast 
domain? What acre would be worth less? hat man would be without 
work or receive less compensation? And yet were it so done, there would be 
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free trade from the Gulf of Mexico to the Arctic Ocean. Mark you, I am not 
dreaming of annexation, nor am I advocating free trade with Canada, for 
the former is more remote than ever before, and the latter is wholly imprac- 
ticable. I bave used the figure only to show that we can safely draw nearer 
to our neighbor and safely enter upon the negotiation of a reciprocal treaty.” 

Now. my friends, a liitle bit later on, on January 15, or a month 
later, we meet another thing. Iam trying to find out, you know, 
on what and how far you are “ standing pat.’’ Some of you say 
you are standing pat on no revision of the tariff ‘‘ until after the 
election,’’ andsome say no revision of the tariff at all; and someof 
you, Governor Cummins, for example, say you are not ‘‘ standing 
pat’? even that far. You are a little bit shaky on your political 
legs. This one of January 15 is headed, ‘‘ New turn to the Iowa 
idea.”’ ‘*Governor Cummins’’—listen to this—‘‘ for free trade 
with Canada.”’’ Thinkof that! I introduced a poor innocent biil 
here, or a resolution rather, merely asking the President to recon- 


vene, if possible, the Joint High Commission, so that by negotia- 


tion between the two countries we might be able to arrive at an | 


amicable trade relationship, and Governor Cummins comes out 


and wants ‘free trade with Canada”’ in natural products, as he | 


explains lateron. Listen to this: 


NEW TURN TO IOWA IDEA—GOVERNOR CUMMINS FOR FREE TRADE WITH 
CANADA—OPPOSES THE STAND-PAT POLICY—URGES FARMERS, IN HIS 
SECOND INAUGURAL ADDRESS, TO RAISE THE FLAG OF RECIPROCITY— 
FARMERS’ PRINCIPAL DESIRE IS TO FEED AS MANY PEOPLE AS POSSI- 
BLE—PARTY CONTEST LIKELY IN IOWA, 

[Special to the Washington Post.] 

Des Mornes, Iowa, January 24, 1904.—Governor Cummins gave the “ Iowa 
idea’ a new turn to-day, and it now stands for free trade with Canada in the 
agricultural products and for reciprocity with all the world. In his second 
inaugural address, which wasdelivered this afternoon, he told the farmers 
of Iowa that they would be the gainers by the admission of the agricultural 
products of Canada into this country, for by so doing he declared a treaty 
could be entered into which for years to come would “ make us practically 
masters of the imports into that dominion.” 


IN FAVOR OF PROGRESS. 


The governor took occasion to class himself emphatically with those who 
favor progression, and said he expected that what we will have to-morrow 
will be better than what we have to-day. He urged the farmers of Iowa, 
who, he said, have ever been loyal to the principles of protection, to raise in 
the political heavens the flag of reciprocity, and let the nation know that the 
people of this State reiterate the demand for reciprocity, which was made 
clear in the Iowa p!atform of last year. 

*T have never been a disciple of the doctrine expressed in a phrase that has 
now Sones famous: ‘Let well enough alone,’ declared the governor. 
“Abstract 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








977 


odd millions of dollars of agricultural products as a basis from 
which we are to be flooded. Why, do you knowif you take the 
whole fifty-five millions as a basis, it is not the value of Mississippi's 
cotton crop last year, and yet he wants us to believe that we are to 
be ruined, ‘*soup housed.’’ I dare say, however, that the same 
man if he were faced by a treaty proposition to-morrow, whereby 
Great Britain and Canada both cons:nted that Manitoba and 
Alberta and the Hudson Bay country and the Red River country 
up there should be peaceably annexed to the United States by the 
payment to Great Britain of twenty or fifty millions of dollars, 
would take them with all the products they could send. 

Our sons are going there; their sons are coming here, and we 
absolutely stand here and forbid our children there and their 
children here to trade across the line,and men, a distinguished 
statesman among them, try with a bugaboo like that, with a 
threat of $55,000,000 of farm produce, to make the American 
people, who have already come into competition with Minne- 
sota and Michigan and South Dakota, North Dakota, and the 
great western country shiver in their boots! The Senator says 
nothing about the millions of our agricultural produce going 
yearly to Canada. My friends, I have heard you here on your 
feet talking time and time again vaingloriously about ‘* expan- 
sion,’’ and when it is real and true expansion of homogeneous 
populations and contiguous territories I agree with you that our 
country is benefited by it and that her history in connection with 
it is thrilling and glorious. The hand that signed the treaty with 
Napoleon the Great, giving to the United States everything west 
of the Mississippi River except the Spanish and British north- 
western possessions, is an immortal hand for many reasons, but 


| it would have been an immortal hand if it had never done any- 


viewed, the maxim is beyond criticism, but its fatal weakness | 


lies in the fact that there never was nor will be a day in which it was or will | 


be well enough with any community, with any State, or with any nation. 
When any society ceases to grow better, it has begun to grow worse. There 
is no such thing as rest in the economy of the universe, and no such thing as 
‘stand pat’ in the order of the living world. 


FARMERS NEED MARKETS, 


“It is obvious that the farmer's principal desire and paramount interest 
is to feed as many = le as possible. They seil breadstuffs and meats in 
their various forms both at. home and abroad and, therefore, they ought to 


be in favor of a policy which will maintain and multiply their markets in | 


their own country and protectand increase their markets in other countries 
Let us not be content with mere abstractions. It has been possible to make, 
and in my judgment it is still possible to make, a — with Canada which 
would for years to come make us practically masters of the imports into that 
dominion. In the last ten 
one hundred millions of dollars in the establishment of plants in Canada, 
which would have been kept at home, with all the labor which that implies, if 
there had been a fair and permament relation existing between the two 
countries.” 

The inaugural address of Governor Cummins provoked considerable com- 
ment among politicians to-night. Everyone conceded it to bea strong doc- 
ument, but it was taken by the “stand patters”’ as being aimed directly at 
them, and as indicating there would be no compromise on the part of the 
rovernor and his friends in regard to the selection of delegates to the Repub- 
ican national convention. 

“In favor of progress!” 
still party!” ‘Farmers need a market.” 
Republican caring what farmers need? 
paign fund. They are good in times of yeaee only to pay taxes on axes, hoes, 
shovels, plows, mowers, harvesters, barbed wire, wire nails, and cotton gins. 


Now, my friends, this began to touch, this began to hurt, and 
this began to make the men who believe in the stand-pat theory 
all around, flinch very considerably; and so the next day in the 
Washington Post. on January 16, there is an interview with Sena- 
tor GALLINGER, a stand-pat-all-around-and-forever Republican, 
headed, ‘‘ No free trade with Canada—Senator GALLINGER thinks 
Governor Cummins’s suggestion is absurd.”’ 


Whoever heard of a modern-day 


That language of Senator GALLINGER is almost beyond the limits | vh} \ ; 
| tion, and like all taxation a necessary evil after all. I have stated 


of parliamentary debate. [Laughter.] 
The Senator says: 


The admission of agricultural products would be disastrous to the farming 
community ail along the border. 


And when I read his article, he says with a ‘‘My Heavens’ 
understood, I suppose : 

Our imports from Canada in the present year will reach about fifty-five 
millions. 

Fifty-five millions! And Governor Cummins’s idea is absurd, 
because it would flood the markets of the United States with what 
er millions of Canadian products now imported might por- 

end ! 

Why, my friends, not all of these imports are agricultural. 
About three-fifths of them probably were. Make it about thirty- 
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ears American manufacturers have expended | 


Farmers can’t contribute toa cam- | 





thing else. Yet in that day there stood up narrow men upon 

this floor and said, ‘‘Oh, my heavens, the industries of the East 

will be swamped!’’ ‘Oye men of little faith’’ and of little in- 

ary courage, and of little confidence in American labor and 
rains! 

Mr. WATSON. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON. I ask for information as to the gentleman’s 
attitude: I do not ask it at all in a controversial spirit. Does the 
gentleman believe in reciprocity with Canada or in absolute free 
trade between the United States and Canada? I would like to 
have the gentleman define his position in that particular. : 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My private position? My po- 


| sition as related to practical politics, or my private academic posi- 


tion asa student of abstract political science? [Laughter.] Seri- 
ously, lam glad the gentleman has asked aquestion. As a practi- 
cal man, as a practical legislator, standing upon this floor for 
the purpose of doing practical things, which under the decisions of 
the Supreme Court can be done, not I nor anybody else is a free 
trader or could be. 

If the gentleman wants to know my opinion as a student of 
political economy about the abstract question of free trade, I 
think that the nearer the nations of the earth can come to leaving 
their commerce totally untrammeled the happier and the better 
and the more prosperous the entire world will be. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] But I know what you want. You want 


| to raise up amongst a lot of people the bogy man of ** free trade.”’ 





| having to drop his booty. 
What language from a member of the “stand- 


What a terror it is to a highwayman to be faced with the fear of 
You know, and Lask youif you do 
not know, that under the decision of the Supreme Court setting 
aside the income tax,no party in this country could get along 
without a very high rate of import duties, even if it wanted to 
cut them down. 

Mr. WATSON. Well, I imagine not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I imagine not. 

Mr. WATSON. And I am very glad to hear the gentleman 
say that. and I wanted then later to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will first tell you just the 
limits to which we can get along without import duty, just the 
line of demarcation beyond which those duties are robbery and 
within which they are legitimate taxation, because they are taxa- 


it once before upon the floor of this House during the extra ses- 


| sion or at the beginning of this, I have forgotten just when, but 


I will repeat the phrase again: You have aright to levy import 
taxation or any other sort of taxation upon the citizen, you have 
a right to burden him-—it is a burden—you have a right to weigh 


| him down—it is a weighing down—just to the extent of the ne- 


cessities of a government carried on economically, constitutional- 
ly, and effectively, and above that you have no right to do it. 
[Applause en the Democratic side. ] 

Above that, you not only have no governmental right, but it 
ceases to be moral; it becomes robbery, a crime under the thin 
cloak of law. The moment that the Government takes one dollar 
out of my pocket that is not needed for public purposes, that 
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Government has taken advantage of its power, as a highwayman 


does,-to hold me up and rob me. 
side. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my friend, 
on that point, if that brings him back to the old idea of a tariff 
for revenue only, as advocated originally by his party? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; it does not bring your 
friend back. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. WATSON. Ordoesit bring him to the proposition that he 
is in favor of a protective tariff that will be equal to the difference 
in wages in this country and in Europe? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I see; I can answer that 
very easily. 

Mr. WATSON. All right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Any tariff that will provide 
for the necessities of this Government is more than equal to a 
tariff that must equal, even transcend, the difference of wages in 
the United States and abroad. This is especially true when you 
consider that the whole world’s pauper labor, except Chinese, is 
itself admitted to the United States free. That is the answer to 
that. and I am in favor of a tariff that will answer the necessities 
of this Government. Those two statements are my answer to 
that question. But let me goon. Now, are you going to stand 
pat on the tariff? If so, how many of you here and in the country, 
and how long? Some of you say you are going to stand pat until 
after the election, and when I ask you why, you tell me “so that 
the tariff can be revised by its friends.” 

My friends, if you want the tariff “ revised by its friends,” 
and you want to be dead certain that itis ‘“‘ revised by its friends,” 
you had better begim to operate and revise it right now, because, 
although you may win the next election, and although we know 
as sensible men that we are going to have awfully hard up-hill 
work in turning you down, if we turn you down at all, you can 
depend upon it that you have more power now and an extortion- 
ate tariff has more friends right now in this Hall and in the other 
wing of this Capitol than it will have after the next election. 

If the friends of this sort of tariff want to deal with this ques- 
tion—if they want to see that this robber ‘‘ child’ is duly nursed 
and clothed and kept warm, and if they are afraid of us and 
afraid that it may havea less number of friends hereafter, let 
them go to work now; there are plenty of you to go to work. 

Why are you afraid to tell us and the country what you want 
to do? Why are you afraid to tell the American people how and 
on what principle you want to revise the tariff? Why are you 
afraid to tell them in what direction you would revise it? Why 
are you afraid to tell them to what extent you would revise it? 
Why do you not explain the phrase ‘‘stand pat?’ ‘Stand pat’’ 
how long? And how far—up to the limit or beyond the limit or 
where? [Laughter.] What in the world is the reason that the 
tariff can not be ‘‘ revised by its friends’’ now? Is there a single 
one of you over there that is not its friend? 

Have you a Senator in the majority that is not its friend? Are 
you afraid that the President of the United States is not its friend? 
Are you willing to go before the American people and say that 
you have “ stood pat’ upon every bit of the tariff except for one 
poor little year longer of the rebate on bituminous coal—bitumi- 
nous coal that the poor seamstress, the poor workingman, the 
poor sweat-house people, that everybody in the country who is 
down to the point of threatened submergence, or below it, needs 
and must have; bituminous coal, which is a necessary of life 
throughout a great part of the country? 

And yet you tell us you “stand pat.”” When you get to this 
articular thing, which does not need legislation to change the 
aw and where all you have to do is to sit quiet and let a benefi- 

cent act of congress—proved beneficent by a year’s experience— 
expire by limitation, leaving the country to find it ont—you have 
such infinite confidence in the fact that “‘the people are fools” 
that you think they will not find it ont—there you do not *‘ stand 
pat.”” What else are you going to “‘stand pat” about? Are you 
going to ‘‘ stand pat’’ on Canadian reciprocity—on the failure or 
refusal to reconvene the joint high commission ? 

By the way, I introduced some bills upon that subject. They 
are very innocent bills; but I have not much hope of their getting 
into this House. Well, I will take that back. I have a hope, 

roceeding from the good nature and amiability and personal 
Piendship of my friend the leader upon the majority side. Out 
of pure good nature he may allow the bills to be considered in 
committee; but I understand that from a party standpoint he 
disapproves them. Now, here is one, a bill providing that— 

The duties upon imports now established by law under the act of July 24, 
1897, shall be and hereby are reduced 20 per cent. 

Your own Dingley bill says that you can do this. Your own 
bill admits that a 20 per cent reduction will not do any harm. 
From your own standpoint as high protectionists, as framers of the 
Dingley bill, you have said to the country and to the world, **We 
have put these duties up 20 per cent higher than is necessary, even 


[Applause on the Democratic 





for the purposes of protectionism, even for the purposes of the 
Republican party.” 
ow, how do you say that? 

Mr. PAYNE rose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I am not going back to 
that old disputed matter about what Mr. Dingley in private con- 
versation said. You said it by insefting a clause in the Dingley 
bill itself, giving the President power to enter into reciprocity 
arrangements, reducing duties 20 per cent whenever foreign 
countries will do certain things. Of course you would not have 
done that unless you thought the duty could bear a reduction 
of 20 per cent; and you could not have thought that unless you 
thought the 20 per cent duty higher than necessary for carrying 
out your protective policy. Inthe belly of the Dingley bill stands 
the confession. I have taken you at your own word, or at the 
word of confession of your own bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask him a ques- 
tion now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me finish the reading of 
this bill, because this is a sort of pet of mine. 

Mr. PAYNE. While the gentleman is on that 20 per cent 
business 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me finish the reading of 
the bill, and then I will yield to the gentleman. This bill pro- 
vides that these duties may be reduced 20 per cent—on what? 

On all articles being the growth and product of such countries as do now 
or may hereafter admit the natural products of the United States to their 
markets fres of import duty. 

Now, before explaining the meaning of the bill, I will yield for 
a question to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not get quite back to the 
old Morrison bill, making a horizontal reduction of 20 per cent 
a bill which was the langhingstock of the country a few years 
ago. The gentleman is going in that direction; but he does not 
go quite to the same extent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have forgotten—is Mr. Mor- 
rison dead? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; he is still alive. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, if he is still alive, I wish 
you would ask him about that, because it has nothing to do with 
what I am now discussing. 

Mr. PAYNE. That was the position of the Democratic party 
at that time, and I was curious to know whether my friend from 
Mississippi was getting back to that position. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In the very best natured way 
I will say that the Democratic party learns as it moves. Some 
other people do, too. I remember when here im the House of 
Representatives my friend from New ‘York [Mr. Payner] learned 
in the course of two or three days that he was totally mistaken 
about a bill he had himself reported; and I applaud him for 
learning it, because his last conclusion was right and his first 
conclusion was totally wrong. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side.} I referto the Porto Rican legislation which took place in 
the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. I must correct the gentleman, because in that 
case he thought my last conclusion was wrong. I started out 
here with a certain form of bill to raise revenues for Porto Rico. 
I found that with that bill we could not doit, and so I changed the 
bill; and for that I received a great deal of scoring from the gen 
tleman from Mississippi, although the country finally agreed that 
the later bill was right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, I withdraw the enco- 
mium which I passed on the gentleman. [Laughter. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam sorry that I can not withdraw the remark 
I made about the gentleman. [Laughter. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I got a little confused about 
the sequence of my facts. I thought it “awfully” funny that | 
could from a political standpoint indorse any finality of the gen- 
tleman’s judgment. [Laughter. ] 

Now, my friends, this bill that I have read is simply to reduce 
the duties 20 per cent on products from such countries as my 
admit our natural productions free. What does that mean? Do 
you want Mr. Chamberlain to win in Great Britain? 

A Memeer. I donot. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Nobody does—nobody in 
America does. Of course his success would trammel our trade 
in that direction. 

No Republican wants it done, because even he believes that 
trammeling our exports to Great Britain is bad for us. No 
Democrat wants it done, because he is opposed to trammeling 
trade in either direction any more than is unavoidable. Now 
Chamberlain is going to win, in my opinion, just as surely as there 
isasunoramoon. He is going to win, because if the whole world 
is going protection-mad, Great Britain is going to put up a pre- 
tense of a tariff at any rate, so that under it she can trade and 
barter. And when Great Britain puts up that pretense of a tariff— 
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I do not think she will dare put a tariff on Southern cotton. so I 
am not speaking from a sectional standpoint, because they have 
got to have our raw cotton or starve their Manchester and Shef- 
field and Leeds looms—but she can put a duty upon one-half of 
the American agricultural products that are shipped into Great 
Britain, a very small duty upon food products, so as not to cause 
revolt among her factory operatives, and a higher duty upon 
other things grown on the farm or dug from the mine; and then 
she can put any duty she pleases upon such manufactured prod- 
ucts as we are sending there now—steel rails and agricultural 
implements and wire nails, locomotives, sewing machines, type- 
writers, phonegraphs, automobiles, and various other things. 

My bill, which is approved by the Democracy here, if enacted 
into law would cut the ground out from under Mr. Chamberlain. 
The trade of Great Britain with us is more valuable to her than 
her trade with her colonies. Our trade with herand her colonies 
is more valuable to us than our trade with all the balance of the 
world put together. 

My friends, when Governor Cummins wrote what he wrote in 
these articles I have read, there is not a Republican in this coun- 
try who ought not, if he had been wise and patriotic, even from a 
purely party standpoint, to have risen to his feet and fairly shouted 
**a second Daniel come to judgment.’’ He is the only man among 
you who has had the moral courage to print a word that can save 

you from the wrath tocome; because if Chamberlain does prevail 
in his ideas in Great Britain, and if Great Britain does cut off the 
American farmers and millers’ marketin Great Britain, a market 
to which we ship over half of all our natural products—products 
of the mine and of the farm—then you will awaken a storm 
among the western farmers, compared with which the tempo- 
rary storm of Populism was absolutely nothing; with this differ- 
ence, that it will be astorm that will sweep and sweep and sweep 
cease to blow. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
anything? Anticipate it. Take the situation by the horns; take 
the bull by the horns,I mean. A situation has no horns, I be- 
lieve. [Laughter.] Take the bull by the horns and say now by 





| country grant. 
| like it? 
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Now, I shall not dwell upon the facts and figures of this boot and 
shoe and hide question, because they were presented to the House 
most eloquently by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Sut- 
LIVAN] on the day before yesterday. A great majority of the New 
England boot and shoe men, as I understand it, say they are will- 
ing to go upon the free list themselves if hides are put upon the 
free list. That is, they say so now, while they are backing a bill 
to put hides on the free list. I want to test their sincerity, so, 
after consultation on this side, I introduced, on December 15, 
1903, this bill: 

A bill to reduce taxation on American citizens who use hides, leather, boots, 
shoes, saddles, and harness. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the following articles are, from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, freed from all import duties at any port of the United 
States when imported from any country which admits free of duty identical 
articles being the product of the United States of America, to wit: Hides of 
all animals, leather of all sorts, boots, shoes, saddles, and harness. All laws 
and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby 
repealed. 

Now you will note that this is not a bill to put hides, leather, 
boots and shoes out and out on the free list, although, as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.SULLIVAN] has demonstrated, 
a majority of the New England boot and shoe manufacturers have 
expressed a willingness to give up their duty if hides were put on 
the free list. I was afraid to go that far in a Republican House, 
where the very whisper of the word ‘“‘free’’ causes shivering. 
The bill admits these articles only from such countries as admit 
identical articles shipped by us to them free. 

In a minority I do not ask all l want; I ask what it seems to me, 
from your standpoint, you might possibly out of pure love of 
Will you grant it? Will you grant something 
If Texas concedes free hides, will you concede 75 per 


|}cent reduction on boots, shoes, harness, and finished leather? 
until you have been swept out of the way and then alone will it | 


Will you concede 50 percent? Will you do anything for the poor 


| who wear shoes, and who are paying more for an American-made 
How can you defeat Chamberlainism? How can you defeat 


legislation to Great Britain, ‘‘ We will give you twenty per cent | 
preferential ourselves, as long as you continue your present policy | 
of admitting the products of our mines and our farms free to your | 


shores. We acknowledge that you are the largest market we 
have in the world, the largest purchasers both in volume and in 
value, and we are not willing to see our market with you go.”’ 
Let me tell you another thing: Protectionism is a thing that 
grows by feeding on itself. 
bit of a way, and you get one fellow in with a favored industry, 
and he is growing rich at the public expense and by operation of 
law, then another fellow comes along and says to his Representa- 
tive, ‘‘ I am as good a fellow, and my industry is as respectable 


orphan too’—on the list of Government-favored classes.’’ So year 
after year special favoritism by law grows higher and higher, and 
broader and broader—that isits history everywhere—until a period 
of revulsion and reaction comes, and then of course reductions 
begin, and sometimes the period of revulsion and reaction is so 
extreme, because it has been so long postponed, that reduction 
comes by revolution instead of evolution, and works temporary 
harm and destruction. Now why not deal with that bill? That 
is an innocent thing. I introduced it so that a Republican could 
vote for it, I thought. 

Let me say anotherthing. Why, myfriendsup in New England 
are talking about the 15 per cent duty on hides. Some of my 


friends down in the other country whence hides come want to tell | 


shoe than the American manufacturer charges for the same shoe 
when bought by men no poorer in London? 

Will you “stand pat”? against the shoe wearers of America, 
even when the course of trade proves that the shoemakers of 
America are flooding the world with their shoes, regardless of the 
pauper labor of the world? 

““Quousque tandem abutere, Catalina, patientia nostra,’’ by 
**standing pat?’’ But we won’t ask now for all that the courttry 
has a right to have, because we know we can not get that. Why 


| not take hides and putthem on the free list, and reduce the duty of 


Wherever you start it just in a little | 


boots, shoes, and harness and leather only 50 per cent? I will 
wager that you will not even dothat, and yet what an insufficient 
boon that would be. Now I will yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. WATSON. Right on that line, the gentleman has said 


| that he did not believe in putting many things on the free list. 
an industry as that. other one; put me too—‘even me,’ ‘I am an | 
| country that the tariff would amount to more than the difference 


He has also said that in order to raise enough revenue to run this 


in the wages in this country and the old country. Now, I would 


| like to ask the gentleman—and he has been very frank to answer 


as to what he would do if he were in power—would you raise all 
that revenue bya tariffon the noncompetitive products or scatter 
it all along the line and put a part of it on competitive products? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would not only do that, but 


| at the beginning I would necessarily have to leave most of it on 


me that an American, and above all Americans a Southerner, and | 
above all Southerners a Texan, can not skin dead cattle in compe- | 


tition with a Mexican greaser, and that American prosperity de- 
pends upon the skinning of dead cattle! [Laughter.] The truth 


is that when the dead cattle are skinned, what few of them are | 


skinned out there, except the small number that come from the 
local butcher shops, are those that die on the plains. The balance 
of them are skinned in Chicago, or elsewhere, and the hides are sold 
by the trust, which fixes its own price for the beef without much if 
any regard to the hide; but those few that do die and are skinned 
there on the ranch or near the farm in the Southwest are not 
skinned by Americans at all. They are skinned by greasers under 
the pay and supervision of some Americans. Greasers come in 
free. [Laughter. 

Now, these people up in New England are demanding free hides. 
Well, I do not believe much in putting everything upon the free 
list. Ithink itis better to have an all-around tariff, I would not 
put a great many things upon the free list, but I would list very 
nearly everything with a tax so small that it would be simply a 
revenue tax and nothing more—nearly everything except Inxu- 
ries = things the home produce of which was subject to an ex- 
cise 


| and me, you know. 


the competing products; that is to say, more competing products 
than noncompeting products would be on the dutiable list. 

Mr. WATSON endeavored to interrupt. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Waitamoment. IfI wanted 
to take down an old house and build a new one in its place I am 
not fool enough to blow up the old house by dynamite. I would 
begin at the roof, the highest part of the house, to take it out of 
the way. I would begin at the highest and most extortionate 
schedules of the tariff and gradually remove the present false 
structure. Iam not fool enough, either, to get under the old house 
and pull down the pillars and let it fallon me. Common sense 
is an attribute of ordinary citizens, much less statesmen like you 
{ Laughter. ] 

My idea is this. This tariff ought to be revised. Its inequali- 
ties and iniquities ought to be at once swept away, and then, 
gradually, as you can, if I had the power, I would bring about a 
Democratic tariff. It would take some time to do it. Time 
would enter as a factor into the process; necessarily so. Great 
Britain, whose slogan and ultimate aim was free trade—and ours 
is not free trade, and can not be free trade under the decision of the 
Supreme Court—did not reach free trade by sweeping out of exist- 
ence all at once all the industrial conditions that then existed. 
Gradually, little by little, but with an eye always on the end in 
view, she reduced the duties, now on this and now on that, and 
furnished to the country in the case of each reduction an object 
lesson of the beneficent effect of removing taxation from the 
consumer, 
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Mr. WATSCN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
another question here? 

Mr. WiLLIAMS of Mississippi. 
present question. 

Now, I believe in a Democratic ta if, ani as tariff is tava‘tion 
on the ccnsumer, I therefore am in favor of ma‘ing the tariff as 
as nearly as ] ossible equal taxation upon all the consumers; there- 
fore it ought to be a tariff as nearly as possible uvon all things 
consumed, so that allconsumers may be taxed equaily. The very 
gist of D-mocracy, the very nature of Democratic taxation, or 
Democratic any thing else, is equality. 

Mr. WATSON. But the gentleman believes to get at once to his 
ideal of a Democratic tariff would work ruin in this country—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh,no; I don't. Of course, a 
Democratic first tariff bill would not work ruin, because it would 
be directed by common sense, with such considerations of existing 
conditions as were necessary. 

Mr. WATSON (c ontinuing). Or work injury. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have just been telling you 
what the Democratic policy was, and was telling that it was not 
to blow up the house by dynamite nor to pull the house down on 
our heads. 

Mr. WATSON. And that for the present he believed in pro- 

viding a protective tariff ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, I did not. There is a 
protective tariff. All dutieson imports are to some extent smack- 
ing of protectionism. Of course we would have to leave duties 
enough to support theGovernment. Such protectionism as would 
be leit in any possible tariff would be left, not provided, by us. 

Mr. WATSON. And a continuation of protection until he 
could make a Democratic tariff—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, I did not. 

Mr. WATSON. By and by. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It must have been my awk- 
wardness of expression that paren the gentleman from taking 
my meaning, because it could not have been any awkwardness or 
incapability of comprehension on the gentleman’s part. I know 
his ability too well to believe that. 

Mr. WATSON. That is very kind. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I did my very best to express 
the idea, and I will leave it where it is. I would expre-s it more 
clearly if I knew how, but I do not know how. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us goahead. Are you going to “stand 
pat’’ on the currency? I want you to tell me that. Now, there 
seems to be a whole lot of you who want the passage of the Fowler 
bill; there seems to be a whole lot of you who want the passage 
of the Aldrich bill, and some o& you want a 6 per cent tax on bank 
currency for an emergency circulation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am a fellow of a modest mind, and I 
introduced a bill and sent it to the proper committee, the chair- 
man of which is one man that I am looking to more for relief 
than anybody else, and that bill simply says that where the Govern- 
ment puts United States money in banks and lets them use it, to 
make them pay some interest on it. Thatisall. That instead of 
choosing United States Government depositories by a rule that 
nobody understands, a rule within the.sense of equity of the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Comptroller, you should fix by 
law a rule of common sense and under it get interest on such of 
the people’s mon*y as is being used by rich capitalists. 

You all remember that a long time ago old Judge Coke said 
equity was an uncertainty; that it depended upon the length of 
the boot or shoe of the chancellor, because depending on his discre- 
tion in each case was no better. So this principle of selecting 
United States depositories is so uncertain that it might as well 
depend upon the boot of the officer or the shoe of the officer who 
is to select the depository. It is a system of absolute favoritism, 
or at any rate there is nothing in the written law to prevent its 
becoming such a system. 

A system of absolute favoritism. Now, I do not mean to say 
that it is always absolute favoritism in practice, because I am 
free to admit that there has been generally a considerable degree 
of fairness—more than was perhaps ordinarily to be expected; but 
I do mean to say that she power is theirs to select friends and to 
put the money intothe banks of friends without a cent of interest. 

Now, why not let those banks have the money which have first— 
first, mind you—deposited self-sufficing and absolutely self-suffic- 
ing and independent er for the repayment of the principal— 
so that no matter whether the bank continues in business or fails, 
the principal will be certainly repaid to the United States Gov- 
ernment: and then with the different banks bidding upon that 
sort of prerequisite proposition, wi h that sort of security de- 
posited Sofentond. give it to those banks, under certain limita- 
tions of amounts, which bid the highest rate of interest. What 
would be the advantage of that? hy, the advantage would be, 
instead of the money going to the great congested money centers 
to be lent to speculators for booming ‘‘ industrials ’’ or exploiting 
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wind-swollen swindling ‘‘ trusts,”’ or for ‘“bearing’’ and ‘“ bull- 
ing”’ agricultural produce ‘* on ‘change,’ it would go to the parts 
of the country that need money most and could therefore afford 
to pay the highest rate of interest for it. 

I have not a doubt that you could get from 2 to 8 per cent on 
call for every dollar that is lying in the Treasury with banks 
that would deposit as security outside of their capital stock, out- 
side of their credit as banks, ample collateral to secure it oe 
all peradventure of a doubt. Are you going to ‘stand pat”’ 
that, too? Are you going to continue forever to lend the Seceie’s 8 
money to the banks of the country with no rate of interest at all? 
By the way, what is there, Democratic or Republican, in the idea 
that the only banks that can borrow money free from the Govern- 
ment of the United States, if any are to be helped for nothing in 
that way; orif youchange it and make it more just and right and 
charge them interest; what is there Democratic, or Republic an, 
or American, or fair, in restricting the individuals so favored to 
the class of national banks? It would seem that anybody who 
gives equal interest ought to have an equal chance for security or 
foraloan. Are you going to ‘‘stand pat”’ on lending millionaires 
millions without interest? 

Now, my friends, another subject. Are you going to stand pat 
on the trusts? Why, it begins to look like you were. There is 
not anything I can find in the President's message in any way 
about the trusts except he says that ‘ publicity” will cure it all. 
Now I appeal to my friend—a fairer-minded man never existed—j 
appeal to my friend from Connecticut, and other people of that 
sort, do you believe that allowing a corporation to fix up its assets 
and liabilities and make a public statement of them will particu- 
larly hurt a dishonest corporation? 

Will it not, on the contrary, frequently give them the advan- 
tage of seeming to have the fiat of public approval? 

Did you ever know a national bank to fail that had not pub- 
lished shortly before a magnificent statement, and the statement 
had been indorsed and approved by its officers and some bank 
examiner? Publicity is all right—we ought to have it. Light is 
always good; light does more to prevent crime than policemen do 
in all the cities in this country; but to rely upon it solely to pre- 
vent the enormous extortion of these trusts, to prevent what is 
worse than extortion, regular public swindles organized under the 
laws of New Jersey, or some other State, for the purpose of taking 
in the ‘‘unco’ guid,’’ the unwary and.innocent people, the ‘‘lambs,”’ 
publishing immense prospectuses that they have two millions or 
two billions of capital, when they have not thirty thousand dol- 
lars in their vaults, when they have not cash enough to furnish 
operating expenses for a year, as was the case with the * ship- 
ping trust,” are you going to do nothing about that? Are you 
going to “ stand pat’’ on that? 

Now, I have introduced a bill. The billis not perfect, and since 
introducing it I would like to amend it in several particulars; but 
the idea of the bill is this, to punish public swindling and public 
cheats engaged in interstate commerce, for if the immense over- 
capitalization, enabling lying prospectuses, amounts to a swindle 
to the people to whom they sell stock,then it is a swindle upon 
the people generally all over this country. Gentlemen may say 
that it would only protect stockholders, but I tell you this Gov- 
ernment, armed with the power to regulate interstate commerce, 
ought to protect even the stockholders from these miserable 
exploiters of Wall street or elsewhere, who make up these combina- 
tions, who float bonds and securities freely at the expense of the . 
public upon a pw lie. Are you going to ‘‘ stand pat’’ on that? 
Are you going to ‘‘stand pat’’ again against all the recommenda- 
tions of the Interstate Commerce Commission? On December 15, 

1903, I introduced a bill (H. R. 7640) to accomplish an ther 
recommendation of that Commission, and this seems to me 
reasonable enough. Now, I want the country to know whether 
you are going to “stand pat’’ against it or some legislation 
calculated to accomplish the same end. 

Here is the bill: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no person, firm, or corporation, or association of 
individuals, or association of Corporations engaged in interstate commerce 
shall make it a condition of the ale of goods, wares, or merchandise that the 
purchaser shall not sell or deal in the goods, wares, or merchandise of any 
a fe firm, corporation, or association of natural or artificial per- 

-rovided, That this act shall not be construed to prohibit the appoint 
ment of agents or sole a ents for the sale of goods, wares, or merchancise 
(Massachusetts Statutes, June 7,1901). Any violation of the provision of this 
act shall be held to be a contract in restraint of trade among the several States 
under the provisions of section 1 of the act entitled “* An act to protec t trade 
and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies,’ ‘approve d July 
2, 1890; and every person who shall be a party to said contract in violation of 
thisact shall, on conviction thereof, be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall be punished by fine not ex« weeding =. 000, or by imprisonment for a term 
not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the 
court, and shall be subject to such other penalties, forfeitures, and suits in 
equity and actions at law as are prescribed in sections 4, 5, 6, and 7 of an act 

entitled “ An act to protect trade and commerce against ‘unlawful restraints 
and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890. 


The bill is simply to forbid and to penalize afavorite system of 
the trusts of refusing to sell to a person, firm, or corporation, un- 
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less the former will promise and stand bound not to deal in like 
goods sold J anyone other than the trust, or not to sell to cer- 
tain person obnoxious to the trust as competitors of theirs. The 
bill simply forbids trusts to use an industrial bludgeon to kill 
competitors. Are you going to “‘stand pat’’ against this meas- 
ure or som¢thing like it, and thereby ‘‘ stand pat’’ in favor of a 
continuance of the interstate commercial method now pursued 
by the sugar trust, Standard Oil trust, and steel trust? 

This bill, introduced by me after consultation on this side, is 
almost literally a copy of a Massachusetts statute, and therefore 
has a Republican origin. Dare you deny the justice, equity, or 
necessity underlying it? Whata r card to ‘‘stand pat’’ on is 
the evil it strikes at? Hereis another bill, introduced after much 
consultation with colleagues on this side. Let me read it: 


A bill to empower the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix transporta- 
tion rates in certain contingencies. 

Be it enacted, etc., That when, hereafter, the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission shall declare a given rate for transportation of freight or peer ers 
unreasonable, it shall be the duty of the Commission, and it is hereby author- 
ized to perform that duty, to declare at the same time what would be a rea- 
sonable rate in lieu of the rate declared unreasonable. 

Sxc. 2. That whenever, in consequence of the decision of the Interstate 
Commercce Commission, a rate has been established and declared as reason- 
able and litigation shall ensue because of such decision, the rate fixed by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission shall continue as the rate to be charged b 
the transportation company during the pendency of the litigation and unti 
the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be held to be 
error ona final judgment of the questions involved by the United States 
court having proper jurisdiction. 

That is H. R. 6768, introduced December 10, 1903. 

It merely asks that the present absurd condition of things in 
connection with the Interstate Commerce Commission be done 
away with. I refer to this condition: The Interstate Commerce 
Commission has power to declare a given rate, when the question 
concerning what it ought to be is before the Commission, to be 
unreasonable, and to forbid the railroads from collecting that 
rate. Say it is 50 cents; the railroad changes it to 49 cents. The 
Commission declares 49 cents unreasonable, and the railroad 
changes it to 48 cents. Each time the shipper, or a new shipper, 
must lodge a new complaint, and so on, if the railroad chooses, 
ad infinitum. 

There stands that Interstate Commerce Commission, acting 
under a law so puerile and childish that the Commission has the 
power to declare a given rate or charge unreasonable, but is 
without any legal power to declare what rate would, in its stead, 
be reasonable. That is not all; as a consequence of the puerility 
of the law when the Commission declares 50 cents unreasonable, 
let us say, then the railroad can immediately have it reviewed in 
another court; or otherwise, they instigate litigation and motions, 
demurrers, bills, cross-bills, etc., go on and on and on, and in the 
interim the railroad is benefited by being permitted to continue 
charging the rate declared unreasonable; the railroad receives the 
benefit of the doubt of what the final judgment may be, and not 
this tribunal erected by this great Government. The shipper 
must pay in pendente lite to the railroad, paying what the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has denounced as unreasonable. 

We propose upon this side to say this: That whenever the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission pronounces a given rate unreasona- 
ble they shall have then and there the power to fix in its stead a 
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on, Are you going to stand pat upon the Executive investigation 
of the admitted rottenness in the Post-Office Department? Are you 
going to abdicate your functions as a Congress to supervise and 
correct and check and clean the Executive Departments, and see 
that their work is honestly carried on? Now, do not misunder- 


stand me. I shall never be the sewer of any anonymous charges, 
or quasi-anonymous charges, or confidential charges against the 
character and good name of any man. I do not believe that Re- 

ublicans asa class are any more dishonest than Democrats. But 

do believe this, that when a party has been in power as long as 
has been the Republican party, then, unless it is awfully partic- 
ular and careful, and goes beyond expected lines even in punish- 
ing corruption and rottenness in its ranks, the natural judgment 
of mankind will be that its members have been in so long, and 
are so coherent in illegalities that they can not reform them- 
selves. Are you going to leave the question of punishing post- 
office thieves and robbers to their friends as well as the revision of 
the tariff to its friends? [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The other day I was talking to one of my friends over there on 
that side, and he said, ‘‘ John, aren’t you afraidif they get to look- 
ing into that thing too closely they will hit somebody on your own 
side?’’ I said, ‘‘ If they look into it deep enough, and they find a 
man on my side that ought to be hit, I hope they will do it, and 
when they do, I will not wait for you to lead the attack. I will 
lead the charge, and when we have pitched him out of the windows 
of this body, metaphorically, we will have broken every miserable 
political bone he has in his body.’’ [Laughter and applause. } 

Now, gentlemen, I do not charge you with trying to cover up 
this thing, but I do charge you with lack of sufficient ‘‘ energy.” 
You seem to be threatened with premonitory symptoms of investi- 
gation paresis. Why was it otherwise that you voted down the 
other day the resolution introduced by the gentlemen from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hay] to investigate Bristow’s charge that unnamed 
members of Congress had been particeps criminis in fraud and 
bribery; sending it to the Post-Office Committee instead of voting 
it up and having a committee specially appointed by the Chair? 

Mr. Hay’s resolution called for a special committee to be 
appointed by your own Speaker. 

There is not a man in this House on either side of it that does 
not know—and I appeal to those on this side of the House—that if 
the Speaker of this House appointed a committee of that sort it 
would be an honest committee and it would be appointed td get 
at the truth. Are you afraid to get at the truth? [Applause. ] 
It would be appointed for that express purpose. Why, gentle- 
men, if there had been a single corrupt bone in the Speaker's body 
he would have been worth two millions to-day. [Applause. | 
Now, why is it that you did not let your own Speaker appoint a 
special committee to investigate this matter? 

Don’t you know as well as you know your names that, no matter 
how honestly the men at the head of an investigation in the 
Post-Office Department may strive to make that investigation 
full and complete, the whole Department must necessarily be 
honeycombed with personal friendships that restrain men, and 
keep men of good, or perhaps I ought to say soft, hearts from 
pushing and thrusting where they ought to push and thrust: and 


reasonable rate, and this rate shall be operative until on final | don’t you know that it can not do any harm to let this House go 


judgments by proper proceedings in the proper Federal court the 
finding of the Commission shall be overruled. It is not arming 
them with the power to make an omnibus schedule all over the 
country, but wherever, on question raised by complaint or other- 
wise, they declare a given rate to be unreasonable, they shall then 
have the power to state what is a reasonable rate; and further- 
more, that that rate shall be operative until it is set aside by due 
process of law. That is all. I do not think myself that any 
small body of men could arrange, or ought to be empowered to 
arrange, an omnibus schedule for so vast a country with such 
divergent sectional interests as ours. Are you going to stand pat 
against this plainly just demand of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, too? 

My friend, Mr. Apamson, of Georgia, the senior Democratic 
member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
has introduced a bill simply embodying all the recommendations 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. That and nothing else. 
You need not adopt all of them, but some of them surely are 
worthy of adoption; some of them ought to be indorsed. Will 
you ‘stand pat’’ against all of them? 

Now, I see before me a man—the sledge hammer of the Repub- 
lican party, a man of weight in every way, @ man in my opinion 
of justice, Mr. Hepsurn of Iowa, chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and I do not believe that he 
is going to allow his committee to be held back by purely partisan 
considerations, with the idea of *‘ standing pat,’’ without doing 
some of the things that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
recommend, 

Mr. Chairman, I want to see what you are going to “‘ stand pat”’ 


| 


to the very bottom of every bit of it? If there be anything that 
has not been discovered thus far, drag it up by its drowned locks. 

Why, your President tells you that the land business is just as 
rotten as the Post-Office. He tells you so in his message. Why 
not have that specially or otherwise investigated by this House? 
We are charged with legislation. How can we legislate until we 
know how much of the public money is stolen and how much of 
it is honestly expended? [Applause on the Democratic side. } 
Are you going to stand pat on that? 

Pa STEPHENS of Texas. And also the Indian Territory 
affairs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, my friend suggests 
something about the Dawes Commission in the Indian Territory. 
That has been probed to a little extent, but seemingly the sur- 
geons thought it cruel to probe further; but let us probe it all, 
and do not let us probe it from a partisan standpoint. Such is 
my confidence in the Speaker that 1 would be willing to let him 
appoint a committee of five Republicans, provided all the other 
Republicans in the United States let him alone and let him appoint 
them on his own hook and on his own say so. [Applause and 
laughter.] Let us have it. 

Lo and behold, my friends, there is one other thing that I had 
almost forgotten! You are so fond of class legislation that when 
you can not build up particular class interests at the general ex- 
pense in an indirect way by giving them what you call *‘ protec- 
tion,’’ which by the way is not much protection to the balance of 
the people, but a burden to them, then you want to vote money 
directly out of the Treasury to build them up. Thus by bounty 
your Peek-a-Boo has proposed to hothouse the shipbuilding class, 
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Now I want to know what you mean on this shipsubsidy question. 
The country wants to know. Iam “a chiel asking questions;”’ 
that is all. Do youmean merely to tide this thing over until after 
the election, and then bring in something like the Hanna subsidy 
bill, because you are afraid to indorse it before election? Is that 
what you mean? 
merchant marine? Ido. Do you really want to build it up with- 
I do. 

Why, the old Democratic party has blazed a way in the past 
and put upon the statute books the only legislation that ever 
successfully built wp an American merchant marime, and we pro- 
pose to build it up as Jefferson and Madison did, not by burden- 
img the people with taxation, but by relieving the people from 
taxation. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Luckrye] has 
filed, as Iam informed, in this House a mimority report to the 
bill which relegates the entire ship subsidy question to a com- 
mission, in which he recommends that instead of waiting we 
proceed now, and in which he says that the commission fixed by 
the Constitution to deal with this question is a committee in this 
House and a committee in the other House. He says that we 
have enough government by commission, or rather enough of 
nongovernment by commission. The few reports commissions 
have made were laughed at or voted down by the House and the 
Senate. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] will remember 
the commission of 1883. He will remember how they labored 
and how they bronght in after a while a recommendation of a 
bill, and he will remember with what absolute ridicule it met, 
and remember also that afterwards the bill that was passed—the 
tariff bill of 1883—was a bill virtually originated in the Senate and 
indorsed by the House, and not the bill recommended by the com- 
mission. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Luckie], I say, 
has brought in a report citing the ineffectiveness of these commis- 
sions, asking Congress not to abdicate its functions, asking us not 
to wait until ‘‘ after election,”’ but to proceed now to build up the 
American merchant marine, and he has suggested the plan which 
was tried early in the history of the country, and which suc- 
ceeded, namely, the plan of giving to goodsimported in American 
bottoms a reduction upon the import duty. 

How long do you think it would take to build up an American 
merchant marine if each article of goods that was shipped into 
the harbors of New York, Boston, Baltimore, New Orleans, etc., 
and sent in foreign bottoms, had to pay 20 per cent more duty 
than if shipped in an American bottom, if the very fact of its being 
shipped in an American bottom would give an advantage to the 
consignee of 20 per cent reduction of the duty? As to conflicting 
treaties, every one contains thevight expressly reserved on behalf 
of each government to abrogate on due notice, and the act should 
contain the required notice. While that doctrine is democratic 
it is not unrepublican. You will remember that in 1896, when 
you nominated Mr. McKinley, in your platform you then advo- 
cated building up an American merchant marine by “ discrimi- 
nating import duties.”’ 

Ah, but perhaps you meant by “ discrimination of duties” to 
burden the people yet further by taxation ; that is to say, to raise 
the import duties upon goods imported im foreign bottoms 20 
per cent above present rates, instead of doing as we want to do, 
relieving the consumer from taxation and building up a merchant 
marine, at one and the same time, by making the discrimination 
fall on the other side of the line—namely, by reducing import 
duties on goods imported in American bottoms 20 per cent from 
the present rates. 

Now, I donot mean 20 per cent absolutely. I donot know what 
percentage would be right. I named 20 per cent merely because 
that is the limit to which you could go under the Dingley bill. 
Perhaps 10 per cent might be sufficient. The old discriminating 
duty was 10 per cent, and it was found sufficient. We Democrats 
do not, like Senators Hanna and Fryx, recommend an experiment. 
Our plan has been tried, its success never denied, and we are 
ready to try it again. 

Why not,then, go ahead right now before your committee; 
investigate now; have hearings to find out just what percentage 
of tariff reduction would make up the difference between the pay 
of labor employed upon American ships and the pay of labor on 
foreign ships. Send subcommittees to other points, if needful. 
Let us progress! Go forward! Buildup! Don’t let everything, 
even your eternal salvation, wait ‘‘ until after the election.”’ 

I want to say one thing more, Mr. Chairman, in this connec- 
tion. I would not go even so far as I do in favoring legislation 
te build up a special industry but for one fact; our legislation 
here in Congress has been such as to make labor employed on 
American ships necessarily cost more as compared with the labor 
on foreign ships; and therefore, if we could make up for this leg- 
islation by enabling the shipbuilder to get back the amount we 
have virtually taxed him by our laws and our regulation con- 
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cerning American-built ships, and in that way not only benefit 
him but benefit the American people, the general consumers, by 
relieving them somewhat of taxation, I am willing to do it. 

At the same time we would not be doing anything which the 
Dingley bill itself does not concede can be done, even from a 
Republican and protectionist standpoint, and still leave duties 
I am not willing that any special industry shall 
be built up by taxing all the people, but I am willing that it may 
be done by untaxing some orall the people. Do you want to“ stand 
pat,” or do you want to do something else? Oh, my friends on the 
other side, do you know what you are getting to be? Yon are 
getting to be the party of negation and obstruction to progress in 
this country; you are getting to be the party of standstillism; you 
are standing in the way of every reform. You have become, by 
long use and abuse of power, ultra conservative—ultra “ stand 
pat.”’ 

By the way, Governor Cummins says a very good thing. He 
says ‘‘these people talk about letting well enowgh alone, as if 
anything ever was well enough.’’ Who ever heard of anything 
in the political or industrial world being “ well enough?’’ Who 
hopes to see things ‘‘ well enough” until we enter into that 
final state of bliss which all good Democrats expect to enjoy? 
ogy 

Oh, my friends, whenever we ask you to do anything, you 
respond, as my friend, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepzurn}, 
did the other day, by prating about prosperity. 

Why, my friend Caamp CLARK of Missouri, I am informed, 
though he never told me so himself, was making a speech down 
in Missouri one day in a Republican section of that otherwise good 
Democratic State, and he delineated the horrors of war carried on 
against a defenseless people guilty only of first trusting us and 
aiterwards loving their native land and wanting to be free ani 
independent; he delineated the horrors of colonialism, and he 
showed how the very birth principle of the Republic had been 
opposition to colonialism, and how we were now going into 
“the George III business”’ ourselves. He dwelt upon the deso- 
lated fields and the ruined harvests in the Philippines. He said 
that if immediately after the war of the Revolution the French 
had turned around and made war upon ns, and denied that we 
had ever had an alliance with them, about the only difference 
would have been that we had a paper alliance with France, and 
we never had had a paper alliance with the Filipinos, but that we 
did fight side by side with them and shoot side by side with them. 
He went into all the horrors of colonialism and the dangers of 
it as retroactive on our institutions and our morals, discussing it 
as a great moral question; and then he said finally, ‘‘ Fellow-citi- 
zens, can you stand for that?” And you know when CHAMP said 
it, it was heard everywhere; and he said it well. But one fellow 
said, ‘‘ Well, I reckon we kin as long as steers is worth 6 cents 
a _ in Missouri.”” [Laughter. 

hat is just about the moral and mental measure of average 
Republicanism. Why, we used to think that it was so funny we 
never could persuade the ordimary plantation darky that pros- 
perity did not depend entirely upon government, or persuade him 
out of the idea that he would get more money for his cotton pro- 
vided the Republican ticket won, as the carpet baggers told him 
he would; but we never dreafMmed that we had to meet that sort 
of an argument before white people. [Laughter.] 

We never dreamed that any man alive, who would count up 
the sum total of human happiness and human prosperity, and | 
give due credit to ancestry, and give due credit to environment, 
due credit to soil, due credit to climate, due credit to sunshine 
and rain, due credit to frugality, self-control, and perseverance, 
and due credit to the constant foresight of God and His pre- 
science from the beginning when He built it all, would then tel 
us that all the policies of a great government ought to depend 
upon the price of beef in Missouri! [Laughter.] The price of 
beef! A thing that we are exporting every day; that we are 
selling abroad, dressed and raw and on foot, and im every other 
form; that nobody outside of a lunatic asylum ever pretended 
could be helped in price by a tariff, if the duty on beef was 17,000 
per cent. 

Now, my Republican friends, mark the day! The Populists just 
before you, and you now, have taught the American people that 
industrial and farm prosperity depend upon Washington. You 
absolutely went before all these people and taught them that a 
world’s panic, that existed in Australia and the Argentine and 
Austria and England, was due to four lines upon the American 
statute books, some of you; and some of the balance of you said 
it was due to the anticipation of the Gorman-Wilson bill. You 
have taught the people that way. It is harder to unteach a man 
than it is to teach him. Ah, this world goes on like the tide, 
coming in, up a little, back a little, up a little farther, back a lit- 
tle, until it reaches the height of the tide, and then the ebb sets 
in; and we three hundred and eighty-odd politicians here can not 
stop the course of nature and the operation of God’s laws. 
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When men are ina state of prosperity they become careless 


about debt. They are willing to borrow, and they are willing to 
go into new ventures, and they do it recklessly and carelessly. 
Some day somebody wants to collect, and they begin to collect all 
along the line, everybody crying ‘*Cash,”’ bubbles burst and then 
business drops to the bed-rock bottom, when nothing answers but 
‘cash,’ when property itself has to be sold under the hammer 
at half its value; and then, when things get down to the true 
basis again, people begin to gather courage, they begin to do 
business upon a sound basis, because they have not the credit to 
do it on any other basis, and then, more confidence coming, they 
run in debt just a little carefully, then a little more, then a great 
deal, despising as an old fogy him who won’t run in debt, and then 
again the ominous cry ‘‘ Cash,’’ and then all over again. 

Some of your bubbles have burst already; and when they shall | 
have all burst, my friends, then the poisoned chalice will return. 
It will be commended to your own lips. The very lessons you 
have taught will come back to scourge you. You might get up 
on every stump in this country and try to preach common sense, 
but the fools you have misled will say, “‘ You are the very fellows 
that taught us that, tanght us what you say now is not common 
sense.”’ Oh! that day of reckoning and wrath! How will you 
avoid it? Retrench your extravagance. Punish your corrup- 
tionists. Revise your badlaws. Putthe people’s house in order; 
otherwise— 

Dies free, dies illa, 
Solvet seeclum in favilla. 


I say some of your bubbles have begun to burst. I need not 
call attention to them. I need not take up the time. Iam too 
tired to do it anyhow. Start with the ae trust. Follow 
them out yourselves. I want to talk of somethingelse. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] asked the other day if any of 
us could point out a day when wages were higher, when this 
country was in a better condition. I said yes, and at haphazard 
I said, ‘‘This day one year ago.”” Now, without tiring myself 
further, I will read a few things from a very —— and non- 

litical journal, The American Wool and Cotton Reporter. 
These are all in one number of the paper, December 10, about the 
time of the answer and question. 


MILL NOTES. 


The Berkshire Mills, at Adams, Mass., have followed the lead of the other 
cotton manufacturers and posted notices that on December 14 there would 
be a 10 per cent reduction in wages. The matter is being taken very quietly 
by the help, asin spite of the idea expressed some time ago that, owing to the 
better class of goods made there and higher class of help emplo , there 
would be no reduction, yet it was generally thought that such a cat would 
take place. About 2,400 employees will be affected by the reduction. Notices 
of uctions of 10 per cent in wages were also posted at the Beli and 
Beaver mills, at North Adams, owned by Gallup & Houghton, and at the 
Greylook Mills. The reduction will take effect the 14th. 

The New Bedford Loom Fixers’ Union_held a mone we Wednesday 
evening of last week, when the report of the delegates to the recent confer- 
ence with the manufacturers was made. There was a heated discussion on 
the report, with the result that the following vote was recorded: 

“Voted: That the Loom Fixers’ Union accept the cutdown in wages 
under protest, believing, as we do, that it is no remedy for the d fon in 
trade.” James Bamford was chosen to represent the union at the banquet 
which was given by the New Bedford textile council to William Mullen on | 
Saturday evening, at which the full executive board was present. 

At the Pondicherry woolen mills, Bridgeton, Me., the management has 
onl ame | looms wane. 

ctically all the striking weavers have returned to their work in the O. 
& E. Morrison woolen mills at Tilton, N. H. A new overseer from Lowell is 
in charge of the room and the management is arranging to put two new 
fixers at work. No further trouble is anticipated. The strike was the result 
of a change in the w schedule. . 

The Shove mills, of Fall River, began on Wednesday to operate only three 

days a week for an indefinite period. ‘The mill employs 750 hands. 

he mill of the Parsons Manufacturing Company, Cohoes, N. Y., went on 
forty hours a week recently. The hours are from § a. m. to5 p. m., working 
five days a week. 

The woolen mill at Ashaway, R. I., has been shut down, it is stated, for an 
indefinite period. The woolen-yarn mill at Wyoming, owned by Kenyon & 
Woodbury, has been shut down during the past week, and just when it will 
start up is net stated. It is claimed, however, that operation will be begun 
again within a few days, or as soon as the Carolina Company get to going full 
capacity on the new goods. This mill makes yarn toa large extent for the 
Carolina Company. The shoddy mill at Barberville, in Hopkinton, which is 
also owned by Kenyon & Woodbury, has been idle fora week or two, although 
until recently it has been pushed to its full capacity, 

The Jefferson Manufacturing Company, at Worcester, Mass., has ordered 
both of its woolen milis in Jefferson shut down for an indefinite period. 
During the eo peees the machinery will be repaired. 

For the past fortnight or more business has been quiet at Westerly, R. I. 
Both the mills of the Westerly Woolen Company and the company’s mills on 
the West Side have been closed for overa week. Orders have not been plen- 
tiful, and the prospectsare that little will be done by the company this winter. 
as it is reported that when the order the company is engaged on bas been filled 
business will be suspended till further notice. 

The Golden Rod woolen mills, Wales, Mass., are running about two-thirds 
of the machinery on a schedule of eight hours per day, and are getting out 
samples with hopes of running full very shortly. 

Attorney Charles G. Irish, as temporary receiver of the Otter Knittin 
Company, at Utica, N. Y., has disposed of the machinery, office fixtures, anc 
eeeenared stock at auction. The whole amount brought by the sale was 


The textile workers of Uxbridge, Mass., are ee the effects of the dull 
= in the woolen manufacturing industry severely. The Calumet and 
ecla mills of the Calumet Woolen Company are shut down and 500 employees 
areidie. It is not known when these plants will be reopened. 
The Stearns woolen mill at West Rutland, Mass., owned by the Lakeville 


Co., is shut down, Deprty Sheriff James Early, of Worcester, having placed 
an attachment on the property in behalf of S. Rawiteer & Co., of New York. 
A keeper isin charge. The suit is an action of contract to recover for stock 
furnished the company. About 200 hands are idle. 

Achange in the wage schedule of the woolen mills of 0. & E. Morrison at 
Tilton, N. H., is being resisted by the weavers. 40 of whom are on strike. 


The mills are shut down, and in all nearly 200 operatives are idle. A 
notice was posted by the management giving a new schedule of wages for 
weaving. Some of the grades of cloth were cut a quarter of a cent per yard, 
and a few grades of cloth were raised halfa cent per yard. Atthe same time 
the management reduced its force of loom fixers. The overseer was disatis- 
fied at having his fixing force cut down and quit work. When he went out 


the entire force of weavers followed. 
hands in the mill had to go out also. 


Now, remember these I am reading are all in one paper pub- 
lished on one day. Then here is an item telling where in Fall 


When the weavers struck most of the 


| River they have a great call in response to some North Carolina 


manufacturing association, and an appeal is made to curtail pro- 
duction or to reduce wages or do something because New Eng- 
land is suffering. 


In response to a call of a committee representing the North Carolina Manu- 
facturing Association, more than 100 Southern cotton manufacturers, repre- 
senting 244,392 spindles and 8,065 looms, met at Charlotte, N. C., on Tuesday 
and started a plan for curtailing production by the mills of the entire coun- 
try, a more detailed account of which is given elsewhere. The plan 
— by the conference would probably result in a better understanding 

etween the two sections, even if it did not result in any positive agreement 
as to curtailment. 

Now, this proposed “plan” is either not “straight” or else 
these people are not as “‘fiush”’ as the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania would have us believe. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the high price of cotton, 15 centsa pound, 
have anything to do with these reductions and shut-downs? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It should not have had, because 
manufacturers have raised the price of cotton goods correspond- 
ingly, and furthermore I do not know anywhere in the world that 
anybody has got cotton goods enough. [Laughter.] In addition 
I would add in answer to the gentleman’s question, that most of 
the reductions, lockouts and shut-downs I have read from this 
textile trade journal of December 10 are in connection with the 
woolen industry, and 15-cent cotton could have nothing to do 
with them. Let me here read something I cut from the Wash- 
ington Post: 

STHEL WORKERS PROTEST—IN FACE OF WAGE REDUCTION 4,000 MEN RESUME 
WORK. 

Pirrssura, PA., Jan. §.—Following closely u 
of the 50) employees of the 40-inch mill at the 
Carnegie Steel Company, who are objecting to the reduction in their wees 
made by the company, the 400 men employed on the 48-inch mill are also 
protesting. Last night a secret mecting was held, at which a comprom):e 
seale was formula and this was submitted to the company to-day. The 
men considered that the cut announced is too great, and, it is said, they are 
willing to accept a reduction, but not such a large one. A strike is not 


ro- 


m the alleged dissatisfaction 
omestead Steel Works of the 


— 

Juring the past two weeks over 40,000 wage-earners, who have been idle 
for months, have been furnished employment by the resumption of mills in 
the Pittsburg district. 

It is said that the demand for iron and steel products is increasing, and 
contracts are being let more freely than at any time during the depression, 
which covers a period of nearly four months. 

This concerns Pennsylvania. What has 15-cent cotton to do 
with that? Is this reduction ‘* straight’’ in view of the last para- 
graph of the clipping? Or if that last paragraph expresses the 
truth then why, under Republican legislative conditions, is it that 
this great trust, while ‘‘ flush ’’ itself, can not deal a flush hand to 
its employees? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I got hold of the first of these papers I 
could soon after the gentleman from Iowa had asked his question, 
and this many reductions, lockouts, etc., I found in one number. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not speak any longer, but I have here in 
my hands a list of wage reductions, wage restrictions, and shut 
downs. Here they are—newspaper clippings making this great 
peouage, and a list in this small one. These in this bund!e are 

or less than three months from September 21 to December 7, 1903. 
I ask unanimous consent to insert such of them as I wish in the 
RECORD, as an appendix. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimots consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by the 
insertion of certain matters to which he has referred. Is there 


objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, of course 
no partisan can be fair altogether. That goes without saying. 
But I do try to be fair, even ona partisan question. No man 
raised as I have been raised, with my environments, my heredity, 
with my opinions, can see things altogether without some color 
in his spectacles, of course. But I want to appeal to you and 
beg of you—I want to appeal to the country to see to it that we 
have not sunk this great Republic to a state of impotency where 
a party can win an election upon a confession that it either dares 
not or will not go forward—upon a confession that things are 
**well enough” in this poor world of ours. It is announced all 
over this country that your idea is to pass the ordinary appropri- 
ation bills, get rid of such local bills as come in by unanimous 
consent, and then adjourn the Congress, and leave all things to 
be attended to later on “‘ by their friends.’’ 
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Well, if they are right things, and if you are their friends, why 
do you not attend to them now? [Applause.] Do you want to 
absolutely force the country to force you out so that we can come 
in? If you can not ride this horse, get off thesaddle. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] We can ride him [laughter on the Re- 
publican side], and we will ride him right, too. If we don’t, the 
country can find somebody who can ride. Oh, I understand that 
when a party comes in after another party has had a long lease 
of power that some of the bronchos necessarily must buck alittle. 
{Laughter.] I understand that you can not reverse an engine 
without shaking up a few of the passengers a little bit; some of 
the passengers you will especially shake up—that class that I love 
to call ‘The Grand Association of Tariff Barons and Tariff Beg- 
gars.” 

The fellows who at one moment will crawl upon their stomachs 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, begging like paupers to 
be supported, because, by their own confession, they can not sup- 
port themselves without the aid of thelaw; and then, at the next 
moment, after they have gotten all they beg for, ‘‘stand pat”’ 
and spend about all the money there is in the United States, 
and put on about all the airs that are put on in the United States, 
and then go out and tell us that we are such a ‘“‘ great industrial 
people’’ that they are ‘‘selling all sorts of manufactured goods to 
all parts of the world.”’ [Applause on Democratic side. } 

These are the people who sell cheaper abroad than at home. 
These are the people to whom an extortionate tariff schedule is a 
legislative shelter to perpetrate extortion on the home consumer 
and to make it of so much importance to railroads that the latter 
grant them 33}; per cent rebates on goods shipped for export, 
recouping in freight rates on State and interstate commerce, 

Now, my friends, the New England boot and shoe ple came 
here a while back, crawled upon their stomachs, and said, ‘‘ Can 
you not—will you not—give us some help?’’ ‘O, father, grand- 
father, mammy, grandaunt,’’ or whatever the Government is, in 
their opinion, *‘help us to stand alone;’’ and now they tell us they 
are shipping toallthe world. ButI will venture to say tothe gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts and the gentleman from Connecticut, if 
there were a hearing to-morrow and there was a proposition to 
reduce the duties on boots and shoes 50 per tent, while reducing 
the duty on hides 50 or 75 per cent, or wiping it out, they 
would go back to their old attitude and get on their stomachs, 
with their tongues hanging out, licking up the dust, asking for 
the duty because they could not ‘‘ stand alone.” 

They tell us at one moment they are meeting the pauper labor 
of the world in all the markets of the world after paying the 
freight. and then they tell us the next moment that if we do not 
stand right up under them and hold them up above the ground, 
out of reach, the pauper labor will get them and “eat them up,”’ 
as the children say when telling Red Riding Hood stories about 
*‘old wolves.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I shall insert as an appendix the reductions, 
lockouts, etc., in answer to challenge of the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. HepsurN]. I thank both sides of the House for their courtesy 
and considerate attention. [Prolonged applause. ] 


APPENDIX. 
(Bosten Transcript, August 17, 1903.] 


COKE OVENS BLOWING OUT—CONNELLSVILLE REGION OPERATOR? CURTAIL- 
ING ON ACCOUNT OF OVERSUPPLY—BELIEF THAT DULLNESS 13 BUT TEM- 
PORARY. 

PITTSBURG, PA., August 17, 1903. 


Closely following the shut-down of the many iron and steel plants in the 
Pittsburg and valley districts, there has come as a natural ———- a slump 
in the coke market. During the past week the to of this fuel took a 
drop of nearly 10,000 tons, and the indications are that it will go much 
lower in the next few days. The furnaces are overstocked at the ruling 
prices and there is no spot coke on the market, unless it is offered at very low 
prices. The shipments dropped off 2,000 cars. Almost 30,000 tons of the coke 
produced was thrown on the yards. Following the lack of demand came an 
order to blow out the ovens, and over 400 ovens were closed down last week, 
and itis a strong probability that by Wednesday or Thursday a number 
more will be on the waiting list. 

Nearly one-half of the active ovens in the Connellsville region were limited 
toa five-dayrun. The general supposition is that a car famine ison, but such 
is not the case, according to the operators. There are plenty of cars in the 
coke trade to-day, and there is no freight congestion which indicates to the 
coke men that there is an overproduction of coke, and the blowing out pro- 
— any had to follow. How long this condition will last is hard to 

oretell. 

The summary of the Connellsville region for the week ending Saturday, 
August 8, shows 22,191 ovens in the region with 20,850 ovens in blast and 1,341 
ovens idle. The slump in the demand for coke caused 380 ovens to blow out. 
and about 300 more will go out this week. In addition to the ovens blown 
out the five-day operations were increased last week from 3,906 to 9,379 ovens, 
almost half the entire active ovens of the region. The production of the 
region in tons for the week estimated upon the ovens drawn amounted to 

131 tons, as compared to 239,673 tons for the week previous, a decrease of 
11,542 tons. The shipments of coke for the week amounted to 8,948 cars, as 
compared to 10,974 cars the week previous, a decrease of 2,026 cars. 

The shipments in tons, estimated upon reports received from shipping 
points, amounted to 200,550 tons, as compared to 242,928 tons the week pre- 
vious, a decrease of 42,378 tons. The United States Steel Corporation fur- 
naces have plenty of coke, with big stocks in the yards, and the output has 
been curtailed so faras they are concerned. The large and small independent 
operators also feel the slump and are blowing out ovens, except those small 
firms that have contracts on which they are running. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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Withal, the operators are not looking at the situation in a gloomy m 
They appear to understand the causes leading to the dull Sondition of Ga; 
trade, and feel that in a few weeks, at the least, an upward move will come 
and the Connellsville region coke ovens will be as busy as ever 


[From the New York Journal of Commerce, August 17, 1903.] 


WOOLEN MILLS TO CLOSE—AMERICAN COMPANY'S PLANTS TO SUSPEND FOR 
TWO WEEKS. 
BURLINGTON, VT., August 16, 1908. 

The Burlington, Winooski, and Colchester mills, of the American Woolen 
Company, Ww if not resume operations to-morrow, orders having been received 
for a two-weeks’ suspension. In addition to the Washington Mills at Law- 
rence, Mass., and the Assabet Mills, at Maynard, Mass., the company has also 
decided to close the Lebanon and Mascoma mills and Baltic Mills, of Enfield, 
in the Mascoma Valley, New Hampshire, for a similar period. These mills 
employ a total of about 10,000 hands. 

The shutdown, the company announces, is for the purpose of giving the 
eneeyess a vacation and toadmit of repairs and improvements at several 
plants. 


[From the Philadelphia North American, August 30, 1903.] 


BROTHERHOOD OF BOILERMAKERS AGREES TO REDUCE WAGES FOR COUN- 
TRY'S SAKE—MEMBERS OF FIVE LODGES IN BALTIMORE ARE WILLING TO 
TAKE LESS WAGES FOR OVERTIME WORK, AND THEREBY HOPE TO HELP 
IN REESTABLISHING THE UNITED STATES MERCHANT MARINE. 


BALTIMORE, August 29, 1903. 


In refutation of the often-made charge that labor unions are ever unrea- 
sonable, members of the Brotherhood of Boilermakers, of this city, point to 
the agreement just entered into with their employers, who form the Ship 
and Marine Builders Employers’ Association, whereby the men have volun- 
tarily reduced their wages. The men will now work overtime for one and 
one-half their regular wages, whereas they were formerly getting two and 
three-quarters. 

The action was taken on the representation of the Employers’ Associa- 
tion that it would be impossible for them to compete with out-of-the-city 
firms if the existing rate for overtime was exacted this year. Overtime 
work isa very large item in marine work. A damaged vessel must getaway 
from the dry dock as soon as ible after entering, for delays are expen- 
sive. The commanders would rather pay overtime charges than lay over 
the time represented by such work. e new agreement is to remain in 
torce one year, with sixty days’ notice by either side if a change is to be 
demanded. 

Another important feature of this agreement is that the men Ceclare that 
under no circumstances will they enter upon a sympathetic strike during 
the term of the contract. Any disagreement is to be arbitrated by a com- 
mittee of the men and the proprietors of the shop in which said disagree- 
ment arises. The local Brotherhood of Boilermakers und Iron Ship Builders 
comprises about 1,300 men, belonging to five lodges. All the leading firms in 
the city, eleven in all, have now signed the modified contracts, and it would 
seem that at last peace in this particular trade is assured. 

Of the agreement and the action of the men in reducing their own wages, 
President Thomas Basshor, of the Em loyers’ Association, said: 

*“T believe the men will live up to their agreement to the letter, and that 
their action will have a most excellent effect on all lines of business that 
employ union labor.” 

onald Crawford, president of the union, said: 

“Meeting employers halfway is a great improvement over the old 
methods of seeking to force them to meet your demands. It is more to the 
interest of the men to so meet them than it isto fight them. Fights are ex- 
pensive and a feeling on both sides is invaluable. Our concessions are 
in line with those being made throughout the country by our brotherhood. 
We have agreed to take less wages than we could pro ty have secured by 
putting up a fight, in the hope that it will do some good in reestablishing the 
merchant marine, which is showing a decrease in this country.” 

The effort of George Cavanaugh, general organizer for the Amalgamated 
Carpenters, to reorganize the carpenters of ltimore can not be said to 
be a very great success. Thus far he has succeeded in getting but #2 of 
the men to leave their old unions and enter the new one. Mr. Cavanaugh 
says that he will return here shortiy and resume his efforts, but the men do 
not believe he will make any further attempt to reorganize them at present. 

A careful canvass of the newspaper writers of Baltimore does not bring out 
the slightest enthusiasm for the union pevposed by the International Typo- 
graphical Union at its recent session in Washington, and for which $4,000 
was set aside. The reporters and editors almost toa man declare that such 
a ynion is impossible where ingenuity enters so largely into the value of a 
mun's services toa newspaper. As well might inventors, they claim, joina | 
union. 

James Gallagher and Peter Harron, of Baltimore, are required by an order 
just signed by Judge Morris, of the United States circuit court, to show 
cause by September 18 why they should not be attached for contempt of 
courtin not obeying the injunction issued to restrain the former employees 
of the Henry McShane Company from in any manner interfering with the 
new employees. The two defendants are charged with having sought by 
threats and intimidation to make the nonunion men employed in place of the 
men who struck join the union. They are also charged with having led a 
mob that badly thrashed two of the nonunion men. 

All arrangements are now complete for the great Baltimore Labor Day 
demonstration The managers declare that it will be the greatest ever wit- 
nessed in the State. Besides the great parade, there will be four monster 
picnics, at which all pages things of Chesapeake Bay will be served as they 
only can be in Maryland. 


[From the Boston Transcript, September 16, 1903.] 


TO CURTAIL COAL’ OUTPUT—PENNSYLVANIA COMPANIES MAY DECIDE— 
MINERS MAY BE PUT ON FOUR DAYS A WEEK—INDEPENDENT OPERATORS 
CUTTING PRICES—REDUCTION OF 40 CENTS A TON SAID TO HAVE BEEN 
MADE. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., September 16, 1903. 


Officials of the Reading and Pennsylvania railroads say no step has yet 
been taken toward a curtailment of the output of anthracite coal and that 
the matter has not even been considered. . 

It was admitted, however, by an official of one of the companies that some 
curtailment would have tobe made soon. He added that he would not be 
surprised if the miners were put on four days a week in a short time. 

eanwhile independent operators, without any storage facilities for their 
surplus output, are said to be cutting the circular prices for the domestic 
sizes as-much as 40 cents per ton, offering the coal for $3.35 at the mines, as 
against circular price of $3.75. 

A general cut of 25 cents in the price of pea coal was made yesterday. 
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[From the Boston Transcript, September 17, 1903.] 
STEEL PLANT CLOSED INDEFINITELY. 


NEW YORK, September 17. 
The National Steel Company’s plant at South Columbus, Ohio, which is 
controlled by the Steel Corporation, has been closed down indefinitely. 


{From the Boston Herald, Septembor 20, 1903.] 


BIG SURPLUS OF COAL—MARKET OVERSTOCKED AND PRICES WEAKENING— 
MANY OF THE COLLIERIES ARE WORKING SHORT TIME—MORE ANTHRACITE 
THIS YEAR THAN EVER BEFORE—BREAKS RECORD OF 1901 BY 8,000,000 
TONS—CONSUMERS GUARDING AGAINST ANOTHER STRIKE. 

WILKESBARRE, PA., September 19, 1908. 
With the market overstocked with coal, the advance in price September 1 
has been followed by some individual operators trying to sell on a slow mar- 
ket at prices below the circular. They are not finding steady purchasers 
owing to the fact that not only are the coal yards full and large stocks in 
hand at the storage yards of the company, but most mi}l owners and house- 
holders have been steadily accumulating to guard against another strike. 

At present many of the collieries throughout the region are working short 

time. 

More coal has been mined this year than ever before. For the nine months 
of the year 8,000,000 more tons have been mined than during the banner year 
of 1901, when the output was nearly 60,000,000 tons. 


{From the Boston Transcript, September 23, 1903.] 


TWO THOUSAND TO LOSE WORK—FURNACES OF LACKAWANNA IRON AND 
STEEL COMPANY TO BE BLOWN OUT, 


LEBANON, PA., September 23, 1908. 


Vice President Buckingham of the Lackawanna Iron and Steel Compeny 
corroborates the statement that the furnaces here and at Cornwall, Pa., will 
be blown out in a few days, throwing out two thousand hands. He said the 
company has too much iron on hand. Mr. Buckingham stated further 
that the building-trades strikes, causing delay in the construction of new 
buildings, have helped to necessitate the suspension, which may continue. 


(From the Boston Post, September 24, 1908.] 
STEEL PLANTS MAY SHUT DOWN. 
PITTSBURG, PA., September 23, 1903. 


The United States Steel Corporation may close all its sheet-steel plants in 
the near future unless the Amalgamated Association will consent to a reduc- 
tion under the same plan as was agreed upon last fall. The reason is an 
overstocked market and the dullness of trade at this timeof year. Last 
year the Amalgamated Association accepted a reduction of 3 per cent on all 
material made on foreign orders, and the steel company, it is said, intends 
to make a similar request this year. President T. J. Shaffer, of the Amal- 

ted, said that he felt sure that the limit would not be changed and that 
existing conditions do not warrant it. 


PRODUCTION OF PIG IRON TO BY CURTAILED. 
PITTSBURG, PA., September 23, 1903. 


The Chronicle-Telegraph says, it was learned to-day that a movement is on 
to curtail the production of pig iron, beginning October 1. It has been sug- 
gested that the only way to keep the mills running through the winter 
months is to look for new markets, and the prospects of business abroad are 
being considered. 


{From the Boston Advertiser, September 24, 1903.] 


The building outlook in New York foreshadows the idleness of 50 per cent 
of the laborers in the building trades. This is not due to the Pittsburg pinch 
in structural steel, as in Boston, but to the financial pinch of walking-dele- 
gate extortioners of the Parks stamp. Of the two pinches, Boston is prefer- 
able. 


[Boston Transcript, September 24, 1903.] 


MAY CLOSE SHEET STEEL PLANES—STEEL TRUST WANTS AMALGAMATED 
ASSOCIATION TO ACCEPT REDUCTION OF WAGES. 


PITTSBURG, September 24, 1903. 


The United States Steel Corporation may close all its sheet steel plants in 
the near future unless the Amalgamated Association will consent toa reduc- 
tion under the same plan as was agreed upon last fall. The reason isan 
overstocked market and the duliness of trade at this time of year. Last year 
the Amalgamated Association accepted a reduction of 3 per cent on all ma- 
terial made on foreign orders, and the steel company, it is said, intends to 
make a similar request this year. 

President T. J. Shaffer of the Amalgamated says that he feels sure that the 
limit will not be changed, and that existing conditions do not warrant it. 


PIG IRON CURTAILMENT—MANY FURNACES IN MAHONING AND SHENANGO | 


VALLEYS TO CLOSE OCTOBER. 1. 
PITTSBURG, September 24, 1903. 


The Chronicle-Telegraph says it is learned that a movement is on foot to 
curtail the production of pig iron beginning October1. The Bessemer Furnace 
Association, which controls a number of furnaces in the Mahoning and She- 


nango valleys, has consented to the arrangement, but the details have not | 
It is certain, however, that a number of furnaces in the | 


been agreed upon. 
valleys will be put out of blast on the first of the month, but the number has 


not been decided. A fallingoff in the demand for pig iron is an indication of 
a falling off in the demand for finished iron and steel products. 

It has been suggested that the only way to keep the mills running through 
the winter months is to look for new markets, and the prospects for business 


abroad are being considered. 


[From the Boston Herald, September 25, 1903.] 
TINPLATE PLANT TO CLOSE. 
SHARON, PA., September 24, 1903. 
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It is stated here that the American Tinplate Company, a subsidiary prop- | 


erty of the United States Steel Corporation, will close its mammoth tinplate 
mills at Newcastle October 1 for an indefinite period. Fifteen of the 20 mills 
of the American company here have been idle since September 1. 


(Boston Transcript, October 1, 1903.] 
TO MAKE LESS PIG IRON—FURNACES TO CUT OUTPUT 20 PER CENT. 
New YorK, October 1, 1903. 


A 2 per cent.reduction for October in. the output of pis iron-was unani- 
mously agreed on yesterday by the representatives at the office of Rogers 
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Brown & Co., 71 Broadway. The companies represented operate about forty 
furnaces in eastern Pennsylvania and New Jersey. Archer Brown saidat the 
close of the meeting: 

“The 20 per cent reduction of output decided on for October was based 
‘upon the September output, which was estimated as having been 5,000 to 
6,000 tons of pig iron daily. This means that the production will probably be 
about 1,200 tons less ony thanin September. There will be qnother meeting 
of the furnace men at the end of October to consider the situation again.” 

It was said by another furnace man that reduction in the wages of the fur- 
nace employees had not come up at the meeting. He said: ‘The committee 
at its last meeting informally discussed wages, and the result has been a 10 
ee cent decrease in the wages of the furnace employees in the Lehigh Val- 

sy and New Jersey dietricts, also including the ore mines in the neighbor- 
hood of Wharton and Oxford, N. J.” F 

The western pig-iron furnace men at Pittsburg on Tuesday appointed a 
committee on reduction of output, and it is said that this committee will un- 
doubtedly cooperate with the eastern committee. 


[Paterson Guardian, October 2, 1903.] 


CUT IN WAGES OF STEEL WORKERS—MEN ACCEPT IT WITHOUT A PROTEST— 
GENERAL I8ZDUCTION IS 10 PER CENT. 
OxrForpD, October 2, 1903. 

A general reduction in wages has been ordered, affecting the employees of 
the Empire Iron and Steel Plant here. The reduction will be 10 per cent. 
The new scale will be accepted without a protest. 

It is said that the depression in the iron market is responsible for the 
reduction. 


[Dover (N. J.) Index, October 2, 1903.] 
MINERS WAGES REDUCED. 


Some of the employees of the mines in this section have received notice that 
their wages will cut 15 cents per day, andit is said that the same rule is to 
prevail in all of the mines in the county in the course of a few days. This is 
occasioned by the big “slump” in steel and a consequent reduction in the 
— of pig iron. @ are sorry to hear that such is the case, as it will affect 

undreds of workmen throughout the country, and asa result the merchants 
will also be affected, because men can not buy necessities if they do not re- 
ceive the wherewithal to purchase them. We sincerely hope that the opera- 
tors will, in the near future, be able to again raise the wages of the men. 


[New York Evening Post, October 3, 1903.] 


CAN WAGES BE REDUCED?—A SERIOUS PROBLEM OF THE DAY—VIEWS OF 
AN IRON MAKER. 


One of the most serious questions, in the minds of pee le studying the 
readjustment in our industries, has been the problem w oukee, when profits 
decline in the nearer or further future, labor will also accept reduction. 
An iron producer this week spoke as follows on the general situation to the 
Evening Post: 

“The average number of orders now being booked by our firm is satisfac- 
tory to us, as far as volume is concerned; in fact, we are refusing business, 
not because we can not handle it, but for the reason that the cost of produc- 
tion makes it impossible to turn a large percentage of it out at a profit. 

“There will, without doubt, be a number of people out of employment 
this winter, merely because the cost of manufacturing has been increasgd to 
such extent that it often happens that the firm refusing business is better 
off, in some cases, than the one accepting it. In my trade the cost of pro- 
duction has been increased 50 per cent during the past few years 

“There will be no trouble in reducing wages to a normal percentage of the 
cost of production if it is done without too much discussion. When circum- 
stances favor the workingman he gets beyond control and can not be reasoned 
with. On the other hand, when things begin to go against him he can be 
managed without much trouble. 

“ Another point to remember is that the labor obtained during a period of 
unusual prosperity is of a class inferior to that which can be had when con- 
ditions are only normal.” 


[New York World, October 9, 1903.] 
THE REPUBLICAN “ ADVANCE AGENT.” 


In the great Carnegie steel mills in Homestead notices have been posted of 
a “readjustment” of wages on January l. Noone expects that the read- 
justment will take theshape of an advance. The Homestead converting mill 
is closed for the year. The Wharton furnace in Morristown, N. J., was 
“blown out” on Wednesday for the first time in three years and notice of a 
15 per cent reduction in wages was posted at the mines. No one knows when 
the fires will be relighted. Similar cuts have been made in other Penn- 
sylvania furnaces. Thirty thousand coal miners are on half time because of 
an “overproduction” that has not yet benefited consumers. 

It is awkward for the Republican party to be approaching a Presidential 
election with such inconvenient news from mine and furnace. Did it not in 
1900 announce itself as the “advance agent of prosperity” and with confi- 
dence commend old Doctor Elephant as the ablest adviser for ‘that tired feel- 
ing” in business? Did not Wall street promptly take the hint after McYin- 
ley’s election and proceed to “capitalize” the earth, the waters upon the 
earth, and even the air above it? 

“It will be a great mistake,” said a shrewd political observer recently, “if 
Mr. Roosevelt permits any crop failure this year.” Crop failure indeed we 
have not suffered, but is it not an equally grave error of judgment for Mr. 
Hanna and Mr. Clarkson to allow any wage-cutting or furnace-drawing on 
the eve of a campaign designed to demonstrate that boundless prosperity is 
ours and that all we have to do is to “‘stand pat.” 


[Indianapolis Sentinel, October 9, 1903.] 
HOMESTEAD STEEL WORKS ANNOUNCE A SHUT-DOWN. 
HOMESTEAD, PA., October 10, 1908. 

Notices were posted in the 35 and 40 inch mills at the Homestead steel works 
last evening announcing a shut-down of both these big mills for an indefinite 
period. This is the most important department of the Homestead steel 
works and —— over 2,000 men, all of whom are thrown out of employ- 
ment. No notice had previously been given of the contemplated move. 





[Chicago Chronicle, October 10, 1903.] 
JOLIET, Ill., October 10, 1903. 
Affairs at the Joliet plants of the Illinois Steel Company are in an uncertain 
state. Three of the main departments—the rod milis, the converter and 
billet mill—were closed this morning. No notice was posted; no one knows 
how long the suspension will last. 

The first the men knew of the order was last night at 10 o’clock, when that 
shiftcameon. The men worked until6 o'clock this morning. Then all opera- 
tions in. this department ceased. The blast furnace, the merchant mill, and 
the machine and factory departments are running as usual. 
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Superintendent S. B. Sheldon this afternoon said he had not received any 
eneral order to suspend operations for an indefinite period. and did not 
snow such an order was coming. He said he could not teli how long the 

departments would be down, but thought they would resume work next 
Wee. 
WILL NOT OPEN THIS WEEK. 


Reports prevail among the men that work will be started next week or 
the week after, but the prospects are not good for a resumption next week. 
The closed departments employ about 1,500 men. The reports involve also 


the wire plants of the American Steel and Wire Company here, but these 
are running as usual. An official said they expected to shut down. 

The wire mill has rods sufficient to run for a week or ten days, with plenty 
of orders on hand. If the steel mills fail to resume within that period the 
Scott street plant will be forced to get rods from some outside source or close 
down. This wire mill is working double turn, employing about 500 mv n. 
The Rockdale plant of the American company has a partial shut down, due 
to the necessity for repairs. 


—_— 


[Press Association dispatch. ] 
SHEET STEEL MILL CLOSED FOR LACK OF BUSINESS. 
YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO, October 9, 1903. 

Acting under instructions from superior officers, the plant of the Ameri- 
can Sheet Steel Company at Struthers has been closed indefinitely, and the 
employees paidin full. The only statement made is that the volume of busi- 
ness is not sufficient to warrant operation of the mill. The Struthers mill is 
one of the finest of the American Sheet Steel Company’s plants, and employs 
a large number of men. 


[Boston Transcript, October 12, 1908.] 


VANDERBILT LINES RETRENCH—ABOUT 1,600 MEN] IN SHOPS ON VARIOUS 
ROADS DROPPED—SAVING OF $3,000 A DAY. 
New York, October 12, 1908. 

Orders have been issued from here whereby 15 per cent of the employees 
in the car shops, repair oa, and roundhouses of the entire Vanderbilt raik 
‘Way system will be dropped. One thousand five hundred men will be thrown 
out of employment and a saving of nearly $3,000 a day will be effected. 

The order, which embraces employees of the New York Oentral and all 
subsidiary lines going out of New York, the Lake Shore and Michigan South- 
ern, the Lake Erie and Western, and other roads, will have its effect in more 
than one hundred shops and roundhouses. It will take 300 men out of the 
New York Central shops at West Albany, N. Y.; as many more from Depew, 
N. Y., near Buffalo; a hundred or more m Elkhart, Ind., and Collinwood, 
Qhio, where the Lake Shore has its shops, and several score from the Lake 
Erie shops at Lima, Ohio. Besides this, on every division of the entire system 
where roundhouse mechanics, wipers, oilers, and laborers are employed, 16 
per cent of them must go. 

The action taken is explained by a high official of the New York Central 
Railroad as follows: 

“ First, the outlook at the present time demanded that retrenchment be 
made, and, second, that the condition of the rolling stock of the company is 
such that it can be made in the department which has charge of that with the 
least damage toeffectiveness. That economies were necessary in all railroad 
systems, not because they had not been practiced, but because of the feverish 
state of affairs, has been known to every railroad man in the country for 
some time. This does not mean the New York Central or any allied line, 
but every road. 

“There is regret because of this action, and everything is being done to 
soften the effects of the blow. In the application of the order the oldest 
married men will be saved first; then the younger married men, and finally 
the single men, according to their terms of employment.” 

It is stated by Superintendent Everett, of the New York Central's Buffalo 
Givision, that the reduction is merely the annual economic action, made nec- 
essary by the slackening of traffic. This statement is flatly contradicted in 
other quarters. It is asserted on high authority that while a slight decrease 
in freight transportation may be looked for, the real reason for radical re- 
duction is found in a change of policy by the Vanderbilt management. 


SOUTHERN PACIFIC DISCHARGING MEN. 
San Francisco, CAL., October 12%, 1908. 


The Call says within a few days between 250 and 300 men will be dis- 
charged on the coast division of the Southern Pacific, and that before the 
order for retrenchment is fully carried out 1,200 men will be out of employ- 
ment. 


[Chicago Chronicle, October 12, 1908.] 


WILL DISCHARGE MANY MEN—SOUTHERN PACIFIC PLANS A LARGE REDUC- 
TION OF ITS FORCE. 


San Frawnocrsco, Cat.., October 11, 1908. 


Following the announcement that the Vanderbilt system in the East is 
about to discharge 1,500 men comes the news that within a few days between 
250 and 300 men will be discharged on the coast division of the Southern 
Pacific, and that before the order for retrenchment is fully carried out 1, 200 
men will be out of employment. 


{New York World, October 13, 1903.) 


BIG ROADS BEGIN TO REDUCE FORCE—SOUTHERN PACIFIO WILL LAY OFF 
AT LEAST 1,200 BEFORE IT GETS THROUGH—OTHERS FOLLOW LEAD OF 
VANDERBILT LINBS—BURLINGTON AND NORTHWHSTERN ROADS WILL 
START TO CUT IN TWO WEEKS OR 80. 


SAN FRANCISCO, October 12, 1903. 


An order for retrenchment on a scale unknown before in the petary of 
the Southern Pacific has gone forth from General Manager Kruttschnitt's 
office. Within a few days between 250 and 300 men will be discharged from 
the various positions along the Coast Division, and the service of a propor- 
tionate number on the other lines running out of this city will be dispensed 
with. Inall it isexpected that the present force of men in the employ of the 
road on its California lines will be decreased at least 1,200. 

One of the first moves made was to consolidate the position of two train 
dispatchersand a train master on the narrow gauge system, throwing all the 
duties of the three places on the shoulders of the latter official, thus saving 
to the company the salaries of two dispatchers. Then the positions of trav- 
eling conductors along the divisions were scratched off the pay roll. Next 
the recently created positions of train nts were abolished. In the main- 
ienance-of-way rtment it was decided to lay off 100 men employed on 
the construction of the double track south of the city. The carpenter force 
in the local s of the same department was next to suffer, thirty-five men 
being laid off. man order went out various assistants along 


the coast route. Even the night station agents, whose duty it is to report 
trains as they pass in the night, were dispensed with. 

Some weeks a large force of men was discharged from the shops at 
Sacramento and several in the — shops in this city are slated to go. 

The reduction of the force on the other branches of the western system ig 
proportionately as large as that onthe coast division. 


[Special to the World.] 


BIG LAY-OFF PREDICTED—VANDERBILT OFFICIALS SAY OTHER SYSTEMS 
WILL REDUCE FORCE. 
PHILADELPHIA, October 12, 1908. 

Farly and largo reductions in the number of employees of the big railroad 
systems of the country are predicted by officials of the Vanderbilt lines. 

Announcement was made to-day that 1,500 New York Central and West 
Shore Railroad shop hands will be laid off. : 

When asked whether the Pennsylvania Railroad has materially reduced 
the number of men on its pay roll or contemplates such action, General Man 
ager Atterbury said: 

“We have not reduced our force very much, and only as the exigencies of 
the service have required.” 

No men have been laid off yet_by the Philadelphia and Reading Railway, 
whose traffic continues heavy. en a curtailment comes, if it does, it is 
likely to be in the shops and among the track hands first. 


FIVE HUNDRED LAID OFF AT BUFFALO AND DEPEW. 
BuFFALO, October 12, 1908. 


Following the order to reduce the force of shopmen on the Vanderbilt 
system, about 500 employees have been discharged here and at Depew. 


[Boston Transcript, October 14, 1903.) 
RAILROADS REDUCING FORCES—ABOUT 20,000 MEN SOON TO BE DISCHARGED. 
NEw York, October 4, 1903. 


Several railroad companies have announced reductions in their working 
force, and it is expected that between now and November 1 nearly every 
railroad in this country will discharge some of its employees. Such action, 
it is explained, is not unusual at this time of year, but a larger number of 
men will be dismissed this fall because the railroad companies have been 
working abnormally large forces since early last spring. A natural falling 
off in traffic is the reason generally assigned for these railroad dismissals, 

using their estimates on the reductions already announced, experienced 
railroad men say that between 15,000 and 20,000 men will probably laid off 
by the railroads throughout the country this fall. There are about 1,250,000 
railroad employees in the United States. 

Vice-President Brown, of the New York Central, thinks that about 2,500 
men may be dr from the pay rolls of that system thismonuth. The 
greater proportion of the dismissals will be from the car shops. 

About 1,500 shop men, train men, and track men will be discharged on the 
Pennsylvania system. Vice-President Pugh says that most of the men to be 
dismissed will recent employees, who were hired during the rush period 
of last spring. Few, if any, of old employees of the Pennsylvania system 
are > be dischar, and no important work of improvement is to be sus- 


pended. 

The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe operating department will lay off about 
500 om this month, and such improvements as can wait will be deferred until 
next year. 

Not less than 8,000 employees will be dispensed with on the Union Pacific 
and the Southern Pacific systems between now and December 1. These dis- 
missals, it is said, are to be made because the work for which the men were 
hired is completed. It is probable that all of the transcontinental lines will 
cut down their working forces some after the crop shipments are over. The 
falling off in ore shipments has caused some of the western roads to take off 
about 10 per cent of their freight trains. 

The Illinois Central will curtail its operating force anywhere from 600 to 
800 men, and the Chicago and Alton will also make a small reduction. 

President Ingalls of the Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. Louis sys- 
tem says that at present there is a great volume of c over his lines, but 
he expects that it will be necessary to let some of his employees go as soon 
as the present rush slackens. The Lake Shore will dismiss nearly 1,000 men 
this month and the Michigan Central about half that number. About 300 of 
the Lake Erie and Western employees will be laid off on November 1. 

The Erie management has already dismissed several hundred men from the 
repair shops and the operating force, and there will be a still further reduc- 
tion between now and December 1. The West Shore will lay off about 300 
men and the Boston and Albany an equal number. A gradual reduction in 
the operating force of the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad is 
now under way, and before the pruning knife is laid away about 1,000 em- 
ployees of this company will be out of work. . 

The Missouri Pacific and other Gould lines will reduce their working forces 
slightly, but there is to be no cessation in works of extension and improve 
ment. The Wabash expects to increase rather than diminish the number of 
its employees on Pennsylvania improvements. . 

The Rock Island and the Frisco systems will lay off between 1,000 and 1,50 
men this month and next. 


[New York Post, October 17, 1903.) 


REDUCTION IN RAILWAY FORCES—WHAT THIS WEEK'S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
MEAN—A REMINISCENCE OF A DECADE AGO—VIEWS OF RAILWAY OFF!- 
CERS—EFFERCT OF THE ECONOMIES—WHY THE STEP WAS TAKEN. 


Steps taken during the week by several of the larger railway systems 
toward reducing the number of workingmen employed attracted attention in 
both financial and railroad circles throughout the country. According to 
report the railroads of the country will lay off between 15,000 and 20,000 men 
before January 1, 1903, including 2,500 to be discharged by the New York 
Central 1,500 by the Pennsylvania, and an equal number by the Atchis: m; 
Union Pacific will dispense with 3,000, the Tlinois Central with 1,800, Lake 
Shore 1,000, Rock Island and San Francisco between 1,000 and 1,500, Now 
Haven 1,000, Michigan Central 600, and Lake Erie and Western 200. These 
are the rough and unofficial showing. 


PENNSYLVANIA'S MOVE IN 1893. 


The movement is in some ways more striking, in others less so, than the 
Pennsylvania's famous “ukase” of December, 1893. The directors then 
adk — the following resolution: 

“Tn view of the fact. that widespread and severe depression continues in 
all business interests of the country, seriously affecting the revenues of the 
company, the president is requested to instruct the heads of the departments 
to enforce the most rigid economy.” . 

The circular letter issued by President Roberts in response to action 
taken by the board of directors, went on to say: 

“The present panic is one of the most severe in the history of the coun- 








1904. 
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try,” and adds, “its effects are widespread. In 1857 and again in 1873 this 


Work now to be sus ded will be taken up again only on its merits newly 


company found it absolutely necessary to reduce expenses on all sides. The | considered. Everything dropped now goes over to take its place among 
present depression has affected all industries, and we must again economize | improvements and extensions which will be recommended for next year. 


wherever possible.” P 

Even after such sweeping orders were issued, if may be seen from the 
monthly reports of operations on the Eastern lines that the percentage of 
operating expenses to gross, which was 67 per cent in November, remained 
as high as 71 in January and 70 through February and April. But the cases 
of 1903 and 1898 are scarcely parallel. A banker who has figured prominently 
in the management of several important railroads, and whose authority is 
yery high, outlined present conditions this week as follows: 


THE PRESENT SITUATION. 


“ When some bankers in Wall street began, a yee or so ago, to put their 
house in order, it was — ge said that such men were unnecessarily 
conservative, and that such timid action displayed pitiful ignorance of true 
conditions. The country was marching on, and every oe precedents 
were being established. Owners of railroad stocks must be made to under- 
stand that the annual yield of American securities would in the future be no 
greater than the interest distributed abroad, and so on. The position of 
conservative Wall street, although the only ‘blue spot’ then, was correct, 
and such houses are not uneasy now. 

‘The policy of railroads in years gone by was to distribute increased earn- 

ings in dividends. Much has been learned since 1804, however, and during 
the past two or three years in particular income available from a larger 
traffic movement has been devoted to improving roadbed and equipment. 
In other words, putting the house inorder. The costof carrying on the rail- 
road business increased during the prosperous years, as was to be expected, 
and it increased past the point where good judgment would wholly approve 
it. Now the time comes to test the wisdom of having made such large ex- 
penditures for develo operating efficiency. If the money was wisely 
spent, fewer men will needed even if the present volume of traffic con- 
tinues. All of the improvements were made with the idea of preparing for 
rainy days, and while I fail to discover signs of an approaching storm, sound 
reasons may be found for believing the country is returning to a norma] 
state. 
“ From what I can learn, laborers are being laid off, both out on the road and 
in the shops. Under normal conditions, it is customary to reduce the force 
in the fall and continue such policy until spring. Such action this year can 
not be connected directly with the difficulties experi im raising money. 
No doubt if the attitude of labor was different, and prices of materials not so 
high, there would be somewhat less reduction. In other words, the roads 
would not figure so closely in making reductions. It can also be said that no 
coneeees Seem in wages can be carried out until gross earnings fall off 
considerably.” 

The executive head'of a system in the middle West said that business had 
increased to such an extent in the territory directly served by his road dur- 
ing the nine months ending with September 30 that it was found necessary to 
ada largely to equipment and to increase the number of employees. 


THE EAST’S JUDGMENT AND THE WEST'S. 


“But,” he added, ‘the manufacturing center of the United States is only a 
short distance west of Pittsburg, you know, and roads in the East are apt 
to notice a contraction in the freight movement before we feel it. 

“Some of our neighbors who have been expending large sums during the 
past five years in betterments, in the improvement of roadway, a for 
equipment, apprehensive that the industrial progress may be checked, have 
concluded to reduce the number of their employees in those departments 
where such reduction can be made without serious detriment. The majority 
of the roads are in position to sv , for one or more years, the renewal of 
rails without any # nt deterioration of track; and the large addition of 
modern engines and new equipment enables them to suspend a large per- 
— | of their shop forces until the outlook for the future becomes more 
hopeful. 

PThe large east-bound tonnage is still ee ashortage in cars, notwith- 
standing the large additions that have been made in the past year, and the 
number of employees required for train service will, in my opinion, be in- 
creased rather than diminished inthe immediatefuature. Ra companies, 
like private individuals, employ men when their business requires it and dis- 
charge them when the necessity therefor occurs, and I believe that the addi- 
tional help required in the transportation department will offset the number 
of hands —_ in other departments; so that the total number of em- 
ployees will be about the same. 

NOT WHOLLY A QUESTION OF MONEY. 


“TI do not believe that any important railroad is discharging employees on 
account of difficulty in raising money; the question of a money is not 
in any way involvedin thematter. No doubt corporations will be influenced 
by the financial conditions and the money market in determining upon ex- 
tended development and extensions; but it does not in the least affect the 
operation or maintenance of the property. Ido not believe that any reduc- 
tion of wages is planned. If, however, the industrial activity be checked, 
employees will be deprived of employment and will seek other flelds, making 
help more plentiful, which ae more or less affect wages in the future, not 
only with railroad companies, but in all other flelds of employment.” 

H A peeseeencases railway president took this somewhat different view. 

@ said: 

“Phe laboring man of to-day must ask himself two questions, and then 
decide to follow honestly the path suggested by the answer to one of them: 
Shall I work four days in a week for $2.25 a day, or take $1.7 a day for a full 
week? A workingman can do a lot for his family in twelve months by guess- 
ing the right answer.” 


[Chicago Chronicle, October 18, 1908.] 


RAILROAD STOPS ALL WORK-—PENNSYLVANIA SEES HARD TIMES COMING 
AND ECONOMIZES—THOUSANDS OF MEN ON EXTENSION CONTRACTS TO BE 
DISMISSED—TRAFFIC OUTLOOK DOES NOT WARRANT FURTHER EXPENDT- 
TURES—NEARLY $10,000,000 WORTH OF IMPROVEMENTS WILL SHUT DOWN 
NOVEMBER 10, 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., October 17, 1903. 
The Pennsylvania Railroad will suspend further operations on a great part 
of the vast improvement on extension work. It is estimated that nearly 
$10,000,000 of new work already under contract will be stopped within thirty 
days. 


ormal notice was given to-day to several contractors to suspend work on 
November 10. Other orders of like tenor will be issued without delay. An 
immediate result of this sudden action by the Pennsylvania Railroad to cur- 
tail expenditures will be the throwing out of work of several thousand men 
employed by the contractors. 

‘The purpose is to all improvements and extension work from which 
direet efit can not be derived this year, except where the work is so far 
advanced or in such shape that operations can not_be suspended without 
on of serious damage to the workalready done. Heavy excavation work 
will be stopped. 





Schedules of such work are now being prepared to be submitted to Joseph T. 
Richards, chief engineer of maintenance of way. 

After he cuts out what he shall deem unnecessary or premature, the revised 
schedules go to William H. Brown, chief engineer, and from him to President 
Cassatt. Thus work heretofore approved and put under contract, but now 
soy d, must go through the usual course of new work proposed before it 
shall be taken up again. 

The general stoppage of improvement work ordered was finally determined 
on by Bresident assatt a few daysago. His decision was reached after con- 
sultation with Charles E. Pugh, second vice-president, and W. W. Atterbury, 
general manager, who confirmed President Cassatt in his opinion that traftic 
conditions now are not such as to require all the increased facilities planned. 


DEADLOCK ON SHORTER DAY. 
Negotiations between thecommittee of railroad trainmen employed on the 


Pennsylvania system and General Superintendent Atterbury, which were 
broken off Wednesday, were resumed yesterday by request of the commitiee. 
The committee spent the greater part of the day in Mr. Atterbury’s office 


without. making any material progress in the direction of obtaining any re- 
duction in their working hours. 

The opinion prevails among the committee that nothing can be gained by 
further conferences with the general manager, but it was determined to 
leave no effort untried to effect some agreement with the company before 
laying the matter before the Grand Lodge of Railroad Trainmen. The sen- 
timent among the men in favor of a shorter workday is said to be very 
strong, and it is believed that a vote to strike would pass readily at this time. 


[Special telegram.] 
CLEVELAND, Onto., October 17, 1903. 

Veiewtos on the heels of the cut in the force of workmen at the shops of 
the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Railroad all over the country comes 
the annual announcement to-day that, beginning Monday, there will be a 
reduction in the working hours of a day from ten to nine hours in all the 
locomotive and repair shops of the Lake Shore Sarre, 

This means a jon in wages not only in the big shops in Collinwood, 
but also in Chi . Pittsburg, and other large cities entered by that line. 
= Lake Erie and Western, a branch of the Lake Shore, is included in the 
order. 

At the headquarters here to-day it was stated that there was not enough 
work on hand to keep the large forces busy, and the reduction in hours was 
thought to be the best thing to do. 

The announcement has caused consternation among the hundreds of 
workmen in and around Cleveland. 


[Paterson Guardian, October 19, 1908.] 


| CUT IN WORKING HOURS—LAKE SHORE FINDS IT HASN'T ENOUGH WORK 


TO KEEP ITS MEN BUSY. 
CLEVELAND, October 19, 1903. 


Following the cut in the force of workmen at the shops of the Lake Shore 
and Michigan Southern Railroad comes the announcement that, beginning 
to-morrow, there will be a reduction in the working hours of a day from ten 
to nine hours in all the locomotive and repair shops of the Lake Shor 
Company. 

This means a reduction in wages, not — the big shops in Collinwood, 
but also in Chicago, Pittsburg, and other cities entered by that line. 
— Lake Erie and Western—a branch of the e Shore—is included in the 
order. 

At the headquarters here it was said that there was not enough work on 
hand to keep the large forces busy and the reduction in hours was thought 
to be the best thing to do. 

The announcement has caused consternation among the hundredsof work- 
men in and about Cleveland. 


[Boston Transcript, October 20, 1903.] 


PENNSYLVANIA WILL RESIST—RAILROAD COMPANY CAN NOT GRANT DE- 
MANDS OF TRAINMEN AND HAS BEGUN TO REDUCE FORCE. 


PHILADELPHIA, October 20, 1903. 


Porestalling action onthe part of the 14,000 trainmen on its lines east of 
Pittsburg, in case of a point blank refusal to comply with the demands of the 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, the Pennsylvania Railroad has already 
made an important move to prevent trouble. As the most forcible object 
lesson that could be brought to bear upon the men, thousands of employees 
have been laid off and orders have been issued that the cutting down shal! be 
from 5 per cent of the total force in some departments to 15 per cent in 
others. Not less than 6,500, and probably 7,500, men will be discharged or 
suspended as soon as the lists can be made up. This scaling down will fall 
heavily wpon the trainmen, whose demands for shorter hours are now before 
the ciate of the road. By laying off men the railroad will cut down its 
monthly pay roll between $350,000 and $409,000. High officers of the railroad 


; frankly say that the demands of the trainmen can not be granted. The-« 


pany, irritated, according to the statements of its officers, by frequent de- 
mands on the part of its men, will resolutely refuse to yield an inch. 


{Boston Transcript, October 22, 1903.) 
LABOR FACING A CRISIS?—INDICATIONS OF RETRENCHMENT EVERY WHERE— 
WAGES FOR UNSKILLED MEN FAR OUT OF PROPORTION—LARGE CON- 


CERNS ARE REDUCING THEIR FORCES—THE NUMBER OV THE IDLE IS IN- 
CREASING EVERY WEEK. 


CHICAGO, October 22, 1902 
Organized labor is facing the greatest wage crisis since the panic of 1893, 
if the forecast of its leaders iscorrect. And the burden of the struggle to 
maintain the present high standard of pay is expected to fall onthe un- 
skilled men, whose wages are held to have been advanced far out of propor- 
tion to the value of their services. Indications of retrenchment are seen on 






every hand. The railroads throughout the country have started to lay off 
men, the mine operatorsare curtailing expenses, and factories are employing 
reduced forces. All big employing concerns are refusing to grant any 
further increases in pay. 

The tendency toward retrenchment isattributed to the abnormal increases 


that have been exacted by the unskilled workmen. Whileexpert mechani 





such asthe machinists and the brass workers, have been able to advance 
ett peg only 15 per cent, their helpers are receiving 25 or 30 per cent more 
an four years ago. The same condition prevails in other trades. It 


yt 
bas been estimated that before the close of the year the big employing con- 
cerns of the ee will have discharged nearly 1,000,000 men, most of them 
laborers and general utility workers. Of this number the railroads are ex- 


pected to drop frem employment 200,000 men, the mine operators 530,000, the 










: 





988 


machine shops and iron, steel and tin plants 250,000, and the building trades 
more than 40,000. 

In the wave of organization that is now subsiding labor leaders formed into 
unions all the toilers who were willing to join. In almost all of the indus- 
tries the skilled men demanded that the unskilled be given a new and uni- 
form wage scale. In the stockyards of the country the laborers there were 
being paid from $1.25 to $1.50 a day until swept into the labor movement. 
Then came an increase to $1.75, made possible by a determined stand on the 
part of the skilled workers. For three weeks the skilled men, the butchers, 
fausage makers, and canners have tried to get more pay for themselves. 
They have found, however, that the increase granted the laborers—which 
meant $1,500,000 a year to the packers— brought the employers to a realiza- 
tion that a halt must be called. 

With the railroads conditions are similar. The engineers and firemen of 
the roads running east from Chicago are clamoring for better pay, but the 
unskilled men of the business already have taxed the pay roll of the company 
to the limit. The average daily wages paid by the railroads in different sec- 
tions of the country is shown by the following table: 


Engineers.| Firemen. 


Middle Atlantic States 
New England States 
Southwestern States 
Pacific States 


The Eastern workers look with envious eyes at the Western scale, but 
when they informally approached the railroad officials they were told that 
the track men, the repair men, the section hands, and bridge men have been 
raised all the way from 15 to 50 = cent in pay, and that the pay rollsof the 
Eastern companies have been lifted from $610,900,580 in 1901, to $676,025,594 in 


1903. 

In the building trades the number of idle men is increasing every week, 
the contractors finding it almost impossible to do business under the wage 
scales adopted last spring. Both skilled and unskilled men were conceded 
better wages then, but the advances er the laborers are causing the 
greatest concern to the contractors. he hod carriers are now getting 36} 
cents an hour, or 8 cents more an hour than is paid an ex 
cents a day more than that paid a cigar maker. The building laborers are 
getting 30 cents an hour, or 5 cents more than a clerk or shipping room em- 

loyees in the wholesale houses. The plumbers’ helpers are paid $2.50 a day, 

e junior steam fitters $2.25, the electrical helpers $2.25, and the machinists’ 
helpers $1.75. 

that or - 


14 
88 
2. 42 
2.67 


rt machinist, and 40 


An officer of the Chicago Federation of Labor issues a warnin 
ized labor should not ask for better wages in the face of a falling market. 
To prove that unskilled labor has been granted an abnormal wage increase, 
he gave out the following table of the increases already granted some of the 
unskilled workers of Chicago: 

Per year. 
Stockyard employees $1, 500,000 
Hod carriers 


Hotel employees 
SIT icctitiis picsni rab etinnneagintnndtiniamnmnietintinipeinininemttingumsincaunsis 


“The auras are beginning to retrench,” he said, “and we have feared 
such action for some time. What is to be done I donot know. The skilled 
men will always be in demand, but capital can dispense with the unskilled 
toa certain extent. Itseemsasif we have paid too much attention to the 
laborers and helpers, and must bear the consequences. If many menare laid 
off, some unions probably will go to pieces, and the success of the entire 
movement will be threatened.’® 


B. & A. REDUCING FORCE—PART OF MEN IN SHOPS TO BE DISCHARGED— | 


PLAN TO USE FEWER CONDUCTORS. 
WORCESTER, October 22, 1903. 


Orders have been received by officials of the Boston and Albany division of 
the New York Central system, aocerting Se the Telegram, to reduce the 
force of shop employees as much as possible. Asa result, 15 per cent of the 
shop employees at West Springfield will be discharged to-morrow and reduc- 
tions will be made at Allston. Orders have been given that hereafter there 
shall be no extra conductors on local trains running out of Boston when those 
trains are made up of fourcarsor less. This will apply more to the trains 
running on what is known as the circuit than on the main line, although it 
applies to the South Framingham locals out of Boston. This move means a 
saving of $75 a month on every ye relieved of work. c 

Unless business increases in the freight department it is probable men will 
also be discharged from it. There are many, however, who think business 
will begin to show an increase soon. At Rensselaer, N. Y.,a large number 
of men have been discharged, and the orders to go into effect Friday are in 
accord with a recently issued order of the New York Central road to retrench 
as much as possible. 


UNION LABOR METHODS SCORED—GAS ASSOCIATION PRESIDENT OFFERS 
PLAN TO GUARD AGAINST STRIKES. 


Detroit, October 22, 1903. 


The thirty-first annual convention of the American Gas Light Association 
ned here yesterday. The following-named officers were elected at the con- 
octen of the routine business: President, Rollin Norris, Philadelphia; vice- 
idents, E. G. Cowherdy, St. Louis; Charles F. Prichard, Lynn, Mass.; 
rles 8. Faben, jr., Toledo; secretary-treasurer, A. E. Forstall, Montclair, 
N.J 


Alton 8. Miller, of Baltimore, the retiring president, in his address, 
attacked labor unionism and advocated the formation of the manufacturers’ 
association to fightthe unions. “The greater tof the laboring men,” said 
he, “are good men and good citizens, but the laboring man’s fault lies in his 
readiness to listen to the cry of the a of the country. To 

inst suffering from strikes, gas companies should increase the capacity of 
their storage tanks so that they can put in enough gas to last six months or 
a year. They should also ally themselves with reputable builders and man- 
nufacturers in all cities to prevent lawlessness in strikes, the destruction of 
output, and the interference with nonunion labor.” 


CHICOPEE UNION SURPRISED. 
CnricopEE, October 22, 1908. 
The action of the International Textile Workers at Philadelphia in voting 
to-send the officers to Chicopee Falls to investigate a small strike at the Chico- 


Manufacturing Company's cotton mills was a rise.to union members 
tore. The local union officials expected that the culty would be left to 
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| for its wheat and the farmers were poverty stricken. 


ard | 





JANUARY 21, 


them to adjust, if possible. The grievance consists of an objectionable change 
in the work in the picker rooms, where it is claimed more labor without at 
ditional compensation has been put upon some of the employees. 


D. AND H. COMPANY TO LAY OFF 200 MEN. 
ALBANY, October 22, 1908. 
Notice has been given that the Delaware and Hudson Railroad Compan 
will lay off 200 men, equivalent to 10 per cent of the working force. Secon 
Vice-President Culver said that increased efficiency of administration, and 
not industrial depression or labor troubles, was the cause of the reduction. 


WAGE ADVANCE FOR GLASSWORKERS. 
PITTSBURG, October 22, 1908. 
The wage-scale conference of the shade branch of the American Flint 
Glassworkers has resulted in a wage advance of 5 per cent, and the members 
are allowed several minor conditions demanded by the men. The advance 
will affect 1,600 men. This morning the iron-mold branch of the trade wil] 
be taken up. 


RAND, M’NALLY & CO. SECURE INJUNCTION. 
CHICAGO, October 22, 1908. 
An injunction has been granted to the publishing firm of Rand, McNally 
& Co. against Franklin Union, No. 4, of Press Feeders, restraining the latter 
from interfering with the business of the complainant, picketing its plant 
and intimidating its employees. 


(New York World, October 22, 1903.] 


DON’T SHARE IN PROSPERITY—RAILROAD LAYS OFF 200 MEN WHILE BUSI- 
NESS NEVER WAS 80 GOOD. 
ALBANY, October 21, 1903. 

Notice was given to-day that the Delaware and Hudson Railroad Company 
will lay off 200 men, equivalent to 10 per cent of the working force. 

Second Vice-President Culwer said to-day that increased efliciency of 
administration and not industrial depression or labor troubles was the cause 
of the reduction. 

The road was doing the largest business in its history, he said, but it had 
been found that the work could be done with a reduced force. 


[Washington Post, October 22, 19038.) 
THE TIDE OF PROSPERITY. 


Has the tide of prosperity really turned? And, if so, is this country going 
to have a time of serious business depression? That there is already visible 
a marked decrease of industrial activity is an indisputable fact. That the 
change will be as great as that of 1893 or the memorable trouble of 1873 there 
is no reason to apprehend. This country is more ee ree against 
financial disturbance than it ever was at any time in our history. There is 
vastly more of solid rock and a corresponding decrease of sand in our foun- 
dation. . We have for seven years been riding on the crest of a wave of pros- 
perity and progress that has been astonishing to the most optimistic of our 
own people and amazing to their competitors in Europe. Now we are slack- 
ing our pace. This is what might reasonably have been expected, for there 
was bound, sooner or later, to be a halt in the continuous growth of business. 
The Philadelphia Press makes these suggestive remarks: 

“The strikes in building trades in New York, Chic , and elsewhere cut 
off the demand for structural steel. Cutting off this demand deranged the 
entire iron market. Deranging the iron market brought a reduction in 
yee. A reduction in prices brought the necessity for reduction in output. 

‘he output of pig iron for the current year before this reduction began 
promised to be 15,000,000 tons. It has been reduced between one-fifth and 
one-fourth. The reduction in all is about 4,000,000 tons. This is worth about 

0,000,000. The great bulk of this, from ore up to the finished product, is 

bor cost. Practically the poco’ depression brings a reduction in wages 
paid to labor of from $40,000,000 to $45,000,000. 

“This reduction does not stop there. The railroad couplopecs to-day num- 
ber about 1,300,000. Five yearsago they were about 925,000. They have grown 
almost one-half in this time. This growth is in great measure due to the 
increase in annual production of iron from 12,000,000 tons five years ago to 
18,000,000 tons now. The railroad employes increased one-half because the 
eee product had increased one-half. It was not this alone which did it, 

ut the rise in the output of iron measured a general trade activity as its 
shrinkage reduces depression. With the reduction in the output of pig, due 
in its primary cause to building strikes, there is certain to come a general 
reduction in the openings and opportunities for employment, of which the 
cut in pig iron is a measure.” 

The Chicago Journal declares that ‘everywhere employers are retrench- 
ing as far as itis possible for them to do, and the result is that soon more 
than 1,000,000 men will be out of employment in thevery midst of good times 
almost if not quite unprecedented.” We can not have good times of that 
description with a million workingmen out of employment. The Boston 
Advertiser takes this cheerful view of the situation and outlook: 

“Tt is not as it was in the panic years when this country found no market 
Wheat and corn and 
cotton are selling at good prices. The great West has money to spend and 
will keep the mills and factories of the East busy turning out enough goods 
of all kinds to satisfy its demands. The poomse who have bought worthless 
paper will suffer from the paper panic; but there is just asmuch money in 
the oouey as ever, and it will be spent freely for what the mills and stores 
have to sell.” 

For obvious reasons the national capital is exempt from the worst effects 
of an unfavorable change in general business conditions. There will be 
much heavier disbursements of money for labor in this city in the next three 
years than there have been in any three years past. 


[New York Evening Post, November 2, 1908.] 
WIRE-NAIL WORKS CLOSED DOWN. 
SHARON, PA., November 2, 1903. 


The wire-nail works of the American Steel and Wire Company, at South 
Sharon, have closed down for an indefinite period, throwing about 1,000 men 
out of work. The mills have been ae steadily all the summer and fall, 
and part of the time were on double turn. Lack of orders is given as the 
cause for the shut down. 


[New York Evening Post, November 4, 1903.] 
CLOSING THE PENCOYD IRON WORKS. 
PHILADELPHIA, November h, 1903. 


Four hundred workmen in the bloom mill and the iron and steel finishin 
departments of the Pencoyd Iron Works were laid off to-day, makinga to 
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of nearly 2,000 men rendered idle by the gota closing of the Ma viente, 
The 8-inch steel mill will be closed on Saturday, which will complete the shut- 
down of the establishment. 


[Journal of Commerce, November 5, 1903.] 


REDUCTION OF TRON AND STEEL PRICES HAS COMMENCED—GENERAL LOW- 
ERING OF FINISHED PRODUCTS EXPECTED—RAW MATERIALS ALREADY 
GREATLY REDUCED—CONCESSIONS REPORTED IN NAILS AND SOME OTHER 
FINISHED LINES—SOME INDICATIONS OF READJUSTMENT OF WAGES SCHED- 
ULES AS WELL. 

Prrrspure, November 4, 1908. 

Reductions in prices on jnished iron and steel products have commenced, 
and the opinion pretty generally prevails in well-informed quarters that 
there will have to be a material lowering in prices all along the line from 
coke or iron to the finished product before consumers wiil be tempted tocome 
inco the marketand place their orders for the material, which they no doubt 
badly need, but which they have been holding off from buying on account of 
the weakness in prices which existed for solong. For some months the man- 
ulacturers of cut nails west of the Aleghany Mountains have had an as2ocia- 
tion which controls the output and prices, and at a meeting of this organiza- 
tion held recently, the price of cut nails was reduced 25 cents a keg, or from 
$2.15 to $1.90 at the makers’ works. 

There have been no other official reduction in prices, but there is no rea- 
sonable doubt that the large interests have been quictly shading prices for 
some little time in the hope of inducing buyers to come in the market and 
place their contracts. These concessions, if they have been made, would not 
app!y on plates, steel, or bars shipment prices on which are controlled by 
tight agreements and which so far as known have been recently held. 

Should the steel billet makers at their meeting in New York decide to 
lower prices on steel billets this action would probably be followed by re- 
ductionsin prices on bar steel and plates. It is not so certain that prices of 
structural material would be cut, as this trade is a very important branch of 
the steel business: and is controlled thoroughly by the six concerns compris- 
ing the Beam pool for the past three or four years. Prices on all kinds of 
iron and steel products, and on ore and coke as well, have been abnormally 
high, due to the unprecedented demand. Now that we have returned toa 
normal condition again it is but natural to assume that prices will seek a 
lower level to meet the new conditions — in the iron trade. 

‘The coming reductions in prices will not only apply to pig iron, steel, and 
finished products, but on ore and coke as well. Six years ago coke used by 

last furnaces sold at $4 and $5 a ton, but to-day the same quality of coke can 
be bought at$2aton. Prices on creare controlled by the oreassociation, and 
while it will be impossible to make any reductions on this year’s contracts 
for ore, there is no doubt that when the ore producers get together their 
schedule of prices on the different grades next year they will makea material 
cut in prices over. this year. 

It is very evident, too, that labor will have to stand its share of depression 


now existing in the iron trade by accepting lower wages. The movement in | 


this direction has already started; one nonunion rolling mill in this city has 


cut wages.of puddlers to $5.a ton, while the Amalgamated Association | 


scale for the same kind of labor is $6.45 a ton. : 
It. is understood also that some of the nonunion sheet mills have taken the 
initiative of this movement by reducing wages about 20 percent. It is also 


currently reported, but not officially confirmed, that the Carnegie Steel | wages from $4.50 to $4.a ton 


Company is preparing lower schedules of wages for its thousands of em- 
loyees in the Braddock, Homestead, and Duquesne mills. If this proves 
= it is certain that the reductions in wages will be made at all the millsand 
blast furnaces owned. by the United States Steel Corporation, of which the 
Jarnegie Company isa part. While some labor troubles may follow asa 
result of these reductions in wages it is hoped the men will see the wisdom 
and necessity of accepting them, particularly in view of the fact that the 
employers voluntarily raised wages when the boom was on in the iron market. 
Jnusual interest was taken in the iron and steel situation here yesterday 
because of certain reports indicating a reduction in prices. The firstof these 
originated in connection with the steel-billet pool, which, it is understood, 
held a meeting, and rumor had it that a reduction to$26 per ton had been rec- 
omended. ‘Then it was reported that the stecl-rail pool will hold a meeting 
to-day, said to be for the purpose of considering a reduction in the price of 
rails. Naturally the tradeand Wall street were much disturbed over these 
reports and the United States Steel stocks made a very close approach to the 
low records of the year, while the new bonds sold a small fraction under the 
previous low price. Nosatisfaction could be obtained as to the ramored or 
proposed cut in the billets and rails, hence the whole situation is surrounded 
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with much uncertainty. President Corey, Judge Gary, and other officials of | 


the Steel Trust were reticent and positively refused to discuss the matter. 

What attracted attention early in the day to a possible change in the long- 
established schedule wa3a statement over the election holiday that the Lon- 
con agents of the United States Steel Corporation had effect:d an important 
sale of steel in England. In this case it is practically admitted that such a 
sale has been made and that it involves a very heavy tonnage. It is under- 
stood that details of the order or orders booked abroad will soon arrive by 
mail, and in the meantime only general information is obtainable. 

It has been an open secret for some time that the steel trust was actively 
working to secure a foothold in foreign markets. There was, of course, 
no object in making such a move while demestic consumption was in excess 
of production, but with a reversal of these conditions the trust found it nec- 
essary to secure outside markets in case the mills were to be kept running. 
Reasonably, English and German manufacturers are not likely to stand idly 
by and see their home markets invaded by such a powerful competitor as the 
United States Steel Corporation without making an effort to retain their 
trade. As everyone knows, the steel trust is in a position to obtain special 


freight rates, but the consensus of opinion is that a reduction in transporta- | 


tion charges alone would not be sufficient to secure foreign orders in volume. 
It is this that has led up to the belief that price reductions have been re- 
sorted to, a theory that gained credence because of yesterday’s meeting of 
the steel-billet pool and the rumors that followed it. 

Referring to the iron and steel situation the Iron Age to-day will say: “A 
number of the Southern producers have again given way, so that transac- 
tions on the basis of $9.50 for No.2 foundry, Birmingham, have been made 
on a fairly liberal scale. Our Cincinnati correspondent reports the sale, for 
export, of a lot of 15,000 tons of southern Ris on the basis of $9.50 for No. 2 
foundry and $8.50 for gray forge. From Birmingham we hear of two small 
sales, also destined to Great Britain. The demand from the Mediterranean 
is said to be very light. In Cincinnati one large smelting interest earlier in 
the week took 15,000 tons on the basis of $9.75 for No. 2. 


he pace set by the | 


southern producers must have widespread effects, since there can be no | 


hope now for months to come for many furnaces there and in other parts of 
the country to continue in operation. ; E 
‘Natural causes are bringing about whatagreements have failed to doeither 
in the South or in the East. The foundry industry is little affected by what 
is being donein the Central West. Prices in the Birmingham district have 
now reached a point when the export business seems nearly possible without 
any special sacrifices, and that in itself isa warning to buyers not to press too 
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long. Itis thoroughly well understood that the yards of the foundries are 
exceptionally bare, and during the last week there have been many signs that 
some melters are realizing this. The talk of the excessive cost of production 
has little influence upon buyers, yet the suddenness of the decline will cause 
— producers to pause who nfight otherwise have gone on hoping against 
oO ° 

here are a good many rumors relating to export sales of finished iron and 
steel. We can not hear thit much his be2n done, nor are the prices obtain- 
able very tempting. Some minor sales of steel rails have beon made, among 
them a 4,000-ton lotto Japan and about 5,000 tons to Korea. Bat a South 
American order was lost. The rail makers are to meet to-morrow. Reports 
relating to finished material in the domestic markets are not favorable. Cut 
nails have been reduced 2% cents per keg in price. Concessions on plates and 
bars are being made through the aid of crowdi age into distant 
markets. Lower prices have been made ou sheets. The steel pool is still in 
session as we go to press. There issome curiosity in the trade relative to the 
methods to be used to make “official” prices effective now which have been 
ignored for some time past. 
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{New York Journal of Commerce, November 9, 1903.] 
ILLINOIS STEEL COMPANY DISCHARGES 2,000 MORE MEN. 
CnicaGo, November 8, 1908. 
Two thousand men were laid off by the Illinois Steel Works at South Chi- 
cago Saturday night. In addition to this reduction 1,200 men who were dis- 
charged two weeks ago, and who expected to return to work to-morrow 
morning, have been informed that there is no work for them. 2 
The ofticials of the company refuse to talk about the retrenchment going 
on, but it issaid by the men that they are being laid off because of curtail- 
ment in the output. 





[Johnstown Daily Democrat, November 10, 1933.] 

ONE THOUSAND ARE OUT OF EMPLOYMENT—MANY LORAIN PEOPLE NOW 
BACK IN JOYFUL CITY—PERIOD OF IDLENE3S NOW—NOT KNOWN EXACTLY 
WHEN PLANT IN OHIO CITY WILL RESUME OPERATIONS. 

A large pumber of people from Lorain, Ohio, formerly residents of Johns- 
town, are at present visiting friends and relatives in this city. As stated 
some time ago in the Democrat, the mills at that place have all been closed 
down, and as a result about 1,000 men are out of employment. 

Although it was asserted that the mills would be again started January 
1,a@ man conversant with the situation stated last night that when the fore- 
men notified the men some weeks ago of the closedown they did not tell 
when the works would again be started. The Lorain company has a large 
number of men at work repairing the mills. Some of the orate men who 


| came to Johnstown have secured work with the Cambria company and will 


again locate here. 


[Johnstown Democrat, November 10, 1903. | 


WAGE REDUCTION AND IDLENESS SfILL RULE—READING IRON 
POSTS NOTICE TO MEN—DEPARTMENTS SHUT DOWN. 


READING, November 9, 1908. 


The Reading Iron Company to-day decided on a reduction in puddlers* 

Other reductions will range from $3 to 10 per 

cent. The reduction will take effect November 16. In the notices postedsit 

says that in order to keep the works going the cost of production must be 

decreased. The department already closed employed 300 hands, and the 
company promises to make every effort to keep all its other plants going. 

The new universal mill of the Reading Iron Company has closed down, af: 
fecting about 150 men. The company’s sheet mill and the Olney street mill 
shut down in some departments to-day. 

A large number of employees in the riveting department of the Sternbergh 
plant of the American Iron and Steel Company, this city, were laid off. All 
the suspensions referred to above are for an indefinite period. 

The Phoenix Iron Company at Phoenixville has posted notices advising its 
workmen of a5 per cent reduction in wages. The works are now overrun 
with men looking for work, owing to the closing of the Pencoyd mills. 


COMPANY 


[From the Washington Star, November 10, 1903.] 
REDUCTION OF WAGES. 
READING, Pa., November 9, 1908. 

A notice was posted to-day at the tube mill of the Reading Iron Company 
that the wages of the employees would be subject to a reduction according to 
the amount of wages received. The reduction will take effect Monday, No- 
vember 16. The puddlers will be reduced from $4.50 to $4 a ton, and all other 
classes will be reduced from 3 to 10 per cent. 


{From the Journal of Commerce, November 12, 1903.]} 
BLOWERS PUT OUT OF WORK BY MACHINES—ORGANIZING COMPANY. 
GREENSBURG, PA., November 11, 1903. 

Thrown out of employment by the installation of glass-making machines 
in the Jeannette plant of the American Window Giass Company, a half hun- 
dred blowers of Jeannette, with their full compiement of gatherers, flat- 
teners, nnd cutters, are organizing a company to build a coope vo p! 
a cost of $100,000. Bonuses have been offered by Greensburg : Jeanne s 

Over 1,000 men were thrown out of emp!oyment by the machines in Jean- 
nette, and barely half of them have been able to get positions in the coopera- 
tive plants of western Pennsylvania and Ohio. 
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[From the Washington Post, November 12, 1903.] 
CUT IN COTTON WAGES. 
Boston, November 11, 1908. 

Reports from the centers of the cotton-mill industry throughout New Eng 
land indicate that to-day’s announcement at Fall River that a 10 per cent 
reduction in wages had been decided upon by the cotton manufacturers 
there, to gointo effect November 23, has caused general uneasiness, due ta 
the belief that an equal reduction at other places is inevitable. It is con- 
ceded that this will be the case in Rhode Island and eastern Connecticut, 
and it is thought other cities in eastern Massachusetts may follow the 
example set by Fall River, though their cases are somewhat dissimilar. 

SITUATION IN NEW ENGLAND. 


In Taunton the Corr Manufacturing Company has already announced a 10 
r cent reduction, and while the mill men at New Bedford, Lowell, and 
awrence are reticent concerning their plans, they admit that the condition 
of the cotton market is all against the manufacturers. This is believed to 
be equivalent to saying that.a wage reduction is something to be seriously 
considered. The situation in Maine and New Hampshire will hardly be af- 
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fected. Maine did not share in the wage advance of two years ago, and so 
has a negative advantage now. 

The mill agents at Manchester, N.H., which is one of the largest. cotton- 
manufacturing centers in the country, saythat retrenchment has not been 
thought of so far. 

Representatives of the labor unions in Fall River and other cities do not 
appear to anticipate any concerted action on the part of the unions in oppo- 
sition to the new schedule. The union men have kept themselves well in- 
formed as to the cotton market, and to-day's announcement at Fall River 
occasioned little surprise. While not admitting the necessity for so sweep- 
ing a reduction, it is doubtful if any considerable number would join in a 
fight with the mill agents at this time. 

BACK TO OLD SCALE. 


Although the outlook at Fall River from the operatives’ standpoint is a 
rather gloomy one, it should be remembered that the new schedule is really 
a return to the conditions existing two years ago, when an advance was made 
by the manufacturers. 
strike in Lowell last spring. The Lowell operatives demanded the Fall 
River schedule, which was refused. 

The present scale went into effect March 17, 1902. 
regula! goods to-day is 21.78 cents per cut, and a 10 per cent reduction would 
make the new price 19.6 cents. The old price previous to the date given was 
19.8, and this latter figure will prevail after November 23. 


[From the New York World, November 13, 1903.] 


STEEL TRUST CUTS EXPENSES $56,000,000—THIS ANNUAL SAVING EFFECTED 
BY CLOSING PLANTS AND REDUCING SALARIES AND WAGES—ASKS THAT 
FREIGHT RATES BE LOWERED-—EASTERN TRUNK LINES MEET ON TUES- 
DAY TO CONSIDER A REDUCTION, 


By the reorganization of its business the steel trust expects to save 
$56,000,000 a year, and thus offset the falling off initsnetincome. Salaries and 
wages have already been cut, plants closed or consolidated, and now, as a 
further step in the way of economy, it plans to get a heavy reduction in 
freight rates. 

A meeting of the Eastern trunk lines of the Central Traffic Association 
has been called for next Tuesday to consider a demand of the United States 
Steel Corporation that the rates to the seaboard on the products of the com- 
pany be reduced in such a seale as to enable it to compete successfully for 
export business. Mr. Morgan’s company, the International Mercantile Ma- 
rine Company, has also decided to give the company low rates. It is esti- 
mated that the company will by these means save $5,000,000 a year. 

This action was foreshadowed in the exclusive announcement made in The 
World last Tuesday of the plan to reduce expenses. 

It was stated on high authority yesterday that when all these economies 
have been carried into effect the annual saving will be 10 per cent of the 
gross earnings, which last year were $560,000,000. This would mean an annual 
saving of $56,000,000. 


The price for weaving 


HOW THE STEEL TRUST HOPES TO SAVE $56,000,000 A YEAR. 


Salaries—30 per cent reduction upon $40,000,000 $12, 000, 000 
Wages—20 per cent reduction on $88,000,000. ...............-........ 17,600,000 
Freight rates, saving 5, 000, 000 
Four per cent of men laid off, saving wages of 3, 820, 000 
Saved in reduction of output 9, 600, 000 
Saved by closing and concentration of plants, estimated .......... 8,480,000 


BUSINESS FALLEN OFF. 

How much the business of the company will have fallen off by the end of the 
fiscal year it is impossible to e#imate at this time. The greatest falling off 
has been in the last three months. The last statement showed that the net 
earnings had fallen off more than $4,000.00) for the summer quarter as com- 
pared with the same period last year. The company met this falling off by 
cutting the dividend from 1 to} per cent for the quarter. The belief was 
expressed in Wall street yesterday that the enormous reduction in expenses 
will more than offset the losses, and that by conservative management the 
present dividends on both classes of stock may be continued. 

If the Rockefeller party, however, is in control, as it is rnmored, it is pos- 
sible that the dividend on the common stock may be cut off altogether. 
John D. Rockefeller is said to favor such a plan, notwithstanding that he is 
the largest owner of the common stock. 
out for the rights of the common stockholders, although it is said that he 
owns scarcely any of the common stock at the present time. 

The World sent this question yesterday to fifty representative bankers in 
New York: 

* Does Rockefeller own or control the United States Steel Trust?” 

The following answers were received by telegraph: 

“We know nothing about it. 

“E. C. Bengpict & Co.” 


“In reply to your telegram beg to say I do not know. 
“Wm. A. NasH.” 
“It’s beyond our present knowledge, but do not think transfer books 


would show it. 
‘Henry Crews & Co.” 


“ Weare unable to say, but would respectfullyrefer you to Mr. Rockefeller. 
“ZIMMERMAN & FORSHAY.” 
“We unfortunately do not keep Mr. Rockefeller’s books. You will have 


to ask him. 
“HARVEY Fisk & Sons.” 


[From the Philadelphia Record, November 13, 1903.] 


TRUST'S BIG ECONOMIES—RAILROADS MUST HELP THE CORPORA- 
TION TO SAVE MILLIONS. 


Ngw YorkK, November 12, 1903. 


STEIL 
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It was this advance in Fall River that led tothe great | 


JANUARY 21, 


off has been in the last three months. The last statement showed that the 
net earnings had fallen off more than $4,000,000 for the summer quarter, ag 
compared with the same period last year. , 


[From the Johnstown Democrat, November 13, 1903.] 


WAGE REDUCTION IN COTTON INDUSTRY AFFECTS BIG ARMY—FALL RIVER 
MANUFACTURERS MAKE 10 PER CENT CUT, AND THIS ACTION MAY BE FOL- 
LOWED IN OTHER STATES. 

FALL River, Mass., November 11, 1903. 

Notices were posted to-day in the cotton mills of this city announcing a 
general reduction of 10 percent in wages, to take effect November 23. About 
30,000 operatives are affected. 

The cut down is attributed to the unsettled state of the cotton- 
resulting from the high price of raw material and toa pronounced hesitation 
to buy on the part of the usual purchasers. The action taken in Fall River 
is one of widespread importance, since a step of this nature in this city 
usually is follewed by mill owners in southern and central Massachusetts 
exe meee, and eastern Connecticut, where a total of about 50,000 men are 
employed. 

As soon as the newsof the reduction was announced, officials of the Textile 
Workers’ Union began making arrangements for a canference to consider 
the situation. It is thought, however, that a general strike will not be or- 
dered here at this time for the reason that many of the manufacturers aro 
short of cotton and have large stocks of goods on hand, which would make a 
strike of little consequence to them. 


is trade 


Boston, November 11, 1903. 


Reports from the centers of the cotton mill industry throughout New Eng- 
land indicate that y’s annouficement at Fall River that a 10 per cent 


| reduction in wages had been decided upon by the cotton manufacturers there 


| 





‘ I ; | ing the entire pay roll. 
Mr. Morgan, it is said, will stand | ¥ 


has caused gencral uneasiness, due to the fact that an equal reduction at 
other places is inevitable. It is conceded that this will be the case in Rhodo 
Island and eastern Connecticut, and it is thongs that other cities in eastern 
Massachusetts may follow the example set by Fall River, though their cases 
are somewhat dissimilar. 

In Taunton the Corr Manufacturing Company, employing 700 hands, has 
already announced a 10 per cent reduction, and while the mill men at New 
Bedford, Lowell, and Lawrence are reticent concerning their plans, they 
admit that the condition of the n.arket isall against the manufacturers. 
This is believed to be equivalent to saying that a wage reduction is something 
to be seriously considered. 


{From the Washington Post, November 13, 1903.} 


TO CUT STEEL WAGES—BUT EMPLOYEES ARE TO EARN AS MUCH AS BEFORFE— 
WILL IMPROVE THE PLANTS—PITTSBURO MANUFACTURERSGIVE BXPLANA- 
TIONS OF THE PRESENT SITUATION OF THE INDUSTRY—PRICES OF FIN- 
ISHED PRODUCTS TO BE MAINTAINED—RECENT MARKED BETTERMENT OF 
TRADE CONDITIONS. 

PirTsBURG, PA., November 12. 
Two clearly expressed explanations of the conditions that are confronting 
the steel trade of this country, the one affecting the current prices and the 
other the more serious question of wage reductions, were made to-day by 


| one of the high officials of the Jones & Laughlin Steel Company. 


These explanations are as and supported by other steel manu- 
facturers, all of whom have been in close touch with the recent conferences 
in New York,and even prominent in the debates that have taken place there. 

Briefly outlined, the reductions in billets and bars were made after the 


| whole situation was gone over and it was seen that the trade would undoubt- 


edly be benefited by such a change. In the discussion over the other finished 
lines of steel, such as —— rails, structural shapes, ete., it was shown that 
during the past month or six weeks trade had shown such marked signs of 
improvement that there was no occasion for alarm and no reason for chang- 
ing the present prices, which are normal and have been maintained even 
when the disposition to increase them would have met with no objection by 
the consumers. 
QUESTION OF WAGE REDUCTION. 


New business coming in is booked at a close figure, ally with billets 
at the new price of - @ ton, and the manufacturers realize that the present 
wage rate is too high for the prices of material. Wage reduction is unques- 
tionably a matter that has tobe faced. Thereduction, which so far as known 
has been decided upon, can be placed approximately at 10 per cent, this cov- 


Continuing the information given, it was explained that the reduction of 
10 per cent does not mean a flat slicing off of 10 per cent of the daily wages 
of the employee of a manufacturing concern. A straight reduction of 10 per 
cent on the pay roll of the United States Steel Corporation would necessitate a 
cutting out of $12,000,000. The day laborer will not be affected, but every 
tonnage man will be. 

EFFECT ON TONNAGE MEN. 


The effect on the tonnage man, however, will not be in decreasing his 
earning power, but, rather, by increasing his tonnage capacity with im 
proved machinery, which will enable him to turn out an increased amount 
of finished steel at a less rate per ton, the total being practically the same 
as he has always made. 

Citing an instance for illustration, on this point, the official said: . 

“A tonnage man, we'll say, is running out 100 tons of steel a day. Woe 
increase the efficiency of his mill, move it a little faster,and enable him with 
practically the same effort to turn out 110 tons of steel, for which we pay 1 

er cent less per ton, but in the total he will get as much for the 110 tons as 

cs had been getting for the 100 tons before. e makes his same wages and 
we get the steel for less cost. We can then sell it for less cost and do busi 
ness satisfactorily.” 

Theodore J. § er, president of the Amalgamated Association of Iron, 
Steel and Tin Workers, has sent outa circular to the various lodges of 
organization, asking for a vote on the proposition of calling a special conven 
tion for the purpose of voting on withdrawing the limit of output on shect 


the 


| mills, 


A meeting of the eastern trunk lines of the Central Traffic Association has | 


been called for next Tuesday to consider the demand of seaboard on the 
products of the company be reduced in such scale as to enable it to compete 


successfully for export business. Mr. ye International | 


Mercantile Marine Company—hasalso decided to give the company low rates. 
ny will by these means save $5,000,000 a year. 

It was stated on high authority to-day that when all the proposed econo- 
mies have been carried intoeffect the annual aves will be 10 per cent of the 

oss earnings, or $56,000,000, as follows: Salaries, 000,000; wages, $17,600,000; 
Preight rates, $5,000,000, 4 per cent of men laid off, $3,320,000; saved in reduc- 
tion of output, $9,600,000; saved by closing and concentration of plants, esti- 
mated, $8,480,000; total, $56,000,000. 

How much the business of the company will have fallen off by the end of 
the fiscal year it is impossible to estimate at this time. The greatest falling 


It is estimated that the com 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


{From the Washington Post November 17, 1903.] 
EIGHT HUNDRED MEN IDLE. 
PHOENIXVILLE, PA., November 17, 1903. 


About 800 men have been rendered idle by the closing of the steel plant 
and several other departments operated by the Phoenix Iron Company. 


(From the Washington Post November 14, 1903.] 
CLOSED FOR INDEFINITE PERIOD. 
Cui1caGo, November 


As a consequence of the general reduction in wages in the iron trades the 
mills of the {Inland Steel Company, the chief industry at Indiana Harbor, 
Ind., closed last night for an indefinite period. 


4, 1908. 











[From the New York Post November l4, 1903.] 
STELL MILLS CLOSED—A SHUT-DOWN IN INDIANA BECAUSE MEN REFUSED 
LOWER WAGES. 
CHICAGO, November 1), 19038. 

As a consequence of the general reduction in wages in the iron trades, the 
millsof the Inland Steel Company, the chief industry at Indiana Harbor, Ind., 
closed last night for an indefinite period. The immediate cause of the shut 
down was the strike at midnight of 350 members of the Amalgamated Asso- 
ciation of Ironworkers. The strike was ordered by the leaders of the union 
because the company sought to cut wages to the level recently established 
in most of the plants of the American Sheet Steel Company. The Inland 
Company employs 900 men. 


{From the New York Post.] 
BIRMINGHAM IRON MILLS TO CLOSE. 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA., November 1, 1908. 


Announcement is made that the Birmingham Rolling Mills will shut down 
for an indefinite period. Lack of orders is given as the cause. More than 
900 men will be thrown out of work. 


[Boston Transcript, November 17, 19038.) 
TEN PER CENT CUT AT AMESBURY. . 
AMESBURY, November 17, 1903. 


The Hamilton Woolen Company has posted notices of a 10 per cent re- 
duction in wages to take effect November 23. The company has 800 em- 
ployees with a weee pay roll of $6,000. Agent M. W. Quinn said the com- 
pany was following the lead of Fall River in returning to the former schedule 
of wages. 

[From the Washington Post, November 18, 1903.] 
REDUCTION FORCED TO MEET AMERICAN COMPETITION MAY CAUSE STRIKE. 


HALIFAX, N. S., November 18, 1903. 


The Dominion Iron and Steel Company, of Sydney, has given notice of a 
general reduction of 10 to 33} per cent in the wages and salaries of all its em- 
ployees, to take effect December 1 next. It is stated by the company’s man- 


ager at Sydney that the cut was made necessary by the announcement that | 
the United States Steel Corporation had made a revision of its salary list, the | 
Dominion company being compelled to reduce expenses in order to compete | 


with its American rival. 


[From the New York World November 22, 1903.] 
EXPORTS AND CUT WAGES. 


The steel trust officials are said to be “* pata agreed that reductions | 
e.” 


in wages will undoubtedly have to be mat 
Is this in preparation for the revival of the export trade in the trust's pro- 
ducts which is now under way? English steel makers are apprehending an 


enormous ae of the surplus production of our trust’s vast system | 
s 


of mines and milis at prices which will make a market for it. 
Mr. Schwab wrote to Mr. Frick some time ago that “we can make rails 


for less than $12 per ton, leaving a nice margin on foreign business,” and said | 


that ‘‘what is true of rails is aa true of other steel products.” He pro- 
posed to sell to the English rai 
its home customers $28. 
by the Dingley duty of $3 per ton on steel rails—a duty for which the Repub- 
licans “stand pat.” : 

A year ago, when the highly protected glass industry wanted to sell its 
surplus abroad rather than to stimulate its sale at home by reducing prices, 
it asked its workmen to accept a cut in wages to promote the operation. The 


steel trust is apparently preparing to follow the precedent. And this is how | 


our tariff for monopoly and a surplus “protects American workingmen 
against the pauper labor of Europe.’ 


[From the Journal of Commerce, November 20, 1903.] 
THE REDUCTION OF WAGES IN COTTON MILLS. 


The Textile Council at Fall River, which includes the various unions of 
cotton-mill operatives there, has acquiesced in the 10 oo cent reduction of 
wages with a very bad grace. The preambleof the resolutions adopted shows 
a recognition of the fact that it was inevitable and that the alternative would 
probably be a closing of the mills for a time and an absolute loss of employ- 


ment in the winter, after the experience of partial loss for months in the | 
summer and early fall when it could be more easily borne. It isimplied that | 


the manufacturers admitted that ‘“‘a reduction of wages was not a remedy 


for the prevailing conditions.” Perhaps they did, but it may be a neces- | 


sity whether it isa remedy or not. It will not increase the actual supply of 


raw cotton, and it will not bring down the } minim as the closing of the mills | 
i 


might by curtailing consumption and so diminishing the demand. It cer- 
tainly will reduce the cost of producing cloth and so tend to revive the 
market for the product. 4 

The mills could not be expected to continue indefinitely making cotton 
cloth at a loss, and the unions would have shown more intelligence and a bet- 
ter spirit by cheerfully agreeing to the reduction, as they evidently did not 
prefer a stoppage or ae st page of the mills. 

The Textile Council in its resolutions declared that the representatives of 
the unions did not ‘‘consider the time argersene to enter upon a strike to 
prevent said reduction,” but it protested emphatically against the short 
notice of the time for putting it in effect and gave notice that “at the first 
favorable opportunity we will make a determined effert to secure a restora- 
tion of said reduction.” 

That the time is not opportune for a strike is tn itself evidence that the re- 
duction was legitimate and that a strike would fail because conditions did 
not justify it. An intelligent understanding of the situation and the reasons 


for the reduction would seem to be sufficient to make the short notice appear | 


&® matter of small importance compared to a stoppage with longer notice. 
A cheerful and sensible acceptance of the conditions which the employers 
can not escape, and notice of the expectation that when conditions improved 
the operatives would get their fair share of the benefit, would have been 
more effective than a protest and a threat. Here was an occasion for show- 
ing a businesslike spirit rather than a hostile and beiligerent_one which 
there was nothing to justify, but labor unions seem determined to make a 
—— geeperaiies between capital and labor instead of antagonism quite 


[From the Chicago Blade, November 21, 1903.] 
LEAVING FOR EUROPE. 


More than 30,000 laborers have taken steerage ge for Europe from the 


United States since October 1, which is nearly three times the number that 


left during the samé period last year. The shutting down of steel and iron 
plants is said to be the principal reason for the exodus. 
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8 at $19 per ton, for which the trust charged | 
The trust was aided and abetted in this extortion | 





(From the Chicago Blade, November 21, 1903.] 
STEEL WORKERS QUIT. 


Not all the steel workers are quietly submitting to reductions in wages. 
Those employed by the Inland Steel Company at Indiana Harbor announced 
to the management that they would not accept any such proposition and 
went on strike. The men were told that the mill would be shut down in- 
definitely, and both the open-hearth and blooming mills were also ordered 
closed. These men are not organized, and now it is proposed to form a union 
of the open-hearth workers in Indiana Harbor, South Chicago, and South 
Deering—some 500 in all. 


TEXTILE OPERATIVES REDUCED. 


Announcement is made by the manufacturers of a proposed 10 per cent 
reduction in the pay of 75,000 textile operatives in Massachusetts and Rhode 
Island. These reductions begin to take effect November 23. The officers of 
the unions affected are trying to get the manufacturers to reconsider their 
determination, but there issaid to be but little hope of success. The high price 
of cotton, which is restricting the market for the finished product, has had 
much to do with this reduction in pay. 


[From the Chicago Blade, November 21, 1903.] 


The Brooklyn Eagle, in speaking of wages and commnoity gripes. pointsout 
a fact often lost sight of by those writing on the subject. hile wages have 
been going up in some occupations they have been going down in others. 
Thus, in the report of the Labor Bulletin of the State of New York for June, 
1908, the average quarterly earnings of certain organized trade unionists 
| show an increase over 1897, but the true reason for this, as explained in the 
report, is that the principal increase in the men’s earnings is in the growth 
| of the groups that range from $600 to $000 a year, at the expense of those who 
} earn onl to $600 annually. The proportions of men now earning less 
| than $300 a year is larger than it was in 1902. 


adie 
| {From the Chicago Blade, November 21, 1903.] 
| REDUCTIONS EN STEEL WAGES. 


The most recent reductions in the wage scale of steel workers is sum- 

marized as follows: 

Phoenix Iron Company, Phoenixville, Pa.—Reduction, 5 per cent; men af- 

fected, 3,000. 

Reading Iron Company, Reading, Pa.—Puddlers’ wages reduced $4.50 to $4 
a ton; others, 3 to 0 per cent. 

} American [ron Steel Manufacturing Company, Lebanon, Pa.—Reduc- 
tion, 50 cents per ton for puddlers to $4; nine-hour schedule. 

Susquehanna Iron and Steel Company, Columbia, Pa.—Wages of puddlers 

| reduced $4.50 to $4 per ton. 

Sloss-Sheffield and Tennessee Coal and Iron Company, Birmingham, Ala.— 
| Wages of puddlers and finishers reduced from $6 to $5.75 per ton. 
Pennsylvania lron Works, Lancaster, Pa.—Wagesof puddlersreduced from 
| $4.50 to $4 per ton. 

American Sheet Steel Company, Scottsdale, Pa.— Wages tonnage men, roll- 
ers, heaters, and shearmen cut 20 per cent, operative January 1. 


[From the Chicago Blade, November 21, 1903.] 
A DESPONDENT ORGAN. 


The National Labor Tribune, of Pittsburg, Pa., for over a score of years 
| the representative of the interests of the steel and kindred workers, is not 

very optimistic these days. It a the turn in the slowing down of pro- 
| duction has come, saying editorially: 

“The darkest hour is before the dawn, as the old saying hasit. One can 
| not help wondering, in a survey of the iron and steel situation, whether this 
old saying is not applicable. The present iron and steel situation is, of 
course, not really . But there has been considerable reaction. and things 
are made to seem worse than they really are by the pessimism that is ram- 

nt in Wall street. Along with the disavowals of sweeping price reductions 

y the officials of the United States Steel Corporation come reports of a 
probable reconsideration of the curtailment of the furnace men. 

| “There are still more idle mills throughout the country than seemed pos- 
sible during the flush times of a year or more ago. What is still more 
unpleasant to contemplate, a number of the shut downs appear to be for 
good, or at least for an indefinite time to come.” 


[From the Washington Star, November 23, 1903.] 
WHOLESALE WAGE CUT—THIRTY-TWO THOUSAND MILL OPERATIVES AFFECT- 
ED—NBARLY ALL CONNECTICUT AND RHODE ISLAND MANUFACTURERS 
WILL FOLLOW SUIT MONDAY. 


Boston, November 23, 1908. 

The first of the numerous reductions in wages announced in the cotton 
mills of southern New England and at half a dozen points outside of that 
territory went into effect in all but one Fall River corporation to-day and at 
a number of outside mills, 

Although about 22,000 operatives had their pay cut down, no general strike 
occurred in any mill. To-day’s cut averages 10 per cent, and places the pay 
schedules on a basis with those paid previous to the advance of March, 1902. 

SEVENTY-EIGHT MILLS APFECTED. 
| The reduction affected 78 mills in Fall River, employing nearly 25,000 hands, 
and about a score of corporations elsewhere in New England, employing 
about 7,000 operatives. ate 

The Pall River Iron Works, operating four print-cloth mills, will cut down 
wages next Monday, and on that day also nearly 211 Rhode Island and Con- 
necticut manufacturers will adopt the lower schedule. A cut in New Bed- 
ford will go into effect in two weeks. 


STEEL WORKERS QUIT. 


Not all the steel workers are quietly submitting to reductions in wages. 
Those employed by the Inland Steel Company at Indiana Harbor announced 
to the management that they would not accept any such proposition, and 
went on strike. The men were told that the mill would be shut down indefi- 
nitely, and both the open hearth and blooming mills were also ordered closed. 
These men are not organized, and now it is proposed to form a union of the 
open-hearth workers in Indiana Harbor, South Chicago, and South Deering, 
some 500 in all. 


TEXTILE OPERATIVES REDUCED. 
Announcement is made by the manufacturers of a proposed 10 per cent 
reduction in the pay of 75,000 textile operatives in Massachusetts and Rhode 
Island. These reductions begin to take effect November 23. The officers of 
| the unions affected are trying to get the manufacturers to reconsider their 
determination, but there is said to be but little hope of success. The high 
op of cotton, which is restricting the market for the finished product, has 
d much to do with this reduction in pay. 
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PARRY 18 VERY ANGRY. 


Because the new polo ring at Indianapolis, Ind., is being constructed by 
nonunion labor in part, the union men there refuse to work onit. This has 
stirred up Parry, the foe of union labor, who calls upon the business men of 
that place to unite for the purpose of “putting this union tyranny out of 
business.” Just as if the union men had no right to make a decision as to 
where they will or will not work. 

STILL RETRENCHING. 


Retrenchment is still the order of the day with the railroads. Shop men 
and maintenance-of-way gangs are being laid off, accentuating the industrial 
depression which began in the iron industry and is spreading to many other 
activities. 


[From the Washington Post, November 25, 1903.] 
WAGES CUT 10 PER CENT—REDUCTION AFFECTS 25,00 NEW ENGLAND MILL 
HANDS. 
PROVIDENCE, R.1., November 1/,, 1908. 

The cotton manufacturers of Rhode Island, following the recent action of 
the Fall River mill owners in deciding on a reduction of 10 per cent cut in 
wages November 23, to-day ordered a general cut down, affecting practically 
every millin the State and several in Massachusetts and Connecticut. The 
reductions will become operative in some plants on Monday, November 23, 
— in a a week later. In all, about 25,000 hands will have their pay 
reduced. 

The order created no surprise, as it has been apparent since the Fall River 
cut that similar action would occur in this State and elsewhere throughout 
southern New Engiand. 

The first mill owned by Rhode Island men to announce the cut were those 
of the Quinebaug and Wauregan companies, in Danielson and Wauregan, 
Conn 

The Goddard Brothers, one of the largest manufacturing firms in Rhode 
Island, then posted notices in their big mills at Hope, Lonsdale, and Berkeley, 
R. L., and Biackstone, Mass.,and anncuncemants of similar tenor were rapidly 
made by other mills inthe Blackstone Valley, including those of the Manville 


Corporation, employing 2,000 hands, and those controlled by Robert Knight, | 


in Khode Island and Massachusetts, which employ 6,000 to 7,000, 


[From the New York American, November 25, 1903.] 


TRUST CUTS THE MINER'S WEEK IN TWO—OXLY THREE DAYS’ WORK 
FURNISHED TO TOILERS IN THE ANTHRACITE COAL FIELDS—LOSS TO THE 
WAGE EARNERS, $200,00—“ THANKSGIVING DAY” AN IRONY TO THE 
WORKMEN—ORDERS HAVE GONE FORTH TO ALL CLASSES OF OPERATOKS 
THAT THE PRODUCTION OF COAL MUST BE KEPT DOWN. 


WILKESBARRE, Pa., November 24, 1908. 

“ Thanksgiving week” gives only three days of work to the miners of the 
anthracite coal region. It a misnamed week to them. 

President Baer and his associates in the coal trust are making good their 
admissions before the Interstate Commerce Commission, that, regardless of 
supply or demand, they control the output of anthracite coal. 

The edict has gone forth that ail members of this monster monopoly must 
shut down their mines for at least two days each week * until further notice.” 

Even Coxe Brothers & Co., the largest and wealthiest ‘independent’ 
operators in the field, who own their own cars and engines, as well as the 
D. 8. and 8. R. R., have been brought under the baleful influence of the trust, 
and have pooled their issues under the “‘community of interest” plan, and 
are only working their collieries three days of eight hours each and one five- 
hour Gay each week. 

That this plan has been dictated and enforced by the trust is conclusively 
proved by the concerted action of every railroad identified with it in failing 
to furnish cars for the last two days of each week throughout the entire 
anthracite fields. 


| day, will place the single-turn employees ona ning-hour basis. 
| affects 13,060 men. 





|} mean a cut of about $1 a day in their wages. 


The cotton mills of Fall River, Mass., owned by M. C. D. Borden. of New 


York, wiil follow the other local mills in the reduction of wages. Notice has 
been posted of the cut down of 10 per cent, to go into effect on November 30, 
re than that of the other mills. Nearly 10,000 operatives will be 
affected. 


STEEL MILLS OPENED. 


The steel trust has opened a number of idle mills within the past few 
days, which is said to be a hopeful sign. Requests are being sent in from 
labor organizations that ifthe mills are again put in operation a reasonable 
——— in wages, to meet new conditions in the market, will be cheerfully 
accepted. 

aaineterens of bar iron east of Pittsburg have decided to reduce the 
output by 50 per cent and to run the mills on part time for an indefinite pe- 
riod. The mills affected are: The Reading Iron Company, at Danville, Pa.: 
Scranton Bolt and Nut Company, Scranton; Boonton Iron and Steel Com- 

any, Boonton, N.J.; Diamond State Stes! Company, Wilmington, Del.: New 

asen Iron and Steel Company, New Haven, Conn.: Kinsely Iron and Ma- 
chine Company, Canton, Mass., and the West End Rolling Mill Company, 
Lebanon, Fa. : 

About 10,000 employees will be affected. Until further notice four days’ 
work a week instead of six, a reduction of 33}; per cent, will be the rule. ‘As 
the operatives are paid by the ton, the reduct_on will not affect them as much 
as if they were paid by the day. 

UNION PICKET IS KILLED. 
+ * - * » * * 


A lockout of 450 of the 2,400 members of Franklin Union of Press Feedersand 
Job Pressmen has been in effect since Gctober 5, eleven of the largest firms 
having united in opposing the union, but while picketing has been gcing on 
every day since, no serious conflict occurred. There are widely varying 
accounts of just who is to blame for this shooting, and only a trial in the 
courts can determineit. It isa fact, however. that the fight is between two 
unions, the Franklin organization being outside of the unions affiliated in 
the printing business. 


[From the Washington Post, November 28, 1903.] 


GLASS WORKERS’ WAGES CUT—REFUSED 10 PER CENT REDUCTION; 
FORCED TO ACCEPT 21 PER CENT. 
PITTSBURG, PA., November 27, 1903. 
The American Flint Glass Manufacturers’ Association to-day announced 
a reduction in prices to the trade from 15 to 14 cents per dozen on one-third 
pint bottles and from 21 to 16 cents on one-half pint. 
As the employees are working on a sliding scale, the reduction in price will 
About 1,000 men are affected 
Several weeks ago the members of the American Flint Glass Workers’ 
Union were asked to accept a voluntary reduction of 10 per cent in order that 
the manufacturers might meet the competition of the independent concerns. 
This the workers refused. The manufacturers then cut prices to the trade, 
and instead of 10 per cent the reduction in wages will average 21 per cent. 


NOW 


[From the Washington Post, November 29, 1903.) 
REDUCTION AT CAMBRIA WORKS. 
JOHNSTOWN, PA., November 28, 1903. 
A general order issued by the Cambria Stee! Company, taking effect Mon- 
The idea of curtailing the working hours of the whe ad 
ics,as well as all floating day labor, rather than effecting economies by a shut 


| down, is to preserve the organizations,so that when the busy season arrives 
the Cambria shops will be effectively manned. 


The loss of two days’ pay each week to the miners and other employees in 
the anthracite field means a loss of over $200,000 in wages each week to the | 
men, and an enforced restriction of the output of hundreds of thousands of | 


tons of coal. 

If this coal was mined and placed on the market for sale on a competitive 
basis, the price would fall to a reasonable figure, but the trust decides that 
it shall not be mined. 


As far as can be learned by an investigation made by the American, the | 


collieries of the Lehigh Coal and Navigation Company in the Panther Creek 
Valley are the only ones that are working every day, and they have short- 
ened the day’s work from nine to eight hours. 


[From the Chicago Blade, November 28, 1903.] 


MANY EMPLOYERS REDUCE WAGES—THE UNORGANIZED ARE THE FIRST TO 
SUFFER—INDICATIONS OF THE SLOWING DOWN OF INDUSTRY—A FEW 
STRIKES ARE THREATENED. 

Reports of wage reductions, in some cases followed by strikes, continue to 
be reported in the daily newspapers. A few are— 

The American Car and Foundry plant at Detroit, Mich., is to close January 
1, throwing 5.000 out of work. 

A 10 per cent reduction in the wages of all the employees of the Andover 
Iron Company, at Phillipsburg, N. J., is announced 

The Northern Pacific Railway has cut the schedule in its shops at Glad- 
stone and Como, so that each man loses practically one day’s earnings a week. 
The Great Northern has taken similar action in its shops at Como, Havre, 
and other points. 

The first wage reduction in New Hampshire cotton mills during the present 
movement toward a lower basis was announced in the mills of the China, 
Webster, and Pembroke manufacturing companies at Suncook. The reduc- 
tion amounts to 19 per cent and affects 1,500 operatives. 

The Dominion Iron and Steel Company, of cyouey Nova Scotia, has ordered 
a general reduction of 10 to 33} percent. The company feels compelled to 
reduce expenses to compete with the United States Steel Corpora: ion. 

Because of a cut of 7 cents on each 10 yards of silk woven, 200 girls struck 
in the Duplin silk mill, Hazelton, Pa. 

Two hundred and fifty men in the Pennsylvania Railroad shops at Harris- 
burg, Pa., suffered a reduction of 10 per cent. 

Notice was posted at Lock Ridge furnace, Alburtis, Pa., that another re- 
auction of 10 per cent will be made in wages beginning December 13. 

Nearly 10,060 employees will be affected by the reduction of & r cent of 
working hours decided on by manufacturers of bar iron east of Pittsburg. 

About 3,000 miles of Missouri Pacific track in southwestern Kansas and 
southwestern Missouri are without a section laborer except the foreman. 
The men quit work voluntarily upon receipt of the announcement of a cut 
in their wages. . 

Fifteen hundred of the 3,000 employees of the Pacific Steel Company, at 
Passaic, N. J., have voted to strike December 1, if the company makes a cut 
of 10 per cent in wages, as it has announced its intention of doing. 

The Edwards cotton mills of Augusta, Ga., announce a cut in wages to take 
effect November 80. About 1,300 employees are affected, 





WAGES REDUCED THIRTY PER CENT. 
PiTTsBuRQG, Pa., November 28, 1903. 
The De Wees Wood Plant, at McKeesport, will be placed in full operation 
the coming week, the first turn reporting on Monday. The men employed 
in the plate mill have accepted a reduction of 40 per cent, and otiers will go 
back to work at smaller reductions, which take effect January 1. 


ROLLING MILLS CLOSED DOWN. 
KITTANNING, PA., November 28, 1908. 
The Kittanning rolling mill hasclosed down. The Kittanning iron furnace 
and the typewriter works are also closed indefinitely. 


[From the New York World, November 29, 1903.) 


WAGE-EARNERS HARD HIT BY TRADE DECLINE—MORE THAN EIGHTY 
THOUSAND MADE IDLE IN LEADING INDUSTRIES BY SHRINKAGE OF BUS! 
NESS, AND MANY THOUSANDS MORE ARE WORKING ON A REDUCED WAGE 
BCHEDULE—RAILROADS NOT YET SERIOUSLY APVECTED—REPORTS GATH- 
ERED BY THE WORLD FROM VARIOUS INDUSTRIAL CENTERS SHOW THAT 
PROSPERITY IS WANING—VENDERS OF LUXWRIES FEEL THE CONTRACTION 
IN THIS CITY. 

Careful inquiry made by the World through its correspondents at various 
and widely separated industrial centers of the country show that trade con 
ditions are not what they were six months ago, and compared with a year 
ago are decidedly less promising. 

These reports show that a readjustment to meet the falling off in trade is 
in progress, and that the readjustment in a majority of cases is taking the 
form of a reduction of wages from the high standard created by the stupen- 
dous rush of business during the past three years. 

These reports also show that the reduction of wages has so far been gel 
erally accepted by employees without resorting to strikes or other forms of 
protest. The disposition of wage-earners in this respect is regarded by busi- 
ness men asa most favorable omen. In every case where a wage reduction 
has been enforced the mill or factory so affected has been first closed down 
for a few weeks. 

SHUT-DOWN CAME FIRST. 


This was done in the iron and steel mills of Pennsylvania and Ohio, and 
also in the case of the textile mills of New England. Many of these latter 
will resume operations to-morrow on a wage scale running from 10 to 20 per 
cent under that which prevailed prior to the shut down. 

The managers of these mills argued that a period of idleness would pre- 
pare the emp!oyees for the reduction and avoid trouble for the employers. 

Many men with large interests and wide experience declare that the real 
tug of war willcome when the railroads attempt to reduce wages. A railroad 
can not throw all of its employees out. of work for a month or two by shut- 
ting down operations, like a mill or factory, and in consequence a wage reduc- 
tion is much more difficult to enforce. : , 

So far the freight traffic of the railroads has shown no material shrinkage, 
though returns for passenger traffic are beginning to show a falling off. It 








1904. 


is argued that the business of the railroads must follow in the wake of the 
leading industries of the country, and that in consequence the railroads will 
find ° aoquemney to curtail expenses by cutting down wages from the present 
high level. 

o far the only steps taken by the railroads in recognition of the contrac- 
tion in trade have been the stoppage of great schemes of improvement. In 
all, about 20,000 men engaged upon these works have been laid off by the 
Pennsylvania, the New York Central, the Southern Pacific, and other large 
systems. Other retrenchment schemes are expected to be put in force by 
the railroads within the next three months. 


ALL LINES AFFECTED. 


That the shrinkage in trade is affecting all industries was shown last week 
by the shutting down of twenty-eight mills of the International Paper Com- 
ny in New York and New England. About 15,000 men were made idle by 
his shut down. The largest of these mills are at Berlin, N. H.; Franklin 
Falls, N. H.; Rumford Falls, Me.; Bellows Falls, Vt.; Glens Falls, N. Y., and 
Fort Edward, N. Y. 

Business men in New York City declare that one of the surest barometers 
of general conditions is the state of trade among those who deal in luxuries. 
One of these, they say, is the theater. Another is the hotel. 

Investigations made by the World show that the theaters of this city are 
doing less business than for years. New theaters with 7,500 seats have been 
opened this season, but theatrical men agree that this is of small moment in 
accounting for the falling off in attendance. 

The determination of the public to husband its money was best shown on 
Thanksgiving Day, when only four theaters had full houses at the matinee 
performances and a dozen of them had rows of empty seats at night. This 
was an abnormal state of affairs. Thanksgiving has for a long time been the 
biggest theater day of the year. 

There is an abundance of room at all of the hotels, though at a score of the 
leading hostelries a year ago they were turning away applicants every day. 
Café receipts have fallen off sharply, and at such places as Sherry’s and Del- 
monico’s the contraction of the public purse is most noticeable. 


WILL SHRINKAGE CONTINUE, 


According to trade authorities it is too early to predict whether the 
shrinkage is temporary or will prove to bea matter of years. Conditions 
generally are so mixed that they assert that there is no single fact to base a 
prediction upon. 

The collapse in Wall street values and the coming Presidential election 
are regarded as Sconpereey Daewane, but the consequences wrought by both 
it is believed by some will be more permanent. ; 

Those having to do with the labor problem say that conditions are gener- 
ally favorable. 


DAILY PAY ROLL OF $10,000 STOPPED—TEN IRON AND STEEL PLANTS IN 
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT SHUT DOWN. 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA., November 28, 1908. 

Ten iron and steel plants shut down, one on half time, 3,986 men idle and a 
daily pay-roll of $10,000 stopped is the extent of the present trade depression 
in the Birmingham district. The Snore is a list of the idle plants, the 
number of men affected, and the wages paid: 

One furnace of the Tennessee Coal, lron and Railroad Company, in Bir- 
mingham, and another at Ensley, each employing 250 men, 200 of whom at 
each furnace earn $1.25 per day and 50 at each furnace $3 per day each. 

Steel mill of the Tennessee Coal, Iron, and Railroad Company, at Ensley, 
employing 900 men at an average wage of $3 per day each. 

Birmingham Rolling-Mill of the Republic Iron and Steel Company, in 
Birmingham, employing 900 men at an average of $3.25 per day each. 

One iron furnace of the Sloss-Sheffield Steel and Iron Company, at Shef- 
field, employing 200 men at $1.25 per day and 25 men as $3 per day each. 

Wire, rod and nail mill of the Alabama Steel and Wire Company, at Ens- 
ley, employing 800 men atan average wage of $3 per day each. Thi 
has been idle five months, 

One iron furnace of the Jenifer Furnace Company, at Jenifer, employing 
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S plant | 


200 men at $1.25 per day each and 35 men at $3 perday. Thiscompany is in | 


the hands of a receiver. 


men at $1.25 each per day. ; 
Furnace of the Williamson Iron Company, in Birmingham, employing 75 
men at $1.25 each per day and 15 men at_$3 per day. 


One furnace of the Alabama Coal and Iron py aol at Talladega, employ- | 


ing 150 men at are day each and 25 men at $3 per day. 
‘he car works of the catur Car Wheel Works Company, in Birming- 
ham, employing 100 men at an average wage of $2.50 are running on half time. 


ET Mabie) ered 
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were laid off at the time of the shut down, and about 4,000 have returned to 
work, leaving 2,000 still idle. 

At the Washoe smelters, at Anaconda, 2,500 men, receiving an average of 

.75 per day, were laid off and 1,100 have gone back to work. Twelve hun- 
dred men were thrown out of employment at the Great Falls smelter at the 
time of the shut down, but a thousand have been returned to work at an 
average pay of $83 a day. 

Of the rest of the company’s employees about 75 per cent of those laid off 
at the time of the shut down have been put back to work. 

The trade outlook in Montana, especially in the large cities which depend 
chiefly on the mining industry, is clouded and, it is thought, will continue so 
until there is a settlement of the Heinze-Amalgamated litigation, or the 
Standard Oil influence is eliminated from the situation. The latter's power 
to close the State’s chief industries at will is regarded as a menance to the 
business interest of Montana. 


EFFECT OF TRADE SHRINKAGE IN INDUSTRIES ON LAPOR. 


Men made idle by stoppage of improvements by railroads -......._..._. 20, 000 
Men made idle by shut down of paper mills. .....-.....-.-...-....---.-. 15,000 
“Miners idle by partial closing of copper mines in Montana -.-.......-... 4,000 
Men idle in Pennsylvania and Ohio steel and iron districts (about)--.. 28,000 
Men idle in Birmingham steel and iron district -............- nt gine eee 
Workers affected by 10 per cent wage reduction in New England tex- 
i lead Dr abnd acuetwadeced didbaadwasdehenna 65, 000 


FALL RIVER, MAss., November 28, 1903. 
Between 60,000 and 70,000 workers in the textile mills of New England will 
go to work Monday on a wage schedule averaging about 10 per cent less than 
they have been receiving. 

This means that the operatives will have about $60,000 a week less to 
spend. The reduction has been accepted without any material friction. 

It is not at all certain that the mills will continue in operation on this 
basis. Every ees practically hinges upon the price of cotton. If cotton can 
be had for 10 cents per pound or cheaper the mills will probably run until 
the middle of next year. If the price of cotton continues around 11 cents a 
number of the mills will shut down. 

The precarious condition of the trade is realized by the mill workers and 
accounts for their willingness to accept the wage reduction. 

In Fall River alone about 30,000 workers are affected by the new schedule. 
In Rhode Island there are about 20,000 workers affected. 


{From the Passaic Daily Herald, November 30, 1903. ] 


LOWER WAGES IN PATERSON—SILK MILLS CUTTING WORKMEN’S PAY— 
SOME OF THE EMPLOYEES THREATEN TO STRIKE. 

Pelgram & Myer, one of the largest silk manufacturing concerns in Pater- 
son, has announced that in its mills wages would be reduced from 8 to 15 
per cent. Someoef the hands are said to willing to accept the cut, while 
others will go out on strike. The matter will probably not reach a culmi- 
nating point until Thursday, when the time under the present wage schedule 
expires. 

K general reduction of 15 per cent isalso announced at the mill of the John- 
son & Cowdin Co., another of the largest firms in the silk business there. 
Although there is general dissatisfaction among the employees there has 
been no rumor of a strike at the factory. 





{From the Journal of Commerce, November 30, 1903. ] ® 


CUT IN COAL MINERS’ WAGES.—COMPANIES IN THE MEYERSDALE REGION 
DECIDE UPON REDUCTION. 
BALTIMORE, November 29, 1903. 

It is announced that the Somerset Coal Company, the W. K. Niver Coal 
Company, and the Merchants’ Coal Company, which own and operate a num- 
ber of mines in the Meyersdale (Pa.) region, have decided to make a reduc- 
tion of 10 cents a ton in the wages aid the miners. The cut will become 
effective December 16, and notices will be posted at the mines to-morrow. 

The three companies employ upwards of 2,500 men, and it is expected that 
the other smaller operators in that region will follow with a similar reduc- 


The furnace of the Attalla Furnace Company, at Attalla, employing 60 | tion. It is said that so far the miners have no knowledge of the decision 


reached by the companies, but the latter do not believe they will make any 


| protest. 


Operators of the leading iron and steel industries of this district do not | 


take a gloomy view of the future, but regard the present depression as tem- | 


rary. As arule they look for better times when the new yearopens. Col. 
‘homas G@. Bush, president of the AlabamaConsolidated Coal and Iron Com- 
ny, £ays: 
pa {regret to say that at this particular time the general trade situation is 
not altogether satisfactory. The poe conditions are due to causes which 
are obvious, but not necessarily a 


arming. We have no reason to consider | 


the present decline in metal prices as an indication of a long period of stag- | 


nation, as occurred in 1808 and for several years following.” 

J. W. McQueen, vice-president of the Sloss-Sheffiela Steel and Iron Com- 

ny, declares that his company sold and delivered more pig iron thus far 
& Movember than in any previous month for the last year anda half. This 
served to relieve the situation by removing much of the surplus stock from 
the furnace yards. He looks for a good trade in iron henceforth. 

Don H. Bacon, president of the Tennessee Coal, Iron, and Railroad Com- 
pany, says that he expects a good demand for steel billets and rails and gen- 
erally batter trade conditions after the opening of the new year. 


When the coal trade was booming last April, the companies voluntarily 
advanced the pay from 55 to 65 cents a ton. Now that the trade is very flat 
and competition acute, it isconsidered necessary to take off the increase and 
go back to the old rate. 
[From the Journal of Commerce, November 30, 1903.] 
EVERETT PIG IRON FURNACE BANKED. 
EVERETY?, PA., November 28. 

The dull market for pig iron has caused the Everett furnace to be shut 
down indefinitely. The force of workers will be reduced at the company’s 
mines and coke works at Kearney. Many men have been thrown out of 
employment. 


[From the St. Louis Republic, November 30, 1903. ] 


| WAGE REDUCTION AFFECTS 64,000—OTHER NEW ENGLAND COTTON MILLS 


OPERATIVES YET TO BE INCLUDED IN CUT WiLL SWELL TOTAL TO 75,000. 
Bosron, November 30, 1908. 

The wages of about 22,000 cotton textile operators were reduced to-day. 

To-day’s addition brings the total number in New England who have had 


| their pay cut down this fall to about 64,000, and the cut which takes effect in 


B.'M. Starks, local superintendent of the Louisville and Nashville Rail- | 


road, whose lines handle nearly all of the mineral traffic of the Birmingham 
district, said: 

“Tecan not see anything but property in theoutlook. Our road iscrowded 
with shipments and the shippers at the mines and plants are continually 
calling for more cars.” 

MANY THOUSANDS IDLE IN MONTANA—IIEINZE-AMALGAMATED WAR RE- 
GARDED AS A MENACE TO THE PROSPERITY OF THE STATE. 
Butte, Mont., November 28, 1998. 
During the twenty days of a suspension of operations at mines, 
smelters, and other properties of the Amalgamated Copper Company, 14,500 
men were out of employment in Montana. The average wage of these men 
was $3 a day, a total of $43,500 a day, or $870,000 for the twenty days. 

Since the partial resumption about half the number have returned to work. 
The remainder are still partly or poolly idle, because the Amalgamated Com- 
pany has limited its operations. In Butte 6,000 miners, receiving $3.50 per day, 
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New Bedford next Monday will swell the total to about 75,000, and complete 
a general reduction in southern New England cotton mills. The cut down 
in the majority of factories averages 10 per cent. 

To-day practically every cotton mill in Rhode Island, where there are 
about 2,200,000 spindles, adopted the new schedule. In thet State nearly 
20,000 operatives are effected, and the new order of things will mean a loss 
of fully $20,000 weekly in wages. The cut also became operative in mills in 
Massachusetts and Connecticut controlled by Rhode Island capital and em- 
ploying about 7,009 additional hands, 

The reports from the mill district indicate that the new schedules were 
received without any serious protest on the part of the operatives. 


[From the Boston Transcript, December 2, 1903.] 
MORE MAINE MILLS CLOSING. 
AvuausTA, ME., December 2, 1903 
Lower water in the streams of Maine is becominga greater handicap to the 
manufacturing industry daily. The Lockwood Cotton Mills at Waterville 
have been sbut down in part, and at Hollingsworth & Whitney's mill in 
Winslow, 500 hands are idle. 









| 
| 
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[From the Boston Transcript, December 2, 1903.] 
WOOLEN MILL ATTACHED—LAKEVILLE COMPANY'S PLANT AT WEST RUT- 
, LAND SHUT DOWN. 
West RUTLAND, December 2, 1903. 

The Stearns woolen mill here, owned by the Lakeville Company, is shut 
down, Deputy Sheriff James Early, of Worcester, having placed an attach- 
ment on the property in behalf of S. Rawitser & Co., of New York. A keeper 
isin charge. The suit is an action of contract to recover forstock furnished 
the company. About 60 hands are idle. 


[From the Boston Transcript, December 2, 1903.] 
MILL STRIKE AT TILTON, N. H.—WEAVERS RESIST REDUCTION OF WAGES, 
Turon, N. H., December 2, 1903. 
A change in the wage schedule of the woolen mills of O. & E. Morrison 
here is being resisted by the weavers, 40 of whom are on strike. The mills 
are shut down and in all nearly 200 operatives are idle. A notice was posted 
by the management giving a new schedule of wages for weaving. Some of 
the grades of cloth were cut a quarter of a cent per yard and a few grades 
were raised half acent per yard. At the same time the management reduced 
its force of loom fixers. The overseer was dissatisfied to have bis fixing force 
eut down and quit work. When he went ont the entire force of weavers fol- 
lowed ae the weavers went out most of the hands in the factory had to 
0 out also. 
- O. G. Morrison, manager of the mills, says that his men had no reason to 
strike, for the weavers admitted to him before going out that they had no 
ievance against the mills. *‘We have been using our weavers as well or 
a te than most of the mills in the State,” said he. “ They have been mak- 
ing fine pay, and have had more fixers in proportion to the number of looms 
than other mills. It seems that the chief trouble was that Overseer Mer- 
chant was dissatisfied because we decided to dispense with one fixer. As for 
the cutdown, about 18 weavers are cut one-fourth of a cent a yard on a par- 
ticular grade of cloth, while a few others are raised one-half a cent per yard 
and still others are not affected either way. Our object was to change the 
wage schedule to equalize, as near as possible, the rate of wages, and we 
think it a very fair schedule.” 
{From the Chicago Chronicle, December 2, 1903.] 
STRIKE OVER CUT IN WAGES—MESSENGER BOYS QUIT AND NEGROES FILL 
THEIR PLACES. 
RICHMOND, VA., December 1, 1908. 
The Western Union Telegraph messengers struck to-day against a reduc- 
tion of wages. The company is filling their places with negroes. 
TORONTO, ONTARIO, December 1, 1908. 
Everything points toa strike of the tele; ph operators of the Grand 
Trunk Railway. The Order of Railway Telegraphers has given the man- 
agement until 12 o'clock to-night to decide the question of granting an 
increase in wages. 
PiTTsBurRG, PA., December 1, 1903. 
An unsuccessful effort was made to-day to break the building trades’ lock- 
out. Committees of the Builders’ Exchange Leagueand the Building Trades’ 
Council held a conference without reaching an agreement. 
SHARON, Pa., December 1, 1908. 
A reduction of 10 per cent in the wages of the 600 employees of the Sharon 
plant of the American Steel Foundries Company went into effect to-day. 
PATERSON, N. J., December 1, 1908. 
A 10 percent reduction in wages went into effect at the plant of the Passaic 
Steel Company to-day. 
READING, PA., December 1, 1903. 
Because of a 10 per cent reduction, 200 employees of the North Reading 
plant of the Reading Foundry Co ny quit work to-day. 
way laid off 250 track repairers. 
and Steel Company resumed work on full time. 


PoTTstown, PA., December 1, 1908. 


The Ellis & Lessig Iron Company announced to-day that it will resume | 


operations at its puddle mill Monday with a full force. 


TOLEDO, OHIO, December 1, 1903. 
Colonel Howard, general foreman of the Wabash car shops in this city, 
to-day received orders to reduce the force 10 per cent. One hundred men 
are alfected. The shop is two months behind in its work. 
BLOOMINGTON, ILL., December 1, 1908. 
The Chicago and Alton road to-day announced a 15-cent reduction in pay 
of section hands. The new rate is $1.25 a day of nine hours. 
MARQUETTE, Micn., December 1, 1908. 
The Lake Shore engine works to-day posted notices saying the wages of 
all employees would be cut 10 per cent at the south shore railroad shops. 


{From Iron Age, December 3, 1903.] 


McKeesport, Pa., Tin Plate Company have notified employees of a reduc- | wire mills of the United States Steel Company, affecting 1,000 men. 


tion in wages. Some have refused to accept the reduction, and plant is only 
partly in operation. : 7 oe 

The falling off in business in the meta] lines is bringing home to the work- 
men the distinct benefit of the labor bureaus. : 

Internation Harvester Company, Chicago, have decided to lay off 7,500 of 
their 19,000 employees. Deering division discharged 1,500 Saturday. 

Blast-furnace plants in the Shenango and Mahoning valleys have reduced 
wages 10 per cent. This reduction probably become general in Central 
West. 


[From the Wool and Cotten Reporter, December 3, 1903.] 
REDUCTION IN WAGES. 

About 32,000 additional operatives have their wages reduced this week. 
Total numberin New England thus far affected, about 64,000. Cutin New Bed- 
ford next Monday will swell the total toabout 75,000. Cutaverages 10 percent. 

New Britain Knitting Company, at New Britain, Conn., has reduced the 
wages of some of its employees. 4 

George A. Whitney (cotton) yarn mills, South Royalston, Mass., closed for 
three weeks, are starting up with 30 operatives instead of usual 125. s 

Richmond Manufacturing Company, of Bristol, R. 1., has been idle since 
last July. Property (cotton mill) may be sold. 

“ Boroden Felting Mills Company, at Millbury, Mass., have gone on half 
time, with about half the usual number of hands.” 

Fitchburg, Mass., Cotton Duck Millsare shutdown. They usually employ 
200 hands. 

Mechanicsville Knitting Company, New York, will soon close down indefi- 


ly. 
City siepatactaring Corporation (cotton), New Bedford, will reduce wages 
December 7. 
Berkeley Mill, Providence, R. I., cut wages more than expected. The cut 
yanges from 6 to 18 per cent. 


| the lodges to select their delegates. 


The Reading Rail- | 
he Sternberg plant of the American Iron | 


JANUARY 21, 


[From the New York Journal of Commerce, December 12, 1908.] 
STRIKE OF GIRL CRACKER PACKERS OFF. 
CHICAGO, December 2, 1903. 


irl cracker packers against the National Biscuit Company 
off. The girls are returning to work as individuals. 


The strike of 
has been decla 


[From the New York Journal of Commerce, December 3, 1908.] 
LOWER WAGES IN WIRE MILLS. 


JOLIET, ILL., December 2, 1993. 
A reduction of from 5 to 10 per cent in wages was ordered to-day in al] of 
the wire mills of the United States Steel Company, affecting 1,000 men. 


STEEL TRUST PREPARING TO REDUCE WAGES—GENERAL REDUCTIONS UNDER 
DISCUSSION—MEETING AT PITTSBURG. 


PITTSBURG, December 2, 1903. 

The oniae and other subsidiary officers of the underlying companies 
in the United States Steel Corporation are meeting here to-day. The object 
of the meeting has not been given out, and President Dinkey, of the Car- 
negie Steel Company, when seen, declined to make any statement. It is said 
to be the most important gathering of the steel officials since the era of re- 
trenchment was begun and that the most serious matter under consideration 
is the question of wages. 

It is generally admitted that committees have been at work formulating 
scales of reduction, which may go into effect on January 1 next, provided 
the workmen are willing to accept the new conditions. The extent of the 
reductions contemplated, it is said, ranges from 10 to % per cent. Negotia- 
tions to establish harmony among the employees weer ee the wage cut 
have, it is reported, been in progress for nearly a month past, and it is prob- 
able that some plan may be presented for approval at to-day’s meeting. 
Officials of the steel corporation have been reticent regarding the plan to 
cut wages, but it is known that the men who are drawing the highest wages 
will be the heaviest sufferers. 

At the close of the meeting this evening it was announced that the gather- 
ing wassimply one of the monthly conferences between the presidents of the 
varioussubsidiary companies of the United States Steel Corporation. While 
much secrecy is maintained by those present, it is understood that the sub 
jects having special interest to each company in the way of operation and 
> curtailment of production and extension of business were the main 

eatures. 

The question of wages, according to excellent authority, was not taken up, 
as that is a matter for the officers and directors of the various companies to 
settle among themselves. Heretofore these meetings have been held in 
New York, but it is understood that President Corey has favored holding 
them in Pittsburg. 

The coming merger of the tin plate and sheet steel companies is to bring 


| about a change in the location of the headquarters of these corporations, 


now in New York, as both will be brought to this city. 

The Sheet Steel Workers’ convention, at which the removal of the limit 
of production will be considered, will be held here next Tuesday. Notices 
were sent out from the Amalgamated Association offices to-day, ordering 
At the request of the Independent Sheet 
Steel Manufacturers’ Association the above date was selected. The associa- 
tion will be represented at the convention. 


[From the Washington Star, December 3, 1903. ] 
ACCEPT REDUCED SCALE. 
CHESTER, W.VA., December 7. 
The employees of the Chester tin plate mill of the American Tin Plate 


Company have accepted the reduced scale offered by the company, and the 
entire plant will start in full January 1. 


[From the New York American, December 3, 1903.] 
STEEL MAGNATES IGNORE WAGE TOPIC—BIG SALARIES TO BE ELIMINATED 
BY GIANT CORPORATION—AMALGAMATION 18 COMPLETED. 


PITTSBURG, December 2, 1903. 

Although cuts in wages were to have been coneeed Oa the presidents of 
the subsidiary companies at the conference of the Uni States Steel Cor- 
poration to-day, President Corey, of the corporation, said the subject was 
not taken up. He has ordered all conferences held in Pittsburg. His object 
is to get away from the influence of Wall street. Arrangements were con- 
cluded to-day for the amalgamation of the American Tin Plate Company 
and the American Sheet Steel Company on January 1. The main offices will 


| be removed from New York to this city. 


Many of the men drawing big salaries will be discharged January 1. It 


| was given out that each subordinate company will handle its own wage ques- 


tion. The Carnegie company will make a schedule of wages soon and will 


| demand individual agreements with its employees. 


JOLIET, December 2, 1903 
A reduction of from 5 to 10 per cent in wages was ordered to-day in all the 


{From the Chicago Chronicle, December 4, 1903.] 
WIRE WORKERS’ WAGES CUT—STEEL TRUST ORDER REACHES WAUKEGAN, 
AFFECTING HUNDREDS OF MEN. 

The order for a cut in wages of employees of the wire mills controlled by 
the steel trust reached Waukegan yesterday. The cut affects several hun- 
dred men. It averages about 12 per cent. 

Men who were getting $60 a month are cut to $50. The machinists are cut 
from 31} cents to 28 cents an hour, the galvanizers’ pay reduced from 1 to 3 
cents per ton, and the laborers will probably drop from 15 and 17 cents av 
hour to the old scale of 14} cents in effect a year ago. 


[From the New York Journal of Commerce, December 4, 1903.] 
STEEL WORKS CLOSE—SHUT-DOWN OF NATIONAL COMPANY'S PLANT AFFECTS 
2,500 MEN. 

BELLAIRE, OnTO, December 8, 190. 

Twenty-five hundred men were laid off to-day when io reported for 

work at the plant of the National Steel Company. The works were closed 

down for an indefinite period onorders from Pittsburg. No explanation was 
given for the order. 


[From the Johnstown Democrat, December 12, 1903.] 

INCOMES OF ALL SALARIED EMPLOYEES OF CAMBRIA COMPANY MAY UN- 
DERGO A PARING—BIG STEEL CORPORATION, IT IS REPORTED, TO FURTHER 
CUT EXPENSES, WILL JANUARY 1 DECLARE A 10 PER CENT REDUCTION, AF- 
FECTING HUNDREDS. 


According to reports the Cambria Steel Company will after the first of the 


year reduce the wages of all its salaried employees 10 per cent. 
The rumor tothe above effect has been widely circulated throughout the 
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city. Asyet no notice has been posted concerning the matter, but there are 
almost four weeks remaining before January 1, at which time it is reported 
that the reduction will go into effect. 

As announced exclusively in The Democrat sometime 
hours of most of the employees of the mechanical department of the bigstee 
company have been reduced an average of one hour. This same reduction 

d 


, the workin 


would of course be welcomed by the salaried men, provided the stipends 
remained the same. But, to further reduce expenses, it is said that the 
clerks and other men on salary will after January 1 receive 10 per cent less 
than heretofore. One official when questioned concerning the report did not 
deny the rumor, but said that ‘everything is uncertain these days.” 

“The wages,” he said, “might be reduced at the first of the year; the 
might be reduced later in 1 and, again, they might not be reduced at all. 
No one knows.” 

The Cambria Compre is not hiring any men these days. When a man 
quits or is discharged the other men in his department, whether it be an 
office, a shop, or a mill, share the work which he had to do. 


SANITARY DAIRY CUT. 


The drivers ompiozed by the Sanitary Dairy Company, about thirty in all, 
have, it is said, had their pay reduced $5a month. The rumor could not be 
verified last night, but according to people in a position to know, it is a fact. 


[From the New York American, December 4, 1908.] 


ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY THOUSAND MEN THROWN OUT BY THE CASSATT- 
GOULD WAR—PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD’S RETRENCHMENTS LAY OFF 
THAT NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THREE MONTHS, 


PHILADELPHIA, December 3, 1903. 


While Pennsylvania Railroad officials deny that any of their employees 
have lost their places, and, in fact, assert that there are more men working 
for them at the present time than during the last eight months, it is esti- 
mated that at least 150,000 men have been thrown out of work by the railroad 
within the past three months. 

The great majority of these, of course, are not employed directly by the 
Pennsylvania Railroad. They are workers for contractors who ceased to be 
useful when the railroad began its policy of retrenchment on the outbreak 
of the Cassatt-Gould-Rockefeller war. 

Where the employees of the road directly suffered was in the Altoona and 
Wilmington shops. Atthe former place more than a thousand men lost their 
places, and at the latter perhaps half that number. Ina number of smaller 
shops belonging to the railroad a cut of the forces was made, but the big 
shrinkage was at the two cities named. ’ 

All questions concerning the actual number laid off in other departments 
of the service were met by the statement that the “railroad is not working 
its full force everywhere.” 


(From the New York Post, December 5, 1903.] 


STEEL TRADE’S NEW WAGE SCALE—WHAT REDUCTIONS ARE EXPECTED AT 
PITTSBURG—THE CARNEGIE COMPANY. 


PrrrsBpurG, December 3, 1903. 


The “wage scale” contracts at the Carnegie Steel Company’s plants are 
nearly terminated, and tho basis of readjustment is the main topic of 
discussion here. It is generally believed that officials of the Carnegie Com- 
pany had outlined their plans in detail before the arrival of the corporation 
officials here last Wednesday morning. eee it has been stated that 
the scale as drawn up has been already approved, but the meetings were 
secret, and nothing was given out for publication. 

Among the employees at the great plants at Homestead, Braddock, and 
Duquesne opinion is general that the reduction will range from 10 to 30 per 
cent for the skilled workers and about 8 per cent for the day laborers. Office 
employees are anticipating cuts in their salaries ranging from 10 to 30 per 
cent, the minimum reduction being based on salaries around $1,000 to $1,200 
per year. It is said the cut on $2,500 salaries will be 20 per cent, on $3,000 25 
per cent, and on $3,500 and over 30 per cent. The official announcement of 
the proposed reductions will be made about Christmas. 


(From Saturday Blade, December 5, 1903.] 


MANY WORKERS BEING LAID OFY—THE SLOWING DOWN OF INDUSTRY GOES 
ON—WAGE REDUCTIONS IN SOME INSTANCES AND SHORTER HOURS IN 
OTHERS. 


With the advent of the first really continuous cola weather in Chicago, 
this winter, thousands of men were laid off and the time of many others was 
reduced. The heaviest lay off is with the employees of the International 
Harvester Company. This huge corporation employs about 8,000 men and 
women, and more than one-third of these are to be laid off. 

At the South Deering branch no warning was given the men. They re- 
ceived their pay and were told that the works would be shut down until 
further notice. The employees asked for a week's notice, but were told 
they would have to get employment elsewhere or wait for the reopening 
next spring. 

At the tain factories of the Deering division, at Fullerton avenue and the 
river, the men have been laid off in groups, the total number being more 
than 1,000. At the McCormick division the men have been dropped in a sim- 
ilar manner. 

The reason given by the management for its course is “overproduction.” 
The men’s assertion is that the company is cutting down expenses to make 
up for the increase in wages forced upon it by the unions “ee the year. 
Both employer and employee say more men are to be let out, and that 7,000 
out of 19,000 working for the combine soon will be idle. 

. zu men working for the company are distributed in the various plants as 
ollows: 
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this week, the men employed in the plate mill having accepted a reduction 
of 30 per cent. Others will go back to work at smaller reductions which take 
effect January 1. Over 400 of the employees of the Demmier Tinplate works 
agreed to accept 20 per cent reduction. The6v0 employees of the independ- 
ent tinplate plant at Port Vue have accepted a 20 per cent reduction. 

A general order issued ae the Cambria Steel Company, Johnstown, Pa., 
laces the single-turn employees on a nine-hour basis. The order affects 
8,000 men. The idea of curtailing the working hours of the mechanics, as 

well as all floating day labor, rather than effecting economics by a shutdown 
is to preserve the organizations, so that when the busy season arrives the 
Cambria shops will be effectively manned. 

D. Callahan, Charles Fry, Ralph Fry, Reben Wright, Charles Greenslade, 
A. Schwenn, and Edward Brandt ampmaees of the Ohio Cultivator Works, 
at Bellevue, Ohio, were indicted three indictments each—two on a charge of 
rioting and one on achargeof assault during a recent strike against nonunion 
cnprees. All are members of the Moulders’ Union. They were arrested, 
and gave bond. 

The new wage schedule adopted by the cotton mills of Rhode Island, 
which reduces the wages of operatives 10 per cent, went into effect this 
week. Thirty-seven mills, with 17,000employces,are affected. Theemployees 
are dissatisfied, but.will await a more favorable market before pressing for 
a return to former figures. 

Missouri, Kansas and Texas section men at Fort Scott, Kans., struck against 
a reduction of 15 cents a day in their wages, and it is reported that men all 
along the line havegone out. Section menon the Friscoand Missouri Pacific 
roads in Missouri and Kansas have struck against similar reductions. 

Employers in tliree lines of industry in Chicago are eeportes to be doing 
away with the unions of their workers. The restaurant keepers and hotel 
men are hiring nonunion help, and officers of their associations assert that 
waiters, cooks, and bartenders have disowned their association. 

An injunction was issued at Indianapolis, Ind., restraining the striking 
molders of the Indianapolis Foundry Company from interfering with the 
men who want to work. The company is resisting the effort to make its 
shop a union shop. 

The Somerset Coal Company, the W. K. Niver Coal Company, and the Mer- 
chants’ Coal Company, which own and operate a number of mines in the 
Meyersdale, Pa., region, will reduce miners’ wages 10 centsa ton December i6. 

Railroads centering in Chicago cut down their forces in the shops last 
week. Machinists, car workers, blacksmiths, and boiler makersare without 
work, Two thousand men are out of employment. 

Orders were received at Decatur, II1., at the car department of the Wabash 
system, to make a reduction of 10 per cent in expenditures for wages. It is 
stated that 150 men may be laid off. 

Ata conference in Pittsburg, Pa., between the manufacturers and repre- 
sentatives of the Flint Glass Workers’ Union, the wages of the men in two 


| departments were reduced 21 per cent. 


On account of a reduction of 12} cents in their wages all the laborersat the 
Sharon, Pa., tin mill of the United States Steel Corporation struck. 

Most of the Samqromes the United States Zinc and Chemical Company's 
plant at Argentine, Kans., struck because of a cut in wages. 

The dull market for pig iron has caused the Everett, Pa., furnace to be shut 
down indefinitely. The force of workers will be reduced. 

All traction men in the employ of the street-railway company at Marquette, 
Mich., struck for higher wages. 
«4 A strike is threatened by the Indianapolis Butchers’ Union because ofa re- 


| fusal to increase wages. 


The cigar-makers’ strike is rapidly spreading in Porto Rico. Thirteen hun- 
dred men are out. 


{From the Chicago Chronicle, December 6, 1903.] 


HUNDREDS LOSE POSITIONS—STEEZL CORPORATION REQUIRES RETRENCH- 
MENT IN ALL DEPARTMENTS. 


GREENVILLE, PA., December 5, 1908. 


Acting upon the orders of the United States Steel Corporation, retrench- 
ment is being made in all departments of the Bessemer and Lake Erie Rail- 
road. Operators, trainmen, and employees of all classes, to the number of 
several hundred, have been discharged. 


[From the Washington Post.] 
INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE. 


A special telegram from correspondents of the Interrational Mercantile 
Agency throughout the United States and Canada are surimarized as follows: 

The week is characterized by further slackening industry; by a wholesale 
and retail Christmas demand which promises to expand the volume of 
holiday trade beyond that of last year; by an increase in the investment de- 
mand for securities; by the appreciation that money will begin to flow east- 
ward by January 1, and by the spreading action on the part of manufacturers 
looking to reduction of costs of production. 

Wages of 200,000 industrial employees have been reduced 10 per cent or 
more,and preparations are making to effect a similar reduction with respect 
to 300,000 others in varous lines on or about January 1. At Philadelphia cot- 
ton and woolen mills are running at about half capacity. Paterson's — 

ear has not met expectations. Some eastern shoe factories have turned out 
ess of late. Window-glass factories complain of importations. Paper mills 
have shut down to offset overproduction in some cases, but in the pottery 
industry the year has been favorable, and the like is true with respect to 
coaland fertilizers, while the copper, lumber, and jewelry industries report 
full average outputs. A striking feature is the starting, from day to day, of 
establishments which had shut down from various causes, and the increasing 


| number of small orders for iron and steel. Cereals and provisions are weak. 
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“The company has decided to change its methods of doing business," said 
& superintendent. “Each division now works separately, causing unneces- 
sary expense. By laying off men and centralizing the work this can be 
pvouted. A few of those dismissed may be taken back, especially at South 

ering.*’ 

It is safe to say that the wages of 150,000 workers have been reduced this 
week, including the 75,00 New England textile employees. This affects all 

em as it uces the power of these consumers to buy the products of 
others. 

Strikes are reported in some places because of wage reductions, but asa 
rule the employees submit. Among accounts of labor troubles as well as of 
reductions in wages reaching this office the following are interesting: 

The Dewees wood plant at McKeesport, Pa., was placed in full operation 


Woolen-goods sales have been extended less than expected. At Philadel- 
hia the volume of dry goods trade for the season is greater than last year. 
ouisville reports a heavy gain in bank clearings. In cotton sections of the 

Mississippi Valley trade and collections are good. 

In the Dominion of Canada colder weather and snowfalls have stimulated 

trade in heavy goods. This has broken retail records, and additional orders 





are going forward freely. Agricultural-implement makers are working to. 


full capacity. Lumber trade is in a healthful condition. 


[From the Elizabeth Times, December 6, 1908.] 


A 10 per cent reduction has gone into effect at the plant of the Passaic Steel 
Company. The reduced wages will continue in force until the steel market 
shows signs of brightening. Officials in the managerial departments as well 
as the entire staff of workmen will beaffected. Nosecret is made of the fact 
that the steel industry is weak in the entire country, and it is only the plea of 


| the local company that a continuance of the Passaic plant will bring about 


in a short time the old scale of wages that encourages the men to continue at 
work. Grand Master Hanrahan, of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, 
and Grand Chief Stone, of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, deny 
that movement is on foot which contemplates the amaigamation of the two 
organizations. 

A number of men have been laid off at the Stephenson Car Works, the 
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majority of whom were painters. An otto day is now observed by 
some employees, instead of ten hours asin the t. Thisis due toaslackness 
of work at the plant, the big order for the underground subway cars having 
been almost filled. 


[From the New York Journal of Commerce, December 7, 1903.] 
REDUCED WAGES FOR MINERS. 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA., December 6, 1903. 


The committees of the minersin the employ of the Tennessee Coal, Iron and 
Railroad Company and the Sloss-Sheffield Iron Company yesterday fixed the 
mining wages for December at 47} cents per ton, a reduction of 5 cents per 
ton. This is the minimum wage under the contract. Something like 14,000 
men are affected by the reduction. 


{From the Washington Star, December 12, 1903.] 


EIGHTY THOUSAND AFFECTED 80 FAR—15,000 COTTON MILL OPERATIVES 
GET 10 PER CENT WAGE REDUCTION. 


Boston, December 7, 1903. 


The wages of 15,000 cotton mill operatives were reduced about 10 per cent 
to-day in New Bedford, Fitchburg, Mass.; Baltic, Taftville, Conn.; Fisher- 
ville, Mass., and Pawtucket, R. I. 

The total number of mill hands who have had their pay lowered up to the 
present time is about 80,000. 

Five thousand additional operatives in Berkshire County have been given 
notice that their pay will be cut next week. 

Most of the mills which have participated in the cut to date follow the 
course of the Fall River schedule adopted November 30. Of the operatives 
affected by to-day’s notice about 12,000 are employed in New Bedford. 


ACCEPT REDUCED SCALE. 
CuEsTER, W. VA., December 7, 1908. 


The employees of the Chester tin plate mill of the American Tin Plate 
Company have accepted the reduced scale offered by the company, and the 
eutire plant will start in full January 1. . 


[From the Johnstown Democrat, December 7, 1903.] 
FOURTEEN THOUSAND MINERS AFFECTED BY CUT IN WAGES. 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA., December 6, 1908. 


The committee of the miners in the ompte of the Tennessee Coal, Iron 
and Railroad Company and the Schloss-Sheffiield Iron Company yesterda 
fixed the mining wages for December at 47} centsa ton, a reduction of 
cents per ton. This is the minimum wage under the contract. Something 
like 14,000 men are affected by the reduction. 


(From the New York J ournal of Commerce, December 7, 1903.] 
IRON FURNACES OUT OF BLAST. 
YOuNGSsTOWN, OHIO, December 6, 1903. 


J. G. Butler, jr., chairman of the Bessemer Pig Iron Association, said to-day, 
regarding the output of pig iron, that the blast furnaces tributary to the 
Lake Superior ore region, with a total daily capacity of 37,000 tons, or a year! 
capacity of 14,000,000 tons, show, up to December 1, 65 furnaces in blast, an 
91 furnaces out of blast, or an idle capacity of 57 per cent of the whole region. 


{From the Boston Transcript, December 7, 1903.] 
MORE WAGE CUTS IN EFFECT. 


The wages of 15,000 cotton mill operatives were reduced about 10 per cent 
to-day in New Bedford, Fitc)burg, Baltic, Conn., Fisherville, Mass., and 
Pawtucket, R. L., ining thé total number of mill hands who have had 
their pay lowered during the present cotton crisis to 80,000. Five thousand 
additional operatives in rkshire County have been given notice that their 
pay will be cut next week. Most of the mills which have participated in the 
cut to date follow the course of the Fall River schedule. 

The cut down in New Bedford affects the Dartmouth, Grinnell, Pierce, 
Potomska, Wamsutta, Whitman, and Bristol cloth mills, and the City Manu- 
facturing Company, yarn, all of which employ a total of nearly 12,000 hands 
when running at their full capacity. The last reduction in New Bedford 
cloth mills was attended by a prolonged general strike and the closing of all 
the cloth mills, but this time no serious trouble was apprehended. The New 
Bedford mills are enga in the manufacture of fine goods. They have been 
more or less affected y the unfavorable market conditions, and the opera- 
tives decided not to offer open resistance to the cut. 

A reduction was also made oer the Ponemah Mills of Taftville, Conn. 
This plant, which is controlled by Rhode Island capital, employed about 1,200 
hands. The Baltic Mill has 400 hands, and the Fisherville concern about the 
same number. The Slater Mills of Pawtucket, R. I., also reduced the wages 
of its 60 hands to-day, thus completing the general cutin that State. In 
Fitchburg a reduction was made to-day at the Orswell, Nockege, and Grant 
mills, all yarn producers, qupovine about 1,100 operatives. Some of the 
Fitchburg mills are seriously handicapped by the great cost of cotton. The 
cut down there is due to the cotton crisis.as is the closing of the Fitchburg 
Duck Mills. No reduction has been made by the Parkhill Manufacturing 
Company of that city. 


$10,000 WEEKLY CUT IN NEW BEDFORD. 
New Beprorp, December 7, 1903. 


The reduction of 10 per cent in wages went into effect this morning in the 
cloth mills of this city and at the City Mill, the “= yarn mill which raised 
wages two years ago, when the cloth mills did. The New England Cotton 
Yarn Company did not raise wages at that time, and has not cut now. The 
cut affects about 12,000 operatives and will take from circulation about 
$10,000 a week. 


[From the N. Y. Journal of Commerce, Dec. 8, 1903.] 


FAILURE OF WHOLESALE DEALER IN FURS—CREDITORS OF EDGAR LEH- 
MAN FILE PETITION IN BANKRUPTCY. 


A poaien in bankrupcy has been filed against Edgar Leyman, importer and 
wholesale dealer in furs and skins at 163 Mercer and 43 East Twelfth streets, 
by the following creditors: Joseph Ullmann, $5,000; Cimiotti Unhairing Co., 
$0.1 15; and Mantner & Ahiswede, $7,500. It was alleged that he is insolvent 
and on December 5 admitted in writing his inability to Rey. his debts and 
willingness to be adjudged bankrupt. Judge Holt, of the United States dis- 
trict court, appointed Peter Alexander receiver of the assets, fi his bond 
at $100,000. It was stated in the application for the receiver that the assets 
amount to more than $200,000 in merchandise accounts and cash in bank. 

Mr. Lehman has been in: busi sinee 1885, and baita a large trade. 
In February last his statement showed assets of $363,000 and_ liabilities 
$187,000. He also had real estate in this city, Bayswater and Far Rockaway, 
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on which the equity was placed at $65,000. The failure caused much surprise 
in trade circles. James Schell & Elkus, attorneys for the petitioning cred- 
itors, said that the liabilities are about $400,000, in addition to which there 
are some contingent liabilities, prey 5,000 to $50,000. The assets are not 
definitely known, but he has a large stock of furs on hand, accounts, and real 
estate, all of which has been turned over to the receiver. 
The trouble is attributed to depreciation in the price of furs. He carried 
a large and costly stock of sables, foxes, etc., and on account of the strin- 
gency in the money market and depression in financial circles he could not 
nd purchasers for his goods. He expects to call a meeting of creditors and 
offer a settlement. 


LOWER WAGES IN COTTON MILLS—ABOUT 80,000 WORKERS SO FAR AFFECTED 
IN NEW ENGLAND. 


Boston, December 7, 1903. 


The wages of 15,000 cotton-mill operatives were reduced about 10 per cent 
to-day in New Bedford, Fitchburg, Baltic, Conn.; Taftville, Conn.; Fisher- 
ville, Mass.,and Pawtucket, R.I. The total number of mill hands who have 
had their pay lowered during the present cotton crisis is now about 80,000. 
Five thousand additional operatives in Berkshire County have been given 
notice that their pay will be cut next week. Most of the mills which have 
participated in the cut to date follow the course of the Fall River schedule 
adopted November 30. Of the operatives affected by to-day’s notice, about 
12,000 are employed in New Bedford. 

NORWICH, Conn., December 7, 1908. 


Notice of a 10 per cent reduction in wages, to take effect December 14, 
were posted to-day in the mills of the Shetucket and Fall companies. These 
mills employ 1,200 hands, At the Ballou, Attawagan, and Teteoket mills, 
employing 2,500 operatives, a 10 per cent reduction went into effect to-day. 


KNITTING COMPANY STOPS OPERATIONS. 
CoHoEs, N. Y., December 5, 1903. 


The Hope Knitting Company suspended gpeetine during the week owing 
to the breaking of a shaft. Operations will be resumed immediately upon 
repairs being completed. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- 


ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one hour and twenty- 
two minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Princr]}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois {Mr. PRINCE] 
is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the House’s at- 
tention to the bill under consideration. Heretofore we have 
heard some very excellent addresses on other lines, some speeches 
along the line of tariff reform and along the lines of ‘active politi- 
cal questions that in the later days of this year we will all S en- 
gaged in discussing pro and con. The bill that is under con- 
sideration now is one providing for the military establishment of 
the Government. What does the military branch of the Govern- 
ment consist of to-day? It is made up of 55,500-enlisted men and 
3,681 officers. That constitutes the military force of our Gov- 
ernment. This force has to be kept up each year on account of 
the expiration of the terms of enlistment of the men in the service. 

We find that in the year that has passed 54,253 applicants to 
enter into the service of the Government as private soldiers were 
rejected; 17,714 in addition to that number were accepted as sol- 
diers in the Army. Eighty-one per cent of those who applied to 
enter the service of the Government were rejected upon various 
grounds. I desire to call the attention of the committee and the 
country to the fact that the recruiting officers of the Government 
are extremely careful in getting into the service men of character, 
of ability, and of standing, and are seeking to get the highest class 
of men in the service of the Government. 

I am pleased to state to this general committee, as a member of 
the Military Committee, that the personnel of the American Army 
is equal to, if not superior to, that of any army in the world; and it 
is right that it should beso, because these men in a military sense 
represent the honor and the dignity of the great American Re- 
public. Now, these men are officered by 3,681 officers. From 
whence do these officers come? They likewise come from the 
body of the people. Here are 386 Members in this House, and 90 
Senators in the other branch. Under the law we have the right 
to name young men as cadets to West Point. Weselect one from 
each of our respective districts. They come from the body of 
the people, and to that extent they represent the great democracy 
of the American Republic; but I find upon reading in this report 
that we do not get enough officers as graduates of West Point to 
meet the requirements of the Army. 

In the last year there were appointed to the grade of second 
lieutenant in the Army 177 men; 83 of these were graduates of 
West Point; 44 were enlisted men who came from private soldiers 
in the United States Army. Then there was added to that num- 
ber 56 civilians. The door to preference and distinction along the 
line of military service is not closed to the deserving man. We 
can only appoint so many to West Point. The graduates of that 
institution can not meet the requirements of the Army, and then 
the Army turns to the deserving young man of ability, of intelli- 
gence, and of character, and says to him, ‘‘ Come forward, if you 
possess the qualities necessary to make an officer in the American 
Army;’’ andI am pleased to say that the Lieutenant-General who 
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has recently retired from the Army came from the ranks as a pri- 
vate soldier, and the door was open by which he could reach the 
high distinction as commanding officer of the American Army. I 
am also informed and know the truth to be that the man who 
now wears the stars as Lieutenant-General of the Army is another 
man who came from the volunteer service, from the ranks of the 
American soldiery. 

With such an army as this, officered by such men, we can safely 
trust the affairs of the Republicin their hands. But in these days 
in which we are now living there is much criticism and carping 
with reference to the promotion that comes to these men in the line 
in the Army. According to the limitations placed by law, from 
second lieutenant up to and including the colonel, they move along 
in seniority of ak Nearly 4,000 officers stand there marking 
time, one following another, according to seniority in rank, each 
one taking the next higher eae. from the position of second lieu- 
tenant up toand including the colonel of theregiment. But beyond 
that there are twenty-two general officers. These men have the 
command and the control of the armies of the United States. By 
the organic law of our country the President of the United States 
is made Commander in Chief. The people put him in by their 
vote and hold him responsible for the conduct and management 
of the Army ofthiscountry. As I have said, up to and including 
the colonel the men are appointed by seniority of rank. Twenty- 
two general officers, one a major-general acting as Lieutenant- 
General, and a number of major-generals and a number of brig- 
adier-generals form the general officers of the Government, and 
pag wey sme and appointed by the President of the United States. 

ere has been some criticism along certain lines that this ex- 
ecutive officer, clothed with the responsibility of looking after the 
affairs of the military branch of the Government, has seen fit to 
walk down the line of these 3,861 men and say to this young man 
or to that young man of ability, who has kept abreast of the times, 
who knows what is going on in this country and in the world 
with reference to military affairs, ‘‘ Step outside here and I will 
make of you a brigadier-general of the Army.’”’ Why should he 
not have that power? Somebody must exercise it, The Constitu- 
tion places it upon him, and, as it seems to me, he better than 
anyone else can exercise that power, and exercise it well. If he 
should see fit to abuse that power, if he should see fit to do what 
the judgment of the country says is not the proper thing wisely 
by the Constitution of the United States, a part of the coordinate 
branch of the Government, with ninety Senators sitting there 
representing the sovereign States of the Union with equal power 
with him, would not confirm that officer for the position. It 
seems to me that the power of selection is wisely intrusted with 
the Chief Executive of the country. 

Now, this bill that we have under consideration makes provision 
for this Army, made up, as I have said, of over 55,000 enlisted men 
and nearly 4,000 officers to command these men. We are appro- 
priating more than $75,000,000 forthisArmy. We should appro- 
priate liberally for them, and I am glad to say that in the Military 
Committee, made up as it is by men on both sides of this House, 
we have given careful consideration to every item which enters 
into the formation of this bill. It has been gone over carefully 
and considerately, and now it is presented to this House for ap- 
proval or rejection. 

I am pleased to state also that in the deliberations of the com- 
mittee—not disclosing them—we act, as we should act, for the in- 
terest of the American people. In my judgment there should be 
no politics in the Army or inthe Nayy. They stand for the whole 
people as a branch of the Government, and in the discussion of 
questions of this kind I have observed; in the years that I have 
served here, that the Army is ceasing to be a political question, 
and the discussion of estimates for the Army or the pay for the 
same has been left out in the later years of political discussion, and 
that the committee stand here and elsewhere as now, as representa- 
tives of the people, considering the American question, uniting in 
making wise and suitable and decent provision for the benefit of 
the Army, of which we are so proud as citizens of this great Re- 
public. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON., its read- 
ing clerk, announced that the Senate had _— the following 
resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No, 37. 

Resolved by the Senute (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and_ directed to cause a sur- 
vey to be made of New Meadows hiver, Maine, with a view to its improve- 
ment from the head of navigation to deep water in Casco Bay. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I now yield thirty minutes to my 
colleague from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, availing myself of the wide lati- 
tude given in debate in Committee of the Whole, I wish to speak 
for a time upon the tariff question. In 1888, with a surplus in 
the Treasury, it became necessary to revise the tariff laws to 
reduce that surplus, and the only question between the two politi- 
cal parties was as to the method of reduction. Fora generation, 
at that time, there had been no serious controversy upon the 
doctrine of protection. The amount of revenue necessary to pay 
the pensions, the debts contracted during the war, and the ex- 
penses of the Government rendered the existing duties high 
enough to make ample protection of American industry. 

PROTECTION AND FREE TRADE—FREE TRADE WITH CANADA—TRUE 
RECIPROCITY. 

At the beginning of our Government the question of protection 
to American industries arose and has been more or less in contro- 
versy ever since. 

The civil war sidetracked this issue from 1861 to 1888, during 
which time the question of protection or free trade was but litile 
discussed, though in the interval the tariff was revised. The re- 
visions, however, proceeded along most pronounced protective 
lines, but in 1888 the national campaign was fought upon the 
tariff issue. 

REPUBLICAN PLATFORM OF 1888. 


Mr. Cleveland stood for a reversal of our protective policy, 
whilst General Harrison was a candidate of the party of protec- 
tion. Mr. Cleveland demanded revision on Democratic lines. 
The platform of the Republican party was presented to the na- 
tional convention by Major McKinley, then a rising man, but 
only in the beginning of his national fame. When McKinley 
read the tariff plank to the national convention at Chicago, the 
rafters shook with applause. It said: 


PROTECTION TO AMERICAN INDUSTRIES. 


We are uncompromisingly in favor of the American system of protection; 
we protest opis its destruction as proposed by the President and his party. 
They serve the interests of Europe; we will support the interests of America. 
We accept the issue and confidently appeal to the people for their judgment. 
The protective system must be maintained. Its abandonment has always 
been followed by general disaster to all interests except those of the usurer 
and the sheriff. e denounce the Mills bill as destructive to the general 
business, the labor and the farming interests of the country, and we heartily 
indorse the consistent and patriotic action of the Republican representatives 
in Congress in opposing its passage. 

On the issue thus clearly presented the party of protection won. 

The whole subject of free trade was discussed upon elementary 
principles, and, old as the arguments were, they were new to the 
generation that had grown up under Republican rule. 

The tariff was revised along protective lines by McKinley him- 
self, but in 1892 the battle was renewed. Mr. Cleveland azain 
was the free-trade leader, and his platform was practically a re- 
iteration of the language of the constitution of the late Confeder- 
ate States of America. 

CONFEDERATE CONSTITUTION. 

That constitution provided: 


No bounty shall be granted from the Treasury and no duties or taxes on 
importations from foreign nations shall be laid to promote or foster any 
branch of industry. 


And the Democratic platform in 1892 alleged in terms that the 
Constitution of the United States also forbade the levy of pro- 
tective duties, 

DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM OF 1892. 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great 
majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. We declare it 
to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, ex- 
cept for Corecess of revenue only, and we demand that the collection of 
such taxes ll be limited to the necessities of the Government when hon- 
— and ee administered. 

e denounce the McKinley tariff law enacted by the Fifty-first Congress 
as the culminating atrocity of class legislation; we indorse the efforts made 
by the Democrats of the present Congress to modify its most oppressive fea- 
tures in the direction of free raw materials and cheaper manufactured goods 
that enter into general consumpeton, and we promise its repeal as one of the 
beneficent results that will follow the action of the people in intrusting 
power to the Democratic party. Since the McKinley tariff went into opera- 
tion there have been ten reductions of the wages of the laboring man to one 
increase. We sony that there has been any increase of prosperity to the 
country since that tariff went into operation, and we point to the dullness 
and distress, to the wage reductions and strikes in the iron trade as the best 
possible evidence that no such prosperity has resulted from the McKinley Act. 

We call the attention of thoughtful Americans to the fact that after thirty 
years of restrictive taxes against the importation of foreign wealth in ex- 
change for our icultural surplus the homes and farms of the country have 
become burdened with a real-estate mortgage debt of over two thousand five 
hundred million dollars exclusive of all other forms of indebtedness; that in 
one of the chief agricultural States of the West there appears a real-estate 
mortgage debt averaging $165 per capita of the total population, and that 
similar conditions and tendencies are shown to exist in the otheragricultural 
exporting States. We denounce a policy which fosters no industry so much 
as it does that of sheriff. 


The McKinley bill was condemned, unheard and untried, in the 
Congressional election of 1890. That law had then only been in 
force a single month. Its terms were imperfectly understood by 
the voters, and its effects were still a matter of conjecture. De- 
nunciation of its purposes were accepted as proofs, and prophecies 
as to its consequences were accepted as facts. The result was 
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that only a corporal’s guard of the Members who voted for that 
iaw were returned to Congress that year. 

In the State of lowa, out of oureleven Members six were Demo- 
cratic free traders in the Fifty-second Congress; but by the next 
election, in 1892, the McKinley law had had a two years’ trial. 
‘The country was prosperous. Our exports forthe first time in our 
history had passed the billion-dollar mark, and our balance of 
trade was more than $200,000.000 on the right side of the ledger. 
The Republican declaration of its tariff principles was clear and 
strong. 

REPUBLICAN PLATFORM OF 1892. 


We reaffirm the American doctrine of protection. We call attention to 
its growth abroad. We maintain that the prosperous condition of our coun- 
try is largely due to the wise revenue legislation of the last Republican Con- 
— e believe that all articles which can not be produced in the United 

States, except luxuries, should be admitted free of duty, and that on all im- 
ports coming into competition with the products of American labor there 
should be levied duties equal to the difference between wages abroad and at 


home. 

We assert that the prices of manufactured articles of general consumption 
have been reduced under the o tions of the tariff act of 1890. 

We denounce the efforts of the Democratic majority of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to destroy our tariff laws by meal as ifested by their 
attacks upon wool, lead, and lead ores, the chief products of a number of 
States, and we ask the people for their judgment thereon. 

We point to the success of the Republican policy of reciprocity, under 
which our export trade vastly increased and new and enlarged markets 
have been opened for thi/products of our farms and workshops. We remind 
the people of the bitteropposition of the Democratic party to this practical 
business measure, and claim that, executed by a Republican Administration, 
our present laws will eventually give us control of the trade of the worid. 

18 IT WISE TO LET WELL ENOUGH ALONE? 

The Republican campaign maxim in 1892 was founded upon very 
satisfactory existing conditions. The people were very prosperous, 
labor was employed, business ily increasing, and the slogan 
of the party of protection was then voiced in four words, ‘‘ Let 
well enough alone!’’ Our Democratic opponents raised the bat- 
tle cry, ‘‘ Let us have a change!’’ If we insisted that we were 
** doing well enough,”’ the answer was to the effect, ‘‘ Then quit 
it.’ If we answered that we were “ prosperous and in a sound, 
safe, and secure condition,’’ the answer was, ‘Move on; never 
siand still.” 

The demand for “a change, constant c .”’ was asserted 
with great force in every part of the country. e had a change. 
We moved out of 1892 into 1893. We passed from the light into 
outer darkness. What the people wanted was a change of rulers 
and a change of laws, on with the retention of existing good 
conditions. We got the change of rulers and the change of laws. 
This change they thought they wanted. They got also a change 
of conditions; a thing they did nct want. They could at least 
say that they were not standing still; they were moving, but they 
were movingdownbill. Thecountry remembers these conditions. 
It can not easily forget then. But our adversity remained until 
the people once more returned to protection and declared for the 
gold standard and sound money. The law was changed, and the 
conditions responded with good cheer. ‘ 

In 1896 our Democratic opponents did not have the heart to re- 
sume their assaults on the protective policy. Those four years 
were exceptionally calamitous to the farmer. It was thought 
that by the adoption of the Wilson law, though we might lose 
somewhat on our home market, our exports would greatly in- 
crease so far as agricultural products were concerned. We threw 
away our great home market for the markets of the world. But 
the markets of the world did notrespond. The Des Moines (Iowa) 
Register, a sterling protection newspaper, prepared from official 
sources a report of the loss of the farmers during those four 
years, which I will here insert in my remarks: 

Four years’ loss on farm crops. 

Loss on farm animals 
Loss on wheat crops 
Loss on corn crops 
I iste eatin diinnabntihinnactinbteiasnonssietinnadig 
Loss on hay crops, three years 
Loss on potato crops, three years 
Loss on barley crops, three years 

tton crops 
Loss on wool crops 
Loss on tobacco crops,'three years. .....................--..--.-<. 
Loss on rye crops, two years 
Loss on wheat crops, two years 
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Total logs on four years’ crops 4, i 

It will be noticed that the losses on hay, potato, barley, and tobacco cro: 
years—isM, 1895, and 1806_“the official report stating in an 
re ota in 1892; therefore we were compelled 
to make the comparison with The total loss on the hay, to, barley, 
and tobacco crops Sagreested es, and taking one-third for the de- 
crease in 1893 from would $195,051,441 to the aggregate losses on farm 


crops. 
Besides, we have been unable to obtain details ee the losses on skins and 
which and 
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the four years, taken from page 596 of the Yearbook of the United States 
Department of Agriculture, 1896 
Loss on farm products—Exports. 


Total exports. paras from 


$183, 945, 246 
170, 965, 194 
246,118, 206 
228, 428, 387 


Instead of the farmer’s products being exported in an increased 
volume, as compared with the period of the McKinley Act in 1892, 
the four years showed the remarkable falling off of more than 
$800,000,000. We threw away our home market and went skir- 
mishing for the “markets of the world.’”’” We threw away the 
substance for the shadow. We found it a decreasing and illusive 
shadow. 

In 1896 our opponents declared for free silver as the “‘ para- 
mount issue.’’ in 1900 the free-silver plank was still on the stage, 
but the calcium light was turned upon “‘anti-expansion”’’ and 
“ anti-imperialism,’’ which were declared “ paramount.”’ 

If the tariff was incidentally discussed in 1896 and 1900, the de- 
bate did not go back to the elementary doctrines of the subject. 
Too recent events had made the issue a plain one of demonstrated 
fact. The repeal of the McKinley law was remembered with re- 

t,and the Wilson law was looked upon with deep and pro- 
found disgust. Those “‘ Democratic times” will be long remem- 


The Democracy surrendered back their ill-used power in 1897, 
and the Republicans settled the money question by adopting the 
gold standard, and the tariff ae by passing the Dingley law. 

For six years these twin policies have been in successful opera- 
tion. The ills now complained of are those which are the prod- 
ucts of p rous times, Increased capital and wealth have been 
accompanied by combinations which have been declared illegal 
by law. The present Administration is more vigorously enforc- 
ing laws against trusts and combinations than has any of its 
predecessors. The solution of the trust question is not to destroy 
capital, but to control its operations. 

FREE TRADE WITH CANADA. 


Under the McKinley law a number of reciprocity treaties were 
made which produced great benefit to our people and without in- 
jury to the countries with which they were made. 

The Wilson bill swept them away in a moment. 

The Republican party has declared in favor of reciprocity and 
has made some advancement along that line. But in matters of 
this kind the nations with which we deal all want the best possi- 
ble terms, and most usually terms that can not be wisely conceded. 

Republicans are ily in favor of reciprocity, but they want 
it of the kind that will reciprocate. 

It might be possible to draw a treaty with our neighbor, the 
Dominion of Canada, which would be beneficial to both nations, 
but it has never yet been possible to do so upon terms which would 
be just to ourselves. The difficulty about reciprocity with the 
people of the Dominion of Canada is that they are producers of the 
same things that we are. They are our rivals and competitors. 

From 1855 to 1866 we had a treaty providing for free trade be- . 
tween the United States and Canada in the ** natural resources of 
both countries.”’ 

This treaty was ratified with much gratification and in the 
hopes that it would be of great mutual advantage. When we 
consider the schedule of ‘‘natural products’’ we can readily see 
the inequality of such a bargain. The articles admitted free 
were “ breadstuffs, meats, fish, raw cotton, vegetables, fruits, 
poultry, eggs, hides, furs, skins, stone, dairy products, ores, fer- 
tilizers, lumber, wood, flax, hemp, tow, unmanufactured 
tobacco.” 

As Canada could raise neither cotton nor tobacco, the raw ma- 
terial necessary to her cotton and tobacco factories was a matter 
of necessity to her, and the other articles were competing prod- 
ucts in which she had the advantage. 

The civil war intervened and made it somewhat difficult to de- 
termine the merits of the agreement, but in the last year and nine 
months of that treaty, in 1865 and 1866, we remitted duties to 
Canada amounting to $70,152,163, and the balance of trade was 
against us in the’same year and nine months in the sum of 
The Canadian thrifty people and i f t 

e ians are a and in possession of a vas 
domain. They have by pelagic sealing killed off nearly all the 
great seal herd which we su we had obtained by our pur- 
chase of Alaska. They ru y slaughtered the mothers of this 
herd out at sea, allowing their helpless offspring to starve in the 
rookeries on the American islands. 
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Any treaty that we make with them hereafter should provide 
means to save the remaining seals from utter extermination. 

Their preposterous claims to the ownership of Skagway, Dyea, 
and the Lynn Canal in Alaska were asserted with such apparent 
earnestness that an arbitration was required to clear up a title 
which had never been disputed as against either Russia or the 
United States until the discovery of the Klondike gold caused the 
necessity for an elastic boundary sufficient to include a Canadian 
seaport. Some ill feeling is manifested by our neighbors over the 
defeat of this wholly unfounded claim ae high court of arbi- 
tration. Flimsy as their claims were, Canadian arbitrators 
insisted upon their pretensions to the last. 

‘This proceeding is so recent as to make it doubtful about ob- 
taining any reasonable treaty of reciprocity with Canada in the 
present state of mind of the Dominion government. 

At this juncture it is to solve the question by the sim- 
ple method of free and unrestricted trade with Canada. We have 
about 80,000,000 of people, she has about 5,500,000. It is proposed 
to furnish Canada 80,000,000 of the best customers in the world 
in free and 1 exchange for the trade of 5,500,000 of people. 

Thereare en persons in the United States to one in Canada. 
The people make the markets. 

Therefore the reciprocal treaty we are asked to undertake is not 
exactly a ratio of 16 to 1, but 15to 1. Weareasked to trade the 
certainty of fifteen good customers for the chances of one—one 
certainly no better, if as good. Besides, that one customer pro- 
duces nothing that we can not produce ourselves. Such an agree- 
ment would no doubt put our neighbors in a better humor than 
they are at present. The Wilson law was popular in Canada. 

In the last Canadian fiscal year ending August 31, 1903, Canada 
sold us goods to the amount of $71,209,969. During the same 
period we sold Canada, including raw cotton, unmanufactured 
tobacco, and other raw materials for manufacture, to the amount 
of $144,764,375. 

Under reciprocity in natural products the balance of trade was 
against us over $20,000,000 a year at the close of the period when 
that treaty was in ration. Under t conditions, with a 
tariff in both countries, our balance of trade is more than $70,- 
000,000 in our favor. To renew the old arrangement of free trade 
in natural products, we would again give our neighbor our vast 
market in equal exchange for a much smaller one at the expense 
of the American farmers. 

It is assumed that Iowa farmers would grow enthusiastic over 
the proposition to turn over to Canada the market that American 
farmers now occupy and in exchange for the same to give special 
advantages to some American manufacturers. 

Canada already gives a reduction of 33} per cent on her tariff 
duties in favor of the mother country. 

What product of Iowa farmers will be sold in Canada under 
the proposed arrangement? When we make an agreement with 
Canada the burden should not be all thrown upon the farmers’ 
products, as is proposed by the scheme of “ free trade in natural 

ucts.”’ 

Should free trade in competitive articles be agreed upon as 
against our farmers, a policy of reciprocity which the Republican 
party has never looked upon with favor, the articles to beaffected 
should also include the things which the manufacturers are also 
engaged in producing. The burden should not be borne alone by 





the farmers. Manufacturersin New England and agriculturalt | 


implement manufacturers in the Central West should not insist 
upon sacrificing the interests of the farmers in order to build up 
their own trade. 

The farmers of the West have favored and do favor protection. 
They believed in it because it has built up a home market, and 


because, under protection, that home market was preserved to | 
them. They believed in it because that market was greatly in- | 


creased, The consumption of their products by the employed 
workmen in the protected industries furnishes them a great pe- 
cuniary interest in the doctrine of protection. 

It is now seriously proposed to turn a large part of this advan- 
tage over to Canada in consideration of concessions by Canada on 
manufactured goods. 

If we should have free trade with Canada becanse she isa good 
customer, we have still stronger reason for free trade with Great 
Britain, and certainly he must be strong in the Cobden faith who 
would be willing to expose our manufacturers to a peril like that. 

The leather-goods manufacturer wants protected leather goods 
and free hides. 

The agricultural-implement dealer wishes to increase his Cana- 
dian trade by surrendering the duties on the farmers’ products. 
Like Artemus Ward, who was “‘ willing to send all his wife’s rela- 
tives to the war to put down the rebellion,’’ some of these short- 
sighted dealers are willing to give away the advan 
tion so far as they inure to other occupations than their own. 

I do nct desire to condemn reciprocity with Canada or any other 


of protec- | 


country with which we can make a fair trade, but the proposition | erally to the campaign fund for the election of Mr. Cleveland. 
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to surrender the rights of the farmers of Iowa in order to help 
some other class of our people has not one of the elements of Re- 
publican reciprocity. As the farmer has more than once saved 
the policy of protection by his vote, he has the right to be fairly 
considered in the making of schedules and treaties affecting his 
interests. ; 

The old Canadian reciprocity treaty, made in the Democratic 
days of Pierce and Buchanan, is well described by Mr. Blaine in 
chapter 27 of his Twenty Years in Congress: 

The selection of [commodities], as shown in the schedule, shows that there 
was scarcely a uct on the list which could be exported from the United 
States without a loss to us, while the great market of the United States was 
thrown open to Canada without tax or charge for nearly everything which 
she could produce or export. All her raw materials were admitted free, 
while our manufactures were all ¢ heavy duty, the market being re- 
served for English merchants. The fishery question had been used adroitly 
to secure from the United States an agreement which was one-sided, vexa- 
tious, and unprofitable.” 

The present situation is even more unfavorable in this, that 
Great Britain has a rebate of 33} per cent on all her duties on 
goods imported into Canada. The imports to Canada from the 
United States in the fiscal year 1902-3 amounted to $144,764,375, 
whilst those of Great Britain amounted to $65,408,020, notwith- 
standing the advantages accorded to the Empire. 

Blaine’s reciprocity has been defined by Hon. Charles Emory 
Smith as follows: 

Brazil grows coffee and makes no machinery. We make machinery and 
grow no coffee. Weagree toconcessions for her coffee and she agrees to con- 
cessions for our i hat is reciprocity. 

That was not the kind of reciprocity that was provided for by 
the Democratic treaty of 1854, but was the Buchanan idea of the 





subject. 

McKinley’s Buffalo speech has been grievously misquoted. He 
in that speech defined reciprocity as ‘‘sensible trade arrange- 
ments which will not interrupt our home production.”’ 

Reciprocity has been defined by Mr. Roosevelt as ‘‘the hand- 
maiden of protection.”’ It should not be made the sexton of our 
industries. When we hear of free traders agitating reciprocity, 
we may know it is not of the “‘ handmaiden”’ variety. 

They propose to throw down the bars to our sister nation and 
allow her to have an equal trade with the United States, with its 
enormous and valuable markets. I wish to read in this connection 
from the Chicago Live Stock World of the day before yesterday: 

BAD BREAK IN SHEEP. 

The sheep market is up to its old tricks again. A break reaching as much 
as half a dollar in some cases has occurred within a few days. It was unex- 
pected, but the causes are not hard to locate. Last week's heavy supply 
started the downward movement. It enabled packers tofill their coolers and 
relieve them of the necessity of making orders urgent. Yesterday Canada 
butted in, sending 125 double decks to Buffalo. To-day it repeated with 
70 deubles, and prices all over the country tumbled. If Canada can do this 
and pay a heavy duty, what could she accomplish with the duty removed? 

But the suggestion is to “‘ move on,’’ not to ‘let well enough 
| alone,”’ but let us ‘‘ open up the doors to Canada.’’ While I am 
| speaking of sheep, that reminds me of the effect of the Wilson-Gor- 
| man bill, when we placed our friends upon the other side for the 
| first time in a generation in the uncontrolled management of the 
| affairs of the House, of the Senate, and of the Executive offices. 
| Sheep were their favorite aversion. John Randolph of Roanoke 
| said that he would walk a mile any time to kick a sheep. The 
| effect of the Wilson bill upon that single industry is fresh to-day 
| in the memory of every sheep grower in the United States. 

I know in the campaign of 1894, when I was speaking in one of 
| the principal sheep-growing counties of Iowa, some one arose and 
| invited the audience present to come down to another town, the 
| little town of Monterey, in Davis County, Iowa, close to the Mis- 
| souri line, to a barbecue. A gentleman arose in the audience and 
| said: ‘‘ What are you going to have to feed us with?”” The man 


| answered: ‘“‘ We are going to kill a dollar and a half’s worth of 
| sheep; all of you come down.”’ And the audience of 1,500 an- 
| nounced their willingness to go. Now, that was rather a gloomy 
joke, but the sheep-growing farmers of that day fully appreciated 
the statement. 

| The Boston Free Trade League is engaged in an agitation for 
| treaties extending the free list to ‘‘ all agricultural products any 
portion of which we now export.’’ 

‘* Beware of Greeks bearing gifts.’”” The kind of reciprocity 
| which meets the views or this league should be eyed askance by 
all protectionists. 

In the national Republican platform of 1900 we say: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity so directed as to open our 
markets in favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce in return 
for free foreign markets. 

Secretary Wilson, in one of his recent speeches, said: 


Reciprocity a. become the auxiliary of protection or it may become the 
assassin of that policy by admitting to our markets what we do produce which 
needs protection for the purpose of getting new markets for some of our 
products that we no longer require. 


In 1892 the importers in the city of New York contributed lib- 
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They wanted to import as many goods as possible. They soon 
learned that an impoverished people and unemployed workmen 
would furnish a poor market even for the importers. Several of 
our Democratic friends in this House have already spoken in favor 
of Canadian free trade. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Linp] has given us an in- 
teresting exposition of his view of Canadian reciprocity. He evi- 
dently imagines that the disadvantage of the proposed free trade 
in natural products between the two countries will help Minne- 
apolis and St. Paul more than it will hurt the farmers of his State. 
Minneapolis and St. Paul are much more interested in the pros- 
perity of Minnesota than they are in the welfare of Manitoba. 

I remember quite well when the gentleman from Minnesota, in 
the Fifty-first Congress, as a Member of this House, voted for the 
McKinley bill. He has changed his views upon this question, and 
we are sorry to lose him from the Republican ranks, but I much 
prefer to hear him speak in favor of free trade from the Demo- 
cratic side of the Chamber than upon our own. 

We can not afford to trifle with the prosperity of the American 
farmer in the hope of building up American cities. 

Canada is not asking us for free trade, nor even pressing a 
reciprocity treaty. 

Mr. Charlton, M. P., said at the Detroit reciprocity convention, 
December 10, 1902: 

The call is with the United States. Canada has definitely and deliberately 
retired from taking theinitiative. (Canadian Annual Review, 1902, page 183.) 

That convention finally resolved ‘‘to remove all duties from 
the natural products of each country.”’ 

Free trade with Canada, it is said, will Americanize the Do- 
minion. The Canadian Annual for 1902 says there is no danger 
of such a result, and further reports that 70 per cent of the immi- 
grants from the United States have become the naturalized sub- 
jects of King Edward. We may well rejoice at the growth and 
prosperity of our neighbor, but in framing our tariff laws the 
interests of the United States are of our first concern. 

Reciprocity is easy in the theory but difficult in practice. It 
takes two to make a bargain. Such a treaty must first run the 
gauntlet of diplomacy, after which it encounters the endless chain 
of debate in the American Senate. Reciprocity is recognized as 
a cardinal principle of the Republican faith. The first question 
to be discussed from the Republican standpoint is whether the 
terms of a proposed treaty are desirable. 

The question of protection in its operation must depend wholly 
upon schedules, whether provided for in treaty or by law. If a 
tariff bill is called a protective measure and the schedules are so 
arranged as to give inadequate preference to our own products, it 
will be just as detrimental as though it were called a free-trade 
measure. All protective prepositions, therefore, resolve them- 
selves down to the single question of schedules. It has often been 
said that ‘schedules are not sacred.’”’ No one has ever claimed 
that theyare. They are always subject to change, and they should 
be changed whenever a change is necessary for the welfare of the 
country. 

My friend from Mississippi [Mr. W1LL1aMs] says that Cham- 
berlain will win in Great Britain. If he wins, it will be because 
our English kin across the ocean regarded it as wise to profit by 
the example of the people of the United States. Nothing that we 
can do or say here will either cause or prevent the success of Mr. 
Chamberlain. Englishmen to-day are fighting the battle that we 
fought in 1888 and 1892, the battle that we once more fought in 
1896, and every ee points in the direction of the adoption 
of some form of protection in the one country that to-day sup- 
ports the doctrine of free trade. 

In making a reciprocal treaty with our friends over in the 
Domivion of Canada we must remember that they have always 
been first-class traders, and in every contract up to the present 
date the advantage has been on their side. 

Mr. LIND. Would a question embarrass the gentleman at this 
time? 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman from Iowa kindly state some 
contract of reciprocal relation with Canada in which they have 
had the better of the bargain? 

Mr. LACEY. My friend hasonly just come into the Chamber. 
I have gone over the period in which we had reciprocity with 
them, and it was a jug-handle reciprocity in natural products. 

Mr. LIND. But our trade grew as well as theirs during that 


riod. 
a. LACEY. Certainly it did. It still grows, and grows a 
good deal faster under the existing conditions, three times faster 
than it did under the reciprocal “en f 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will permit me. Our relations 
with Canada are purely on reciprocal basis in regard to canals and 
in regard to shipments in bond. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. LIND. There is nothing unequal in relation to that. 
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Mr. LACEY. They are absolutely equal, perhaps. To allow 
either country to ship goods through a canal in bond or to ship by 
rail in bond through either country is not at all analogous to the 
proposition involved in a discussion of the tariff laws of the two 
countries. 

=, HULL. That does not make any change in the markets 
at all? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman has said that they always insisted 
upon unequal terms, and that is not true. We had the use of 
their canals free when we were building our canal? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Their locks, I mean. 

Mr. LACEY. That is not a question, however, of tariff. It is 
a — of transportation. It is true they allow as to 
ship goods from Chicago to New York over the Grand Trunk 
through Canada rather than on the south side of the Lakes 
through the United States. That sort of trade is for their benefit 
rather than ours. 

But, as I was saying, such a mutual arrangement as that is like 
swapping twenty-dollar gold pieces. It has no bearing upon the 
proposition of our friends on the other side, of free trade with 
Canada in competitive products. The Detroit convention, which 
the a who has just interrupted me attended, and in 
which he made one of his incomparable speeches to the great sat- 
isfaction of every Canadian that was present—whether to the sat- 
isfaction of all the people in his own State present or wot I will not 
say— 

Mr. LIND. I will say it was to the satisfaction of 15,000 Re- 
publicans in Minneapolis. 

Mr. LACEY. That leads me to refer to another proposition. 
Many gentlemen in Minneapolis and St, Paul make the same mis- 
take that the importers made in New York in 1892. They pro- 
pose to give away the Minnesota and Dakota and Iewa farmer's 
business and cater to Assiniboia and Manitoba. They propose 
to give away that which belongs to the farmers around them in 
the hope of widening and enlarging their own trade. 

Now, there is no question but what that may be popular among 
some gentlemen in the city of Minneapolis—men who pose as Re- 
publicans, who are willing to trade off everything not their own 
for something to their own advantage. The farmers have been 
true to protection in the United States. More than once—yes, 
many, many times—has the whole principle of protection been 
dependent upon their votes. 

They, in the silence of their homes and in the quiet of their 
firesides, have studied the question and have realized the fact 
that it is necessary to have the home market in order to receive 
remunerative prices. In 1892 some of them were misled by the 
cry that they could buy their goods abroad and at the same time 
retain all the advantages that they have at home. 

The markets of the world were held up asa ‘‘ will-o’-the-wisp,”’ 
and that ‘‘ will-o’-the-wisp’’ was called a ‘‘ beacon light’’ by 
which the American people could steer, but soon the people found 
that they could not take away the occupation of American work- 
men and have a home market that was worth anything to the 
producers of food in the United States. 

And I will venture to say that my friend from Minnesota [Mr. 
LinpD], when he goes back to his people this fall and discusses the 
question in that splendid, great north State, will not be able to 
satisfy the farmers, at least, whatever the millers may think, and 
whatever the transportation lines owning roads out in the Cana- 
dian northwest territory may think. He will not convince the 
farmers of Minnesota that their markets should be traded off for 
the advantages which are to inure wholly to somebody else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL. I will yield ten minutes more to the gentleman 
from Iowa, or fifteen minutes if he so desires. 

Mr. LACEY. Ten minutes will be sufficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized for 
ten minutes more. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question at that — 

Mr. LACEY. . Very well. 

Mr. LIND. What markets of the Minnesota farmers or the 
Iowa farmers would be jeopardized? 

Mr. LACEY. That is a very easy question. Along our north- 
ern borders, with the Great Lakes and the facilities of rail trans- 
portation as well as water, lie Chicago and Buffalo and Toledo and 
Cleveland, and all of that splendid array of manufacturing and 
commercial cities, all to-day drawing the principal portion of their 
food supply from the agricultural producers of the United States. 

The people of the whole Atlantic coast, who also obtain their 
supplies of fish largely from the fishermen of New England, would 
find themselves supplied much more easily by people outside of 
the United States. Our first duty is to America, and when I say 
America I mean the United States of America. 








1904. 





Canada is a great country, a country of wonderful possibilities. 
It is said that thousands of our citizens are going there and 
therefore we should enact legislation that will encourage thou- 
sands more of our best blood to go across the line and accept 
allegiance to King Edward. It has been said, however, that these 
men who go across the line will Americanize Canada. Not so. 
They and their interests will alike become Canadian. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. W1LLiaMs] this afternoon 
insisted that under existing conditions it was impossible to pre- 
pare a tariff which would not give sufficient protection. On the 
contrary, it would be perfectly easy to do so. e could puta duty 
upon things which we do not produce, such as tea, coffee, and all 
of those imports of articles that are not the product of the United 
States. By placing the principal burden upon those things we 
can not produce and laying no duties or light duties on those 
things we do produce the tariff would afford no protection to our 
own producers. 

And that I understand, after all. to be the true Democratic doc- 
trine. If it is not, I would be glad to be interrupted by some of 
our friends on the other side with the information that such is 
not the present view of that party. That party has always stood 
for schedules so adjusted as to raise revenue without protection. 
In the platform of 1892 it was declared in terms that protection 
was unconstitutional. 


TARIFF REVISION. 

Since 1892 the declaration that protection is unconstitutional 
has not been made, and the genial leader on the other side has 
tended in all his recent speeches to tone down the Democratic 
doctrine and sugar coat and sweeten it so that the workmen of 
the United States may mistakenly swallow it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the experience of the people on this subject 
is recent. Their struggle with the Wilson bill occurred only a few 
years ago. It has only been about six years since that calamitous 
statute was taken from the statute books. But it is said that we 
ought to revise the tariff now. If I had no better reason for 
thinking that we ought not to tinker with the tariff now, it would 
be the fact that our opponents want us to do it. When we find | 
eut what they want, it is safe not to do it. 

On the threshold of a great national campaign to cast into the 
scale all of the doubts and elements of uncertainty involved in a 
general tariff revision would be in the nature of political suicide. 
No wise party ever would think of doing anything of the kind. 

When one tariff schedule is revised, that. destroys the equilib- 
rium, and some one else wants the tariff on his goods accordingly 
raised. We know that the election of 1892, as soon as it became 
certain that the Democratic party had won, brought about a ter- 
rific industrial panic. 

In the latter part of February, 1893, Senator Roach, of North 
‘Dakota, was’elected.to the Senate of the United States by a com- 
bination of Democrats. Republicans; and Populists. That gave 
to our opponents a majority of one in the Senate of the United 
States.. It was not until the Senatorial election in that State that 
it became certain that the freertraders would be able to control 
‘both the Senate and House. “Fhey-atready had the President, and 
they had elected him on a tariff issue alone. So that when the 
election in North Dakota gave a majority in the Senate then the 
trouble began. 

When it became certain that the tariff would be revised along 
these dangerous:lines; then the industrial ic came, for the sim- 
ple reason that every man engaged in the manufacture of pro- | 
tected goods thought it the part of wisdom to wait and see what 
would happen tohim: and what would happen to the tariff sched- 
ulesunder which hewas working before he continued his produc- 
tion, and-therefore there was a general cessation all along the line, 
the stopping of one industry after another, and the march of | 
Coxey sarmy of the unemployed tothe capital of the nation began. 

The people of this country have not forgotten that. When they 
do forget it, they will then-perhaps once more try the experiment 
of turning down: good conditions, of turning their backs upon 
the time-honored principle of letting well enough alone. They 
thought in 1892 that they could revise the tariff and change the 
rulers of the country and change its policies and still stay on the 
industrial high plane where they were placed during the exist- 
ence of the McKinley law. They soon found that they could not | 
change the policies of this country without suffering the conse- 
quences, and the workingmen of the United States will, while 
this generation exists, remember that lesson. 

The Dingley law was enacted in the well-grounded hope and 
expectation that it would produce a change. The hoped-for 
change came, and has remained for more than six years. If there 
are to be changes in that law, in order to meet changed condi- 
tions, only changes should be made which will redound to the re- 
tention or promotion-of our prosperity. But upon the question | 
of tariff revision, prudence and conservatism are of the first im- | 





No material modification can be made without at least tempo- 
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rarily interfering with domestic production, and therefore the 
Republican party has heretofore only taken up the subject of re- 
vision in cases where the necessity was real. 

The heat of a great political contest has always a disturbing in- 
fluence upon the general business of the country. By adding to 
such contest an assault upon our industrial system would greatly 
increase the elements of disturbance. Whilst many gentlemen are 
agitating the ye of abandoning protection in the United States, 
the people of Great Britain are very seriously discussing the 
propriety of abandoning the free-trade policy and adopting a 
different system. Nothing that we can do or say will influence 
their action upon this question. They will take such course as 
they think will serve their own interests. We must do the same. 

It has been only six years since the farmers of Iowa, so pros- 
perous under protection and the gold standard, were laboring 
under very adverse circumstances. 

They well remember their situation at that time; and, although 
they might be disposed to favor changes, they will not grow en- 
thusiastic over the transfer of their present prosperity to their 
neighbors in Canada. 

This generation knows now that the American people can not 
afford to give away their markets to the foreigner in the hope of 
bettering their condition at home. [Applause.] 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarksin the Recorp. Isthere objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining 
on my side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has twenty-six 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HULL. Iwill yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut, Mr. HILt. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, of course it is per- 
fectly manifest that I did not intend to make any remarks on the 
tariff or any other question when I came into the House a few 
moments ago, but I listened, as I always listen, with great 
pleasure tothe gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. WILLiams}, and 
I have also listened during the past few days to gentlemen on 
this side of the House who spoke on a subject which, it seems 


| to me, will bear a little study and a little thought, and that is the 


question of the present prosperity of the country. It is always 
easy to prove anything from figures, but I have been giving some 


| considerable thought, for purposes of my own, during the past 


few weeks to this particular question, and I think that perhaps 
the figures that I have taken in a general way might be profitable 
to the House 

I recognize the truth of the statements made by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] in regard to the wage and fac- 
tory conditions of New England at the present time and I admit 
them frankly and fully and freely, but there is a reason for it; 
and without any partisanship whatever I think the Members of 
the House are entitled to that reason. I find that during the past 
five years since 1898, when we declared war upon Spain, to 1902 
we had expended in excess of the five years immediately preced- 
ing $818,903,236 in this country, almost entirely war expenses. 
When I first made that comparison I said to myself, ** It will 
never do, it will never be safe for me to make that statement on 
the floor of the House, because our Democratic friends will say 


| that it is Republican extravagance.”’ 


Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
Government has.expended that sum? 

Mr. HILL. I do; and just exactly what I supposed would hap- 
pen has happened now. and that is that our Democratic friends 
would say it was Republican extravagance. Consequently I went 


| back and made a comparison with the preceding years under a 


Democratic Administration, and I find that the increase, deducting 
the war expenses was probably not as great as the increase of tBe 
expenses during the Administration of Grover Cleveland over the 
preceding Administration of Mr. Harrison, which in time of peace 
was $195,806,024; so we will eliminate that part of it from this 
discussion. But, as an industrial fact, we have expended prob- 
ably seven or eight hundred million dollarsin military, naval, and 
war expenses during these years. 

We have also had another factor which has entered into the in- 
dustrial problem, and that is this: That during these same years 
the British Government was engaged in a war in Sonth Africa 
I made 
those comparisons, and I find that during the three years of the 
Boer war we shipped to England and to South Africa $:03,980,118 
more of our products than we had in the preceding three years, 
so that during the past six or seven years the industries of this 
country have been stimulated to the extent of more than a thou- 
eand millions of dollars, all of which stopped last year when there 
came the declaration of peace between Great Britain and her op- 
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ponent and the discontinuance of our war with Spain and the re- 


duction of our military and naval expenses due to the Philippine | 


insurrection. 

Now, as business men, is it not a reasonable proposition that 
there should be a slacking up of the manufacturing industries of 
this country under those circumstances? Where whould it strike? 
Why, where the factories are,in New England, and it does strike 
there and it hurts, and it will continue to hurt until this country 
grows up to the capacity of the manufacturing industries of the 
country by a natural and normal growth. 

Now, is there any further evidence of that fact? There can be 
no question about it. I took the clearing-house exchanges of the 
United States; and anyone who will refer to the last report of the 
Comptroller will find this condition of things: There was a fall- 
ing off in 1903 of $1,823,361,085 as compared with the year before— 
the business showing $114,068,837,569. during the last year, against 
$115,892,198,634 the year before. Where did this falling off hap- 
pen? The figures will show how easy it is to prove either side of 
a case. I found that there had been a falling off in New York and 
New England to the amount of $4,176,747 ,328, and enough increase 
in the rest of the country to make up for $2,353,386 ,263 of that, so 
that the falling off, on the whole, was about $2,000,000,000. 

I found that the bank loan accounts, which mark the business 
conditions of the country just as accurately as a thermometer 
marks the variations of the weather, showed that there has been 
a falling off in New England of about 3.9 per cent, while there 
has been an increase of about 4.1 per cent in the Eastern States, 
an increase of 6.6 per cent in the Middle West, an increase of 
10.7 per cent in the Western States, an increase of 17.5 per cent 
in the Southern States, and an increase of 37.1 per cent on the 
Pacific coast. That is your businesssituation. In order to prove 
to-day an absolute prosperity in this country surpassing anything 
before in the world, the San Francisco man has only to point to 
the condition of things out there, and the Southern man, with 
cotton at 15 cents per pound, has only to refer to that fact to 
prove to us the prosperity there. 

On the other hand, if you want to prove adversity due to dull 
times in manufacturing (and it is true that there is much depres- 
sion), then go up to New England and cite wage reduction there 
and the duliness in the factories, just as the gentleman from 
Mississippi has done. So that it is perfectly easy to prove any 
condition of things that you might want to prove in this great, 
magnificent country of ours. 

Business has s!ackened up in New England, but we are able to live. 
We shall pull through there even with dull times; we shall come 
out all right; gentlemen need not have any anxiety on that score. 

A Memeer. And the depression is not due to the tariff. 

Mr. HILL of Connectigut. No. Duringall this session I have 
listened at times to the remarks made by our Democratic friends 
on the other side as to the effect of the tariff on our situation. 
They have told us that we could not have any export trade under 
a high protective tariff or under any protective tariff. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi has discussed to-day the question of a 
protective tariff, and he says—I do not remember his exact lan- 
guage—that the tariff is high enough now to protect all the in- 
dustries of the country. The question is not how high is your 
tariff. it is whether your tariff is put on according to free-trade 
principles or protection principles. That is the question. 

The gentleman says that we can not have an export trade satis- 
factory to this country under the Dingley tariff. I have picked 
up some more figures on that, which I commend to the consid- 
eration of our friends. During the seven years of the Dingley 
tariff bill, gentlemen, I will show what the exports have been as 
compared with the seven years preceding, which included three 
years of the Wilson tariff. They were $2,991,069,830 in excess of 
the precetling seven years. ‘‘Oh, but,” some of our friends will 
say, *‘ this is because of the high price for agricultural products, 
and that makes the difference.” Not at all. 

Limiting it to manufactured products only, during the past 
seven years, under the Dingley tariff bill, and comparing it with 
the manufactured —— only exported during the preceding 
seven years, we find an increase of more than a hundred per cent 
of exported manufactures; and that, I will say to my friend from 
Minnesota, means $1 333,200,208 e over and above the pre- 
ceding seven years before the Dingley tariff bill was enacted. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will. 

Mr. LIND. And I ask this simply to place certain information 
before the House which I think is important. Is it not a fact 
that both copper and oil—that is, the Standard Oil product—are 
included in the schedule of manufactures? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, certainly. 

Mr. LIND. And thatthe aggregate is upward of $200,000,000 a 
year? 
oe HILL of Connecticut. Well, lam perfectly willing to take 

at out. 
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Mr. LIND. The gentleman is using his statistics so fairly that 
the whole truth ought to be before the House—not for any parti- 
san purpose. Is it not also true that if ra eliminate the two 
items of oil and oil products and copper and copper products there 
has been no substantial increase in the exports of manufactured 
goods from the United States in the last hundred years—by per- 
centage? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Well, now, I submit this: I lis- 
tened to the gentleman the other day when he made hisspeech. [I 
had never met him before, and I thought so well of him when he 
made his speech that I introduced myself, so that I might enjoy his 
acquaintance; but when you take this propositiondo you believe 

Mr. LIND. I said by percentage. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Do you believe that one single man- 
ufactured product which you have referred to—oil or copper, or 
the products of either alone—would amount in seven years to 
$1,333 ,000,000? Re ry 

Mr. LIND. ot at all. Iam afraid that the gentleman has 
misapprehended my question. I say by percentage. If you will 
pardon mé just one moment, what I mean is this: Eliminate 
these two comparatively recent products of the United States, 
which are to my mind more properly to be classified as mining 
products, this remarkable fact is true—the relation between tho 
exports of our agricultural products and manufactured products 
has remained almost constant for the last hundred years. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will answer the gentleman on 
that point, and I say that after eliminating oil and oil products 
and copper and copper products, and taking as a test of the Ding- 
ley tariff bill the highest schedule in it, and that is iron and steel, 
I will give him the figures on that. 

Mr. LIND. I did not make it for any partisan purpose. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In this one schedule the exports in 
the past three years have been $337,785,430, as against $130,659.738 
under the Wilson bill, showing an increase in the last three years 
of exports in the highest scheduled item under the Dingley tariff 
of $207,125,692, a gain of 158 per cent. [Applause.] Does not 
that answer the gentleman’s question? 

We have increased in 1903, as compared with 1893, in our ex- 
ports to all Europe 53 per cent; we have increased in our exports 
to France 65 per cent, to Germany 125 per cent, to the Nether- 
lands 100 per cent, and to Great Britain 25 per cent. I listened 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi. What he 
stated about the slackening in the industries of ior England 
might equally have been applied, and with better results. to the 
free-trade country of Great Britain. We find, even under the 
liquidating process always resulting from a great war, our ex- 
ports to Great Britain have increased 25 per cent. 

Now, gentlemen, the whole question of the tariff simmers itself 
right down to this: Who are the people of this country who are 
proposing to fix the tariff rates and provide for its industrial pol- 
icy? They are the men who are interested in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I wish I had five minutes more. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They are themen who are interested 
in it. How is business done in thisCongress? You know as well 
as I that it is not done as itis in the legislative halls in the various 
States of the Union, where every proposition brought in is reported 
and voted on—reported ‘‘ yes”’ or *‘no”’ by the committee. It is 
done here by a great big machine and is done in accordance with 
the policy of the country, and you gentlemen, every one of you, 
sitting in your committee rooms know what is the result when 
bills are brought in that are not in accordance with that policy. 
They go to the waste basket, and that which the great big machine 
of the General Government, not what the individual wishes, pre- 
scribes shall be done is done. 

Now, who are the men who are to do it under that system here? 
Let me give you the composition of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee to-day and what the membership represents, not with any 
sectional feeling whatever, but with reference to the proposition 
that the majority in this country ought to govern, and if that 1s 
not good Democratic doctrine, then Ido not know what is. Now, 
think of the majority membership as represented by this com- 
mittee when you talk about changing the policy of this Govern- 
ment. What would be the effect of it? The distinguished and 
able gentleman from Mississippi would take the head of the table 
on the Ways and Means Committee and the Democratic machine 
would dictate the policy of this country. 3 

Now, what do they represent in the industrial system of this 
country. He represents 1,433 votes cast in the last election. 
There are more manufactured products in my district than are 
represented by the whole Democratic membership on the Ways 
and Means Committee. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Ido. 

Mr. CLARK. How many votes are cast in your district? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. More than any other member of 
the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. CLARK. How many? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Forty-five thousand or more. 

Mr. CLARK. Forty-six thousand were cast in my own. [Ap- 

lause on the Democratic 7 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have the gentleman's vote here. 
As reported by the Congressional Directory, the gentleman had 
83,361 votes cast for him. 

Mr. CLARK. Who made that book up? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 1 do not know; I suppose the gen- | 
tleman ae} that part of it himself. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Mr. CLARK. What has that got to do with it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In the district which I have the | 
honor to represent there were 45,033 votes cast. 

Mr. CLARK. How many people are in your district? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. About 250,000. How many in yours? 

Mr. CLARK. Why did you not redistrict that State? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. we did not choose to. We | 
believe in self-government and that we have the right to do what | 
we please within the law. 

Mr. CLARK. That is exactly what you do not have, precisely. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, I want to show where the | 
majority of the industrial portion of this country is found. The 
district which the gentleman from Mississippi represents has in- 
dustrial products to the amount of $5,565,662. The single city 
which Mr. BouTe.t has the honor to represent has industrial 
products to the amount of $888,000,000. 

Think of it; and Ya these gentlemen propose that this great 
country r# = shall turn a the ae pi ie ea industrial 
system of this country to the care of people who do not represent 
it. "Will they do it? I think not. 

I will have to state my views further at some future time. 
[Applause on the Republican side. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman. 1 desire to put into the Recorp 
and ask the Clerk to read the following document which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
dant Clerk proceeded to read a portion of the document printed | 

ow. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the rest of that | 
document printed in the Recorp. I will not ask for the reading | 
of the whole of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- | 
mous consent that his remarks in the RrcorD may be extended | 
by inserting the whole of the matter which has not been read by | 
the Clerk. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair | 
hears none. 

The document referred to is as follows: 


Morron House, New York, January 9, 1904. 








Hon. Wi1tiiam SULZER. 


DzAR Srr: The “‘ Medal of Honor Legion,” of New York City and vicinity, | 
at their meeting on the 9th day of January, 1904, Saeouay essed the fol- | 
ing preamble and resolutions, offered by ee ey Peter F. Rafferty: 

Ata regular meeting of the Congressional Medal of Honor Association, of | 
New York City and vicinity, held at the Morton House, Fourteenth streetand | 
Broadway, New York City, on the 9th day of January, 1904, the following 
preamble and resointions were unanimously ad . 

Whereas Hon. Borzs Penross, Senator from Pennsylvania, has intro- 
duced in the Senate of the United States and Hon. CHARLEs CurRTIs, Con- 
gressman from Kansas, has introduced inthe House a bill to placeall soldiers 
who have received a medal of honor from the Congress for gallantry on the 
field of battle on a service-pension roll of $75 per month: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That izing the distinguished services our companions ren- 
dered on the field of battle endangering their lives in bravely risking the 
same and performing acts of heroism outside of the line of their duty in the 
rank and file, and also mindful of the fact that nearly all of our companions 
have reached the ~ he ears, and also that other countries reward their 
heroes by some su token of testimonial for similar acts we hereby 
cordially and earnestly approve of said bill, and we ee ask you to 
report House bill 6477 or te bill 972. and place the same on the Calendar. 

Yours, respectfully, | 
JAMES W. WEBB, 
President Medal of Honor Legion. 
Perer F. RAFFERTY, Secretary, 207 Second avenue. 


Senator Borgs Penrose, of Pennsylvania, has introduced a bill in the Sen- 
ate (No. 972) and Congressman CHARLES CURTIS, of in the House 
(House bill 6477) to place upon the service-pension roll at the rate of $75 per 
woe a! _ of <= pension, all officers and enlisted soldiers of the 

n Army a ,and Marine Corps, bot = 
waotoveteene “medals of honor ar who may ereatter be 
medals, under acts mgress passed Decem 
1862, and March 8, 1868, who have eee ee age limit 
ae exclude any officer or enlisted man who during the rebellion 
oO . 

My companions, who won this medal, received it from Congress 
spicuous and particular gat and bravery, ond the line of duty re- 
quired of them ir term of service; such as saving the life of a 
eens ae who fell a ne fire between aed cal ae —* 
colors or sa our own, sa a gunora a com or 
of infantry crac command, or] a charge under pantiouiarty perilous 


for con- 








| attach to their medal or give them 
| same as other countries have 
| officers 


and dangerous circumstances, and such like affairs in the face of destruction 
and almost certam death. It is now over forty years since these brave and 
gallant herees performed their various acts of heroism and valor, and ata 
time when they were young men in health, vigor, and activity, and now when 
they are old and fast becoming , feeble, and decrepit, and wi!l soon an- 
swer the last roll call. it is but simple justice that these heroes of heroes (for 
all who served at the front im those days and received an honorable discharge 
are her whether in addition thereto they received ‘‘ medals of honor” or 
not) should also receive from the Government they helped to save something 
of value, more than a mere medal, to help them in their declining years. 
This is not mere i i sum specified in this 


or disabled veteran; such is neither 
the intent nor the object of the bill, for in that respect our Government is 
most liberal to its soldiers in its various pension bills; neither is the Medal 
of Honor ion composed of officers privates by distinction of former 
rank; there are no gene! or officers in that order as such, and there is no 
distinction as to or ty of rank, but, on the contrary, one might almost 
“ene aan Sengee 3 i ees h th 
wy as onor upon ose 
weari the “‘Medal of honor” for their deeds heroism and varery 
—_ = _ —_ and ee oe ar — world, wou d 
not ita proper recogn a gra and generous nation 
now, at this time, whenin the natural course of events these brave and gal- 
lant heroes, “ bravest of the brave,” can not be with us much longer, to also 
something of real substantial value, the 
im a double or twofold manner done for their 
and soldiers who have 4istin themselves in like manner? 
Other nations have set us the example, as I ed to show. 
In the © Library, in W: gton, can be found a book on 
“ Knighthood,” from which the following is extracted, showing the manner 
in which deeds of valor and heroism are rewarded in other countries of the 
civilized world. 
ENGLAND. 


The Victoria Cross was instituted January 29, 1856, by royal warrant. 
This cross is only awarded to such officers or soldiers who have performed 
some signal act.of valor or bravery in the presence of the enemy, and every 
officer or soldier who has received the cross shall, from the date of the act by 
which the decoration has been gained, be entitled to a special pension of £10 


a year. 
FRANCE. 


The order of Legion of Honor was instituted April 19, 1837. The milita 
class was admitted to the decoration, together with a pension to all who sut- 
fered amputation in co’ uence of wounds recei in action, and are en- 
titled to receive 100 francs for life in addition to thfeir regular pay. 

ITALY. 


King Charles instituted on the 26th = 

navy,a decoration consisting of a gold 

a pension is attached of 100 lire for the and 50 lire for the silver. Both 

medal and pension pass to the widow of the deceased owner as long as she 

remains single, or to his children until they pass their fifteenth year. 
GERMANY. 

The Order of the Iron Cross was instituted March 10, 1813, by Frederick 
William III. It is divided into two classes—civil and military. 

By decree dated August 3, 1841,a pension for life was granted to the sur- 
viving owners of the cross asfollows: To officers, 150 thalers (£22 10s.); to pri- 
vates, 50 thalers (£7 10s.). 

There is also a military order of merit. This order was founded by Duke 
Eu e of Wurttemberg on February 11, 1759, as a reward for those officers 
and men who have disti i themselves in the seven years’ war then 
just ended. The members are divided inte four classes, according to rank 
and degree of merit, and pensioned as follows: First, 2,000 florins; second, 
1,200 florins; third, 1,000 florins; fourth, 300 florins. 

SPAIN. 


The military order of merit was founded by St. Ferdinand. It was made 
accessible to all military persons whose distinction and merit were testified 
to by a commission of inquiry which was instituted for that purpose. 

Pensions are granted as follows: 


of March, 1833, for the army and 
silver medal, in addition to which 
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RUSSIA. 

The military order of St. George was instituted in 1807 by Emperor Alex- 
ander as a reward for those officers and men who had distinguished them- 
selves in battle. An additional pay of one-third is allowed to those who wear 
the cross. 

AUSTRIA. 


The military order of merit was founded by Emperor Joseph II as a re- 
ward to officersand privates. It is divided into gold and silver medals accord- 
ing to the respective degree of merit or distinction. 

To the first is attached an increase of pay of 59 per cent. 
nearly every other country rewards its heroes who have particularly dis- 
tinguished mselves for gallantry and bravery on the field, first by a cross 
or medal, and second by increased pay or an emolument in additioa in the 
shape of money, and thus we see further that it is considered no disgrace, 
neither is it begging, for “‘medal of honor” men in this country to favor 
this bill and urge its passage. 

Yours, etc., 


Thus we see that 


J.C. Junius LANGBEIN, 
802 Broadway, New York City. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, how much time has this side 
remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York has fifty- 
two minutes. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield that time to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. r. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota {[Mr. Lrxp]. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I want to express my appreciation ° 
of the courtesy of the gentleman from Virginia, but it is hardly 
fair for me, under the circumstances, to take up the time of the 
House. I had the misfortune to be out when the eminent gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey) who just took his seat delivered 
the larger portion of his address, and I only listened to the latter 
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part of it. In that he made a statement which I desire to correct, 


or, at least, I desire that it shall not go into the REcorD unchal- | 


lenged. He made the assertion that those who advocate freer 
trade relations with Canada proposed to sacrifice the interests of 
the American farmer in that behalf. J 
gentleman and to the House that no thought could be farther 


from me than the one suggested, and that is true, I believe, of | 


every citizen in my district and in my State who feels on this 
question as I do, as well as of this side of the House. 

The gentleman from Connecticut who just took his seat accused 
this side of the House of being the representatives of the farming 


interests and the planting interests rather than of the industrial. | 


In a measure I think that is true, although I do not apologize for 
saying that I represent as large industrial interests for a single 
district as any other gentleman in this House, at least in number 
of establishments and value of products, if not in the amount of 
capitalemployed. But if it is true that the agricultural and pro- 
ducing interests of the country other than the industrial are more 
largely represented on this side of the House, is it not strange 
that we and that I should plead for a policy, or ask for the adop- 
tion of a policy, that is directly detrimental to those interests? 
Does the gentleman really think that we are so shortsighted? 

In regard to the interests of the farmers of Iowa and Minnesota 
in this question that I occupied the time of the House in discuss- 
ing more fully a short time ago, I want to call the attention of 
my friend from Iowa to the fact that last year we sold corn— 
and I believe some corn is raised in lowa—we sold corn in Canada 
to the amount of upward of $3,000,000. We profited by it, and 
Canada profit:d by it. We sold other agricultural senllasts in 
Canada aggregating, I think, upward of $16,000,000, very nearly 
as much as Canada sold us. Thetruth of the matter is that in 
the great staples exported by the United States, as well as Canada, 
there can be no conflict. Canada exports wheat; we export wheat. 

If there is free trade between Canada and the United States, it 
can neither prejudice Canada nor us. Locally it may affect in- 
terests beneficially, or possibly adversely, but in the great aggre- 
gate it can make no difference and have no effect except to fur- 
ther the trade and profit of both countries. That is true of corn, 
because if Canada imports corn from the United States we send 
less to Europe, and our farmers sell it there because it pays them 
better than to ship to Europe. They may possibly export a little 
more barley or a little more oats than they would if they imported 


no corn, but we profit by selling that corn and they profit by sell- | 


ing the substitute abroad. 


So, in the matter of agricultural products, when both countries | 


are large exporterg, it can make no difference if the natural prod- 
ucts are on the free list. Now, as I stated, and I need hardly re- 
peat it, I come from an agricultural State—I have grown up in 
it; my interests are wrapped up in that State and its future and 


in its agricultural progress and prosperity. Our industries are | 


great; our commerce is growing; but it is agriculture that is the 
foundation, the corner stone, of our wonderful growth. 

I say to you candidly, not in a partisan spirit, but in a spirit of 
true patriotism as I conceive it, that our farmers would be bene- 
fited. Now, instead of permitting partisan predilections and 
arguments to govern us all the time, let us look the facts squarely 
in the face. My friend from Iowa knows that he gets his straw- 
berries in March from Mississippi; in April he gets them from 
Tennessee or Arkansas, and a little later from southern Illinois, 
and along in June from his own garden. Later he gets them 
from Minnesota. 

That is true of other fruits, it is true of vegetables, it is trueof a 
thousand—not a thousand, but scores of commodities that I might 
mention. Now, is there any good reason, I ask you in all candor 
and fairness, why that natural trade, depending upon the move- 
ment of the sun north and south, should not be permitted among 
people speaking the same language and having substantially the 
same ideals? Why should not the Canucks have an opportunity 
to exchange their Irish potatoes for our sweet potatoes. and their 
furs and an occasional fish,if they please, and some of their lum- 
ber and raw materials that they produce so readily but are not 
prepared to manufacture, for some of those things which we pro- 
duce and that they can not produce? Such exchange, profitable 
to both sides, instead of being detrimental to the United States 
can not be other than beneficial to our people. It would be equally 
beneficial to the Canadians. 

Now, if I am in error in this—it seems logical to me—I am will- 
ing to be interrupted and corrected. It is true that in localities 
the Canadians might send in some butter; they might send in 
some eggs and an occasional mutton and an occasional veal, say, 
into the State of New York. Supposing they do; their entire pro- 
duction is less than 2 per cent of curs. How can it destroy our 
market? Itisabsurd. Would not our profit in supplying their 
more numerous wants more than offset this? As compared to us 
Canada is a new country. A country industrially advanced like 
ours always profits in trade with a new country. Now, the gen- 


Now, I want to say to the | 
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| tleman from Connecticut spoke so encouragingly of our growing 

foreign trade, I trust he did not construe my question as indicat- 
ing that I doubted the accuracy of the statements, nor as inimical 
to that growing trade. 

No one glories in American growth and development and pros- 
perity any more than I do, abroad as well as at home. Let me 
say to him that to my mind the only justification that his great 
party has offered which will appeal to impartial men for the re- 
cent ventures of the United States in the far Orient, in the acqui- 
sition of the Philippines, for instance, is the trade that it will 
bring. We are spending to-day fifty to seventy-five, and I may 
be justified in saying, if you include all the direct and collateral 
expenses, possibly one hundred millions of dollars a year for that 
trade in the Orient. That trade in the aggregate amounts to less 
than the yearly natural products between Canada and the United 
States, a trade that costs us nothing, a trade that can be reached 
and carried on by the telephone, that can be carried on without 
| armies, without vessels, that is carried on between kith and kin. 

Now, isn’t it wise—looking to the future, looking to the mag- 
nificent commerce that this new century has in store for this the 
greatest and most powerful nation in the world—to adopt a more 
liberal policy toward this magnificent domain to the north of us, 
controlled by people who, in fact, are our brothers, not merely our 
brethren? You can not deny it; you can not negative it in good 
reason. Why, here is a trade of nearly, yes, quite, $200,000,000 a 
| year, in which we have double the sales that the Canadians have. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] says we have that in 
spite of the tariff, we have that as things are, and that we ought 
to be content, and why ask for anything different. Yes; but why 
do we.have it? We have it because Canada imposes a tariff of 
only from 20 to 25 per cent on our goods, whereas ours is double 
that. Their tariff is purely a revenue tariff, judging it by sched- 
ules and rates that prevail in the United States. It is because of 
that low tariff that we are enabled to trade as successfully as 
we do. 

Supposing Canada—which she is very likely to do unless we 
meet her fairly—should increase her tariff to the same rates that 

revail here. Do you think it would be a good thing for the 

nited States? Do you think our exports to Canada would con- 
tinue? Does my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HiLu] think that 
the electric bell would tinkle from the other side of the line call- 
| ing for goods in those factories that he spoke about in his district, 
as it does now every day in the year, I apprehend? I venture to 
say that the gentleman’s district sends more manufactured arti- 
cles to Canada than to any other single nation in the world. Am 
I not correct? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think not. I think we send more 
to England or to some of the European countries. 

Mr. LIND. I doubt it. You do not deal in heavy iron prod- 
ucts, do you? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 

Mr. LIND.. If you deal ee in the lighter manufac- 
tures, then I venture to say [am absolutely correct in the state- 
ment, or rather the guess, that you send more to Canada of those 
smaller manufactures, higher industrial products, than you do to 
any other country in the world. Now, I say a trade of that kind 
is a profitable trade, and should be encouraged rather than dis- 
couraged. 

Now, what I say I trust my good friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] 
will not construe as a criticism of anything that he has said, but 
I ask him in all candor, and I will be glad to have an answer, 
whether he thinks it would be a good thing for the United States 
if Chamberlain’s policy, now pending for political discussion and 
possible adoption in Great Britain, should be adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. AsIunderstand, the gentleman inquires whether 
it would not be a good thing—— 

Mr. LIND. Whether it would be advantageous for the United 
States. 

Mr. LACEY. What we may do will not influence what Eng- 
land may do. We shall have to do what is best for ourselves, and 
Mr. Chamberlain must do what he considers best for Great 
Britain. 

Mr. LIND. That is not answering my question. 
| Mr. LACEY. I should think it would be a good thing for 

Canada if Great Britain would give her a preference in her mar- 
kets. She is now giving Canada a preference of 33} per cent. 

Mr. LIND. Well, then, the gentleman concedes that it would 
| be a good thing for Canada if England would give her preferen- 
| tial treatment and preferential duties on agricultural products, 
| as Mr. Chamberlain proposes. Now, if it would be a good thing 

for Canada, and we being Canada’s principal competitor in the 
English market, it would necessarily be a bad thing for us. 

| Here the haminer fell. ] 

Mr. HAY. Docs the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LinD] 
desire further time? 

Mr. LIND. Yes; a few moments only. 





Not much. 
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Mr. HAY. 
Mr. LIND. 
Now, when the conditions are such that we can absolutely cir- 
cumvent Mr. Chamberlain’s policy, as we can—we can make his 
scheme an impossibility and have an American union rather than 
an American-European union—we ought to do it. Without Can- 
ada Chamberlain’s imperial trade union could not be considered 


I yield the gentleman ten minutes more. 
I say it would necessarily be a bad thing for us. 


for a moment. Without that vast food supply which Canada 
romises for the future, without that becoming a part and parcel 
of the Chamberlain scheme, it would be impracticable. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Does not the gentleman therefore come to the 
ultimate conclusion that the only way to have proper reciprocity 
with Canada is to have acommercial union, paying Canada a por- 
tion of the proceeds, and establishing absolute free trade between 
that country and the United States? 

Mr. LIND. Notatall. Youcan not tell, norcan I—and I have 
given it very little thought—what the distant future may bring. 
Some day Canada and this great country of ours will be under 
one economic system. [Applauseon the Democratic side.] God 
further theday! But that is not a practical question at this time. 

Weare separate governments. Wemust concede to Canada the 
right to impose a tariff for revenue purposes. That is their way 
of collecting taxes, as itis ours. We can notin reason ask them 
for free trade in manufactured products. But we can insist upon 
the same treatment that they accord England. England gives 
them a free market for their agricultural products. There is 
some ground for their giving England a preferential. If we ex- 
tend the like free market to Canada (which we can do without 
sacrifice) we will be in the same position as England. 

We can then say to Canada: ‘* We insist that you give us the 
same preferential duties on manufactures that you have extended 
to Great Britain.”’ 

And I want to say to my friends here that that is the basis upon 
which I would favor free exchange of natura! products. I think 
I have made my position clear on thatsubject. But if wedothat 
and get the trade of Canada, it will be infinitely more beneficial 
to the United States, not at the expense of Canada, but because 
there are more people in the United States and a larger trade to 
be benefited. 

We have 80,000,000 or more of people to be benefited by the 
larger trade and the larger opportunities, whereas Canada has 
only 5,000,000. It therefore stands to reason that the legislation 
and the policy which would be beneficial to both countries must 
be more largely beneficial to us. 

I should deprecate the consummation of Chamberlain’s scheme 
for imperial trade federation. I may not live tosee the day, but I 
trust the time is not distant when our industrial, economic, and 
financial unity will be as extensive as the Monroe doctrine. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. | 

The Monroe doctrine includes the American Continent. We 
ought to be as potent financially, economically, and industrially 
asthe Monroe doctrine is politically. Letour economic, policy be 
as broad as the hopes, the ambition, and the aspirations of that 
great statesman, one of the greatest of American statesmen, 
James G. Blaine. He could only dream of an American policy. 
The time was not ripe for its realization. It is now within our 
grasp. These aspirations and hopes, as I have said on a former 
occasion, are not visionary. They rest upon the natural law that 
trade follows lines of longitude rather than of latitude. 

I said then that the farmers of lowa and Pennsylvania had very 
little to exchange, while the farmers of Arkansas and Iowa had 
much. The gentleman himself in the concluding remarks of his 
speech admitted the fact that trade was natural between the United 
States and Brazil. Yes; it is and always will be, because the sun 
establishes a difference of climate, conditions, and productions. 
So differences have always existed between Canada and the United 
States and always will. The permanent trade of the world has 
been between countries and regions having different climates and 
productions. 

Consult the history of the great trade routes, The old caravan 
trail extended from central Asia, from the cold highlands of the 
central interior, down through Mesopotamia and Arabia across 
Egypt into Abyssinia and the equatorial forests of Africa. Soon 
this continent, but instead of caravan trails it will be a way of iron 
extending from the Arctic Circle on the north to the Antarctic on 
the south, coextensive with our Monroe doctrine. 

I repeat and I beg of you to forget mere local and temporary 
considerations in this larger aspiration, and deal with this ques- 
tion as Americans rather than as localized citizens of Michigan 
or Minnesota, as the case may be. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic a 

Mr. HAY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 


ork. 
Mr.BAKER. Mr. Chairman, the first duty of organized society 


is to preserve life; its next, to preserve property. I understand 
that five hours have been set apart for debate upon this bill. Five 
hours within which the 80,000,000 people represented here are to de- 
termine their attitude toward fourteen hundred other millions of 
people, to determine whether or not they will appropriate $75,000,- 
000, every dollar of which is a potential danger and may be made 
a coercive force to the fourteen hundred millions of other people 
on the surface of the earth. 

The House spends days and weeks discussing whether Podunk 
and Squedunk shall have ten or twenty thousand dollar post-offices, 
and yet only five hours can be given to this question of civiliza- 
tion—the great question of what the attitude of this nation shall 
be toward the otlias great nations of the earth! But while five 
hours were set apart for debate upon this bill, only two of the 
many who have addressed the House during those hours have 
spoken on the subject-matter of this bill, even though it be fraught, 
as it is, with possible menace to the peace of the world. This bill 
7 designated **A bill making appropriations for the support of the 

rmy.’ 

It should be designated ‘‘A bill to appropriate $75,000,000 to in- 
crease the power of one strenuous man to get this country into 

ossible conflict with one or more civilized nations.’’ We have 

eard much during the past few months about the great interest 
the business men of the country, the ‘‘ conservative ’’ business 
men, are taking in the approaching Presidential campaign. We 
are told that many of them fear that the country may at any 
time become involved in a war with some other great nation be- 
cause of the impetuousness of our great exponent of strenuosity, 
and yet have any of these business organizations raised their 
voice against this appropriation, a large part of which may, at 
any time, be used almost without notice in the very manner that 
they are said to oppose? So far asI know, not one. Yet they de- 
clare that it is their desire that the property and business of the 
country shall be conserved and preserved. And yet every one of 
them, as well as almost every man upon this floor, boasts that he is 
a ‘‘ practical’? man, but nevertheless asserts that ‘‘ war is inevi- 
table.’’ I stand here to enter my protest against that unholy, un- 
Christian, unrighteous, and un-American idea. War is not 
inevitable. Warisarelicof barbarism. To insist that it is in- 
evitable is to assert that so-called civilized nations are yet barba- 
rous. 

Let me quote from one of the most distinguished men who ever 
presided over this House as to the inevitability of war: 


Thomas B. Reed: “‘ War isa beastly barbarism. Itisonly murder ona large 
scale with ranked battalions and pompand circumstance. * * * Men have 
found by experience—which is another name for knowledge—that it does not 

in the long run to destroy property, and hereafter they will find out that 
it does not pay to destroy life.” (Saturday Evening Post, 1900.) 
Also the following, among the earlier Presidents: 
18 MILITARISM A BOGY? 

Thomas Jefferson: “ Nor isit considered safe that a standing army be kept 
up in time of peace.” 

Andrew Jackson: “*Our Government.was instituted and is supported by 
the ballot box and not by the musket. A large standing army is not con- 
sistent. with the spirit of our institutions nor the feelings of our country- 
men, and the lessons of former days and those also of our own times show 
the danger as well as the enormous expense of these permanent and exten- 
sive military organizations.” 

Martin Van Buren: “It is not, however, com 
the people to maintain in time of peace a regu 
fense of extensive frontiers.” 

That is, he opposed even an army required to garrison the 
frontier. 

John Tyler: “Separated as we are from the countries of the Old World 
and in much unaffected by their policy, we are happily relieved from the 
necessity of maintaining large standing armies in times of peace.” 

James K. Polk: “It has never been our policy to maintain large standing 
armies in time of peace. They are contrary to the genius of our free institu- 
—, would impose heavy burdens on the people, and be dangerous to public 
liberty.” 

Franklin Pierce: ‘‘The maintenance of large standing armies in our coun- 
try would be not only dangerous but unnecessary.” 

When the American people, through their representatives here, 
appropriate $75,000,000, what is their excuse? They say, to avert 
war. Gentlemen, so far from averting war, when you appropri- 
ate the sum this bill provides for, you are emulating those who 
advocate war in other nations. You are placing it in the power 
of one man in this country, as they do in one or a few men in 
theirs, to endanger the peace of the world. 

In this bill youare doing here what is being done by every other 
so-called civilized nation, making immense appropriations pro- 
viding that tens of thousands of men (in other countries hundreds 
of thousands) shall be engaged, not in useful occupations in the 
production of wealth for the benefit of mankind, but shall be en- 
gaged in the business of war. In this business of preparing to 
destroy your fellow-men you call yourselves ‘‘ practical,’’ and the 
people who support this policy call themselves ‘‘ practical.’”’ In 
my judgment it is the most foolish and fatuous policy any so- 
called civilized nation can be engaged in. 

The arbitrament of the sword for the settlement of disputes 
between nations is as foolish and even more wicked than the use 


tible with the interests of 
r force adequate to the de- 
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of force in individual disputes. Force and right are not synony- 
mous, force as frequently being with the aggressor as the wronged. 

For a nation to assert that its honor demands war is as wicked 
as for a bully to insist that his honor (?) requires some fancied 
slight or trivial injury to be wiped out with blood. 

The modern exponent of force, the German Emperor, gets into 
a tremendous passion because the despoiled Chinee finally, in sheer 
desperation, takes a human life in the person of an ambassador; 
but his ‘‘ honor ”’ is not the least ruffled by the loss of thousands 
of lives in German coal mines, made needlessly hazardous by the 
greed of German coal monopolists. Nor is he disturbed over the 
degradation of German womanhood, which results from scores 
of thousands being hitched to the plow to take the places of horses 
withdrawn from cultivating the fields to carry his uhlans and 
draw his cannon. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


“HONOR” AND THE PHILIPPINES. 


The honor of Germany is made a cloak for the theft of China’s 
immense coal deposits, said to be the greatest and believed to be 
the best in the world. Forty years ago England’s honor required 
that she should force China at the cannon’s mouth to open her 
ports to the demoralizing opium traffic. 

To-day that same honor can only be satisfied by despoiling the 
Filipinos, the money already squandered by us in the attempt to 
subjugate those freedom-seeking people being ample to build a 
transcontinental railroad from one end of the country to the other, 
the building of which would do much to lessen the heavy burden 
that railroad monopoly lays upon the American people. ; 

War can only be justified when waged in self-defense. Asin all 
wars one of the parties is an aggressor, no war can be justified. 
Instead of every nation competing with every other nation in 
preparations for war,a union for peace should be formed to exert 
moral suasion upon any nation that showed a warlike intention. 

How flimsy the excuse for war sometimes offered is shown in 
the case of the Boer war. Because British subjects were unable, 
under the naturalization laws of the Transvaal Republic, to turn 
themselves quickly into citizens of that country, the British Gov- 
ernment made the demand for a change a casus belli. 

Was ever such a preposterous demand made by one country of 
another? In effect, it was equivalent to saying, ‘‘ You must in- 
crease the facilities for Englishmen to forswear allegiance to the 
country of their birth!’’ 
there are State and national courts, such a demand would be 
laughed out of court, if the country making it were not publicly 
reprimanded. 

In this case, as ip nearly all others, the real purpose of the war 
was not asserted. *That purpose was the destruction of the Re- 
public, so as to afford the means to appropriate its immensely 
valuable gold and diamond mines, the Beit’s, Robinson’s, and 
Rhodes’s, and other exploiters objecting to the Transvaal as a 
nation participating, through taxation, in those great deposits. 

The real purpose behind our war to subjugate the Filipinos is 
the same—the desire of a favored few to exploit its lands and its 
franchises. With us, as with England, the victims of domestic 
land monopoly are compelled to pay out of the meager earnings 
left to them by monopoly for the cost of this foreign land and 
franchise grabbing. 

The Chinese imbroglio was nothing more than an attempt on the 

art of the so-called civilized countries to get ahead of one another 
in the great game of despoiling China of its valuable—actual or 
potential—natural resources. 
WHO PAYS THE PIPER? 
It is for such prizes as these that the patriotism of the American 


ople, as well as those of other countries, must be kept pitched | 


ina high key. A great army and a big navy are the necessary 
cards with which to play the game. But who pays the piper? 

Even if the proceeds of these acts of spoliation were distributed 
on a per capita basis among the people it would still be robbery 
and equally indefensible. But the masses everywhere pay the 
cost; they supply the brawn and the cash, while the shrewd patri- 
otic (?) exploiter *‘ gobbles the loot.” 

We hear a great deal nowadays of arbitration, of peace gather- 
ings, but at not one of them, so far as I know, has any practi- 
‘al step been proposed for even partial disarmament or partial re- 
duction of the immense armies of the world or of their great 
navies. A small gathering, an unofficial gathering, of this body 
and the Senate took place in the lobby of this House the other 


night to discuss the formation of a group or committee to bring | 


about international peace. All sorts of plans are proposed for en- 
tertaining members of other parliamentary bodies, for junketing 
trips, etc., for which an appropriation is to be asked, but no prac- 
tical step is proposed or suggested to bring about international 
peace. And yet when I proposed what I regard as a practical 
step in that direction as embodied in these resolutions: 


Whereas the conserving and not the destroying of human life is the first 
and most sacred duty of organized society; and 


If there were a court of nations, as | 
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Whereas immense armies and great navies are as constant a menace to the 
peace of nations as the carrying of weapons by individuals is to the peace of 
communities; and 

Whereas society has so far progressed that the resort to arms by individ- 
uals is no longer permitted, so the resort to war by so-called civilized coun- 
tries should no longer be tolerated in the court of nations: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this gathering of members of both Houses 
of Congress and of both parties that the United States should, as a practical 

step toward universal peace, formally call oe all the great nations of the 

| world to disband one-half of their armies and dismantle half of their navies 
as they existed in the respective countries on January 1, 1904— 

| this to be a proposition from the American people to all the 
civilized nations of the world urging an immediate reduction of 
the present gigantic standing armies, etc., no other Member of 
this House at that gathering supported it or even gave it coun- 
tenance. 

A bill has been introduced in this House to appropriate the enor- 
mous sum of twoand a half billion dollars to be expended during 
the next eighteen years in building a great navy. The Brooklyn 
Times of November 80 hasan editorial on this proposition, headed 
‘“*Seems a reasonable scheme.”’ I will only quote one paragraph 
therefrom: 

Two billion and a half dollars is a big sum to contemplate and to think of 
expending. When one refiects that the country will be called upon toexpend 
the sum only in annual installments and comparatively small amounts—in 
sums that it can easily afford—the immensity of the scheme is dwarfed and 
really assunes reasonable proportions. 


A reasonable scheme, forsooth! What is the reason that is given 
for such a proposition? What is the reason given for every naval 
appropriation bill upon this floor? It is that we have got to do it 
because other nations do it. Our so-called patriotic men get to- 
gether into a navy league, headed in this country by an ex-Secre- 
tary of the Navy, and propose schemes for immense naval appro- 
priations, a little less wild and insane, I admit, than this Hobson 
scheme, but nevertheless wildly insane. They insist that these 
immense sums must be appropriated because other nations are 
doing that very thing. 

NAVY LEAGUES AT WORK. 


Look at what is being done. In England a navy league exists, 
officered by various betitled and beribboned war gods. They base 
their plea to the British public for larger additions to the British 
navy upon the fact that other nations are going so. 

‘“* Look at Germany,” they say. ‘‘She isspendinga hundred or 
so million marks a year for battle ships and cruisers, and in five, 
seven, or some other number of years her fleet will equal ours. 
We must therefore goon and build more and faster vessels.””  Ke- 
sult, the heavily taxed British workingman is more heavily taxed, 
more thousands of able-bodied Britons are withdrawn from use- 
ful employment, more public debt created, and the nation goes 
on singing Britannia Rules the Waves. 

Cross over to Germany, and there yousee a German navy league 
at work distributing millions of pamphlets urging the need of a 
larger navy. 

The German peasant and workingman are told that it is not 
enough that a great army exists to repel foreign invasion by land; 
the country needsa large and splendid navy to maintain its pres- 
tige as a ‘* great world power!’’ A comprehensive policy provid- 
ing for the construction each year of more large battle ships and 
cruisers must be carried ont, because England, France, Russia, 
and the United States are making big additions to their respective 
navies. 

The unsophisticated rural German is awed by the picture skill- 
fully presented to him by navy-league patriots of a possible coali- 
tion of Russia and France, or of England and the United States, 
and votes for a big navy, with its great increase of tax burdens. 
Of course Russia doesn’t even go through the form or asking the 
| people's consent to these expenditures. She does it by executive 

direction. 





OUR DESTINY. 


So, not to be outdone in this game of “ patriotism,”’ a navy league 
is formed here, and we are told that ‘* destiny’’ has made us a 
world power and we also must build a navy that shall be the envy 
of the world. 

When the “‘ destiny” cry gets a little overworked and the peo- 
ple become a trifle slow in appreciating their great opportunities 
as pioneers of civilization onl bachabel, we are told that our in- 
sular possessions, stolen from a freedom-seeking people, must be 
protected; that great dangers, as well as great responsibilities, are 
a part of this destiny. Other great nations are rapidly increasing 
their naval strength and we must do likewise to maintain our po- 





sition. 

England is adding to her immense navy, Germany is building 
one, Russia and Japan are doing the same; therefore we must do 
| likewise. Are we to fall behind in this glorious race for suprem- 
| acy on the ocean? E 
uild, build, build! More battle ships, more and faster cruis- 

ers, more and speedier torpedo boats. Let the good work go on. 
| What if it does cost a hundred millions, more or less, annually? 
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Isn't this a big country, the greatest on the face of the earth, bar 
one? 

' We can stand the expense; we are a country of billion-dollar 
Congresses now, and we must keep ahead of the procession. It is 
our destiny! Haven't we licked Spain? And can’t we lick Ger- 
many, too, when we get a bigger navy? May we not have to lick 
England some day? And how are we going to do it without the 
biggest and finest navy in the world? i 

If these navy leaguers were not such boisterous patriots, so that 
their thinking a tus could work for a moment, they might 
ask themselves, Where is all this to end? 

Not a larger navy than Germany, for we must then go on and 
build one larger than England. Besides, this insane fever for 
‘‘ bigness’? in a navy produces a corresponding desire for bigness 
among the Germans and the British; each acts and reacts upon 
the other. 

When we build more efficient war vessels to destroy English- 
men or Germans their navy leagues point to the number and size 
of our naval ee as a reason for more ships and larger 
appropriations by those countries. 

So the ridiculous, insane, mad folly goes on. The more foolish 
we become in this strife for naval supremacy the moreare Euro- 

ean nations incited to the creation of even bigger navies than 

peretotanes no matter what the cost. Whereisittoend? Where 
else can this fatuous policy lead us if not to a war with some 
other nation? 

If the agitations of these navy leagues were not inherently 
wicked, in that they incite a desire for wholesale killing of other 
peoples, their purpose would yet be the most stupid and illogical 
that men otherwise presumably sane could engage in. 


Every squadron that leaves our shores has among its officers | 


those who desire a war as a means for rapid advancement, to say 
nothing of prize money and loot. Removed from the direct ob- 
servation of our citizens, every squadron sent abroad is fraught 
with dangers to the nation’s peace that monarchies are not sub- 
jected to, as no potential Presidential candidates are treading the 
decks of English or German men-of-war anxious to create an op- 
portunity to return as popular idols to high civic positions. 

Was there ever anything so foolish or so insane? And yet the 
men who clamor for these immense appropriations ‘‘ in order to get 


ready for war” boast of their level headedness and their ‘*‘ prac- | 
Ernest H. Crosby, who was appointed by President | 


ticality.’’ 
Harrison judge of the international court at Alexandria, Egypt, 


has, it seems to me, described this condition of mind very grapbh- | 


ically. 

Mr. Crosby says: 

ERNEST CROSBY IN THE WHIM. 

ROBERT BAKER, Congressman from Brooklyn, has been jumped upon by 
all classes of newspapers because he refused to name a candidate for the 
naval school at Annapolis, asserting as his reason that there is no excuse for 
training men in the art of murder. 2 

He is no soft-hearted, effeminate sentimentalist, nor is he a man of defect- 


ive logical powers, as these journals would have us believe. I have known | 
ears, and I know him to be a man of peculiarly keen observation | 
i There is no ex- | 


him for 
and intellect. And the fact is that he told the simple truth. 
cuse whatever for teaching our promising young men the best way of slaugh- 
tering their fellowmen. “Phe idea that somebody might ‘‘attack”’ us is the 
product of an unbalanced brain. 

There is a well-known disease (I think they call it “ paranoia’) which ends 
in softening of the brain and death, and which presents as its first symptom 
the belief that people are conspiring inst the victim. A manof this kind 
came into my office some months ago thinking that I was practicing law and, 
after carefully shutting the door and looking around suspiciously to make 
sure that there was no spy present, he peemet to me in whispers that he 
was pursued by conspirators and appealed to me for protection against them. 
I saw at once what the matter was, and I told him frankly that I believed that 
he was suffering from hallucination, and this belief of his was a common 
symptom of mental derangement. 

He smiled at me in a patronizing way (precisely as our pout do when 
I tell them the same thing) and assured me that he was well acquainted with 
the delusion to which I referred, but that his case was quite different. See- 
ing that I could make no impression upon him, and having no desire to add 
him to the list of my regular callers, I advised him to move tosomeother city, 
leaving no trace of his whereabouts behind, and especially not to let me know 
where he was going, and I have not heard from him since. Anacquaintance 
of his told me afterwards that he was hopelessly insane. 


ARMING AGAINST BURGLARS. 


Now, our statesmen are suffering from this form of paranoia, but unfortu- 
nately it is not so easy to get rid of them. Nobody in the world is going to 
attack us. They may cite the fact that men usually have revolvers in their 
houses as a protection against burglars and that nations should take similar 
precautions. It would be easy to prove from the newspapers that the house- 
old revolver kills ten innocent pa for every burglar, but let that go. 
The cases are absolutely dissimilar. e arm ourselves against burglars, but 
we do not arm ourselves against Mr. Smith and Mr. Brown who live next 
door and dine at our tables and sit opposite us at church. 

_ Now, there are no burglar nations, but we actually arm ourselves as a na- 
tion agpinat our friends and equals. Imagine a man ae aa e battery 
along his neighbor's fence and practicing to find the range of his house, and 
yet pretending to be on good terms with him: The thing is of course ludi- 
crous in the extreme and only explicable on the hypothesis of incipient in- 


Sanity. 

Mr. Root has been Re ng visits abroad, and he has been a guest at the 
country homes of Eng statesmen. He might have gone in the same way 
to the homes of the rulers of France and Germany. ow he would have re- 
sented the imputation that Mr. Balfour or President Loubet or the German 


chancellor might be lying in ambush for him and preparing to kidnap him or 
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assassinate him! And yet when it is ested that these same people as 

statesmen intend to “attack” us as a nation, at once we begin to pile up 
ven — fr and beat the woods for recruits. Clearly, the whole 
ing is pathological. 

And one of the most amusing arguments brought against the common- 
sense objections to this crazy militarism is that such objections are senti- 
mental and that the militarists are stern, clear-sighted, matter-of-fact indi- 
viduals, who meet real conditions with real businesslike wisdom, while the 
fact is that they are all daft with shadowy sentiment. Patriotism, Old 
Glory, the Union, the Army and Navy—they are ready to lose their heads 
over anything that can_ be written with a capital initial without ever once 
thinking of analyzing the truth and falsehood for which the epithet may 
stand. triotism, flags, unions, armies, and navies were made, like the Sab- 
bath, fos man, and to worship them as ends in themselves is sentimentalism 
run mad. 

Mr. BAKER has been enalreing this navy fetish, and he has come to the 
conclusion, as every unprejudiced man must, that it is the focus of extrava- 
gance, pride, bluster, hatred, and murder, and that the sooner we are deliv- 
ered from it the better. He may have the satisfaction of knowing that at 
some time in the dim future the rest of the world will catch up with him. 
Meanwhile, I doubt if the attacks made upon him by the whole lunatic asy- 
lum disturb him much. 


The appropriation of this $75,000,000 is, in my judgment, an in- 
sane act for this nation to be engaged in. As Mr. Crosby says, 
if anyone were to suggest that Mr. Balfour or some other man 
holding a responsible position in the British Government—one of 
those who entertained Mr. Root—were preparing to kidnap or 
assassinate him he would be called a crazy lunatic. Yet the Sec- 
retary of War goes over to England, is entertained there, comes 
back here and says in this bill, in effect, that we must get ready 
to fight the British nation; we must get ready to fight Germany, 
Russia, Italy, France, or any other nation, and yet he prides 
| himself upon his sanity and his level headedness and his great 
| practicality. 

I suppose that if the war ministers of any of the great European 
nations were to visit the United States that they would be enter- 
tained by the Cabinet ministers, and possibly by the President, 
but on their return to their respective countries they would 
| almost certainly continue their present preparations for war on a 
| gigantic scale. I find in the New York American Yearbook that 
six great European nations during last year spent the following 
sums and had these men in their standing armies: 


































Country. } Soldiers. Cost. 

eI I in woinaecnnedebucwecennnia | 361, 000 59,009, 090 
ee i bsameien 518, 000 143, 000, 600 
IN lt al meee 600, 000 128, 745,000 
ical es asc in sins aeirtdta ialtda emtibtn ellgatarn } 542,000 454, 090, 000 
a ts - 278, 000 47,009,000 
cin ek chenille sendsetie dest n-ne 1,042, 000 242, 000,000 
ea a a ek 8,341,000 | 1,073,745, 000 


We are told that these are the armies on a “‘ peace”’ footing, 
| and that the number constituting the armies of these countries 
| on a war footing would amount to over 13,000,000. 

These same European nations (excluding Austria-Hungary) also 
spent last year, according to the London Daily Mail Yearbook, 
| $366,500,000 for their navies and had 305,700 men manning their 
| war ships. 


> 














Country. Men. Cost. 
PINT ion, tee Une Cadsawdpiageumtindteecdecacon | 53, 500 $62, 500, 000 
PD decicranndnsck attnwsciecbeceieesesce nodes | 33, 500 | 54, 000, 000 
SPI TERRONEE <2. ncccmctsts seccee eocnccncsnstun cowcea 27, 000 172, 500,000 
RISES PRIS NGS aaa ate: Sa 65, 000 | 54.000, 000 
PRT. Gn tebe Aieny bach ececteaind asdeon casria 26, 700 23, 500, 600 
eed iattininne ded ncitininateiennvounns 305, 700 386, 500, 000 


So it appears that nearly a billion and a half dollars was spent 
by these so-called ** civilized ’’ nations in preparations to fight each 
other, while there were some 3,650,000 adult males, all presumably 
able-bodied and in full possession of physical vigor, who were not 
merely nonproducers of wealth, but were enormously expensive 
consumers of the wealth produced by other workingmen. 

While Russia thus, according to these authorities, spent the 
enormous sum of $296,000,000 in training men for war and equip- 
ping them with powerful machinery to destroy human life, her 
expenditures for educational purposes the same year amounted 
to only $22,000,000. Comment on this striking contrast between 
the gigantic preparations to destroy life as compared with the 
ridiculously inadequate appropriations to develop and broaden 
the intellect would be superfluous. 


How completely this worshiping of the god of war takes possession of 
the human mind, to the exclusion of every humane instinct, was vividly r 
vealed to me recently in a conversation with a retired commodore of the 
Navy. The Spanish war was a subject of particularly pleasing reminiscence, 
as it brought him again into service; but fe was even more enthusiastic over 
the fact that that war had enabied a relative to gain an advancement which, 
as he said, “ Had it not been for the war it would have taken him fifteen years 
to secure.” In every other respect a good and kindly man, it needed the 
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merest cursory reference to the subject of war to so inflame him that he 
fairly gloated over the prospect of taking human life on a wholesale scale— 
the lives of human beings who, if we are to believe the precepts of the Savior 
of mankind, are made in the image of their Creator, and which ought to be 
held sacred above everything else. 

The logic of this policy—if the term “‘logic”’’ is applicable where 
such madness prevails—is for each of the great nations in their 
strife for supremacy to go on, ever increasing the size of their 
navies, until every adult male, not already enrolled as a soldier, 
shall be manning its ships. Those who in England oppose this 
folly aredubbed ‘* Little Englanders;’’ here are called ‘‘ un-Amer- 
ican.”’ 

And, yet these men are the truer — as they urge each 
country to stand for the highest ideals of liberty and justice for 
all mankind, opposing bigness and bluster, with its accompanying 
enslavement of the weak. 


freight had to be unloaded. There were all sorts of American 
products in that cargo of freight. Ten thousand miles from here 
gentlemen, in the little Siberian village of Gorbitza, consisting of 
a dozen log houses, in a little store not over 8 by 10, we bought 
packages of candy wrapped up in paper on which was printed the 
picture of William McKinley to popularize that candy among the 
peasants of Siberia. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HILL. If my time can be extended. I have not yet an- 
swered the question of the gentleman from Minnesota. AI] the 
way across Asia my journey on the cars was made safe and pleas- 
ant by the Westinghouse air brake made in Pittsburg, Pa., and 
shipped over there under the Dingley tariff bill. 

The finest stores in all Europe—in Vienna, in Berlin, in Paris, 


There is no natural reason why the inhabitants of one country | and in London—are those which are selling American shoes 


should wish to fly at the throat of the people of another country. 


shipped there under the Dingley tariff bill, and I say from personal 


There never would be war if the passions of the ignorant and | knowledge in my own town that they are selling them at prices 


heedless were not played upon by the shrewd and unscrupulous 
for purposes of personal aggrandizement, either of wealth or 
power. The beating of tomtoms at the slightest provocation 
and the ostentatious preparations for war by the rulers of great 
nations serve to kindle the passions of the masses to their own 
undoing. 

I refuse to be a party to this shameful cruel game. On thecon- 
trary, I propose to exert whatever influence I can to the removal 
of the artificial barriers which unscrupulous greed in this, as in 
other countries, has erected to impede the free intercourse of 
nations. Unrestricted commerce is the world’s most potent civil- 
izer, and my efforts will be directed to making commerce with 
other nations as free as between the States of the Union, confident 
that the full fruition of that policy will put an end to war, with 
all its horrible attendant evils and the fearful suffering always 
entailed, and will usher in the era of the brotherhood of man. 

Mr. Chairman, to sum up the situation, General Sherman said, 
“War ishell.”’ It is hell, and it never will be anything else but 
hell. It is the duty of the American Congress to do all in their 
power not to create hell, not to add to the flames of that place, 
but to do all they can to see that peace, universal peace, peace 
throughout the whole world, shall be the policy of the great civ- 
ilized nations. 

Let us say to the world we will no longer go on with this fool- 
ish, vicious policy; we will no longer continue to appropriate 
these enormous amounts of money for instruments of wholesale 
slaughter. That we, the American people (occupying a unique, 
unassailable geographical position among the civilized nations of 
the world), propose to lead in a crusade not for war, but in a cru- 
sade which will bring about ultimate universal peace. A first 
step toward that much to be desired end is an agreement on the 
part of the civilized nations of the world to reduce their arma- 
ments, their armies, and their navies by at least 50 per cent as 
they existed on the ist of January of this year. No nation can 
object to that proposition, No nation can say: ‘‘ Had we known 
such a proposition as that was to be made we would have in- 
creased our army and navy in order to get ready to reduce,’’ because 
that is practically the argument that is always made when any 
proposition for a reduction for armament is made. [Applause. | 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILv]. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I desire to apologize 
to the House for taking any more time, but the gentleman from 
Minnesota asked a question which I should like to answer. It is 
as follows: ‘*Do you think it would be for our best interest to 
have the Chamberlain policy carried out?’’ I will answer that 
by telling a story. Two years ago I stood on the deck of a Japa- 
nese liner in the harbor of Vladivostok, Siberia. In the hold of 
that ship was 700 tons of American agricultural implements that 
had come across the Pacific Ocean from America for the use of 
the peasants of Siberia. They came under the Dingley tariff bill. 

Right over on the other side of the harbor was an English 
tramp ship loaded with American steel rails from Pennsylvania 
which had been shipped there to be used by the Siberian Railroad, 
and shipped there under the Dingley tariff bill. 

That day I went ashore and at night at the hotel in Vladivostok 
I was introduced to a gentleman who told methat he represented 
the Baldwin Locomotive Works, of Philadelphia, and had just 
finished a contract by which he had put into operation on the Si- 
berian Railroad 150 Baldwin locomotives, shipped there under 
the Dingley tariff bill. 

The next day I rode 500 miles up to the Amur River over Ameri- 
can steel rails shipped there under the Dingley tariff bill. The 
day following I got aboard the steamer to go up the Amur River 
1,500 miles. It wasasteel steamer and had in tow two steel barges, 
both made in Pittsburg, Pa., sent there—12,000 miles, to the other 
side of the world—and shipped there under the Dingley tariff bill. 

The first night out we wrecked one of these barges and the 


| making his speech [ was not listening very attentively. 


| votes cast in his district, all told, in 1902. 





which are higher than they are sold at in the United States of 
America, all shipped there under the Dingley tariff bill. 

I went to London and I called on a friend, an English gentleman 
who had been in charge of a transportation company in this 
country for thirteen years. I said to him, ‘‘ How’s business?’’ 

“It is bad.”’ 

‘* What is the matter?” 

** Matter enough.”’ 

** What is it?”’ 

“Our ports,”’ he replied, ‘‘ are wide open to you and yours are 
closed to us. If I had my way, I would put a duty on everything 
that comes from your country into Great Britain, and then I 
would have something to give to you in return for like concessions 
on your part.”’ 

Now, that is the Chamberlain policy, and I want to ask my 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. Linp] if, when he goes into a battte, 
he strips his armor off and hands it to hisenemy? Would you by 
a Democratic policy put this country into the same position that 
England is when England is trying to get out of it in order to 
protect herself? [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Iowa {[Mr. Hu] has two minutes and the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. pet has seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. HAY. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 


| souri [Mr. CLARK]. 


Mr. CLARK. r. Chairman,I do not want to enter upon any 


| discussion of the tariff at this time; I desire to submit some- 


what of arithmetic. When the gentleman from Connecticut was 
Ithought 
he was stating the whole number of votes in his district. It so 
happened the other night I was figuring on the probable vote in 
my own district this year, if it was all cast, as it usually is ina 
Presidential year, and there will be over 46,000. The gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] undertook to take great glory to 


| himself and the people in his district by saying 45,033 votes were 
| cast for him in his district at the last election. 


That seems enor- 


mous. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I said there were 


| 45,033 votes and that in the district of the gentleman from Mis- 


souri there were some 33,000 votes. 

Mr. CLARK. Waita moment. I misstated that. I did not 
do it intentionally. What he said was that there were 45,033 
That seems enormous, 
being much larger than the average. How do you suppose there 
happened to be 45,000 votes cast in his district? Simply for the 
reason that they have never redistricted the State under the last 
census and apportionment, though gaining one Representative, 
and they elect one Representative at large and four by districts, 
so that the gentleman’s district, if the State were redistricted, 
instead of having a population of 247,815 out of a total popula- 
tion of 908,420 in the State, would have 181,647 people in st. 

Instead of representing partially one-fourth of the State—be- 
cause Mr. LILLEy represents all four districts as much as Mr. 
HILL represents his one—if the State were redistricted, as it 
should be, he would represent but one-fifth of the population of 
the State instead of a fourth; and he undertakes to draw the un- 
fair inference here that there are more votes cast in his district 
in proportion to population than are cast in my district. Let us 
see how he comes out. He is not half as popular in his district 
as he would have you believe. [Laughter. | : Z 

In the First district of Connecticut Mr. Henry received 37,744 
votes, because it has a smaller population—only 220,003. In the 
Third district [Mr. BRANDEGEE’s] there were 21,384 votes cast— 

pulation only 129,610. In the Fourth district, which is that of 
Brother HI, there were 45,038 votes cast out of a population of 
247,815. In Mr. SpPERRY’s district (the Second) there were 54,199 
votes cast out of a population of 310,923, which makes Mr. SPERRY, 


